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FOREWORD

The Baton Rouge Loop will be a free flow toll road around the Baton Rouge
metropolitan area. The Implementation Plan phase of project development is
the initial part of the process in planning, design, construction, and operations of
the new roadway. The Implementation Plan phase is to analyze engineering,
environmental, and financial feasibility of the proposed loop as well as solicit
public, agency, and political involvement in initial planning for the project. The
end result of the Implementation Plan phase is to identify and lay out the process
for activities going forward that will lead to opening and operations of the loop.

A series of six technical memorandums have been developed to document the
analysis and other activities during the Implementation Plan phase. These
technical memorandums present and document work in the areas of engineering,
environmental, traffic & revenue, financial feasibility, community involvement, and
implementation planning. This technical memorandum is one of the series of six.

The team of planners, engineers, and other specialists developing the
Implementation Plan are indicated below:
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Public and Agency Outreach Technical Memorandum No. 6 documents the public
and agency involvement efforts associated with the BR Loop Implementation Plan. The
purpose of this inventory is to assess and summarize the various public events,
publications and activities prepared to inform and involve the public on the proposed
project. The following items were produced or organized as part of the public outreach
effort:

« BR Loop Public Information Network — a database including contact information of
project Stakeholder Committee and Advisory Committee members, community
groups and other organizations representing different perspectives within the study
area,

« BR Loop Web Site — the web site, www.brloop.com, included a project overview,
meeting notices and presentations, and contact information;

e Project Video — short informational video used in public meetings to inform the
public about the Implementation Plan for the BR Loop project. The video was
utilized by the Executive Committee, Stakeholder Committee, Advisory Committee
members and the Project Team in public education and outreach;

e Project Fact Sheet — a brochure that included a project overview and schedule,
history on tolling and toll road information;

e Public Meetings and Presentations — including Executive Committee meetings,
Stakeholder Committee meetings, Advisory Committee meetings and community
and small organization meetings;

e Media Relations - discussions and interviews with the media concerning the BR
Loop Implementation Plan; coordinated the media by providing news releases,
conducting interviews and press briefings.

2. PUBLIC AND AGENCY INVOLVEMENT
2.1. Public and Agency Involvement Plan

A Public and Agency Involvement Plan was developed for the BR Loop project to
systemically build a broad basis of support from parish and municipal stakeholders,
the general public and other interested parties. The Project Team worked closely
with the BR Loop Executive Committee, the Stakeholder Committee, and the
Advisory Committee to ensure effective public and agency participation.

The key objectives of the Public and Agency Involvement Plan activities were to:
provide continuous information flow to stakeholders and the public; solicit
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meaningful input representing the diverse points of view; and facilitate
problem identification and conflict resolution through consensus-building activities.

The Public and Agency Involvement Plan also included graphic standards for the
project logo including use of text colors and fonts. Communications protocols for
responding to public inquiries were established for the Project Team and included
as an addendum to the plan.

This process was designed not only to create consensus for a unified plan and
model agreements, but also to create new networks of communication and set
precedents for inter-jurisdictional cooperation.

The Public and Agency Involvement Plan is included as Exhibit 1.

2.2. Initial Agency Outreach & Coordination Guide

The Initial Agency Outreach and Coordination Guide was created to facilitate and
document how coordination would occur between the Project Team and agencies
during the Implementation Plan phase of the Baton Rouge Loop project.

The Guide describes activities and procedures during the Implementation Plan
phase of the project including: description of the proposed project, the roles of the
agencies and the public, initial project purpose and need, schedule, and the
process for coordination and communications. The Guide outlined the
responsibilities for the Project Team to have early engagement with agencies that
have an interest in the project and are important to the project's success
throughout the future NEPA process.

The Initial Agency Outreach & Coordination Guide is attached as Exhibit 2.
3. COMMITTEES

3.1. Executive Committee

The Executive Committee (EC) was formed as the management and decision-
making body for the Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan. Members of this
Committee include the five (5) Parish Presidents from the Baton Rouge region The
Executive Committee met monthly.

The Director of Planning of the Capital Region Planning Commission, Huey Dugas,
serves as the Administrative Secretary for the Executive Committee.

Table 3-1 lists the members of the Executive Committee and their positions.
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Executive Committee Members

Position

Name

Ascension Parish President

Tommy Martinez

East Baton Rouge Mayor-President

Melvin "Kip" Holden (chairman)

Iberville Parish President

J. Mitchell Ourso Jr.

Livingston Parish President

Mike Grimmer (vice chairman)

West Baton Rouge Parish President

Riley "Pee Wee" Berthelot

3.2. Stakeholder Committee

The Stakeholder Committee was formed to represent civic and community
stakeholders common to the five parishes as well as specific to each parish.
Members were appointed by the Executive Committee.

Table 3-2

Stakeholder Committee Members

Position Name
CEO, Baton Rouge Area Chamber Adam Knapp
Executive VP, Baton Rouge Area Foundation John Spain

Director of Aviation, Baton Rouge Metro Airport

Anthony Marino

Secretary, La. Dept. of Economic Development

Stephen Moret

Vice Provost, Louisiana State University

Dr. Katrice Albert

Southern University

Margaret Ambrose

Baton Rouge Community College

Lloyd Baptiste

Ascension Parish

Kim Braud

Ascension Chamber of Commerce

Sherrie Despino

Southwest Computer

Chester Diez

Eastbank Realty

Cynthia Stafford

Center for Planning Excellence

Elizabeth Thomas

Baton Rouge Area Foundation

Gwen Hamilton

Cyntreniks, LLC

Brace Godfrey

East Baton Rouge Parish

John Noland

CEO, MAPP Construction

Michael Polito
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Black Chamber of Commerce

Eric Lewis

East Baton Rouge Parish

Graydon Walker

La. Association of General Contractors

Derrell Cohoon

Executive Director, Iberville Chamber of
Commerce

Hank Grace

Professor, Louisiana State University

Dr. Larry Rouse

Livingston Parish

Gerald Burns

Livingston Parish

Scott Jones

Livingston Parish

Wendell Pepper

Livingston Parish

Mickey Seale

West Baton Rouge Parish

Marc Barker

WBRUB

Sharon Stam

3.3. Advisory Committee

The Advisory Committee was formed to provide technical assistance, coordinate
with appropriate agencies and provide expert advice and counsel to the Executive
Committee. Members were appointed by the Executive Committee.

Table 3-3

Advisory Committee Members

Position

Name

Director of Public Works, Ascension Parish

Bob Turner

Director, Ascension Parish Planning & Zoning

Richard Compton

Director of Public Works, East Baton Rouge
Parish

Pete Newkirk

Chief Traffic Engineer, East Baton Rouge
Parish

Ingolf Partenheimer

Iberville Parish

Jesse Thompson

Iberville Parish Tom Poole
Livingston Parish Will Clark
Mayor, City of Denham Springs Jimmy Durbin
Director of Public Works, West Baton Rouge Kevin Durbin

Parish

Chairman, West Baton Rouge Parish Council

Larry Johnson

MPO

Huey Dugas
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Louisiana Department of Transportation &
Development
FHWA Carl Highsmith

Louisiana Department of Transportation &
Development

Dr. Eric Kalivoda

Vacant ***

rxk Deputy Secretary of the Louisiana Department of Transportation &
Development, Cedric Grant, served on the Advisory Committee until March
2008. A new appointment from LA DOTD Secretary William Ankner is
pending.

4. PUBLIC OUTREACH AND INVOLVEMENT

4.1.Executive Committee Meetings

The BR Loop Executive Committee held public monthly meetings in the East Baton
Rouge Parish Metropolitan Council Chambers (222 St. Louis Street, Baton Rouge,
Louisiana). Meeting No. 5 was held at the offices of URS Corp. (7389 Florida
Boulevard, Baton Rouge, Louisiana). The Project Team attended these meetings to
provide updates on the Implementation Plan.

4.1.1. Executive Committee Meeting No. 1; June 5, 2007

The meeting consisted of the election of Executive Committee officers,
appointment of a secretary/administrator and a presentation by the Project Team
outlining the goals and objectives of the BR Loop Implementation Plan.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 3. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 4.

4.1.2. Executive Committee Meeting No. 2; July 19, 2007

The meeting consisted of a brief overview of the joint Stakeholder Committee
and Advisory Committee meeting held on July 10, 2007; discussion of initial
meetings with FHWA, DOTD and other agencies to review the scope and
schedule of the BR Loop Implementation Plan; a report on the boundaries of the
project; discussion of environmental constraints; and future steps.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 5. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 6.
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4.1.3. Executive Committee Meeting No. 3; August 20, 2007

The meeting consisted of a brief recap of the previous month’s activities including
Project Team meetings with various community groups and agencies and a
presentation by the Project Team on project's purpose and need, potential
corridors, context-sensitive solutions and public outreach efforts. The Project
Team also presented input received from members of the Stakeholder
Committee and Advisory Committee during the July 10, 2007 joint meeting.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 7. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 8.

4.1.4. Executive Committee Meeting No. 4; November 15, 2007

The meeting consisted of a brief discussion on additional funding made available
for the BR Loop project, of which $500,000 would be allocated to hire a land-use
planner. The Project Team briefed the Executive Committee on public outreach
efforts conducted, corridor refinements and financing options including public-
private partnerships for the project.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 9. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 10.

4.1.5. Executive Committee Meeting No. 5; December 13, 2007

The meeting, in conjunction with a joint Stakeholder Committee and Advisory
Committee meeting, consisted of a brief project and corridor refinement overview
as well as a discussion of preliminary traffic and revenue analysis. The Project
Team also briefed the three committees on public outreach efforts, next steps
and a project timeline.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 11. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 12.

4.1.6. Executive Committee Meeting No. 6; January 17, 2008

The meeting consisted of a brief project overview, discussion of further corridor
refinement, the upcoming Texas trip and public meetings scheduled for late
February and early March. Tommy Martinez, President of Ascension Parish, was
also welcomed as the newest member of the Executive Committee. Members of
the committee were also briefed on the $4 million appropriation to continue the
environmental phase of the project and the availability of the Baton Rouge
Department of Public Works to service the Capital Area Expressway Authority
(CAEA).
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A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 13. The meeting presentation
is included as Exhibit 14.

4.1.7. Executive Committee Meeting No. 7; February 21, 2008

The meeting consisted of a discussion on the upcoming trip to Austin and Dallas
to meet with respective toll authorities and details of the public meetings
scheduled for February 25-28 and March 3. The Project Team also briefed the
Executive Committee on further corridor refinements.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 15. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 16.

4.1.8. Executive Committee Meeting No. 8; April 17, 2008

The meeting consisted of a brief review of the Executive Committee trip to Austin
and Dallas and the second round of public meetings, a presentation of corridor
refinements, remarks from the five parish presidents and discussion of the
completion of the Implementation Plan and next phase of the project.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 17. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 18.

Table 4-1
Executive Committee Meeting Schedule

Date Location

June 5, 2007 EBR Metro Council Chambers
July 19, 2007 EBR Metro Council Chambers
August 20, 2007 EBR Metro Council Chambers
November 15, 2007 EBR Metro Council Chambers
December 13, 2007 URS Corporation

January 17, 2008 EBR Metro Council Chambers
February 21, 2008 EBR Metro Council Chambers
April 17, 2008 EBR Metro Council Chambers

4.2 .Executive Committee Texas Toll Facilities Tour

The BR Loop Executive Committee, Project Team members, representatives from
FHWA and LA DOTD and members of the media participated in a tour of Austin and
Dallas, Texas toll facilities March 6-7, 2008.
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The fact-finding mission included tours of two North Texas Tollway
Authority (NTTA) facilities in Dallas, the Dallas North Tollway (DNT) and the
President George Bush Turnpike (PGBT) as well as briefings by NTTA executive
leadership. Issues discussed in Dallas included an overview of the BR Loop project
and the NTTA system, start-up issues, financing strategies and lessons learned.

In Austin, the group conducted a driving tour of the local area toll system and
participated in a working session with Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority
(CTRMA) and local political leadership. The contingent also met with Texas Turnpike
Authority (TTA) and Texas Department of Transportation leadership.

An information source book distributed to trip participants is attached as Exhibit 19.
4.3.Joint Committee Briefing — Retired Gen. Barry McCaffrey

Retired Gen. Barry McCaffrey briefed the BR Loop committees August 23, 2007 on
the state of the nation’s crumbling infrastructure and the positive implications the BR
Loop project will have on the Baton Rouge area. McCaffrey, chairman of HNTB
Federal Services, regularly serves as HNTB's national thought leader on America’s
infrastructure challenges and national security issues.

4.4. Stakeholder Committee Meetings
4.4.1. Stakeholder Committee Meeting No. 1

The BR Loop Stakeholder Committee held its first meeting in conjunction with the
BR Loop Advisory Committee on July 10, 2007 at 10:00 a.m. in the East Baton
Rouge Parish Council Chambers at 222 St. Louis Street, Baton Rouge,
Louisiana.

The meeting consisted of welcoming remarks from the Project Team and
discussion of the Stakeholder Committee and the Advisory Committee, members’
roles and responsibilities in the official process. Committee members and the
Project Team then held a question and answer session.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 20. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 21.

4.4.2. Stakeholder Committee Meeting No. 2
The BR Loop Stakeholder Committee held its second meeting on August 9, 2007
at 10:00 a.m. at the River Center Exhibition Hall at 275 South River Road, Baton

Rouge, Louisiana.

The meeting consisted of welcoming remarks from Mayor-President Kip Holden
and Walter Monsour followed by a brief project status report by the Project Team
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that included public and agency coordination, engineering,
environmental processes and financing.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 22. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 23.

4.4.3. Stakeholder Committee Meeting No. 3

The BR Loop Stakeholder Committee held its third meeting in conjunction with
the BR Loop Advisory Committee on October 11, 2007 at 10:00 a.m. in the
Senate Chambers of the Old State Capitol at 100 North Boulevard, Baton Rouge,
Louisiana.

The meeting consisted of welcoming remarks from the Project Team and
discussion of the elected official briefing held September 7, 2007. The Project
Team also presented a brief overview of the first round of public meetings and
the feedback received. Committee members were encouraged to continue to
provide feedback to the Project Team. Other topics discussed included continued
agency coordination, project financing options and next steps.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 24. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 25.

4.4.4. Stakeholder Committee Meeting No. 4

The BR Loop Stakeholder Committee held its fourth meeting on December 13,
2007 in the offices of URS Corporation at 7389 Florida Boulevard, Baton Rouge,
Louisiana.

The meeting, in conjunction with Executive Committee Meeting No. 5 and
Advisory Committee Meeting No. 4, consisted of a brief project and corridor
refinement overview as well as a discussion of preliminary traffic and revenue
analysis. The Project Team also briefed the three committees on public outreach
efforts and next steps and a project timeline.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 11. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 12.

4.4.5. Stakeholder Committee Meeting No. 5

The BR Loop Stakeholder Committee held its fifth meeting in conjunction with the
BR Loop Advisory Committee on April 10, 2007 at 10:30 a.m. in the offices of
URS Corporation at 7389 Florida Boulevard, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

The meeting consisted of opening remarks and an overview of the second round
of public meetings held in February and March. A workshop format, committee
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members were given the opportunity to comment and discuss corridors

and the refinement process. Members were also briefed on the next steps of the
project including the transition from the Implementation Plan phase to the Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) phase.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 26.
4.5.Advisory Committee Meetings
4.5.1. Advisory Committee Meeting No. 1

The BR Loop Advisory Committee held its first meeting in conjunction with the
BR Loop Stakeholder Committee on July 10, 2007 at 10:00 a.m. in the East
Baton Rouge Parish Council Chambers at 222 St. Louis Street, Baton Rouge,
Louisiana.

The meeting consisted of welcoming remarks from the Project Team and
discussion of the Advisory Committee and the Stakeholder Committee, members’
roles and responsibilities in the official process. Committee members and the
Project Team then held a question and answer session.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 20. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 21.

4.5.2. Advisory Committee Meeting No. 2

The BR Loop Advisory Committee held its second meeting on August 9, 2007 at
1:30 p.m. at the River Center Exhibition Hall at 275 South River Road, Baton
Rouge, Louisiana.

The meeting consisted of welcoming remarks from Mayor-President Kip Holden
and Walter Monsour followed by a brief project status report by the Project Team
that included public and agency coordination, engineering, environmental
processes and financing. Engineering topics discussed were the proposed
Mississippi River crossings. Environmental topics discussed were the pre-draft
Purpose and Need statement and specific constraints identified within the various
corridors.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 27. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 28.

4.5.3. Advisory Committee Meeting No. 3

The BR Loop Advisory Committee held its third meeting in conjunction with the
BR Loop Stakeholder Committee on October 11, 2007 at 10:00 a.m. in the
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Senate Chambers of the Old State Capitol at 100 North Boulevard,
Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

The meeting consisted of welcoming remarks from the Project Team and
discussion of the elected official briefing held September 7, 2007. The Project
Team also presented a brief overview of the first round of public meetings and
the feedback received. Committee members were encouraged to continue to
provide feedback to the Project Team. Other topics discussed included
continued agency coordination, project financing options and next steps.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 24. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 25.

4.5.4. Advisory Committee Meeting No. 4

The BR Loop Advisory Committee held its fourth meeting on December 13, 2007
in the offices of URS Corporation at 7389 Florida Boulevard, Baton Rouge,
Louisiana.

The meeting, in conjunction with Executive Committee Meeting No. 5 and
Stakeholder Committee Meeting No. 4, consisted of a brief project and corridor
refinement overview as well as a discussion of preliminary traffic and revenue
analysis. The Project Team also briefed the three committees on public outreach
efforts and next steps and a project timeline.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 11. The meeting presentation is
included as Exhibit 12.

4.5.5. Advisory Committee Meeting No. 5

The BR Loop Advisory Committee held its fifth meeting in conjunction with the
BR Loop Stakeholder Committee on April 10, 2007 at 10:30 a.m. in the offices of
URS Corporation at 7389 Florida Boulevard, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

The meeting consisted of opening remarks and an overview of the second round
of public meetings held in February and March. A workshop format, committee
members were given the opportunity to comment and discuss corridors and the
refinement process. Members were also briefed on the next steps of the project
including the transition from the Implementation Plan phase to the Tier 1
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) phase.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 26.
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4.6.Public Open Houses
4.6.1. Round 1: September 10-13, 2007

The first round of public meetings was held September 10-13, 2007 from 4:00
p.m. to 7:00 p.m. each day. The meetings were held at BREC Headquarters
located at 6201 Florida Boulevard, Baton Rouge, Louisiana (September 10,
2007), North Park Recreation Center located at 30372 Eden Church Road,
Denham Springs, Louisiana (September 11, 2007), Addis Community Center
located at 7828 Highway 1 South, Addis, Louisiana (September 12, 2007), and
Gonzales Civic Center located at 219 South Irma Boulevard, Gonzales,
Louisiana (September 13, 2007).

The meetings were to inform the public about the project and obtain public input
in identifying constraints and modifying proposed corridors.

A summary report of the first round of public meetings is included as Exhibit 29.
4.6.2. Round 2: February 25-28 and March 3, 2008

The second round of public meetings was held February 25-28 and March 3,
2008 from 4:00 to 7:00 p.m. each day. The meetings were held at BREC
Headquarters located at 6201 Florida Boulevard, Baton Rouge, Louisiana
(February 25, 2008), Gonzales Civic Center located at 219 South Irma
Boulevard, Gonzales, Louisiana (February 26, 2008), North Park Recreation
Center located at 30372 Eden Church Road, Denham Springs, Louisiana
(February 27, 2008), Port Allen Community Center located at 749 North
Jefferson Avenue, Port Allen, Louisiana (February 28, 2008), and Plaguemine
Civic Center located at 24700 J. Gerald Berret Boulevard, Plaguemine, Louisiana
(March 3, 2008).

As a component of the Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process,
these public scoping meetings were to inform the public about the project and
obtain public comments on the project’s purpose and need, range of alternatives
considered, corridor alternatives and identification of environmental,
socioeconomic and other concerns.

A summary report of the second round of public meetings is included as Exhibit
30.

4.7.Small Group Meetings
The Project Team held several small group meetings upon request by civic and

other interested parties and individual meetings as needed to inform key individuals
or stakeholders.
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Meetings included:

LSU Facilities group meeting August 23, 2007 at Louisiana State University, Baton
Rouge, Louisiana

Baton Rouge Growth Coalition meetings on July 31 and August 28, 2007 at the
offices of Commercial Properties, Baton Rouge, Louisiana

Downtown Development District meeting September 11, 2007, Baton Rouge,
Louisiana

City of Central community organizations meeting September 18, 2007 at Zoar
Baptist Church, Central, Louisiana

Forum 35 monthly meeting September 21, 2007 at Juban’s Restaurant, Baton
Rouge, Louisiana

Baton Rouge Black Chamber of Commerce meeting December 7, 2007 at McKinley
High School Alumni Center, Baton Rouge, Louisiana

USACOE Lower Mississippi River Safety Advisory Committee meeting December
11, 2007 at the New Orleans Yacht Club, New Orleans, Louisiana

Baton Rouge Chapter of American Society of Civic Engineers (ASCE) luncheon
January 17, 2008 at Ralph & Kacoo’s Seafood Restaurant, Baton Rouge, Louisiana

Leadership LSU student roundtable on economic development February 11, 2008 at
the Emerging Technology Center on the campus of Louisiana State University,
Baton Rouge, Louisiana

Southern University law students’ discussion April 14, 2008 at the Southern
University Law Center on the campus of Southern University, Baton Rouge,
Louisiana

Ascension Leadership meeting April 17, 2008, Gonzales, Louisiana

West Baton Rouge Chamber of Commerce meeting April 23, 2008 at the West
Baton Rouge Visitors Center, Port Allen, Louisiana

Livingston Parish Chamber of Commerce meeting May 7, 2008, Denham Springs,
Louisiana
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4.8.Elected Official Briefings
The Project Team held two formally organized elected official briefings.

The first elected official briefing was held September 7, 2007 at 10:30 a.m. in
Senate Committee Room A of the Louisiana State Capitol at 900 North Third Street,
Baton Rouge, Louisiana. The first elected official briefing was hosted by the Project
Team to present the initial proposed corridors. Elected officials were encouraged to
provide input on the information and corridors presented.

A summary of the first elected official briefing is included as Exhibit 31. The briefing
presentation is included as Exhibit 32.

U.S. Senators Mary Landrieu and David Vitter participated in a project briefing
November 28, 2007 in Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

The second elected official briefing was held January 29, 2008 at 1:30 p.m. in the
House Chambers of the Old State Capitol at 100 North Boulevard, Baton Rouge,
Louisiana. The second elected official briefing was hosted by the Project Team to
present the refined proposed corridors map and to provide a project overview for
newly-elected legislators and other elected officials.

A summary of the second elected official briefing is included as Exhibit 33. The
briefing presentation is included as Exhibit 34.

The Capital Region Legislative Caucus was briefed on the project April 17, 2008 at
the Louisiana State Capitol.

4.9. Public Information Network

The Public Information Network, a database and mailing list, was created at the start
of the Implementation Plan and updated throughout the phase. The database
includes contact information for the Project Team; Executive Committee,
Stakeholder Committee and Advisory Committee members; agency representatives;
elected officials; community groups and other organizations; and members of the
general public who have inquired about the project.

The database is included as Exhibit 35.

4.10. Web Site

Meeting notices and presentations have been posted on the BR Loop web site
throughout the length of the study. The web site is located at www.brloop.com and
includes project overview and contact information.
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The web site also includes forms for the public to comment on the BR Loop
project and to request notification of meetings and other project-related information.
Inquiries were disseminated to the Project Team.

A database of comments received via the project web site is included as Exhibit 36.
4.11. Project Fact Sheet

The project fact sheet included a program overview, a brief history of previous Baton
Rouge loop studies, and an explanation of toll road history and benefits. The fact
sheet also included an overview of public-private partnership legislation, a project
schedule and public involvement information. The fact sheet was used for
widespread distribution to the community.

The project fact sheet is included as Exhibit 37.

4.12. Project Video

A short informational video used in public meetings to inform the public about the
Implementation Plan for the BR Loop project; the video was utilized by the
Executive Committee, Stakeholder Committee, Advisory Committee members and
the Project Team in public education and outreach relative to the project.

A DVD copy of the project video is attached as Exhibit 38.
4.13. Media Relations

The Project Team held numerous discussions and interviews with the media
concerning the BR Loop Implementation Plan. As a component of the public
involvement efforts, the team worked with and supported the members of the BR
Loop Executive Committee. The Project Team coordinated with the media by
providing news releases, conducting interviews and press briefings.

The Project Team and BR Loop Executive Committee leadership met with the
editorial boards of the Baton Rouge Business Report and The Advocate April 21,
2008. Topics discussed included a project overview, the Implementation Plan phase
and next steps in the Tier 1 and Tier 2 EIS phases.

The Project Team prepared several press releases and media briefings to inform the
public about the progress of the Implementation Plan and upcoming meetings. The
news releases announced community meetings held in September 2007 and
February 2008 and included a brief overview of the project and planned activities for
the meetings. The news releases are included as exhibits. New releases were sent
to various television news stations and radio stations (listed below). The Project
Team also provided several briefings to the media including The Advocate, The
Baton Rouge Business Report, WAFB-TV, WBRZ-TV and other regional
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publications. Copies of related news articles can be found at the end of this
report in the Appendix.

June 4, 2007 — A news release to announce the BR Loop Executive Committee
would meet June 5, 2007 in the East Baton Rouge Parish Council Chambers at
222 St. Louis Street in Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

July 9, 2007 — A news release to announce the first meeting of the BR Loop
Stakeholder Committee and Advisory Committee July 10, 2007 at 10:00 a.m. in
the East Baton Rouge Parish Council Chambers at 222 St. Louis Street, Baton
Rouge, Louisiana.

July 17, 2007 — A news release to announce the BR Loop Executive Committee
would meet July 19, 2007 in the East Baton Rouge Parish Council Chambers at
222 St. Louis Street, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

August 1, 2007 - A news release to announce the BR Loop Stakeholder
Committee would meet August 9, 2008 from 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. at the
River Center Exhibition Hall at 275 South River Road, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

August 1, 2007 — A news release to announce the BR Loop Advisory Committee
would meet August 9, 2008 from 1:30 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. at the River Center
Exhibition Hall at 275 South River Road, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

August 15, 2007 — A news release to announce the BR Loop Executive
Committee would not meet August 16, 2007 as originally scheduled but would
meet August 20, 2007 in the East Baton Rouge Parish Council Chambers at 222
St. Louis Street, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

August 24, 2007 — A news release to announce a BR Loop project briefing for
elected officials September 7, 2007 at 10:30 a.m. in Senate Committee Room A
of the Louisiana State Capitol at 900 North Third Street, Baton Rouge,
Louisiana.

August 29, 2007 — A news release to announce the first round of public
meetings for the BR Loop Implementation Plan September 10-13, 2007 from
4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. each day.

September 17, 2007 — A news release to announce the BR Loop Executive
Committee would not meet September 20, 2007 as originally scheduled but
would meet October 18, 2007 in the East Baton Rouge Parish Council
Chambers at 222 St. Louis Street, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

October 6, 2007 — A news release to announce the joint meeting of the BR Loop
Stakeholder Committee and Advisory Committee October 11, 2007 from 10:00
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a.m. to 12:00 p.m. in the Senate Chambers of the Old State Capitol at
100 North Boulevard, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

e November 13, 2007 — A news release to announce the BR Loop Executive
Committee would meet November 15, 2007 in the East Baton Rouge Parish
Council Chambers at 222 St. Louis Street, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

e December 11, 2007 — A news release to announce the BR Loop Executive
Committee, Stakeholder Committee and Advisory Committee would meet jointly
December 13, 2007 in the offices of URS Corporation at 7389 Florida
Boulevard, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

e January 14, 2008 — A news release to announce the BR Loop Executive
Committee would meet January 17, 2008 in the East Baton Rouge Parish
Council Chambers at 222 St. Louis Street, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

e January 18, 2008 - A news release to announce a BR Loop project briefing for
elected officials January 29, 2008 at 1:30 p.m. in the House Chambers of the
Old State Capitol at 100 North Boulevard, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

e January 17, 2008 — A news release to announce the second round of public
meetings for the BR Loop Implementation Plan February 25-28 and March 3,
2008 from 4:00 to 7:00 p.m. each day.

e February 19, 2008 — A news release to announce the BR Loop Executive
Committee would meet February 21, 2008 in the East Baton Rouge Parish
Council Chambers at 222 St. Louis Street, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

e April 2, 2008 — A news release to announce the BR Loop Stakeholder
Committee and Advisory Committee would meet jointly April 10, 2008 at 10:30
a.m. in the offices of URS Corporation at 7389 Florida Boulevard, Baton Rouge,
Louisiana.

e April 15, 2008 — A news release to announce the BR Loop Executive Committee
would meet April 17, 2008 in the East Baton Rouge Parish Council Chambers at
222 St. Louis Street, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.

5. AGENCY COORDINATION
5.1.Agency Coordination and Consultation
As part of the coordination and consultation process, the Initial Agency Outreach &

Coordination Guide was created to facilitate and document how coordination would
occur between the Project Team and agencies.
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The Initial Agency Outreach & Coordination Guide is attached as Exhibit 2.
5.2.Initial Agency Coordination Meeting (FHWA & LA DOTD) - July 5, 2007

Representatives from FHWA and LA DOTD were invited to attend and participate in
an Initial Agency Coordination Meeting. The meeting was held July 5, 2007 at 10:00
a.m. at LA DOTD Headquarters, Baton Rouge, Louisiana. The Project Team
discussed with the agencies present the project scope including public and agency
involvement and environmental and pre-NEPA compliance.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 39.
5.3.Initial Agency Coordination Meeting (USACOE & USCG) - July 18, 2007

Representatives from USACOE (New Orleans District) and USCG were invited to
attend and participate in an Initial Agency Coordination Meeting. The meeting was
held July 18, 2007 at 10:00 a.m. at the office of URS Corporation, Metairie,
Louisiana. The Project Team discussed with the agencies present the project
scope, including public and agency involvement, potential Mississippi River
crossings and environmental compliance.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 40.
5.4.Agency Meeting (USCG) — August 20, 2007

Members of the Project Team met with Doug Blakemore, Waterways Management
Coordinator, Prevention Division, USCG, 8" District. The meeting was held August
20, 2007 at 1:00 p.m. at the office of URS Corporation, Metairie, Louisiana. The
purpose of the meeting was to discuss issues related to revising the size and/or
location of anchorage areas in the Mississippi River. Specific bridge crossing
options were informally presented and discussed. It was suggested the Project
Team coordinate directly with the New Orleans Sector of the USCG, led by Captain
Lincoln Stroh.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 41.
5.5.Agency Kickoff Meeting — August 28, 2007

Potential cooperating and participating agencies were invited to attend and
participate in an Agency Kickoff Meeting for early coordination purposes. The
meeting was held August 28, 2007 at 12:00 p.m. at the offices of URS Corporation,
Baton Rouge, Louisiana. The Project Team presented initial corridors, the draft
purpose and need statement, initial environmental constraints, and the Initial
Agency Outreach and Coordination Guide. Questionnaires were distributed and
agencies were encouraged to provide feedback to the Project Team.
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The meeting invitation letter is included as Exhibit 42. The questionnaire
submitted to agencies is included as Exhibit 43. A meeting summary is included as
Exhibit 44. Completed questionnaires received are included as Exhibit 45.

5.6.River Coordination Kickoff Meeting — September 18, 2007

Members of the Project Team met with representatives of USACOE and various
river pilot associations to discuss potential Mississippi River bridge crossing
locations associated with the BR Loop project. The meeting was held September
18, 2007 at the office of URS Corporation, Metairie, Louisiana. The purpose of the
meeting was to obtain specific input on the potential river crossing locations
between I-10 and the Missouri Bend of the Mississippi River.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 46.

5.7.Project Status Meeting (FHWA & LA DOTD) — January 28, 2008

Representatives from FHWA and LA DOTD were invited to attend and participate in
a Project Status Meeting. The meeting was held January 28, 2008 at 1:00 p.m. at
the office of FHWA, Baton Rouge, Louisiana. The Project Team discussed with the
agencies present the current status of the corridor refinement process, the Capital
Area Expressway Authority as the lead local agency for the project, funding
methods being considered, and the proposed schedule for the Tier 1 EIS phase.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 47.

5.8. Mississippi River Bridge Crossings (USCG) Conference Call — April 9, 2008

Members of the Project Team held a conference call with USCG representatives to
discuss alternative Mississippi River Bridge crossings. The agenda consisted of
comments on revised crossing locations submitted to USCG representatives
following the September 18, 2007 River Coordination Kickoff Meeting and
suggestion for permissible alternative river crossing in West Baton Rouge near the
existing US 190 bridge.

A meeting summary is included as Exhibit 48.
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PUBLIC AND AGENCY INVOLVEMENT PLAN

Background

The HNTB/ABMB Joint Venture/ URS Team is developing a 12-month Implementation Plan for a Baton
Rouge Loop that will include the development of loop corridor, and finance options for construction.
The impacted Parishes of East Baton Rouge, West Baton Rouge, Ascension, Livingston and lberville are
participating in the development of the Implementation Plan. This plan recognizes heightened citizen
interest in both easing traffic congestion in the region and a public mood ready to move beyond
planning to action.

With recent laws passed by the Louisiana Legislature recognizing new models of finance for large public
infrastructure projects, including the creation of toll authorities to plan, design, construct and operate

toll roads, there exists an understanding that traditional sources of funding are no longer adequate.

Along with these changes in Louisiana law there exists an additional need to educate the public on the
process that will make the construction of a Baton Rouge Loop possible after many years of inaction.

The time is right for a Baton Rouge Loop because we have a convergence of new legislation and
financing models; even more pressing traffic challenges from population growth in the aftermath of the
hurricanes and cooperative regional leadership that is dedicated to making this project happen.

The Implementation Plan will:

1) Identify Corridors and Design Features for the Baton Rouge Loop

2) Assess Environmental Feasibility and Permitting

3) Develop Cost Estimates
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4) Estimate Traffic Patterns and Revenues for the Loop

5) Prioritize the Process and Schedule for Construction and Financing.

The Public Outreach Team for the project will consist of representatives of each firm participating in the
Project, under the direction of HNTB.

This team is charged with implementation of a Public and Agency Involvement Plan to provide relevant
and reliable information and encourage and solicit involvement, participation and constructive
comments that will be necessary for the project team to develop the Implementation Plan. The plan will
utilize a variety of communications vehicles to disperse and provide access to information and include
input from previous efforts in the community and will be a “living” document that will evolve over time.

Target Groups:
=Regional, State, local and federal agencies
=Civic and community organizations, homeowners associations, property owners and stakeholder

groups with questions, concerns, and issues regarding the project
eFederal, state and local elected officials

Project Oversight

Executive Committee, Advisory Committee and Stakeholder Committee

The Public Outreach Team will assist East Baton Rouge Parish in identifying qualified members for an
Executive Committee, Advisory Committee and Stakeholder Committee to manage the Project and assist
with the necessary input and participation.

Executive Committee

The Executive Committee will serve as the Management Team for the Baton Rouge Loop Project and will
make decisions and provide direction on the project.

The Public Outreach Team will assist the Executive Committee in developing and communicating issues
relative to:

1) Purpose and need statement
2) Stakeholder identification
3) Corridor alternatives to be evaluated



4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)

Exhibit 1

Toll options for evaluation

Toll designs

Funding/financing options for construction

Public Involvement activities

Report reviews

Media relations and information management and dissemination.

The Executive Committee will meet monthly to make decisions regarding these and other issues.

Advisory Committee

The Advisory Committee will be appointed by the Executive Committee to provide technical assistance,

coordinate with appropriate agencies and provide expert advice and counsel.

The Advisory Committee will meet six (6) times throughout the project to develop recommendations to

the Executive Committee relative to:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)

Purpose and need statement

Policy decisions regarding technical development of the project
Progress and assessment of the project development

Oversight and review of the project schedule

Oversight and review of major project activities

Development and evaluation of alternatives

Coordination of agency activities associated with the project
Responding to community concerns.

Stakeholder Committee

The Stakeholder Committee will be appointed by the Executive Committee to represent stakeholders

common to the five parishes as well as specific to each parish.

The Stakeholder Committee will participate in four (4) stakeholder workshops during the project to

provide input and feedback on issues relative to:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

Purpose and need statement

Opinions and perceptions that will guide the project’s progress and development
The project’s design, alternative alignments and schedule

Information regarding project activities

Impact on stakeholders and community populations served by stakeholders.
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The Public Outreach Team will prepare agendas, notification of meetings, coordination of meeting
locations, informational packets, exhibits and presentations, handouts and any other information
necessary to communicate the Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan progress and items for
discussion by each of the Committees. The Public Involvement Team will provide minutes of the
meetings and reports of findings, issues and recommendations by each Committee. The minutes and
meeting reports will be made available to each Committee member and posted on the Project website
for the public.

Public Meetings

Several types of public meetings will be held to inform the public and solicit feedback on the
Implementation Plan: Public Meetings/Open Houses, small group meetings and individual meetings.
Public meetings/open Houses will be promoted through the website and public notices, news releases,
community outreach and invitations to area elected officials to share with constituents.

Open Houses

Public Meetings may employ an “Open House” format to allow interested citizens to visit “information
stations” to learn and discuss issues directly with key staff on a one-on-one basis. Comment forms will
be provided for the meetings and public comments will be recorded, compiled and made available
through a meeting report.

Public Meetings/Open Houses will be advertised in the Louisiana Department of Transportation and
Development’s (LDOTD) official parish journals using the standard advertising protocol and outreach
techniques to be consistent with NEPA requirements.

The Public Outreach Team will coordinate two series of four Public Meetings/Open Houses within the
Implementation Plan’s five impacted parishes to solicit public input and feedback at key milestones in
the development of the Implementation Plan.

The Public Outreach Team will prepare agendas, notification of meetings, coordination of meeting
locations, informational packets, exhibits and presentations, handouts and any other information
necessary to communicate the Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan progress and items for
discussion with the public.

The schedule for Public Meetings/Open Houses is:

First Series: September 10-13, 2007
Second Series: February 25-28, 2008
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Small Group and Individual Meetings

The Public Outreach Team will hold small group meetings upon request by civic and other interested
parties, and individual meetings as needed to inform key individuals or stakeholders. Minutes of these
meetings will be recorded and made available to the Project Team.

Agency Coordination

The Advisory Committee will coordinate the Project’s development with the appropriate federal, state,
regional and local government agencies.

The Public Outreach Team will create a database of potential participating and cooperating agencies
with interest in the project; draft agency letters of invitation to participate and track responses; develop
an Agency Coordination Plan and support agency meetings, recording of findings, and communication.

The Public Outreach Team will assist the Project Team in preparing a solicitation of views letter to the
appropriate agencies that will:

=Describe the project

eDescribe the purpose and need for the project

=Provide a graphic depiction of the Implementation Plan’s impact area
*Communicate intent to comply with NEPA.

The Public Outreach Team will develop and implement a Coordination Plan for agency interaction and
work with the Advisory Committee to develop a schedule for meetings and agency workshops.

An Agency briefing and kick-off meeting will be conducted to review and draft “Need and Purpose,”
technical backup materials and the Agency Coordination Plan.

The Public Outreach Team will assist in the development of the Agency briefing agenda; coordination of
invitations to agencies to participate; and the preparation of project notebooks providing background
information, Implementation Plan impact area, project schedule, draft “Need and Purpose” statement,
draft Coordination Plan and other related materials. The Public Outreach Team will prepare a
PowerPoint presentation to assist in communicating Agency Coordination and provide a summary report
of the meeting which will be available to the public on the project website.

Project Marketing

In order to develop key messages for public outreach and involvement, the Public Outreach Team will
review all existing information available regarding previous projects related to a Baton Rouge Loop as
well as secondary research available on traffic and population conditions in the five parish area.
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Project Messages

The Public Outreach Team will develop the key messages to be used in communicating the goals of the
Implementation Plan for the Baton Rouge Loop. These messages will be presented in the form of a
Message Box of discreet, coordinated and connected messages that, in part or as a whole, will serve as
the basis for presenting information to the public or media relative to the project.

Elected Official Outreach

Coordination and communication with key elected officials on the federal, state, regional and local level
is necessary to keep the Baton Rouge Loop project moving. Working with the Executive Committee, the
Public Outreach Team will develop a list of elected officials to interview using a questionnaire developed
to obtain information needed to determine the most critical issues in each parish relative to the Baton
Rouge Loop.

The Public Outreach Team will conduct briefings with elected officials and solicit feedback as needed to
keep them informed and to ensure that the project responds to concerns of the officials and the
constituencies they represent. For these briefings, the Public Outreach Team will provide fact sheets,
maps, comment cards and background information. Reports of these meetings will be made available to
the public through the project website.

Media Relations

To assist with the communication of current and accurate information to the public regarding the Baton
Rouge Loop, the Public Outreach Team will provide on-going strategic counsel to the Project Team and
the Committees in the area of media outreach and response.

Response to media inquiries will be handled by the Executive Committee or its designees.

The Public Outreach Team will track news reports of Baton Rouge Loop meetings and distribute them to
the Project Team.

Graphics Package

The Public Outreach Team will develop a Project logo and provide graphic standards for using the logo.
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The logo will be utilized by the Public Outreach Team for the promotional outreach and development of
the project. The logo will be utilized in all PowerPoint presentations, reports, minutes, website, and
other communications to brand the project.

The graphics standards should be followed to help build a clear and consistent image for the Baton
Rouge Loop.
Project Website

The Public Outreach Team will create, host and maintain a project website for posting information about
the project for the public, soliciting public comment and feedback and communicating with agencies.

The Public Outreach Team will post the dates, times and locations of public meetings and informational
gatherings on the website and seek links for the website that will help promote its use as a resource for
the project and a valuable source of connection with stakeholder, civic and public communities.

The website will include any project items, photographs, maps or other information which the Project
Team seeks to use to inform the public or solicit comment.

Project Video

The Public Outreach Team will produce a short informational video to be used in public meetings to
inform the public about the Implementation Plan for the Baton Rouge Loop. The video will be made
available to members of the Executive Committee, Advisory Committee and Stakeholder Committee to
utilize in public education and outreach relative to the project.

The video will be posted on the project website and copies will be made available to team members for
use in public, agency and elected official meetings.

Technical Memorandum

The Public Outreach Team will assist in the preparation of a Technical Memorandum that will document
public and agency involvement to be carried forward to the NEPA phase of the Baton Rouge Loop
project.

The Technical Memorandum covering Public and Agency Involvement will include a summary of:

= Executive, Advisory and Stakeholder Committee meetings
* Public and Agency Involvement coordination
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= Key issues and information received from the public and agencies throughout
the project

= News releases, correspondence, agendas, handouts, meeting summaries and
other communications

Quality Assurance/Quality Control

The Public Outreach Team will develop a Quality Assurance/Quality Control Plan for public involvement
and public outreach tasks performed for the project. The Public Outreach Team will establish
benchmarks for evaluation and meet regularly as needed with the project team and the client. Each

firm participating in public involvement activities will submit monthly progress reports.

A project catalogue will be created to document all public involvement/outreach tasks and activities.



Exhibit 1

Addenda

Graphics Standards..........ueveeeiiiiiiieee e page 12
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Guidelines for Using the Baton Rouge Loop Logo

The Baton Rouge Loop Brand

Ensuring that we all speak with a consistent voice about the benefits of the proposed Traffic
Loop around the City of Baton Rouge is a key strategy of the Implementation Plan. The same is
true for maintaining consistent visual branding of the project.

Along with key messages, a consistent and powerful graphic identity has been developed to
identify the Baton Rouge Loop.

The Baton Rouge Loop logo is at the center of this visual identity. The logo serves as a
visual reminder that the project involves a traffic loop around the City of Baton Rouge. The logo
features the color green, a subtle reference to the various East Baton Rouge Parish “Green
Light” initiatives which serve to get the city moving, reducing gridlock and bureaucratic red tape.
“Green Light” initiatives by the Mayor-President have come to represent quick action, open
public processes and effective results, all key tenets of the Baton Rouge Loop
Implementation Plan.

Consistency in application of the logo is crucial to building a brand identity and creating an
instantly recognizable reference for the Baton Rouge Loop. Standard use of the Baton
Rouge Loop logo helps build awareness and momentum for the Implementation Plan and
reinforces the unified feeling of the effort, which is required to gain support for funding the
project.

Following are basic specifications and guidelines for the proper use of the logo. These
standards should be consulted when using the logo, and made available to any team members
involved in the preparation of visual materials related to the campaign.

The Graphic Symbol and Text Signature
The Baton Rouge Loop logo is comprised of both a graphic symbol and text. The two

should always appear together on a white background. When citing the Baton Rouge Loop
in text, use bold italic “Verdana” font when possible.
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Correct Logo Usage

The logo should always appear with a white background and can be used with or without a
border. In some instances, on white or light-colored surfaces, there may be a need to add a
border to the logo to help distinguish it from its surroundings. If so, the logo should be enclosed
in a 2 pt. black line.

When possible, use the official campaign Web address, www.BRLoop.com in conjunction with
the logo.

Place the Web address directly below the logo — beneath the white box — and justify the address
to the width of the logo. Use the “Verdana” font whenever possible.

When using the Baton Rouge Loop logo in conjunction with another logo or seal, it should
be on equal scale with and placed along side the other.

If the Baton Rouge Loop logo is adapted for a specific parish, the parish should be placed
below the logo in Verdana font and justified to the width of the logo.

Both color and gray-scale versions of the logo are available.

It is vital to maintain consistent application of the Baton Rouge Loop logo, as unauthorized
variations are confusing and dilute its effectiveness.

The logo should be displayed with a generous amount of space around it. At a minimum, that
space should be equal to, or greater than half the width of the logo.

Incorrect Logo Usage

¢ Do not change the configuration or proportions of the mark.

e Do not use other typefaces to form the primary signature.

e Do not combine the logo with other design elements.

e Do not add unapproved copy to the primary signature.
Logo Colors

Color is an important element of the consistency and look of the Baton Rouge Loop logo.
Always adhere to the following guidelines for consistent reproduction of the logo.

The campaign logo should appear as designed, in two colors — black and green on a white
background. If you are unable to use color, the logo is available in gray-scale.



Color Specifications

Spot Color Coated and Uncoated
GREEN PMS 361

Process Color

GREEN Cyan 75
Magenta 0
Yellow 100
Black 0
RGB Color
GREEN Red 52
Green 178

Blue 51
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Baton Rouge Loop
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The Baton Rouge Loop logo may also be used for meetings or to provide information specific to
a parish participating in the Loop Implementation Plan. Below are examples of how the logo
can be used with the Parish name in Verdana Bold Italic.

Ascension Parish Iberville Parish

Livingston Parish West Baton Rouge
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Font for Text

It is recommended that reports and other written communication for the Baton Rouge Loop
be done in 10 pt. or 12 pt. Arial font.

Templates for Project Communications

Meeting notes, reports and other written communications should be produced on a template that
will clearly identify the work product and maintain a consistent identity for the Baton Rouge
Loop.

The template should include in the header the Baton Rouge Loop logo in the upper right
with the website URL below it justified to the width of the logo. The firm submitting the

information should include the firm’s initials in 10 pt. Verdana Bold Italic.

The footer should include the main contact information for the Baton Rouge Loop project.
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Baton Rouge Loop
Communications Protocol Plan

PHONE CALLS
Voicemail

1. When a voicemail is received, the message should be saved electronically to the project file.

2. Depending on the nature of the message, develop a response prior to returning the phone call.
HNTB will field phone calls and depending on the response needed, will coordinate with client
and/or project team members for an appropriate response.

3. Document conversation in a telephone memorandum and distribute to project team. Save the
document in the project file.

4. During the phone response, ask the caller if they would like to be added to the project contact
list to receive updated information.

5. Encourage the caller to get involved during upcoming public involvement opportunities and visit
the project web site.

6. Get the caller’'s name, address and telephone number and add the information to the project
mailing database.

7. Responses to voicemail shall be made within 5 business days depending on nature of response
needed and if coordination with project team is needed.

8. Provide comment to the project manager for inclusion of comments in the client report.

Phone Call Received

1. Make a written document of the telephone conversation and save an electronic copy in the
project file.

2. Determine if follow up is needed. If so, make sure that the caller understands that the comment
will be added to the record and further information may need to be gathered prior to getting
back to them.

3. Follow up responses shall be made within 5 business days depending on nature of response
needed and if coordination with project team is needed.

4. Ask the citizen if they would like to be added to the project contact list.

5. Get the caller’'s name, address and telephone number and add the information to the project
mailing database.

6. Encourage the caller to get involved during upcoming public involvement opportunities.

7. Provide comment to the project manager for inclusion of comments in the client report.
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WEBSITE COMMENTS
All website comments will be maintained by URS and should follow the following protocol:

1. URS will initially review comments. An automatic reply should be emailed to the respondent
thanking them for their comment and if a response is warranted, someone from the project
team will contact them within 5 business days.

2. URS will determine the nature of the comment and direct it to the appropriate task leader for a
response.

3. Once a response has been developed, it shall be internally reviewed by Bob Schmidt (PM) and
Rannah Gray for content and public outreach.

4. Once internally reviewed, the response shall be reviewed by the client.

5. After final review, the response will be emailed to the responder and saved to the project file.

6. Get the caller’'s name, address and telephone number and add the information to the project
mailing address.

7. Provide comment to the project manager for inclusion of comments in the client report.
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BATON ROUGE LOOP IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

INITIAL AGENCY OUTREACH AND COORDINATION GUIDE
Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan

1.0 Purpose of Initial Agency Outreach and Coordination

The Initial Agency Outreach and Coordination activities are intended to facilitate and
document how coordination will occur between the project team and agencies during
the Implementation Plan phase of the Baton Rouge Loop project. The Implementation
Plan phase is a 12-month process to perform initial engineering, environmental,
financial feasibility assessments. The Implementation Plan also includes an outreach
component for agencies and the public. The primary end product of the
Implementation Plan will be a process road map which lays out the steps and methods
to achieve continued project development.

This Guide describes activities and procedures during the Implementation Plan phase of
the project, including: description of the proposed project, the roles of the agencies
and the public, initial project purpose and need, schedule, and the process for
coordination and communications. The Guide outlines the responsibilities for the project
team to have early engagement with agencies that have an interest in the project and
will be important to its success throughout the future NEPA process. This includes the
issuance of invitations to agencies, and how opportunities for input from the public and
other agencies will be provided during the 12 month Implementation Plan. Following
the completion of the Implementation Plan, the Initial Agency Outreach and
Coordination Guide can evolve into the required formal Agency Coordination Plan during
the future NEPA phase.

This Guide is a flexible and fluid document and will be available for public review at
public meetings held throughout the Implementation Plan phase and on the project
website: www.brloop.com. It is intended to be a pre-cursor to the Agency Coordination
Plan that will be developed in the future NEPA phase.

2.0 Status of Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan

The Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan is in the early stages of determining an
implementation process and financial feasibility. The 12 month project will include
initial engineering design concepts, environmental feasibility, preliminary cost
estimates, traffic and toll revenue studies, scheduling and financing potential, public
and agency outreach and an implementation plan to lay out a plan for future phases of
the project.

Initial Agency Outreach August 2007
and Coordination Guide
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BATON ROUGE LOOP IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

3.0 Project Description and Scope

3.1 Description

The project boundaries encompass a five parish area including East Baton Rouge, West
Baton Rouge, Ascension, Livingston and lIberville Parishes. The project will initially
identify several potential corridors for further consideration. The project is conceived as
a toll facility.

3.2 Size, Length and Complexity

The proposed potential corridors are approximately 80 to 100 miles in length. The
tolled expressway is anticipated to have an urban typical section with two (2) to three
(3) lanes in each direction. Two major Mississippi River Bridge crossings are
anticipated as well as other waterway crossings. Proposed interchanges with 1-10 and
I-12 are also expected as part of the loop as well as other numerous federal, state, and
local roads.

4.0 Agency Outreach

The Implementation Plan phase of the project is being funded by East Baton Rouge
Parish and directed by an Executive Committee consisting of the Parish Presidents of
East Baton Rouge, Livingston, Ascension, West Baton Rouge, and lberville Parishes.
During this phase of the project early input of the agencies that will have permitting,
consultation, commenting and review roles is important. These agencies should be
involved during the Implementation Plan phase because the steps being taken in the
Implementation Plan will provide the foundation for the subsequent NEPA process.

Agencies that have been identified for this early coordination are:

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

LA Department of Transportation and Development (LADOTD) — numerous
departments

LA Department of Natural Resources (LDNR)

LA Department of Environmental Quality (LDEQ)

State of Louisiana Division of Historic Preservation

US Coast Guard, 8™ District

US Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District

Capital Region Planning Commission (CRPC)

East Baton Rouge, West Baton Rouge, Ascension, Livingston, Iberville Parishes
LA Department of Culture, Recreation and Tourism — Division of Archaeology
LA Department of Culture, Recreation and Tourism — Office of State Parks

LA Department of Environmental Quality, Office of the Secretary

Initial Agency Outreach August 2007
and Coordination Guide
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BATON ROUGE LOOP IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

LA Department of Natural Resources, Office of Conservation

LA Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, Ecological Studies Section

LA Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, LA Natural Heritage Program

LA Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, Scenic Rivers Coordinator

Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), Addis Service Center
NRCS, Denham Springs Service Center

NRCS, Donaldsonville Service Center

NRCS, Clinton Service Center

NRCS, State Conservatist

LA Department of Agriculture and Forestry, Office of Soil/Water Conservation
East Baton Rouge Parish, Flood Plain Coordinator

West Baton Rouge Parish, Flood Plain Coordinator

Iberville Parish, Flood Plain Coordinator

Ascension Parish, Flood Plain Coordinator

US Environmental Protection Agency

US Fish and Wildlife Service, Lafayette Ecological Services Field Office

US Fish and Wildlife Service, SE Region Law Enforcement

Federal Emergency Management Agency, Federal Region VI Center

US Department of Transportation, Federal Railroad Administration Region 5

US Geological Survey Louisiana Water Service Center

The early coordination effort will also seek to identify any other interested or affected
agencies that should be involved in the process.

5.0 Project Development and Coordination

The process below will be followed throughout the Implementation Plan phase of the
project; some of these items have already been completed as indicated.

Development of Preliminary Purpose and Need — The project team will develop
preliminary purpose and need statement during the Implementation Plan. The
preliminary purpose and need statement will be presented to participating agencies,
cooperating agencies, and the public during the first series of public meetings.
Comments will be solicited.

Development of Final Purpose and Need -- During the next phase of the project (NEPA),
the FHWA, as lead Federal agency, will have responsibility to approve the draft and
then the final Purpose and Need Statement. The preliminary purpose and need
statement developed during the Implementation Plan will be updated according to

Initial Agency Outreach August 2007
and Coordination Guide



Exhibit 2

BATON ROUGE LOOP IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

FHWA guidelines and submitted to FHWA for approval. After approval, it will be
circulated to the agencies listed within this Guide and presented to the public at a series
of public meetings.

Initial Agency Coordination with FHWA, LADOTD, USACE and USCG — The project
team conducted two initial agency coordination meetings. The first meeting was held
with LADOTD and FHWA and the second with the Corps of Engineers and Coast Guard.
The intention of these two meetings was to notify the agencies of the Implementation
Plan scope and intention to coordinate regarding public involvement opportunities and
environmental feasibility.

Agency Kickoff Meeting —  Agencies that may have permitting,
consultation, commenting and review roles have been invited to attend an Agency
Kickoff Meeting for early coordination purposes. During this meeting, the project team
will present initial corridors, the draft purpose and need statement, initial
environmental constraints, and the Initial Agency Outreach and Coordination Guide.

6.0 Agency Coordination and Communication

A component of the Agency Kickoff Meeting will be to solicit early input from agencies.
In follow-up to the Agency Kickoff Meeting, the project team will notify agencies of any
relevant information or milestones that are reached during the Implementation Plan
Phase. Agencies and the public will be provided the opportunity to communicate
directly with the project team via the project web site www.brloop.com. The project
team will document all meetings and communications during the Implementation Plan
Phase so as to provide the opportunity for these to be included in the administrative
record during the future NEPA phase of the project.

Initial Agency Outreach August 2007
and Coordination Guide
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APPENDIX

Agency Invitation Letter

Initial Agency Outreach August 2007
and Coordination Guide
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August 6, 2007

PROJECT NO.: 07-PR-MS-0002

PROJECT NAME: Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan

LOCATION: Greater Baton Rouge, Louisiana

PARISHES: East Baton Rouge, Ascension, Livingston, Iberville, West Baton Rouge

RE: AGENCY COORDINATION KICKOFF MEETING
Dear Sir or Madam,

HNTB-ABMB Joint Venture, LLC has initiated the Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan
(Project) for the City of Baton Rouge Department of Public Works. The scope of the project is to
begin the process for the location of a tolled free flow roadway within East Baton Rouge,
Ascension, Livingston, Iberville and West Baton Rouge Parishes. The Implementation Plan
phase will include preliminary engineering design, initial environmental feasibility, preliminary
cost estimates, preliminary traffic and revenue studies, financing and scheduling, public
outreach and agency coordination and an implementation plan.

The 12 month schedule also includes a significant public involvement plan including regular
meetings with an executive committee, advisory committee and stakeholder committee in
addition to two rounds of public meetings.

As part of the Implemenation Plan phase, the project team is reaching out to federal, state and
local agencies in an early coordination manner. These agencies will be invited to be
participating or cooperating agencies when the NEPA Phase has been initiated in an upcoming
phase of the project.

The project team has scheduled an early coordination Agency Kickoff Meeting on Tuesday,
August 28" from 12PM to 1:30PM at the offices of URS Corporation on Florida Boulevard.
Lunch will be provided.

BR Loop Early Coordination Agency Kickoff
Tuesday, August 28", 2007
URS Corporation Offices
3" Floor, John Grosch Room
7389 Florida Boulevard, Suite 300
Baton Rouge, LA 70806
225-922-5700

During the Kickoff Meeting, the project team will discuss overall project scope, pre-draft Purpose
and Need, initial environmental constraints, future phases of project, and the Initial Agency
Outreach and Coordination Guide that has been prepared for the Implemenation Plan phase.

Please RSVP by Friday, August 24, 2007 to Krista Goodin at kgoodin@hntb.com or 225-
368-2826. Also, please let Krista Goodin know if you have a special meal request. We look
forward to having you there.

Sincerely,

Bryan K. Harmon, P.E.
DPW Deputy Director

Initial Agency Outreach August 2007
and Coordination Guide
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List of Invited Agencies

LA Department of Culture, Recreation and Tourism — Division of Archaeology
LA Department of Culture, Recreation and Tourism — Office of State Parks
LA Department of Environmental Quality, Office of the Secretary

LA Department of Natural Resources, Office of Conservation

LA Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, Ecological Studies Section

LA Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, LA Natural Heritage Program

LA Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, Scenic Rivers Coordinator

Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), Addis Service Center
NRCS, Denham Springs Service Center

NRCS, Donaldsonville Service Center

NRCS, Clinton Service Center

NRCS, State Conservatist

LA Department of Agriculture and Forestry, Office of Soil/Water Conservation
LA Department of Transportation and Development, Flood Plain Management Program
East Baton Rouge Parish, Flood Plain Coordinator

West Baton Rouge Parish, Flood Plain Coordinator

Iberville Parish, Flood Plain Coordinator

Ascension Parish, Flood Plain Coordinator

US Environmental Protection Agency

US Coast Guard, 8™ District

US Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District

US Fish and Wildlife Service, Lafayette Ecological Services Field Office

US Fish and Wildlife Service, SE Region Law Enforcement

Federal Emergency Management Agency, Federal Region VI Center

US Department of Transportation, Federal Railroad Administration Region 5
US Geological Survey Louisiana Water Service Center

Initial Agency Outreach August 2007
and Coordination Guide



Attendees:

Attendees:

1°' LOOP EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING
Tuesday, June 5, 2007
10:30 A.M.
EBR Metro Council Chambers, 222 St. Louis St., 3" Floor

SUMMARY MEETING REPORT

Executive Committee

J. Mitchell Ourso, Jr.
Iberville Parish President

Mike Grimmer
Livingston Parish President

Melvin L. “Kip” Holden
Mayor, City of Baton Rouge
President, East Baton Rouge Parish

Ronnie Hughes
Ascension Parish President

Riley “Pee Wee” Berthelot, Jr.
West Baton Rouge Parish President

Huey Dugas
Secretary-Administrator of Executive Committee

Walter Monsour

Chief Administrative Officer
City of Baton Rouge; East Baton Rouge Parish

Implementation Plan Team

Bob Schmidt — HNTB
Michael Bruce — ABMB
Craig Gardner — URS
Krista Goodin - HNTB
Rannah Gray — Marmillion/Gray/Sabiston
Gary Heitman - ABMB
Tom Hunter - URS
Suzanne McCain — URS
Declan McManus — KPMG
Adriane McRae — HNTB
Lauren Picou — ABMB
Steve Wallace — ABMB
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Meeting Minutes:
(Meeting Agenda is attached)

Election of Officers

Chairmen of Loop Executive Committee — Mayor Holden

Vice-Chairman of Loop Executive Committee — Mr. Mike Grimmer

Term of office set to mirror 12-month contract time for the Loop Implementation Plan
Huey Dugas appointed Secretary-Administrator

History of the Loop
e Mid ‘90s - South Bypass Initial Studies
Late ‘90’s — South Bypass MIS
2004 - North Bypass Feasibility Study completed
No activity since then primarily because of funding issues
2006 — New enabling legislation passed allowing innovative financing, including the
Transportation Mobility Fund and Public-Private Partnerships
e May, 2007 - BR Loop Implementation Plan

Implementation Plan Team Members
¢ HNTB-ABMB, Joint Venture
e Subconsultants:

o URS
o0 Marmillion/Gray/Sabiston
o KPMG

BR Loop Implementation Plan Committees
e Loop Executive Committee - decision-making body for the project. Committee
composition will be the five parish presidents and will meet monthly.

e Advisory Committee — provide technical input and recommendations to the Executive
Committee. The committee will meet approximately every other month. Committee
composition will include:

0 Two parish representatives appointed by each Parish President

0 One MPO representative (Huey Dugas)

o Two representatives from the Louisiana Department of Transportation and
Development (Cedric Grant and Eric Kalivoda)

0 One representative from the Federal Highway Administration (Karl Highsmith)

e Stakeholder’s Committee - represent regional interests and various businesses and
community-based interests in each parish. Committee members will transfer information
to interested parties, gather comments, and make recommendations to the Executive
Committee. The committee will meet approximately every 3 months. One
representative will be appointed from the following regional groups:

o Baton Rouge Area Chamber of Commerce

Port of Baton Rouge

Baton Rouge Metro Airport

Baton Rouge Area Foundation (Planning Unit)

State Department of Economic Development

LSU

OO0OO0OO0O0
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0 Southern University
0 Baton Rouge Community College
Parish Presidents will appoint at-large members as follows:
o0 East Baton Rouge Parish - eight members
0 Ascension and Livingston Parishes - four members
0 West Baton Rouge and Iberville Parishes - two members

Presentation of Implementation Plan
e Presentation made by Implementation Plan Team
e Copy of presentation slides attached

Questions and Answers Summary:

e Previous studies will serve as a basis and starting point for the Implementation Plan.
Information will be updated and confirmed as necessary.

e The BR Loop project will form a complete loop and be comprised of 3 bypasses: north,
south and east. The East Bypass will connect Livingston and Ascension.

o It is likely the 3 bypasses will be constructed in a staggered or phased schedule. The
North Bypass currently is in the best shape to move forward quickly. The South Bypass
will probably take longer because of the new Mississippi River Bridge.

¢ Monies allocated to this project through the Transportation Mobility Fund (TMF) do not
have to be reimbursed. The TMF will provide a means to bridge the funding gap to local
communities, like the Baton Rouge area, that accept the idea of using tolls to pay for
new facilities. The legislature’s intent is to provide a revenue stream into the Mobility
Fund so that the money would be available under that program to help projects like the
Baton Rouge Loop.

¢ In the twelve-month implementation plan, potential routes will be identified for the project
that will be used to develop cost estimates and to estimate traffic and revenue. Methods
for corridor preservation will also be identified during this phase.

e The City submitted a schedule to the Commissioner of Administration containing funding
needs for this project over the next 10 years. Funding needs for this project are
staggering. The first piece needed is about $4 million dollars. There is not a bill
specifically to fund the TMF at this point in time. After this year, particularly after the
Implementation Plan, a concerted effort will likely be made by not only the five parishes
represented in the BR Loop, but also Lafayette Parish to seek a recurring revenue
source for the Transportation Mobility Fund.

e Decisions regarding the location of a new Mississippi River Bridge or use of the existing
Sunshine Bridge or US 190 bridge will be made on the basis of technical analyses. The
committee was encouraged to allow the project to proceed based on what is best for all
involved. All work or recommendations from the Advisory Committee, Stakeholder
Committee and Implementation Plan Team will be brought before the Executive
Committee for a decision.

o If a five-parish toll authority was formed, it would have no financial liability regarding the
project nor would the individual parishes. A separate governmental entity would be
formed and funded with a designated revenue stream either through: A) bonded
indebtedness, B) state appropriations, C) Federal highway grants or last but not least, D)
equity partners of a public-private partnership. However, this toll authority would
exercise control over the administration of the toll roads.
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e The Executive Committee was encouraged to appoint people to the Advisory and
Stakeholder Committees who would work and be willing to provide critical input to the
Executive Committee’s decision-making process. The Stakeholder's Committee is
envisioned to be a group of people who have credibility in the community, as well as,
knowledge of economic development, planning, etc. These committees, when they
meet, will be expected to produce a product that will go to the Executive Committee for
the ultimate decision. Committee appointments should be people who are dependable
and who will give their time and their energy and to see this project through — they will be
the eyes and ears in the community and also report to the Executive Committee what
information is needed to make decisions.

Closing Comments:

Mr. Dugas stated he will be getting with each member of the Executive Committee individually
within the next week to go over the schedule, the appointments and the calendar for the
meeting agenda.

Mayor Holden expressed to the public, “that again you see five parish presidents committed to
easing tremendous traffic congestion that we have all encountered since Hurricanes Katrina and
Rita. The second thing is that we are not here for show. We are here to actually get a project
done. So, study is not the word, it is implementation and that implementation will be done very
efficiently with the team that we have assembled. We will begin to move quite aggressively
towards getting this project done and again, letting the public know that we are all committed as
parish presidents to make sure that we take care of the problems confronting this region. And
at the same time, move forward because there is a second hat out here is not only for
transportation but transportation also leads to economic development; but more than that, safety
is a key issue and concern for all of us. Let me thank my fellow parish presidents for being here
today. We look forward to meetings around this five-parish region in order to let the public know
and keep them informed about how this project is taking shape, taking place; and letting them
know that we are truly committed and will be committed, and this will happen. Thank you very
much, and | hope you have a good day.”

Motion to adjourn, seconded by unanimous motion and group. Meeting adjourned.
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...Tolls

Current experiences in LA and
polls by AGC, etc., indicate the
public will strongly support tolls
for new, alternative routes

PROJECT COST ($ Millions)

Toll Cash

0&M
Construction Toll Bonds

S oty uns

Traditional Highway Mega-project

Toll Highway Mega-Project

Phase

Year
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EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING NO. 2
BR LOOP IMPLEMENTATION
BATON ROUGE, LA

JULY 19, 2007

Attendees:

Riley Berthelot, West Baton Rouge Parish President.

Ronnie Hughes, Ascension Parish President.

Mitchell Ourso, Iberville Parish President.

Mayor Melvin L. “Kip” Holden, Mayor-President, East Baton Rouge

Mayor Holden recognized the following attendees:

Pat Culbertson, Councilman, and Ms. Culbertson
Mayor Watts, Central
Mike Futrell, Councilman

Councilman Mike Futrell
e Worked with Mayor Holden and Walter Monsour to receive additional funding
e New Federal Road Highway Bill is under construction - will happen in 2009.
e High priority of Senator Vitter

Mayor Watts
e The loop impacts Central a great deal and will have a positive impact for the
whole area, especially for Central.
e Planners are working on a very large master plan for Central and this is a very
important part of it. He would like to bring something from this meeting to the
master planner.

MAYOR HOLDEN
e thanked Secretary Bradberry for being such a big supporter of this project on
behalf of the State of Louisiana. He also thanked the Governor’s Office and
both Commissioner Jerry “Luke” LeBlanc and Jerry Jones. He also thanked the
legislative delegation.

WALTER MONSOUR
e Acknowledged Councilman Culbertson and the entire Metropolitan Council of
Baton Rouge for having funded this extremely important implementation plan.
He also thanked Senator Vitter and Councilman Futrell for the additional monies
that will be received from the Federal Government to enhance the work that they
can do in this implementation plan.
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HUEY DUGAS

gave a brief history of the project to date

NORMA JANE SABISTON

Briefed the audience on the joint Stakeholder and Advisory Committees that met
on Tuesday, July 10, 2007.

Stakeholder Committee discussed types of organizations at which to make
presentations. Appropriate locations for the public meetings in their parishes
were discussed and who would be best as a spokesperson for that group, whether
it be a member of the Executive Committee, a technical team member, or a
combination of both.

The engineers met with the Advisory Committee, which provides technical
expertise and advice on local transportation needs. Some of the issues discussed
were corridor preservation, multi-motile uses, and Mississippi River crossings.

SUZANNE McCAIN

Initial kick-off meeting with DOTD and FHWA - presented to them the scope of
the implementation plan, the project deliverables, and the schedule for the next
12 months. The emphasis of that meeting was to assure that the project would
be able to roll right into the environmental phase, which should kick off
sometime next summer.

Met with the Coast Guard and the Corps of Engineers. They provided valuable
input on location of identifying possible corridors for crossing the Mississippi
River as well as the Amite River, which is in a delicate state right now. They
will also give us locations of existing mitigation banks and other cultural
resources that need to be identified on our maps so that we can avoid them in
our corridor selection.

Still need to meet with DEQ and DNR, should take place sometime in August.
All of our meetings so far have been very positive and there is a lot of
momentum from the agencies to move forward.

MIKE BRUCE

Reported on boundaries of the project, which will be subject to input and
modifications as we move forward.
Goal is to maximize traffic and make sure enough tolls are generated to pay for
the project as best as possible.
Discussed interchanges
Constraints are key- environmental constraints, i.e. wetlands, major
environmental impacts, existing developments and costly developments.
Between URS, HNTB, and ABMB, we have been working with the constraints
within the region developing this project.
Outer boundaries:

0 South - Sunshine Bridge

0 West - about five or six miles to the west of LA 415

0 North- in the Baker-Zachary area

0 East - about three to four miles east of Walker.
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e Interior boundary —

0 The southern boundary is just south of the Country Club of Louisiana
area, the Burbank area

0 Encompasses the major development and the interior heart of the
urbanized area in Baton Rouge.

e The next step is all possible alternatives. Lay out centerlines of all possible
alternatives, utilizing the constraints that have been developing for the last two
months. From there, the next big step is to actually identify feasible corridors.

e We will take the alternatives to the Stakeholders Meetings first, refine them
based on Stakeholder input and then to the Advisory Committee where we will
get further technical input.

e Have to follow NEPA process.

CRAIG GARDENER
e Upcoming in August:

o0 Obtain regional transportation model. Use this to look at traffic demand,
to project revenue for different routes.

o Develop design criteria.

0 Website will be up.

o Will have an Advisory Committee Meeting, Stakeholder Committee
Meeting and Executive Committee Meeting.

o Will develop our Preliminary Purpose and Need Statement.

o Will develop an agency involvement plan.

WALTER MONSOUR
e Emphasized, and looked particularly at Scott Dyer and the news media here
today; the donut is not where the loop is going to be. There are several different
alternative routes that will be studied within those boundaries that must be made
known.

Mayor Holden asked for questions.

Question 1:

Could you give me the website rollout date or an estimate?
Answer:

Within the next two weeks. We are going to link it to the Baton Rouge Governmental
website and if the other parishes would like to do the same thing they can.

Question 2:

Don Ristroph: Is there potential for a bridge to be both a rail bridge and a highway
bridge?
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Answer:

Mr. Monsour stated, “The short answer to that question is yes.” On the South Bypass
we are definitely including rail potential on the bridge. We have also been in
discussions with Mayor Roach in Lake Charles. They have been studying the
possibility of high-speed rail from Lake Charles to New Orleans and when we alerted
him of our loop project, in coordination of this project we decided to include that into
the South Bypass, which would be the bridge that crosses the river South of 1-10. That
is not to say that we would build it initially but we will look at it and if we do not build
it originally, we will provide for it. Again, the economics of this are going to dictate
quite a bit of what we do and particularly with the toll situation.

Question 3:

Are you only considering light rail or are you talking about potential rail?

Answer:

Mr. Monsour stated they were talking about potential rail. Everyone is talking now
about light high-speed rail. However, from engineering a bridge, | do not believe there
is a great difference between the two. The North Bypass, if we use the 190 bridge, it
already has a rail.

Question 4:

We spoke of the Stakeholders Meeting being quarterly. Have we changed that? Will
the Stakeholders be quarterly and the technical committee every other month?

Answer:

Yes, sir.

/st
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EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING
LOOP IMPLEMENTATION
BATON ROUGE, LA

AUGUST 20, 2007

Attendees:

Riley Berthelot, West Baton Rouge Parish President

Ronnie Hughes, Ascension Parish President

Mike Grimmer, Livingston Parish President

Mayor Melvin L. “Kip” Holden, Mayor-President, East Baton Rouge

(Not in attendance: Mitchell Ourso, Iberville Parish President.)

MAYOR “KIP” HOLDEN made opening remarks and spoke of his concerns
regarding a negative editorial appearing in last Monday’s Morning Advocate.

WALTER MONSOUR

= Acknowledged the presence of Mayor Durbin, Mayor Travis Clark,
Representatives Erdy, and White.

= This will not be taxpayer funded, except through the normal courses of the
general fund or traffic-designated fees coming from the state, along with grants
from the Federal Government, and from a private partner.

= This has been done successfully all over the country. We have the benefit of
using the best models in the country. Moreover, we will tweak them and make
sure that we do not make any mistakes.

= Land-use planner will be brought in to help plan how the land around the
corridors should be zoned and used to maximize the traffic mitigation .

PRESIDENT HUGHES stated that he agreed with Mayor Holden regarding the
editorial.

PRESIDENT HUGHES
= State has $14 billion backlog.
= Ascension Parish needs $1.6 billion dollars for state roads.
= We have to do some things different than we’ve done in the past and obviously |
have learned the Advocate is a big naysayer in a lot of issues in the last few
months and I’m glad to see the mayor-president speak up.

WALTER MONSOUR
= Near 40 percent of the population of the State of Louisiana today as we sit here
is living between or on the corridor of Slidell to Lake Charles.

MAYOR HOLDEN thanked Dale and Bodie for the effort they put forth in the
legislature as well.

HUEY DUGAS Stated that half the population of the state is on 1-10 between Lake
Charles and Slidell. Between 1990 and 2000, the four parishes here, excluding Iberville
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and adding one more, St. Tammany, just those five parishes accounted for 50 percent of
all the growth in the state.

Mr. Dugas went over the recap of the month’s activities.

= There was a Stakeholders Committee Meeting and the Advisory Committee on
August 9, 2007.

= The consulting team also met with other groups such as Juban North, Denham
Springs, Smart Growth Group in Baton Rouge, Coast Guard and Army Corps of
Engineers.

= The Advisory Committee focused on technical details analyzing the alternative
alignments, in which some were added, several were deleted.

= Gained input on potential Mississippi River Bridge Crossing locations.

MEETING AGENDA:

S wNdE

Purpose and need.

Potential loop corridors.

Enhancements.

Input from Stakeholders and Advisory Committees.
Introduction of the website today.

Conclusion: What is next?

MIKE BRUCE, ABMB:

PRESENTATION OF LOOP BENEFITS:

Purpose and needs:

= CONGESTION RELIEF- Choice and regional mobility, Quality of life and
Regional competitiveness. All of the listed points feed back to the congestion
relief that the public needs.

= Other purposes and benefits of this loop include Hurricane evacuation and
Federal legislation: $500,000 put toward the loop study.

= 12 Mississippi River crossings locations identified. Those were some of our key
constraints as we tried to develop corridors.

Corridors:

= Constraints: Mississippi River crossings, congestion and boundaries that were
predetermined.

= Wetlands and flood plains within the boundaries and they are significant. We
cannot avoid them all. We do want to minimize the impacts.

= The green on the map are the state and Federal lands.

= The dots on the map show the schools, churches, and cemeteries, which is a lot
of them. Those are our strong constraints. We are trying to avoid all of these.

= We have created the “Spaghetti Map,” which is every possible alignment we
think that could reasonably meet the goals of this project.

= This map was presented to the SC and AC. It has been modified based on their
input. There were minor tweaks that occurred. No full corridors fell out, some are a
problem. We want to get public input on each of these corridors. If you count them,
there are 15 to 20 true corridors or bypass segments in the map.

= One of the next steps once we go to the public with their input is to take into
account the traffic and congestion relief and the toll and financing side. Some
corridors may fall out because of public input, some may fall out because of other

Exhibit 7



types of input from the committees, and some may fall out because of traffic and
revenue analysis.

RANNAH GRAY, Public Relations Consultant,

“Context Sensitive Solutions.”- art panels on the walls and ways to bring art into
the community even more. The path and structure enhancements, brick clad
columns that will improve the view down on the level where the cars are, and
biking paths and walking paths that can enhance the community.

Stakeholders said traffic congestion was the most important issue. Also access,
public safety, emergency evacuations, lower accidents, economic development.
Presentations are planned in East Baton Rouge Parish with Forum 35, with the
Black Chamber of Commerce, and the North Baton Rouge businesses and others
are coming on board everyday. We are compiling newsletters that will distribute
the information to homeowner and civic associations.

The faith based community is distributing information.

Needs the loop should meet: Traffic mitigation, Jobs and Economic, Inter-
modality, Positioning the Baton Rouge region nationally and Greater access to
emergency response and hospitals.

The only obstacle our Stakeholders Committee is that cost escalates if we delay.

STEVE WALLACE: Advisory Committee

West Baton Rouge Parish felt that a new crossing of the Intercoastal was very
crucial, from both an emergency evacuation access standpoint and others.
Plaguemine Point crossing location has environmental issues as well as
planned development and current development that need to be considered there.
Routes in the Gonzales area, through the developed area, would likely cause a
lot of disruption and a lot of displacements.

Corridors east of the river and south of 1-10, which would mainly be in East
Baton Rouge and Iberville parishes pose a challenge because there are
environmental issues, current and proposed development.

CRAIG GARDNER

BRIloop.com that will be up today.

Regional Transportation Model: Next month we will begin the traffic and
revenue, develop the typical sections where we found the then, develop, and
finalize the preliminary purpose and need statement.

PUBLIC MEETING DATES - all from 4:00 — 7:00 p.m.

East Baton Rouge Parish - September 10, 2007, at the BREC Headquarters
Livingston Parish - September 11, 2007, at the North Park Recreation Center
WBR and Iberville Parish- September 12, 2007, at the Addis Community Center
Ascension Parish -September 13, 2007, at the Gonzales Civic Center

Next EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING - Sept. 20, 2007

MAYOR HOLDEN asked for motion to adjourn. Meeting adjourned.

/st
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BR Loop Executive Committee Meeting Summary — November 15, 2007

Executive Committee Meeting Summary
November 15, 2007

The meeting format consisted of a presentation, opportunity for committee input followed by a
guestion and answer period. Opening remarks were made by Walter Monsour followed by a
presentation from the BR Loop Team.

Walter Monsour opened the meeting with a brief overview of the BR loop team meeting
presentation. He also announced that the proposed project had received additional funds from
the state of Louisiana and $500,000 of this money would be allocated to developing a land use
plan in conjunction with the project and to continue a strong public outreach program.

The presentation included an update on the following:

1) Public Outreach (Rannah Gray) — provided status of comments received from the website,
summary of small group meetings conducted following public meetings in September, summary
of Joint Advisory & Stakeholders Committees meeting on October 11, 2007.

2) Engineering Corridors (Mike Bruce) — informed committee of progress on corridors and
unveiled revised corridor map. Noted there are two MRB crossings that have been eliminated
as well as routes near Port Vincent and French Settlement. Corridors have been refined due to
engineering & environmental factors influencing feasibility and considered public input.

3) Traffic & Revenue Analysis (Mike Bruce) — Currently being conducted by URS and will
have preliminary results in 30 days. It is possible that corridors will be eliminated/refined further
based on this analysis.

Mayor Kip Holden — Realizes there are going to be impacts regardless of the corridor which is
chosen to move forward but commended the team for listening to the public and adapting as the
process continues.

4) Toll Road Finance 101 (Citigroup) — Led general discussion on options available for BR
loop project financing including private-public-partnerships. He stressed the following:
¢ Managing/Operating a toll road is a business that will improve the transporting of people
& goods in & out of the BR region. Possible to issue different rates for different times of
day.
e Congestion is constantly changing. Variables such as traffic patterns and construction of
new routes allow for a dynamic situation.
e Important to gage citizen receptivity
e Best option for all 5 parishes.

Within next 30-45 days financial folks will review models and make refinements along with
construction and operations/maintenance costs to determine best viable option for financing.
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Mayor Kip Holden inquired about the possible use of public private partnerships. Citigroup
agreed that this is a potential alternative for the BR Loop because it shifts overruns and delays
over to the private sector. How do we respond to people who ask “Can this project happen™?
This project is very realistic. It all depends on the numbers but it is more likely that the most
feasible segments would be built first and remaining segments built later as revenue and traffic
continues on first segment.

There was a question regarding the funding streams used for LA 1 project in south Louisiana.
Approximately 60% of LA1 funding is being provided by tolls. The other various funding sources
include DOTD, Port Fourchon, Tifia, and Coastal Restoration fund contributions.

5) BR Loop Financing (KPMG) — Discussed various potential options specific to BR Loop
financing plan. Executive Committee requested more information on TIFs and Tifia loans.

Walter Monsour closed the meeting by commending the implementation team for being ahead
of schedule and thanked everyone for their participation during the meeting. He also reminded
the Executive Committee that the next meeting is scheduled in December will include all three
committees. A notice would be sent to committee members as soon as a location is finalized.
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1. KPMG Corporate Finance 17| |1 KPMG Corporate Finance 3,280
2. Emst& Young 15| |2 Societe Generale 3192
3. PriceWaterhouseCoopers 14 |3 Macquarie Bank Ltd 3135
4. Macquarie Bank Ltd 13| |4 Emst&Young 2488
5. Korea Development Bank 12| |5 PriceWaterhouseCoopers 2,364
6. Grant Thomton 11 |6 Banco Santander SA 2,140
7. Deloitte & Touche LLP 8| |7. Citigroup Inc 2,140
8. Royal Bank of Scotland Group plc 6| 8. National Bank of Greece SA 2121
9. HSBC Holdings plc 5| 9. Korea Development Bank 2,033
10. Societe Generale 4| |10. Kagiso Financial Services Ltd 1,809
Source: Dealogic Source: Dealogic

1. KPMG Corporate Finance 13| |1 KPMG Corporate Finance 4544
2. PricewaterhouseCoopers 10 |2 PricewaterhouseCoopers 3320
3= Emst& Young 9| |3 Emst&Young 2475
3= Grant Thornton 9| |4 Grant Thornton 1876
5= Deloitte 5| |5 Macquarie 1,834
5= Operis 5| 6. Royal Bank of Scotland 1,440
6. Macquarie 4| |7. Bancof America 1,080

Royal Bank of Scotiand 3| |8 HVBMUniCredit Group 1,080

HSBC 3| |9, Societe Generale 931
9. Societe Generale 2| | 10. Operis 897

Source: 13 Online, 1.July 2007 Source: 1) Online, 1 July 2007
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1. KPMG Corporate Finance 1175 e Shedow Toll
2= Bank of America 1,080 L Availability Payments
)
2.= HVB/UniCredit Group 1,080 :
4. Societe Generale 931 TR v
5. PricewaterhouseCoopers 909 VES gy FREUELED E
method &
6. Kagaiso 517 T
7. Royal Bank of Scotiand 445 M
E Tl Revenue
8. calyon 136 c
9= CIBC World Markets 133 Traditional —|
9= CIT Group 133 No Y Government Subsidy
s 1)
Source: 13 Online, 1 uly 2007 8
Year 1 Year 2 Year 3
Technical/ Financial/ ——> Procurement Process — Negotiation — Financial Close
Environmental
Eeasibility Analyse:
TASK DESCRIPTION
1 [Meet with team to define overall objectives Determining the feasibility of the project
2 |Define required output for this exercise Determine how much finance we can raise off the back of the
orecast revenues
3 |Prepare financial model Model must be capable of testing different financing/
jprocurement structures and individual project segments
4 |Receive inputs: Await inputs from technical teams
T&R - equity based
Construction costs
O&M costs
Others costs
5 |Perform cursory input validation “Scrub” data for potential errors
6 |Run financial model scenarios Using required subsidy as variable, test loop as a whole &
individual segments
7 |Analyze outputs Determine if scope changes or more work on inputs are
required
8 |[Complete technical memorandum Develop summary of conclusions
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BR LOOP EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING
December 13, 2007

URS Corporation, 7389 Florida Blvd, Baton Rouge, LA

SUMMARY MEETING REPORT

The meeting of the BR Loop Executive Committee was held in conjunction with the BR
Loop Stakeholder Committee and Advisory Committee.

The meeting was held at the offices of URS Corporation on Florida Blvd in Baton
Rouge.

The brief meeting consisted of the following:

e 2007 recap
o Preliminary traffic modeling results
0 Modifications to corridors
Brief history of the project and previous Loop studies
BR Loop benefits
Process overview and timeline
Corridor refinement process
Overview of innovative financing tools available to Louisiana and the Baton
Rouge area
Context-sensitive solutions and opportunities to eave the Loop into the
community
Public involvement overview
Elected official briefing review
Preliminary traffic modeling results
Next steps
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+ Insert cable stayed bridge photo or rendering here
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BR Loop Executive Committee Meeting Summary — January 17, 2008

BR LOOP EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING

JANUARY 17, 2008

Mayor Melvin L. “Kip” Holden asked that the Parish Presidents introduce themselves for
the record.

Riley “Pee Wee” Berthelot, West Baton Rouge Parish President

Tommy Martinez, Ascension Parish President

Mitchell Ourso, Iberville Parish President

Mike Grimmer, Livingston Parish President

Mayor Melvin L. “Kip” Holden, Mayor-President, East Baton Rouge Parish

MAYOR “KIP” HOLDEN welcomed the incoming Ascension Parish President, Tommy
Martinez, new member of the organization. This meeting will be very brief. Mayor
Holden thanked the parish presidents for their continuous efforts to keep this project in
the forefront, and also thanked all of the other stakeholders and members of the various
committees for the work that they have done as well. He emphasized that this is a real
project and is not a dream or “pie in the sky.” The team that was assembled has put
forth a lot of work on this project. The project is moving in an orderly fashion. As stated
in the last meeting, the project is ahead of schedule. A lot of work is being done on this
project in a timely manner. There will be various alternatives and other public meetings.
The process is one whereby we are looking at some final routes, get public comment on
those, and move forward in order to start the first phase of the LOOP. Lastly, we are
thankful that the State of Louisiana has come forward with their four million dollar
commitment, both Senator Francis Heitmeyer and Senator Fields worked together to
get this money. Mayor Holden thanked Johnny Bradbury, outgoing Secretary of
Department of Transportation. Mr. Bradbury was responsible for help in accessing the
four million dollars that we will receive as the total authority. We congratulate him for
the work that he has done over the past four years.

WALTER MONSOUR stated that later in the meeting he would address three slides
regarding the cooperative endeavor agreement as well as the trip to Texas, and how the
four million dollars would be used.

MIKE BRUCE stated the meeting would be brief today. ABMB is working hard behind
the scenes and is presenting results of that work.
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AGENDA

1. Corridor Refinements, the ongoing work as we move forward toward the public
meetings that Rannah Gray will discuss. This topic consists of environmental,
public input, and input from elected officials. Mr. Monsour will speak on the next
phase and the Texas trip.

2. The map of the original corridor was reviewed. There were a lot of possible
routes; north, south, east, and west of the central core of the city. Mr. Bruce
stated they are working toward eliminating those corridors that are not really
feasible.

3. The next map on the screen was shown in December 2007. The red and brown
routes that were originally thought feasible have since been eliminated because
of traffic impacts, environmental impacts, and impacts to business and citizens.
New routes were added i.e. green and purple colors. The new map showed
routes eliminated from Ascension Parish, and routes to the south were
eliminated. However, some routes look as if they end and go nowhere and do
not continue. Some potential corridors end at I-10, and then might be picked up
at another location of I-10 for continuation. The corridor furthest right on the map
that is going south and ends at I-10; however, the potential is that the route could
end there but the rest of the South Loop would pick up at another location on 1-10
and continue. As of December 2007 these were all still feasible corridors.

4, A new map is unveiled today. We took the map of the feasible corridors and
have eliminated some additional corridors, working mainly in Ascension and
Livingston Parishes on the east side of the route; the south and east side. We
have basically eliminated several routes going through the northern part of
Ascension Parish and southern part of Livingston Parish. We have put in a
couple of new routes that follow the La 42 corridor and weave its way up to
Livingston toward Walker. This is an important and significant change. It is a big
step toward refining the routes. We are excited about it and when citizens get
the maps and look closer, they will see that this is pretty significant as we move
forward.

Mayor Holden
Question: What would happen with French Settlement and Port Vincent under the new
plan?

Mike Bruce
Answer: This particular route totally eliminates any impacts to either of those
communities in Port Vincent and French Settlement.

President Grimmer complimented Mr. Bruce for working with them regarding these
areas, which are historic areas in the parish and need to be preserved.
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Mr. Bruce stated that these areas were eliminated for environmental impact reasons
and engineering causes. There will be impacts with this route, which we will try to
minimize. While we cannot make 100 percent of the people happy, we would like to
make 99 percent of them happy, which is our goal. These maps are included in the
packets that were handed out today. Mr. Bruce also stated that most of the eliminations
have come in the south and the eastern part of the corridors. He related that all are
working very hard at this point in time, in the north and the west to once again take out
those corridors that are no longer feasible. The next set of public meetings will be held

in a month and a half and our goal is to have just a few corridors left on this map for
citizen’s review and comments.

President Grimmer
Question: Ten years from now, do you feel we have expanded out far enough east
and west?

Mike Bruce

Answer: There are two factors that we are looking at; one is current traffic and
congestion. We are modeling out to 2029, which is 20 plus years to see that we are still
satisfying the needs. Mr. Bruce stated that another loop, further out, may be needed by
2029. He feels this loop will satisfy both current and traffic for the next 20 years.

WALTER MONSOUR spoke on a couple of points made by Mr. Bruce. These meetings
tend to be short but please understand that these people are working everyday on this
project. This is a huge project and they are dedicated and focused. As we have
designed this process, what we bring to you, because you are obviously busier than the
rest of us, is the culmination of the work that has been done. We try to present you with
what we have done as well as the executive decisions that need to be made by this
committee.

PRESIDENT GRIMMER stated there have been great communications throughout this
committee and ABMB. He is appreciative.

WALTER MONSOUR stated that the Executive Committee will make the decisions and
communication is very important. If you are not in at the first, you will not be in at the
last. It is not only to explain this project, but also to receive your input and to
understand what it would take to satisfy your constituency as well. As you see in the
map process, because of the regulations that we must go through, we were forced to
put down any potential corridor or prospective route that there may be. We advised
everyone that it would be a process of elimination. We are doing that as we should do,
because of environmental concerns, social concerns, and every other paradigm that we
must consider to be able to come up with an acceptable route.

SLIDES Mr. Monsour explained these slides to the committee members. In the Regular
Session of 2007, as Mayor Holden alluded to earlier in his remarks, the legislature gave
four million dollars to the project. That is a product of having presented the budget to
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the Division of Administration that carried us through the completion of the loop. The
City-Parish Government put in two million dollars, the following year we would need four
million dollars, and the following year we would need fifteen million dollars, and in the
following year thirty-seven million dollars and thereafter it would be approximately one
hundred million dollars a year. Further, as a reminder, the money is to come through
the State to the Transportation Mobility Fund. The process has been that until the
Transportation Mobility Fund is seeded in full that we go annually, and the four million
dollars is the second piece of the plan. We are in line, on time and actually ahead of
schedule. The four million dollars was a direct appropriation to the Capitol Area
Expressway Authority, which is this committee. You have direct control of those funds.
It would be a majority vote of the Executive Committee that would determine how these
funds are spent; hopefully in consultation with the implementation team, and the
recommendations of your technical people who advise you. Because you have no
staff, the City of Baton Rouge is willing to offer its finance department and its
department of public works, free of charge to the CAEA to be your fiscal agent and your
back office technical support, to make sure we comply with all the rules and regulations
and the laws for the appropriation that we received. Otherwise, you would probably
have to either hire a staff or to contract the work out most likely to an accounting firm to
take care of those needs. To that extent, we are willing to enter into a cooperative
endeavor agreement between the City of Baton Rouge, Parish of East Baton Rouge
and the CAEA to do that. There will be obviously no charge. You will still have direct
control of the funds and they will be spent in accordance with law per your directive.

The goal for the four million dollars and specifically the appropriation was to take care of
several things:

1. To further the public outreach so that we can continue to communicate with the
public at large and get their input.

2. Hire a land use planner to begin looking at how we govern the land in and around
the loop to make sure that we are zoning and developing it properly to encourage
the revenue base and the use of the loop.

3. Begin the NEPA process. This is what we are ahead of in our timeline. This is
an ordinary step, but a necessary step that has to be taken. Initially, we thought
we would not begin that process until the third quarter of 2008. However, we are
ahead of schedule, we are ready to start, and that money is certainly going to be
used for that.

The funds are enough to take care of the above three components. We would
encourage you and recommend to you that you consider the use of those funds in that
way. Our suggestion is that we will filter up to you, at the appropriate times, the request
for expenditures on those funds and for the particular reasons. You will have the
opportunity to review them, both individually as well as a body and then make that
determination.
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The third component of my presentation is going to be the trip to Texas. We have
arranged for the five parish presidents, along with some technical support people to
spend two days; one day in Dallas and the other day in Austin. We have scheduled and
asked the Board members to set aside March 6 and March 7. We intend to meet with
total authorities, the North Texas Transit Authority in Dallas, as well as the Total
Authority in Texas, both of whom are most recent transactions, both of whom were
engaged with KPMG and Citigroup, who are our financial consultants on this project as
well. It will be a trip for us collectively to learn the best practices and the lessons
learned from what they did. As | said before, our advantage for not having a loop is that
we can go cut and paste what other people have done. We will know what hurdles we
will have and how best to avoid them. We have the opportunity, the luxury, of being
able to ask these ladies and gentlemen what they would do differently if they had to do it
today. Now that you see it in action, things look better on paper sometimes than they
actually happen. It will be a great trip for us to take. We are in the process of
considering other individuals at the state level to take on the trip with us. Each of you
will be expected to pay for your room and board from your parish funds for travel. We
are trying to arrange for the airline reservations. The hotel reservations are being
arranged at this time. We will make all the arrangements for each board member and
have an itinerary and an agenda for those two days. Mr. Monsour also stated that the
members of the press were also welcome to come on this trip. They would pay for their
trip and are more than welcome. This is an open and transparent process. It is a great
opportunity for us to understand this major project that we are involved in. He asked for
guestions.

Question: Do we need a motion on any of these topics?

Answer: Mayor Holden recommended drafting the agreement so all could read. The
agreement could then be approved at the next meeting.

Mr. Monsour asked for some indication from the Committee Members as to further
consideration of this matter or go another route.

Mayor Holden opened the floor for comments from the parish presidents. He asked for
input concerning the use of staff and guidance at no cost to the Committee Members.

President Ourso is in agreement that East Baton Rouge Parish should administer the
project and does fully support the agreement.

Mayor Holden asked for a motion.

Mr. Monsour explained and emphasized that East Baton Rouge Parish would not
administer, but simply act as the back office. Our finance department will make sure
that the invoices are well documented, that the checks are cut timely, that the
expenditures are made in accordance with law; however, the Committee Members will
direct all these matters. If any fees are required, if there is selection board activity, then
the East Baton Rouge Parish Department of Public Works will function in that capacity
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and make sure the rules and regulations according to legislation are applied as well.
Other than the financial and public works departments, East Baton Rouge Parish has
nothing to do with the expenditure of those funds; it would be the call of the Committee
Members.

President Martinez stated the Parish Council might have to approve the governmental
agreement.

Mr. Monsour stated the intergovernmental agreement is between the CAEA, as a body,
and the parish and the City of East Baton Rouge Parish, and would not be made with
Ascension, Livingston, Iberville, or West Baton Rouge. He acknowledged that the
Committee Members have the authority to enter into this agreement on behalf of the
Capitol Area Expressway Authority.

Mayor Holden asked for a motion to enter into an agreement with East Baton Rouge to
provide services as needed in regards to the financial side through the Finance
Department as well as through the Department of Public Works.

Mr. Monsour stated this motion and resolution could be made contingent on review of
the cooperative endeavor agreement once it is finalized, which will bring it back to the
Committee Members and allow them to reject it if it is not satisfactory to each member.
By proceeding in this fashion, it will give us the head start on being able to draft the
resolution, pass it before our Metropolitan Council of Baton Rouge, who would have to
authorize Mayor Holden to enter into this cooperative endeavor agreement. This matter
is on the agenda for next Wednesday; however, it can be subject to final approval by
the CAEA Board. Each Committee Member will have the ultimate decision on whether
the agreement is acceptable to each one.

Mayor Holden asked for any questions concerning the motion with the caveats by Mr.
Monsour in regards to the opportunity to review the information before taking final
action.

There being no questions, motion was made by Mayor “Pee Wee” Berthelot, seconded
by Mayor Tommy Martinez that the agreement be approved. No objections.

The agreement is approved.

RANNAH GRAY reiterated that this is the second round of public meetings on the
Implementation Plan for the Loop. As you recall, the first round was held in September
2007 with great attendance. Since that time, a lot of potential corridors have been
eliminated and refined the Baton Rouge Loop corridor down significantly. We are
announcing today our second round of public meetings that will be held. As a reminder,
you will have another Executive Committee Meeting the week before these public
meetings, so you will see the refinements that take place between the map you saw
today and the maps that will be shown at the public meetings.
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FIRST MEETING: Monday, February 25, in East Baton Rouge Parish. We are in the
same location that we were for the first round: BREC Headquarters on Florida
Boulevard, which is a central location in the parish.

SECOND MEETING: Tuesday, February 26, Ascension Parish at the Gonzales Civic
Center.

THIRD MEETING: Wednesday, February 27, Livingston Parish at the North Park
Recreation Center.

FOURTH MEETING: Thursday, February 28, West Baton Rouge Parish at the Port
Allen Community Center.

Ms. Gray stated they have been working with Mayor Berthelot, having held his meeting
in Addis in September 2007, so that it was convenient for Iberville Parish.

FIFTH MEETING: Monday, March 3, Iberville Parish Public Meeting at the Plaguemine
Civic Center.

This information will be put on the website, sent through the news media in all of the
parishes and encourage everyone to inform the public to gain good attendance. This is
the final round of public meetings in this phase of the implementation plan.

The time set for the meetings has been from 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. Ms. Gray stated
this worked well last time as people come early who may be retired, etc.

MIKE BRUCE stated they will continue to refine corridors. Traffic and Revenue are
working at present and there should be presentations ready prior to the next Executive
Committee Meeting. We have drafted up technical memorandums, documenting all the
work being done on the implementation plan. Those are being presented internally at
this point in time. This information will be presented to the Executive Committee in
about 30 days. He thanked the Committee Members for their support.

MR. MONSOUR advised that he would meet with delegates from Lafayette next week.
The delegates are in the same process as we are. They are a little behind the Baton
Rouge Loop Implementation in their opportunity to create a loop around Lafayette.
They asked to meet and compare notes and to discuss and see how and possibly help
each one in the legislature as well as in the process. If there are any ideas, comments,
or suggestions that we may undertake to better proceed with this process, please let us
know. Input and direction from the Committee Members are extremely vital and
important to this plan and your information will help us make the appropriate
adjustments in how we proceed.

MAYOR HOLDEN asked for questions. There being no questions, a motion was made
to adjourn; meeting adjourned.
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BR Loop Executive Committee Meeting Summary — February 21, 2008

BR LOOP EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING

FEBRUARY 21, 2008

Mayor Melvin L. “Kip” Holden welcomed the audience to the meeting and asked
that each of the Parish Presidents introduce themselves for the record.

Chris Loar, Councilman, Ascension Parish, representing Tommy Martinez
Riley “Pee Wee” Berthelot, West Baton Rouge Parish President

Mike Grimmer, Parish President, Livingston Parish

Mayor Melvin L. “Kip” Holden, Mayor-President, East Baton Rouge Parish

Mayor Kip Holden called on Mr. Walter Monsour to address the Executive
Committee.

Walter Monsour announced that the project has continued to progress ahead of
schedule with the cooperation of the Executive Committee. There are three
topics of discussion for this Executive Committee.

The Texas Toll Meetings

There are four out of five committee members who are committed to the
upcoming planned Texas meetings. President Ourso, Iberville Parish, will be
unable to attend. We are in the process of finalizing both the list of our
contingency. We are meeting with and trying to get the appropriate officials to
travel to the meetings, which would be the Chairman of the Senate
Transportation Committee, the Chairman of the House Transportation
Committee and the new Secretary of the Department of Transportation. There
should be approximately 14 people going to the meetings. TxDOT in Austin will
address your counterparts, the county judges, as they have them in Texas, as
opposed to parish presidents in Louisiana, as well as the Chairman of the
House Transportation Committee for Texas and the Senate Transportation
Committee and the Director of the State Highway System. They will work
closely with Louisiana authorities and there is a lot of information to be gained
from those members of the various committees. They visited Florida, Virginia,
before they undertook their public-private partnership and their toll authorities.
There is a lot of information to be gained from these people. They will advise
us on different aspects such as the lessons learned, find out what obstacles
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they had and what advice they would give to us. The agenda should be
finalized by the first part of next week.

Second Round of Public Meetings

These meetings will begin next week and Rannah will speak to you about this
information.

Continuing Refinement of the Loop Corridors

The more important item is the continuing refinement of the loop corridors and
there has been a lot of progress in that regard.

The members of our team, KPMG and Citigroup have both worked with Texas
officials on their two latest projects. They will also be meeting with us in Texas
as well. We will learn the procedures that they went through in order to actually
build the loop, and procedures they went through in terms of financing the loop.
They will tell us the problems that they incurred that we should avoid and also
tell us the best ways to do things. We will learn from them their successes and
some of their setbacks. We will be able to glean those and put them into our
model and make ours better and faster. Mr. Monsour feels they should get a lot
of benefit from this meeting and he was pleased in speaking with the executive
director of TxDOT that they are anxious to meet with us, anxious to
accommodate us and are looking forward to that. It was the director's
suggestion that he match up each counterparts so that you could relate more
easily to the concerns, both politically as well as procedurally that you will have
to go through.

Question: How many years has the Texas group been on their projects? How
many years do they have under their belt with their total authority, etc. since
they have been open?

Answer: The Texas Group has been working on their projects for three or four
years.

Mr. Monsour stated that the North Texas Transit Authority is the newest one at
this time. We will meet with them during our first stop, which is in Dallas. We
will meet with TxDOT officials in Austin the next day and all your counterparts
there in the Senate and House Chairmen as well.

Question: Is Austin the oldest group?
Answer: The Austin program is called the Central Texas Regional Mobility

Authority, which is most similar to the CAEA in that it just opened for business
about five years ago. They have had tremendous success in opening their first
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section of new toll road in March 2007. There will also be two other authorities
that will be relevant as well.

Mr. Monsour reiterated that the group would be studying finished projects.
They will look at cars and toll roads. They are also in the process of other
projects, too. They have refined their model as they have gone through it. We
will see two very significant public/private partnerships with loops in the State of
Texas. They have refined their situation to the point now where the public
authority is now competing with private partners for the concession, so to
speak, on the loop.

Rannah Gray gave a brief update on the public meetings. The second planned
public meeting will be held on Monday with the first meeting in East Baton
Rouge Parish at the BREC Headquarters. All meetings are being held from
4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. There is a meeting held in all five parishes and have had
over a thousand people attend the first round. There will also be a lot of interest
in the next meeting. Written comments from the public are taken at these
meetings, which are very instrumental in being used by the team as they have
developed and refined the corridors going forward. This will be another
opportunity for the public to give some very valuable input as we move forward
to complete the implementation plan.

Public Meetings

BREC Headquarters

East Baton Rouge Parish
Monday, February 25, 2008
4:00 p.m.

There will be oversized maps of the exhibits of the new refined corridors. There
will be an introductory video for anyone who has not gotten some of the
background on this project. We will have a lot of information on context
sensitive solutions. BREC is bringing some information from their trails
program and how to incorporate bike paths and walking trails. Information
about the constraints and how we have arrived at the maps that will be shown,
and an input station for any input from the public. The value of these meetings
is that the engineering team is at the maps and spends a lot of time, one on
one, answering questions from the public and explaining how the progress has
been made.

Gonzales Civic Center
Ascension Parish

Tuesday, February 26, 2008
4:00 p.m.



Exhibit 15

BR Loop Executive Committee Meeting Summary — February 21, 2008

North Park Recreation Center
Livingston Parish

Wednesday, February 27, 2008
4:00 p.m.

Port Allen Community Center
West Baton Rouge Parish
Thursday, February 28, 2008
4:00 p.m.

The first meeting was held in Addis, and the second meeting in West Baton
Rouge Parish, will be in Port Allen. We frequently have people who attend
multiple meetings and probably will have some Baton Rouge people who come
because of the convenience of Port Allen. All citizens are welcome at all of the
meetings. The information is all the same that is presented.

There will also be a meeting held at:

Plaquemine Civic Center
Iberville Parish

Monday, March 3, 2008
4:00 p.m.

The news media is invited to help get the word out on these dates and times so
that the public is very well aware. It has been advertised in the newspaper.
The second round of public meetings represent our beginning the NEPA
process, which is a very significant project milestone at this time. The Notice of
Intent to begin the NEPA process was published in the Federal Register on
February 13, 2008. We are ahead of schedule and beginning this is very
exciting progress for the project. Everyone is waiting to see the refinements in
the corridors.

Mike Bruce stated that follow-up on the Notice of Intent is a significant
milestone. HNTB and URS have been working with the Federal agencies to
achieve that goal. This is going to save a lot of time by allowing these meetings
being held with the public to count in that official environmental process.

Corridor Refinement

We have been through a process of corridor refinement, which involves taking
the original map involving approximately 30 or 40 different segments of
corridors and trying to figure out which ones are feasible and moving forward,
and which ones are unfeasible and moving forward. We want to narrow those
down to just a few routes moving into this set of public meetings.
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The map today shows those routes in red are eliminated and those routes
shown in yellow is what is remaining and is moving forward into the public
meeting process. As you can see, this is a pretty significant change. We have
eliminated more than half of the potential segments going forward. We have
two to three alternatives in each part of the loop going around some place. We
believe that what is left here is still feasible at this time. They are not final in
any manner, shape, or form. This shall be determined in the environmental
process as it moves forward, but these are going to be the routes that are
considered as we go into that phase. This is that same map with the red
removed. It shows what is left on the map. | will detail a couple of them and
explain how we got to this point. Several have been eliminated. This is a
blowup of the north half of the loop. You can see the red in the Port Allen area,
where several of those routes have been eliminated on the west bank of the
river because of impacts, environmental concerns, and traffic benefits. Also on
the Livingston-Ascension side of the map, east side of the map, you can see we
are down to just one or two corridors on that map. We have eliminated a
significant corridor that tied into 1-12, somewhat to the west of the remaining
corridor. This corridor has been eliminated because it did not have as many
benefits as the one further to the east of Walker, and it also caused some
environmental and impact concerns.

On the north part of the map you can see that we have eliminated a couple of
key routes, the most northern route was eliminated, which used to travel
between the Baker and Zachary area. After refinements on our traffic analysis
that particular route lost too much traffic and did not do enough to relieve
congestion from both a bypass standpoint or from a commuter standpoint. That
left us with a central route, which went through the center of Central and then a
southern route that follows Florida Boulevard. Those two corridors do remain
right now. The one that does traverse through Central has been refined
considerably. Over the last month-and-a-half, we have been meeting with the
Moore Group, which is the official planning group hired by the City of Central.
They developed a town plan that includes a town center, etc. We have had
several meetings with them and follow-up meetings with the Mayor and his staff
of Central. We developed a new route that is now shown on this map that had
not been previously shown. This is a modification of our original route. It goes
a little bit south of where we had it before, avoids most of the impacts to any of
the existing or proposed subdivisions. Also it is a significant distance from their
Town Center that is planned. This information will be presented at the public
meetings and we will receive input from the public. The purpose of these public
meetings is to not only show them these routes, but also to get input from the
citizens and reaction to these corridors as we move forward.

The southern half of the map holds some refinements in the Gonzales area,
Ascension Parish area, but the most significant change here, in addition to
eliminating a couple of Mississippi River Bridge crossings, one that went just
north of Plaquemine. It was eliminated because of the impacts. Another sub-
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segment was eliminated that traversed just south of Plaquemine, also because
of impacts and concerns with traffic. However, more significantly, we have been
working with environmental and subdivision leaders in the Alligator Bayou area
and we have determined that the route that traverses the northern half of
Spanish Lake needed to be eliminated at this time. This portion is shown in red
on the map, as not moving forward into the public meeting process. There are
some routes remaining that cut across the southern half of Spanish Lake that
still remains as possibilities and they are feasible. We do not know how the
landowners will react to these possibilities.

After the public meetings, there will be a follow-up joint committee meeting on
March 20, 2008 about a month after that. During that month period, between
the public meetings and the joint committee meeting, the engineering team will
be taking the input from the public, doing further refinements and will then come
to the joint committee meetings and get additional input at that time from the
leadership of the loop. At this point, we will take our traffic and revenue
refinements and basically come up with what we believe are the final corridor
refinements from the implementation plan phase. There may be one route in
some places, there may be two in some places, remaining to go forward into
the NEPA Phase but it would not be the 50 from the past. Between now and
April or May, we will turn in our final technical memorandums to the loop
leadership that will outline not only the corridors, which is what | am speaking
about, but also, the financial plans and traffic results and all of that moving
forward. We have a busy few months ahead of us to package this all together.
While that is going on, the NEPA process will be continuing since we have
kicked this off on February 13, 2008. This overlaps with the implementation
plan and that will move forward going into the next phase of the loop.

Question: Regarding the northern area: When you go down to the second red
line, why did we drop so far? We are eliminating that second line, which kind of
looks like a natural tie-in. What was the issue?

Answer: The City of Central had numerous concerns with the corridor. We
were hitting some subdivisions that had popped up recently. More importantly,
we were running through their town center, which had just been developed by
their planning group. They expressed strong concerns. We met with them and
explained that the geographic reaches of Central are significant as far as the
northern part of the parish and it is almost impossible to avoid at least impacting
some of Central.

Comment

Chris Loar, Ascension Parish Council Member, spoke on behalf of Parish
President, Tommy Martinez. Councilman Loar stated that regardless of which
corridor is ultimately chosen in Ascension, we will continue to support this
project. We think the benefits far outweigh any potential negative impacts and
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we will do what we can to minimize the impacts to those people that are
affected. This loop will benefit not only the Greater Capitol Area Region but
also Ascension Parish in their growth and traffic needs.

Walter Monsour thanked the councilman for attending the executive committee
meeting on behalf of Tommy Martinez, Parish President of Ascension Parish.
Mr. Monsour also stated that the committee is gaining support from this project.
He spoke with the media earlier and the whole tactic is to have this come to the
decision makers from the constituency. Actually, all parish presidents want
their constituencies to participate and become part of this whole process.

Texas Trip

Over the next few days, we will formulate a final agenda as well as a list of
guestions that the implementation team intends to ask. We will send this
information to each of you. You will get a briefing book prior to departure to
Texas in order that you will be familiar with what we intend to look at and what
we intend to take away from our trips. You are certainly more than encouraged
to add any other comments or any questions that you may have. This is the trip
for all of us to learn all of the things that we wanted to know about a loop and
have never been told.

It must be understood particularly in this special session on ethics that the new
media has been invited to travel and participate with us while on this trip to
Texas. They may be in every meeting that the committee attends and be in
every lunch and dinner that the committee attends. That is an open invitation to
the media. Secondly, all of us both elected and appointed officials will be
paying our own way. This sends a great message at this time while ethics
matters are being debated in the legislature. We strongly adhere to open
meetings, transparency, and paying our own way.

Mayor Kip Holden asked a motion to adjourn. Motion made by Riley “Pee Wee”
Berthelot. Meeting was adjourned.

Rannah Gray stated that updated corridor maps would be posted at noon on
BRLOOP.COM for anyone to view them.
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EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING
LOOP IMPLEMENTATION
BATON ROUGE, LA

APRIL 17, 2008

MAYOR MELVIN L. “KIP” HOLDEN called the meeting to order and asked that
each of the Parish Presidents introduce themselves for the record.

Riley “Pee Wee” Berthelot, West Baton Rouge Parish President
Tommy Martinez, Ascension Parish President

Mitchell Ourso, Iberville Parish President

Mike Grimmer, Livingston Parish President

Melvin L. “Kip” Holden, Mayor-President, East Baton Rouge Parish

arODOE

MAYOR HOLDEN asked Mr. Walter Monsour to address the Executive Committee.

WALTER MONSOUR covered several points with the Parish Presidents and the
audience:

1. A recap of the March 6 and 7 meeting and trip to Dallas and Austin, Texas.

President Martinez, Holden, Grimmer and Berthelot were on the trip along with a
representative from lberville Parish. It is accurate to report all of us had our eyes
opened and had a tremendous confirmation of the process that we have been going
through and the results that we can look to. The Executive Committee and
Implementation Team felt that both objectives of this loop were confirmed. And the
first and foremost was traffic mitigation. There were many instances where 40-minute
drives were reduced to 12-minute drives. The side effect of this, one that we have not
promoted, because we believe it is a natural consequence, is the economic development
piece of the loop. These types of projects are magnets for business development. There
were instances where home prices went up, even those that were adjacent to the
corridors and had sound walls. Not only was there a rise in prices of existing homes
but there was new construction going on at present.

2. Development between various cities.

We saw that the development in-between the various cities was such that you could not
tell the difference between when you left Dallas and went through three or four
communities having the feeling that you were still in the same city. We saw a specific
instance in Austin where Dell Corporation left Austin, and came back. They had
previously left Austin because of the traffic problems. Then they came back after the
toll roads were built, and established what is referred to as, “Dell City.” It was a
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magnificent, huge development. Mayor Holden heard the remark that they are now all
called, “Dellionaires.” It was very enlightening to us and we learned many lessons.
They have experienced some of the same resistance as the Baton Rouge Loop
Implementation Plan has experienced because they had to go through the same process.
They were very sensitive of our process in that we have to look at 4,000 foot corridors,
but explain to the public that those eventually get down to 400 foot corridors. When
you shrink 4,000 feet to 400 feet, there is a lot more maneuverability in terms of being
able to avoid pockets of resistance, or environmental concerns, or social concerns.

3. Meeting with the toll authorities.

We met with the toll authorities and we learned their practices. We were very enthused
to have them tell us that we were way ahead of the game that we had the benefit of
doing some things and incorporating some technology that they did not have the ability
to do when they began their toll authorities. And that they were in the process of doing
now, which was going to be a major expense but certainly a most efficient way. We
had DOTD with us. We had FHWA with us, and we had the news media with us
embedded. And an extremely important thing because none of these gentlemen that
serve on the Executive Committee, nor any of us that were on the trip knew the answers
or knew the comments that we were going to get. We were looking for a truthful, fact-
finding mission, which we did get. The press heard everything that we heard. They
were with us constantly, and they reported it accurately. And to that extent, 1 would
like to thank Channel 9 and Scott Dyer for being very good listeners, and reporting and
doing a professional job as they always do.

RANNAH GRAY, briefed everyone on the public outreach. The slides that were
shown detailed the invitation and the dates for the second round of public meetings that
were held, one in each of the five parishes that are represented on the Executive
Committee. We had over 2,000 people attend these. They were very well attended.
Almost all of the attendees we observed were people who were understandably
concerned because they were in the impacted areas within the yellow bands seen on the
maps. They were following the process very, very closely. The public meeting process
revealed a number of problem areas, which the team has been working on since this
round of meetings with the Parish Presidents to try to go back into the maps from the
time you saw them the last time and minimize the impacts in those areas. In addition to
those public meetings you saw, we have been working with our Capitol Region
Legislative Delegation. All of our Parish Presidents on the Executive Committee have
been attending smaller neighborhood meetings or meeting one on one with individuals
who have particular concerns, and gathering that feedback for the engineering team.
Also, the engineering team has been working on an ongoing basis with the Executive
Committee to try to get this input in. What you are going to see today is some
significant changes from the last maps that were released. Last week, we had a joint
meeting of our Advisory and Stakeholders Committee of the Baton Rouge Loop
Project. And our process has been since the beginning that this has been a process that
comes from the bottom up to the Executive Committee and we take that public
feedback, we take it to the advisory, which are the technical experts. We take it to the




Exhibit 17

Stakeholders Committee, which are the ones who represent the various constituencies in
the parish. And they make their best recommendations forward to this Executive
Committee so that they can recommend the best potential corridors for going forward.
And that is what you are going to see today. At this point, I would ask Mike Bruce to
come and walk everyone through the corridor changes in the potential routes and after
that you will hear from each of our members of our Executive Committee, each Parish
President to talk in a little more detail about what they have been doing since our last
meeting, to get us to that point specific to their parish.

MIKE BRUCE, ABMB ENGINEERS, INC. stated that this has been a process where
we are nearing the end of the implementation plan. We have about 30 days left in the
process and we’ve gotten to a key milestone today where we think we have identified
the corridors that we are recommending to the Executive Committee to go forward into
the environmental process. The map you are looking at now is the original map we
came to you all with about eight months ago. It shows a bunch of potential corridors
throughout the five-parish areas. There are probably 50 different segments or possible
sub-segments of routes on this map and through a process of public input, elected
official input, the Executive Committee, the Advisory and Stakeholders Committees
have all been deeply engaged in trying to refine these and eliminate those that are not
feasible. This is where we were a month ago (referring to map). We had revealed this
map, which eliminated a lot of corridors. All the red are eliminated corridors that
started out as potential feasible corridors. At this time, this is the map we took to the
public meetings. We received tremendous feedback, both from the public, elected
officials, and others in the process. Today we are unveiling this map, which is what we
are recommending as the final corridors to move forward in the process. It is not a final
corridor. There are still some alternative routes within this map, but there are very few
of them. And we have tried to take into account, not only the impacts to development,
but also the impacts to the environment, which we are trying to keep a balance going
forward on this project because both of those are critical. Obviously, the more impacts
we make on development, the higher the cost would be. Keeping all that in mind, we
also had to serve as the original intent of this project, which is to relieve traffic for this
region, which is hurting the quality of life, the economic development of this region. A
lot of our analysis of these corridors has been based on, “can it service the traffic needs
of the corridors.” | will go briefly through each of the segments. First, | will talk to you
about some of the changes.

West Baton Rouge — One of the key routes that we have eliminated is one that went by
the Cinclair Plantation. It had been a feasible route until we finally got to the point
where the environmental impacts of crossing the historic property became an issue and
there was significant public input about that route. We have developed a new route,
which is shown in a thin yellow line on this map in West Baton Rouge that is now the
only remaining route in West Baton Rouge that crosses the river in that parish. It
crosses just north of Addis, and actually touches Addis on the far west end of Addis.
That is one route that is going forward. You can see that the route south of Plaquemine
is still a viable route. We consider it a viable route at this time. It is moving into the
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environmental process. There has been a lot of public input from the citizens on that, so
we carried it forward.

Ascension Parish — Eliminated routes or key routes in Ascension are the LA 42 route
and the any of the routes that actually directly impact Spanish Lake. The two remaining
routes that are carrying forward are just north of LA 30, or Nicholson Drive and
Nicholson Drive itself, which would become a frontage road system around the loop if
it were built along LA 30. We then went south of Gonzales and followed the route that
we worked with the Parish President and the residents of that to minimize impacts
through that parish.

Livingston Parish — And working north toward Livingston Parish, we worked with the
Town of Walker. We worked with President Grimmer closely on that entire route, and
once again taking a lot of public input. There was a lot of public interest in there. We
worked through a route that we think satisfies most of the interests. We are not going to
satisfy everybody but we are trying — and carries that route onto the north. Two key
changes in the East Baton Rouge Parish and Livingston Parish on the north were the
elimination of a route that followed Florida Boulevard. The more we looked at that
route, the more difficult it became from an impact standpoint. In some further traffic
analyses and financial analyses, we did put back a route that had turned red. And that
was the route that was on the most northern border of the study area. That route is now
put back in. We think it is a feasible route going forward. A further financial analysis
will take place in the next phase. The Parish Presidents will give their comments on
behalf of their parish. The map you are looking at now is kind of a blow-up of the East
Baton Rouge area.

1. PRESIDENT RILEY “PEE WEE” BERTHELOT, WEST BATON
ROUGE PARISH - West Baton Rouge Parish, like many of the surrounding parishes
that are in this loop program is experiencing a lot of growth and | think this project is
something that we have been looking at; not particularly this committee, but several
committees over the last 35 years or so. | think now is the time for us to do something.
We need to take some action on this project. We have had some concerns about
particular properties like the Cinclair property that was eliminated. We have met to try
to work these things as painless as we could. We met with the engineering group, Steve
Wallace and Mike Bruce, and Ms. Rannah Gray and Craig Gardener. These people
have come to our parish. They rode in their vehicles, we looked at maps, and we got
the mayor of Addis involved. 1 tried to get the mayor from Brusly involved; however, |
believe he was on a long trip. We’ve met with everyone we could to try to get input.
My door has always been open for comments and questions. We addressed some of
these guestions at one of the parish council meetings and we do listen to the concerns of
the people but we need to find a way to make this loop work. While we are committed
to do that, we have also tried to minimize the impacts where it could cross. It is a hard
decision, particularly when we have to relocate people out of their homes, but this is a
project that we need to step up to the plate and make it happen. | do not think we
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should leave this on our grandchildren’s shoulders to bear this burden. | think we
should step up and do this now.

2. PRESIDENT MITCHELL OURSO, IBERVILLE PARISH Around a year
ago when | was included into the loop project, and the first thing | want to say is that |
am all for East Baton Rouge Parish, Livingston and Ascension, and West Baton Rouge
for the immediate problem from 415 to get to Livingston Parish to the 10-12 split, there
is a traffic problem in that area. | agree fully with this committee that crossing that
Mississippi River Bridge, heading east and west is a big, big nightmare. This is an
engineer disaster that 1-10 runs from Jacksonville, Florida to Los Angeles, California
and whoever designed that should be handcuffed when you get to Baton Rouge,
Louisiana, and you bottleneck. We need to give a medal to whoever designed that
fiasco with the Mississippi River Bridge. | am all for that aspect of this committee.
However, as getting into this committee, Iberville does not have a traffic problem south
of Addis here in Plaguemine. My traffic problem is caused by Ascension and East
Baton Rouge on LA 30, Bluebonnet Extension opened, and the casino is coming that
way. LA 30 on the east bank causes me a lot of problems. | have done a little research
and if the press wants to look at this after the meeting is concluded, 1 will be glad to
give it to them. Currently, from St. Charles Parish headed north up the river going
towards Baton Rouge — and | will start at the Luling Bridge, and it is in St. Charles
Parish and was built in 1983. It connects Destrehan and Luling. This is bridge number
one. We move a little farther north and we have the Lutcher Bridge that was built in
1989 and it connects St. James and St. John Parish. Then we have the Sunshine Bridge
in St. James Parish that was built in 1963 and it was revamped in 2004, and you have a
milder St. James Parish at the bridge on both sides before it gets into Ascension Parish.
Then OId Iberville is skipped. OIld Iberville is skipped. In 1968 the I-10 Bridge was
built to connect East Baton Rouge and West Baton Rouge. In 1939, the Old Baton
Rouge Mississippi River Bridge 190 was built and in 1989 it was revamped. As we
currently move on to this project, there is an Audubon Bridge being built to connect
New Roads and St. Francisville together. Now, am | going to be singled out here, and |
am for the traffic problems here in Baton Rouge. | do not want my parish to be singled
out here without the consideration of a bridge south of Iberville. President Ourso
displayed records from DOTD on the outages of the ferry, the mechanical breakdowns,
the fog delays and Coast Guard inspections. He could not say how old the ferries are
that the people have to fight. He also stated there are two prison systems in East
Iberville, LCIW and Hunt Correctional. There are 4,400 prisoners there on LA 30 and
750 state employees. There are eight chemical plants in East Iberville. | have the
second largest petrochemical industry with Dow Chemical in Iberville Parish. There is
a billion dollar Shintech Plant, a Georgia-Gulf Plant on the west bank and there may be
another billion dollar plant in Iberville dealing with DED. | am here to ask of you to
please consider — Baton Rouge, West Baton Rouge has two bridges already. When
President Ourso was in West Baton Rouge, he stated he had two love notes left on his
car. He was in West Baton Rouge Parish at a local restaurant. The notes stated that,
“We feel that the crossing south of Plaquemine will meet the needs of the five parish
area, while allowing the Brusly-Addis area to maintain its current trend and growth in
development as acquired safe residential community. Lifelong and new residents alike
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are not in favor of our children playing in their backyards or attending school in the
shadow of such a proposed super structure.” These people in West Baton Rouge are
supporting — there are two bridges there and | would like for Iberville to be considered
as a proposal for this bridge to be built. If this bridge is built and this loop continues;
then my parish, my east and west bank will never have an opportunity to join together
because | will never have another opportunity to put my parish together. This is my last
shot. | am term limited. | will do everything that | can to make sure that we get an
equal and fair shot at this bridge. Again, | want to commend Mayor Holden for
including me into this. He stated that this was not a study, but the implementation.
This is one of the fastest things that | have seen moved in a long time, and again, |
understand the traffic problems in Baton Rouge and it certainly should be addressed and
I am 100 percent for that. Iberville needs to get a fair shake at a potential bridge if one
is built here and that is exactly why | am here in this Loop Committee.

3. PRESIDENT TOMMY_ MARTINEZ, ASCENSION PARISH stated he
echoes President Ourso’s concern regarding Highway 30. He is glad for the opportunity
to have the input that they did to take this route out of the most congested areas and the
fastest growing areas in Ascension Parish. He is agreeable with the route up to a certain
point to Highway 61, which would take them to Sorrento. There is an abandoned rest
area where the interchange could be done. He talked about it with the engineers;
however, the only area he is concerned about is the area from Highway 61 to LA 42,
which goes through St. Amant. There is some tweaking there that we can do. | think
there is enough area in the yellow line that can allow for some adjustments to make it
work. He stated in one of the previous meetings that this is the third loop committee he
has sat on. The loop is long overdue and relief is needed for Ascension Parish. When
one leaves Ascension Parish and drives the interstate, there are many accidents almost
daily. Traffic is backed up and slow-moving. There is a time constraint when
commuting from Ascension Parish to downtown Baton Rouge, and takes them from 45
minutes to 1 hour and this is on a daily basis. Something needs to be done and
hopefully this process can be continued. He expressed a few concerns he will discuss at
a future meeting with Mayor Holden and Walter Monsour. He would like to get some
answers to the CAEA Committee and the Loop Executive Committee to see how to
interact to better understand the process. He wants to know who would have the
jurisdiction in certain areas and how the CAEA would be comprised in the future. He
stated a lot of progress has been made. He also stated he came in late after the meetings
were being held; however, has received probably more e-mails than any of the other
five parish presidents. There are some citizens present today who sent e-mails and were
instrumental — it didn’t make sense to cross Spanish Lake or go through subdivisions
that were established. He still needs to meet with the planning commissions to make
sure that the potential route that subdivisions have not been approved in that area.
Overall, the trip to Texas was an eye-opener. He understands the concept and they all
understand the need for the loop. He commended the Executive Committee, Mayor
Holden and his Council for putting up the initial seed money for this project.

4, PRESIDENT MIKE GRIMMER, LIVINGSTON PARISH He has attended
numerous meetings in his parish, probably 16 or 17 public hearings and not only the




Exhibit 17

public hearings held at North Park but he has visited with citizens who have invited him
to speak. This is not about business development to me. That will come. That’s not
one of the things that we are trying to push up front. He states that while they are not
Austin or Dallas, they cannot continue to hide our head in the sand as we have done for
the last 30 years and act like we don’t have a traffic problem. | get e-mails from
Ascension, West Baton Rouge and e-mails from a lot of people that just say, “Heck
with Baton Rouge. It’s their problem, let ‘em lay in it.” But unfortunately that is not
the reality. It is not a Baton Rouge problem. Seventy-five percent of the people that
work in my parish leave my parish to go somewhere. They go through Baton Rouge,
Ascension, go to petrochemical. There is a group, which he calls the, “Steve Stafford
Plan,” in our parish that says what needs to be done is widen 1-12, widen Florida
Boulevard, and widen Walker South. This is a great plan. He has lived on I-12 and
loves the people that say, “Well, how would you like it coming through your backyard.”
Well it did come through my backyard — 1-12 — 1 lived directly on 1-12 and it took
family property when it came through in 1978. There has not been one improvement
for capacity in Livingston Parish on [-12 since 1978. We can continue to say, “We
don’t need a loop or we don’t need to do something with traffic problems.” We can
continue to pay 40 cents a gallon and ask the state what they are doing and what the
Federal Government is doing. And we would get the same results that we got for the
last 30 years. What we need to understand today is we’ve all met in our neighborhoods
and not everybody is going to be happy. | am looking for minimum impact just like all
the others. We have been put in the fast lane to try to make something happen quick
and | am still on board and still intend to run the gauntlet as far as we possibly can. But
I don’t think as a region that we can sit and say we don’t have a problem. The scary
thing is in the next two to three years they are estimating another 35 percent increase in
truck traffic. What |1 tell the people in my parish, “The next time you come to a stop on
1-12 or 1-10, just look behind you in your mirror and what is coming on and look at the
trucks. You cannot blame it all on the trucks, but they are coming, they are getting
more, and it is getting heavier. | have watched traffic back up from the Amite River to
Denham Springs, from Denham to Juban, from Juban to Walker, from Walker to
Satsuma, and | estimate in our parish by the end of this summer, traffic will be backed
up to Livingston. That is several miles through the heart of our parish that traffic is
backing up and getting worse. So | don’t think we can take the attitude of “not in my
backyard, it needs to go somewhere else.” And | do get a lot of those e-mails. | do
want to say that | am for moving forward. | will be first guy to say we’re pretty
progressive in Livingston Parish and we’re going to continue to be, but I’m not for
running over our neighborhoods, not for running over graveyards and Baptist churches.
Now that we have narrowed this down from 4,000 feet to 400 and kind of have a
corridor, we are not ready to push the panic button. | tell my people all the time, “I’ll
let you know when to push the panic button.” We are not there yet. We will work from
now until the end of the year before it would be the panic button. So I will spend a lot
more time in the backyards and in meetings and in congregations that want to call me
together to talk about the loop. I will spend a lot more time trying to refine that 400 feet
to try to do minimum impact. All of us have certainly a great reason to be concerned.
We can call it, “Environmental,” we can call it, “Not in my backyard,” we can call it,
“We just don’t want it,” but unfortunately, we can’t live with that. These guys here will
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be retired or retired in the next few years or the years to come, but our kids and our
grandkids are going to have to put up with what we set up here for 30 years and did not
do. I think it is important that we do something. What | ask you to do as a group and as
people in the community is quit shooting the fiery arrows. Just try to work with us. Try
to talk to us. That’s the reason | go to people. That’s the reason people call me. | have
met with thirty, | have met with three hundred. We will continue to do that and
continue to try to narrow this thing down to where we think we can live with it. At the
end of the day we hope we disturb no one but we know that is not a reality. But | am
easy and quick to say, when they say, “Well, by George, if you had it through your
backyard,” well 1-12 is there. And | have lived with it and I’ve adjusted to it. And
people that come into Baton Rouge drive through my backyard. But what we need to
do is to work together. We don’t need to be out here fist fighting. We don’t need to be
having this little group and that little group. We need to come together and see what we
can do to mitigate traffic. What I saw in Austin and Dallas was awesome. And the fact
that | watched them move 1.2 million cars in a day was just unbelievable. But again, |
know we’re not Austin and | know we’re not Dallas. And the last pitch, 1-49 has about
600 million dollars on that project with a traffic count of about 26,000 cars. I’m sitting
on 1-12 with right at 100,000. People are sitting on 1-10 with probably 100,000 there.
We have 100 million dollars for 1-12 that will get us from O’Neal Lane, we hope, to the
Amite River. That is what we’ve gained in 30 years and that’s not done yet, and the
next 30 years we’re going to gain even less. So what | am asking you to do is —
community folks, you need to be concerned. You need to keep an eye on it. You need
to be with us. You need to study and you need to ask questions. And we need to try to
provide for you answers the best that we can.

S. PRESIDENT MELVIN L. “KIP” HOLDEN, EAST BATON ROUGE
PARISH thanked all the parish presidents for their presentations and thoughts as well.
He wanted to at least get some clarification on a couple of things. Walter Monsour and
I have made it very clear that the governing authority for the loop will be the five parish
presidents. Each with a single vote and we will make that clarification again and do
whatever we need to do to make sure we honor that commitment that we come to the
table as a team. | had to laugh a little bit with my buddy, Martinez, who was talking
about starting a little late on the Executive Committee. | do research on people and |
found out he was a day late from his due date when he was born. Let me just say, “We
have worked very hard.” This team has worked very hard; the committees have worked
very hard to try to get some things done. We’ve come a long way in one year — a long
way in one year because we did say this would not be a study, it would be an
implementation plan. We developed a plan from moving from Baton Rouge forward to
both, not only Baton Rouge, but the other parishes impacted by the traffic. We
developed a plan to move the loop forward, both in construction and also in determining
available financing. | want to tell you that this project moves forward now to the very
important environmental phase to refine the corridors even further. And as they have
said, “Yes, there have been some who have cried out,” about the routes. But we have
listened to a number of people, we’ve looked at the environmental impact statements
and we now have refined those routes. But as | go back through the meetings that we
have had over the past several months, let me again recall the words of a council
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member from Ascension Parish, Chris Loar, first term council member. He said to
everyone in this meeting, “I will be impacted on the back side with my business and on
the front side with my home, but | firmly believe that we have to move forward and
make this happen.” And that is the attitude I think that should be the prevailing attitude
when you look at this loop. People now say, “If I would’ve just done it 20 or 30 years
ago, these problems would all go away. We wouldn’t be facing this today.” And now |
don’t want to be in a position to say, or have somebody say 20 years down the line, “If
you all would’ve just done it 20 or 30 years ago, we would not be confronted with this
problem today.” The problems that we are confronted with are very real. Yes, we are
talking about homes. But economic development is one of the bi-products. And when
you study anything along the lines of economic development and you ask a company,
“What brings you to an area,” infrastructure is always ranked in the top five —
infrastructure. Walter told the story very eloquently of Dell. They moved a portion of
their operation to Nashville, Tennessee because they did not have a road, but yet by
building that road it brought it back. And this is not just about business but homes, and
acreage; fifteen thousand initially per acre, almost a half million dollars now per acre.
Three hospitals came up in the same region. Businesses are on both sides of the
interstate or the loop. And what we are watching now is a matter of will and
determination. The will and determination says to those with a vision, “You can’t sit
back anymore and be a quarterback on the sideline.” The vision of the people say, “If
we’re gonna move forward, we have to incorporate new ideas to take care of increasing
problems.” The apathy says, “Let’s just leave things the way that they are.” But the
empathy says, “I have to put myself in somebody else’s shoes to make a difference.”
The sympathy says, “Why don’t we just widen the interstate?” But reality says, “You
can widen the road but the traffic problems don’t go away.” The Texas experience said,
“By building a loop, we now have taken the congestion off the interstate.” The two go
hand in hand. But you know what we did collectively, we listened to people. We went
where people have done this before and we watched the results. And they tell you that
there were comments out there about building an upper deck. Now it is cost prohibitive
to build an upper deck. But in one area of Texas they said very clearly, “It would take
us two decks in order to get traffic moving.” We cannot afford it. Ladies and
gentlemen, if you look at what is going on now with Federal highway funding that
money is being zapped as we speak. And so it behooves us to look at a public-private
partnership to make this process work. Do we have the vision? | say the majority of
the people in the five-parish area have the vision. When | heard my friend talk about
how much traffic now he is facing, and when you look at our interstate system whereby
it used to be prior to the storm, in the morning time the traffic was one way; in the
afternoon one way out. Now you look at the traffic in our region and it is really
jammed on both sides, regardless of the time, regardless of the hour. Let me again
emphasize economics. We learned in Texas for an 18-wheeler to gear down to a stop,
costs $17.00 in time and fuel - $17.00 in time and fuel for an 18-wheeler to gear down.
So we are now looking beyond our own areas to say that if we have commerce flowing,
it has to be free-flowing commerce so those goods can travel from one state to another
state. We’ve done some refinement. We’ve looked at Hoo Shoo Too and looked at the
environmental problems. We looked at Central and consulted with the mayor and
others about a route there. We have worked hard to try to develop a plan to proceed.
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And now we are seeing where the latest traffic models still indicate that in spite of some
of the routes being removed (some of them) that it will have a tremendous impact on the
congestion that we have. | believe it is in the best interest of all of us to move forward.
It is in our best interest. And sometimes you take criticism but that is okay. Because
when you stand up and when this project is completed, in the long run, those who are
out there everyday facing these problems, looking at these problems will be the ones
who will be on right side. And so | suggest to you that jointly we should move forward.
Jointly, we have to make a difference in the quality of life, and jointly as a team of
parish presidents we are together to make things work. And all of us stand firmly in
sending a message across the state and this nation that we are a new region headed in a
new direction. So again, | would like to thank my colleagues for this time. | thank the
various committees who have worked and thank our consultants for their work. And we
want people to know there is hope and, yes, because of our determination, there will be
away. Thank you.

MIKE BRUCE, ABMB, stated that the partner firms, HNTB and URS have been
involved in several studies; south bypasses, north bypass, loop studies in the past 20
years. And as we got into the heat of the discussion, as we got the negativity as it began
to peak, the political will was not there. And those studies basically did not go forward.
The five of you have shown the leadership that we really appreciate as your consultants
to keep this thing going through the heat. Our guess is we have turned a corner. We
have actually had two positive letters to the editor in the past couple of weeks, which is
pretty rare. We are happy to see that we are getting some very positive feedback right
now and we still believe that most of the people in this area firmly believe that you all
are doing the right thing. That is what we are hearing.

MITCHELL OURSO, IBERVILLE PARISH PRESIDENT added a comment
stating that the five-parish presidents have to deal with where the yellow lines are run.
However, in the refinement process for the next few months we need to work extremely
close with the people that we are going to impact, if any, and work with you guys
extremely close. One of the things that | do hear, and you do try to answer my e-mails,
and | know I send you a lot because people are asking me questions. We need to try to
get answers for those who do have those questions. If we can work at that for the next
few months, | think that the gunfire will be probably a little bit less. But we are a long
way from being where we need to be.

MIKE BRUCE, ABMB agreed that the finished plan won’t be here until probably the
end of the year at the earliest, moving into the environmental process. There will be
further refinements. Some of these lines will still shift a little bit, hopefully shrink
down a little bit to meet those needs as we get into the weeds of this issue in trying to
ascertain the right answer is the bottom line. | want to finish up by saying what is left in
the implementation plan is about a month’s worth of work. The big effort right now is
the traffic and revenue analysis, which is underway right now, heavily. That will be
reported out around May 15, and a group of technical memorandums, which will
include all of the analysis of the corridors to this date and how to got to where we are
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today. We will also include environmental studies and the financial analysis and results
of that. That will all come up in the next 30 days. That is pretty much all I have.

RILEY “PEE WEE” BERTHELOT, WEST BATON ROUGE PARISH
PRESIDENT stated to President Ourso to let him know that West Baton Rouge Parish
wholeheartedly supports the alternate route through Iberville Parish. We have no
problem whatsoever with that. The other thing is that a lot of other people compared
the loop in Houston, in the diamond to the loop in Houston on the Beltway 8, as
compared to the loop we are proposing.

MIKE BRUCE, ABMB, stated they would prepare a map and actually prepare that
map to show the difference. Our pending loop is probably three times the diameter of
the outer loop in Houston. We have a very large loop. People have asked to push it out
further. We have already pushed it out to its limits and still are able to satisfy the traffic
goals of the loop. It is very hard to push it much further, obviously tweaking is going to
take place. However, it is significantly larger than any of the loops in Houston, and we
will prepare that map for you.

Question: During the next process are we going to be holding another series of public
hearings?

Answer: Yes. There actually will be another series of official environmental public
meetings that are following Federal requirements.

MITCHELL OURSO, PRESIDENT, IBERVILLE PARISH stated there was no
professional harm meant on that comment that | made pertaining to West Baton Rouge.
| will say this, in the process of this whole loop, everyone knew there had to be a
bridge. 1 stood out firmly in the beginning of this project and said, “I would entertain a
bridge here in Iberville Parish and | didn’t hide anything from anybody that | would
support a bridge in Iberville Parish.” And this will be the only thing that | will support
—a bridge in Iberville Parish.

WALTER MONSOUR, stated in order to conclude — this last slide shows you where
we are going after the implementation plan has been delivered, which as Mike Bruce
stated, “Is about a month away.” We have secured in the last legislative session of *07,
the regular session four million dollars to go forward with the next phase, which is the
environmental clearance, the Tier 1 study as well as the Tier 2 study. And what is not
on this map is that project. We expect that all will be concluded within the
next 45-60 days and we will have whomever is going to go forward with the Tier 1 and
Tier 2 EIS Studies as well as the land use plan will be on board and moving forward
there. The last thing that | would like to say if | may with your permission, make some
editorial comments as well, particularly with what President Grimmer said. 1, too, back
up to Interstate 12. My property values have gone up 10 times over the last 15 years.
The sound wall was not there until the last two or three years and it certainly helped my
living conditions, but again as we saw in Austin and in Dallas, these projects do not
diminish property values, they elevate property values. We saw property values go




Exhibit 17

from $1,500 an acre to $500,000 dollars an acre. To elaborate a little bit on Mayor
Holden’s comments — the projections we saw about Texas DOT: To elevate an
interstate, 4X. If it’s 25 million, you can depend on it costing 100 million to elevate.
The last thing | would say to elaborate a little bit on what President Grimmer said is that
widening 1-10 and widening 1-12 is going to happen regardless of this loop. This is not
in lieu of that. But you can widen it all you want; when there is an accident on 1-10 and
I-12 you’ve got a parking lot. If there is not an alternative route, you’ve got a parking
lot. There are 800,000 people in the Capitol Area Region. These five gentlemen
represent roughly 800,000 who live here and use the interstate. | don’t think in our
wildest dreams that the resistance accounts for more than 3,000 to 5,000 people. This is
a country of majority rule. The math tells you 800,000 trumps 5,000. We have, to my
knowledge, never seen five parish presidents who are used to competing against each
other, come together as one. And clearly, these five gentlemen that I’ve witnessed have
not always agreed on everything, but they’ve been able to work their differences out
and they’ve been able to move forward helping each other. From a personal note, |
want to thank you for having the guts and the vision to do what you are doing.
Whenever you leave office, if you have no other legacy, it will be that you did not shy
from tackling the problems that have existed here for years. We don’t know what the
outcome is going to be but you can’t receive a phone call if you don’t have the phone.
And you can’t build a loop if you don’t have the guts and the vision to do it. The
implementation team has worked quicker than anybody could possibly imagine.
They’ve been responsive. They have been extremely great to work with. So wherever
this goes, | can only say that it has been a pleasure to have been involved in the process
and | hope you continue to move this forward. Thank you.

MAYOR MELVIN L. “KIP” HOLDEN adjourned the meeting.

/st
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TOLL TOUR

SOURCE BOOK
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past Texas RMA

Authority

arris County Toll
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gzorla County Toll Road
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Thursday - March 6, 2008

NTTA-North Texas Tollway Authority (Dallas local toll authority)

8:00 a.m.
8:20 a.m.
9:50 a.m.

9:50-10:00 a.m.

10:00-11:00 a.m.

11:00 a.m.-
12:30 p.m.

12:30-2:00 p.m.

2:00-3:00 p.m.

3:00-4:30 p.m.

4:30 p.m. 5:00 p.m.

5:00 p.m.

5:00 p.m.-6:30 p.m.

6:30 p.m.-8:00 p.m.

Exhibit 19
N

BATON ROUGE LEADERS TOUR
TEXAS TOLL FACILITIES SCHEDULE

Arrive at Charter Terminal (Louisiana Aircraft Facility)
Depart BR Metro Airport
Arrive Dallas Love Field Airport, Dallas, Texas (Landmark Aviation Facility)

Assemble on tour bus — (Tour Host Jerry Hiebert, former Executive Director of
NTTA)

Driving tour of North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) facilities
Dallas North Tollway (DNT)
President George Bush Turnpike (PGBT)

Tour of Main Lane Plaza 7
(Electronic toll collection (ETC), plaza redevelopment, System-wide design guide
lines) (Details attached)

Lunch — Luna de Noche (Tex-Mex)

Tour of North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) Headquarters
(Details attached)

Meeting with NTTA Executive Leadership

Participants:

* Paul N. Wageman (Chairman of the Board)

» Jorge Figueredo (Executive Director)

* Rick Herrington (Deputy Executive Director)

Discussion:

» Overview of BR Loop project and conditions (Holden)

* Overview of NTTA “system” of toll roads (NTTA officials)

 Discussion of “start-up” issues, financing strategies, ETC/cash v. all ETC,
importance of economic development opportunities; lessons-learned from NTTA
leadership.

Assemble to travel to hotel
Hotel check-in (Marriott Courtyard)
Free

Dinner (Walk to Bob’s Steak and Chop House)
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Friday - March 7, 2008

CTRMA-Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority (Austin local toll authority)

TTA-Texas Turnpike Authority (Austin based statewide authority; division of TxDOT)

7:30 a.m. Depart from Hotel

8:05 a.m. Arrive Dallas Love Field Airport (Landmark Aviation Facility)
8:30 a.m. Depart Dallas Love Field Airport

9:15 a.m. Arrive in Austin-Bergstrom International Airport, Austin, Texas

(Atlantic Aviation Facility)

9:15a.m.- 9:30 a.m. Assemble on tour bus (Tour Host Richard Ridings, former Executive Director of

Oklahoma Turnpike Authority)

9:30 a.m.-11:00 a.m. Driving tour of Austin area toll system (130-T, 183-A)

11:00 a.m.-1:30 p.m. Working Lunch with CTRMA Executive Leadership and Austin area political

leadership (Texas Land & Cattle restaurant))

Participants:
* Bob Tesch (Chairman)

» Mike Heiligenstein (Executive Director)

» Mike Krusse (Texas State Representative, District 52)
Discussion:

» Overview of BR Loop project and conditions (Holden)
* Overview of CTRMA system (CTRMA officials)

* Discussion of “start-up” issues, financing strategies, ETC/cash v. all ETC,
importance of economic development opportunities; essons-learned from Central

Texas leadership.
* Other TTA

1:30 p.m.-1:45 p.m. Assemble/travel to TTC-35 office

1:45 p.m.-3:45 p.m. Meeting with TTA Executive Leadership

Participants:

» Phil Russell, P.E. (Assistant Executive Director for Innovative Project

Development)
» Texas FHWA
Discussion:
» Overview of BR Loop project and conditions (Holden)

» Overview of Central Texas Turnpike Project and TTC-35 (Russell)
* Discussion of “start-up” issues, financing strategies, ETC/cash v. all ETC,
importance of economic development opportunities; lessons-learned from

TXDOT/TTA perspective.

3:45 p.m.-4:15 p.m. Assemble/travel to airport (Atlantic Aviation Facility)
4:30 p.m. Depart Austin-Bergstrom International Airport

6:00 p.m. Arrive BR Metro Airport

~
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NTTA

NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY AUTHORITY DETAILS OF NTTATOUR OF

Thursday - March 6, 2008

Main Lane Plaza 7

11:00 a.m. Group split into two groups

Lane Level
» Barry Weems
» Paul Hejl

Command Center
e David Hall

11:30 a.m. Counting Facility

» Willie Barber
» Jerry Mingo/Qliver Johnson

NTTA Administration Headquarters Building

2:00 p.m. Group split into two groups

Customer Service

 Clayton Howe

* John Bannerman

» Customer Service Managers

Data Center
* Paul Hejl
« Shannon Burton

3:00 p.m. Group split into two groups

Board Room

* Chairman Paul N. Wageman
» Jorge Figueredo

* Rick Herrington

» Carrie Rogers

meeting and for the actual tours.

MAIN LANE PLAZA 7 AND ADMINISTRATION HEADQUARTERS

NOTE: Mr. Herrington, Ms. Buse, Mr. Dailey and Mr. Figueredo are optional for the planning

~
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NTTA “

NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY AUTHORITY OVERVIEW

An area as active as North Texas never sleeps. Whether driving to the airport for an early morning flight,
heading for work on the graveyard shift, picking up children from a sporting event or joining the daily
commute, people in the Metroplex are on the move at all hours of the day and night.

The North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) is keeping pace with the regional demand for transportation
through expansion of North Texas’ toll road system and implementation of improved technologies.

The NTTA, a political subdivision of the State of Texas under Chapter 366 of the Transportation Code,
is empowered to acquire, construct, maintain, repair and operate turnpike projects; to raise capital for
construction projects through the issuance of Turnpike Revenue Bonds; and to collect tolls to operate,
maintain and pay debt service on those projects.

The Authority has representatives from Collin, Denton, Dallas and Tarrant counties, as well as one
surrounding county, on its Board of Directors and is dedicated to fulfilling its mission:

The North Texas Tollway Authority provides a fiscally sound system of innovative toll facilities, services and
solutions that improves the mobility, quality of life

Key NTTA Statistics

» Over 700,000 registered customers

* Over 1.2 million transponders in use (TollTag)

» Averaged over 1.2 million transactions daily in 2007
» Annual Operating Budget of $90 million

« Total bonded indebtedness of $4.8 billion

Dallas North Tollway Is a quick, safe, convenient connection for motorists between downtown Dallas
and cities in northern Dallas and Collin and Denton Counties. It is a 32-mile, six-lane, limited access
expressway passing through or along the cities of Dallas, Highland Park, University Park, Addison,
Farmers Branch, Plano and Frisco. The first section of the DNT from downtown Dallas to IH 635 (LBJ
Freeway) opened to traffic in June 1968. It was extended to Briargrove Lane in 1987 and to SH-121 Drive
in Plano in 1994.

A 1.5-mile DNT extension/SH 121 Interchange to Gaylord Parkway in Frisco opened in April 2004 and the
Phase 3 Extension of the DNT from Gaylord Parkway North to US 380 opened to traffic on Sept. 28, 2007.

Description: Six-lane, 32-mile, north/south, limited access tollway.

The President George Bush Turnpike offers a significant east-west route within a major developing
economic area in the northern half of the Dallas Metroplex. It links commuters to high-tech corridors and
corporate headquarters, and gives motorists additional access to Central Expressway (US 75), the Dallas
North Tollway, IH 35E and LBJ Freeway (IH 635). The segment between IH 35E and IH 635, offers an
alternative route to the Dallas-Fort Worth International Airport from the northern and eastern cities along
the corridor. The PGBT is a 30.5-mile, six-lane, limited access expressway passing through or along the
cities of Garland, Richardson, Plano, Dallas, Carrollton, Farmers Branch and Irving.

Description: Six-lane, 30.5-mile, east/west, limited access Turnpike

Addison Airport Toll Tunnel opened to traffic in February 1999. This two-lane tunnel crossing under the
Addison Airport is approximately 1,600 feet in length, with a total roadway length of 3,700 feet.

The tunnel expands traffic capacity and eases congestion in the northern sector of Dallas and Addison

by providing an east-west route between the Dallas North Tollway and IH 35E under the Addison Airport
runway. It provides motorists a through passage on Keller Springs Road, which once ended on either side
of Addison Airport, as an alternative to Belt Line Road or Trinity Mills Road.

Description: Two-lane tunnel, approximately 1,600 feet in length, with a total roadway length of 3,700 feet.
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Paul N. Wageman
Chairman
Collin County Appointee

Paul N. Wageman, a shareholder resident in the Dallas office of Winstead PC,
counsels clients on corporate and governmental matters. Winstead PC is among the
largest law firms in Texas with over 300 attorneys and offices in Dallas, Houston,
Austin, Fort Worth, The Woodlands, and Washington, DC.

In September 2000, the Collin County Commissioners’ Court appointed Mr. Wageman to the NTTA board
of directors. In September 2006, he was appointed to a fourth two-year term and elected chairman of the
NTTA board of directors.

Mr. Wageman earned his B.A. from Boston College in 1982, graduating magna cum laude. He attended
Georgetown University Law Center receiving his J.D. in 1987. He is a member of the State Bars of Texas
and lllinois.

Mr. Wageman’s civic involvement has included service on the board of directors of the North Texas
Commission, where he was active in promoting regional cooperation through public/private sector
initiatives particularly in the area of transportation. He was the Lieutenant Governor’s appointee to the
Texas Sunset Advisory Commission serving a two-year term commencing in 1991. Mr. Wageman is a
former president and member of the board of directors of the Dallas Assembly and previously served on
the Board of Directors of the Greater Dallas Chamber of Commerce.

Mr. Wageman is a member of the board of directors of Metroplex Sportservice, Inc., Frisco Sportservice,
Inc. and Dallas Sportservice, Inc.

Jorge C. Figueredo
Executive Director

On July 26, 2007, the North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) Board of Directors
selected Jorge Figueredo as the agency’s Executive Director following a
comprehensive national search.

Jorge has spent the last 16 years in the transportation and tolling industry. Before

joining the NTTA, he served as Senior Division Manager for Post, Buckley, Shuh, and
Jernigan (PBS&J) overseeing the company’s toll operation practice in the Central U.S. During his tenure
with PBS&J, Jorge worked extensively with the Northeast Texas Regional Mobility Authority in Tyler as the
Senior Project Manager and as Senior Consultant to the Texas Turnpike Authority Division of the Texas
Department of Transportation.

From August 1992 to June 2004, Jorge served as Director of Operations, Communications, and Market-
ing for the Orlando-Orange County Expressway Authority in Florida. While in that position, he planned,
coordinated organized, and administered all aspects of toll operations, information technologies, communi-
cation and marketing activities.

Jorge served as Director of Public Information and Legislative Affairs for Florida’s Turnpike from 1991 to
1992. In that role, he was responsible for public information, public involvement, public relations and legis-
lative programs.

He has been a member of the International Bridge, Tunnel and Turnpike Association (IBTTA) since 1992
and the Transportation and Expressway Authority Membership of Texas (TeamTX) since 2004.

Born in Havana, Cuba, Jorge has lived in Florida most of his life. He received his Bachelor of Arts in
Radio/Television, Master of Public Administration, and Ph.D. in Public Affairs from the University of Central
Florida.
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The NTTA toll agency was formed in 1997 by act of the Texas Legislature. It is a special subdivision of

the state, independent of TXDOT and TTA. The NTTA also is not a Regional Mobility Authority (RMA).
Originally, the NTTA solely was responsible for the Dallas North Tollway (DNT), a radial tollway feeding into
the CBD. Its responsibility has grown over time to include the President George Bush Turnpike (northern
loop) and expansion of the DNT system. The NTTA currently operates a total of 366 lanemiles of urban toll
road. Plans continue for additional expansion of both the DNT and PGBT systems and associated spurs.
The NTTA is a mature agency that has retired its original bond debt and is able to use the continuing,
unencumbered, toll revenues for re-investment into its expanding system.

In 2007 the NTTA sought and was granted development rights by the legistrature to SH121-A. The 2007
legistlation bonds the Authority of local toll agencies by giving first right of refusal to develop local projects
(instead of this first authority residing with TTA).

The NTTA is comparable to the Lafayette Metropolitan Expressway Commission (LMEC) in Louisiana in

that the NTTA was enabled and is governed by independent and exclusive legislation, the same as the
LMEC’s 2003 independent enabling legislation in Louisiana.

NOTES:
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OVERVIEW

The Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority is an independent government agency created in January
2003 to improve the transportation system in Williamson and Travis Counties. Our mission is to implement
innovative multi-modal transportation solutions that reduce congestion and create transportation choices
that enhance quality of life and economic vitality.

The Mobility Authority is overseen by a seven-member Board of Directors. The Chairman is appointed
by the governor. The County Commissioners of Travis and Williamson County each appoint three board
members.

The Mobility Authority employs a small professional staff of 13 led by an executive director. The Mobility
Authority uses private sector contractors with specialized expertise to provide staffing support for individual
projects.

The Mobility Authority is run by a dedicated professional staff with expertise in finance, transportation, and
tolling. All correspondence with the Mobility Authority is subject to the Texas Public Information Act and will
be retained by the agency in accordance with the requirements of the act. All correspondence is routed
through the Communications Department and will be forwarded to the appropriate individual. The staff for
the Authority is listed below:

Mike Heiligenstein
Executive Director

Tom Nielson
General Counsel

Bill Chapman
Chief Financial Officer

Wes Burford, P.E.
Director of Engineering

Ron Fagan
Director of Operations

Steve Pustelnyk
Director of Communications

Mario Espinoza
Director of Community Development

Angeligue Samuels Haseley
Fiscal Analyst and HR Manager

Chuck Murphy
Maintenance Manager

Melissa Hurst
Communication and Marketing Specialist

Gretchen Nagy
Assistant to the Executive Director

Cecilia Martinez
Senior Administrative Assistant

Cynthia Harris
Senior Administrative Assistant

Mary Clinton
Receptionist/Administrative Assistant
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Bob Tesch
Chairman
Member of the Executive Committee

Robert E. (Bob) Tesch, was appointed by Governor Rick Perry to chair the Board of
Directors of the Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority in January, 2003. He had pre-

"_ viously been appointed to the Board by the Williamson County Commissioner’s Court.

Mr. Tesch has owned and operated a real estate investment/development business
in Central Texas since 1984. His civic and professional involvement include membership in the Austin
Area Research Organization (AARO) Transportation Committee, Real Estate Council of Austin (RECA)
Transportation Committee, and past service on the City of Cedar Park’s Citizen’s Bond Task Force and its
Economic Development Corporation’s Board of Directors, the state Regional Mobility Authority Rules Com-
mittee, and the Central Texas Airport Advisory Committee.

The Capital Area Transportation Coalition recently honored him with their 2004 “Flying Tiger” Award for
his leadership in “nurturing the state’s first Regional Mobility Authority into existence” and for his “dogged
determination and patient persistence in promoting an aggressive program addressing the region’s grow-
ing transportation crisis.”

Mike Heiligenstein
Executive Director

As the first Executive Director of the Mobility Authority, Mike brings a unique blend of
qualifications to the position. He served 23 years as a Central Texas public official in

the rapidly growing communities of Round Rock and Williamson County. As both a City
Councilman and County Commissioner, he initiated and helped supervise over $500
million in capital improvement projects. In 2000, he spearheaded a $350 million trans-
portation initiative that changed the dynamics of mobility throughout Central Texas. Mike
was actively involved in all aspects of implementing the program: public presentations; contract manage-
ment; rating agency presentations; pricing as well as personally engaging in needed land acquisition for
the Central Texas Turnpike Project, SH45. Mike has also been a leader in environmental and other public
infrastructure causes throughout his public career.

As County Commissioner he was instrumental in putting the arguments of parkland on the Williamson
County Agenda. The County now has over 1,000 acres of parkland under phase of development. He was
influential in the first phase of the Brushy Creek Regional Trail. He chaired the Clean Air Force (the region-
al air quality initiative of Central Texas) where he actively participated in the development of the EPA Early
Action Compact for Central Texas. He also chaired the air and water quality subcommittees for the Na-
tional Association of Counties and became chair of the Conference of Urban Counties before resigning his
commissioner’s seat and private sector employment to assume the Executive Directorship of the Mobility
Authority. Mike was a founding board member and two-time vice chair of the Austin-San Antonio Corridor
Council and a founding member and board member for the Envision Central Texas project.

Mike earned a Bachelor and Masters of Government from the University of Texas in Austin and a Master of
Business Administration from the University of Texas at Austin.

N
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RELEVANT BACKGROUND

The CTRMA, an Austin area toll agency, was formed in 2003 under the Regional Mobility Authority (RMA)
Legislation that was passed by the Texas Legislature in 2002. The RMA legislation enables any city or
county in Texas to form a local toll commission which is empowered to plan, design, build, and operate
toll roads. The RMAs also are empowered to develop and operate other infrastructure such as parking
facilities and transit systems.

In March 2007, the CTRMA opened its first section of toll road, a 12 mile section of SH183-A, which
provides an eastern bypass of Austin’s developed core area. Plans are currently in development for an
additional 7 miles of new toll roadway which will be opened over the next 6 years. Other toll roads are in
development for the Austin area by the state toll agency (TTA).

The CTRMA is comparable to the Capital Area Expressway Authority (CAEA) in Louisiana in that it is a
local toll authority that was enabled by the statewide RMA legislation that permits any local government to
form a toll agency to develop toll roads, the same as the 1997 Louisiana statewide legislation which has
permitted the formation of the CAEA local toll authority to develop toll roads in Baton Rouge. The CTRMA
also is a new agency, not mature, that has had recent success in building new toll roads in today’s finance
markets.

NOTES:
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125 E. 11th Street

Austin, Texas

Main Lane Plaza 7

1:45 a.m.

DETAILS OF TTATOUR

Delegation Room, First Floor

Friday - March 7, 2008

Opening remarks
Phil Russell
Assistant Executive Director for Innovative Project Development

Welcome
Amade_o Saenz
Executive Director

FHWA
Jan Brown, Division Administrator — or
Al Alonzi, Assistant Division Administrator

Tolling —the Immediate and Long-Term Value
James Bass
TxDOT Chief Financial Officer

Public-Private Partnerships & CDA proposal process
Ed Pensock
Turnpike Authority Division

Lessons Learned
Phil Russell

Electronic Toll Collection - A Success in Progress
David Powell, TXTAG

Q&A

N
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The TTA is the toll division of the Texas Department of Transportation. The Division strives to improve
mobility and safety through the development and operation of a safe, reliable and cost-effective system
of toll roads using private-sector partners and financing options to accelerate project delivery. The TTA
isfempowered to receive and authorize public-private partnership (PPP) development of Texas highway
infrastructure.

The Texas Turnpike Authority (TTA) was created in 1953 (House Bill 4, 53rd Legislature, Regular Session),
to plan, finance, build, and operate toll facilities in Texas. It was governed by a 12 member board, nine of
whom were public members appointed by the governor with consent of the Senate. The members served
six year overlapping terms. The three members of the Texas Transportation Commission served as ex-
officio members and the governor designated the chair.

In 1997, the Texas Turnpike Authority merged with the Texas Department of Transportation (Senate

Bill 370, 75th Legislature, Regular Session). The TTA is part of the Texas Turnpike Authority Division

at the Texas Department of Transportation. It is responsible for feasibility studies, design, construction,
operation, and maintenance of tolled turnpikes, bridges, and tunnels at locations with high traffic volume.
A TTA Board exists, consisting of six members appointed by the governor as well as the chair of the Texas
Transportation Commission as an ex-officio member. Board members serve staggered six year terms and
are independent of the Transportation Commission.

A comprehensive development agreement (CDA) is the tool TxDOT uses to enable private investments
in the Texas transportation system. It provides a competitive selection process for developing regional
projects or much larger undertakings like the Trans-Texas Corridor.

A public-private partnership, like a CDA, opens the door to accelerated financing, design, construction,
operation and/or maintenance of a project.

Texas Turnpike Authority Division

Texas Turnpike Authority Division is part of TxDOT and strives to improve mobility and safety through the
development and operation of a safe, reliable and cost-effective system of toll roads using private-sector
partners and financing options to accelerate project delivery.

Benefits of Toll Roads

A Choice To Go Faster

Drive in any major Texas city during morning or afternoon rush hour and you know the situation: our high-
ways look like parking lots. When it comes to roads, drivers need a choice to get them out of congestion
and gridlock. Reducing today’s traffic jams is the goal behind a new-to-Texas funding approach for our
overburdened highway system.

TxDOT and local transportation leaders have a solution to get roads built quicker: a modern network of toll
roads and express toll lanes that can save motorists time.

Pay As You Go

Highways in Texas have traditionally been funded with gas taxes. But state and federal gas taxes no lon-
ger generate enough money to keep up with the costs of building new roads, upgrading current ones and
paying for upkeep of 79,500 miles of state highways.

More Roads, More Choices, More Time

The population in Texas is continuing to grow, and so is the demand for new and better roads. Gas taxes
alone cannot fund all the roads the public wants and needs. Tolls can supplement highway funds to get a
head start on dealing with traffic congestion. With cash upfront, miles of toll roads can be finished faster
than highways funded simply by gas taxes. Fees that drivers pay to use toll lanes will repay the money
borrowed to build them. Tolling gets roads built quicker and gets people moving. It also provides motorists
more routes and more time-saving choices.

A Choice of Routes

New toll roads and express toll lanes are under construction or on the drawing board throughout Texas.
Some highways are being built as toll roads from the start, and others are being expanded by adding new
express toll lanes so that existing roads can carry more traffic. Drivers will soon have the option of bypass-
ing congestion by using Texas Tollways. And drivers who prefer not to pay a toll will always have a non-
\_ tolled alternative.

J
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The Future: Sooner |Is Better Than Later
Toll roads and toll lanes will give drivers a much-needed option to get where they want to go. With tolling, we
can begin to solve our traffic problems now, without motorists having to pay higher gas taxes.

The Trans-Texas Corridor (TTC) is a proposed multi-use, statewide network of transportation routes in
Texas that will incorporate existing and new highways, railways and utility right-of-ways. Specific routes for
the TTC have not been determined.

As envisioned, each route will include:

» Separate lanes for passenger vehicles and large trucks

* Freight railways

* High-speed commuter railways

* Infrastructure for utilities including water lines, oil and gas pipelines, and transmission lines for electricity,
broadband and other telecommunications services

Plans call for the TTC to be completed in phases over the next 50 years with routes prioritized according to
Texas’ transportation needs. TxDOT will oversee planning, construction and ongoing maintenance, although
private vendors will be responsible for much of the daily operations.

The proposed TTC-35 corridor generally parallels 1-35. The initial study area is approximately 600 miles
long, extending from north of Dallas/Forth Worth to Mexico and possibly the Gulf Coast.

I-69/TTC- Interstate 69 is a planned 1,600-mile national highway connecting Mexico, the United States and
Canada. Eight states are involved in the project. In Texas, I-69 will be developed under the Trans-Texas
Corridor master plan.

The proposed I-69/TTC corridor extends from Texarkana/Shreveport to Mexico (possibly the Rio Grande Val-
ley or Laredo). The initial study area is roughly 650 miles long.

As planned, each element of the Trans-Texas Corridor will be financed with the support and resources of the
private sector along with tolls, bonds, limited state funds and other revenue sources.

Federal environmental studies to determine a final alignment for I-69/TTC are ongoing. To date, no contracts
have been signed to develop and finance this element of the TTC.
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Phillip E. Russell, P.E.
Assistant Executive Director for Innovative Project Development

Phil oversees the development and operation of turnpike projects including compre-
hensive development agreements, market valuations, pass-thru finance agreements,
Trans-Texas Corridor activities and long-term transportation planning.

The 25-year TxDOT veteran has been director of the Texas Turnpike Authority Divi-
sion since 1998. Under his direction, the division expanded the state highway system
through the development of toll roads, working with districts and local officials on the formation of regional
mobility authorities and state toll projects, and overseeing the preparation of all comprehensive develop-
ment agreements for TxDOT. He successfully managed the Central Texas Turnpike project, TxDOT'’s first
toll road and the department’s first Public-Private Partnership — SH 130.

He began his career with TxDOT as a summer employee in the Burnet Resident Engineer’s Office in the
Austin District in 1978. He began working full-time with the department in 1982 in the Dallas District where
he served in numerous positions before he moved, in 1993, to become the director of transportation plan-
ning and programming in the Bryan District.

After earning a bachelor’s degree in civil engineering from the University of Texas at Austin in 1982 he at-
tended the Texas Wesleyan University Law School in Fort Worth and graduated with honors in 1993.

He received the 2002 Outstanding Achievement Award for a public sector employee from the American
Road and Transportation Builders Association, ARTBA. He also received the American Association of State
Highway and Transportation Officials, AASHTO, President’s Transportation Award for Planning in 2006.

Phil and his wife, Sandy have two daughters, Korryn and Katy, and one son, Kyle.
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RELEVANT BACKGROUND

The TTA is the toll division of the Texas Department of Transportation. It was born in 1998 by act of the
Texas Legislature. The TTA is responsible for SH 130 Toll, SH 45 Toll and Loop 1 toll as well as the Trans-
Texas Corridor program. The TTA is empowered to receive and authorize public-private partnership (PPP)
development of Texas highway infrastructure. The TTA is currently completing negotiations on the Austin
to San Antonio section of the TTC-35, which will be the first section of the roadway constructed and will be
the first executed public-private partnership in Texas.

The TTA is similar to the Louisiana Transportation Authority (LTA) in Louisiana in that it is has statewide
jurisdiction, it has PPP authority, and it is a branch of TXDOT (although LTA is not a branch of the DOTD,
the DOTD Secretary is an LTA board member and DOTD provides all administrative and engineering sup-
port for the LTA).

NOTES:




Exhibit 19

TEXAS BOUSE OF )
REPRESENTATIVES
MIKE KRUSEE

STATE REPRESENTATIVE DISTRICT 52

Mike Krusee has represented District 52 of the Texas House of Representatives since
1992.

An established leader on issues related to the rapid growth of the Central Texas region,
Representative Krusee serves as Chairman of the House Transportation Committee, and
is a member of the Executive Council of the Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organi-
zation (CAMPOQO). His passionate interest in quality urban planning and design led him to
a seat as a board member of the Congress for New Urbanism (CNU) in 2005.

In his role as Chairman of the House Transportation Committee, Representative Krusee
has ushered in landmark improvements for both the Central Texas region and the entire State of Texas.
His authorship of House Bill 3588, an omnibus transportation statute, is now widely held as one of the
most comprehensive and visionary in Texas history; the legislation is now a national model for state trans-

portation funding.

Mike has been honored by many business and family organizations, including the Texas Association of
Businesses and Chambers of Commerce, the Texas Public Policy Foundation, The Free Enterprise PAC,
the Texas Eagle Forum, and the Free Market Foundation, for his commitment to conservative principles

and free enterprise.

A former litigation paralegal, he works for a document retrieval company with offices throughout the state.
His five children were all educated in the Round Rock Independent School District.
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COMMONLY USED TOLL ACRONYMS IN TEXAS

A

AASHTO  American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials

AATT Addison Airport Toll Tunnel

ACM Automatic Coin Machine

AADT Annual Average Daily Traffic

AGC Association of General Contractors

ARMA Alamo Regional Mobility Authority

APO Adjacent Property Owners

APD Advance Project Development

AVI Automated Vehicle Identification

B

BCE Blanket Categorical Exclusion

BOPP Business Opportunity Policy and Program

BRINSAP  Bridge Inventory Inspection and Appraisal Program

c

CAB Citizen Advisory Board

CAG Citizen Advisory Group

CAMPO Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organization

CBD Central Business District

CDA Comprehensive Development Agreement

CE Categorical Exclusion

CEQ Council on Environmental Quality

CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, Liability Act

CCRMA Cameron County Regional Authority

CIP Capital Improvement Program

COG Council of Governments

CTR Center for Transportation Research

CTRMA Central Texas Regional Mobility Authority

CRRMA Camino Real Regional Mobility Authority

D

DBE Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (see BOPP)

DCIS Design Construction Information System

DEIS Draft Environmental Impact Statement

DRMC Dallas Regional Mobility Coalition

DMS Dynamic Message Sign

DNT Dallas North Tollway

DOT Department of Transportation (usually preceded by the abbreviation of a governmental (state)
entity)

E

EA Environmental Assessment

EC TxDOT District Environmental Coordinator

EIS Environmental Impact Statement

ENV TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division

EO Executive Order

EPA Environmental Protection Agency

EPCRA Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act

ETC Electronic Toll Collection

F

FEIS Final Environmental Impact Statement

FM Farm to Market Road

FONSI Finding of No Significant Impact

FTE Full Time Equivalent

FHWA Federal Highway Administration

N
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GASB Government Accounting Standards Board
GEC General Engineering Consultant
GIS Geographic Information Service
GLO Texas General Land Office
GCRMA Grayson County Regional Mobility Authority
H
HB House Bill
HCTRA Harris County Toll Road Authority
HOA Home Owners Association
HOT High Occupancy Tolled (lane)
HOV High-Occupancy Vehicle (lane)
HR Human Resources
HUB Historically Underutilized Business
IBTTA International Bridge Tunnel and Turnpike Association
IBWC International Boundary Water Commission
|
IBWC International Boundary & Water Commission
ILA Inter-Local Agreement
IPA Initially Preferred Alternative (see LPA, LPO)
ISTEA Inter-modal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act  (no longer in vogue, see TEA-21)
IT Information Technology
ITB Invitation to Bid
ITS Intelligent Transportation Systems
L
LLTB Lewisville Lake Toll Bridge
LPA Local Public Agency or Locally Preferred Alternative (see LPO and IPO)
LPO Locally Preferred Option
LTM Long-Term Modification
LUST Leaking Underground Storage Tank
M
MAPO Meeting of Affected Property Owners
MCLB Mountain Creek Lake (toll) Bridge
MIS Major Investment Study
ML Managed Lane(s)
MLP Main-Lane Plaza
MMC Maintenance Management Consultant
MO Minute Order
MOU Memorandum of Understanding
MPO Metropolitan Planning Organization
MSE Mechanically Stabilized Earth (retaining wall)
MTA Metropolitan Transportation Authority
MTP Metropolitan Transportation Plan
MUTCD Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
N
NAFTA North American Free Trade Agreement
NCHRP National Cooperative Highway Research Program
NCTCOG North Central Texas Council of Governments
NEPA National Environmental Policy Act
NETRMA  North East Texas Regional Mobility Authority
NFPA National Fire Protection Association
NOA Notice of Availability
NOI Notice of Intent
\_ NTTA North Texas Tollway Authority )
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O&M Operations and Maintenance

P

PAG Policy Advisory Group

PAT Property Acquisition Tracking

PCE Programmatic Categorical Exclusion
PGBT President George Bush Turnpike
PH Public Hearing

PHO Opportunity for Public Hearing

PIG Public Involvement Group

P1O Public Information Office (or Officer)
PM Public Meeting

PS&E Plans, Specifications and Estimates
R

RAB Restoration Advisory Board

RAT Right of Way Acquisition Team

RFP Request for Proposals

RFQ Request for Qualifications

RM Ranch to Market Road

RMA Regional Mobility Authority

ROD Record of Decision

ROW Right of Way

RR Ranch Road

RTC Regional Transportation Council

S

SAFETEA-LU Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient, Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users

SBE

Small Business Enterprise

SCE State Categorical Exclusion

Scoping Process of determining what are and what are not the real physical (including design require-
ments), biological, economic and social issues of a proposed transportation project

SLAPP Strategic lawsuit against public participation

SOV Single-occupant vehicle

STIP State Transportation Improvement Plan

STM Short-Term Modification

SWDG System-Wide Design Guidelines

T

TAC Texas Administrative Code

TCEQ Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

TCRP Transit Cooperative Research Program

TEA-21 Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (no longer in vogue, replaced by SAFETEA-
LU)

TERP Texas Emissions Reduction Plan

TGR/TA Texas Good Roads/Transportation Association

THC Texas Historical Commission

TIFIA (Federal) Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act

TIMS Traffic and Incident Management System

TIP Transportation Improvement Plan

TMF Texas Mobility Fund

TNRCC Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission (no longer in vogue, replaced by TCQE)

TPWD Texas Parks & Wildlife Department (also TP&W)

TRB Transportation Research Board

TRC Traffic and Review Consultant

TRS Traffic & Revenue Study

TTC Texas Transportation Commission

TTI Texas Transportation Institute

N
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TTP Transportation Planning and Programming Division

TxDOT Texas Department of Transportation

Tx TAG Electronic Sticker Device used to pay Tolls throughout Texas Toll Roads
U

USACE U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

USCG U.S. Coast Guard

USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

USGA U.S. Geological Survey
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Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan
Advisory Committee / Stakeholder Committee Joint Kick-Off Meeting
July 10, 2007 10:00 a.m.
Baton Rouge Council Chambers

BREAKOUT DISCUSSION: STAKEHOLDERS COMMITTEE

Rannah Gray thanked everyone for attending and announced that there would

be at least 3, and possibly 4 remaining stakeholders committee meetings.

All meeting dates are on the calendar (subject to change) and meeting date

announcements will be sent out in advance.

Due to the fast-track nature of the project, there is not much time and it is very

important that stakeholders attend each meeting. Lots of information will be

discussed at each meeting.

All meetings will be a workshop format, about 2 hours in length (10:00 a.m. to

12:00 noon).

Each meeting will be held at an accessible location such as a community center

or a library and will be a round table format.

The Loop Team needs the stakeholders’ constituents to be well informed. Some

guestions the Loop Team is asking the stakeholders:

0 1. How can we best communicate? By emall, presentations, ect.? What
do you need and what can we do?
0 2. What tools can you take and do on your own and what do you need

our assistance with? Who should speak to the constituents? The Project
Team? Parish presidents? Engineers? A combination?

Craig Gardner stated that there is an official process which consists of

community input, and there are several ways to do it.

Stakeholders have the opportunity to provide unique feedback to the project.

The Project Team’s goal is to provide the stakeholders with high quality

information that is understandable, to pass on to constituents.

This first meeting is to get the stakeholders up to speed on the project.

Rannah Gray stated that the Project Team will look for continuous feedback

from the stakeholders.

The Project Team will provide regular email updates, as well as website updates.

Craig Gardner stated that usual first question is ‘where is the map?’

The map preparation is a big effort with the first goal being to establish potential

corridors.

Stakeholder’s input will provide constraints for the possible corridors.

If a corridor is not close enough to a population, it will be underutilized.

The Project Team needs to know about future development and other

community issues.

Norma Jane Sabiston stated that the stakeholders will help the Project Team

make an impression.

The Project Team needs input on who to reach out to (neighborhoods, etc) and

how to reach out.
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
Question: Eric Lewis— What is the time frame of when we should start making
presentations? Will you take suggestions from attendees?
Answer: Craig Gardner — The public will be involved and provide input. In 1-2
months, we will have information to pass onto the public. Anything from the
presentation today can be passed on.
Norma Jane Sabiston — The first meetings will be more educational. As the
public becomes more educated, they will provide more feedback.
Rannah Gray — The public meeting is in September and will contain information
provided by this group.
Question: Tommy Kurtz — When will the website be operational?
Answer: About a month.
Question. Graydon Walker — Whom should we call for information?
Answer: Rannah Gray — Enclosed in the packet is a directory of the Project
Team. Depending on the question, stakeholders can call whoever is relevant.
Cralg Gardner can be called with questions. Myself or Norma Jane Sabiston
would be relevant for questions pertaining to meetings.
Question. Gerald Burns — There is a meeting for the North Juban Civic
Association Is tonight. Should we discuss the Loop?
Answer: Rannah Gray — Yes, anything from toaday’s meeting can be
presented. In 6 weeks, a map should be ready for presentation.
Question: Sharon Stam — Can comments be posted on the website?
Answer: Craig Gardner — Yes, and there will be links available.
Question. Hank Grace — How do we ensure local newspapers get the
information? Will that be our responsibility?
Answer: Rannah Gray — Give us the local media contacts, and the will be
added to the invitation list, They will be invited to all meetings and receive
information updates.
Question. Derrell Cohoon — Are you (Rannah Gray) the point of contact for the
Stakeholders?
Answer: Rannah Gray — Yes, because | am located in Baton Rouge.
Rannah Gray stated that the media was an important outlet. The Project Team
can accompany the stakeholders to give presentations, or just provide the
material to be presented.
Katrice Albert: will have many constituents, students and faculty.
Question. Sharon Stam — Citizens most impacted by the end product need to
be included.
Answer: Rannah Gray — Agreed. We need young audience perspective because
in the 7-10 years it will take to construct, they will be prime users.
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Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan
Advisory Committee / Stakeholder Committee Joint Kick-Off Meeting
July 10, 2007 10:00 a.m.
Baton Rouge Council Chambers

BREAKOUT DISCUSSION: ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Bob Schmidt welcomed everyone and thanked them for their participation and
dedication to the project by serving on this committee.

The committee will act as local “eyes and ears” from a technical standpoint to
overcome challenges faced by engineering, environmental, and financial aspects.
Steve Wallace will be leading engineering and costs analysis for the project and
therefore will be a valuable resource for the committee. He will be the one providing
information on proposed corridors and Mississippi River crossings and requesting
feedback from you based on your technical background.

Your technical experience and relationships you have within your local area and the
surrounding region will be an asset to the implementation team. You will be able to
identify hot buttons early on and advise Executive Committee and Implementation
Team on various matters.

Project calendar is provided in packet with meeting dates. Note that the total
project timeline is 12 months and Advisory Committee will meet about every other
month.

Advisory Committee meeting locations may rotate around the region. Input on
future locations is appreciated. (Note: logistics of this item still under consideration
by Executive Committee)

Two sets of public meetings are scheduled for September and February over the four
regions.

Group correspondence regarding meeting notices will be done via email and website
updates. Likewise, members will be able to email Implementation Team or directly
through website once it is live.

Bryan Harmon proposed that agenda be provided prior to the meetings so that
everyone knows what will be covered that particular day.

Next meeting is scheduled for August 9. Agenda and info will be provided prior to
the meeting. First items of discussion will be on broad corridors which will be
narrowed down as project progresses.

Steve Wallace mentioned that once potential corridors are presented members will
be requested to provide information regarding future developments, planning, and
construction within their areas that is not currently shown on existing photography.
It is anticipated that the project website will be rolled out following the next
Executive Committee meeting (7/19).

Introductions were made of Advisory Committee members. The following were
present at the meeting:

Steve Wallace — Project Team

Bob Schmidt — Project Team

Huey Dugas — MPO

Ron Sigler — Ascension Parish

Bob Turner — Ascension Parish

Kevin Durbin — WBR Parish

O O O0OO0OO0Oo
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Peter Newkirk — EBR Parish

Jesse Thompson — lberville Parish
Tom Poole — Inerville Parish

Carl Highsmith — FHWA

Bryan Harmon — EBR Parish
Jimmy Durbin — Livingston Parish
Will Clark - Livingston

O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OOo

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS

Question: Is the loop definitely going to be tolled?

Answer: Yes, primarily the loop is anticipated to be a toll facility. Traffic demands
and traffic revenue will dictate the feasibility of certain routes. There are
possibilities that there will be a mix between an inner and outer loop or a loop
with spurs. The financial component of the project will be critical in helping to
make decisions.

Question: Can we send a staff member in our place if we can’t make it?

Answer: Yes, only if you are not able to attend due to unusual circumstances. A
committee member can send a representative in their place to take notes and
report back to you the discussions and outcomes of the meetings. (Note: This
staff member will not be a participating member of the committee, just an
observer; each AC member should make every effort to personally attend
committee meetings. That way we ensure consistent and productive input from
each committee member.)

Question: Where is the meeting taking place for August?

Answer: Ascension Parish has volunteered to host the next Advisory Committee
meeting. More details to come. (Note: Location not yet determined)

Question: How far out will the loop be?

Answer: The project boundaries will be first thing rolled out and then corridors
within these project limits.

Question.: What will be items discussed at the next meeting?

Answer: The project boundaries will determine the outer and inner limits for where
corridors will be located. The following meeting we will discuss possible
corridors.

Comment: Potential Mississjppi River Bridge crossings are critical and will set the
stage for corridors considered for this proposed loop. A meeting has been
scheduled on 7/18 with the USACE and USCG regarding their initial feedback on
possible locations for Mississippi River Bridge crossings in conjunction with this
project. Another meeting will be held with River Pilots Association for their
feedback as well. Once this input is gained from these agencies we will report
back to you feasible locations that have been identified.

Question: Has a FONSI or ROD been done on this project?

Answer: No. We are currently in what DOTD would consider Stage 0 of the
environmental clearance process. Next phase of the project would be NEPA
which would include E1S and ROD. However, we are compiling input and data as
documentation to be used later on for NEPA stage. This implementation plan is
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not another study — it is intended to show a limited number of viable alternatives
for toll road. Coordination will occur now to help participation later.

Question.: What are the limits of the project?

Answer: Limits of the project will be bound by regional traffic model which covers
about 90% of the regional population including WBR, EBR, Ascension, Livingston
and Iberville.

Question: Will the BR Loop be a multimodal facility to include light rail?

Answer: Initially, the project will only include a high level freeway for passenger
and truck traffic. Considerations will be made for wider corridor along some
segments to accommodate light rail for future use. One example of planning &
design for multi-modal facilities is the Trans-Texas Corridor. Either way, corridor
preservation will be a major component of this project once corridors are
narrowed down for the proposed roadway.

Question/Comment: Corridor preservation Is key element of this project.
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...Tolls

Current experiences in LA and
polls by AGC, etc., indicate the
public will strongly support tolls
for new, alternative routes

PROJECT COST ($ Millions)

Toll Cash

0&M
Construction Toll Bonds

Traditional Highway Mega-project

Toll Highway Mega-Project

Phase

Year
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Baton Rouge Loop
STAKEHOLDER Committee Meeting

August 9, 2007
10:00 am — 12:00 noon
Baton Rouge River Center Rooms 6 and 7

#1 — Needs for the Loop:
e Relieve Traffic Congestion
e Provide alternative Hurricane Evacuation Route

e \WBR Parish: Intracoastal canal, alternative route, and economic development
o |berville: Access to and from each side of the river, congestion on hwy. 30
e Livingston: Need new route rather than a temporary fix on I-12 to Walker, Hwy. 42 is a

nightmare and needs traffic congestion relief

e Develop access to different regions while not taking away from existing developments

e Allow the producers to move their goods throughout the area which equals competitive
business

e Improve Public Safety

e Include Freight and Passenger Rails

#2 - Communicate with Stakeholder’s Community:

e Means of Communication: Newspapers, Chambers of Commerce, handouts, PowerPoint
presentations, weekly electronic newsletters, public service announcements on the local radio
stations, Homeowners, local churches with outreach programs

e Public Participation is critical to success.

#3 - Goal of the BR Loop:
e Reduce Traffic Congestion, Improve Economic Development
e Cause no damage to already established Business Communities
e Traffic Mitigation is the core and goal of this project and we need to make BR a positive map
e |-10 and I-12 from Houston to Gulfport is extremely congested
e Consider the freight dispersing increase after Hurricane Katrina
e Consider Emergency Response time — it would enhance response time
e Loop may attract revenue in less populated areas
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#4 - Loop’s opportunities and obstacles:
e People’s Properties ~ The Key is a bulletproof plan = enormous economic development
e Toll authority in place — corridor acquisition
e Public Media — TV ads = positive light
e Appropriate sound barriers, landscaping, pedestrian crossings

e The BR Loop is an opportunity to improve our quality of life, let’s make it the finest loop ever
built!
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Wetlands & Floodplains Constraints

State and Federal Lands Constraints

Schools/Churches/Cemeteries Constraints




Exhibit 23

Composite Constraints

Place Holder — Potential alternatives - Spaghetti Map




Exhibit 23

Constraints w/ Potential Corridors

Input from
Stakeholder

Community
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Baton Rouge Loop
ADVISORY Committee Meeting

October 11, 2007
10:00 am —12:00 pm
Old State Capitol Building 2™ Floor
Introduction: Ran BR Loop video

Mike B.
e Slideshow presentation — background

Steve W.

e Update of progress since last Advisory/Stakeholder’s Committee Meeting
0 Elected officials meeting — 65 attendees — lots of input
0 Parish presidents voiced their support and concerns

e Public Open Houses
0 Over 1000 attendees
O Majority of comments were positive, some negative
0 Many attendees identified constraints (main purpose of meetings)

e Agency Kickoff Meeting
0 23 attendees
0 Expressed need for early coordination
0 Identifying areas of maximum efficiency (in segments) is a good starting point to get

revenue generated early

o Coast Guard & Corps MRB Meeting

O Mississippi River Bridge crossing in the Missouri Bend area (near Addis, LA) was
focus of meeting
0 Corps agreed to supply data to aid in study of the area of focus
Rannah

e |nput from previous Advisory & Stakeholder’s Committee Meetings

0 4 questions previously sent to Stakeholder’s — only 4 have responded so far

Roundtable Input
e Jaime Setz — FHWA — Standing in for Carl Hightower.
0 Nocomment
e Bob Turner — Director of DPW in Ascension Parish
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0 Concerns with “cutting Ascension Parish in half”

0 Prefers either crossing to the north of the parish primarily, or to the south of the
parish outside of Gonzales urbanized area (2 crossings near Prairieville/Sorrento
preferred)

0 Main concern of public is wanting to know NOW exactly where the loop will be
located

0 Would like to start reducing corridors

Ron Sigler — Ascension Parish
0 Agrees with Bob Turner

Tom Poole — Representative of Iberville Parish
0 Concerns about routing — would like to fine tune routing of the Loop
O Location of new bridge crossing is also important

Jimmy Durbin — Mayor of Denham Springs
0 French Settlement & Port Vincent statement: “Keep Loop away from their
community”
0 Choose appropriate, select corridors to move forward
0 Infavor of middle corridor on for the North Loop Route
0 Willing to do what’s necessary to get the project on its way

Anthony Marino — Director of the Airport
0 Likes corridor that passes closest to the airport
0 Willing to do what’s necessary to get the project on its way

Gerald Burns — Livingston Parish Planning Commission
O Supports North Loop, middle corridor — parallel to LA1025
0 Wants a spur to connect to Juban from the middle corridor
0 Do not let few negative people stop the project.

Earl Doomes — standing in for Chancellor of Southern University
0 Strongly supports the Loop
0 Willing to do what’s necessary to get the project on its way

Wendel Pepper — Juban North Association
0 Wondering about timeline of the project to be constructed
0 Public wants it NOW — want to see a reduced “spaghetti bowl”, more definite layout
0 Public concerned with proximity of Loop to their residence (property value impact) —
increase property values
0 Mostly good feedback

I”

Eric Lewis — BR Black Chamber of Commerce
0 Not much feedback
0 Representative will speak at next membership meeting
0 Possible concern across Greenwell Springs & Southern area (most congested)

Kevin Durban — West Baton Rouge Parish
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0 Personal concern about “cutting West Baton Rouge in half”, Addis/Brusly
community connectivity & unity

0 Other officials in the parish support Loop at any practical location

0 Context sensitive solutions are important in this parish

e Jason Alkibby
0 When presenting to public, emphasize congestion relief, back up with data
0 don’t preclude other transportation options (rail, etc.), show how Loop can
accommodate these modes

e Mark Barker — West Baton Rouge
0 Mostly positive comments from the community, no concerns with North Loop
options
0 South of I-10 wetlands impact need to be considered

e Larry Ralfson — West Baton Rouge East Bank
0 Public wants more specific info

e Cynthia Stafford — Ascension Parish
0 Overwhelming support
O Hard to read maps — needs better detail
0 Public wants to know specific property impacts

e Hank Grace — |berville Chamber of Commerce
O Positive feedback
0 lberville Parish NEEDS a bridge, period, “the ferry is a nightmare”. No link exists
from east bank of Parish to west bank of Parish
O Loop would be a major relief of LA 1 congestion

e Paul Sawyer — Louisiana Economic Development (Mike Olivier)
0 Hopes to attract business (industry & retain/grow existing)
0 Still to this point the Loop is an abstract idea until map & cost of project is refined
0 Loop will open up arteries of the Baton Rouge Area

e Mayor of Walker
0 Positive comments received except for those directly affected
0 Discount naysayers — “Most of them can look through a keyhole with both
eyes......Narrow Minded”

End Roundtable Comments

Rannah — AC/SC members to mark hotspots, etc. on map — circle areas of question/comment (from
handout)

Bob Schmidt — Slide Presentation on Financing Options

End Meeting



October 11, 2007

Stakeholder &

Advisory Committees

Joint Meeting

ALTERNATIVES RECAP

OUTREACH SUMMARY
— Elected Officials Briefing
— Open Houses
— Agency Meetings

DELIVERY AND FINANCE

WHAT’'S NEXT
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Project Video

ALTERNATIVES RECAP

LOOP BENEFITS

CONGESTION RELIEF
Choice and regional mobility
Quality of life

Regional competitiveness




ALTERNATIVES RECAP

LOOP INFLUENCING FACTORS

Relieve existing congestion
Minimize community impacts
Acceptable MRB crossings
Maximize traffic and revenue

OUTREACH SUMMARY

Elected Officials
Briefing

September 7

State, regional, and local officials

65 attendees

Corridors and financing

Comments summary

o Coordinate with multi-modal facility
near Donaldsonville

o Investigate regional & local spurs
Incorporate French Settlement
concerns
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Constraints w/ Potential Corridors

OUTREACH SUMMARY

Open Houses

September 10, 11, 12, & 13

EBR, Livingston, WBR / Iberville &
Ascension

Open House format

1,072 total attendance
Corridors, environmental, & CSS
Comments summary

o Conversational Input

o0 99 Written Forms

o Web site comments

o0 Mostly positive feedback

o Some neighborhood concerns
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OUTREACH SUMMARY OUTREACH SUMMARY

Agency Kickoff Coast Guard & Corps
Meeting MRB Meeting

August 28 September 18 (follow-up to Kickoff)
10 Federal, State, & local agencies Coast Guard, Corps of Engineers, &
23 attendees River Pilot Associations

Corridors, constraints, & tolling Specific MRB crossing locations
Process & pOliCy issues o South bypass between I-10 and Missouri Bend

c t i o North bypass at existing U.S. 190 & above
@UIENES SUEYe Marine and navigation interests
Early coordination beneficial COmMmETS SURmED
Address permitting needs ) b y oo
. - o 5 potential crossing locations identified

ID segments of independent utility o Further investigate pier arrangement & locations
Loop features to minimize impacts o Corps will provide river features data
Agencies support implementation o Continue coordination with barge fleet operators
Agencies agreeable to provide input &izegnilots

STAKEHOLDER INPUT DELIVERY AND FINANCE

POTENTIAL DELIVERY AGENCIES

Discussion and Input » Louisiana Transportation Authority

ligel! _ .
. Capital Area Loop Authorit
Stakeholder and apital Area Loop Authority

Advisory
Committees
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DELIVERY AND FINANCE DELIVERY AND FINANCE

POTENTIAL DELIVERY METHODS POTENTIAL FINANCING SOURCES

¢ Traditional Toll Road (tax exempt finance)

« Design-bid-build or design-build (lead by toll agency) _
« 0& M by toll agency Traditional PPP

e Public-Private Partnership Tax exempt toll bonds Private equity
« Pre-development agreement (PDA) or comprehensive development Tifia loans Private debt (commercial banks)
agreement ( CDA) Transportation Mobility Fund Private activity bonds
* Design-build (lead by developer) TIFs Tifia Loans
* O& M by developer Federal Earmarks Transportation Mobility Fund
Other TIFs
. Hyb”d Federal Earmarks
« Are the individual loop segments revenue positive or revenue negative? Other
« How does this affect the delivery decisions?

DELIVERY AND FINANCE
Procurement Process

PP —

E f— Innovative Financing Examples

Availability Payments
)

What is optimal
YES ——  procurement

LA 1 Toll System

Traditional —|

{ * Trans-Texas Corridor

NO

Tw-2z>IOMZT HzZmMT<>D r>T-+470

* |-495 Capital Beltway Hot Lanes

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3

Technical/ Financial/ — Procurement Process — Negotiation — Financial Close
Environmental
Feasibility Analyses
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Traditional Delivery — LTA Traditional Delivery — LTA

LA 1 Toll LA 1 Toll
SYSIE System

_Tcn Gantry

Traditional Delivery -- LTA Traditional Delivery -- LTA
LA 1 Toll System

LA 1 TO” Funding Sources

Senior Toll Bonds & TIFIA ~ $136.4 M
SyStem Federal Formula Funds $ 421 M
Federal Earmarks $ 679M
State (TTF and other) $ 55.2M
CIAP, NOAA, Local $ 46.8M
Total $348.4M
Funding Uses
Engineering, Studies, etc. $ 194 M
Right of Way and Utilities $ 83M
Construction $2959M
Direct and Indirect Costs $ 248M
100 % Electronic Toll Collection Total $348.4M
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PPP Delivery — TTA PPP Delivery — TTA

TTC-35
Master Development Plan

Trans-Texas
Corridor

July 2007

5 TTC-35 MDP Near-Term
PPP Delivery — TTA PPP Delivery — TTA

Facilities
TTC_35 Master Development Plan Near Term Facility Facility Cost ~ Concession Value

Okianomate U575 $1,185 $(294)

Jrmtvisideioig $932 $355
Choose a long-term strategic partner for TS o4 402
TXDOT ,

T eborc taNorth of Temple $1,101 $580

Minimize public sector financial e TTC5 Fram North of

Temple to SH130 in Georgelow‘f‘ilvOl8 $418

contributions oS soutesstemion 41 308 $409

Maximize private sector financial T o $422 8(269)
Contrlbutlons Near Term Connecting Facility

Accelerate project delivery

to Waxahachie development development

® Connecting Facility Dallas Under

Under
Fort Worth Southern Loop

development development

+ Connecting Facily St 130
Segments 5 and 6 rom Us 18310 110 $1,350 $270

Facility Termini

Totals:  $8,820 $1,961
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PPP Delivery — TTA PPP Delivery — VDOT

TTC-35 Funding the Near-Term Facilities 1-495 Capital Beltway Hot Lanes

Funding Sources
Developer Equity $3,074 M
TIFIA or PAB $4,596 M
Other Debt $ 596 M
Public Funds $ 563 M
Total $8.8B

Funding Uses
Design & Engineering $1,774 M
Right of Way $ 989M
Construction $ 6,058 M
Payment to TxDOT $1,961 M
Total $10.8B = $8.8B + $1.96 B

PPP Delivery — VDOT DELIVERY AND FINANCE

[-495 Capital Beltway Hot Lanes Doing Deals:

Funding Sources
Private Activity Bonds (PABs) $800 M
Private Equity $350 M
Government Subsidy $400 M
Subordinated Debt (TIFIA?) $150 M
Total $1.78B

* No standard template

» Deals are uniquely tailored for each
project

» Deals evolve as project planning

Funding Uses evolves

Design and Construction

Right of Way Acquisition and Other
Transaction Costs

Total




WHAT'S NEXT?

Technical

- Traffic & Revenue Analysis
« Refine Corridors

* Finance Modeling

Communications and

Meetings

* EC Meeting No. 4 October 18
* EC Meeting No. 5 November 15
* AC and SC Meeting No. 4 December 6

Exhibit 25
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Project Name Date of Meeting
BR Loop Implementation Plan April 10, 2008
Location

URS Corporation,
Baton Rouge

Purpose of Meeting Time
Joint Stakeholder Committee & 10:30 am — 12:00 pm
Advisory Committee Meeting

MEETING SUMMARY

Members of the Stakeholder Committee and Advisory Committee were welcomed by
Mike Bruce, ABMB Engineers, and given a brief overview of the project and project
timeline.

Rannah Gray, MGS, explained the latest public involvement efforts, including the
recent round of public meetings—February 25-28 and March 3—held in each of the five
parishes and the Executive Committee’s trip to Texas to tour toll facilities in Austin and
Dallas.

Walter Monsour, Chief Administrative Officer for Mayor Kip Holden, briefly discussed
his experience on the Texas tour and reiterated the knowledge and perspective gained
on the trip. Monsour also encouraged the committee members to remain engaged in the
process and to support the project going forward from the Implementation Plan phase to
the Tier 1 EIS phase.

Steve Wallace, ABMB Engineers, then began the workshop session of the meeting,
presented the most recent corridor refinement map (last edited February 2008) and
discussed in detail corridor refinements that will be recommended to the Executive
Committee April 17, 2008.

A summary of Wallace’s discussion follows:
e Project limits defined
e All considered corridors for the BR Loop project are visible on the map
e Entering the next phase of the project, the recommended corridor(s) will be a
starting point going forward; corridor(s) may have to be adjusted in the Tier 1
EIS phase
e West corridor (north of I-10) details
o Two corridors begin west of LA 415 and intersect I-10 progressing north
and east across the Mississippi River
0 Both corridors will remain recommended to the Executive Committee
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Page 2 of 5
Stakeholder Committee & Advisory Committee Joint Meeting Summary
04/10/2008

e North corridor details (north of 1-12)

o Airline Highway to Florida Blvd. proposed corridor will be eliminated
based on impacts; elevated roadway may be necessary; corridor would
be costly to construct; there are more feasible routes to consider

o Extreme north bypass will be reinstated based on revised traffic study,
elected official input and recent population growth in the area; higher
projected traffic counts warrant reinstatement

o0 Will recommend corridor south of Hooper Road to Watson that extends
north of Denham Springs in Livingston Parish

o0 Proposed corridor in the Walker area will intersect I-12 approximately
two miles east of Walker exit and extend to the west of the existing
landfill; corridor will also extend across edge of industrial park and will
remain east of LA 449; proposed changes in response to public input;
will miss most major developments

e East corridor details (1-12 to 1-10)

0 Spacing issues exist with respect to existing interstate interchanges

o0 Corridor will be “thinned” to 1000-1500 feet through Weyerhaeuser
property; goal of project is to thin corridor, push it eastward, and
minimize impact while utilizing the Weyerhaeuser property

o0 Public input suggested major impacts to LA 42, Spanish Lake, Bayou
Manchac and subdivisions and neighborhoods in the area

0 LA 42 corridor will be recommended for elimination; significant milestone
for the project; traffic volume concerns also warranted LA 42 elimination

0 Remaining corridors minimize environmental impacts

0 LA 431 corridor will also be recommended for elimination; this
recommendation is from a culmination of public input

0 The east bypass recommended corridor will be shifted to the eastern
side of the corridor along seam between growing developments and the
floodplains and wetlands

0 Project Team is also taking into consideration a proposed subdivision in
Ascension Parish; have worked diligently to balance impacts between
development and environmental concerns

o0 Southern end of east bypass will tie into LA 30 (Nicholson) and split
between two recommended corridors

o Two options: parallel existing LA 30 or existing power line; power line
option will minimize impacts

e South corridor details

0 There are two possibilities

0 Mississippi River crossing south of Plaguemine will be recommended,;
this crossing would tie in on the east bank near St. Gabriel; there were
initial traffic volume concerns but feel this route is still feasible

0 Respects Iberville Parish wish for bridge

0 Second option is to parallel corridor along existing LA 30 or on the west
side of the railroad; local traffic would be maintained for free on frontage
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Stakeholder Committee & Advisory Committee Joint Meeting Summary
04/10/2008

roads; corridor would turn west near Gardere/GSRI area and across LSU
Ag Center property
e West corridor details (south of I-10)

o0 There are multiple river crossings shown in West Baton Rouge Parish

0 Project Team has discussed bridge crossings in greater detail with
USCG and USACOE and will continue to do so in the next phase of the
project

o The Cinclaire river crossing will be eliminated; historical site

o0 River crossing south of Addis will be eliminated as well as river crossing
farther south in West Baton Rouge Parish

o0 A new river crossing has been identified north of Addis and south of
Brusly to connect with LA 30 on the east bank

0 West corridor would stretch from [-10 west of LA 415 south to proposed
crossing and eastward across Mississippi River

Bob Schmidt, HNTB Corporation, thanked Monsour for his remarks and enthusiasm
and passion for the project. Schmidt reviewed with the committee members the project
schedule and transition from the Implementation Plan phase to the Tier 1 EIS phase. He
explained the difference in outcomes between the Tier 1 EIS (corridor) and the Tier 1
EIS (alignment).

He reiterated that the Tier 1 EIS phase would be led by FHWA as the federal agency
and the Capital Area Expressway Authority (CAEA) as the state authority. Schmidt

noted that other agencies including LA DOTD and the USCG would participate as
cooperating agencies.

In closing, he also noted that the Stakeholder Committee and Advisory Committee
would remain an integral part of the process during the Tier 1 EIS phase.
Committee members were then encouraged to ask questions.

A summary of questions/comments and answers follows:

Are there concerns about using the existing US 190 bridge as a component of the
project given known environmental issues near the bridge?

A study of the site, should the bridge be utilized, will be needed.
Will a spur at Juban Road exit be included?
Potential spurs will be evaluated and discussed in the Implementation Plan report

for further study in the Tier 1 EIS phase; a map of potential spurs will also be
included
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Would LA 447 be widened to help traffic flow to the loop?

This example, and similar situations, will be examined in the next phase of
the project.

Is the new route near Port Vincent? Is Port Vincent back in the affected area?
No; Port Vincent remains out of the proposed corridor

Where is the project relative to the drawbridge in Livingston Parish?
The project is upstream from the drawbridge.

Will the remaining corridors still be 4000 feet wide?

Yes. Most corridors remain 4000-5000 feet wide; the east bypass is
approximately 1000-1500 feet wide to minimize impacts

The new proposed crossing near Addis crosses a point bar on the east bank of the
river; the soil may not be stable enough to support foundations.

This is a concern that will be further evaluated.
Maritime industry does not have problems with north route at Port Hudson; is concerned
about the Addis crossing; completely objects to the a new bridge near US 190; has no

concerns about a bridge crossing south of Plaquemine.

Project Team is scheduled to tour proposed river crossing locations for further
evaluation.

Will these proposed routes be presented to the Executive Committee?
Yes.

There is little opposition in Iberville Parish to the proposed bridge crossing there; parish
supports loop in Iberville.

Will there be a public information campaign to dispel myths and rumors about the
project?

Executive Committee plans to begin meetings with organizations in all parishes
including chambers of commerce, etc. to seek endorsements and support of the
project.
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Page 5 of 5
Stakeholder Committee & Advisory Committee Joint Meeting Summary
04/10/2008

What was timeframe for Austin toll facility?
It took Austin 15 years; Baton Rouge hopes to complete the process in eight or
nine years; public-private partnership will speed the process; Baton Rouge has
benefited from technology and legislation

What is timing of the chamber meetings?
These meetings will start very soon; presentations will begin in April.

What about independent utility?

This must be constructed as an entire package; however, it will be phased in.

Coordination with LA DOTD is essential to the success of the project; FHWA will
continue to be involved but LA DOTD must be brought into the process.

Technical agencies (FHWA and LA DOTD) will ultimately run this project; LA
DOTD had a conflict with the meeting today and has been briefed on the project
several times

USCG would hate to be brought in on the back end and not involved and then have to

tell the Project Team it will not work; agencies do not want to be a stumbling block to the
project’s success.

The meeting adjourned at approximately 12:00 p.m.



Baton Rouge Loop
ADVISORY Committee Meeting

August 9, 2007
1:30 pm —3:00 pm
Baton Rouge River Center Room 5

East Baton Rouge Parish

e Improve access to Airport

e North Bypass results were GOOD

e South Bypass is the BIGGEST ISSUE

0 Corridor north of Spanish Lake is very low, which could be a problem

Tr. Plant @ Gardere/LA 30
Brusly & Addis Mississippi River Bridge crossings in bayou Fountain is very low
Nicholson Alignment???
River Road Spur to CBD = VERY CONSTRAINED

O O OO

Livingston Parish
e Satisfied with “Middle” Corridor from North Bypass Study
e AVOID Juban Road area
e North of port Vincent = GOOD
e LA 449,447, and 16 = GOOD ACCESS POINTS
e Middle Corridor at River = MOST LIKELY
e Diversion Canal Area (most Southerly) is high dollar homes
e AVOID South point subdivision on LA 16

Ascension Parish
e Spanish Lake routes — few displayed and simpler R/W acquisitions
e Middle routes through Gonzales = PROBLEMATIC
e Quter route may have too little traffic
e Sorrento Area = BAD —too close to the Sunshine Bridge

Iberville Parish
e Plaquemine Pointe alternative = PROBLEMATIC
e Bayou Paul Lane — New Development = RESISTANCE
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e Alligator Bayou = ACTIVE ENVIRONMENTALLY
e Suggestion: consider a route along LA 77 (only 20 camps along route) and tie to I-10 at Grosse
Tete =FEWER WETLAND IMPACTS

West Baton Rouge Parish
e Any tie into West will cause impacts to wetlands North of I-10
e Keep an eye on Oberstar Bill regarding crossing navigable waters
e Need new crossing of Intracoastal NW
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Wetlands & Floodplains Constraints
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State and Federal Lands Constraints

Schools/Churches/Cemeteries Constraints

Composite Constraints
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Place Holder — Potential alternatives - Spaghetti Map
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Constraints w/ Potential Corridors
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BATON ROUGE LOOP
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

Public Meetings Report

Second Round

February | March 2008




PUBLIC MEETING SUMMARY

Handouts

Exhibits

Comments

Pictures
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BATON ROUGE LOOP IMPLEMENTATION PLAN
PUBLIC MEETINGS REPORT

The second round of public meetings for the Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan
was held on February 25-28, 2008 and March 3, 2008.

EAST BATON ROUGE- 25 Feb 2008
BREC Headquarters Building
6201 Florida Boulevard
Baton Rouge, LA 70806
4:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.

ASCENSION- 26 Feb 2008
Gonzales Civic Center
219 S. Irma Boulevard

Gonzales, LA 70737
4:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.

LIVINGSTON- 27 Feb 2008
North Park Recreation Center
30372 Eden Church Road
Denham Springs, LA 70726
4:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.

WEST BATON ROUGE- 28 Feb 2008
Addis Community Center
7828 Highway 1 South
Addis, LA 70719
4:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.

IBERVILLE- 3 March 2008
Plaguemine Civic Center
24700 J. Gerald Berrett Boulevard
Plaquemine, LA 70764
4:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.
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This report contains project information and information regarding the second round of
public meetings.

Project History

A loop system for Baton Rouge to supplement Interstates 10 and 12 has been discussed
for decades and studied extensively. In the mid 1990’s, the South Bypass was studied,
followed by a Major Investment Study in the late 1990’s. In 2004, a feasibility study was
completed for the North Bypass. In 2005, Hurricanes Katrina and Rita increased traffic in
Baton Rouge to the 20 year-projected volume overnight. Congestion plagued the
interstates and arterials, and the need for transportation improvements became more
critical than ever before.

Among the reasons Louisiana has not constructed bypasses has been the lack of funding
for large public infrastructure projects. Traditional financing sources for transportation
projects have been unable to keep up with transportation demands. In 2006, legislation
was passed and enacted and made new financing models possible - the Transportation
Mobility Fund and Public-Private Partnership. These innovative financing tools are being
used in other states to develop needed mega-projects that cannot be developed by
traditional means of financing. They are geared towards using toll revenues (user fees)
as the driving force to assembling a viable comprehensive financing package.

The Implementation Plan

The Implementation Plan for the Baton Rouge Loop is funded by East Baton Rouge
Parish. For the contract, which spans from May 2007 to May 2008, a team of industry
leaders chosen by the East Baton Rouge Engineer Selection Board was selected to
determine potential corridors and financing.

Components of the Implementation Plan:

1) Identify Corridors and Design Features for the Baton Rouge Loop
2) Assess Environmental Feasibility and Permitting

3) Develop Cost Estimates

4) Estimate Traffic Patterns and Revenues for the Loop

5) Prioritize the Process and Schedule for Construction and Financing
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Project Team

The project is managed by the Loop Executive Committee, which consists of the Parish
Presidents of Ascension, East Baton Rouge, Iberville, Livingston, and West Baton Rouge
Parishes. In addition, an Advisory Committee was formed by representatives chosen by
the Executive Committee to provide technical assistance, coordinate with appropriate
agencies and provide expert advice and counsel. Each Parish President selected two
members to serve on this committee, as well as regional members. A Stakeholders
Committee was formed to ensure that stakeholders from each parish were involved from
the early stages of the project. Regional stakeholders were chosen and representatives
for each parish based on population.

The consulting team consists of three engineering firms - ABMB Engineers Inc., URS
Corporation and HNTB Corporation — a public relations firm, Marmillion Gray and
Sabiston, and a financing firm, KPMG.

:.\\

ZIABVIB HNTB
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Public Meetings

A key component of the success of the Baton Rouge Loop is public outreach to assure
the Implementation Plan includes input from residents of the five parishes impacted by
the proposed project.

Throughout the development of the Implementation Plan, the Project Team conducted
public meetings throughout the five parishes to assure the interests and needs of
communities within these parishes were carefully considered.

More than 1,700 registered attendees participated in the second round of public
meetings.

Parish Attendees
East Baton Rouge 157
Ascension 598
Livingston 512

West Baton Rouge 312
Iberville 195
TOTAL: 1,783

The purpose of the public meetings was to provide attendees updated project
information, including corridor refinements and to solicit input and obtain public
comments.

As part of the Tier 1 EIS decision-making process, input was solicited on the project’s
purpose and need; the key reasons for the project; the range of alternatives considered;
corridor alternatives and environmental, socioeconomic and other concerns.

All handouts and comment forms from the five meetings are contained in the report.
Each meeting consisted of nine stations that guided the attendees through the process.



Station 1: Reqistration — Attendees were asked to sign in and provide an email
address if they wished to receive meeting notifications regarding the Loop.

Station 2: Project Video — Attendees were given a fact sheet with project data and
shown a short video presentation introducing the Loop project.

Station 3: NEPA Process Defined — Attendees were presented information on the

NEPA process and the differences between a Tier 1 and Tier 2 Environmental Impact

Statement (EIS). Also, as a component of the public scoping meeting, attendees were
able to review with team members and comment on the BR Loop’s purpose and need
statement. Handouts with relevant NEPA process information were also distributed.

Station 4: Project Timeline — Attendees were presented a project timeline
documenting the steps until the Loop is open to traffic.

Station 5: Proposed Corridors - Attendees viewed large exhibits showing all
potential corridors for the BR Loop with an aerial background.

Station 6: Constraints — Attendees viewed an exhibit showing all constraints (i.e.
wetlands, schools, cemeteries, churches and archeological sites). Attendees were
encouraged to inform the Project Team of any constraints that were not shown.

Station 7: Corridors Eliminated — Attendees reviewed corridors that have been
eliminated from further consideration for the BR Loop.

Station 8: Potential Community Improvements — Attendees viewed exhibits of
potential improvements that could be incorporated into the BR Loop project and the
community. These included murals, decorative structures, bike paths and walkways.

Station 9: We Want to Hear from You — Attendees were invited to complete
comment cards about the project and the meeting. Attendees had the option of

Exhibit 30

completing the card at the meeting or completing the card after the meeting and faxing

or mailing it to the Project Team.
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING STATION CHECKLIST

STATION 1 — REGISTRATION

Sign up here to receive future meeting notices on the BR Loop and to
review defined purpose of a public scoping meeting. Station checklists
and comment forms distributed here.

STATION 2 — PROJECT VIDEO

Make sure you pick up a FACTSHEET on the BR Loop and watch the
video for an introduction to the project.

STATION 3 — NEPA PROCESS DEFINED

Find out more about the NEPA process and the differences between a
Tier 1 and Tier 2 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Also review
with team members the BR Loop’s purpose and need statement.

STATION 4 — PROJECT TIMELINE

See the steps the BR Loop project will go through before you can
drive on it.

STATION 5 — PROPOSED CORRIDORS

View the potential proposed corridors for the BR Loop. Talk with team
members to learn about each corridor. The latest maps are distributed
here.

STATION 6 — CONSTRAINTS

We want to know what potential trouble spots there are for the
location of the BR Loop. Show us your thoughts using DOTS on the
map.

STATION 7 — CORRIDORS ELIMINATED

Review corridors that have been eliminated from further consideration
for the BR Loop.

www.BRLoop.com
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING STATION CHECKLIST

STATION 8 — POTENTIAL COMMUNITY
IMPROVEMENTS

How can the BR Loop fit in with the character of my community? View
images showing potential improvements to the community that the BR
Loop project could incorporate.

STATION 9 — WE WANT TO HEAR FROM
YOU!

Ask project team members questions about the BR Loop. Take an
opportunity to fill out a written comment form or record your
comments.

www.BRLoop.com
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www.BRlLoop.com

FACT SHEET

PROGRAM OVERVIEW

East Baton Rouge Parish funded the development of an Implementation Plan for a traffic loop
around the City of Baton Rouge to relieve traffic congestion in our growing region. Since May 2007,
the Project Team has been working to determine, among other things, the Loop corridor and
financing models for construction.

The process has been managed by the Loop Executive Committee, which consists of the Parish
Presidents of Ascension, East Baton Rouge, Iberville, Livingston, and West Baton Rouge Parishes.
Additionally, Stakeholder and Advisory committees have met regularly to provide valuable feedback
and ensure that agencies, communities or organizations impacted by development of the BR Loop
have opportunity for input into the planning process.

Components of the Implementation Plan include:
e Location
e Assessment of traffic and revenue potentials
e Develop financing plan
e Develop phasing plan for construction
e Public outreach and community involvement

As the Project advances into the Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) phase, the Project
Team will continue to evaluate the corridor alternatives for environmental, socioeconomic and other
impacts and select a single BR Loop corridor.

Components of the Tier 1 EIS include:

e Draft EIS document

e Public hearing(s)

e Final EIS document

¢ Record of Decision (to select single corridor)

HISTORY

A loop system for Baton Rouge to supplement Interstates 10 and 12 has been considered for
decades and studied extensively, in the mid-1990’s, again in the late 1990s for a southern bypass

BR Loop Fact Sheet, p 1
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and most recently in 2004 for a northern bypass.

Among the reasons Louisiana has not constructed bypasses has been the lack of funding for large
public infrastructure projects. Traditional financing sources for transportation projects, which include
state and federal gas taxes, have been unable to keep up with transportation demands, a common
national trend for large highway projects. In communities such as Baton Rouge, which has a high
growth rate and ever-increasing traffic congestion, the need is critical for new financing models.

East Baton Rouge and surrounding parish leaders recognize the demands on the current highway
system and are exploring new models of finance, including tollways.

INNOVATIVE FINANCING
Perhaps the most important element in current plans to move forward on the Baton Rouge Loop is
that opportunities for financing are in place that have not been available in the past.

These new financing opportunities have been made available by the legislature in the form of both
the Transportation Mobility Fund and Public-Private Partnership legislation passed in the 2006
session. These innovative financing tools are being used in other states to develop needed mega-
projects that cannot be developed by traditional means of financing. They are geared towards using
toll revenues (user fees) as the driving force to assembling a viable comprehensive financing
package.

As Louisiana moves forward with these new financing models, it is important for the Baton Rouge
Loop program to be a top priority in terms of grants from the Mobility Fund and for consideration of
private investments.

NO ROADS, SLOW ROADS, OR TOLL ROADS...

The Louisiana Legislature recognizes that new models of roadway finance are needed, too. State
legislation was enacted in Louisiana in 1997, 2001 and 2003 regarding the creation of toll
authorities to plan, design, construct, and operate toll roads. This legislation includes a bill that
permits the formation of local toll authorities for any Parish or contiguous Parishes in the state
(1997), the Louisiana Transportation Authority (LTA) which has statewide jurisdiction for toll roads
(2001), and the LMEC toll authority charged specifically with implementing a loop around Lafayette
(2003). These actions by the legislature indicate an understanding and recognition of the need for
highway improvements in Louisiana and the lack of funding available from traditional sources to
implement these improvements.

PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP (PPP) LEGISLATION

In 2006 Act 304 became law providing the opportunity for private investment in Louisiana’s
transportation system. This legislation provides another tool to develop comprehensive financing
arrangements and new methods of project delivery. The PPP approach, like the Mobility Fund, will
be geared to projects that are viable as toll road projects. The PPP legislation can be used in
combination with the Mobility Fund legislation and other financing components to help craft creative
financing packages.

BR Loop Fact Sheet, p 2
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PROJECT SCHEDULE FOR BR LOOP

BR Loop Fact Sheet, p 3
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS

The official public scoping meetings will provide information and solicit public input and comments
on the BR Loop project. Five public scoping meetings are being held February 25 — March 3 from
4:00 — 7:00 p.m. in each potentially affected parish at the following locations:

East Baton Rouge Parish — February 25, 2008
BREC Headquarters, 6201 Florida Blvd., Baton Rouge

Ascension Parish — February 26, 2008
Gonzales Civic Center, 219 South Irma Blvd, Gonzales

Livingston Parish — February 27, 2008
North Park Recreation Center, 30372 Eden Church Road, Denham Springs

West Baton Rouge Parish — February 28, 2008
Port Allen Community Center, 749 North Jefferson Avenue, Port Allen, LA

Iberville Parish — March 3, 2008
Plaguemine Civic Center, 24700 J. Gerald Berret Boulevard, Plaquemine, LA

BRLoop.com

VISIT THE BATON ROUGE LOOP WEBSITE FOR MORE INFORMATION
The BRLoop website can be a handy feature for staying current on the process, planning and
progress. Click on BRLoop.Com for the latest information:

Project and meeting schedules
Meeting reports

Current corridor Maps

Links to related sites

Contact for feedback and questions

BR Loop Fact Sheet, p 4
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BR Loop Public Scoping Meeting Open House Comment Form
February 25-28 & March 3, 2008

(please check meeting attended)
Monday, February 25, 2008 []
Tuesday, February 26, 2008 [_]
Wednesday, February 27, 2008 []
Thursday, February 28, 2008 [|
Monday, March 3, 2008 [_|

Welcome.

Your insight and concerns are of key importance to the BR Loop Team during the
Implementation Plan & Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process. Please take
time to document your comments or questions below. After completion and before you
leave today’s meeting, please provide this questionnaire to the Project Team. You may also
fax or mail the completed questionnaire or additional comments to the number or address
below. Comments are welcome throughout the process; however, only comments received
by March 10, 2008 will be included as part of the official record of the Scoping Process.

Please comment on the following scoping items:

Project purpose and need: What are the key reasons for this project? Additional reasons?

Range of alternatives considered: What alternatives should be considered to meet the
need for the project?

Corridor alternatives: Are there corridors that have been omitted from further
consideration or new corridors that should also be evaluated in the Tier 1 EIS?

BR Loop Project Team 1
9100 Bluebonnet Centre Blvd, Ste. 301, Baton Rouge, LA 70809
225.368.2801 (fax)
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BR Loop Public Scoping Meeting Open House Comment Form
February 25-28 & March 3, 2008

Environmental, socioeconomic or other concerns: What are key issues? What should
influence the selection of the single corridor that advances to the Tier 2 evaluations?

Other comments, questions or concerns (enclose additional pages as necessary)

Would you like to receive future updates on the BR Loop project?  YES [ ] NO []
Please include your contact information for the official project record. Anonymous
comments cannot be verified or fully considered.

Name:

Address:

Email:

BR Loop Project Team 2
9100 Bluebonnet Centre Blvd, Ste. 301, Baton Rouge, LA 70809
225.368.2801 (fax)
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BR Loop
Public Scoping Meeting
Open House

As part of the Tier 1 EIS decision-making
process, the Project Team requests your input
on the following:
e Purpose and Need

What are the key reasons for this project?

< Range of Alternatives Considered

What alternatives should be considered to meet the
need for the project?

e Corridor Alternatives
Are there corridors that have been omitted from
further consideration or new corridors that should also be
evaluated in the Tier 1 EIS?

 Environmental, Socioeconomic and Other Concerns

What are key issues?

What should influence the selection of the corridor for
Tier 2 evaluations?

Scoping Meeting
BR Loop
Tier 1 EIS
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National Environmental Policy Act

NEPA DEFINED

The National Environmental Policy Act, 42 United States
Code 4321-4347, (NEPA) was passed In 1969 to establish
a national policy for consideration and communication of
Impacts to the environment from actions of the federal
government and Its agencies.

NEPA requires that Federal agencies disclose the results
of their analysis and the effects of project implementa-
tion on the environment and solicit comments on the
proposals from interested and affected parties. This
analysis Is documented In reports such as the
Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) being prepared
for this project.

The purpose of documenting the NEPA process provides
for complete disclosure to the public; allows others an
opportunity to provide input and comment on proposails,
alternatives, and environmental impacts; and

provides the appropriate information for the decision
maker to make a reasoned choice among alternatives.

Public involvement Is a vital component of the NEPA
process. The first opportunity is the "Scoping Process,”
where the purpose and need for the action and prelimi-
nary alternatives are discussed and presented. State and
Federal agencies are invited to participate or cooperate In
the EIS preparation and review.
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NEPA
Environmental Process

Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

The objective of the Tier 1 EIS is to evaluate the corridor alternatives
and select a single BR Loop corridor. The Tier 1 selected corridor will
be a broad band width of 2000-8000 feet and does not represent the
actual detailed alignment of the loop.

e The Tier 1 EIS will not evaluate or select a specific roadway
alignment.

e The Tier 1 EIS will document existing conditions and the
potential for impacts along the broad corridor.

e The Tier 1 EIS will be used in the identification of a “preferred”
corridor that has the greatest potential to be environmentally
practicable and acceptable and meet Project purpose and need.

The Tier 1 EIS will include the following components:
e Draft EIS document
e Public hearing(s)
e Final EIS document
e Record of Decision (to select one corridor)

The “selected” corridor will be identified in the Tier 1 Record of
Decision and advanced into the Tier 2 EIS phase of the project.

Tier 2 Environmental Impact Statement(s) (EIS)

During the Tier 2 EIS phase, one or more detailed roadway alignments
will be developed within the “selected” corridor and then evaluated for
social, economic, environmental and cultural resource effects.

The Tier 2 EIS(s) will include the following components:
e Draft EIS document(s)
e Public hearing(s)
e Final EIS document(s)
e Record(s) of Decision (to select precise alignment and design
features)

Scoping Meeting
BR Loop
Tier 1 EIS
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Preliminary Purpose & Need
BR Loop Project

NEED:

e Traffic congestion and delays have steadily gotten
worse over the past 15 years, especially after
Hurricane Katrina.

o Traffic flow is restricted at I-10 and US 190
Mississippi River Bridge crossings, and convenient
alternative routes don't exist.

e | ack of convenient alternative routes forces local
traffic onto I-12 and I-10, increasing congestion.

e Traffic volumes and resulting congestion will continue
to increase in the future.

PURPOSE:

e Reduce existing and future traffic congestion and
delay;

e Improve motorist safety;

e Improve regional roadway and transportation
network connectivity;

e Respond to legislative mandate;

e Maximize the generation of self-supporting funds
through tolling of a high volume alignment.
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PROJECT SCHEDULE FOR BR LOOP

BR Loop Fact Sheet, p 3
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CORRIDOR
ELIMINATION MATRIX

ELIMINATION FACTORS
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BR Loop East Baton Rouge Parish Comments

BR Loop Public Scoping Meeting Open House
East Baton Rouge Parish Comments

Project purpose and need

Alleviate traffic in and around Baton Rouge (8 similar comments)

Reduce traffic on I-10 bridge

Alternative intrastate routes do not exist

Object to the Baton Rouge Loop; other ways to relieve congestion

Loop project would spur growth opportunities, primarily commercial and retail markets
The stated project purpose is counterintuitive; larger scale dependence on vehicles will
not yield a more viable business environment

Loop will encourage more traffic from distant areas

Commercial fleet efficiency

Short-sighted profit

Current loop system does not meet diverse user needs and lacks alternative options
Locals will not benefit from loop

Provide a route completely around the city

Provide additional access points to the city that do not currently exist

To make money on tolls from people trying to go into Livingston Parish

Range of alternatives considered

Alternatives considered should be those that give the biggest bang for the buck and
completed quickest

Alternatives that improve local traffic congestion; keep local motorists off interstates
Inclusion of Baton Rouge welcome center

Focus on specific expansion improvements to 1-10 and 1-12 (7 similar comments)
Mass transit system (park and ride, light rail) is greatly needed; it is cleaner, quiet and
solves parking problems and could be used for evacuation (3 similar comments)
Surface roads should be expanded (3 similar comments)

Continuous bike and walking paths merit further study

Just get the project completed

The outer belt is most appealing to meet tremendous growth expected; it makes sense
Project will not impact traffic from east to west along interstate corridor; local traffic
should travel north-south routes

Baton Rouge has no alternatives

Build a new bridge (I similar comment)

Elevated highway through center of Baton Rouge (Airline Hwy. or Florida Blvd.) (1 similar

comment)

Synchronize traffic signals (1 similar comment)

Open up subdivision streets to main routes

Limited access highway along Florida Blvd. or Choctaw would be desired

Corridor alternatives

Best alternatives are being considered

Corridors that utilize existing roads should be eliminated
Long routes are not appealing to motorists

No corridors should be considered
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BR Loop East Baton Rouge Parish Comments

Central proposal cuts through planned town; move further north to avoid development (4
similar comments)

Corridor along East Baton Rouge-East Feliciana should be considered and linked to new
bridge at St. Francisville and 1-49

Central corridor that crosses Joor Rd. and Sullivan Rd. will eliminate access (J.H.
Sullivan tract); area has oil and gas treatment plant, active oil wells and many pipelines
Lovett Rd. proposal in Central will split family land and destroy sensitive wetlands

Prefer southern corridor around Central that parallels Florida Blvd. (2 similar comments)
Place Central route in more rural area

Corridor should be placed in 50-75 year target area; community will grow to the loop (3
similar comments)

Routes affecting Spanish Lake and Brush Swamp should be eliminated

LA 30 should be expanded to interstate capacity

No omitted corridors should be reconsidered

A north-south route should be considered (1 similar comment)

Connection between 1-49 and I-55 should be considered

There should be no corridor around or through Central

Against all routes except extreme northern and extreme southern corridors; think long-
term (1 similar comment)

I-10 Mississippi River bridge should cross the river at Iberville Parish

Environmental, socioeconomic or other concerns

If project is shorter and cheaper, go through the swamp

Spanish Lake and swamp area should be preserved (3 similar comments)

Loop will destroy diversity of Baton Rouge by moving toward a homogenous environment
Make traffic better

Avoid historical and environmental areas such as Alligator Bayou and Bayou Manchac (1
similar comment)

Should considered rising fuel costs and impact on traffic patterns and needs

Preserve ecosystems

Do not harm current viable neighborhoods (1 similar comment)

Least disruption as possible

Shoe Creek and Beaver Creek alternative will break up two family units (3 similar
comments)

Shoe Creek and Beaver Creek alternative will disrupt wetland area (2 similar comments)
Central route would destroy family dental business on Sullivan Rd.

Property values and quality of life would be destroyed by loop

Protect sites on National Register of Historic Places; Section 106 reviews will be
necessary

Protect Cinclare Sugar Mill

Green Tree Reservoir in West Baton Rouge Parish (west of Hwy. 1) must be protected
Must protect bald eagles and other endangered wildlife

Other comments, questions or concerns

Build another bridge across the Mississippi River

Southern loop should be completed first

Where is the data (distance of routes, cost per mile of various routes, etc)?

Route elimination matrix should be on the website

Cost and timelines presented are likely not realistic; similar to Audubon Bridge and Amite
Diversion Canal



Exhibit 30

BR Loop East Baton Rouge Parish Comments

e Unable to hear speakers because of large crowd; acoustics were very poor in meeting

location

The loop is the best thing that has ever happened to Baton Rouge

Keep toll collections out of Baton Rouge’s center

Bike and pedestrian path across Mississippi River should be considered

Solve problems of the future and not of the past

Allow Central community to have more input

Concerned about collecting tolls from Central community

Against tolls and refuse to pay

Engineers are blowing with the wind and playing the political game

East Baton Rouge Parish has funded project and stacked the committees with people

from East Baton Rouge to destroy other communities and not their own

If state puts up this much money, future of Greater Baton Rouge will be at risk (1 similar

comment)

Skyrocketing property costs in Central will make project expensive

Do not feel concerns are being heard; concerns are discouraged

No one in Central is in favor of project

Toll generation seems to be the biggest concern of engineers

Afraid other projects beneficial to Central will be stopped (Hooper Rd. improvements,

Magnolia bridge and Central Thruway) at the expense of the loop

e Baton Rouge has been reactive instead of proactive and solutions are often obsolete
before they are ever built

22 comment forms submitted
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BR Loop Ascension Parish Comments

BR Loop Public Scoping Meeting Open House
Ascension Parish Comments

Project purpose and need

Alleviate traffic (enhance traffic flow) in and around Baton Rouge (50 similar comments)
Traffic Control (5 similar comments)

Bypass for Baton Rouge (14 similar comments)

Unnecessary; destroy communities and homes; opposed to Loop; not logical (29 similar
comments)

Correct historical shortsightedness (2 similar comments)

Loop will not alleviate traffic problems in Prairieville (2 similar comments)

Loop will not alleviate traffic problems

Does not help residents of Ascension Parish (4 similar comments)

Transfer traffic to Prairieville

Relieve traffic to Ascension

Make Baton Rouge “more attractive”

Get to I-10 faster

Attract business to the state

Open an alternate East — West route

Mississippi River West Bank economic development

Locals using I-10/I-12 as surface streets

Improve regional traffic at an affordable cost

Population growth (3 similar comments)

Reduce wear on inner city roads (4 similar comments)

Eliminate Plaquemine Ferry

Improve access to Baton Rouge Airport

Attract growth South of Gonzales

‘Bright ideas to take home and property’

No clue/not sure (6 similar comments)

Great idea; support

Purpose is to make money for investors

Money should be spent on widening I-10 and I-12/building another Miss. River bridge
Necessitated due to poor planning and lack of state spending (4 similar comments)

Range of alternatives considered

Improve and/or widen existing roads/highways (general) (9 similar comments)
Improve and/or widen I-10 (26 similar comments)

Improve and/or widen 1-12 (13 similar comments)

Improve and/or widen U.S. 190

Improve and/or widen Hwy 73 (21 similar comments)

Improve and/or widen Hwy 42 (22 similar comments)

Improve and/or widen U.S. 61 (16 similar comments)

Improve and/or widen Hwy 621

Improve and/or widen Hwy 70

Improve and/or widen Nicholson (Hwy 30) (9 similar comments)
Improve and/or widen Hwy 447 in Livingston Parish

Widen I-10 from Prairieville to Siegen Lane (2 similar comments)
Widen 1-10 bridge in Baton Rouge

Consider mass transit (19 similar comments)



Exhibit 30

BR Loop Ascension Parish Comments

Elevated Expressway over |-10/I-12 (‘double-deck’) instead of loop (12 similar comments)
Build Mississippi River bridge at St. Gabriel (2 similar comments)

Build Mississippi River bridge South of Addis to reduce traffic on LA 1 b/t 1-10 and Addis
Plan route between Sid Richardson and Shintech

Alternate loop joining O’Neal, Perkins, Greenwell Springs, Airline, Florida, and LSU area
Build new bridge over Mississippi River (3 similar comments)

City train system

Corridor should not be placed through densely populated parts of Ascension (2 similar
comments)

Use corridor in least populated areas and connect from populated areas using highways
Least populated/undeveloped areas should be considered first (16 similar comments)
Utilize least rural areas

Conduct survey of those using main arteries into Baton Rouge to determine effectiveness
North — South 1-10/1-12 connection at the Eastern Project Boundary

Expand and improve surface streets

No Loop

Make improvements to current roads (22 similar comments)

Work with railroad companies and build over tracks (2 similar comments)

Build hwy. connecting I-10 and Interstate

Extend Hwy 44 into Livingston Parish

Route traffic through White Castle to Gramercy Bridge and back to I-10

Create a North Loop around Baton Rouge-Truck Route

Move the south loop corridors to the Luling Bridge/Sunshine Bridge

Utilize Hwy 1 and Hwy 3127 to go west of Vacherie and to access I-10

Relocate newcomers (12 similar comments)

Corridor alternatives

Use Hwy. 30 loop (4 similar comments)

Route West of River, South of St. Gabriel (3 similar comments)

Hwy 30 route is broader and encompasses Gonzales (2 similar comments)
Use Hwy 30 corridor out to Sorrento

Pass through cane fields West of River (5 similar comments)

Utilize Sunshine Bridge (4 similar comments)

Use right-of-ways in Gonzales or Donaldsonville and not use Prairieville
Loop placement further North

Build loop farther out (4 similar comments)

Build loop South of Gonzales and cut back through Livingston

Build loop in East Baton Rouge, not in Prairieville (6 similar comments)
Route loop across the Amite River from Prairieville

Route loop South between Sorrento and LaPlace (3 similar comments)
Loop should be further North from Walker to I-10

Move corridor farther East from Walker to limit homes destroyed

Moved East and North of Livingston Parish Economic Development Council Industrial
Park to Eastern project boundary then connect I-12

Reevaluate Prairieville area

Corridor South of Donaldsonville, North of Baker (3 similar comments)
New route paralleling Nicholson Ext.

Build at Sunshine Bridge (2 similar comments)

Extend project boundaries

Loop South of Gonzales

Corridor between Hwy. 74 and SM429 should be eliminated
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Eliminate corridor along Hwy 431 to Hwy 931 and Hwy 429 and Weber Rd. due to three
surrounding schools

Corridor rerouted to non developed areas

Complete and connect 3127 to gain extra traffic for economic feasibility (1 similar
comment)

End South Loop at I-10

Southern corridor should be used (4 similar comments)

Revisit the River Ridge

Four-lane I-10, I-12, Airline Hwy., Hwy. 190, Hwy. 16 (4 similar comments)

Utilize Hwy. 30 south across I-10 south of Cabela’s to I-12 near Walker

Utilize Hwy. 22, 42 and 63 route for loop between 1-10 and 1-12

Create a parallel route to Hwy. 30 from parish line to parish line

Create a corridor running between Hwy. 42 in Ascension Parish and Hoo Shoo Too Road
in East Baton Rouge Parish

Environmental, socioeconomic or other concerns

Concern for families losing homes/land; possible loss/value of property and/or home (37
similar comments)

Historic Oaks (13 similar comments)

Concern about possible harmful environmental impact on Spanish Lake, Bluff Swamp
and Alligator Bayou (65 similar comments)

Hazardous cargo passing through subdivisions (2 similar comments)

‘Buy-out “transplants” from Baton Rouge, New Orleans, etc.

Crossing over Wetlands (3 similar comments)

Disrupts/destroys community (16 similar comments)

Pollution concerns (2 similar comments)

Schools impacted (8 similar comments)

Southern most portion impacts 3 schools and 3 parks and businesses

Cost concerns for using the loop

Interfere with new school being built

Adversely affect Madison Oaks, Staffordshire, North Corbin Estates, & Carroll Ave.
subdivisions

Ascension Parish ecosystem

Ancient Cypress

Foul habitats

Concerns for ecology at Swamp Lake

Concern for school zones due to population fluctuations

“finger” corridor would only serve travelers to West of Baton Rouge

Drainage problems

Additional routes promote development in flood prone areas

Impact on fire coverage in Prairieville

Destruction of ‘Robert Penn Warren House’ (4 similar comments)

Historic Landmarks affected

Bayou Manchac corridor intrudes Galveztown Historic Fort Site

Benefit of eliminating Ferry

St. Amant elevation too low for loop construction

Consider future population distributions sure to develop South of Prairieville and
Gonzales

Allow for future growth (5 similar comments)

Homeland Security issue should keep the loop away from the plants on Hwy. 30
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Build the loop away from densely populated areas of residential homes and businesses
(12 similar comments)
Destruction of the cultural heritage/aesthetic quality of the area

Other comments, questions or concerns

Concern about being forced to attend new school

Revoke Ascension Parish’s right to issue building permits

Loop is a mistake (2 similar comments)

Cost seems higher on current proposed route, should be moved East (3 similar
comments)

No benefit to residential taxpayers

Community benefit should outweigh costs; too costly (2 similar comments)
Cost of land acquisition will be high

Impact on Hwy. 431 in St. Amant

Destroy subdivisions along Hwy. 42 (2 similar comments)

Won't use toll road (3 similar comments)

Evaluate the impact of having to pay tolls

Wishes comments could be left on website

Loop no longer a viable option (2 similar comments)

Concern for hazardous cargo

Provide better notice of proposed routes

Don't use the Old Jefferson/Hwy 42 route

Against toll

Concern over being displaced (12 similar comments)

Improve the zoom feature on the ‘potential corridors’ on the internet

Potential for hazards is enormous and should be addressed

Explore other options besides loop

Add DOTD to planning team

Unwanted growth in Ascension (45 similar comments)

Clearing St. Gabriel oil field will be costly (2 similar comments)

Hwy. 42 corridor will convert residential area to commercial (2 similar comments)
State is refusing to improve Hwy. 42 (2 similar comments)

Southern Loop will not be used (limited value in a loop through Ascension) (2 similar
comments)

Have meeting in which speaker can answer questions for audience

Use Northern Loop and build leg between Livingston and Gonzales

Develop more local roads

Base planning on positive future economic impact after development in rural areas
Impact on property tax in Ascension Parish

Widen Hwy. 42

Reduction in safety from loop placement in developed areas

Clearance over Amite River

Fled Baton Rouge to escape traffic now being routed into Prairieville (3 similar
comments)

May create traffic problems during loop construction

Baton Rouge traffic problems should not be brought to Ascension

Ascension should not fix a Baton Rouge problem (3 similar comments)

Don’'t make decision based on easiest way to pay for it

Won't prevent wrecks/stalls that cause delays on 1-10/1-12

Will not relieve West Baton Rouge traffic on Hwy 1

Concern for destroying houses in high elevation areas
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Scope of project impacts more people than realized

Hwy. 431 corridor would affect 2 major schools, churches, and cemeteries
Include current road upgrades (Hwy. 42) to determine overall impact

Hwy. 42 corridor is ill-advised

Investigate Ascension Parish officials for profiting from loop

Mass transit is the answer

Politicians need to stand up and do the right thing regarding the loop (2 similar
comments)

Fix the loop server, it takes too much time to down load a map

e Fear over state government ceasing their home

There will be no other land to purchase in Prairieville if we are forced to relocate (2
similar comments)

| am afraid my property value will suffer due to the loop (3 similar comments)
Please make a decision as soon as possible

Crime rate will jump in Ascension Parish because of the loop

Highway 30 Gonzales to LSU is overloaded and dangerous

Use Federal Matching funds to increase capacity of I-10 and 1-12

Residents were recently displaced with Hurricane Katrina

Historic sites will be affected

Corridors should be located outside of highly populated areas

Build a true loop which would really encircle Baton Rouge, not through Prairieville where
this would only aggravate congestion

204 comment forms submitted
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BR Loop Livingston Parish Comments

BR Loop Public Scoping Meeting Open House
Livingston Parish Comments

Project purpose and need

Improve traffic through Livingston Parish (25 similar comments)

Improve traffic through Baton Rouge area (28 similar comments)

Project has no purpose

Growth of undeveloped areas (8 similar comments)

Project will not benefit the rural areas

For politicians to make money off of development along the interstate

Revenue gain for East Baton Rouge, Livingston Parish, West Baton Rouge, etc.
Neglectful expansion of subdivision speculators and uncontrolled land development
Correct poor planning from 20 years ago

To generate revenue for toll facility

Increase community environment inside loop

Safety

Alternate evacuation route

Range of alternatives considered

Improve existing infrastructure (65 similar comments)

Build new bridge across the Amite River

Mass transit (car pools, rail, bus service) (4 similar comments)

Should be elevated roadway to not interfere with existing interchanges (6 similar
comments)

Use contra-flow on interstates during peak hours

Toll road is not needed

Use design/build construction methods and innovative financing like other states do

Corridor alternatives

Other corridors should be considered (2 similar comments)

Eastern corridor should be moved farther east in less populated area (10 similar
comments)

Corridor near LA 447 should be moved; goes through large subdivision

Original corridor east of LA 447 should be reconsidered (9 similar comments)

The southern northern route should be eliminated

Northern route is the best (10 similar comments)

Northern route is good for Watson (11 similar comments)

Route should be near Ascension where population lives

LA 1032 (4-H Road) alternative should be deleted

Route between Darker’s and Gordon Lane would not help

Loop should be routed toward St. Helena due to rapid growth of Walker

Loop should join O’Neal, Perkins, Greenwell Springs, Airline Highway and Florida Blvd.
(34 similar comments)

Extend project east of Livingston Economic Development Park (19 similar comments)
Build project east of LA 449 with Satsuma Medical Center coming (7 similar comments)
Project should be outside of city limits

Corridor south of I-12 between 1-12 and Port Vincent should be reconsidered

South Walker Road alternative should be eliminated (2 similar comments)

Outer northern corridor should be reconsidered (4 similar comments)
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Local bridge from Watson to Central that would connect LA 1019 and Hooper Rd.
Project should cross LA 16 just east of Walker South junction

Loop should not be built, only bypasses around the city are needed
South Walker should be avoided (4 similar comments)

Loop should be built through Satsuma (2 similar comments)

Go through Feliciana parishes with northern loop

Extend Hooper Road via a bridge across the Amite River

North loop should be eliminated

Extend S. Harrels Ferry Road

Extend Morgan Road to LA 1028

Extend Planchet Road to North College Street

Loop should go over the city, not around the city

Loop should parallel Arnold Road (LA 1025)

Toll spur to connect to Juban Road extension is needed

Environmental, socioeconomic or other concerns

Avoid as many homes/people as possible (55 similar comments)

Proposed corridors disrupt lives of many people

Avoid homes and subdivisions

Environmental concerns are a distant second concern (4 similar comments)
Property value will suffer (11 similar comments)

Swamps near Amite River crossing should be protected (2 similar comments)
Grays Creek Church and Felder Cemetery will be destroyed at current corridor
Keep cost to a minimum

Will create air pollution

Will create noise problem (7 similar comments)

Project will leave retired couples and widows in poor financial shape (5 similar
comments)

Project will destroy tranquil lifestyle

Wetlands north of Carrol Street should be protected (2 similar comments)
Smell from the dump is enough

Wild animals and their habitats will be uprooted (2 similar comments)

Danger to children

Keep road clean and environmentally-friendly (3 similar comments)

Lands have historical value

Will destroy woods used for hunting (3 similar comments)

Do not take cemeteries

Qil fields and pipelines should be avoided

Risk of chemical spills

Wetlands west of LA 449

Old Stafford Farm with cabin built in 1800’s and Stafford Cemetery along LA 449

Other comments, questions or concerns

South Fork subdivision is greatly opposed

Would like specific information of Pecan Creek subdivision

Should have more than one large map at meetings

Concerned about how close it will be to Waste Management landfill near Satsuma
Do not build road to nowhere

Detailed maps should be provided

Watson/Central route will not reduce traffic

Stay out of populated areas
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Loop is not answer to traffic problems

Bring this to a vote; it will fail

This project is only for investment purposes

Project is unnecessary (4 similar comments)

This is a Baton Rouge problem, not a Livingston problem (4 similar comments)

Loop will not benefit residents and taxpayers (11 similar comments)

Southfork and Hood Road community are against the project and encourage leaders to
prevent project from consuming area and displacing residents; project destroys present
growth; project should be moved one mile to the east in undeveloped area (98 petitioned
comments)

People will not pay a toll

Project will destroy LA 449 area and the town of Walker

Loop should be shifted east and along the north side of the Livingston Parish Industrial
Park before making connection to I-12 between Satsuma and LA 63 interchanges (111
petitioned comments)

Areas like Central that do not want project should not get interchanges and exits that will
promote economic growth

Project is needed; impressed with public meetings and size of project

Has additional infrastructure needed for displaced residents been considered in financial
estimate?

Project should follow route of least resistance

Livingston should be able to vote on project

Locals will not use loop, only those traveling through the city

Economic benefit should not be the primary justification for project

I’'m too old to pack up and move

Team should seek more input from public through mail-outs, etc.

There is already too much change in our parish

Businesses will suffer as a result of the Loop

Should review Rep. Bodi White’s plan

Project is not good for the working class

Where has Mike Grimmer been during these meetings?

All three members of the Livingston Stakeholders Committee support the project

Please move the loop to take the new subdivision Meadow Lake; houses are falling apart
Project is 15 years late

Should either be called a loop or a bypass, not both

Some people will be unhappy but that is the price of progress

Property owners taken by loop should be granted lifetime passes to travel toll facility
Bike lanes should be included

Sound barrier walls should be built
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BR Loop Public Scoping Meeting Open House
Iberville Parish Comments

Project purpose and need

Alleviate traffic in and around Baton Rouge (5 similar comments)
Increase traffic flow for hurricane evacuation

Freeing existing roadways for local use

Provide enhanced access from east bank of river to the west bank
Enhance development in suburban areas

Provide traffic access to Georgia Gulf, Shintech and Dow chemical plants
Provide workers in Livingston access to chemical plants on west bank

Range of alternatives considered

e Concern about passing too close to Strategic Oil Reserve and four neighborhoods east of
the reserve (200 homes); would work if passes west of reserve or east of Enterprise Rd.

e Add lanes to existing roads in and around Baton Rouge (1 similar comment)

e Widen existing infrastructure without hidden tax burden (tolls) on citizens

Corridor alternatives

Place bridge in Iberville Parish (3 similar comments)

Corridor #21 (bridge in Iberville connecting to LA 30 to Gonzales) should be reconsidered
Move new Mississippi River bridge as far away as possible from existing I-10 bridge
Reinstate eliminated bridge south of St. Gabriel and north of Point Clear

Alignment should pass through lands already owned by the state near St. Gabriel

Environmental, socioeconomic or other concerns

Do not take open land that has been in families for generations

Avoid sugarcane production fields

Avoid as many residences as possible (2 similar comments)

Avoid as many businesses as possible

Preserve natural beauty of the environment

Design structures to complement environment

Faster traffic causes less pollution and environmental impact

Protect prehistoric village of Bayou Goula and archeological sites, etc; place loop at least
five miles away

Other comments, questions or concerns

e Baton Rouge loop is needed; | support the project (2 similar comments)

e Should remove eliminated corridors from map; makes map too busy

e Property compensation should be more than generous because real estate is more than
house but are homes and livelihoods that can never be replaced

e Other areas have multiple bridges while Iberville has no bridge

e West Baton Rouge does not need additional bridge

e What will happen if the alignment goes through my property?

10 comment forms submitted
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BR Loop Public Scoping Meeting Open House
West Baton Rouge Parish Comments

Project purpose and need

Alleviate traffic in and around Baton Rouge (34 similar comments)
Reduce traffic on I-10/I-12 (13 similar comments)

Relieve traffic on LA 1 (9 similar comments)

Stimulate economic growth through job creation (3 similar comments)
Plan for future population growth

Hurricane evacuation (3 similar comments)

Save gasoline

Reduce accidents

Divert and diffuse unnecessary traffic

Truck traffic is greater than capacity (2 similar comments)

Allow truck traffic to bypass Baton Rouge (4 similar comments)
Provide easier access to suburbs and smaller communities
Create profit

Create access to Pinnacle Casino

Range of alternatives considered

Consider a true loop; large area (18 similar comments)

Improve capacity of existing facilities (7 similar comments)

Third bridge in West Baton Rouge does not make sense (43 similar comments)

Build new bridge near or south of Plaquemine for economic growth; Iberville wants bridge

(49 similar comments)

Require trucks use loop

Move starting point farther west and north (3 similar comments)

Elevated structure above interstates (5 similar comments)

Schools, airports

Close Washington St. exit (3 similar comments)

North loop to connect I-12 and I-10

South loop far south to aid in evacuation

Range of alternatives is adequate

Just build a bridge first and see if congestion will be reduced

Iberville crossing will help land regional airport (2 similar comments)

Plaguemine residents have least amount of alternatives to cross river

Alternate route to circle Baton Rouge

Eliminate corridor entering south Baton Rouge that is already congested

Closet bridge south of Baton Rouge is Donaldsonville; need another

Southern route should not be too far south to cut off access to south Baton Rouge

Put loop in Livingston Parish

Place alignment in less populated areas

Loop should be 60 miles out of any populated area

Studies that reflect impact to other areas in addition to Baton Rouge

Elimination of two ferries at Plaguemine makes economical sense; allocate savings for 10

years to pay for the project (1 similar comment)

¢ Develop Baton Rouge limited access roads such as Highway 30, Florida Blvd, Airline
Hwy, Hooper Rd.

e Addis bridge location should pass between Shintech and Myhand Park
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Evaluate all exits on interstate system to alleviate traffic
Mass transit and car pool system

Corridor alternatives

| am pleased with current alternatives

Widen LA 1 to and from I-10 bridge to promote traffic flow

Reconsider the Addis crossing

Brusly and Addis crossings need to be eliminated (41 similar comments)

LA 415 expansion to Plaguemine and White Castle (3 similar comments)

Corridor between Addis and Plaguemine might be a possibility (2 similar comments)
South of Addis through abandoned Co-Polymer plant site

US 190 route should be eliminated; cost of bridge rehab would be too expensive
Most northern route should be explored (2 similar comments)

Use existing Sunshine Bridge (2 similar comments)

Follow levee to Australia Point on west bank and cross river south of Baton Rouge
Ferry site can be site for new bridge

Consider use of Audubon Bridge

Bridge should be half the distance between Baton Rouge and Sunshine Bridge; only
bridge I will support

Southeast corridor is not needed if infrastructure limited access improvements were
made

Cinclare crossing is most logical site to alleviate traffic

Environmental, socioeconomic or other concerns

Emily Drive alternative near Antonio Plantation should be eliminated as it will disturb
Cinclare Sugar Mill (National Historic Site) (30 similar comments)

Emily Drive alternative near Antonio Plantation will be too close to Brusly High School
and Brusly Middle School (33 similar comments)

South Plaguemine bridge choice will have least impact on neighborhoods and families
Minimal human impact on all local residents and their homes (33 similar comments)
Minimal impact to businesses

Minimize property purchases and relocations

Minimize impact to environment (7 similar comments)

Minimize impact to existing and planned development (1 similar comment)

Strategic Oil Reserve and salt domes need to be considered

Spanish Lake preservation (1 similar comment)

Higher crime (8 similar comments)

Pollution, hazardous material (10 similar comments)

Avoid congested areas like LSU

Avoid chemical corridor

Avoid Green Tree Reservoir built by USACOE west of Cinclare to improve bird habitat (1
similar comment)

Brusly crossing would kill community

West Baton Rouge crossing would eliminate wetlands and inhibit drainage

Remove greatest traffic from congested areas

West Baton Rouge residents chose to live there because of semi-rural lifestyle; loop will
destroy that lifestyle

Minimize noise (11 similar comments)

Development at busy interchanges tends to be poor

Alignment should run in less dense area
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Significant impact to wealthy landowners who pay majority of taxes in West Baton Rouge
Addis crossing will affect Hebert House and Sandbar Plantation, both of historic register
Corridor should not be near any school, growing community or historical landmark (1
similar comment)

West Baton Rouge loop portion will destroy 36 acres of wetlands per mile with 300 feet
right-of-way

Green belts and sound walls should be considered to mitigate noise, environmental
impacts

Corridor should be raised to allow for wildlife to cross and natural drainage to occur
Choose route that will allow for greatest growth

Choose route that will allow for efficient evacuation

Historical sites should be avoided (31 similar comments)

Other comments, questions or concerns

West Baton Rouge locals will not pay toll to cross bridge near Cinclare; too close to
existing bridge (6 similar comments)

Iberville Parish route will be traveled by plant workers (2 similar comments)

Keep politics out of final decision

West Baton Rouge is just now recovering from construction of the I-10 bridge

West Baton Rouge bridge will give access to Pinnacle Entertainment development; will
destroy Brusly community (1 similar comment)

Have meetings later in the day or on weekends to accommodate working class
Engineers only worried about getting I-10 “bleed off” and are forcing West Baton Rouge
river crossing

| have no problem with loop coming through my town of Addis but would like to see
discussion with subdivisions

Concerned about property values (15 similar comments)

Plaguemine crossing would eliminate ferry crossings

West Baton Rouge should not suffer to alleviate traffic in Baton Rouge

Addis/Brusly crossing would destroy three new developments with $20M+ value

Loop is not needed

Need further clarification on Tier 1 vs. Tier 2

Was not notified of meeting date and location

Requested but have not received information on traffic count between Cinclare and
Intracoastal Canal

Land is not stable enough in West Baton Rouge; sand boils occur with high water
Agree something needs to be done with traffic but not in Brusly

Do not kill towns and communities

Concerned about entrance/exit ramps in West Baton Rouge; consider site at Rosedale
Rd if limited to through traffic

Project is greatly needed (3 similar comments)

Spurs were not presented to demonstrate how traffic may be alleviated

This is a Baton Rouge problem; should not be dumped on neighboring parishes (2 similar
comments)

Alternatives look like a maze instead of a loop

Loop idea is 20 years late; we now must play catch-up

More people will pay toll in Plaguemine; would save gas and money

Bridge at Plaquemine would provide New Orleans easy evacuation access

Ferry never works in Plaquemine

The community should vote, not the politicians

Project will be nowhere near $4 billion proposed price tag

No confidence in another new project
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No one will drive 50 miles extra with price of gasoline

Public meeting information was conflicting

Willing to pursue legal action to stop the project

Use common sense and logic when deciding route

Project is 20 years overdue; shameful it has taken this long for the capital city

Route locations should be determined based on private investor commitments not on
alleviating traffic in the short term

The need is imperative

Voting members should not be allowed to vote if they own property in a proposed corridor
For the project 200 percent and live next to Cinclare site

76 comment forms submitted
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Elected Official Briefing Summary September 7, 2007

The BR Loop Team, on behalf of the City-Parish Baton Rouge Department of Public Works
(DPW) held an Elected Official Briefing on September 7", 2007 at the State Capitol to brief
elected officials on the status of the BR Loop Implementation Plan. State, Parish and City
Elected Officials representing East Baton Rouge, West Baton Rouge, Livingston, Ascension and
Iberville Parishes were invited to attend. Approximately 65 elected officials and citizens were in
attendance. The purpose of the briefing was to present the initial proposed corridors being
developed for the 12 month Implementation Plan. Elected Officials were encouraged to provide
input on the information and corridors presented.

Meeting Format

The meeting format consisted of a presentation followed by a question and answer period.
Opening remarks from Mayor Kip Holden, Walter Monsour, and Parish Presidents Mike
Grimmer and Pee Wee Berthelot were followed by a presentation from the BR Loop Team. The
presentation focused on the project overview, environmental constraints summary, agency
coordination, community involvement, financing options and proposed corridors. After the
presentation, attendees were participated in a question and answer session. A summary of the
guestions/answers and comments are below.

Questions/Answers and Comments

Q. Will there be other public hearings throughout the process?
A. Yes, in January or February there will be a second round of public meetings.

Q. After the first map was published in the Advocate, | began receiving phone calls from people
wanting to stop the project.

A. The process for the corridor refinement is to begin eliminating some corridors that may not be
feasible. The corridors are preliminary in nature and are currently conceptual. We have not had
public input yet.

Q. How many years in the future will be traffic modeled for? What will be the projected growth?

C. Some of the routes are going within areas the Louisiana Airport Authority wants to build our
multi-modal project. We want to let you know that we have population projections and studies
for your consideration. We are using a public-private partnership.

Q. French Settlement is concerned regarding the corridor that appears to be going right through
the village. What are you doing to not destroy our village?
A. The Team is taking all concerns forward and will utilize input to refine corridors.

C. You will need to consider flooding concerns.
C. Thank you for the awesome presentation. | want to let other parishes know what is
happening here and how they can benefit from the loop. | want to offer my services for any help

that | can provide.

C. The loop may also be able to incorporate spurs to major development and population
centers.
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BR LOOP ELECTED OFFICIALS BRIEFING
JANUARY 29, 2008

TO: BR LOOP PROJECT TEAM
FROM: BRYAN JONES, HNTB CORPORATION

Below is a brief summary of comments/questions from legislative participants at today’s briefing:

Sen. Rob Marionneaux (Gross Tete) — questioned the overall cost of the project; realized early
stage of project but requested a rough estimate

Sen. Bill Cassidy (Baton Rouge) — concerned that the BR Loop would not alleviate traffic on
surface streets in Baton Rouge, namely Bluebonnet, Perkins, Seigan and Coursey

Sen. Dale Erdey (Livingston) — voiced concern that BR Loop would not provide upgraded
corridors to the highly-populated inner area of the proposed project boundaries; questioned what
project would do to ease commute for Ascension travelers

Rep. Pat Smith (Baton Rouge) — requested more information on mitigation of displaced residents
and access to affordable housing for those impacted by construction; also questioned upgrading
of arterial streets with respect to the Green Light Program and maintenance responsibilities for
those streets

Rep. Avon Honey (Baton Rouge) — requested exact number of displaced people as soon as
project team has estimate and suggested meeting with those people in small groups who will be
impacted by the project

Rep. Bodi White (Denham Springs) — suggested presenting information to more people; also
guestioned whether loop is far enough out with exploding growth in Baton Rouge area



Exhibit 34




Exhibit 34

EXECUTIVE
COMMITTEE

5 Parish Presidents

STAKEHOLDERS
COMMITTEE

cost
estimates

engineering
design

environmental
feasibility

traffic &
revenue

Project Manager

Deputy Project Manager

PROJECT TEAM TASKS

schedule &

process &
mechanisms

ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

finance

public & agency
outreach

implementation
plan




Exhibit 34




Exhibit 34




Exhibit 34

Composite
Constraints




Exhibit 34




Exhibit 34

Opportunities to weave the Loop
into the fabric of the community

Planners call these:
Context Sensitive
Solutions

Landmark River Bridge




Exhibit 34

BRLoop.com

First Round of Public Meetings — September 2007
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www.BRlLoop.com

FACT SHEET

PROGRAM OVERVIEW

East Baton Rouge Parish funded the development of an Implementation Plan for a traffic loop
around the City of Baton Rouge to relieve traffic congestion in our growing region. Since May 2007,
the Project Team has been working to determine, among other things, the Loop corridor and
financing models for construction.

The process has been managed by the Loop Executive Committee, which consists of the Parish
Presidents of Ascension, East Baton Rouge, Iberville, Livingston, and West Baton Rouge Parishes.
Additionally, Stakeholder and Advisory committees have met regularly to provide valuable feedback
and ensure that agencies, communities or organizations impacted by development of the BR Loop
have opportunity for input into the planning process.

Components of the Implementation Plan include:
e Location
e Assessment of traffic and revenue potentials
e Develop financing plan
e Develop phasing plan for construction
e Public outreach and community involvement

As the Project advances into the Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) phase, the Project
Team will continue to evaluate the corridor alternatives for environmental, socioeconomic and other
impacts and select a single BR Loop corridor.

Components of the Tier 1 EIS include:

e Draft EIS document

e Public hearing(s)

e Final EIS document

¢ Record of Decision (to select single corridor)

HISTORY

A loop system for Baton Rouge to supplement Interstates 10 and 12 has been considered for
decades and studied extensively, in the mid-1990’s, again in the late 1990s for a southern bypass

BR Loop Fact Sheet, p 1
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and most recently in 2004 for a northern bypass.

Among the reasons Louisiana has not constructed bypasses has been the lack of funding for large
public infrastructure projects. Traditional financing sources for transportation projects, which include
state and federal gas taxes, have been unable to keep up with transportation demands, a common
national trend for large highway projects. In communities such as Baton Rouge, which has a high
growth rate and ever-increasing traffic congestion, the need is critical for new financing models.

East Baton Rouge and surrounding parish leaders recognize the demands on the current highway
system and are exploring new models of finance, including tollways.

INNOVATIVE FINANCING
Perhaps the most important element in current plans to move forward on the Baton Rouge Loop is
that opportunities for financing are in place that have not been available in the past.

These new financing opportunities have been made available by the legislature in the form of both
the Transportation Mobility Fund and Public-Private Partnership legislation passed in the 2006
session. These innovative financing tools are being used in other states to develop needed mega-
projects that cannot be developed by traditional means of financing. They are geared towards using
toll revenues (user fees) as the driving force to assembling a viable comprehensive financing
package.

As Louisiana moves forward with these new financing models, it is important for the Baton Rouge
Loop program to be a top priority in terms of grants from the Mobility Fund and for consideration of
private investments.

NO ROADS, SLOW ROADS, OR TOLL ROADS...

The Louisiana Legislature recognizes that new models of roadway finance are needed, too. State
legislation was enacted in Louisiana in 1997, 2001 and 2003 regarding the creation of toll
authorities to plan, design, construct, and operate toll roads. This legislation includes a bill that
permits the formation of local toll authorities for any Parish or contiguous Parishes in the state
(1997), the Louisiana Transportation Authority (LTA) which has statewide jurisdiction for toll roads
(2001), and the LMEC toll authority charged specifically with implementing a loop around Lafayette
(2003). These actions by the legislature indicate an understanding and recognition of the need for
highway improvements in Louisiana and the lack of funding available from traditional sources to
implement these improvements.

PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP (PPP) LEGISLATION

In 2006 Act 304 became law providing the opportunity for private investment in Louisiana’s
transportation system. This legislation provides another tool to develop comprehensive financing
arrangements and new methods of project delivery. The PPP approach, like the Mobility Fund, will
be geared to projects that are viable as toll road projects. The PPP legislation can be used in
combination with the Mobility Fund legislation and other financing components to help craft creative
financing packages.

BR Loop Fact Sheet, p 2
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PROJECT SCHEDULE FOR BR LOOP

BR Loop Fact Sheet, p 3
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS

The official public scoping meetings will provide information and solicit public input and comments
on the BR Loop project. Five public scoping meetings are being held February 25 — March 3 from
4:00 — 7:00 p.m. in each potentially affected parish at the following locations:

East Baton Rouge Parish — February 25, 2008
BREC Headquarters, 6201 Florida Blvd., Baton Rouge

Ascension Parish — February 26, 2008
Gonzales Civic Center, 219 South Irma Blvd, Gonzales

Livingston Parish — February 27, 2008
North Park Recreation Center, 30372 Eden Church Road, Denham Springs

West Baton Rouge Parish — February 28, 2008
Port Allen Community Center, 749 North Jefferson Avenue, Port Allen, LA

Iberville Parish — March 3, 2008
Plaguemine Civic Center, 24700 J. Gerald Berret Boulevard, Plaquemine, LA

BRLoop.com

VISIT THE BATON ROUGE LOOP WEBSITE FOR MORE INFORMATION
The BRLoop website can be a handy feature for staying current on the process, planning and
progress. Click on BRLoop.Com for the latest information:

Project and meeting schedules
Meeting reports

Current corridor Maps

Links to related sites

Contact for feedback and questions

BR Loop Fact Sheet, p 4
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Project Name Date of Meeting
BR Loop Implementation Plan July 5", 2007
C-P Project No. 07-PR-MS-0002
Location
LADOTD, Room 203A

Purpose of Meeting Time
Initial Agency Coordination with 10:00AM to 12:00PM
FHWA and LADOTD

Meeting Attendees
Representatives form FHWA, LADOTD, HNTB,
ABMB, and URS (see attached)

MEETING SUMMARY

1. Welcome

Bryan Harmon welcomed everyone to the meeting and explained the importance of the BR Loop project
and the City’'s commitment to developing an Implementation Plan.

2. Introductions — Bob Schmidt, HNTB

3. Explanation of Project Scope

Bob Schmidt (HNTB) explained the Project Scope discussing the importance of collaborating early on in
the process with the FHWA and LADOTD. He also explained the intent during this initial stage to develop
an Implementation Plan that would develop a plan for financing and phasing. He mentioned that while
the project was in a feasibility phase and would not have a single chosen corridor, the project team will
need to focus on a limited number of corridors to conduct traffic and revenue estimates and determine
preliminary cost estimates.

Wes Bolinger (FHWA) was concerned with the term “Implementation Plan” and that it denotes having a
chosen corridor at the end of the project. Bryan Harmon (DPW) explained that the one major intention of
the Implementation Plan is to have a better understanding at the end of the project to determine a path to
move forward with an understanding of funding options.

With regards to pre-NEPA compliance, the project team intends to develop a draft Purpose & Need and a
range of alternatives. Bob Mahoney (FHWA) and Noel Ardoin (LADOTD) both stressed that these are to
be considered preliminary during this “Stage O” but can be rolled into the future NEPA phase. Wes
Bolinger (FHWA) asked what components of this study would be incorporated into a future NEPA phase.
Tom Hunter (URS) also explained that the intent of the team was to comply with the FHWA's guidance on
integrating NEPA and planning studies. Mr. Hunter explained that the project draft purpose and need
statement and the range of alternatives developed from this study would ideally be adopted by the future
NEPA phase. Bob Mahoney (FHWA) and Noel Ardoin (LADOTD) both reiterated that the work during this
stage can be utilized in the next phase but the project team must be open to accept new alternatives that
may be identified during the NEPA phase.

4. Public and Agency Involvement Scope

Krista Goodin (HNTB) explained the plan for public and agency involvement throughout the project. The
FHWA and LADOTD will be represented on the Advisory Committee and have the opportunity to attend
the two rounds of public meetings. The resource agencies will be invited to attend an Agency Kickoff
Meeting tentatively scheduled for the week of August 20", The draft Purpose & Need, the project scope
and draft Agency Coordination Plan will be presented to the agencies.
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Page 2 of 2
BR Loop Initial Coordination w/ FHWA and LADOTD
7/05/2007

There was discussion regarding the letter to invite agencies to the Agency Kickoff Meeting and how the
language should be worded. Bob Mahoney (FHWA) and Noel Ardoin (LADOTD) suggested that this
letter not use the term “pre-NEPA” in that it may confuse the resource agencies that the project team is
initiating the NEPA phase. Noel Ardoin confirmed that the letter inviting the agencies to participate in this
study need not contain any particular language to comply in the future with NEPA requirements related to
agency involvement. Bob Mahoney (FHWA) and Noel Ardoin’s (LADOTD) suggestion was that the
project team should invite the agencies to learn about the first phase of this project and the letter should
suggest that the team anticipates the agency will be a cooperating or participating agency during the
future NEPA phase. Bob Mahoney (FHWA) suggested the team contact the agencies directly by
telephone to discuss the scope of the project and get buy in from supervisors to encourage attendance at
the Agency Kickoff Meeting. It was suggested that phone calls with regulatory agency supervisors may
be beneficial to explain the benefit of this early agency involvement.

There was also some discussion regarding the planned public involvement opportunities. It was noted
that the first public involvement opportunity would allow the public to comment on the project draft
purpose and need and preliminary alternatives under consideration.

5. Discussion of Environmental/Pre-NEPA Compliance
Tom Hunter (URS) explained the environmental task for the first phase of the project.

Bob Mahoney (FHWA) asked if the DPW had any criteria for deciding a go or no go at the end of the
project. Bryan Harmon (DPW) explained that there was understanding that toll roads would not pay for
the entire road and that a key part of the Implementation Plan was to identify funding sources and
determine feasibility. Bob Mahoney (FHWA) asked if the DPW would be considering local resources.
Bryan Harmon (DPW) explained that that was not necessarily a resource but that all funding options
would be considered. Bob Schmidt (HNTB) explained that the road will not be paid for by tolls alone and
that the Implementation Plan will look at ways to make up the funding gap. Some options that may be
looked at include a local toll authority managing the toll road, a state toll authority managing the road,
Public-Private Partnerships, and/or the Mobility Fund. It was also noted that identification of corridors
during this stage will be useful for corridor preservation while the project moves forward to next phases.

Scott Nelson (FHWA) asked how the BR Loop Implementation Plan is different or similar for previous
studies and what happened with the other studies. Huey Dugas (CRPC) and Mike Bruce (ABMB)
explained that previous studies focused on portions of a loop and did not move forward for various
reasons. The BR Loop project will be able to utilize previous data gathered for those studies with the
intention of updating it with current available data (i.e. post hurricane traffic model and updated cost
estimates).

Wes Bolinger (FHWA) asked if LADOTD had performed feasibility studies that had a tolling component.
Noel Ardoin (LADOTD) mentioned that LA 1 was a toll road. Wes Bolinger (FHWA) asked what the public
perception on tolling may be. Mike Bruce (ABMB) explained that during previous studies and recent
public surveying, the public perception was that tolling new routes is not a problem, but tolling existing
routes would be a problem.

Noel Ardoin (LADOTD) requested that the project team contact Tony Ducote, Buddy Porta and Hossein
Ghara all of LADOTD regarding the Agency Kickoff Meeting. Noel Ardoin (LADOTD) also suggested that
resource agencies may have problems with the corridor going through the eastern part of the study area
due to wetlands and habitat concerns.

FOLLOW UP
e HNTB will email the project scope to FHWA and LADOTD for their records.

e HNTB will email an updated calendar to FHWA and LADOTD that is subject to change.
e HNTB will provide meeting notes and sign in sheet to meeting attendees.
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Project Name Date of Meeting
BR Loop Implementation Plan July 18", 2007
C-P Project No. 07-PR-MS-0002

Location

URS Metairie Office

Purpose of Meeting Time
Initial Agency Coordination with 10:00AM to 12:00PM
USACE - NOD and USCG

Meeting Attendees
Representatives from USACE, USCG, HNTB,
ABMB, and URS (see attached)

MEETING SUMMARY

1. Welcome

Bryan Harmon (DPW) welcomed everyone to the meeting and explained the importance of the BR Loop
project and the City’s commitment to developing an Implementation Plan. He also explained how the
team wanted to begin early coordination with the Corps of Engineers and the US Coast Guard.

2. Introductions

3. Explanation of Project Scope

Suzanne McCain (URS) explained the various aspects of the project scope to be conducted over 12
months including analyzing constraints, developing a traffic model and modeling the tolling aspect of the
loop. She also explained that as corridors are developed, they will eventually prioritized base on their
ability to garner funds.

4. Public and Agency Involvement Scope

Krista Goodin (HNTB) reviewed the handout explaining the Public and Agency Involvement opportunities
throughout the 12 month project. She also explained that the agencies will be invited to an upcoming
Agency Kickoff meeting to be held mid-late August.

5. Discussion of Potential MS River Crossings / Environmental Compliance

Tom Hunter (URS) explained the environmental evaluation portion of the project which will identify overall
key environmental issues and develop the corridors to help avoid or minimize impacts. He explained that
the loop will be crossing the Mississippi River at two locations, the Amite River at two locations and
potentially other waterways.

Scott Hoffeld (URS) explained that the team would be utilizing hydric soils, floodplains, wetland reserve
program properties, and cultural resources information to identify preliminary corridors for the new
roadway around Baton Rouge. Mr. Hoffeld asked if Martin Mayer (USACE) suggested any additional
constraints to use. Martin Mayer confirmed that hydric soils was a better layer to use to represent
wetlands than the National Wetland Inventory maps. He added that other than endangered species, the
noted layers were sufficient in his view, but emphasized the use of cultural resources in the preliminary
corridor evaluation. Some discussion regarding mitigation banks in the area resulted in the agreement
that Martin Mayer (USACE) would send the team the locations of mitigation banks and other
environmentally sensitive areas known by USACE Regulatory, once he receives a map of the project
boundary area. Mitigation banks on which Martin Mayer (USACE) will provide further information include
Bayou Paul, Bayou Chocktaw, Largo, Spanish Lake, and Bluff Swamp.
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Page 2 of 3
BR Loop Initial Coordination w/ USACE and USCG
7/18/2007

Mr. Hoffeld also noted that one of the areas of greatest concern was the Amite River, which is a Louisiana
scenic waterway and known to be inhabited in some reaches by federally-protected freshwater mussels.
Mr. Mayer confirmed the USACE’s concern related to impacts in riparian zones and concern related to
federally-protected freshwater mussels. Mr. Hoffeld emphasized that the team was taking opportunities in
the development of preliminary corridors to identify crossings of waterways where wetlands and
floodplains are relatively narrow and where a disturbed utility corridor or other exists. Mr. Hoffeld asked if
Mr. Mayer was aware of any reaches of the Amite that should be avoided. Mr. Mayer suggested that the
US Fish and Wildlife Service would be the agency which would provide such information related to
reaches inhabited with protected mussels although the Amite River Ecosystem Restoration Study was
completed by the USACE and may provide some information on planned restoration projects and
sensitive reaches of the Amite River. Later in the discussion, Mr. Mayer emphasized that the USACE will
evaluate the secondary and cumulative effects to wetlands from this project. Mr. Hoffeld noted that the
project will address these issues. He added, however, controlling land use is most effectively
accomplished locally through zoning and local ordinances. Mr. Hoffeld asked if the USACE had any good
examples of land use policies that had been enacted elsewhere to control induced land development in
marginal wetland areas and other. Mr. Mayer noted that the USACE had no examples to provide, but all
agreed that developing such policies would be beneficial and the most effective tool to control induced
land development.

Steve Wallace (ABMB) then explained the project boundary map. Mr. Wallace noted the inner urbanized
section of the project boundary area that the team was generally avoiding for preliminary corridor
development. He then noted the outer boundary and discussed the on-going corridor development, as
well as eleven (11) potential Mississippi River Bridge locations. Bart Marcules (USCG) suggested the
team also coordinate with the river pilots associations, tow boat operators and the Maritime Navigation
Safety Association (MSNA). Following this brief discussion, Mr. Hoffeld explained that Chris Rieder of the
New Orleans and Baton Rouge Steamship Association had conducted a very preliminary review of the
crossings, which Mr. Reider noted in an E-mail to Mr. Hoffeld must be investigated in further detail.
However, based on the preliminary comments from Mr. Rieder, Scott Hoffeld led the meeting attendees to
each of the proposed crossings, noting their particular concerns from Mr. Reider’s view. Potential new
Mississippi River crossings are located at Mississippi River Mile 245.5, 226.5, 225.75, 203.8, 203, 199.5,
185.5, 183, and additional spans at the US 190 Bridge (River Mile 234), 1-10 (River Mile 229) and the
Sunshine Bridge (River Mile 167.5). Other locations in close proximity to these crossings were also
discussed, as well. None of the crossings had issues that precluded their consideration; however, one
crossing was in the vicinity of an anchorage area and two others were located at the lower ends of
navigational crossings. Both issues must be further evaluated. It was also noted that the potential
crossing at River Mile 245.5 was outside of the NOBRA's jurisdiction, so no comments had been received
from Mr. Rieder. Bart Marcules mentioned that he would research whom the team could contact to get
more information regarding the anchorage areas.

Following the discussion of these potential Mississippi River bridge locations, Mr. Hoffeld asked
attendees if there were other crossing locations that had been considered in the past that the team should
now consider among those noted in the meeting. Attendees were unaware of any other potential bridge
locations that had been considered in the past. Mr. Wallace inquired if there were any other issues that
the team should be considering at this time for these crossings. Mr. Marcules noted that potential vessel
collisions must be factored into the design as was completed for the Mississippi River Bridge at Luling.
Mr. Steve Hague (HNTB) noted that vessel collisions would be factored into the design, appropriate for
the potential vessel based on the bridge location; i.e., barge tows upstream of US 190 and large vessels
downstream of US 190. Mr. Wallace also inquired if there were any issues for consideration for the
Intracoastal Waterway bridge crossing. It was agreed that because the entire channel would likely be
spanned, only vertical clearance would be of issue.
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FOLLOW UP
e Scott Hoffeld to provide Martin Mayer and Bart Marcules with a PDF of the project boundary.
e Martin Mayer (USACE) to provide Scott Hoffeld with locations of mitigation banks, and other

environmentally sensitive issues of which USACE Regulatory is aware within the project
boundary area map provided by URS.

e Consultant team will refine crossing locations for further discussion with USACE, USCG, NOBRA,
MNSA, and the Towboat Captains.

e Scott Hoffeld to provide graphic of constraints and crossing options of particular interest to Bart
Marcules (USCG)

e Bart Marcules (USCG) to provide Scott Hoffeld with USCG point of contact regarding anchorage
and fleeting area issues.

e Bart Marcules (USCG) to provide the Scott Hoffeld with a point of contact with Towboat Operators
for further coordination.

e Krista Goodin to coordinate with USACE and USCG attendees regarding upcoming agency kick-
off meeting.
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Mr. Blakemore explained that the USCG can change the anchorage area layout and use their eminent domain
powers for this purpose, but it invovies a number of approvals as with the bridge application review. The
District Commandor has final jurisdiction on anchorage areas. He explained that Bridge Act of 1946 basically
notes that all bridges are navigation hazards; however, he added that the USCG understands (as does the
industry) that bridges are necessary intermodal links. Mr. Blakemore explained that the 1995 floods resulted in
many vessel casualities, collissions, and allissions (impacts with immovable objects). Following the 1995 flood,
the USCG began to impose stict operational guidelines when the River stage was higher than 28 feet
(estimate). These guidelines include control of river traffic along crossings. He emphasized that the reach of
the Mississippi between I-10 and the Missouri Bend was a section of the Mississippi Rive of paticular concern
due to the entry of barge tows from the Intracoastal Waterway.

The anchorage area near River Mile 225 is the most northern deepwater anchorage south of I-10 and the Port
of Baton Rouge. To modify the anchorage area, the USCG will look at navigation safety issues through
coordination with NOBRA, Federal Pilots Association, Towning Industry, USACE, and MNSA, and MRMA
(Mississippi River Maritime Agency) — a trade association. If the USCG is satisfied that the change is safe and
feasible, an application for a USACE permit may then be made upoon which a public, “Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking” will be published for a 60-day comment period. Following this period and another 30 day period
for the USCG, the USCG will render its decision. Mr. Blakemore suggested that it usually takes 8 months for
such changes to be made. He is aware of anchorage areas being changed in the recent past, but none on the
Mississippi. He was also unaware of any requests that have been made to change an anchorage area on the
Mississippi during his tenure (last 3 years).

Mr. Blakemore explained that the Bridge Administrator's Office will then look at the location and NEPA
compliance. NEPA compliance need not be completed prior to coordination and preliminary approval, however.

Specific crossing options were informally presented and discussed. A bridge over the Red-Eye Crossing is a
possibility, but the bridge needs to be at least 2-3 miles from the centerpoint of the Missouri Bend. A bridge
over the anchorage area is also a possibility. Bridges in the bend are unacceptable. We need to be aware that
multiple ships / barge tows will be using the crossing areas at one time, so the vertical clearances need to be
wide. Review of the horizontal clearances of the Sunshine and Gramercy Wallace bridges suggests that
between 750’ is a good minimum planning width.

It was decided that the best plan of action was for the team to coordinate directly with the New Orleans Sector
of the USCG, which is led by Captain Lincoln Stroh. Mr. Blakemore will introduce the team to Mr. Stroh by E-
mail on which attendees will be copied. He also suggested contacting Chris Accardo (504-862-1417), Chief of
Operations at the New Orleans District, USACE. Mr. Blakemore noted that both the USCG New Orleans Sector
and the USACE will want to meet on the crossings. The content of the meeting was discussed. Mr. Blakemore
suggested presenting a preferred alternative along with others. The graphics should show the landside
constraints (e.g., historic sites, development, community facilities, managed lands, wetlands, etc.) so that the
USCG and USACE representatives understand/consider the landside constraints with which the team must
contend along with navigation safety and fleeting issues. Mr. Blakemore also suggested that the team present
the frequency of use of the anchorage area of concern. The Port of Baton Rouge should have these data as
they pay for its use.

Action Items:
1. Doug Blakemore to alert Lincoln Stroh of project and team’s coordination needs.

2. Team to arrange meeting with USCG New Orleans Sector and USACE.
3. Team to complete graphics and overall proejct presentation.
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Memorandum

August 20, 2007
Project File — 19228263.00002 (BR Loop)
Scott Hoffeld/Metairie

Tom Hunter and Suzanne McCain of URS; Stephen Wallace and Gary Heitman of ABMB;
and Krista Goodin, Steve Hauge, and Bob Schmidt of HNTB.

BR Loop: Meeting with Doug Blakemore, Waterways Management Coordinator,
Prevention Divison, 8" District, USCG

A meeting was held in the URS Metairie 14! Floor conference room with Doug Blakemore at 1:00PM on
Monday, August 20th. Scott Hoffeld arranged the meeting at the suggestion of Mr. Blakemore on Thursday,
August 16™. Doug Blakemore’s contact information follows:

Doug Blakemore Hale Boggs Federal Bldg.
Waterways Management Coordinator 500 Poydras St.
Prevention Divison New Orleans, LA 70130-3310
8t Distirict, USCG 504-671-2109

504-589-6654

douglas.a.blakemore @ uscg.mil

It was explained by Scott Hoffeld in the short call on Thrusday that purpose of the meeting was to discuss the
issues related to revising the size and/or location of anchorage areas in the Mississippi River.  Attendees in
addition to Mr. Blakemore included Tom Hunter and Scott Hoffeld of URS; and Stephen Wallace and Gary
Heitman of ABMB. Mr. Blakemore explained that process of bridge application review, which involves several
USCQG entities as well as the River Pilots, federal pilots, the towboat operators, industry, and the USACE. The
overall USCG review organization is as follows:

USCG - HQ in Washington

Joel Whitehead, 2-star Admiral
8t District “D-8” USCG

David Frank Doug Blakemore
Bridge Administrator Waterways Mgt. Coordinator
Reviews applications to build, modify or Oversees Safety Hazard Reviews
remove bridges

|

| |
Baton Rouge Marine Safety Unit Lincoln Stroh, Captain
New Orleans Sector

Handles all safety issues / inspections
from Atchafalaya to Mississippi and
north to nearly Vicksburg
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August 6, 2007

PROJECT NO.: 07-PR-MS-0002

PROJECT NAME: Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan

LOCATION: Greater Baton Rouge, Louisiana

PARISHES: East Baton Rouge, Ascension, Livingston, Iberville, West Baton Rouge

RE: AGENCY COORDINATION KICKOFF MEETING
Dear Sir or Madam,

HNTB-ABMB Joint Venture, LLC has initiated the Baton Rouge Loop Implementation Plan
(Project) for the City of Baton Rouge Parish of East Baton Rouge Department of Public Works.
The scope of the project is to begin the process for the location of a tolled free flow roadway
within East Baton Rouge, Ascension, Livingston, Iberville and West Baton Rouge Parishes. The
Implementation Plan phase will include preliminary engineering design, initial environmental
feasibility, preliminary cost estimates, preliminary traffic and revenue studies, financing and
scheduling, public outreach and agency coordination and an implementation plan.

The 12 month schedule also includes a significant public involvement plan including regular
meetings with an executive committee, advisory committee and stakeholder committee in
addition to two rounds of public meetings.

As part of the initial environmental feasibility, the project team is reaching out to federal, state
and local agencies in an early coordination manner to learn more about the BR Loop
Implementation Plan and the NEPA Phase which will start soon. These agencies will be invited
to be participating or cooperating agencies once the NEPA Phase has been initiated.

The project team has scheduled an Agency Coordination Kickoff Meeting on Tuesday, August
28™ from 12PM to 1:30PM at the offices of URS Corporation on Florida Boulevard. Lunch will
be provided.

BR Loop Agency Coordination Kickoff
Tuesday, August 28", 2007
URS Corporation Offices
3" Floor, John Grosch Room
7389 Florida Boulevard, Suite 300
Baton Rouge, LA 70806
225-922-5700

During the Kickoff Meeting, the project team will present overall project scope, the pre-draft
Purpose and Need, initial environmental constraints and draft Agency Coordination Plan.

Please RSVP by Friday, August 24, 2007 to Krista Goodin at kgoodin@hntb.com or 225-
368-2826. Also, please let Krista Goodin know if you have a special meal request. We look
forward to having you there.

Sincerely,

Bryan K. Harmon, P.E.
DPW Deputy Director
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Directions: Your insight and agency’'s concerns are of key importance to the team during the development of
preliminary corridors. Please take time to answer the following questions and provide supplementary data (e.g., GIS
data layers, locations of sensitive sites) via E-mail or US Post. After completion and before you leave today’s
meeting, please provide this questionnaire to the Project Team, or you can fax to Krista Goodin’s attention at 225-
368-2801. If you have additional data, please mail by US Post to the project team at the address below. Thank you.

Krista Goodin
HNTB Corporation
9100 Bluebonnet Center Blvd, Suite 301
Baton Rouge, LA 70809

1. Please rank the importance of the following purpose and need issues for the proposed toll roadway (with 1 being the most

important):

Reduce congestion and delay of local trips on both interstates and principal arterial roadways.

Reduce congestion and delay of long distance trips traveling through the Baton Rouge region on both
interstates and principal arterial roadways.

Improve motorist safety.
Improve regional roadway network connections, access, and mobility between points.

Improve intermodal connectivity between roadway network and existing and planned port, airport, rail, and
transit facilities.

Improve regional transportation network capability to handle emergency evacuations.

Respond to the legislative mandate to evaluate this project as noted in SAFETEA-LU.

2. Are there any key sites (please illustrate on constraints map and enclose with this sheet) that your agency considers
sensitive and important for the project to avoid, which may not be noted on the constraints map at this time?

3. Are there disturbed corridors or other new corridor location “opportunities” that the team has not identified and used in the
development of preliminary alternative corridors? If so, where (please illustrate on constraints map and enclose with this

sheet)?

4. Are there any key data sets or studies that the team has not identified and used in the development of preliminary
alternative corridors? If so, what are they, and how can the team obtain them?

5. How can we improve communications between the project team and your agency (E-mail and US Post)? Was the
invitation addressed to the proper contact and should others from your agency be included?

6. Please provide other comments below or on attached sheet(s) regarding the project process, purpose and need,
preliminary corridors, and constraints/considerations:
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Agency Coordination Kick-Off Meeting
August 28, 2007
URS Corporation Offices
7389 Florida Street, Ste. 300
Baton Rouge, LA
12:00 noon - 1:45 p.m.

Craig Gardner, URS Corporation: Introduction

Bob Schmidt, HNTB Corporation: Introduction & PowerPoint Beginning through Loop
Benefits (slide 10)

Tom Hunter, URS Corporation: PowerPoint: Pre-Draft Purpose & Need through
Composite Constraints (slide 16)

Steve Wallace, ABMB Engineers:  PowerPoint: Justification of Project Boundaries through
Constraints with Potential Corridors (slide 22)

Suzanne McCain, URS Corporation: PowerPoint: Website until end and Discussion.

Discussion following presentation

The following comments and questions are summaries based on hand-written notes. No
transcript or recording was made of the meeting.

Scott Hoffeld, URS. Are there any comments on the process that the team is using at this
time to develop and evaluate alternatives? Are there key data sets that the Team should be
using that we have not presented and used in the preliminary development of corridors?

Scott Nelson, FHWA: Further down the road, once the NEPA process begins, we will want
an inventory of critical issues. There may be the opportunity to break into 3 EIS’s. Try to
stream line similar to 1-69. May be beneficial to break into pieces and build in sections, and
establish sections of independent utility (SI1Us).

Bob Schmidt, HNTB: There will be a phased implementation and the Team will prioritize
SIU’s.

Suzanne McCain, URS: The team just received the traffic model, and as we review it,
obvious sections that have little transportation utility will fall out.

Kyle Balkum, LDWF: Would there be independent utility if there were three EIS’s? Would
the three EIS’s stand alone? Would termini of one SIU affect the future of the others?

Scott Nelson, FHWA: Not able to answer right now definitely, but the possibility is there.
We must also look beyond common connections to some extent to make sure nothing
immediately outside affects logical termini.

Scott Hoffeld, URS. In order for sections to have independent utility they cannot preclude
consideration of alternatives for adjacent projects.

Page 1
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Martin Mayer, USACE: What about precluding logical termini at adjacent sections?

Bob Mahoney, FHWA: There is the potential for a tiered approach with separate
environmental documents for each logical section. Inventory process could look at overall,
and then break into independent utility.

Bob Schmidt, HNTB: Tiered approach would consist of Tier 1 (corridor-level study) and
Tier 2 (alignment — level study).

Noel Ardoin, LADOTD: If tiering used, team should not consider the logical termini from
the corridor-level tiered NEPA document “locked down” for the alignment-level tier.

Buddy Porta, LADOTD: Who is the lead federal agency?

Bob Schmidt, HNTB: There have been initial discussions with FHWA. The approach so far
is that FHWA will be the lead federal agency, and LADOTD or the Toll Authority will be the
lead state agency.

Carl Highsmith, FHWA: There have been discussions, but we have not signed off on it.
FHWA will likely lead.

Bob Mahoney, FHWA: We need to encourage agencies to get involved early in the
planning process. This meeting is an opportunity to jump start the process and get
information from concerned agencies. Hopefully this will streamline the NEPA process.

Bob Schmidt: Thanks Bob. Anyone else?

Jamie Phillippe, LDEQ: Need to include LDNR CMD - Livingston Parish is part of the
Louisiana coastal zone.

Bob Mahoney, FHWA: Are all key agency representatives that need to be included here at
this meeting?

Scott Hoffeld, URS. Are there any specific comments on the corridors identified, or are
there corridor opportunities along disturbed rights of ways or other that the Team has
missed?

Martin Mayer, USACE: The USACE anticipates wetland mitigation to be a big issue. There
is limited mitigation opportunity. We have mapped authorized mitigation areas on maps
provided to the Team at the meeting.

Bob Mahoney, FHWA: The FHWA would like to avoid wetland mitigation areas. We don’t
want new ones created that will conflict with potential corridors, so we may want to stall
new applicants until corridors are decided.

Martin Mayer, USACE: There are other potential mitigation areas that are not mapped.
The USACE will work with the team to provide input.

Bob Schmidt, HNTB: As potential mitigation areas are identified, they become constraints.

Page 2
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Noel Ardoin, LADOTD: Does USACE have potential bank areas identified that are not
approved? They will need to know potential areas.

Suzanne McCain, URS: The Team would like more information on desirable locations for
the Amite River Crossings if you know of any candidate locations — what we can / cannot
do.

Martin Mayer, USACE: The planning division is focusing on LA 10 South to US 190 [for
restoration efforts on the Amite]. They have authority from Mississippi to Lake Maurepas.
Mr. Martin is not aware of specific projects, but there is a database of information such as
endangered species.

Kyle Balkum, LDWF: LDWF needs shape files to identify major constraints. Nicole can get
constraints on the map if team provides shapefiles. If provided, LDWF can provide opinions
of corridors for the team.

Mike Bruce, ABMB: One group that is not here is the freight railroads. We will engage
them and believe they will have important input. Richard Baker’'s office asked that we
consider freight while developing corridors.

Hossein Ghara, LADOTD: Has the Baton Rouge Metropolitan airport been included?
Clearance zones and other restrictions need to be considered.

Mike Bruce, ABMB: The Team met with the Baton Rouge Metropolitan airport. Some
improvements that may be incorporated into the loop may be funded for the airport (e.g.
interchange from 1-110).

Steve Wallace, ABMB: The Baton Rouge Metropolitan Airport is on the Stakeholder’s
committee, and they have been included.

Bob Schmidt, HNTB: The Team may propose to build a new bridge by the Old Mississippi
River Bridge on US 190. The old bridge would be used for local traffic and the new bridge for
Loop traffic.

Shannon Gilreath, USCG: Baton Rouge port is the 9" largest in the country. Need to
address navigational concerns with building a bridge. You can’t shut down river traffic.

Tom Hunter, URS: The team needs any information relevant to Spanish Lake concerns, as
this is one of the more sensitive regions in the project boundary area.

Martin Mayer, USACE: USACE has the mitigation map that shows areas where
existing/planned mitigation banks are located.

Kyle Balkum, LDWF: The Maurepas Wildlife Management Area may be expanding to the
west, south of 1-10 and west of 61.

Scott Hoffeld, URS: Are there any locations along Amite and Comite that are currently

disturbed and offer opportunities for an alignment and crossing of these waterbodies? We
may not be able to identify without going out and conducting field work.
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Kyle Balkum, LDWF: The LDWF can investigate the corridor crossings of the scenic
sections of the Comite and Amite Rivers and let the team know.

Scott Hoffeld, URS: While early in the process, we would also like comments on the
preliminary purpose and need that we presented in the meeting today.

Tom Hunter, URS: Now is the time to discuss purpose and need and the how do we feel
about the project boundary area defined to date? What are the key issues? Are there any
specific comments?

Tom Griggs, LDEQ: What about hazardous material shipping routes and potential purpose
and need issues? Has there been any consideration for moving hazardous material? There
are quite a few accidents occurring along existing corridors in congested areas. Could we
possibly put them on the toll road?

Bob Mahoney, FHWA: We may be able to look into that. It could be that laws must be
passed.

Tom Hunter, URS: The Team needs to consider keeping hazardous material out of
populated areas.

Kyle Balkum, LDWF: The LDWF will look at opportunities on two scenic river segments.

Suzanne McCain, URS: Land planning will need to be considered and ordinances put in
place to keep impacts to adjacent properties to a minimum.

Brian Harmon, EBR DPW: The project will have controlled access [like an interstate] and
not full access like Airline Highway.

Suzanne McCain, URS: Some sections may need frontage roads, and some sections may
need to be on structure.

Martin Mayer, USACE: The Team must consider induced land developments and economic
effects. The USACE has numerous applications for permits for developments. How will
pending developments affect the corridor selection process? There is a lot of activity in East
Baton Rouge and Ascension parishes.

Steve Wallace, ABMB: The team has met with and requested planned developments from
all the parishes. We have received most and would like to have the Corps also.

Martin Mayer, USACE: We need to keep up with USACE publications notices to stay
abreast of proposed developments. Information is on the website.

Steve Wallace, ABMB: We are working with the Planning Commission as well.
Suzanne McCain, URS: A regional park agency may result from this project.
Kyle Balkum, LDWF: Definitely look at spanning sensitive areas since crossing so many

wetlands areas. It is too hard to provide culverts and maintain sheet flow patterns.
Spanning is preferred for sensitive areas.

Page 4
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Bob Mahoney, FHWA: Cost of structures may escalate cost of project and not be cost-
effective.

Suzanne McCain, URS: If you know of any areas that must be spanned, let us know now
for the cost estimate.

Scott Nelson, FHWA: Have interchange locations been discusses?

Bob Schmidt, HNTB: That will go hand in hand with traffic revenue model. We envision
fully directional interchanges at 1-10, 1-12, US 61 and US 190 and standard diamond type
interchanges at other locations.

Steve Wallace, ABMB: As the Team moves along, other interchange locations will be
identified as the number of corridors is trimmed down.

Tony Ducote, LADOTD: The goal is to maximize traffic and revenue while minimizing
project cost. How will other capacity improvements affect traffic on the new toll facility?
How are these being incorporated? | just got out of a meeting to widen 1-10 in town, and
there is also a big push to add lanes to 1-12.

Bob Schmidt, HNTB: We will address numerous scenarios in assessing financial viability.
The future depends on legislation, federal loan programs and other opportunities to
generate revenue. The Team has to control costs and maximize revenue.

Suzanne McCain, URS/ Tony Ducote, LADOTD: Private entities will conservatively
evaluate the tolls and incorporate planned improvements into their investment decision.

Tom Hunter, URS: All improvements in the long range transportation plan will be
considered in the travel demand modeling.

Kyle Balkum, LDWF: When will we see the model output?
Bob Schmidt, HNTB: By the end of the year.
Buddy Porta, LADOTD: Where did the 2-3 years for the EIS come from? Is it accurate?

Bob Schmidt, HNTB: The goal is 2-3 years, but there is no certainty in that. If we have
viable projects with financing, we can do it in 3 years, for at least one section. The key is
having financing and political leadership. If everyone is behind this and with input from this
1% step, then | think it is possible.

Buddy Porta, LADOTD: There are lots of people involved and it is going through some bad
areas with wetlands, environmental justice, and endangered species. Can 2-3 years be
reasonable? Is it conservative enough? Once 2-3 years is communicated to the public, they
tend to remember this schedule / duration.

Tom Hunter, URS: It could be just one section and not the entire corridor. We have

successfully completed more involved EISs before. It entails front-end planning, so that the
NEPA evaluation is more focused and efficient.
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Noel Ardoin, LADOTD: FHWA goal is to obtain ROD in 3 years, they have not been able to
achieve it yet. More like 5-8 years.

Bob Schmidt, HNTB: It is aggressive but attainable.
Buddy Porta, LADOTD: Make sure everyone knows that.
Scott Nelson, FHWA: Need to clarify the schedule for construction.

Bob Mahoney, FHWA: Air quality must be carefully considered and could affect time
schedule.

Hossein Ghara, LADOTD: Air quality can be a double-edge sword. It could be that moving
traffic more efficiently will reduce air emissions.

Bob Schmidt, HNTB: The MPO is not here today. Huey Dugas will be made aware of that
issue. Thanks to all who attended and for your input. We look forward to working together
with each of you as this project moves forward.

Following the general discussion, team members met in small groups with Martin Mayer of
the USACE and CDR Shannon Gilreath of the USCG.

Discussions with Mr. Mayer centered about the constraints that he identified on a map that
he submitted to the team. He agreed to continue coordination with the team regarding
planned mitigation areas inside the project boundary area.

Discussions with Mr. Gilreath of the USCG addressed the next steps for the team to take
toward identifying acceptable Mississippi River crossings. Mr. Gilreath agreed to provide the
team with the appropriate attendees for a meeting with the USCG to discuss the Mississippi
River crossings. This meeting was tentatively scheduled for mid- to late-September, 2007.

Additionally, following the general discussion and prior to departure, Keith Cascio of the
LDWF Scenic Rivers Program suggested that he, Kyle Balkum, and Scott Hoffeld review the
alternate corridor crossings of the scenic sections of the Comite and Amite rivers. No firm
date for this outing was discussed.

Page 6
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Exhibit 45

Meeting Questionnalre
- August 28, 2007

Directions: Your insight and agency’s concems are of key importance to the leam during the development of
Prediminary comidors. Plaase fake time fo answer the following questions and provide supplementery data (e.g., GIS
data layers, locations of sensitive sites) via E-mail or US Post. Afler completion and before you leave today’s
meeling, please provide this questionnaire fo the Project Team, or you can fax to Krista Goodin's attention at 225-
368-2801. If you have additional data, please mail by S Fost fo the project team at the address befow. Thank you.,

Krista Goodin
HNTB Corporation
9100 Bluebonnet Center Bivd, Suite 301
Baton Rouge, LA 70809

1. Please rank the importance of the following purpose and nead issues for the proposed toll roadway {with 1 being the most
impartant):

Reduce congestion and delay of iocal trips on both interstates and principal arterial roadways,

’_

Reduce congestion and delay of long distancs trips traveling through the Baton Rouge region on both
interstates and principal arterial roadways.

3 imprave motorist safety.
g Improve regional roadway network connections, access, and mobiiity batween points.
b

Improve intermodal connectivity between roadway network and existing and planned port, airport, rail, and
transit facilities,

Improve regional transporiation network capability to handie emergency evacuations.

e |

Respond to the legislative mandate to evaluate this project as noted in SAFETEA-LU.

2. Are there any key sites (pleass flustrato on constraints map and anclose with this shesf) that your agancy considers
sensitive and important for the project to avoid, which may not be noted on the constraints map at this ime?
Pending & chpr'Weraﬁ wedlamd pihgoction banles , coftuval resounce 5,
werond's and TIPavitm [ sream side zones .
3. Are ihere disturbed corridors or other new comidor location “opportunities” that the team has not identified and used in the
development of praliminary aiternative corridors? If so, where (please illustrate on constraints map and anclose with this

sheel)? Nowe vhat we are awmve of.

4. Are there any key data sefs or studies that the team has not identified and used in the development of preliminary
altarnative corridors? If so, what are they, and how can the team obtain them?

None phat we ave aware of .

5. Haw can we improve communications between the project team and your agency (E-mail and US Post)? Was the
invitation addressed to the proper contact and should others from your agency be inciuded?

G| ‘p-‘e»'ﬂél"**de ; Phone and wedl as B pp rep rrate
Laage Q‘Ees/rmp_:; pruhably best ovenshbead ov faumot -oleliveved .

6. Please provide other commants below or on attached shest(s) regarding the project process, purpase and need,
preliminary corridors, and constraints/considerations:
Must address sgcm% Jpeads | indcecd dw«s&pfwawf a:‘a’w;i‘j wh Hm
impromol Geses . Mast alse adiress cumuluhn jwpacts fa BIS
Pegher o sinsle L?,,’,,g hewsive E15 b p,,gpum( aq opprred fo

M . rid
wode fond TOTEL P.G2
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August 28, 2007

Directions: Your insight and agency’s concerns are of key importance to the team during the development of
preliminary corridors. Please take time to answer the following questions and provide supplementary data (e.g., GIS
data layers, locations of sensitive sites) via E-mail or US Post. After completion and before you leave foday's
meeting, please provide this questionnaire fo the Project Team, or you can fax to Krista Goodin’s attention at 225-
368-2801. If you have additional data, please mail by US Post to the project team at the address befow. Thank you.

Krista Goodin
HNTB Corporation
9100 Bluebonnet Center Blvd, Suite 301
Baton Rouge, LA 70809

1. Please rank the importance of the following purpose and need issues for the proposed toll roadway {with 1 being the most
important):
Reduce congestion and delay of local trips on both interstates and principal arterial roadways.

Reduce congestion and delay of long distance trips traveling through the Baton Rouge region on both
interstates and principal arterial roadways.

Improve motonist safety.
Improve regional roadway network connections, access, and mobifity between points.

Improve intermodal connectivity between roadway network and existing and planned port, airport, rait, and
transit facilities.

improve regional transportation network capability to handle emergericy evacuations.

HE o =

Respond fo the legisiative mandate to evaluate this project as noted in SAFETEA-LU.

2. Avre there any key sites (please illustrate on constraints map and enclose with this sheet) that your agency considers
sensitive and important for the project to avoid, which may not be noted on the constraints map at this time?

3. Are there disturbed corridors or other new corridor location “opportunities” that the team has not identified and used in the

development of preliminary alternative corridors? If so, where (please illustrate on constraints map and enclose with this
sheet)?

4. Are there any key data sefs or studies that the team has not identified and used in the development of preliminary
alternative corridors? If so, what are they, and how can the team obtain them?

5. How can we improve communications between the project team and your agency (E-mail and US Post)? Was the
invitation addressed to the proper contact and should others from your agency be included?

Now did well

6. Please provide other comments below or on attached sheet(s) regarding the project process, purpose and need,
preliminary corridors, and constraints/considerations:

- Sﬁgm T E @ Eﬂ\? Non mmﬁ JE.AS%‘—CE e Cong id@?’é@i
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BR Loop - River Crossing Meeting
September 18, 2007
URS Corporation Metairie Office
3500 North Causeway Blvd. 10th Floor
Metarie, LA

Attendees: (see attached sign-in sheet)

Meeting Summary:

Scott Hoffeld of URS opened the meeting with a brief overview of the project stated
the purpose of the meeting, which was to obtain specific input on the potential river
crossing locations between 1-10 and the Missouri Bend of the Mississippi River. While
there are other corridors and river crossing locations that are being considered,
discussion at this meeting was narrowed to this stretch of river because of the
challenges in this area that will affect potential crossings. It was noted that in
addition to the navigational constraints, there are many landside constraints that
must be considered as well in ultimately choosing an alignment.

Discussion initially centered on the 3 potential alignments immediately north of the
Missouri Bend. The general rule of thumb of nothing closer than 3 miles from
midpoint of a river bend was not as critical a factor in this case. There is a sand bar
that exists in the center of the river in this area, and it seemed desirable that a pier
could be placed within the sand bar and not affect river traffic. This sand bar is fairly
consistent from year to year (does not migrate much). Large vessels stay in the
channel near the west bank, while barge tows often travel approximately 200’ from
east bank when water levels are adequate to do so. It is desirable to span both of
these areas, but the deep channel must be spanned. A minimum span of 1500’ over
the deep channel was discussed (measured from the point of low water elevation on
the west bank). Crossing options on the north side of the bend might be best as they
are not in the ‘steer’ of the bend. Of the three alignments shown just north of the
bend, the crossing near approximate mile 223.2 seemed most desirable for barge
tow traffic.

Steve Hague of HNTB discussed possible pier/span arrangements. The longest cable
stayed span in the US, just under 1700’, is under construction near St. Francisville.
Spans approaching 2000’ are possible, but usually become cost-prohibitive. Ideally,
spans should remain about 1500-1600" for optimum cost stand point. Possible
arrangements are 750’-1500’-750’, or could go to 750’-1500’-1500’-750’ if two long
spans are needed. Shorter spans on the outside of longer spans need to be half of
the long span length for design purposes. The air draft would be at least as high as
that provided by the existing 1-10 river bridge.

From the USACE’s perspective, it is desirable not to disturb the existing river
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revetment. However, in other locations revetment has been constructed around
piers, and would not be a major obstacle if pier arrangement dictated the need to
place the piers in revetment areas. USACE has hydrographic surveys of this area,
and can provide for the team’s use in overlaying and verifying sand bar location,
revetment areas, red-eye crossing location, etc.

Discussion then shifted to the 3 potential bridge alignments shown between river
miles 225 and 228. Coast Guard stated that it would be very difficult to modify or
impact the anchorage areas, which are under Coast Guard control. Also, these areas
can not be spanned, as Coast Guard wouldn’t want vessels containing hazardous
materials anchored/fleeting beneath the bridge. Piers adjacent to the anchorage
would not be a good idea either, as anchored vessels would be swept into the pier
protection and would be damaged by impact. Another concern of this area is that all
barge tows coming out of the ICWW in high water conditions must go south — those
that are northbound must turn around in or south of the anchorage area. This
turnaround maneuver sometimes takes nearly a mile, and therefore the location
nearest river mile 225 (the alignment traversing on the south side of the Sinclair
Sugar Mill) would be the farthest north for a bridge crossing, in consideration of the
restrictions imposed by the anchorage areas. North of the anchorage area would not
be a feasible location, as this is a very busy area of the river, with the anchorage
area just south, adjacent river channel, adjacent barge fleet areas, and ICWW
channel.

The group discussed a potential crossing option immediately south of the existing I-
10 bridge. There is an existing barge fleeting operation (McKinney) that runs to the
existing bridge. It would not be impossible to construct a new bridge immediately
south of the existing, but may need to be modeled in simulator (Chris Rieder of
NOBRA). Other locations could also be modeled as well.

Other areas of potential bridge crossing locations south of 1-10 to Missouri bend were
also discussed, and were in the area generally %2 mile upstream and downstream of
river mile 224. The span arrangement would need to be considered carefully in this
area if pursued further.

The last topic of discussion was the Mississippi River crossing options considered for
the northern loop section. It seemed feasible to cross adjacent to the existing 190
bridge, with immediately downstream preferred from a river traffic perspective. Also,
a second set of piers adjacent to the existing would be a concern depending on the
location, as the existing pier placement is difficult for traffic to maneuver at this
time. Barge collisions with the US 190 bridge occur annually. The option shown
several miles north of the existing river bridge seems to be in a good location from a
river traffic perspective.

There is an upcoming meeting of Maritime Navigation Safety Association (MNSA)
scheduled for September 27, 2007, at which an item of discussion can be the
potential bridge crossings. Chris Rieder can present the locations if desired. There is
also a River Safety Advisory Committee meeting tentatively scheduled for November
2007 at which the crossings can be discussed.
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Input should also be obtained from the affected barge fleet operators in the area,
such as McKinney, Kirby, CCI, and Capitol Marine. Carl Gonzales or Sherry Fielder
can arrange that meeting; however, these interests are typically in attendance at
MNSA meetings.

Action Items:

Michelle Ulm, USACE: Will email Suzanne McCain, Steve Hague, and Gary Heitman
CADD files containing information pertinent to this area of the river (surveyed
revetment locations, red-eye crossing, sand bar location, etc.). She will also
distribute potential pier locations when available to others within USACE who need to
provide input, and arrange a meeting between team members and those interested
parties to discuss items such as where piers can be placed in relation to levees and
revetment areas.

Steve Hague, HNTB: Will plot possible spans arrangements on the 5 potential
crossing location areas. A bridge typical section or alternative sections will also be
prepared. These will be forwarded to Suzanne McCain and Gary Heitman when
complete.

Suzanne McCain, URS: Will assemble information provided by USACOE and Steve
Hague into project GIS database and to be ultimately shown on exhibits for future
meetings and coordination with this and other similar groups. A revised exhibit will
be sent to each person in attendance at this meeting for comment.

Chris Rieder, NOBRA\MNSA, Pilots: Will put bridge crossing locations on agenda
for September 27" meeting and will present info gathered from the team at this
meeting.
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Date of Meeting
January 28, 2008

Location
FHWA, Baton Rouge,
LA

Time
1:00 PM

Edd Manges (HNTB)
Warren Myers (HNTB)
Adriane McRae (HNTB)
Scott Hoffeld (URS)
Madeline Rogers (URS)
Suzanne McCain (URS)
Tom Hunter (URS)

1. Introductions: Carl Highsmith of FHWA opened the meeting with introductions of

meeting attendees.

2. Presentation: Bob Schmidt presented an overview for the project and discussed the
current status of corridor refinement. The outline of the presentation included:

e History
Implementation Plan team

Corridors
Project Boundaries

Refinement of corridors

(CSS)

Overview and timeline as Fast Track Project

Constraints — Environmental & Mississippi River Bridge Potential Crossings

Looking ahead - Land Use Plan, Corridor Preservation, Context Sensitive Solutions

e Public Outreach — Website (www.brloop.com) was presented along with the
meeting schedule including upcoming Second Round of Public meetings scheduled

for February 25-28 & March 3.

It was emphasized that there would be consideration for improving existing cross streets

which may tie into the proposed loop.

Points of interest at Ascension Parish corridors due to densely populated area near
Prairieville. Also there are concerns at potential Amite River crossing near Port Vincent
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and French Settlement. It was also noted that there is potential to include LA 42 within
loop corridor in Ascension parish based on conversations with parish government.

The toll commission created in conjunction with this project is the Capitol Area
Expressway Authority (CAEA). Currently the CAEA includes the five parish presidents
for the region and is the lead local agency for the project. CAEA has no staff presently,
therefore, services are being provided through the EBR city-parish staff temporarily. It
is anticipated that CAEA will obtain appropriate staff within 1 year.

Funding Methods being considered for the project include:
e Traditional toll funding
e Public-Private Partnership along with the Transportation Mobility Fund
e Hybrid of the two above

Examples presented of various funding mechanisms include:
e LA 1to Port Fourchon — (Entirely electronic toll collection)
e Trans-Texas (TT) Corridor — Throughout Texas
e |-495 Capital Beltway, High Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lanes — Near Washington D.C.

3. Tier 1 EIS:

Proposed schedule was presented of the Project Development Plan to complete NEPA
Tier 1 & Tier 2 EIS by 2011.

e Tier 1 EIS planned to begin mid-February 2008 with finish 152" quarter 2009.

e Corridors to be carried into Tier 1 are those identified in the Feasibility Study

e Outcome of the Tier 1 EIS will be the selection of corridors to advance to Tier 2
EIS.

e Tier 2 EIS is where the detailed alignments will be developed and impacts
assessed.

Noel Ardoin - DOTD - feels schedule is unrealistic in light of current time frame for
completing EIS’s in the state.

FHWA — Had concerns with air quality non — conformity in the Baton Rouge area.
Particularly how the project would be addressed in the SIP.

FHWA also inquired as to how the financial constraint would be addressed in the TIP.
Bob Schmidt indicated these issues are being coordinated with the MPO.

Both DOTD and FHWA emphasized that the project needs to be involve other resource
agencies such as DEQ, USACE, Wildlife & Fisheries, EPA, and Coast Guard as soon
as possible.
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e Part of this consultation and coordination would be to bring the agencies up to
speed on the project activities to date (Feasibility Study) so as to possibly head off
having to back up reconsider all the corridor segments and sections considered
and dismissed.

e A second component of these discussions would to get some agreement on
prioritization of the project in their reviews.

e Another important item will be the agencies agreement with the type and level of
environmental studies identified in the scope of work for the Tier 1 EIS.

It was emphasized that the sooner the project can engage the agencies the better. It
was also recommended that the project engage the USACE in an early pre-application
404 meeting.

It was noted that a portion of Livingston Parish is in the Coastal Zone so that needs to
be included in scope.

The draft scope of work for the Tier 1 EIS was provided to FHWA and DOTD for review
and they were asked to provide any feedback or comments they may have. Bryan
Harmon of DPW asked that he be copied on any comments.

Discussion turned to a Notice of Intent (NOI) for the project Tier 1 EIS and it was agreed
that a draft NOI would be prepared and submitted to FHWA for review and comment.

Carl Highsmith of FHWA was identified as their day to day contact for the Project.
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Project Name Date of Meeting
BR Loop Implementation Plan April 9, 2008
C-P Project No. 07-PR-MS-0002
Location
Conference Call

Purpose of Meeting Time
Alternative Mississippi River 2:30 p.m. — 3:15 p.m.
Bridge Crossings Discussion

Meeting Attendees
David Frank (USCG)
Bart Marcules (USCG)
Bill Johnson (USCG)
Stephen Wallace (ABMB)
Steve Hauge (HNTB)
Bob Schmidt (HNTB)
Scott Hoffeld (URS)

MEETING SUMMARY

A conference call was held from 2:30PM to 3:15PM to discuss the following agenda:

1. Comments on the revised crossings noted in the attached
"BR_Loop_MRB_Missouri_Bend.pdf" file submitted on 12 November 2007 to
USCG attendees (<philip.r.johnson@uscg.mil>,
<Shannon.N.Gilreath@uscg.mil>, and <stacey.l.crecy@uscg.mil>,
<steven.Keel@uscg.mil>) of a 18 September 2007 meeting.

2. Suggestions for permissible alternative Mississippi River crossings in West Baton
Rouge Parish near the existing US 190 bridge [see attached "BR Loop
Mississippi River Crossings (August 2007).pdf"] as requested in an E-mail to
David Frank of the USCG dated 2 April 2008.

USCG representatives are unable to provide any official acceptance of any alternative
without close coordination/comments from the mariners. A navigation study and
simulation will ultimately be required by the mariners/USCG prior to official permitting.
The USCG only officially "permits" bridge crossings. Mariners must comment on the
acceptability.

Graphics provided in the BR_Loop_MRB_Missouri_Bend.pdf file included a plan/profiles
of five bridge crossings. David Frank suggested that at least the sailing line and parish
boundary be added to the plan view of each alternative bridge crossing. USCG
representatives emphasized that mariners need to know where pier locations are
planned with respect to the sailing line and navigational channel. The project team
agreed to revise graphics to illustrate the sailing line, limits of the navigable channel,
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and the parish boundary. Revised graphics will be distributed by the project team to
twelve key stakeholder points of contact to be provided by David Frank to Scott Hoffeld.
Distribution of these graphics will be completed in preparation of a follow-up meeting to
present and discuss concerns/advantages/disadvantages of each alternative crossing.

David Frank reminded the project team that Shannon Gilreath of the USCG has offered
to take the team on a boat to view alternative crossings and their navigational
challenges. It was noted that the current high-water time would be a good time to view
alternative crossings. Bart Marcules will coordinate with David Frank to initiate this boat
trip in the near future. BR Loop Project team coordination for the boat trip will be
provided by Scott Hoffeld.

No additional crossing locations/ideas were identified for the crossing in the vicinity of
the US 190 bridge because of the need for mariner input.
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Engineers picked for loop work

By Scott Dyer
Advocate staff writer

April 11, 2007 - Page: 1B

A team of consultants led by one of the national leaders in toll-road projects has been selected to
plan a loop around the Baton Rouge metropolitan area.

City-parish Chief Engineer Bryan Harmon said negotiations are under way with the engineering
team of HNTB Corp. and ABMB Engineers to hammer out a contract within the $2 million budget.

The contract is tentatively slated to go before a Metro Council committee April 18 and the full
council on April 25, Harmon said.

He noted that HNTB Corp. is one of the national leaders in the area of toll-road development, and
a natural choice for a project that will rely heavily on toll revenue.

Harmon also noted that the two firms plan to work closely with URS, an engineering firm that
completed the study a few years ago for a northern corridor. The URS study called for the
proposed loop to split off Interstate 12 near Walker, loop to the north and run into 1-110 near the
old Mississippi River Bridge.

The HNTB-ABMB proposal was one of four received by the city-parish and ranked by the
Engineer Selection Board, Harmon said. The unsuccessful bidders were Burk-Kleinpeter Inc.,
PBS & J's Austin Office, and Volkert and Associates Inc.

The idea of a building a loop around Baton Rouge to relieve traffic congestion on local interstates
has been studied for years, but was recently revived by Mayor-President Kip Holden.

Holden isn’t counting on federal or state dollars to make the project a reality, but instead is
looking at a combination of tolls and partnerships with private developers.

In addition to establishing a proposed route, one of the most important tasks to be performed by
the HNTB-ABMB consulting team is to come up with a financing plan for the project, which is
estimated to cost between $3.5 billion and $4 billion.

In late February, the Metro Council unanimously gave the green light to spend up to $2 million in
surplus city-parish funds to hire a consultant to help plan building an interstate loop around Baton
Rouge.

The loop project would include three main segments:
= Anorthern bypass from Interstate 10 near Walker that would tie into an revamped 1-190
Mississippi River Bridge.
= An eastern loop from |-12 near Walker to I-10.
= A southern bypass from I-10 west to the Mississippi River.

The southern loop could include a new bridge over the Mississippi River, but that's to be
determined in the upcoming implementation plan.

Plans call for Holden and the parish presidents from West Baton Rouge, Livingston and
Ascension parishes to sit as the toll authority for the proposed loop.



Loop Executive Committee Discusses Adding an East Bypass to the Project

WAFB-TV

June 5, 2007 08:32 PM CDT

The plan to build a $4 billion traffic loop around the Baton Rouge metro area is getting more and more interesting by the
minute. Tuesday, talks of a third bypass segment came up during the city's first meeting of the so-called Loop Executive
Committee. WAFB was there as a third piece fell into the puzzle for parish leaders. We already knew about the north
bypass and south bypass, but now they're talking about an east bypass. Project engineers say they want to design a third
segment that would connect Livingston and Ascension parishes. Engineers say an east bypass would give drivers the
option of skipping the 1-10/1-12 split altogether, but right now, they say they don't know where it would go or how it
would fit into the plan.

It's traffic nightmares like the ones drivers experience on a daily basis that have brought a team of parish leaders
together to turn what has been a vision for more than a decade into a project to alleviate chronic traffic congestion, a $4
billion loop around Metro Baton Rouge. East Baton Rouge Parish CAO Walter Monsour says, "There are three segments -
north bypass, south bypass and the east. When you connect them, there is a loop around the region of Baton Rouge
Parish.”

The north and south bypasses have already been drafted on paper, and updated plenty of times in the last 12 years. One
includes a study done in 1998 on the northern portion of Baton Rouge. It will start at 1-12 near Walker, go through
Livingston, through Plank Road and over the Mississippi via a new bridge and eventually meet up with 1-10 a few miles
west of Port Allen.

The 2004 study on the south bypass shows the other half of the loop going from Walker, to the East Baton Rouge-
Ascension parish line and across the Mississippi River via a new bridge and ending somewhere west of Port Allen. Now,
the city is talking about moving it more south and adding an east bypass that would connect Ascension and Livingston
parishes. Livingston Parish President Mike Grimmer says, "l have no problem tying with Ascension. We have a lot of
people who go work there and vice versa. | just wanted to know east/west, what are you trying to do?"

Monsour says he just doesn't have the answer just yet. He says questions like that will be addressed in the $2 million
study done over the next 12 months. The loop is on a ten-year timeline, but project engineers say you could be driving
the northern portion of it in the next four to five years. "We're already beginning to look at constraints, locations, and
gathering a lot of data at this time."

The city plans to set up tolls that you would pay to travel on those new bypasses to help pay for the loop, which is
expected to cost more than $4 billion. Where will they put them? Well, that's another question city leaders say will be
answered in this study.

Reporter: Cheryl Mercedes, WAFB 9NEWS
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By SCOTT DYER
Advocate staff writer
Published: Jun 6, 2007 - Page: 1b

The initial leg of a new expressway loop around the Baton
Rouge area could open in four to five years, and would
probably follow the corridor from Walker north of Interstate
10 to the Mississippi River.

“We’re looking at eight to 10 years for the entire bypass loop.
It’s very possible that in four to five years, we could be
driving on one section of that, i.e. the north bypass,” Walter
Monsour, the mayor’s chief administrative officer, told the
newly created Loop Executive Committee on Tuesday.

The northern corridor was roughly identified by a 2004 study,
and should be protected against development, in order to
contain land acquisition costs, as soon as a new, ongoing
study is finalized, HNTB Associate Vice President Bob
Schmidt told the committee, which is composed of parish
presidents of East Baton Rouge, West Baton Rouge,
Livingston, Ascension and Iberville parishes.

Schmidt said HNTB and its partner on the loop project,
ABMB Engineering, intend to glean as much information as
possible from the southern bypass study that was done in the
mid-1990s and the northern bypass study that was done in
2004. Both studies failed to generate any concrete routes,

largely because of funding problems.

“We intend to breathe new life into both of those studies,”
Schmidt told the Loop Committee.

Tentative plans call for the northern loop to cross the
Mississippi over the U.S. 190 Bridge, which will be
refurbished as part of the project.

HNTB and ABMB last month signed a $2 million contract
with East Baton Rouge Parish to develop a loop
implementation plan, including the identification of possible
routes and a plan to fund the project with tolls, public-private
partnerships and other possible revenue sources.

“Typically on new-start toll roads around the country, you

http://www printthis.clickability.com/pt/cpt?action=cpt&expire=&urlID=22599440&fb=Y... = 6/6/2007
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cannot fund 100 percent of the costs with tolls alone,”
Schmidt said.

Schmidt said the Louisiana Legislature recently recreated a
Transportation Mobility Fund to help finance local toll
projects, but the fund has no dedicated revenue source.

Schmidt said the entire loop will run 90 to 100 miles, and will
likely cost from $3 billion to $4 billion.

The northern leg of the loop was identified in 2004 by
engineering firm URS, which is involved as a subcontractor in
the loop implementation plan contract.

While the northern loop corridor has been established, HNTB
and ABMB are planning to update a mid-1990s study that
focused on a “south bypass” that could serve as a southern leg
of a loop.

Monsour said the southern corridor would likely run from I-
10 south of Baton Rouge, across the Mississippi River via a
proposed new bridge, and join I-10 on the other side of the
river.

A third component of the loop would likely run from I-12 in
Livingston Parish, through Ascension Parish to I-10 south of
Baton Rouge.

The eastern loop would link Livingston and Ascension
parishes, and work to reduce congestion in Baton Rouge,
Schmidt said.

Even though any action will have to be approved by the
Executive Loop Committee, Monsour said, the intent of the
loop implementation contract is to let the engineers and
technical experts determine the best route for a Baton Rouge
loop.

“We are very desirous to take this project out of the political
realm and put it into the technical realm, and let the chips fall
where they may,” Monsour said.

http://www.2theadvocate.com/news/7856552.htmi?showAll=y&c=y

D Check the box to include the list of links referenced in the article.
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First planning steps to Baton Rouge loop becoming reality

WAFB-TV
July 10, 2007 08:50 PM CDT

City officials say that loop around Baton Rouge is coming,
and they have the first planning steps to prove it, and a
new logo to go with it.

They're planning an 80-mile road to wrap around the
city. Their goal is to relieve some of the heavy traffic that
we know plagues our city.

They've come up with this new logo for the project,
green, for going ahead with construction.

They say engineering, environmental, and financial challenges are slowing the
process. So, Mayor Holden and other community leaders are coming together to map
out solutions.

Mayor Kip Holden says, "Without your involvement in this process, then we will have
a lot lacking in terms of community input.”

Walter Monsour, chief operating officer, says, "You're not here as fluff. We were very
deliberate in picking how we were going to do this, how structure community,
structure implementation plan."

Leaders from across five parishes say the $4 million they'll get from this year's
budget is still not enough to fund this giant construction project.

They estimate it to cost about $4 billion, and even with the money, they say
construction will take until the year 2015.
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By SCOTT DYER
Advocate staff writer
Published: Jul 11, 2007 - Page: 1A

If the Baton Rouge loop isto become aredlity, it's “very
important” to take steps now to protect potential corridors and
interchanges from development, Mayor-President Kip
Holden’ s right-hand man said Tuesday.

“As much concrete as we' re going to be building among the
five parishes over the next severa years, how theland is
developed in and around the exchanges of the loop is going to
be very important,” said Walter Monsour, the mayor’ s chief
administrative officer.

Louisiana’ s congressional delegation is working to secure an
additional $500,000 for a comprehensive land-use plan in the
five-parish Baton Rouge area, Monsour said.

Also Tuesday, area government officials met with two new
committees — one charged with finding the best corridor for
the proposed $4 hillion loop and the other to deal with people
who might be affected by it, such as property owners.

Monsour’ s comments came during an inaugural meeting of
the two committees. The panels were appointed to help map
out aloop implementation plan over the next year along with
consultants hired by Holden and the presidents of Iberville,
West Baton Rouge, Livingston and Ascension parishes.

“It’ sincumbent on us to take control of that as soon as we can
to assure that the quality of the developmentsin and around
the loop are those that can be most functional and most
advantageous to the loop,” Monsour added.

The parish presidents will likely sit asatoll authority for the
loop. The loop isintended to ease traffic congestion by taking
motorists away from Interstates 10 and 12 in Baton Rouge.

Tentative plans call for the loop to connect with 1-10 and 1-12
and possibly the U.S. 190 Bridge. It is estimated to take 8 to
10 years to complete but Monsour said the idea has only been
discussed — and not studied — for at least 40 years.

http://www.printthis.clickability.com/pt/cpt?action=cpt& title=2theadvocate.com+%7C+Ne... 7/11/2007
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“We're going to look at how different routes will generate
different income,” URS consultant Craig Gardner told the
technical advisory committee Tuesday.

Among other things, the technical advisory panel will look at
the best places to build bridges across the Amite River, the
Mississippi River and the Intracoastal Canal. The panel
consists of local, regiona and state transportation and
planning officials. The group will also study proposed
developments that have been approved so they can be avoided
as the 80-mile to 100-mile loop is established.

A second panel, the stakeholders committee, will help identify
environmental, social and historical problemsto avoid,
Gardner said.

Rannah Gray, a public relations consultant assisting the effort,
said the stakeholders committee will be responsible for
reaching out to civic groups, community organizations,
homeowners associations and property owners who have
questionsor concerns about the loop.

The consultants, headed by ABMB engineers and HNTB
Corp., started work in May on a year-long loop
implementation plan with $2 million in surplus funds from
East Baton Rouge city-parish government allocated by the
Metro Council.

Monsour said the Legislature recently allocated $4 million to
keep the loop implementation plan funded next year. The
project, he said, is poised to receive additional funding from
the state’ s Transportation Mobility Trust Fund, created to help
implement toll-supported projects.

Find this article at:
http://www.2theadvocate.com/news/8424452.html?showAll=y&c=y

|: Check the box to include the list of links referenced in the article.

Copyright © 1992-2007, 2theadvocate.com, WBRZ, Louisiana Broadcasting LL C and The Advocate,
Capital City Press LLC, All Rights Reserved.
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Loop land ‘boom’
Road may also push economy

By SCOTT DYER
Advocate staff writer
Published: Jul 15, 2007 - Page: 1A

The way Mayor-President Kip Holden sees it, the proposed $4 billion expressway loop around
Baton Rouge could trigger a major land boom.

Although the driving force behind the proposed loop is to get traffic moving via an alternative to
the interstate system, Holden predicted that the project could spawn major development along
the loop corridor.

“We will watch the changing face of areas that were once rural, but will now become main
economic centers because of the loop,” Holden said.

The proposed loop would stretch from 80 to 100 miles around Louisiana’s capital, and could open
up thousands of acres of raw land to development.

Within a few years, tracts of land that are now barely accessible by road could wind up on or near
a lucrative loop interchange.

Herb Gomez, executive vice president of the Greater Baton Rouge Association of

Realtors, said property located in and around the loop interchanges could easily skyrocket to $1
million per acre. That's the asking price of some of the land around the newly developed Juban
Road interchange on Intestate 12 in

Livingston Parish, he said.

“Let’s put it this way: land not around the interstates in East Baton Rouge Parish that's zoned for
office development is going for about $10 per square foot, and that comes out to almost $500,000
per acre,” Gomez said.

While some landowners may be looking at a gold mine, Gomez said that in areas where the loop
is elevated, the impact on land values could be nominal.

“When they built the raised portion of Interstate 110, it didn’t do much to the land values under I-
110,” Gomez said.

Currently, a team of consultants is working under a $2 million contract to find the most efficient
corridor for the loop and recommend ways to finance it in addition to tolls.

In addition to opening new areas for development, the loop would provide much needed road
infrastructure that is a necessity to keep the Baton Rouge area growing.

Holden’s chief administrative officer, Walter Monsour, said the key to mapping out a successful
loop corridor is to rely on engineering rather than politics.

Monsour said the same approach was one of the keys to the success of the mayor's Green Light
Plan after voters approved the bonding of a portion of the city-parish’s half-cent sales tax to raise
revenue to spend on roads and several key road projects.

“We set a model in the Green Light Plan by not pandering to any particular council district or area
of this parish,” Monsour said.



During a briefing last week, Monsour advised two committees to put politics aside in their efforts
to help determine the best loop corridor.

“You need to make sure that your decisions are based on what is best for this region and what is
best for the state of Louisiana, or it's not going to work,”
Monsour said.

One committee is composed of engineers, public works officials and planners from the five
parishes who will offer technical expertise. The other committee is a panel of business and
community leaders who will interact with homeowners, civic associations and others who could
be directly affected by the loop.

Monsour said the five parish presidents who are coordinating the loop implementation plan are
following a model that has been successful with other toll-supported mega-projects.

“There’s a good and a bad part about Louisiana being last. The bad part is that

we're last; the good part is that when we decide to do something, we can go take the best —
because it's already been done — and simply cut and paste,”

Monsour said.

“We are not reinventing the wheel. We are simply following a proven model,”
Monsour said.

Monsour said the five parishes — East Baton Rouge, West Baton Rouge,
Livingston, Ascension and Iberville — are moving to secure $500,000 in federal money to protect
land in and around the loop interchanges from development.

Holden emphasized the need to move quickly to acquire the needed right of way for the loop in
order to avoid speculation that may drive up costs.

Engineers are using a northern bypass study completed in 2004 that proposed a northern loop
that would split off I-12 near Walker, run north and tie into a revamped U.S. 190 Mississippi River
Bridge.

A second portion of the loop would connect I-12 near Walker to I-10 south of
Baton Rouge.

The final portion of the loop would run from I-10 west across the Mississippi River.

Consultants say that new bridges would be needed across the Mississippi River south of Baton
Rouge, the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway and the Amite River.



Loop ‘doughnut’ set
Consultants slated to study various routes

By SCOTT DYER
Advocate staff writer
Published: Jul 20, 2007 - Page: 1A

Consultants released the boundaries of the proposed Baton Rouge loop Thursday that resembles
a doughnut, stretching as far south as the Sunshine Bridge in Ascension Parish and as far north
as the Baker-Zachary area.

ABMB Engineer Mike Bruce said the doughnut hole —which is not under consideration for the
loop — includes the heavily developed area in Baton Rouge and Denham Springs in Livingston
Parish.

Bruce said setting the boundaries is the first step to determine the best route for the $4 billion
loop, and includes 12 possible places to cross the Mississippi River that have tentative approval
of the U.S. Coast Guard and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

Only two are under consideration for the northern leg of the loop: the existing U.S. 190
Mississippi River Bridge, and another location west of Baker. Four possible crossings are
between the existing the Interstate 10 bridge south to Addis in West Baton Rouge Parish. Six
potential bridge sites are between Plaquemine in Iberville Parish and the Sunshine

Bridge or La. 70 bridge.

The eastern boundary extends three to four miles past Walker on I-10, while the westward
boundary is five to six miles past La. 415 in West Baton Rouge Parish, Bruce said.

“This is a working map, and it may well change as we get additional input,” Bruce said.
The next step will be to develop all possible routes within those boundaries, then to determine the
best one.

“We’'re going to put them all on the table, and then figure out which ones are feasible,” Bruce told
the committee of five Baton Rouge area parish presidents who are overseeing the loop project.

The resulting map of possible routes will likely resemble a bow! of spaghetti, Bruce said.
Engineers will examine each route for constraints, such as wetlands and existing development,
he said.

“You wouldn’t want to run the loop through Tiger Stadium, for obvious reasons,” Bruce said.
Because the proposed loop will be financed with tolls, it's essential to choose routes and
interchanges that will generate the most toll revenue and will offer the most relief from traffic

congestion, Bruce said.

East Baton Rouge Mayor-President Kip Holden’s chief administrative officer, Walter Monsour,
said he’s already receiving calls from people who want to know if their land is on a loop route.

“Our office just got a call from a landowners yesterday who said he had heard that his house is
going to be right in the middle of the loop,” he said.

Monsour emphasized that a number of possible routes are going to be studied within the
boundaries.



Plans call for a Web site to be established in the next few weeks so the public can keep up with
developments in the loop planning process, he said. The project could be finished in eight to 10
years, Monsour said, if all goes according to plan.



City unveils plans for Baton Rouge loop
New expressway to surround five-parish region

By staff reports
Posted: July 31, 2007

City officials announced plans to build a $4 billion loop around Baton Rouge today.

The plan, which is slated to decrease traffic around the city, will create an additional
expressway route wrapping around Baton Rouge in the next ten years.

"The citizens of this region want relief from traffic congestion," said Mayor-President
Kip Holden.

A committee composed of the parish presidents of Ascension, Iberville, Livingston, West
Baton Rouge and East Baton Rouge parishes released maps of the potential corridor
Monday. Holden is the chair.

The committee is hosting a series of public meetings in different locations around the
five-parish region to get feedback and hear from residents.

The committee comes to Baton Rouge on Sept. 10. They will meet at BREC's
headquarters building at 6201 Florida Blvd. from 4 p.m. to 7 p.m.

For more information, visit the committee's Web site at brloop.com.

Contact The Daily Reveille's news staff at news@Isureveille.com



Proposals require study, public input

By SCOTT DYER
Advocate staff writer
Published: Aug 10, 2007 - Page: 1B

Consultants unveiled a map Thursday showing several possible corridors for the proposed $4 hillion Baton
Rouge loop, stretching from the Sunshine Bridge (La. 70) to the south to a possible corridor between Baker
and Zachary to the north.

At this point, engineers are studying the potential corridors — which range from 1,000 feet to 4,000 feet in
width — to determine whether they will affect wetlands, state and federal lands, churches, schools and
cemeteries, said consulting engineer Mike Bruce of ABMB Engineers.

“There’ s not acorridor on this map that doesn’t have some kind of an impact. We're going to try our best
to minimize the impact, but we have to come up with routes that will relieve traffic congestion and make
the loop viable,” Bruce told aloop committee.

As part of the planning process, the consultants must show state and federal agencies that they have looked
at every possible route for the proposed toll-supported |oop within the 11,000-square-mile “doughnut”
identified around heavily populated areas of East Baton Rouge and Livingston parishes, Bruce said.

“Thisis the beginning of the process, not the end,” Bruce said, noting that the proposed corridors are likely
to change over the next few weeks as engineers assess possible negative effects.

Walter Monsour, chief administrative officer for East Baton Rouge Mayor-President Kip Holden, said the
key to a successful loop isrelieving traffic.

“The more traffic you relieve, the more tollswill be generated,” he said.

Monsour said the extreme north and south routes may not prove feasible because motorists may not want to
travel too far out of their way to pay the tolls and use the loop.

In all, the U.S. Coast Guard and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers have identified 12 possible river
crossings for the loop, including a possible revamp and expansion of the U.S. 190 Bridge over the
Mississippi River between East Baton Rouge and West Baton Rouge parishes.

But Huey Dugas, planning director for the Capital Region Planning Commission and one of the
coordinators of the loop project, said that expanding the U.S. 190 Bridge may not be feasible.

Dugas noted that the state recently let a contract to widen the Huey P. Long Bridge in New Orleans, but the
contractor isrunning into such mammoth problems that he’ s questioning the feasibility of the project.

“The U.S. 190 Bridge is a sister bridge to the Huey P. Long, and any effortsto widen it will likely run into
similar problems,” Dugas said.

Dugas a so noted that recent studies have shown that about 27 percent of the traffic on the Baton Rouge
areainterstates, Interstates 10 and 12, and magjor arterials, such as Florida Boulevard, are motorists who are
passing through the area

Rannah Gray, a consultant who is helping to coordinate the loop implement efforts, said plans call for a
series of public hearings Sept. 10 through Sept. 13 to let local residents sound off on the potential corridors.



L ocations and times are still being worked out, but plans call for hearings to be held in East Baton Rouge,
Ascension and Livingston. A fourth hearing will be held on the west side of the Mississippi for West Baton
Rouge and Iberville residents.

In addressing the loop stakeholders committee that is supposed to interface with the local communities and
businesses, Monsour emphasized the need for al five area parishes to work together.

“Let’sleave politics at the door and let’ s think about what' s best for the five-parish region — and should
have been done 40 years ago,” he said.



Our Views: big concerns around a loop

The Advocate
Published: Aug 13, 2007 - Page: 4B

Mayor-President Kip Holden has banned a dirty five-letter word from the
discussion of an interstate loop around Baton Rouge.

“This is not another study,” Holden told the City Club recently. “Let me repeat
that: This is not another study.”

For Holden, a loop to relieve traffic congestion around the city is a no-brainer,
“something that should have been done years ago.”

If not the five-letter word, somebody somehow is going to have to look at a great
many loop issues that will require not just a look-see or a glance, and much more
than just some pondering.

The loop idea is pushed by an executive committee of five area parish presidents
with input from planners and technical committees. Where the loop goes is the
obvious big question, who will pay for it is another huge one, and some planners
even ask

a question that appears not to have occurred to Holden and others: What good
would it do?

At a recent meeting of the loop’s executive committee, Holden’s top aide, Walter
Monsour, said the loop effort must be combined with shrewd land-use planning to
make growth work better for all the communities involved.

At a meeting of the Smart Growth Partnership, a group of planners and civic
leaders convened by the Mayor’s Office and the nonprofit Center for Planning
Excellence, the many issues of the loop concept raised serious concerns.

A slew of potential corridors for the loop are being developed by planners
commissioned by the parish presidents, but the viability of a route involves more
than just what it would plow under.

Tolls on the loop are inevitable, because few jurisdictions have the money to pay
for major highway projects in traditional ways, planners said.

A loop farther out from today’s interstates might not produce the tolls to pay for
the project, but move the route farther in and costs might increase too much, or
congestion on the new loop might match that on the old highway. Compromise
will be hard to find.

“Some locations will divert more local traffic” from Interstate 10/12 in the city,



planner Mike Bruce of ABMB Engineers told the partnership. “Some locations will
divert through traffic.”

While smart-growth advocates are likely to worry about an outer loop, because
that encourages sprawl instead of more concentrated development, there are
bound to be some development effects related to building a loop, he said.

A loop, though, may be a price of progress.

The planners working for the committee noted that Austin, the Texas city often
held up as an example for Baton Rouge, once fought highway projects. “Now,
they can't build roads fast enough,” said Ron Crum of URS, who is also working
on the project.

“The reality is we are growing,” Bruce said.

Some on the smart-growth panel worried that the loop would throw a huge
percentage of public resources toward a problem that mainly occurs on Interstate
10 during a few hours of the day. “I guarantee that anybody can get anywhere at
10 a.m. that they want to go,” architect Buddy Ragland wryly noted.

A poorly conceived loop might only produce “a million Siegen interchanges
around our city” at very high cost, he said. “There’s more job to do” on
congestion, he added.

Bruce agreed there are other traffic issues facing Baton Rouge, but that
congestion on the interstates bleeds off the highway and overloads the city’s
surface arteries. Connectivity of local streets is hard to get politically because
subdivisions fight being part of the street grid, and mass transit hasn’t moved
enough people to alleviate congestion.

Bruce said the planners and political leaders understand “the need to do it right.”

We hope so. A loop is not just a big project; it is a redirection of vast resources —
estimates of $3 billion and up. Sprawling development has long been a problem
in the Baton Rouge area, and a loop has to avoid the mistakes of the past.

Somebody really needs to study this. Or something like that.



New web site to provide information on Baton Rouge loop
project

WAFB-TV
August 20, 2007 12:42 PM CDT

The Baton Rouge loop project is pushing forward. Now, a brand new web site is joining into the
mix to provide the public with more information about what's going on with the project.

Mayor Kip Holden says, "The key component in this implementation plan first and foremost was
to develop an implementation plan.”

The site is called BRLoop.com. Officials say it will be up and running sometime Monday
afternoon. Once you're on the site, you can find potential loop locations, ask questions and give
your own personal feedback.

Mayor Holden met with parish presidents and local lawmakers about keeping the public optimistic
and including them in the developing plans.

Holden says the state is $14 billion behind in road work, but is ahead of schedule with the loop
implementation plan.



Loop Web site allows residents’ input

By SCOTT DYER
Advocate staff writer
Published: Aug 21, 2007

Consultants hired to find a corridor for a Baton Rouge loop unveiled a Web site Monday aimed at
keeping the public informed about the project.

The Web site, http://www.BRLoop.com, will allow residents to comment on the various corridors
and possible river crossings, including the Mississippi River, under consideration for the proposed
$4 billion loop. It's expected to take 8 to 10 years to complete and reduce traffic congestion on
Interstates 10 and 12 in the capital city.

Also Monday, the consultants announced a series of meetings next month to get comment from
residents in the five-parish Baton Rouge area.

Here’s the meeting schedule:

= East Baton Rouge Parish: 4 p.m. to 7 p.m., Monday, Sept. 10, East Baton Rouge Parish
Recreation and Park Commission, 6201 Florida Blvd.

= Livingston Parish: 4 p.m. to 7 p.m., Tuesday, Sept. 11, North Park Recreation Center,
20272 Eden Church Road, Denham Springs.

= West Baton Rouge and Iberville parishes: 4 p.m. to 7 p.m., Wednesday, Sept. 12, Addis
Community Center at 7828 La. 1 South.

= Ascension Parish: 4 p.m. to 7 p.m., Thursday, Sept. 13, Gonzales Civic Center, 219 S.
Irma Blvd.

Earlier this year, the East Baton Rouge Metro Council agreed to pay consultants headed by
ABMB Engineers and HNTB Corp. $2 million in surplus parish funds to find the best loop corridor
and recommend ways to fund it.

Consultants unveiled a map Aug. 9 showing several possible corridors for the proposed loop,
stretching from the Sunshine Bridge (La. 70) in Ascension to the south to a possible corridor

between Baker and Zachary to the north. The study areas stretches to the east almost to the
town of Livingston, and to the west in West Baton Rouge on the other side of La. 415.

Those boundaries were unveiled July 19.
At this point, engineers are studying several potential corridors — ranging from 1,000 feet to

4,000 feet in width — to determine whether they will affect wetlands, state and federal lands,
churches, schools and cemeteries, consulting engineer Mike Bruce of ABMB Engineers has said.



Security expert says U.S. needs to invest in crumbling infrastructure

By SCOTT DYER, Advocate staff writer
August 24, 2007 - Page 1B

The collapse of the Interstate 35W bridge in Minnesota should be awake-up call for Americans about the
nation’ s deteriorating infrastructure and the need to fund it, a national security expert told officials involved
in planning a proposed Baton Rouge loop.

“America sinfrastructureisfaling down around our ears,” retired U.S. Army Gen. Barry McCaffrey said
Thursday.

“The country’s changing, and if you want your grandchildren to have economic opportunity and not have to
live in an unhealthy environment, we have to invest now and not latter,” he said.

McCaffrey is chairman of the board for HNTB Federal Services Corp., asubsidiary of HNTB hired by the
East Baton Rouge city-parish government to help plan aloop for the five-parish Baton Rouge area by
taking some motorists off Interstates 10 and 12 through the city.

The proposed $4 billion loop is expected to take 8-10 years to complete and help with traffic flow in East
Baton Rouge, West Baton Rouge, Ascension, Livingston and Iberville parishes.

He applauded the efforts to build the loop with tolls and private-partnerships, saying that innovative
approaches are the key to fixing the infrastructure deficiencies not only here but across the United States.

McCaffrey said he's been traveling the nation, warning others about the need to invest in infrastructure for
several years. He visited Minnesotain late June and spent an hour discussing the issue with Gov. Tim
Pawlenty on his radio broadcast.

“Thisis aRepublican governor who successfully pushed a single theme: no new taxes. Legislators couldn’t
override his veto, and we ended up with no investment again in American infrastructure,” McCaffrey said.

Pawlenty recently vetoed a Minnesota L egislature-passed gasoline tax that would have provided funding to
repair bridges like the one that collapsed over the Mississippi River in Minneapolis.

McCaffrey noted that the American Society of Civil Engineers recently gave the nation’ s infrastructure an
overall grade of D- and estimated that it would cost $1.6 trillion over the next five yearsto fix the
problems.

McCaffrey also said that over the past 20 years, there' s been a 40 percent drop in the number of
undergraduate engineering degrees issued by U.S. colleges and universities.

“If you don't study algebrain the eighth- and ninth-grades, if you don’t get through college calculusin the
11th grade, you ain’t going to L SU to study engineering,” McCaffrey said.



Around Ascension for September 7, 2007

BR Loop meeting scheduled

By STEVEN WARD
Advocate River parishes bureau
Published: Sep 7, 2007 - Page: 3B

Ascension Parish residents will have a chance to give input and ask questions about the
proposed Baton Rouge Loop Project for the Greater Baton Rouge area.

The meeting for Ascension Parish residents will be held at 4 p.m. Thursday in the
Gonzales Civic Center on South Irma Boulevard.

The executive committee for the project is headed by East Baton Rouge Parish Mayor-
President Kip Holden, while the committee includes the presidents of Ascension,
Iberville, Livingston and West Baton Rouge parishes.

Members of the group are working together on a 12-month project to develop the
highway loop concept and move it to completion.

The public meetings in the parishes affected are being held to acquaint residents with the
details of the project and the constraints that would have to be overcome in order for the
loop to become a reality.

Some of those constraints involve wetlands, schools, churches, cemeteries and other land
issues.

There is more information at http://www.BRLoop.com



http://www.2theadvocate.com/news/suburban/mailto:sward@theadvocate.com
http://www.brloop.com/

Our Views: regional view vital to loop

Advocate Opinion page staff
Published: Sep 12, 2007 - Page: 6B

When one says “Baton Rouge,” what does one mean?

One could mean the old city limits of Baton Rouge, but since 1950 a city-parish form of government has eroded the
importance of those lines. Perhaps the largest significance of that boundary in most peoples' livesisthat the Baton Rouge
Police Department and the Baton Rouge Fire Department serve within the city limits. Other law enforcement and fire
departments serve outside the city limits.

Baton Rouge also can mean the metropolitan area. With the rapid growth of Ascension and Livingston parishesin
particular, the Baton Rouge area is clearly much more than East Baton Rouge Parish. For statistical purposes, the MSA —
the metropolitan statistical area— is nine parishes.

Commonly, though, Baton Rouge isa“city” in abroad sense that transcends merely political boundaries.

When a new business looks at Baton Rouge as a potential location, its owners must be concerned about the political
boundaries for tax or permit purposes, but the big questions are about the region: Who are the customers? Who are the
workers?

If anything cries out for aregional approach, it is the transportation system, and that’s where we believe the planning
effort for a Baton Rouge highway |oop has begun on a constructive note, with close collaboration among five of the
region’s parish presidents.

The mayors and parish presidents can see each other fairly regularly for various meetings and events, including the
Metropolitan Planning Organization that, under federal law, coordinates transportation planning.

But the five parish presidents pulled together by Mayor-President Kip Holden for planning a Baton Rouge loop — those
from West Baton Rouge, Ascension, Livingston and Iberville, along with Holden — probably have seen each other more
often in the past three months than in the past three years.

Words such as “ partnership” and “ collaboration” flowed freely at arecent briefing for elected officialsin the region. We
think that’s constructive. The loop is ahuge project, perhaps $4 billion, involving creative financing such as toll roads.
But it remains one component of alarger transportation system.

“Thisistruly ateam effort,” Holden said. “We all know the traffic problems we have al struggled with in thisregion.” A
project this big requires collaboration on a perhaps unprecedented scale. “We won't get this done without working
together,” Holden said.

He sright.



Local mayor believes the loop could destroy her community

Sep 7, 2007 07:16 PM CDT
WAFB-TV (Baton Rouge, La.)

Baton Rouge planners want you, the public, to help plan where
to put a new traffic loop around the metro area to ease traffic
congestion. Local public officials were briefed at the state
Capitol Friday on the project, but as WAFB's Caroline Moses
reports, some small town officials are already concerned the
new highway could destroy their hometown's charm.

Toni Guitrau is the mayor of French Settlement. She knows

traffic is bumper-to-bumper, but she says she also knows the

current plan to ease congestion, a loop around Baton Rouge,

could spark another serious road block in French Settlement. Guitrau says, "I'm all for solving
our traffic problems and this loop sounds like a great idea, until proposed to go right through
village that's only a little over four square miles."

French Settlement is only about 200,000 square feet wide, so Guitrau says they need every
inch. She says, "We're really concerned about this because it would basically destroy us." She
says the plan, as is, would mean the end of her village as they know it, so she came to this
meeting to get the route re-drawn and to make sure the mayor is looped-in to her ideas for
change. Guitrau says, "We've been incorporated roughly 50 years, half a century. We have
four historical buildings in our little village, a museum, town hall, our own government." So,
her village is dependent on her to get the changes made.

Baton Rouge Mayor Kip Holden says nothing is paved in stone, yet. The plans are a work-in-
progress. He says, "There are a myriad of routes laid out in regards to possible and areas in
which the loop may be built, but any comment about it dividing a village or a place, really,
right now is premature." He says the whole point of these public forums is to let people like
Guitrau speak up and seek a new direction.

You can give your ideas about where the loop should go Monday at BREC headquarters on
Florida Boulevard from 4 p.m. to 7 p.m. After that one, there will be three more meetings later
next week.

Reporter: Caroline Moses, WAFB




Residents speak out on loop proposal

Sep 11, 2007 12:09 AM
WAFB-TV (Baton Rouge, La.)

Engineers working on the Baton Rouge loop are giving
the public a chance to speak out on their ideas and
opinions about where the loop should go. For the next
couple days, you're invited to come out, take a look at
potential plans, and ask questions. WAFB's Tyana
Williams was at Monday night's meeting at BREC
headquarters.

People have been stopping by BREC headquarters at

6201 Florida Boulevard since 4:00 in the afternoon and loop officials are taking that
as a sign people are interested. The open house is to allow people to question the
project engineers.

A few people say they came to find out more about what the loop will do. One couple
came to make sure the property they own will not be affected by potential plans.

Another woman we spoke with came to get information and wound up telling
engineers that potential plans were going to destroy an historical African American
neighborhood.

All those people will fill out comment cards and the engineering team will take
another look at where the loop will go.

The mayor wants to remind everyone that nothing has been given a green light, yet.
Mayor Holden says, "That input will be brought back and then routes will be refined.
Go back out for public comment and come up with a solution for the best route for
the loop to proceed.”

Reporter: Tyana Williams, WAFB O9NEWS




A crowd gathers around a projected map of the possible routes the Baton Rouge Loop could take. The loop will redirect
traffic around Baton Rouge.

BR loop project opens for public input:
Mayor-President chairs development

By Parker Wishik
9/11/07

L ouisiana has taken the next step to bringing an interstate highway loop to Baton Rouge residents and the
surrounding region.

Hard plans for the BR Loop project were opened to the public Monday night. Mayor-President Kip Holden
and a host of engineers were among those present at the first public forum for the project.

Holden, who chairs the project's Executive Committee, said public input is crucial to the loop project
because it affects many residents and businesses.

"This shows we're not doing thisin avacuum," Holden told The Daily Reveille. "As elected officials, we
have to incorporate [residents] thoughts and wishes into making the final design."”

The first phase of the loop project, what officials call the "implementation plan," will draw public input
regarding possible loop routes. The phase is dated to last one year.

Loop Project Manager Bob Schmidt said East Baton Rouge Parish will fund the implementation phase. The
entire BR Loop project will cost between $3 billion and $4 billion, withan estimated completion by 2016.

"Beyond that, financing sources would be a combination including toll revenue, the transportation mobility
fund, federal loans and bonds and perhaps other sources,” Schmidt said. "That's part of what we're doing
now is getting our handle about how the financing package can come together."

Schmidt said the project faces some obstacles but is still on schedule.

"Thefirst and biggest constraint is where can we cross the Mississippi River," he said. "Beyond that, the
constraints are developed areas where people live, work and play, wetlands and river systems."

Schmidt said finding potential high-traffic areasis also apriority.
"Traffic will generate revenue, and revenue is what will pay for the project,” he said.

Some residents are concerned the development of more interstate highways will infringe upon their
property. Charles Breedlobe and Fran Johnson live near Bayou Manchac and Hoo Shoo Too Road in



Ascension Parish, in the eastern portion of the proposed loop.

Breedlobe said he and his wife are worried about the loop's impact on their home and the historic area.
"We moved out there because of the environment," he said. "This changes all of the above."
Breedlobe said Hoo Shoo Too Road has been on the map since 1814.

"Progressis great," Johnson said. "But it's about what can never come back. Houses can be rebuilt, but
history will be destroyed."

Holden is aware of views opposing the project.

"Y ou have to be sensitive to what many people are saying,” he said, "but on the other hand, with a project
of this magnitude, there will be some people who will lose their houses and businesses."

Holden said displaced residents and businesses would be compensated for their losses.

"That's the nature of this beast called highways," he said. "We're going to try our best not to destroy
neighborhoods and put people at such a disadvantage they cannot have a quality of life."

Contact Parker Wishik at pwishik@Isureveille.com




Bart East, |eft, and Randy Ashley, neighbors on Hoo Shoo Too Road in southeast Baton Rouge, take alook at possible
routes for a Baton Rouge Loop during a public hearing Monday. Additional public hearings will be held tonight in
Denham Springs, Wednesday in Addis and Thursday in Gonzales.

EBR loop routecriticized: southeast EBR road called
too damaging

By SCOTT DYER
Advocate staff writer
Published: Sep 11, 2007

Residents of the Hoo Shoo Too Road area turned out in force Monday to oppose the possibility of the
proposed Baton Rouge Loop coming through their southeast Baton Rouge neighborhood.

“We're environmentalists. That’s why we live out there,” Michael Thibodeaux said.

Thibodeaux said the Hoo Shoo Too Road areais a haven for wildlife aswell as an area of historical
significance, with a cemetery that dates to the 1700s, another cemetery that dates to the 1800s and
plantation homes.

Another Hoo Shoo Too resident, Bart East, said the areais one of the last parts of East Baton Rouge Parish
to be developed. East said he fearsthat if aloop is built in that area, it will encourage development and ruin
the rural atmosphere.

“The outside loop makes alot more sense to me,” East said, referring to the proposed southernmost route
that would cross the Mississippi River near Donaldsonville.



Joining the consultants and city-parish workers on hand to take public input about the loop Monday was
Mayor-President Kip Holden, who said he doesn’t believe Hoo Shoo Too Road is going to be disturbed by
the loop.

“The only thing that | can tell the naysayers is not to be too negative about a plan that still isn't developed,”
Holden said.

The mayor said the purpose of the four public hearings being held this week isto |et residents state their
concerns, so the engineers designing the loop can take them into consideration.

“Thisis democracy in action. People care enough that they want to come out and voice their opinions,”
Holden said of Monday’ s meeting, which lasted a little more than three hours.

Mike Bruce of ABMB Engineers, one of the consultants hired to devise aloop implementation plan, said
the loop will be funded by tolls, so it hasto bein an areawhere it will attract plenty of traffic.

“The next step, after taking input from all these people, is to make traffic projections to see which corridors
arefeasible. If aroute can’t be supported by tolls, it will drop out,” Bruce said.

Holden’ s top administrator said the proposed southernmost boundary of the loop — which crosses the
Mississippi River at the Sunshine Bridge — isn't aredlistic option.

“The outer boundary at 120 milesis not feasible. It's not going to generate tolls or relieve traffic,” Chief
Administrative Officer Walter Monsour said.

Monsour said the loop architects are required by the federal government to exhaust every alternative,
including those that don’t appear plausible.

Tonight, the loop hearing will shift to Livingston Parish, where residents can sound off about possible loop
routes at North Park Recreation Center, 30372 Eden Church Road in Denham Springs, from 4 p.m.to 7
p.m.

On Wednesday, a public hearing will be held for West Baton Rouge and Iberville residents at the Addis
Community Center, 7828 La. 1 South from 4 p.m. to 7 p.m.

A final public hearing, for Ascension Parish residents, will be held from 4 p.m. to 7 p.m. Thursday at the
Gonzales Civic Center, at 219 S. IrmaBlvd.

Bruce said the loop project is expected to cost from $3 billion to $4 billion, and will take about 10 yearsto
build.



Advocate staff photo by STEVE KASHISHIAN

Cherry Talbert points with a piece of paper at a map of the proposed Baton Rouge Loop project. Talbert, of Ardaman &
Associates Inc., an engineering firm, was conferring with Krista R. Goodin of HNTB Corp. during a public open house
meeting on the project Tuesday at the North Park Recreation Center in Denham Springs.

Residents divided on loop
Livingston area meeting draws crowd
By BOB ANDERSON

Advocate Florida parishes bureau
Published: Sep 12, 2007 - Page: 1B

LIVINGSTON — More than 300 arearesidents peered at maps Tuesday night, mainly trying to determine
where their homes sit among spaghetti-like corridors that comprise possible loops around Baton Rouge,
Denham Springs, Walker and other municipalities.

“1 don't think it s going to bother me,” said Ramsey Huffman of Walker. “I’ll be glad when they start the
bulldozers.”

Others, who found their homes within the shaded lines, generally weren’t so eager to crank the engines.
They expressed worries about having to move or having their property values lowered by a major road
abutting their homes.

“It would be through the middle of my house,” said Emily Dawse, who lives north of Denham Springs.



“I"'m for aloop because we need it to get rid of traffic congestion,” said David Bankston of Watson as he
tried to ease his way through a crowd to the map showing proposed routesin Livingston Parish. “I'm just
trying to get an idea of how it affects me.”

It won't help the traffic congestion, because the congestion is caused by people trying to get into Baton
Rouge in the morning and out in the afternoons, said Ben Babin of Port Vincent.

That's evident from the time of day when the congestion occurs, he said, adding that in the middle of the
day, there are no traffic problems on Interstate 10 or Interstate 12.

“The problem is not getting cars through Baton Rouge. It’ s getting them to Baton Rouge,” Babin said.
Most traffic wouldn't use the loop, he maintained.
Dalton Carpenter of Port Vincent agreed.

Improvements to the infrastructure in Baton Rouge and surrounding parishes would be a better expenditure
of money, he said.

“1I"m for improving traffic flow, but I'm not sure thisis going to do it,” Carpenter said.

Generally, public officials from Livingston Parish were supportive of building aloop, though they differed
some on routes.

Denham Springs Mayor Jimmy Durbin said he thinks aloop would improve traffic flow in Denham
Springs and eventually would open up land farther from the city for economic development.

One of the interchanges would end up on La. 16 north of the city, he said.

A significant amount of truck traffic will take the loop, which will enhance the use of 1-12 for commuters,
Durbin said.

“1"m more than 200 percent for it,” Walker Mayor Travis Clark said.
“Come out and see our traffic in the morning” Clark said when asked why.
To be effective, the route can’t be the outside loop, because local people wouldn’t useit, Clark said.

“1 think the loop is going to be the ultimate solution to the traffic problem,” said D. Derra Jones, mayor of
Livingston. “Like everything else, the devil isin the details. Whose community are we going to screw up?’

French Settlement Mayor Toni Guitrau said she worries that her community could be one of those messed
up by the loop.

She said she’ slooking forward to a map that narrows the number of proposed routes and eliminates the one
that would run through French Settlement.

“Any kind of progress like thisis going to have a negative effect on some,” Rep. Dale Erdey said.
Nevertheless, such a highway is overdue, the Republican from Livingston said.

“We're behind the eight ball with our traffic,” he said.



The growing number of accidents on 1-12 have spotlighted the need, Erdey said.

“| think it's worthy of exploration,” said J. Rogers Pope, the former Livingston Parish superintendent of
schools who isrunning for the seat Erdey is vacating. “It’'s going to come with heartburn.”

The parish has to have somerelief on infrastructure and transportation issues, he said.
“1 think it’s going to be great,” Livingston Parish Councilman Marshall Harris said. “It’s long overdue.”

“We'll see economic growth in areas where the loop is built,” Harris said. “We have to start thinking like
we live in Houston. Houston started out with a small loop and grew from there.”

Like Erdey, Harris said he prefers the outer loop “ because it inconveniences fewer people.”

Gerald Burns, director of the Juban North Association, said his group is pushing for the more central route
to the north and wants to seeiit linked to Juban Road by a spur.

The outer loop istoo large,” Livingston Parish President Mike Grimmer said. “ The middle loop would be
better for the north” because area residents would be more likely to useit.

Grimmer said he thinks the northern loop will be built first, because the environmental issues to the south
will be*anightmare.”

The consultants who are planning the loop and seeking away to finance the $3 billion to $4 billion project
will hold a public meeting today from 4 p.m. to 7 p.m. at the Addis Community Center, 7828 La. 1 South.

Another meeting is scheduled from 4 p.m. to 7 p.m. Thursday at the Gonzales Civic Center at 219 S. Irma
Blvd.



Three possible bypass routes trimmed

By SCOTT DYER
Advocate staff writer
Published: Dec 14, 2007 - Page: 1A

Engineers designing a possible $4 billion Baton Rouge area loop eliminated three more potential southern
routes Thursday, noting that the corridors ran too far south to attract toll-paying motorists.

All three of the eliminated routes crossed the Mississippi River south of White Castle, and didn’'t have the
projected traffic counts needed to justify further analysis, according to Mike Bruce, managing principal of
ABMB Engineers.

The southernmost route used the Sunshine Bridge to cross theriver, but looped too far to the south to serve
as adirect route for most commuters, Bruce said.

Last month, loop engineers eliminated possible routes running through Port Vincent and French Settlement
in Livingston Parish because of adverse impacts on those communities. They also ditched several possible
routesin Ascension Parish north and east of Gonzales because of heavy development in those areas.

Still under consideration are routes running through the Prairieville and Gonzales areas, along with three
possible northern loop routes between Walker and West Baton Rouge Parish.

The good news, according to Bruce, is that projected traffic counts on the possible loop corridors have
increased by 65 percent since Hurricane Katrina, according to computer models.

“That's an amazing statistic since the northern bypass was justified at the lower traffic countsin 2004,”
Bruce told a panel of five parish presidentsinvolved in the loop project.

Traffic in the Baton Rouge area became a nightmare after hurricanes Katrina and Ritain 2005, and Bruce
said that when complete, the loop will save driving times in the Baton Rouge area at arate of more than 6
million hours per year.

At arate of $22 for most workers and $75 for truck drivers, the amount of time wasted while sitting in
traffic is estimated to cost $150 million per year, Bruce said.

Mayor-President Kip Holden noted that at this point, project engineers actually are ahead of schedulein
completing their yearlong task of finding a corridor and crunching toll numbers to see if the project will
work.

The preliminary timetable calls for a 90- to -100-mile loop to be completed in 10 years, and Holden noted
that at this point, he's received encouragement about the project from local residents as well as state and
federa officials.

“There’ sanew spirit in Louisianawith regard to what we need to do with our infrastructure,” Holden said.

Holden's chief administrative officer, Walter Monsour, said plans call for the five parish presidents and
supporting staff to take atrip to Texas early next year to get afirst-hand look at mega-toll projectsin Dallas
and Austin.

“Thisis not going to be a boondoggle trip. We're going to look at what they’ ve done with toll roadsin
those areas. And we also want to learn what they didn’t do that they wished they had done,” Monsour said.






Council adopts road contract
By Aaron E. Looney, The Weekly Citizen (January 23, 2008)

The Ascension Parish Council voted Thursday to accept a $3 million road reconstruction contract to address
construction projects on numerous parish roads.

Parish Public Works Director Bob Turner told the council that the contract with R.J. Daigle and Sons, Inc.
covers projects on 16 parish roads.

The contract covers construction of the first of four parts in the parish's 2007 road project, Turner said.
There will be two other contracts coming in the near future for additional projects, Turner said.

Turner also said that his department plans to spend approximately $17 million on around 99 road projects in
the coming year.

Turner also told the council that he needed permission to purchase a house and the property it sits upon for
right-of-way purposes on the Joe Severio Road improvement project. The council added the matter as a
two-thirds emergency item and later approved the purchase.

Also at the meeting, Parish President Tommy Martinez named members of his cabinet, retaining some
administrators from the previous administration of former Parish President Ronnie Hughes.

During his report, Martinez said he would retain Turner as Public Works Director as well as Parish
Treasurer/Chief Financial Officer Gwen LeBlanc and Parish Council Secretary Suzanne Patterson at their
current positions. He also said he would retain Thomas "Moose" Pearce, but named Pearce as his Chief
Operating Officer. Pearce served as Chief Executive Officer under former Parish President Ronnie Hughes.

Martinez also named Bill McCord as the parish's new human resources director.

At Martinez's request, the council also approved the hiring of Assistant 23rd Judicial District Attorney Lindsey
Manda as an full-time, in-house attorney for parish government.

The parish will pay Manda an annual salary of $77,200 for a four-year term, according to the employment
contract. Manda would not handle trials for the parish, Martinez said, but that she would handle many day-
to-day legal matters such as ordinances and would attend Parish Council meetings.

Martinez also said during his report that there will be another public hearing in Ascension Parish for the
Baton Rouge Loop bypass project.

The hearing will take place Tuesday, Feb. 26 from 4 p.m. to 7 p.m. at the Gonzales Civic Center, located on
South Irma Boulevard.

"This project is moving rather rapidly,” Martinez said of the bypass, adding that progress is "six to nine
months ahead of schedule.”

In earlier meetings of the BR Loop Executive Committee, of which Martinez became a member when he took
over as parish president, many proposed routes in Ascension Parish were eliminated from consideration.
However, some routes remain in the northern areas of the parish.

In other matters, Bell also said that the council would hold its Finance Committee meeting prior to the first
regular council meeting in February. The meeting will take place Feb. 7 at 6 p.m. at the Parish Courthouse in
Donaldsonville.

The council did not hold a Finance Committee meeting in January because of the inauguration of the new
council.
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Business, investments key to loop financing Print Page
By Wade Mclintyre, The Weekly Citizen

BATON ROUGE - Discussions and presentations centered around financing the proposed $4
billion Baton Rouge Loop and determining its corridor and feeder arteries during a briefing
update for elected officials Tuesday.

The meeting, held at the Old State Capitol, included reports from project engineering firms
and elected officials promoting the project to relieve highway congestion in Ascension
Parish and the Greater Baton Rouge area.

Bob Schmidt of HNTB engineering said new financing options have emerged for planners
since an earlier move to build a loop around the capital city bogged down in the mid-
1990's.

Public-private partnership legislation adopted in 2006 would allow investors to pay for
much of the project and recover investments through tolls, Schmidt said.

These type partnerships are happening all over the country and in Europe, he said, because
gas taxes alone cannot possibly provide enough money needed for roads as populations
grow and highway construction costs increase.

"It can work here," Schmidt said.

Legislative funding such as Federal loans and bonds would provide gap funding for the
loop, Schmidt said.

Schmidt said investment funding would come from area businesses and from foreign
investors, and would apply only to new construction rather than existing roadways
incorporated into the loop.

After debt is eventually serviced on the final project, Walter Monsour, CAO to East Baton
Rouge Mayor/President Kip Holden, said an economic development stream could be
realized as a by-product of the loop.

When completed, the loop is projected to save more than six million hours per year of lost
time for drivers who would have been traveling the area without a loop.

In response to a question by Rep. Eddie Lambert of Gonzales, Monsour said when the loop
is complete he expects motorists in Ascension Parish would more than likely take the toll
portion of the loop into Baton Rouge rather than using Interstate 10.

Lambert said Ascension residents would be better served by diverting traffic off the
Interstate, and developing major arterial roads such as Airline Highway and Nicholson
Drive to accommodate that traffic rather than having a toll roadway.

http://www.ascensioncitizen.com/articles/2008/02/01/news/news02.prt 2/4/2008
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Monsour replied that in order to generate enough money in tolls to help finance the project,
more than just arterial diversion of traffic from the Interstate is required, and that local
motorists trips on the toll road would be required to pay for the loop.

"There is a balance going on here," he said.

In comments to The Weekly Citizen after the session, Lambert again took strong exception
to the engineering plan to divert Prairieville traffic to a toll road. He said half the money
engineers are suggesting will be spent on the loop over the next 10 to 20 years could used
to renovate key arterial roads and highways that have existing right of ways and would
solve many of the traffic problems.

Holden said prospects for the loop are stronger because all five parish presidents in the
impacted parishes have come together in its support, and the city and state have put up a
combined total of $6 million for the preliminary study work.

"History repeats itself," said Ascension Parish President Tommy Martinez, referring to the
failed first effort to build a loop. "This time we have a lot better chance.”

He said engineers and officials will look at all the different proposed routes to make sure
people end up with good access to the interstates.

When a route is selected, Martinez said, tough decisions will have to be made, with some
people and areas being affected more than others.

"We don't want to blind side anyone," he said.

Martinez told the Weekly Citizen after the meeting he wants to look again at routes that
would be less intrusive to Ascension Parish residents, including the recently eliminated
southern loop over the Sunshine Bridge through Donaldsonville.

"The southern loop, if the airport (Louisiana Transportation Center) should come, would be
beneficial,”" Martinez said. "This is the less intrusive route (for Ascension Parish) and would
revitalize the west side of the river."”

He said even though the southernmost route has been eliminated by engineers, there is
still room for negotiation regarding that route.

The second round of public meetings on the loop project will be held at the end of January.
The meeting in Ascension Parish will be held Feb. 26 at the Gonzales Civic Center. Other
meetings are in East Baton Rouge Parish Feb. 25, Livingston Parish Feb. 27, West Baton
Rouge Parish Feb. 28 and Iberville Parish March 3. All meetings are to be held from 4 to 7
p.m.
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Letter: Loop would destroy Alligator Bayou

Published: Feb 11, 2008 - Page: 4B (The Advocate)

The proposed Baton Rouge loop will destroy the Alligator Bayou and Bluff Swamp Wildlife
reserve.

If you compare the map at http://www.brloop.com and the map at http://www.alligatorbayou.com,
you can see that the northernmost route of the proposed BR loop will obliterate everything at
Alligator Bayou, including the swamp tours, the 'gator pits, the pavilion and everything else.

This crown jewel of eco-tourism should not be destroyed. Every week, people from all over the
world come to Alligator Bayou to learn about and cherish local environment and culture. It is one
of the things that make the Baton Rouge area unique.

Paving over paradise does not make Baton Rouge unique and is not smart growth. As Baton
Rouge grows into a big city, it's time to realize we have a unique opportunity and obligation to
preserve this community’s blessings, not destroy them.

Dale Clary

lawyer
Prairieville



Planners pare BR Loop routes
By SCOTT DYER, Advocate staff writer
Feb 22, 2008 - Page: 1B

Engineering consultants on Thursday unveiled new plans for the proposed Baton Rouge Loop
that eliminate several potential corridors, including a northern route between Baker and Zachary,
and a southern route through Alligator Bayou in Ascension Parish.

Mike Bruce, principal partner of ABMB Engineers Inc., said the northernmost route between
Zachary and Baker was eliminated because it would not do enough to relieve traffic congestion.

In addition, a proposed route through Central was modified to avoid subdivisions and the
proposed town center after officials voiced concerns about negative impacts, he said.

Because of the size of Central, in the northeast corner of East Baton Rouge Parish, it's almost
impossible to miss it completely, Bruce said.

The Central route, the most northern route under consideration, would leave Interstate 12 east of
Walker and run along the Arnold Road area in Livingston Parish and cross the Amite River over a
new bridge. The proposed route would run through Central, veer north of Baton Rouge Metro
Airport, and then cross the Mississippi River over a new bridge several miles north of Southern
University.

The only other northern loop route being considered would run from Walker north of Denham
Springs across a new bridge over the Amite River, and down Florida Boulevard before running
north of Airline Highway across a new bridge over the Mississippi River.

The latest plan also eliminates several southern loop routes, including one that had drawn
protests from environmentalists because it would it would have run through Alligator Bayou near
Prairieville, Bruce said.

However, there are still several possible routes that would run through the southern half of
Spanish Lake in that same area, he said.

In addition to the Prairieville corridor, there’'s a southern route still under consideration that would
run south of Gonzales and cross the Mississippi River north of St. Gabriel in Iberville Parish,
Bruce said.

The latest loop map will be the subject of several public hearings, including the following:

¢ Monday: East Baton Rouge Parish Recreation and Park Commission headquarters, 6201
Florida Blvd.

Tuesday: Gonzales Civic Center, 219 S. Irma Drive.

Wednesday: North Park Recreation Center, 30372 Eden Church Road, Denham Springs.
Thursday: Port Allen Community Center, 749 N. Jefferson Ave.

Monday, March 3: Plaquemine Civic Center, 24700 J. Gerald Beret Blvd.

The loop, expected to cost about $4 billion and take 8-10 years to complete, is intended to ease
traffic congestion on Interstate 10 and I-12 through Louisiana’s capital city.



All five of the hearings will run from 4 p.m. until 7 p.m. and will be open to anyone regardless of
where they live, said Rannah Gray, who is coordinating the public hearings for the five Baton
Rouge area parish presidents who sit on the Loop Executive Committee.

Four of the five parish presidents are scheduled to travel to Texas next month and meet with toll
authority and state officials about their experiences with public-private partnerships and toll roads.



Hopefuls question feasibility of BR Loop
Sarah Chacko, The Advocate
February 22, 2008

PRAIRIEVILLE — Three Republican candidates for Congress questioned the feasibility of a proposed
loop around Baton Rouge on Thursday, favoring other local transportation projects, while vying for the
support of about 60 area residents lunching at Frank’s Restaurant.

Laurinda Calongne, Woody Jenkins and Paul Sawyer, candidates for the congressional 6th District
seat, said they wanted more information about where the loop will be and how it will help the area.

The three, all from Baton Rouge, were guests at a roundtable forum hosted by the Ascension
Republican Women and Ascension GOP.

A fourth Republican candidate, Michael Cloonan of Slaughter, did not attend Thursday’s event.

The contenders for the Democrat Party’s nomination are Andy Kopplin, Jason Decuir and Michael
Jackson, all from Baton Rouge; Don Cazayoux of New Roads; and Joe Delatte of Zachary.

The four GOP candidates will face off in a primary election March 8, in which only Republicans can
vote. The candidates seek to replace veteran Republican U.S. Rep. Richard Baker, who retired from
Congress. The party winner will move on to the general election in May.

The proposed loop is expected to cost $4 billion, with money coming from private investors and the
state and federal government.

“This is economic development, this is growth, but I also want to know about eminent domain and
property rights,” said Calongne, a consulting firm owner.

Jenkins, a newspaper owner and former state representative, said he would rather see government
money used to solve most of the area’s transportation needs.

He made a list of the infrastructure projects that he thinks are important to the area, including widening
of highways La. 42 and La. 73, adding lanes to Airline Highway, and sewer and water improvements.

Sawyer, Baker’s former chief-of-staff, said he supports the concept of the loop but does not think it
needs to be a beltway around Baton Rouge. He said there is infrastructure that can be improved upon
to make transportation around the area better.

The three candidates also said they wanted to see more information about the Louisiana
Transportation Center, which is supposed to bring air, river and rail transportation systems together on
a 25,000-acre site near Donaldsonville.

Sawyer said transportation would be his top priority if he makes it to Washington, D.C.
“For every dollar put into transportation, that translates into $4 in the economy,” Sawyer said.

Jenkins said his top priority would be helping other Republicans get elected to Congress.



“Everything the people in this room believe in depends on who controls the House in Washington,”
Jenkins said.

Calongne said stopping illegal immigration, which has stressed the nation’s health-care and education
systems, are the most important issue to her.

Sawyer and Jenkins engaged in a mini-debate about their support for Republican presidential
candidate John McCain.

Sawyer said he will support the party’s candidate in the race but had a problem with McCain'’s strong
position against earmarking — federal funds designated by House and Senate members for specific
projects.

“Even with a Republican in the White House, we still have to fight for everything,” Sawyer said.

Jenkins said he agrees with McCain’s position against earmarks, saying that money is taken away
from projects by senior Democrats who add earmarks without public input.

Calongne did not mention McCain directly but said she was not going to speak ill of other Republicans.

She said speaking against others may affect needed partnerships with them in the future.



New map for loop to be presented Tuesday

By Aaron E. Looney
The Weekly Citizen

February 22, 2008

Ascension Parish residents will have the opportunity Tuesday to see newly drawn maps used to decide
on the route of a proposed $4 billion bypass loop around Baton Rouge.

BR Loop will hold its second public hearing in Ascension Parish on the project Tuesday from 4-7 p.m.
at the Gonzales Civic Center, located on South Irma Boulevard.

When completed, the loop is projected to save more than six million hours per year of lost time for
drivers who would have been traveling the area without a loop.

The new map was first presented to the BR Loop Executive Committee, composed of the parish
presidents of the five affected parishes including Ascension Parish President Tommy Martinez, during
a meeting Thursday in Baton Rouge.

During the committee's meeting last month in Baton Rouge, East Baton Rouge Parish Chief
Administrative Officer Walter Monsour said in response to a question by state Rep. Eddie Lambert of
Gonzales that when the loop is complete, he expects motorists in Ascension Parish would more than
likely take the toll portion of the loop into Baton Rouge rather than using Interstate 10.

Lambert said he felt Ascension residents would be better served by diverting traffic off the interstate
and developing major arterial roads such as Airline Highway and Nicholson Drive to accommodate that
traffic, rather than having a toll roadway.

In comments to The Weekly Citizen after the meeting, Lambert took strong exception to the
engineering plan to divert Prairieville traffic to a toll road. He said half the money engineers are
suggesting will be spent on the loop over the next 10 to 20 years could used to renovate key arterial
roads and highways that have existing right of ways and would solve many of the traffic problems.

Martinez told the Weekly Citizen after the meeting he wants to revist routes that would be less intrusive
to Ascension Parish residents, including the recently eliminated southern loop over the Sunshine
Bridge through Donaldsonville.

Martinez added that even though the southernmost route has been eliminated by engineers, there is
still room for negotiation regarding that route.

Those who cannot attend the meeting can attend the meetings in the four other parishes affected by
the project. For dates and times of the meetings, visit www.brloop.com.

All meetings will be held from 4 to 7 p.m.



Central residents object to part of proposed loop

By SCOTT DYER, Advocate staff writer
Published: Feb 26, 2008 - Page: 1B

CENTRAL — City residents turned out Monday to register their opposition to having the northern
leg of the proposed Baton Rouge loop run through their community.

“If you want a loop, you need to put it in the country, not in the city,” said Adam Loup, pointing to
one of the large maps on display at Monday’s public hearing.

Loup said he would have preferred to see the loop follow the northernmost route that would have
cut primarily through rural areas. However, loop engineers eliminated that corridor claiming it
wouldn’t generate enough tolls or do enough to relieve traffic congestion.

“If they would four-lane Hooper (Road), four-lane Wax (Road) and build a new bridge over the
Amite (River), we wouldn’t need a loop,” Loup said.

Among those protesting the latest corridor through Central was Mayor Pro Tem Joe Greco, who
said the proposed route runs within two blocks of his home.

“I hate to be negative on something like this, but when it runs that close to my backyard, it hits
close to home,” Greco said.

Mike Bruce, managing principal of ABMB Engineers which is helping to coordinate the loop
planning effort, said the opposition to the loop in Central is not nearly as strong as it was before it
was moved south to avoid much of existing development.

At this point, the only other corridor under consideration for a northern loop route is one that runs
through Denham Springs, across a new bridge over the Amite River, down Florida Boulevard and
then north along Airline Highway to a proposed new Mississippi River bridge.

Bruce said the proposal would involve building an elevated toll road in the median of Florida
Boulevard and Airline Highway.

One of the problems with the Florida Boulevard option is that it's very close to Interstate 12, and
building a loop there probably wouldn’t attract as much outside traffic as the route through
Central.

The $4 billion loop would run an estimated 90 to 100 miles around Baton Route and could be
completed within 10 years, Bruce said.

The latest round of hearings was set up to get public feedback so additional changes can be
made, Bruce said.

Other hearings, which all run from 4 p.m. to 7 p.m., include:

Today: Gonzales Civic Center, 219 S. Irma Drive.

Wednesday: North Park Recreation Center, 30372 Eden Church Road, Denham Springs.
Thursday: Port Allen Community Center, 749 N. Jefferson Ave.

Monday, March 3: Plaquemine Civic Center, 24700 J. Gerald Beret Blvd.



Residents reject loop plans

By JOHN MCMILLAN, Advocate River parishes bureau

Published: Feb 27, 2008 - Page: 1B
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Ascension Parish resident Sherrie Wilks expresses her displeasure Tuesday with one of the possible Baton Rouge Loop

corridors to HNTB Corp. engineer Adriane McRae during a public information session at the Gonzales Civic Center. Wilks
said the route, which would run near her home, would have a tremendous impact on her son’s current and future schools
as well as two baseball fields.

GONZALES — Hundreds of Ascension Parish residents attended an information session on the
proposed Baton Rouge Loop on Tuesday, and many of them recognized the need for improved
traffic flow.

However, in many cases, they expressed the “not in my backyard” syndrome.

“I believe it needs to be built. | just hope the best route is not by my house,” said Darnell Martinez,
a real estate agent who is a former parish councilman.

Martinez said it's easy to see that a new highway loop serving East Baton Rouge and adjacent
parishes is needed. “Just get in your car,” he said, referring to traffic congestion.

John Lehmann, who lives on Belle Alliance in Prairieville, said “a loop that goes from I-10 to I-12
would take people from New Orleans to Hammond. They've already got a way to get to
Hammond.



“l want to know if they are still planning to four-lane La. 42, or is it two different groups planning
these things?” Lehmann asked.

Additionally, Lehmann said, his house is directly in the path of one proposed route. “It limits what |
can do with my property,” he said.

Becky Robert, who lives on La. 941 and is a paraprofessional at St. Amant Primary School, said
she visited the map-lined meeting room “looking for answers.” She said she wanted to know if the
loop would go through her house and her school.

“One route would take out beautiful old oaks and my subdivision,” said Richard Holden, who lives
in Jefferson Crossing in Prairieville.

“l always thought a route down (La.) 30 was best,” he said.

Parish Councilman Chris Loar said one proposed route would cause him to lose his home and his
business.

“But overall, | support the concept and | want to see it become a reality. Traffic relief is our
biggest need and | strongly support the loop,” he said.

Frank Bonifay, who owns the Alligator Bayou tours, said a loop route through the Spanish Lake
basin would not allow the preservation of Louisiana’s special culture for future generations.

“The treasure of our state would be lost,” Bonifay said. “Instead (of building a loop) we need to
expand, widen existing roads.”

Prairieville lawyer Albert Dale Clary said options other than “more pavement” need to be
considered, such as smart growth.

The loop, he said, would be a “temporary solution that caused permanent damage.”

After sampling opinions from those attending the function, parish Public Works Director Bob
Turner summed up his feelings on Ascension residents’ reactions to the loop proposal.

“A lot of people are looking at it for the impact it will have on their homes and that's
understandable,” Turner said. “They realize it is needed, but they don’t want it at their house.”



Students oppose placing bypass
loop through Alligator Bayou area

By Aaron E. Looney, The Weekly Citizen
Published: Wednesday, February 27, 2008 10:47 AM CST

St. Amant High School seniors Micha Lessard, left, and Lesley Sekulich hold copies of letters written to Parish
President Tommy Martinez and petitions opposing placement of the proposed bypass loop around Baton Rouge
through Alligator Bayou in northern Ascension Parish. The letters and petitions are signed by fellow students,
faculty, staff and parents. Lessard and Sekulich are members of the school's Environmental Club, one of many
student clubs combining their efforts to push for consideration of another route for the loop. Staff Photo by Aaron
E. Looney
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ST. AMANT - Students at St. Amant High School are hoping that their voices will
make a difference not just in where a proposed $4 billion bypass loop will be located,
but where it will not be located.

The students are concerned that the proposed bypass around Baton Rouge will be
built through Alligator Bayou in northern Ascension Parish and possibly destroy what
they say is one of the last bastions of undeveloped nature in the area.

"We're not against the loop project itself,” said senior Lesley Sekulich, 17. "We just
don't want it to be put right through Alligator Bayou.

Sekulich is vice president of the school's Environmental Club, a group of around 25
students that works to help maintain the environmental conditions in the area.



At a meeting last week in Baton Rouge, members of the BR Loop Executive
Committee - composed of the presidents of the five parishes affected by the project -
voted to eliminate a proposed route that would have taken the roadway through
Alligator Bayou.

However, Sekulich and her fellow club members want to make sure that the route
does not come back into the picture.

The students were in attendance at Tuesday's public hearing on the project. at the
Gonzales Civic Center on South Irma Boulevard. There, new maps on the project
were presented for public scrutiny.

Patricia Aiken, the club sponsor and an art teacher at St. Amant High School, said
that ideas on issues the club addresses come from the students themselves.

"These kids don't take any direction from me as to issues," she said. "They come to
me with ideas and we work from there."

Aiken said that Lessard expressed concerns to her about the loop project after
attending the previous public hearing held in Gonzales.

"She came to me on her own volition," Aiken said. "She said we had to do something
to preserve Alligator Bayou."

Last October, Aiken took members of the school's Environmental Club, Science Club
and Art Club on a field trip to Alligator Bayou, where they learned about the
preservation of the ecosystem from conservationists Frank Bonifay and Jim Ragland,
who own the land and operate Alligator Bayou Tours.

"They (Bonifay and Ragland) were really great to us,"” said Environmental Club
President Micha Lessard, 18. "They sold everything they had to buy this area. Now,
it's their whole lives."

"There are a lot of animals there who just can't move on if development comes into
Alligator Bayou," Sekulich said. "That's their natural habitat. We need to ensure that
they can live there."

Lessard added that she felt Alligator Bayou "is part of our culture" and needed to be
preserved. She also said that she felt many people do not understand the importance
of areas such as Alligator Bayou.

"Most other states don't have anything like this," she said.

Lessard also said that the club is also working on a display featuring photos from the



field trip that would be placed at the Ascension Parish Library's Gonzales branch in
the near future.

Aiken said that after the trip, the students immediately began talks on what they
could do to sway a decision against the loop coming through Alligator Bayou.

"On the way back, the students noticed that everywhere you look, there are new
developments coming up in this parish," Aiken said. "Land is disappearing. We began
taking about possible ideas that included writing the letters and getting signatures on
a petition to consider removing that route from the plan.”

Lessard said that with the help of the school's Do Something Club, the students
began to write letters and obtain signatures on a petition, which also worked to
educate some of her fellow students on the matter.

"Many of the other kids in the school didn't even know about the loop project,”
Lessard said. "When they saw the petition, they didn't know what we were talking
about. | think this has helped to let a lot of the kids know what's going on with this
project and how it affects them."

Sekulich said many students, as well as faculty and staff, have expressed their
support for their cause. However, she said there has been some opposition.

"You have some who are going to disagree with us, and that's OK," she said. "But
the majority seem to be with us."

"They found opposition, but they didn't let it throw them off course,”" Aiken said.

Lessard said she would also like to join forces with students in the Brusly area, which
would also be affected by the route because it would run through the current Cinclair
Plantation property.

In their letters, addressed to Parish President Tommy Martinez, the St. Amant
students expressed their concerns with the route and why it should not be
considered.

"This state's government claims that it wants to preserve the wetlands, but the
destruction of Alligator Bayou sounds like it would take a step backwards," the letter
reads.

The letter also cites a reference to the January 2008 edition of Science Daily, where
the publication reported that every 38 minutes, one area of Louisiana's wetlands the
size of a football field disappears.



"What will be left for our children and grandchildren if we stand aside and allow this
wetland to be destroyed," the letter asks.

Aiken said the club intends to hand deliver the letters and petitions to Martinez either
at tonight's meeting or to his office in Gonzales.

Martinez, who is a member of the committee, has said he wanted the Alligator Bayou
route eliminated from consideration. He has also expressed interest in revisiting a
previously eliminated route through the parish that could take the loop as far south
as Donaldsonville.

Even though the proposed Alligator Bayou route was eliminated, other conservation
experts have said that two routes still in consideration would affect nearby Spanish

Lake.

Those who could not attend Tuesday's meeting may attend three other meetings in
neighboring parishes:

€ Wednesday, Feb. 27 at the North Park Recreation Center, 30372 Eden Church
Road, Denham Springs.

€ Thursday, Feb. 28 at the Port Allen Community Center, 749 N. Jefferson Ave., Port
Allen.

€ Monday, March 3 at the Plaguemine Civic Center, 24700 J. Gerard Berret Blvd.,
Plaquemine.

Each of the meetings will be from 4 p.m. to 7 p.m.

More information on the project, including copies of the current maps, are available
at www.brloop.com.



Letter: Central urged to oppose loop route
Published: Feb 27, 2008 - Page: 6B

The promoters of the Baton Rouge loop seem to be absolutely obsessed with cutting Central in
half.

They conveniently avoid having their look-see meetings in the vicinity of the Central area for fear
of huge crowds opposing their scheme.
Central Mayor Mac Watts has called it a Berlin Wall through Central.

| encourage ALL residents of Central to oppose having our community cut in half by people who
are looking for the cheapest way to make a quick buck instead of an actual loop around Baton
Rouge.

| encourage the civic leaders of Central to hold a rally opposing “The Wall” through Central. | am
confident the community will support this. A large attendance by Central residents will draw
attention.

Darryl Shuttleworth
assistant operator



Livingston residents divided on loop effects

By BOB ANDERSON , Advocate Florida parishes bureau

Published: Feb 28, 2008 - Page: 1B

DENHAM SPRINGS — Livingston Parish residents expressed strong, divergent opinions during a
public meeting on the Baton Rouge Loop project Wednesday.

Some see the proposed project as a blessing in reducing
traffic congestion and spurring economic growth. Others object
to possible routes that could affect their homes or businesses.

The 90- to 100-mile loop, expected to cost about $4 billion and
take eight to 10 years to build, is being designed to ease traffic
congestion on Interstates 10 and 12 through Baton Rouge and
adjacent parishes, while opening potential new areas to
economic and residential development.

“It's something we've been trying to get for years and years
and years,” said John Ware, executive director of the
Livingston Parish Economic Development Council.

Not having a loop has put the area out of competition for a lot
of economic opportunities, he said.

“I'm concerned we are losing the concept of a true loop
designed to go around a major metropolitan area,” said state
Sen. Dale Erdey, R-Livingston. “It's not going around. It's
going through.”

The proposed routes that remain under consideration would affect thousands of people
adversely, Erdey said.

A route that goes farther north would make more sense, because urban spread would reach it by
the time the loop gets built, Erdey said.

“Why don’t they back up a mile and make it a loop for the future?” asked Livingston Parish
Councilman Jimmie McCoy, expressing a similar opinion.

For many of the 500 people who attended Wednesday night’s session, the issue was much more
personal.

John Kenneth Stafford, of Walker, said one of the routes of the loop would run through his home
and the homes of his son, his brother and his parents who are in their 90s.

A slight change of the route would put it going through forest land instead, he said.

Mike Bruce of ABMB Engineers, one of the firms coordinating the planning, told Stafford to
include that information in his written comments because the routes are not final.



To several people who expressed concern that the latest map shows their homes in the yellow
swaths of one of the proposed routes, engineer Bob Schmidt of HNTB Corp. said they may not be
affected even if the worrisome routes are chosen.

The colored lines are about a mile wide and the road right of way would be only about 400 feet
wide, he said.

Once a basic route is chosen, engineers “will try to avoid displacement” of people, Schmidt said.

Stan Cain of Walker said he’s doubly concerned because routes shown on the latest map cover
both his home and his grocery store.

Even if the final route doesn’t run right through his store, it could still have a great impact on his
business by cutting it off from traffic flow, he said.

“I'd rather it take my store than cut off half of my shoppers,” he said.
Cain said he feels a loop is needed, but hopes it doesn't adversely affect him.

French Settlement Mayor Toni Guitrau said she’s elated the latest map doesn’t show a route
going through her area.

“It's outside of French Settlement, so I'm happy,” Guitrau said.

Gerald Burns, spokesman for the Juban North Association, said the loop could be a good thing
for the parish, particularly if it includes a spur that would connect with the proposed Juban Road
Extension.

That route would provide a direct route to the northern part of the parish and open up 25 square
miles for residential and commercial development, he said.

Burns turned in a comment in which his group supports the northern loop that roughly parallels
Arnold Road in Livingston Parish.

“We feel that this route will be supported by both local people and people traveling through the
Baton Rouge area,” he said.

That route would run through Central, north of Baton Rouge Metro Airport, and across the
Mississippi River over a new bridge north of Southern University.

The other northern loop route would run from Walker north of Denham Springs across a new
Amite River bridge, and down Florida Boulevard. It would then run north of Airline Highway
across a new Mississippi River bridge.

The latest plan eliminates several southern routes, including one that would have run through
Alligator Bayou near Prairieville.

Some of the possible southern routes still would cut through part of Spanish Lake.

Another southern route would run south of Gonzales and cross the Mississippi River north of St.
Gabriel.



Residents pan loop paths

By Wade Mclintyre, The Weekly Citizen

Published: Friday, February 29, 2008

Members of the public pour over one of many maps for the proposed $4 billion bypass loop project around Baton
Rouge during Tuesday's public meeting at the Gonzales Civic Center. Many proposed routes for the project take it
through Ascension Parish and have met with opposition from parish residents. Staff Photo by Aaron E. Looney

Parish President Tommy Martinez said Tuesday he will ask engineers and the Baton
Rouge Loop Executive Committee to put the eliminated southernmost route of the
proposed $4 billion Baton Rouge Loop back into consideration.

During another information meeting Tuesday at the Gonzales Civic Center that was
attended by hundreds of area residents concerned about the affect of the loop on
property values and quality of life, Martinez told The Weekly Citizen he planned to
ask engineers "to put the Sunshine Bridge route back on the table.”

The route over the bridge and though the southwest side of the parish would be less
intrusive overall to Ascension Parish residents, while helping revitalize the west side
of the river, according to Martinez.

The Sunshine Bridge corridor would traverse relatively unpopulated areas, crossing
Interstate 10 below Sorrento and taking in part of St. James Parish. The route was
eliminated because major traffic loads going to New Orleans and across the state
would not generate enough toll revenue to make the route feasible, said Mike Bruce



of ABMB, one of the engineering firms hired to determine the final loop route.

"If we got a push to reevaluate the route, we would be happy to put it back into
consideration," he said.

The Executive Committee in charge of loop project efforts is made up Martinez,
President Mike Grimmer of Livingston Parish, President J. Mitchell Ourso, Jr. of
Iberville Parish, President Riley "Pee Wee" Berthelot of West Baton Rouge Parish and
Mayor/President Kip Holden of East Baton Rouge Parish.

Martinez said toll revenue would not be as big an issue when the 15 to 20 year
construction build out time for the loop is factored in.

"Ascension is going to keep growing during that time," he said. "They (engineers)
are not looking at it like that."

Ascension Parish Councilman Chris Loar said benefits of having a loop outweigh
negative aspects of its construction, and that he supports building one. He said he
did not want to see a Hwy. 42 loop corridor, one of the possible routes still on the
drawing board as of Tuesday night.

At the committee's last meeting, engineers announced elimination of a controversial
route through the Alligator Bayou area.

The freshman councilman said he supports Martinez's plan to bring back the
Sunshine Bridge route.

"The southern part of the parish is where Prairieville was 10 years ago,” he said. It
makes sense to put the Ascension part of the loop there because when the project is
finished in a decade or more, the area would be developed and could contribute
more toll monies, he said.

Bob Turner, parish public works director, said bringing the loop through Ascension
Parish would be beneficial, and pushing the route as far south as possible would be
the best decision.

"Keeping it to the south could be more costly, but it would be the best thing in the
long run," he said.

Turner said in other areas he has worked where loops projects were considered,
bigger loops were generally thought to be better because more area and potential
economic development could be included in the project.



"The southern route would have the least impact on people in Ascension Parish and
could help to develop an area that needs a shot in the arm," he said.

During the three-hour information session Tuesday, concerned homeowners and
landowners clustered around huge engineering charts showing the updated changes,
and crowds of people began following Martinez as soon as he entered the building.

Sandra Edmonds, who lives in Jefferson Crossing less than a mile from Hwy. 42,
waited patiently for a chance to chat briefly with Martinez and present him with
information about the effect of the proposed Hwy. 42 corridor through Prairieville on
her family.

"Property depreciation is a big concern because | am in a yellow zone outside the
main corridor,"” she said. The 177 homes in Jefferson Crossing average costing over
$300,000 with the oldest home about less than six years old, she said.

The current Hwy. 42 corridor is a residential area that would be destroyed by the
insertion of an interstate and service roads into the area, she said.

Perry Kirk, also a Jefferson Crossing resident, echoed her sentiments.

"We're opposed to the loop plan that follows Hwy. 42 because it would destroy an old
growth community with historic old oak trees," he said.

The right-of-way into his subdivision is home to protected and registered trees, he
said. Kirk also said building the Hwy. 42 loop would make the whole loop project too
small from the south, and that a southernmost loop below Sorrento would be better.

Carolyn Carroll, owner of 12 acres and a home once owned by Robert Penn Warren,
founder of the Southern Review and author of "All the King's Men," said her property
also sits in the affected area.

"It's shocking to me," she said of the proposed Hwy. 42 corridor. "I thought they
were going north with the loop."

The home has received National Register status and Carroll is working to have it
registered as a national landmark. On the property are also six registered live oak
trees with 19 more under the process of being registered, she said.

As she stood waiting to present her position before a local television camera, Carroll
said, "Now, the only way to stop this thing is through pubilicity."

Jamie Harmon, who also lives in the Jefferson Oaks subdivision, said she was
concerned that one of the possible routes would destroy her home and her



subdivision.

"This thing could take my house," she said.

Robert Palmisano, Harmon's neighbor, said he felt the loop was "viable," but that he
did not think it should "displace existing development in a high-tax part of the
parish."

"The homes in this neighborhood are not homestead exempt," he said. "I disagree
with bringing the loop through our area and turning our subdivision into an
interstate."

Cody Melancon, who lives at Hwy. 73 and White Road, said his property falls just
outside the green area of the proposed corridor and would not be designated as
purchasable at fair market value. If the Hwy. 42 corridor is chosen, his choices would
be to live next to the loop or sell at less than what the property is worth, he said.

Live Oak Drive residents Bert and Caroline Daigle of Prairieville were also opposed to
the Hwy. 42 loop option. Bert Daigle said converting Hwy. 42 to five lanes from
Prairieville to Port Vincent would be the best plan and solve traffic problems in the
area.

In the middle of the room, students from St. Amant High School gathered signatures
on petitions and letters asking that the roadway not go through Alligator Bayou or
Spanish Lake. They believe that putting the road through the wetlands would harm
the current ecosystem and take away a valuable educational tool.

Patrice Aiken, sponsor for the school’'s Environmental Club, said Monday that her
students had already obtained more than 350 signatures prior to the hearing. She
also said she and her students planned to bring the petitions to Parish President
Tommy Martinez so that he could present them to the BR Loop Executive Committee.

EDITOR'S NOTE: Editor Aaron E. Looney contributed to this report.



BR group to eye Texas loops: area officials seek to
learn about methods

By SCOTT DYER, Advocate staff writer

Published: Mar 3, 2008

Mayor-President Kip Holden and three neighboring parish presidents are slated to travel
to Texas this week to get a firsthand look at how tolls and public-private partnerships can
help to build the proposed $4-billion Baton Rouge Loop.

The group plans to meet with state transportation officials and representatives from two
Texas toll authorities to discuss their experiences in constructing limited-access turnpike
and loop projects in Austin and Dallas. They also plan to discuss possible strategies for
the 90-to-100-mile loop that would circle the greater Baton Rouge area through five
parishes.

“We’ll learn the procedures that they went through in order to build a loop, and the
procedures that they went through in terms of financing the loop, and they will tell us the
problems that they incurred that we should avoid,” said Walter Monsour, chief
administrative officer for Holden.

The loop, which is expected to take 8-10 years to complete, is intended to ease traffic
congestion on Interstate 10 and Interstate 12 through Louisiana’s capital city.

The group plans to gather in Dallas on Thursday and meet with officials who built and
operate the 32-mile Dallas North Tollway, the 30-mile President George Bush Turnpike,
the Addison Airport Toll Tunnel, and the 7,425-foot-long Mountain Creek Lake Bridge.

During their visit to the North Texas Tollway Authority, the parish presidents who
compose the Baton Rouge Loop Executive Committee will also get information about
ongoing projects, and will tour a toll plaza to see some of the latest electronic toll-
collection technology.

On Friday, the group plans to visit Austin and meet with officials from the Texas
Department of Transportation and representatives from the five-year-old Central Texas
Mobility Authority, which has several toll-road projects under construction.

Monsour said all elected and appointed officials will be expected to pay their expenses
for the trip.

Besides Holden and Monsour, others scheduled to go on the trip include Livingston
Parish President Mike Grimmer, Ascension Parish President Tommy Martinez and West
Baton Rouge Parish President Riley “Pee Wee” Berthelot.

A public hearing for Iberville Parish residents on the latest proposed loop routes is
scheduled today from 4 p.m. to 7 p.m. at the Plaquemine Civic Center, 24700 J. Gerald
Beret Blvd. It is the last of five public hearings open to anyone, Rannah Gray,
coordinator of the hearings for the Loop Executive Committee, has said.



Loop stirs protest in Prairieville: bypass plans
worry residents

By SONIA SMITH, Advocate staff writer

Published: Mar 3, 2008
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A yellow ribbon is tied around one of the three historic live oaks in the Jefferson Crossing subdivision in Prairieville that could be cut
down if one proposed route of the Baton Rouge Loop near Jefferson Highway and La. 42 is approved. In the background, people
congregate at an anti-loop meeting Sunday.

PRAIRIEVILLE — More than 100 residents in this Ascension Parish town rallied
Sunday against a route of the proposed Baton Rouge Loop that would cut through their
neighborhood.

One proposed route near Jefferson Highway and La. 42 would eliminate at least 50
houses in Jefferson Crossing subdivision and a former home of Robert Penn Warren,
which is listed on the National Register of Historic Places.

Jefferson Crossing resident Ann Shaneyfelt said she mobilized a grass-roots campaign
against the proposed route on Feb. 24, two days before the public hearing at the Gonzales
Civic Center.

Before and during the Gonzales meeting, residents voiced concerns about the loop
possibly being routed through Spanish Lake and Bluff Swamp and the environmental
impact.



“We are not out of the woods just yet,” Shaneyfelt said Sunday. “We’re hearing through
the grapevine that they want La. 42 so bad they still want to go through here.”

Shaneyfelt and other residents expressed concern about losing half of their neighborhood
and the noise and traffic the proposed loop would bring to the area. “This is not smart
growth,” she said. “Smart growth is about improving the quality of life.”

Carolyn Alonso, the owner of the property on which Warren’s former home sits, said he
lived in the 100-year-old home off Jefferson Highway from 1941 to 1942, the last year he
taught at LSU. The house sits on 12 acres of land dotted with broad live oaks and azalea
bushes.

“In Washington and other places they value historic property. They build highways
around historic property,” Alonso said.

The 90- to 100-mile loop is projected to take eight to 10 years to build at a estimated cost
of $4 billion with the aim of easing traffic congestion on Interstates 10 and 12 in Baton
Rouge. A public hearing for Iberville Parish residents — and anyone who wants to attend
— on the latest proposed routes is scheduled from 4 p.m. to 7 p.m. today at the
Plaquemine Civic Center, 24700 J. Gerald Beret Blvd. Also, four of the five area parish
presidents, including Ascension Parish President Tommy Martinez, are scheduled to visit
Texas this week and discuss tolls and public-private partnerships.

Shaneyfelt urged attendees to write to local, state and federal representatives about the
problems with the proposed Ascension routes.

Residents who could lose their homes expressed concern that their proximity to the loop
would erode their property values and were loathe to see it built in their backyard.

Houses in the 5-year-old neighborhood run in the mid to upper 300s, Shaneyfelt said.
Joey Simoneaux, 40, was especially concerned about property values. She said she and
her husband recently refinanced their house to open up a business and if property values

plummet, they will owe more on their mortgage than what the property is worth.

Simoneaux had 50 signs printed up reading “Keep Prairieville Peaceful” for residents to
post in their yards.

Two Republican Party candidates for Louisiana’s 6th Congressional District, Paul
Sawyer and Woody Jenkins, both of Baton Rouge, also spoke at the rally.

Sawyer said he is a proponent of the loop, but he does not like the proposed route near
La. 42, which has seen rapid growth recently.

“A real loop anticipates the growth, it is not put on top of the growth,” he said.



Instead of building a $4 billion loop, Jenkins said, current infrastructure should be
improved.

Jenkins suggested widening Airline Highway to six lanes into Baton Rouge, as well as
widening La. 42 and La. 73.

Robert Junda, who left Mandeville after Hurricane Katrina to build a house in a
retirement community off Jefferson Highway in Prairieville, seemed especially
displeased.

“I thought I would live out the rest of my life here in peace and then this comes up,” he
said. “I can’t see why they can’t go farther south.”



Letter: Loop opposition strong in Central
March 3, 2008 — The Advocate

I'm glad your staff writer accurately quoted several Central residents in their opposition. But | take
exception to the comment by Mike Bruce, principal of ABMB Engineers coordinating the loop
planning effort, who was reported as stating the opposition to the loop in Central is not nearly as
strong as it was before it was moved south to avoid much of the existing development.

| don’'t know where Mr. Bruce was during Monday'’s session, but apparently he was nowhere near
the northern segment board indicating the potential loop, where many Central residents’
concerns, comments and discussions fell on the deaf ears of the ABMB staff.

When this schedule of community meetings was published, nothing was scheduled for the
Central community as was done in the last round of community meetings.

I understand Central Mayor Mac Watts requested the proponents have another meeting in the
Central area, but this was denied by the planners.

Did they get too much objection the last time? | know they were overwhelmed with the
attendance, concerns and objections. Did they get the message that Central had more opposition
than they could handle, and were they reluctant to return?

Personally, | don't think a north loop is the answer to Baton Rouge’s traffic problems. There are
already several considerations in planning and under way.

There are solutions to this; they just need to be considered and agreed upon. Don't leave us out
of the loop planning.

But it's OK if you leave the loop out of Central.

Jim McCurry
retired engineer
Central



Bridge prospect excites lberville

By ROY PITCHFORD, Advocate Westside bureau

Published: Mar 4, 2008 - Page: 1B

PATRICK DENNIS/THE ADVOCATE
St. Gabriel Mayor George Grace, second from right, and White Castle resident John Desselles, right, discuss the impact
of the proposed Baton Rouge Loop on their areas at a meeting Monday in Plaquemine.

PLAQUEMINE — White Castle residents Luke Babin and E.L. Gueho were among the early
arrivals Monday for the Iberville Parish scoping hearing on the proposed Baton Rouge Loop, and
were philosophical about the plans for a super highway.

“Everybody’s concerned about the traffic,” Babin said, “but no one wants something this big in
their back yard.”

“It's like what people used to say,” Gueho said. “Everybody wants good drainage, but nobody
wants a ditch on their property.”

But then they said, almost in unison, “I'd love to have a bridge.”

Though portions of Iberville Parish run along the east and west banks of the Mississippi River, it
does not have a bridge. People must either cross the river on a ferry or drive to Baton Rouge or
Donaldsonville to get on a bridge.

As about 200 people participated in the three-hour, come-and-go session at the Plaguemine Civic
Center, the prospect of Iberville Parish getting a bridge seemed to delight almost everyone.

“We need a bridge,” parish Assessor Jimmy Dupont said. “I hope | can see it in my lifetime. All
the other parishes have a bridge. Why not Iberville?”



The proposed 90- to 100-mile loop is projected to take eight to 10 years to build at a estimated
cost of $4 billion with the aim of easing traffic congestion on Interstates 10 and 12 in Baton
Rouge. Four of the five area parish presidents are scheduled to visit Texas this week and discuss
tolls and public-private partnerships.

A few people at Monday’s meeting voiced specific concerns — wanting the highway portion of the
loop to be routed around subdivisions, keeping it away from environmentally sensitive areas, and
making sure people who lose houses and land to loop construction are fairly compensated.

But over and over, they mentioned the possibility of a bridge.

Bobby Freeman, a former lieutenant governor and former state representative, said he thinks
Iberville Parish is the logical place for a new bridge.

“Halfway between Interstate 10 and the Sunshine Bridge,” he observed.

Freeman also saw wisdom in uniting the portions of the parish east and west of the Mississippi
River.

He said St. Gabriel, on the east side, is growing rapidly in residential, industrial and commercial
development. Freeman said that within a decade, St. Gabriel could be Iberville’s largest city. He
said it needs to be connected to the rest of the parish.

Ed Reeves, a member of the Parish Council, was wearing a shirt with the logo of the company for
which he works, A. Wilbert’'s Sons. Wilbert's is one of the largest land owners in the region, and
much of the proposed loop route would pass along property owned by the company.

Acknowledging that he has heard the old saying, “Wilbert's doesn’t sell land; it buys land,”
Reeves said the company now looks to “best use” of its land.

If the loop does indeed pass through Iberville, and particularly if it sparks construction of a bridge,
Reeves said, he thinks it can be an agent of growth.

Also among the early arrivals at the hearing was Bob Riley of St. Gabriel, and he had a “green”
perspective on the plans. And he was also concerned about social justice.

Riley was concerned about the effects of construction of an elevated highway and bridge on
wetlands, particularly in the Spanish Lake area.

Spanish Lake is between the East Iberville area and Ascension Parish.

And with new houses and businesses going up in St. Gabriel, Riley feared that adding the loop to
the mix might result in the highway being routed through sections of East Iberville where many
people live in poverty.

“Such people often don’t know how to protect their rights,” he said, “and they can't really afford to
hire a lawyer.”

Plaquemine lawyer John Wilbert Il smiled as he heard people chatting about the possibility of
Iberville getting its first bridge across the Mississippi.

“Iberville needs a bridge,” he said. “It needs to be below Plaquemine.”



Having expressed his desire for the loop in general and a bridge in particular, Wilbert added, “We
have to be careful.”

He expressed his concern for the area’s wetlands, including Spanish Lake.
Babin and Gueho made the circuit of exhibits, but continued to talk about the proposals.
“This thing is a long way off,” Babin said. “When are we talking about?”

Gueho walked over to a timeline on an easel, looked to the bottom of the chart and said “2016.”



3 GOP hopefuls wary of loop
By WILL SENTELL, Advocate Capitol News Bureau
Published: Mar 4, 2008 - Page: 1B

Three Republican candidates trying to succeed former U.S. Rep. Richard Baker downplayed the
urgency Monday of building a $4 billion loop around Baton Rouge.

Former state lawmaker Woody Jenkins said he is skeptical about the project.
“| see it as something way down the road,” Jenkins said.

Paul Sawyer, former Baker chief of staff, said while he backs the idea of a loop, he believes it is
10, 12 or 15 years away from becoming reality and that other road projects deserve higher
priority.

Baton Rouge businesswoman Laurinda Calongne said she is concerned about the rights of
property owners worried about where loop routes might go.

“We need to do this, but do it the right way,” Calongne said.

All three GOP contenders made their comments during a congressional 6th District forum
sponsored by the Press Club of Baton Rouge.

The other Republican candidate, Michael Cloonan of Slaughter, was invited but did not appear,
club officials said.

A top official involved in loop planning efforts later disputed some of the comments made during
Monday'’s forum.

Republicans and Democrats hold party primaries Saturday as elections begin to determine who
will succeed Republican Baker.

If no candidate wins the party primaries Saturday, the top two vote getters square off April 5 to
determine the party contender who will advance to the general election May 3.

Mayor-President Kip Holden and leaders of four other area parishes are leading efforts to build a
loop to ease traffic congestion on Interstate 10 and 1-12, and spur economic development.

Backers hope that tolls will take care of at least half of the $4 billion price tag. The other half, they
say, will come from the state, public/private partnerships or other “innovative financing” methods.

Sawyer said Holden and other area parish presidents told Baker early in loop discussions that
they did not think federal aid would be needed to build such a highway.

Sawyer said after the meeting that, in light of Louisiana’s $14 billion backlog of road and bridge
needs and other issues, loop backers will probably need congressional aid to make it reality.

Mike Bruce, principal engineer for ABMB Engineers, one of the lead design firms, attended the
forum and said afterward that organizers have planned to build a loop without federal dollars.



However, Bruce said that backers have not ruled out that possibility.

Bruce also said toll revenue will provide at least 50 percent of the costs, and possibly 75 percent.
He said projects to improve I-10 and I-12 will be needed even with construction of a loop.

Jenkins distributed three pages of road projects that he said need attention, including the
widening of I-10 from Perkins Road to the I-10/12 split and 1-12 from O’Neal to Walker. The loop
is not mentioned.

Jenkins said the district needs to put its focus on projects like I-10 and I-12 “and then we can
think about a loop.”

He also said after the meeting that he has not seen feasibility studies that spell out what traffic
problems will be solved if a loop is built.

All three GOP candidates also:

Said they oppose setting timetables for the withdrawal of U. S. troops from Iraq.

Declined to put caps on how long they would remain in Congress if elected.

Said they backed former Gov. Edwin Edwards over white supremacist David Duke in their 1991
contest for governor.



Letter: Loop wanted, but not close to home
Published: Mar 4, 2008 - Page: 6B
For as long as | can remember, the discussion of a loop has been going on.

People continually have been arguing that a city of Baton Rouge’s size should have begun the
process of building a loop years before. Always at the top of the list of complaints was our elected
officials being inept, crooked, not having enough vision for our future etc.

Now we have discussions, town meetings and the like, and all | hear from everyone is, “Don’t put
the loop in my yard; put it in John Doe’s yard.”

As Mayor Pro Tem Joe Greco said, “| hate to be negative on something like this, but when it runs
close to my backyard, it hits close to home.” Or another resident’s comment to “put it in the
country.”

If it is put too far out it won't really help much, nor will it generate enough tolls to help pay for it.
Did anyone really think a loop would not displace anyone?

True to past performances, it will probably turn into another ugly political debate and another few
million dollars will have been wasted, and | will grow considerably older listening to people
complain about our politicians not doing enough to get us a loop!

Terran Shelton
self-employed
Walker



Delegation visits toll sites in Texas
By SCOTT DYER, Advocate staff writer

Published: Mar 7, 2008 - Page: 1A
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West Baton Rouge Parish President Riley ‘Pee Wee’ Berthelot, left, reviews some paperwork from the North Texas
Tollway Authority on Thursday as East Baton Rouge Parish Mayor-President Kip Holden discusses authority procedures
with Robbie Jacobson, who manages customer service for the authority, at the authority’s headquarters in Plano, Texas.

DALLAS — Officials from this area’s toll authority said Thursday they were surprised to hear the
proposed Baton Rouge loop is running into resistance from people who own land under
consideration for the proposed $4-billion expressway.

Rick Herrington, deputy director of the North Texas Tollway Authority, told a contingent of Baton
Rouge-area officials that most of the rights of way for his agency’s toll roads were donated by
cities and counties because of the economic development benefits.

A recent study showed some $28 billion worth of development has been built within a mile of the
authority’s 62 miles of toll roads, generating an estimated $560 million in property taxes each
year.

Herrington said that in most cases, if a local government donates a right of way for a toll road, the
authority will build frontage roads alongside the toll expressway to help stimulate commercial
development.

As a result, much of the frontage roads along the authority’s Dallas North Tollway are so loaded
with stores and restaurants that they have evolved into a sort of linear mall.

Some areas along the tollway have no frontage roads because of surrounding residential
development; in those areas, sound barriers were installed.



Mayor-President Kip Holden said the main objective of the proposed Baton Rouge Loop is to
relieve traffic congestion. But Holden said he’s excited about the prospect of resulting economic
development that could expand the property tax base of not only cities and parishes in the Baton
Rouge area, but also school systems and other taxing authorities.

Herrington also had another piece of advice for the Baton Rouge contingent: avoid accepting
cash at toll booths.

The North Texas Tollway Authority is going to a system that will eliminate cash tolls by 2010 in
favor of electronic toll tags that can be read at speeds of 60 miles an hour or higher.

Motorists who use the electronic toll tags pay a standard toll, while those who pay cash pay a 25
percent premium to help offset the costs of toll attendants and related collection costs.

Standard tolls for the Dallas system average about 10 cents per mile.

The toll tags can also be used to pay parking costs at the Dallas-Fort Worth Airport, as well as
other venues that charge for parking, Herrington said.

The authority’s electronic toll tag system is backed up by a sophisticated camera system that
takes pictures of license plates of scofflaws who don't pay the tolls.

Owners of offending vehicles receive a ticket in the mail for the amount of the toll, plus a $25
administrative fee for each offense.

Barry Weems, the authority’s roadway systems manager, who gave the Baton Rouge group a
tour of a toll plaza, said the $25 administrative fee is waived if the offender agrees to establish a
toll tag account.

Weems said an added benefit of eliminating cash tolls is that the electronic toll tag system keeps
traffic flowing.

Weems noted the system is very sophisticated and can track traffic moving at high speeds.
“We once captured a motorcycle going through the plaza at 120 miles per hour,” he said.

The authority also has more than 900 cameras posted on its toll roads to allow a special unit of
911 dispatchers to monitor accidents and other incidents.

Emergency calls made about the toll roads are automatically transferred to the traffic command
system.

The Baton Rouge group travels to Austin today to meet with Texas transportation officials and to
get a look at a fledging toll authority established in 2003 that recently opened its first toll road.
The North Texas Tollway Authority project, by contrast, dates to the 1960s.



Inside Report for March 7, 2008

If Iberville wants bridge, get moving

By ROY PITCHFORD, Advocate Westside bureau

Published: Mar 7, 2008 - Page: 7B

Several years ago, the governmental leaders of Rapides Parish shocked the Louisiana
Department of Transportation and Development.

By a 1-vote margin, the regional Metropolitan Planning Organization rejected an already-funded,
$15 million proposal to rebuild and reroute the antiquated intersection known as the South Traffic
Circle in Alexandria.

Business owners in the nearby Alexandria Mall showed up at the planning organization’s
hearings, claiming that such a plan would hurt their stores.

Highway officials explained turning down the plan wouldn'’t lead to the parish getting $15 million to
spend on other road projects. They said the money could be quickly spent on needed projects
elsewhere.

The money did go elsewhere, and Alexandria still has the traffic circle.

Many places along the Mississippi River would love to have highway planners propose a river-
spanning bridge in their area. Hundreds of people in West Baton Rouge Parish are saying they
don’t want another one.

The proposed bridge, becoming known as the Cinclare bridge because of its proximity to a
historic sugar mill of that name, would be part of the planned Baton Rouge Loop, a 90- to 100-
mile route serving Baton Rouge and surrounding parishes that would cost $4 billion or more to
build.

The loop project is nowhere near the planned and funded status that Alexandria’s erstwhile traffic
circle project achieved before it was shot down.

Members of a vocal group in West Baton Rouge Parish are telling their parish officials, and
regional planners, they don’t want a bridge near their homes, their schools or their historic sugar
mill.

To some degree it mighty be the NIMBY syndrome in play. NIMBY is the acronym for “Not in My
Back Yard.”

It comes into play when such things as airports, oil refineries and power plants are proposed.

What makes the Cinclare protests more interesting is many of the protesters have an alternate
proposal. They say move the bridge site downriver to Iberville Parish.

Iberville Parish doesn’t have a Mississippi River bridge, yet there are portions of the parish on
both sides of the Mississippi River.



There are ferries. While tourists often find a ferry charming, charm can fade quickly when one has
to make a ferry trip to cross the big river several times a week.

One can cross the river on a bridge in a heavy fog, but a ferry captain isn’t going to risk such a
voyage.

Locating a bridge site is a long process.

The U.S. Coast Guard will kill some site proposals because of navigation issues. The U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers or the federal Environmental Protection Agency will dash other ideas because
of environmental concerns.

Then there will be folks such as members of the Antonio Homeowners Association of Brusly
buying signs and newspaper advertisements to express opposition to a third Mississippi River
bridge for West Baton Rouge Parish.

The situation in Iberville Parish has been talked about often. People have joked about swapping
the east bank of Iberville for the west bank of Ascension.

Given the explosion of homes and businesses on Iberville’s eastern side, and the industrial
development in the western half of the parish, a bridge probably would be a great thing for the
Iberville economy.

No one has chosen final bridge sites for the Baton Rouge loop project, though eight of 13
proposals have been eliminated. Any bridge is years away, but people in Iberville Parish, aware
of where the winds might blow, could do well to start organizing.

Roy Pitchford is chief of the Westside bureau.



Letter: Proposals for loop are infuriating
Published: Mar 7, 2008 - Page: 6B

| was born in Plaguemine, and even though my family moved to Baton Rouge when | started
school, | CHOSE to return to West Baton Rouge Parish because | liked the small town feel, yet
was close enough to Baton Rouge.

The proposed loop plans are infuriating. It seems pointless to put the loop anywhere closer to the
new (Interstate 10) bridge than south of Plaguemine.

Our small area has seen huge amounts of growth in the past 10 years, and another bridge and
interstate style road will kill that. The new subdivisions will empty, property values will plummet,
and it will just be a slight diversion in the traffic.

Look at Atlanta, look at the 410 loop in Texas, look at the loop around D.C. They all go around
the edges of the city and the suburbs.

If the loop comes to the Brusly/Addis/Port Allen area, thousands of families will be affected; one
of the best school systems in the state will be affected (take away the tax base, and who pays for
the schools, huh?).

Please, my fellow citizens of the area, don't allow this to happen. Not just because | don’'t want to
have to move, but because you don't want to see a vibrant, fast-growing, peaceful, and profitable
area cut off at the knees.

Jamye Normand
technical services
Addis



Toll road saves time: bypass cuts commutes, saves money in
Austin

By SCOTT DYER, Advocate staff writer

Published: Mar 8, 2008 - Page: 1B
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Mayor Kip Holden discusses North Texas Tollway Authority rates and procedures during a meeting at the authority’s
Plano, Texas, headquarters on Thursday.

AUSTIN — Before this city’s bypass opened in late 2006, a trip from Georgetown north of Austin
to the airport took about two hours during rush hour.

Motorists who take Austin’s new toll-supported bypass can make the same trip in 22 minutes,
according to HNTB Vice President Richard Ridings.

“It's the most congested stretch of I-35 in the country,” Ridings told a contingent led by Baton
Rouge officials who are looking to build a toll-supported loop.

Ridings said the bypass became a reality after a growing number of motorists and businesses
realized traffic congestion on [-35 was costing them time and money, and compromising their
quality of life.

Even a worker who earns $10 per hour can make money by paying the 17 cents per mile toll in
order to avoid sitting an hour or two in traffic on the interstate, Riding said.

Tim Weight, the engineer who oversaw construction of the bypass, said the problem hit home
when the Austin area’s premier employer, Dell Computers, opted to move a planned expansion of
its headquarters to Nashville because of the Austin area traffic congestion.



“The traffic was so bad that Dell couldn’t get on-time deliveries in and out of Austin,” Weight said.

Before the bypass opened, the eight-mile trip from Dell headquarters in Round Rock to
neighboring Cedarpark used to take about 45 minutes. With the bypass, the same trip takes
about eight minutes, Weight said.

Weight said the new bypass is particularly popular with Dell's 13,000 employees, whom he
jokingly called “Dell-ionaires.”

In addition to providing motorists with a quicker, toll-supported option, the bypass has caused
property values to soar.

Ridings said that back in the 1980s, an acre of undeveloped land near one of the bypass’s main
interchanges was selling for about $1,200 per acre.

“Now, if you can get that same property for $500,000 per acre, you buy it without a glance,”
Riding said during a tour of the bypass Friday.

Similarly, houses that used to sell for $1,500 along the North Dallas Tollway are now worth
$500,000, Riding said.

After touring the bypass, the Baton Rouge contingent — which included Mayor-President Kip
Holden, Livingston Parish President Mike Grimmer, Ascension Parish President Tommy Martinez
and West Baton Rouge Parish President Riley “Pee Wee” Berthelot — met with Texas
Department of Transportation officials for a briefing about how private partnerships can fill the gap
between toll revenue and the cost of building, maintaining and operating toll roads.

John Munoz, deputy director of the Texas DOT finance division, said state officials were facing a
$500 million shortfall on a proposed 40-mile toll road between Austin and San Antonio when they
decided to solicit proposals for a private partnership.

The top proposal not only offered to construct the $1.2 billion project, but to pay the Texas DOT a
$25 million concession fee and to share revenue over the 50-year duration of the contract.

Mike Krusse, the Texas House member who authored legislation authorizing private partnerships
for toll road projects, cautioned the Baton Rouge contingent to proceed with caution when
negotiating the partnerships.

“The private sector are the smartest guys in the room,” Krusse said.

“You need someone to protect you or they will do what they do best — and that's make money off
you,” Krusse said.

Krusse suggested that the Baton Rouge loop officials hire the best attorneys and experts that
they can find to help protect the public’s interests while negotiating a private partnership.



Letter: Who is going to benefit from loop?
Advocate — March 10, 2008

For years we have heard that Baton Rouge needs a loop. Now that the finalization of a plan has
drawn near, one has to wonder who this is going to benefit.

The routings now being considered look as though they were either formed by a cow or a
politician.

In the past a person would follow the cow trail as it was the easiest path to navigate in the horse
buggy. As paved roads came about, they just followed the already-established trails. Made sense
then, but now?

What happened to the talk of adding a second level to the interstate system already in place?
This was discussed years ago, then sort of disappeared. No money for certain well-connected
people, | guess, since the right-of-way is already established.

What would make more sense is upgrading of established roadways that remain free of tolls.
The routing of the loop now only makes sense to people who want to profit. Not for those who

need traffic relief.

Rick Bailey
airline customer service
Walker



Walker: Move BR loop: board passes resolution against planned
toll route

By DEBRA LEMOINE, Advocate Florida parishes bureau
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Janice Lansing, center, her husband, Steve, and Rob Hoffpauir, far right, lean in Monday to listen to others discuss the

proposed Baton Rouge Loop during a meeting of the Walker Board of Aldermen. The Lansings and Hoffpauir have
property in the potential loop corridor.

WALKER — The Board of Aldermen unanimously passed a resolution Monday night asking
planners of the proposed Baton Rouge Loop to not place the toll route through the town limits.

The resolution came as more than 70 residents attended a meeting where mostly town residents
expressed concerns for an hour about the proposed route for the loop.

They handed the Board of Aldermen two separate petitions with at least 100 signatures per effort.

Many told the board the Feb. 27 loop meeting in Denham Springs — one of five meetings held
recently in the affected parishes — failed to address any of their concerns and they wanted a
Walker meeting to do so.

According to the latest maps, the loop could bisect eastern Walker at La. 449, residents said.



The Central route, the most northern route under consideration, would leave Interstate 12 east of
Walker and run along the Arnold Road area in Livingston Parish and cross the Amite River over a
new bridge, planners have said.

The 90- to 100-mile loop, expected to cost $4 billion and take eight to 10 years to build, is being
designed to ease traffic congestion on I-10 and I-12 through Baton Rouge and adjacent parishes,
while opening potential new areas to economic and residential development.

For the most part, residents addressing town officials Monday said they simply do not want to
lose their homes in order to solve the traffic woes of commuters.

“To round it up, we’re not-in-my-backyard people,” said John Haynes, a Walker resident who
gave the board a petition of nearly 100 signatures asking planners to move the route.

Steve Stafford, a town resident who is at risk of losing his family homestead dating from 1885 to
the loop, said he thinks widening 1-12 to Walker and widening U.S. 190 should be done first
before considering the loop.

“I don't think this is about traffic,” Stafford said.
“This is about economic development and that's unconstitutional.”

Mayor Travis Clark said he and Walker residents, including a retired East Baton Rouge Parish
civil engineer whose house is in the loop’s proposed path, will meet with loop consulting
engineers March 21.

Clark said one of his plans is to convince the engineers the proposed path takes out too many
residents, and it should be moved into less densely populated areas.

“Somewhere between Satsuma and Livingston is what | actually saw to make more sense,” Clark
told the audience.

Besides asking to leave out Walker in the proposed loop route, the Board of Aldermen is asking
for a public meeting to be held here.



Letter: Forget loop; upgrade existing roads
Published: Mar 11, 2008 - Page: 6B

Loop, loop, loop. I'm sick of hearing about it.

Now my mayor and others have traveled to Texas to eye Texas loops.

The first thing the Baton Rouge entourage will have found out is that Texas, namely Harris
County, where | lived for more than nine years, does not wait for an area to become populated
and then disrupt thousands of citizens to build a road. The Texans plan ahead, build the roads
and let the population move to them.

I’'m sorry. | can’t see disrupting so many lives for a loop that maybe should have been built 25
years ago.

We already have roads and interstate highways with their existing rights of way. Let’s upgrade
these. Bring them into the 21st century, along with our antiquated traffic light system on our
surface streets.

George Seguin
part-time parts delivery driver
Baton Rouge



Martinez foresees toll road working

By JOHN MCMILLAN, Advocate River parishes bureau

Published: Mar 12, 2008 - Page: 1B

GONZALES — Last week, Ascension Parish President Tommy Martinez doubted the chances of
a highway loop being built around Baton Rouge, but that was before he attended two days of
briefings on toll roads in Texas.

Martinez, who served as a legislative liaison with the Louisiana Department of Transportation and
Development as well as executive director of DOTD’s Louisiana Offshore Oil Port before he took
office in January, accompanied the leaders of three other Louisiana parishes on a trip to Dallas
and Austin on Thursday and Friday.

The purpose was to meet with state transportation officials and to visit Texas toll road projects.

“The only way you can realize the effect of toll roads is to see how well they work,” Martinez said
Tuesday. “There is so much good that comes out of them.

“The main reason we’re looking at them is to alleviate traffic, but economic development will be
enhanced,” he said.

Texas officials were amazed that sizable numbers of Louisiana residents appear reluctant for the
proposed $4 billion Baton Rouge Loop to go through their land, Martinez said. In Texas, officials
said, cities and counties donated rights of way because of the potential economic development.

The 90- to 100-mile Baton Rouge Loop project, as proposed, would take eight to 10 years to
build. Proponents say the loop is heeded to reduce congestion on Interstates 10 and 12 through
East Baton Rouge and adjacent parishes, while opening potential new areas to economic and
residential development.

Other leaders on the trip to Texas with Martinez were Kip Holden, mayor-president of East Baton
Rouge Parish; Mike Grimmer, Livingston Parish president; and Riley “Peewee” Berthelot, West
Baton Rouge Parish president.

Martinez said he believes the first phase of a loop could be built in five to 10 years if private
developers construct a toll road.

“If we wait on the state and federal government to fund it &hellip well, we've been waiting. | don’t
believe they would do it if we waited 50 years,” he said.

Martinez said the construction of a toll road would not dictate that people had to take it. There
would be adjacent roads available, he said, even though the toll road would save time and
money.

“I think it's just about logistics at this point,” Martinez said. “We just need to find an acceptable
route. We want a route that will have minimal effect and still do the job of moving traffic.

“If we come up with a good route, the road will pay for itself,” Martinez said.



State Rep. Eddie Lambert, R-Gonzales, a major proponent of improved road conditions in
Ascension, said he is for a loop, but not one going through the northern part of the parish
because it is so heavily populated.

Lambert thinks a southern route should go through West Baton Rouge Parish, Iberville Parish
and Ascension’s west bank.

“It would be an economic boom for them,” Lambert said.

However, Lambert said, he is concerned that if state matching money is required for the loop, the
interest payments on the state’s $2 billion share would be $80 million a year, which would
consume funds that otherwise would fund maintenance and improvement of other state roads.

The hope is that private investors would fund the project and recoup their investment from the
tolls.

Martinez said he has Bob Turner, the director of the Ascension Department of Public Works,
drawing maps of potential routes “that are the least invasive possible.”

Turner, who became Ascension’s public works director last year, had an extensive career as a
highway engineer prior to coming to Ascension.

Martinez said he thinks the first phase of a loop would probably take a northern route. “There is a
non-invasive route there,” he said.

Martinez said he intends to include the Parish Council in the planning and wants to “sit down with
the loop engineers and discuss possible routes.

“We’re not going to try to fool anybody about the routes,” Martinez said.

“We've got to make sure the public is aware of the options, but toll roads can work,” Martinez
said. “They are working in Texas.”



Letter: Loop has become emotional issue

Published: Mar 12, 2008 - Page: 6B

The loop project has degenerated from an engineering study to a platform for special-interest
groups and, worse, has become an emotional issue with battle lines drawn in the sand.

Only now have the various commissions, politicians etc. started to visit those municipalities that
have successfully built traffic bypasses with the encouragement of the general public that has
recognized the economic and convenience aspects and have supported the projects.

Pre-planning and education of the public are prerequisites to a successful project of this
magnitude, and both are woefully in short supply in our state.

Tucker Lawrence
sales
Denham Springs



Group visits Texas for research on loop

By Aaron E. Looney, The Weekly Citizen
Published: Wednesday, March 12, 2008 11:28 AM CDT

A group of five area parish presidents trekked to Texas last week to get a firsthand
look at how toll roads established there have operated and how such projects could
help with the construction of a proposed $4 billion bypass loop around Baton Rouge.

The presidents are part of the executive committee for the BR Loop project, which is
looking to construct a bypass roadway around Baton Rouge in hope of alleviating
traffic through the city. The loop is expected to take anywhere from eight to 10 years
to complete.

Ascension Parish President Tommy Martinez was one of the presidents who took part
in the trip. He was joined by East Baton Rouge Mayor/President Kip Holden,
Livingston Parish President Mike Grimmer and West Baton Rouge Parish President
Riley "Pee Wee" Berthelot.

Martinez said that he "learned a lot" about the toll road structure and how it could be
beneficial to Ascension Parish and the surrounding area.

"These types of roads move traffic,” he said. "And toll roads are so fast. In some
cases, what used to be an hour trip now takes about eight to 10 minutes."

All of the elected and appointed officials who made the trip paid their own expenses
to do so, Martinez said.

The group met with state transportation officials and representatives from toll
authorities in both Dallas and Austin to compare notes on how the roadways work for
Texas drivers, Martinez said.

"Many people there are for toll roads,” Martinez said. "In fact, when these roads
were being built, they were gladly offering right of way. They'd had enough of traffic
congestion."”

While touring the two roadways, Martinez said, he saw a wealth of economic
development along the routes.

"The economic development was unbelievable," he said. "Once they built the road in
Dallas, people were begging to give right of way to have it come through their
property. It's a big fallacy that it diminishes the value of the property.

"Once you see what happens on the side of these things, you'd be amazed. They do



a great job with the aesthetics. They construct parks alongside the roadway. The
landscaping is excellent, and they put up sound walls for existing neighborhoods."

The Baton Rouge project has met with opposition from residents in the five parishes
affected - Ascension, East Baton Rouge, Iberville, Livingston and West Baton Rouge

parishes - concerning the route possibly coming through their homes or preservation
areas such as Alligator Bayou and Spanish Lake.

"If you look at those yellow lines on the map of proposed routes, some of them are
deceiving in terms of right of way," he said. "Some of those areas in question are as
wide as a football field."

Martinez said that there are many positives that come with a loop, and that the
committee must do a good job of reaching out to the public to inform them of those
positives.

"It's all a matter of doing public outreach,” Martinez said. "The closer we come to
adopting a route, the harder it's going to be. We need to have more public hearings
so people can have input on it. It's a matter of being transparent and letting the
people know that this project has potential to move the traffic."

Martinez emphasized that he would not vote for "a route that will impact an area that
is growing or that goes through major subdivisions."

"As far as where it's going to go, we're still working on it," he said. "l would love to
see it go on the west bank. | don't know if it will happen. It needs to be economically
feasible as well."

The committee removed the southern route from consideration months ago, citing a
lack of economic feasibility.

Martinez said the trip also gave him a chance to sit with the other parish presidents
and discuss his desire to resurrect consideration of a more southern route that would
take the loop along the west bank of Ascension Parish near Donaldsonville.

"They understand my dilemma," Martinez said of his fellow parish presidents. "They
know that any of the routes through the middle or northern end of the parish are
going to put a lot of people out. Putting this thing down south toward Donaldsonville
would help that area so much in terms of economic development. | think they'll work
with me."

Martinez said he will continue to push for the southern route to be considered again.



"We have not decided on a route yet, no matter what some may say," Martinez said.
"However, | really don't see the southern part as being part of the first phase of this.
Either way, we will have to build two bridges over the river. One or two may be in
West Baton Rouge Parish. If we chose the southern route, 1'd like to see us bring it
as close to Donaldsonville as possible."

Martinez said that the loop could not incorporate existing bridges, such as the
Sunshine Bridge, because they cannot enact a toll on a bridge that is currently not
tolled.

"If we'd put this thing along a major highway, like Hwy. 30, we'd have to build
service roads on either side," Martinez said. "We have to give people a choice if they
want to drive the toll road or not. We can't force them to drive it. This will be a thing
of choice."

Martinez said he is considering giving a presentation on the loop at the next Parish
Council meeting in Gonzales. He said he also may hold a special meeting to do so.

"Hopefully, we can refine the route a little more and get some engineers in to look at
maps. I'd like to talk to them and see what we can do."

The BR Loop Executive Committee will next meet March 20 in Baton Rouge.



Letter: Save Spanish Lake, flood plain again
Published: Mar 14, 2008 - Page: 6B

This is my fifth attempt to write this letter. My first four expressed too much anger and/or sorrow.
Anger that Spanish Lake and its flood plain are even under consideration for use in the proposed
Baton Rouge loop. Sorrow that | must, once again, defend this paradise.

Around 1985, some fool tried to build a landfill dump in the flood plain of this lake, and he was
stopped!

This prompted my very first environmental protest sign, “SAVE SPANISH LAKE.” | saved this sign
as a keepsake. Now, here | am, 23-years later, with the very same sign and the very same
mandate.

Spanish Lake and its entire flood plain must be saved. Jewels like this are few and far between.

Jim Gentry
retired environmentalist
St. Gabriel



Austin’s |-35 traffic worse: Texas officials say toll roads proving
partial solution

By SCOTT DYER, Advocate staff writer

Published: Mar 18, 2008 - Page: 1B

If you think Interstates 10 and 12 in Baton Rouge are a nightmare at rush hour, try driving through
Austin, Texas, on I-35.

With 250,000 vehicles per day, I-35 traffic at rush hour often resembles a parking lot. A 24-mile
trip from fast-growing Williamson County to the Austin airport can take two hours.

Texas Department of Transportation officials estimate that the six- and eight-lane 1-35 in Austin
would have to be widened to 22 lanes to carry traffic efficiently during peak periods.

With gasoline tax revenue unable to keep up with the growth, Texas officials have embraced the
idea of toll roads as a solution.

To help expedite toll-road projects, the state created the Central Texas Regional Mobility
Authority in 2002 at the request of officials from Travis and Williamson counties.

The authority opened its initial road project last year, a 12-mile stretch of 183A that cost $230
million.

Tim Weight, the engineer who oversaw construction of 183A, recalls there was originally some
strong resistance to the concept of tolls in the Austin area.

“People felt they had paid for the roads with their gasoline taxes and that we were putting a toll on
top of that,” Weight told a Baton Rouge delegation during a recent visit to Austin.

Texas currently collects a state gasoline tax of 20 cents per gallon, slightly more than the 16
cents per gallon Louisiana collects at the pump.

Once 183A opened and motorists saw how much time they could save, its popularity
skyrocketed,
Weight said.

A traffic study showed that 183A cut travel times for commuters who used it from 34 minutes to
13 minutes along the 12-mile corridor.

At this point, engineers are projecting that tolls on the proposed Baton Rouge loop will average
between 15 and 20 cents per mile, close to the 17 cents per mile charged on 183A.

Before the Austin 183A opened in May, officials had projected 24,000 in daily toll transactions,
but the toll road is averaging between 55,000 and 60,000 transactions per day, according to the
Central Texas Mobility Authority’s annual report.

Economic development
Unlike toll roads in the Dallas area, where cities and counties provided rights of way to help spur
economic development, almost all the rights of way for 183A had to be purchased, Weight said.



“Most of the property owners said, ‘We don't like it, but we know we can't stop it — but we want to
get paid.” And that's the way it should be,” Weight said.

Weight said property values in the mostly vacant pastures skyrocketed due to construction of the
toll road. Land valued at 50 cents per square foot soared to $12, $15, and even $18 per square
foot after the toll road was constructed.

Commercial development is already springing up at major interchanges.

Because 183A was planned to go through undeveloped areas, the project encountered little
resistance from homeowners who opposed having the toll road in their back yards.

Where there were neighboring subdivisions, officials let residents pick out sound walls and
landscaping to make the toll road more palatable. In all, the Mobility Authority spent more than $7
million on beautification projects.

With engineers still refining the corridor for the proposed Baton Rouge Loop, many of the public
hearings held by Loop officials have been dominated by opposing property owners.

Mayor-President Kip Holden’s chief administrative officer, Walter Monsour, pointed out that the
proposed loop will serve 800,000 to 1 million people. He estimated that about 5,000 to 10,000
people have property that would be directly affected by the proposed loop.

Since the Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development has a $14 billion backlog for
road work that doesn’t include new construction, it's highly likely that the only way a Baton Rouge
loop can become a reality is through a public-private partnership that involves private developers
who will build, operate and maintain road projects in exchange for the toll revenue, Monsour said.

Texas State Rep. Mike Krusse, who worked to create the Mobility Authority, advised the Baton
Rouge contingent to “get the private sector involved as much as possible” in building a loop.

“You really don’t know what a project’s worth until you bid it out,” Krusse said.

Public-private partners
Among those partners to build toll roads is the Texas Department of Transportation.

“Toll projects that require no public subsidy are few and far between,” said John Munoz, deputy
director of TDOT's finance division.

Instead of spending public funds to fill the gap between toll revenues and road construction and
operational costs, TDOT is bidding out the projects. In some cases, the contractors not only will
build, maintain and operate the toll roads for the toll revenues, but also will sweeten the pot with
upfront cash payments that can be used on other public road projects.

As an example, Munoz pointed to a proposed toll road between Austin and San Antonio in which
a contractor offered to build the $1.2 billion project and to provide a $25 million cash payment in
addition to a revenue-sharing deal.

Without the partnership, TDOT would have had to spend $500 million to subsidize the
construction of the road, Munoz said.

To get such a deal generally requires a long-term commitment up to 50 years, with toll increases
tied to some sort of inflation index, Munoz said.



Following the Interstate

Under consideration for the northern bypass of the proposed Baton Rouge Loop are two routes
that would cut through Denham Springs and turn into an elevated expressway along Florida
Boulevard and then west along Airline Highway to a new bridge over the Mississippi River.

Texas officials involved in building 183A said they looked closely at building the bypass next to I-
35, but abandoned the idea because of the higher construction costs associated with elevated
expressways.

Weight said the cost of building an elevated loop is about $100 million per mile, or four to five
times what it would cost to build the same road at ground level.



Iberville council seeks tax renewal

By ROY PITCHFORD, Advocate Westside bureau

Published: Mar 19, 2008 - Page: 5B

PLAQUEMINE — The Iberville Parish Council voted Tuesday to ask parish voters to renew a 5-
mill, 10-year property tax for drainage on July 19.

Parish Chief Administrative Officer Lucky Songy told the Parish Council Resolutions Committee
that the tax “has been in effect for about 50 years,” and the resolution was approved when the full
council convened.

The tax expires in December.
Council President Gene Stevens said the tax must pass, “or the parish will be in a bind.”

Councilman Howard Oubre agreed, but said council members must work together to get the
message out to voters that the 5 mills are a renewal, not a new tax.

Parish President Mitch Ourso said the tax produces about $1.8 million a year, with all the funds
going to drainage work.

During his president’s report, Ourso cautioned that no definite routes have been established for
the proposed Baton Rouge Loop.

Ourso is one of five parish presidents who serve on the loop project’'s executive committee, but
he said that Iberville has yet to pay anything for engineering fees or to participate in engineering
planning.

“That’s all East Baton Rouge,” he said. “They put up the money and they paid the engineers.”

Ourso said he has one main interest in plans for the loop, to see that Iberville Parish gets a bridge
across the Mississippi River. He said Iberville is the only river parish in the region that lacks a
bridge, and said the Baton Rouge Loop is “our best chance.”

But Ourso said that if a bridge is proposed for Iberville, it must include access for parish
residents.

Ourso also won council approval to name Hank Grace, executive director of the Iberville
Chamber of Commerce, as the parish member of the Capital Area Expressway Authority, a group
that participates in planning for the loop project.

The council also adopted a resolution of support for the efforts of the Pointe Coupee Police Jury
to get fence-line monitoring of the Union Pacific rail yard in Livonia.

Councilman Matt Jewell, who presented the resolution, said the railroad has not been providing
notification of accidents to area emergency agencies in a timely fashion.



Letter: Loop would worsen congestion

Mar 24, 2008 - Page: 4B

Is the “loop” the answer to the traffic congestion in Baton Rouge?
My answer is: No.

| think that looping is not the answer because, looping only causes more congestion at the end of
the loop, | feel that the only solution to reducing traffic flow is to create alternate routes, which
would give drivers an option, especially during peak traffic times.

One suggestion would be to divert traffic from east to west and vice versa to the west side of the
Mississippi River, and this could be done by completing La. 3127 from Highway 90 in Jefferson
Parish to Highway 70 in Ascension and then continuing to extend La. 3127 to Interstate 10 at
Lobdell and Grosse Tete, which would allow traffic that does not want to go through Baton Rouge
an alternate route.

| feel that this would allow drivers, especially 18-wheeler drivers, a route to deliver or pick up their
loads and to avoid the traffic congestion that they are experiencing today.

This route, which we will call the West Bank Expressway, could also be used as an escape route
from the south during hurricane evacuation, especially for people living in South Lafourche Parish
and Jefferson Parish.

Another benefit to erecting the West Bank Expressway is for economic development to the areas
south of Plaquemine that are becoming economically depressed and are slowly dying.

This to me is a “no-brainer.”

Harold Capello
former mayor
Donaldsonville



Letter: Reader addresses varied issues
Published: Mar 25, 2008 - Page: 4B

| read the fine print when | bought my house. | bought a house | could afford. | don’t want to have
to pay for a bailout for those who didn't.

e The lenders may have been predatory, but you didn’t have to sign, either. Take
responsibility for what you did. Force the lenders to refinance those in trouble instead of
foreclosing on them. Then the lenders make money and people get to keep their homes.

e Make Baton Rouge a true destination city. Turn Third Street into a variation of Beal
Street, with sidewalk cafes, restaurants, shops, condos and a bustling night-life scene
with live entertainment for all age groups. Turn Fourth Street into the “Theater District”
with Broadway-type theaters with Broadway productions year-round. Build a boardwalk
along the river.

e Scrap the loop. Baton Rouge waited years too late to build it, and when it's done it will be
outdated and traffic will still be&hellip well, the same. Put the money in quality, affordable
public transportation: commuter rail service from Livingston to downtown, St. Francisville
to downtown, Gonzales to downtown. Provide bus service from the far reaches of
Livingston, Ascension and East Baton Rouge parishes to downtown, LSU and Southern.

e Try to get to work from Antioch Road to DOTD by bus&hellip. can’t be done. Provide bus
terminals throughout Baton Rouge so every rider doesn't have to go to the one on Florida
Street.

¢ Widen Interstate 10 to six lanes from Grosse Tete to Gonzales, and Interstate 12 from
the split to Hammond. Force 18-wheelers to use the right lane except to pass.

e To those at Banks Elementary upset about having to bus your children across town
instead of using a neighborhood school: Get over it. Until recently, the rest of us have
had to do it for the past 40-plus years.

e Force the Republican and Democratic parties who front-loaded all the primaries to have
one national primary election with all the candidates from all the parties on the ballot. Let
the top two vote-getters from each have a runoff one month later. Then have the winners
from each party compete in the general election in November. That way lowa or New
Hampshire can't force my guy out of the race before | ever get a chance to vote for
him/her.

Randy Anding
retired entrepreneur
Baton Rouge



Residents Question Their Status in Relation to Proposed Loop

Posted: March 26, 2008 07:11 PM CDT

People in and around Baton Rouge are still concerned a
proposed loop will push them out of house and home. Parish
presidents are meeting with their constituents, some of whom
are getting confused about what's on the table. The project
engineers say nothing is set in stone; the plans are about to
change again.

The Baton Rouge loop plans are causing lots of confusion,

especially for people living in Acadian Place in Livingston.

Anna Riley and her neighbors are getting mixed stories about

their neighborhood being in, then out, and now they're

hearing only half of them will be affected. "If you sell your house and move, then what? And they
don't use the subdivision, moved for no reason," she says.

Mike Bruce with ABMB Engineers says Acadian Place could fall right into one of the corridors.
"Need to understand, corridors we're showing are maybe ten times as wide as ultimate right of
way required, number one," he says. It means the good news for those who may be affected,
"Reality is 90 to 95 percent of people in yellow lines, never be impacted by loop."

That's because come next month, the map will change again. After all the neighborhood
meetings, the loop plan will be revised. "Goal is by end of 2008 or first part of 2009 to have the
final corridors based on all that input,” says Bruce. "It's a day-by-day thing, since none of us know
what the answer is," says Riley. It's an answer five parishes are waiting for.

Bruce says the next phase once they finish the implementation phase is an environmental phase,
which could take a year or longer. He says it may be five years before any homes are bought.

Reporter: Tyana Williams, WAFB 9NEWS



Southern loop route proposed: Ascension leader says impact
minimal

By JOHN MCMILLAN, Advocate River parishes bureau

Published: Mar 27, 2008 - Page: 1B

GONZALES — Ascension Parish President Tommy Martinez is proposing a new southern route
for the Baton Rouge loop that he says avoids subdivisions and affects few, if any, homes.

Basically, the route would run from Port Allen down La. 1, curve around Plaquemine and cross
the Mississippi River, probably at St. Gabriel.

From there, it would track along La. 30, cut behind the Lamar-Dixon Expo Center and have an
interchange with Interstate 10 at approximately the site of the old rest stop between Gonzales
and Sorrento. From there, a spur would connect with La. 70.

From I-10, the loop would travel north of the Ascension Civic Center in Sorrento and hug the
southern and eastern edge of Ascension Parish until it would cross La. 42 near the Amite River
and continue on to Walker, where it would connect with Interstate 12.

Martinez said even if the route is eventually approved and funding is found, it still would be 15 to
30 years before it would be built.
However, the corridor could be preserved in the meantime, Martinez said.

The route “makes sense and | think it can be done with minimum impact,” Martinez said.

“People have to decide whether they want to sit in traffic or get to their destination rapidly,” he
said.

“If you think traffic is bad now, if we don't give truckers an alternate route, it's going to be
unimaginable in the years to come,” predicted Martinez, who served as legislative liaison with the
Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development as well as executive director of
DOTD’s Louisiana Offshore Oil Port before he took office in January.

“People not being able to get from Point A to Point B is the biggest killer of economic
development,” he said.

Martinez said a decision on the northern and southern routes would be made by the Baton Rouge
Loop Executive Committee in May.

The northern route from Port Allen to Livingston Parish would be built first, since it would be used
by commercial traffic transporting goods from coast to coast, Martinez said.

Mike Bruce, a managing principal with ABMB Engineers Inc., which is a consultant on the loop
project, agreed that the northern route would be built first. “That’s just common sense. Trucks
would use it and it would pick up a lot of local traffic, too. Preliminary numbers indicate that’s the
most traveled route.”

Bruce also said the southern route proposed by Martinez is “a very viable route. It's certainly in
the mix for strong consideration. We are looking closely at that one.”



After a trip to Texas to examine toll roads in the Dallas and Austin areas, the top public officials in
East Baton Rouge, Ascension, Livingston, West Baton Rouge and Iberville parishes said they
were impressed with the possibility of a public-private approach to building the loop.

Paying the cost of the proposed $4 billion loop would probably require private funding whereby
private enterprise would invest in the construction in return for a long-term toll collection, Martinez
said.

Once a route is selected and funding obtain, construction time on the northern route is estimated
to take eight to 10 years.

The southern route would be started at the earliest in 15 years, Martinez said.

He said that because the southern part of the parish is the next growth frontier, “we need to be
careful how we plan.”

Nevertheless, he said, “| think this is the route that would make the most sense for Ascension
Parish.”



Loop opponents turned back

By ROY PITCHFORD, Advocate Westside bureau

Published: Mar 28, 2008 - Page: 4B

PORT ALLEN — A crowd of Brusly and Addis residents asked the West Baton Rouge Council to
go on the record Thursday night in opposition to a proposed Baton Rouge loop bridge over the
Mississippi River being planted anywhere near their communities.

Council members said, “No,” on a 3-6 vote.

About 80 people came to the meeting with a petition containing almost 1,450 signatures in
support of the anti-bridge resolution. But council members were not swayed.

Parish President Riley “Peewee” Berthelot told the crowd that the suggested bridge site which
has drawn the most vocal opposition, a location near the Cinclare sugar mill, would be removed
from consideration at the April 17 meeting of the Loop Executive Committee.

Berthelot said the Cinclare mill's status as a historic site is the main reason for that move.

However, Berthelot said a site near Addis is one of a handful of possible bridge locations still
being considered.

The petition opposed, “a bridge crossing at Cinclare, Addis or anywhere south of the Intracoastal
Canal in West Baton Rouge Parish.”

The protestors said they favor the concept of a Baton Rouge Loop — a 90- to 100-mile, $4 billion
express highway encircling the Capital City’s metropolitan area — and said they would like to see
such a bridge in Iberville Parish, south of Plaguemine.

When voting began, it quickly became apparent the resolution would not be adopted, though
several council members qualified their votes.

Jeff Kershaw voted no. He said he was concerned about the proposed location, but said he felt
the council needed to show trust and confidence in Berthelot.

Keith Washington called the resolution “premature.”

Gary Spillman, who represents a district in the northern part of the parish, said he was tired of
hearing about “north-south issues” in West Baton Rouge.

Spillman said that current plans call for the northern part of the loop to be constructed first, and
said his area would feel the effects of the plan long before the Brusly-Addis area.

Kershaw, Washington and Spillman were joined by Charlene Gordon, Althea Johnson and Bob
Robertson in opposing adoption of the resolution.

Randall Mouch, Rickey Loupe and Phil Porto voted for the proposal.



Livingston residents mull loop alternatives
By JARED JANES, Advocate staff writer

Published: Mar 31, 2008

The Advocate/PATRICK DENNIS
Stephen Stafford, the organizer of Rethink the Loop!, a community-based organization opposed to the proposed Baton
Rouge Loop, speaks Sunday in the Walker High School gymnasium.

WALKER — More than 100 people — most from Livingston Parish — urged public officials at a
community meeting Sunday night to consider alternatives to the proposed Baton Rouge loop,
charging them to find a route that does not affect anyone’s home.

The “not in my backyard” attitude is not enough if it means others will be forced out of their homes
by the loop, said Stephen Stafford, a Walker lawyer who organized the meeting. He argued the
best option is to widen existing highways to impact communities as little as possible and then see
if more needs to be done in the future.

“This is a community effort,” Stafford said before the crowd in the Walker High School gym. “It's
not enough to keep our houses if our neighbors have to lose theirs.”

Rethink the Loop!, a Livingston Parish group dedicated to saving homes from the loop, hosted the
meeting in Walker where residents complained about the loop’s potential effect on their property
— some of which had been in their families for generations — and questioned the planning for
the project.

The 90- to 100-mile loop is projected to take eight to 10 years to build at a estimated cost of $4
billion with the aim of easing traffic congestion on Interstates 10 and 12 in Baton Rouge and
spurring economic development.

Stafford listed four alternatives he said should be completed before the loop: widening Interstate
12; widening U.S. 190; making La. 447 a four-lane highway to Port Vincent; and building a new
bridge over the Amite River near Watson.

Each of those alternatives, if completed together, would drastically improve traffic, reducing the
need for the loop, Stafford said. His said his proposal would limit the number of houses affected
by new roadways and would improve time for commuters who would not use the loop.



“We have one position that we will maintain,” Stafford said. “If one person has to unwillingly leave
his house, we are opposed to (the loop).”

Livingston Parish President Mike Grimmer, the only public official to speak at the meeting, said he
is willing to look at Stafford’s alternatives, but he also said he doubted they would be completed in
the near future.

Many of those proposals — like the loop — had been considered for decades with no work ever
being done on them, he said. If nothing is done on the loop, he said, the traffic situation would
remain the same.

“It's the same thing we’ve been hearing for 30 years,” Grimmer said. “What are we going to do
with the traffic? The traffic is not going to go away.”

The traffic engineers and officials working on the loop are trying to identify routes that affect the
as few people as possible, Grimmer said, citing a new northern route pinpointed last week that he
said would affect few homes until it reached I-12 near Walker.

The routes, while limiting impact on residents, also have to keep the loop feasible for drivers, he
said. The final corridor — expected to be only about 400 feet wide — won't be selected without
public input.

“There’s going to be some impact on people,” Grimmer said. “But we're trying to find a path that
appease the most people possible.”

Prentiss Jones, who lives only five miles south of I-12 on La. 447, went to the meeting with
relatives to find out if more-detailed plans for the loop would be released.

The 21-acres his family has owned for about 100 years is in the middle of one possible corridor,
he said, and he wanted to get more-concrete information about the route.

Jones said he is not opposed to the loop, but he is concerned about relocating.

Moving the loop a few hundred feet away from his home, even chopping a few acres off his
property in the back to do so, wouldn’t bother him, Jones said. He just doesn’t want to lose his
home.

“We're setting up for retirement,” Jones said. “We don’t want to move.”



Mayor to seek fees, La. funds
By SCOTT DYER, Advocate staff writer
Published: Apr 6, 2008 - Page: 1A

Increasing fees on riverboat casinos and obtaining more state money for the proposed Baton
Rouge loop and the public bus system are among the top priorities for Mayor-President Kip
Holden during the ongoing legislative session.

East Baton Rouge Parish riverboat casino boarding fees of $2.50 per patron have been paid to
the city-parish for years, and Holden is looking for a bigger piece of the action.

Holden persuaded the Legislature last year to replace the $2.50-per-head fee with a percentage
of the gambling proceeds, but only if the boats voluntarily agree to it. The law allows the city-
parish to collect up to 4.5 percent of a riverboat’s gross gambling revenues.

Holden said he’s had little success in getting the two existing boats to go along with the increase.

Holden said he plans to push the Legislature this spring to force the two downtown riverboats, the
Belle of Baton Rouge and Hollywood Casino, to pay the 4.5 percent fee.

Pinnacle Entertainment, which is building a third riverboat casino has agreed to pay the 4.5-
percent fee.

Holden said the two downtown boats both plan to expand to compete with Pinnacle’s new casino
in South Baton Rouge yet contend they can’t afford to pay the higher fee. Meanwhile, the two
existing boats are paying the lowest boarding fees in Louisiana, Holden said.

Officials with Penn National Gaming Inc., the parent company of Hollywood Casino, have said
they negotiated in good faith with the city-parish, but to no avail. They claim the 4.5 percent fee
would be among the highest in the state.

Another top priority for the city-parish this spring is to secure state and federal support for the
proposed Baton Rouge loop, Holden said.

“We're trying to convince the new transportation secretary that this loop is viable and feasible and
will help to reduce traffic congestion on the interstates,” Holden said.

He said Texas officials found that building a toll-supported loop like the one proposed for Baton
Rouge will help avoid costly expansions of interstate highways.

Plans call for five parishes in the Baton Rouge area to find a private partner to help build,
maintain and operate the $4 billion loop, Holden said.

Holden also said he’s pushing for the state to provide funding for other parish projects, including
an expansion of the River Center, downtown riverfront improvements and a new children’s
museum.

Holden said the city-parish is spending about $250 million to widen state roads through the local
Green Light Plan. He said he’s not looking for the state to return all that money but thinks it’s fair
for the city-parish to get some of those funds back.



In a related area, Holden said he wants the state to beef up its appropriations for mass transit
operations like the local Capital Area Transit System.

Holden noted that for years, the state’s total contribution for mass transit has ranged from $5.2

million to $6 million.
For the 2007-08 fiscal year, the state appropriated $6 million, with $1.1 million going to CATS and

$2 million to the New Orleans bus system.



Letter: Rethink NIMBYs, not loop project
Published: Apr 8, 2008 - Page: 6B
Rethink the loop?

| read the article by Jared Janes about the large group of Livingston residents organized by
Walker attorney Stephen Stafford to oppose the loop project.

They say they want officials to rethink the loop.
Yeah, whatever! We have heard the “rethink” line before.

Rethink the loop? How about we rethink these NIMBY's (Not in My Back Yard) instead, or as |
prefer to call them, BANANAs (Build Absolutely Nothing Anywhere Near Anyone)?

Is this whole loop thing a no-brainer?

The loop project makes sense for anyone who is not a NIMBY or BANANA in the Baton Rouge
area. And it especially makes sense for anyone traveling outside East Baton Rouge Parish who
has to sit in hourlong traffic to get back and forth to and from work every day.

Leave it to a lawyer to organize more bureaucracy to prevent our city planners and engineers
from building the infrastructure we needed yesterday.

This lawyer and his organized NIMBY Mob, who have absolutely no traffic engineering
experience or education, think themselves more qualified to design our loop? That they, not our
elected leaders, somehow represent the entire community?

Well I've got news for the NIMBYs — You are not a “community effort,” you are a “community
roadblock.”

| don’t want my children sitting in traffic for the rest of their lives because we did nothing today.
Please, no more bureaucracy.

Let’s build a better Baton Rouge! (And a loop to go around it).

Patrick McCarron
landlord and engineer
Baton Rouge



BR loop plan reinstates north corridor
By SCOTT DYER, Advocate staff writer
Published: Apr 11, 2008 - Page: 1B

Engineers unveiled the latest revised routes for the proposed toll-supported Baton Rouge loop on
Thursday that reinstates the far northern corridor between Zachary and Baker.

At the same time, the new plan eliminates a proposed route for the northern bypass that would
have run through Denham Springs and along Florida Boulevard and Airline Highway in East
Baton Rouge Parish.

To the south, the latest plan eliminates a controversial corridor that would have run through
Prairieville and Spanish Lake in Ascension Parish. At this point, it appears that the loop will cross
the Amite River north of Port Vincent, run south of Gonzales and cross Interstate 10 near the old
Sorrento rest area closed by the state a few years ago.

The latest southern loop plan, slated to go before the five parish presidents next week, would
then cross the Mississippi River either south of Plaquemine or between Addis and Brusly.

The lead engineer on the project, Steve Wallace from ABMB Engineers, said the northern loop
would leave Interstate 12 about two miles east of Walker and run to the east of La. 449 to avoid
most development.

The northern leg of the loop would then either follow Arnold Road to cross the Amite River near
the Watson area, or take the more northerly route between Zachary and Baker. The northern
bypass would then cross the Mississippi River just north of the U.S. 190 Bridge at another site
north of the Southern University campus, and then tie into Interstate 10 west of La. 415.

The engineers had previously eliminated the far northern route due to concerns that it would not
generate enough toll revenue. On Wednesday, Wallace said the route was reinstated after
Livingston residents pointed out that the area is rapidly developing and would likely have plenty of
residents when that part of the loop opens in a few years.

Walker Mayor Travis Clark applauded the new route east of Walker, saying it was “by far the least
intrusive route” that he’s seen through his city.

Walter Monsour, Mayor-President Kip Holden’s chief administrative officer, said there will likely
still be people upset at the proposed new alignment, but they will be a small minority.

Monsour said about 800,000 people live in the five-parish area involved in the loop project, but
only 2,000 to 5,000 will be displaced by the project.

“If this would have been done 25 to 30 years ago, the project would have impacted a lot less
people,” Monsour said.

The project is long overdue Monsour said, noting that local traffic will only worsen without it.

Monsour also noted that not everyone with property in the remaining corridors will be impacted by
the loop.



The corridors under study are 4,000 feet wide, but only 400 feet of that will actually be needed for
the loop, Monsour said.

Monsour noted that on recent fact-finding trip to Texas, officials involved in the loop project found
that property values along toll roads in Dallas and Austin skyrocketed after those roads opened.

While acknowledging the loop will trigger economic development, Monsour said the main purpose
of the loop is to relieve traffic.

The 90- to 100-mile loop is expected to cost $4 billion and take eight to 10 years to build.

At this point, plans call for the five parish presidents to consider finalizing the loop corridors next
week.

The next step will be to assess impacts on the environment and development.



Vitter holds local Ascension Parish forum

By Aaron E. Looney
The Weekly Citizen

April 11, 2008

U.S. Sen. David Vitter
visited Gonzales Monday,
hosting a Town Hall
forum event at City Hall.

However, what Vitter did
after the forum seemed
to make more news, as
the driver of his car
backed into a sign while
attempting to leave City
Hall and avoid the
media.

Reporters attempted to ) ) .

. U.S. Sen. David Vitter speaks to those in attendance at Monday's
ask the REpUbllcan . Town Hall forum at Gonzales City Hall. Vitter discussed items key
senator from Metarie to Ascension Parish residents and also took questions from the
about news released audience on various topics.

earlier that morning that the senator may be called to testify in the Washington case
of accused "D.C. Madame" Deborah Palfrey, with whom Vitter was linked through
phone records last year.

Following the forum, Vitter made a brief statement to members of the media
regarding the case and walked away, refusing to field questions on the matter. He
then exited City Hall through the Gonzales Police Department.

When reporters caught up to Vitter, he was entering the passenger side of a car to
leave the building. As the driver backed the car down the drive, it collided with a
sign, slightly damaging the vehicle. The car then drove forward and left the scene.

Gonzales Police Chief Bill Landry later said that he would not pursue charges against
Vitter or the driver for the incident. He said Vitter's office called him after the
incident and offered to pay for any damages. Landry said that the sign was righted
by a work crew later that day and was not significantly damaged.

During the forum, Vitter touched on topics such as the continued growth of
Ascension Parish and the need for transportation and wastewater improvements, as
well as the ongoing situation of the parish looking to purchase the Lamar-Dixon Expo
Center in Gonzales. He also answered questions from the audience on topics ranging
from Social Security and veterans benefits to the proposed Trans-Texas Corridor.

"This is literally the fastest growing parish in the state," Vitter said of Ascension. "It
was on that track before Katrina. Obviously, Katrina pushed it down that track even
more. You basically grew by what you would in 10 years in a single week. There are
enormous needs and strains that come with that. I've spent a lot of my time working
with local and state government to help meet those needs."



Concerning roads, Vitter pointed out that as a conference negotiator on the final
federal highway spending bill, he was able to help secure $8 million for
improvements to Hwy. 42 to help relieve traffic on Airline Highway and offer an
alternative route to Interstate 10.

"l worked very closely with former Congressman Richard Baker locally on that, as
well as other legislators," Vitter said. "We got the state more highway money than
ever before, $2.9 billion."

Vitter said that efforts still remain on securing funds to improve infrastructure within
the parish's industrial corridor.

The senator also discussed the proposed Baton Rouge bypass loop project, which
could run through Ascension Parish as well as four other metro area parishes.

"As that idea advances, | think it's very important that it be done appropriately, if it
is done, and meet local needs in every parish,” Vitter said. "I've spoken to parish
leaders here, including the parish president, about making sure that is understood."

Vitter also discussed his efforts to secure $300,000 to help the parish begin
construction on a comprehensive wastewater treatment facility.

The senator mentioned that he has helped to secure $250,000 for the parish to put
toward the purchase of the Lamar-Dixon Expo Center. However, the parish has yet
to see that money.

Vitter said the forum was one of 64 he planned to hold across the state, one in each
parish, to gather information from constituents on local, state and national issues.



Letter: Opposition to loop amazes reader
Published: Apr 17, 2008 - Page: 6B

Regarding the proposed loop around Baton Rouge, it is amazing how some citizens do not want
this highway.

| was born and raised in Shreveport. The Outer Loop, Inner Loop and the many interstates and
other highways make a great way to get around Shreveport.

It took many years and study and funds for these loops to come into play, but the overall
completion made Shreveport catch up to many large cities in America.

It will take years of study and hard work for a loop to come into reality for Baton Rouge, but | can
assure you the cost and time will certainly be worth it.

How many times do you have to sit in traffic on Airline, Florida etc for days on end, wasting time,
money and, of course, gas before the loop’s construction will begin?

| travel to Baton Rouge quite often, and each time | dream of the day for a loop. Perhaps an outer
and inner loop. Maybe even fewer accidents for Interstate 10 and Interstate 12.

Good luck, Baton Rouge citizens.

Clay Calhoun
insurance broker
Covington



Parish presidents back latest loop proposals
By SCOTT DYER, Advocate staff writer
Published: Apr 18, 2008 - Page: 1B

All five Baton Rouge-area parish presidents expressed support Thursday for the latest routes
proposed for a 90- to 100-mile toll-supported loop around the urbanized area.

Final corridors for the proposed $4 billion roadway aren't likely to be finalized until the end of the
year, after another round of public hearings aimed at determining the loop’s impact on the
environment and development, according to consultant Mike Bruce of ABMB Engineers.

“There are still some alternative routes on this map, but very few of them,” Bruce said Thursday.

The latest plan for the loop was released last week to an advisory board, but drew mostly rave
reviews at a meeting Thursday from the parish presidents overseeing the project.

Livingston Parish President Mike Grimmer applauded a decision by the loop engineering team to
reinstate a northern route that would roughly follow the Comite River Diversion Canal, passing
between Zachary and Baker.

Grimmer said the northernmost route will have much less impact on development in his parish
than the only other northern alternative, which would follow Arnold Road and pass through the
Watson area.

A third northern route, which would have followed Florida Boulevard through Denham Springs,
then Airline Highway north to the Mississippi River, was eliminated due to its impact on
development, Bruce said.

Grimmer said much of the proposed southern leg of the loop through Livingston Parish will be on
undeveloped lumber land. Plans call for the southern loop to cross the Amite River just east of
Port Vincent, he said.

Grimmer said he will continue to work with residents whose property could be impacted by the
loop. But he said the loop is long overdue and desperately needed.

Grimmer noted that 100,000 vehicles per day already use Interstate 12 in Livingston Parish, and
warned that truck traffic is projected to increase by 35 percent in the next two to three years.

“We can’t continue to hide our heads in the sand as we have for the past 30 years, and pretend
we don’t have a traffic problem,” Grimmer said.

Mayor-President Kip Holden agreed, noting the loop is necessary even after I1-10 and 1-12 are
widened.

“You can widen a road, but the problem isn’t going to go away,” Holden said.

Holden said rush-hour traffic in Baton Rouge used to clog only one side of the interstate in the
mornings, and other side in the evenings.

“Now traffic is congested on both sides of the interstate, at most times of the day,” Holden said.



Ascension Parish President Tommy Martinez applauded the engineers’ decision to eliminate
routes that would have cut through Spanish Lake and the Prairieville area.

The sole southern route under consideration through Ascension Parish would loop south of
Gonzales and cross I-10 roughly where the abandoned rest stops were located just north of La.
22.

Martinez said he would like to see the southern loop brought down even more so it passes
through St. Amant and Sorrento.

But Martinez acknowledged that a loop is needed, noting that it's not unusual for Ascension
residents to spend 45 to 60 minutes commuting each way into and out of Baton Rouge.

Iberville Parish President Mitch Ourso said his main interest in the loop is to provide a bridge that
will link parts of his parish on both sides of the Mississippi River.

Ourso spoke strongly in support of the southernmost river crossing, which would span the river
several miles downstream of Plaquemine.

The only other southern crossing under consideration is north of Addis in West Baton Rouge
Parish, which already has two bridges, Ourso said.

The Addis crossing would run the loop along parts of Nicholson Drive in East Baton Rouge
Parish.

West Baton Rouge Parish President Riley “Pee Wee” Berthelot said his parish has no problem
with the Iberville crossing, since the northern loop will also require another bridge in West Baton
Rouge.

Engineers are looking at building a new loop bridge either just south of the U.S. 190 Bridge, or
north of Southern University.

In addition to conducting an environmental impact study, the proposed corridors for the loop will
also be refined with input from a computer model that will project how much toll revenue each
possible route will likely generate.



Letter: People questioning loop defended
Published: Apr 18, 2008 - Page: 8B
| read with interest Mr. Patrick McCarron’s letter to the editor.

| will not resort to name-calling, as he has done, but | can see he has not attended any of the
meetings held concerning the loop.

The people questioning the loop are not uneducated, as he assumes; they have gotten much
input and research as to the proposed loop areas.

The people in Walker questioning the loop are concerned about their homes and quality of their
lives. All they are asking for is a reason the loop cannot be moved to more rural areas and not go
through the middle of their town or their peaceful neighborhoods.

They are not questioning or doing anything that anyone else faced with this situation would not
do. They are not against the loop, just the proposed routes.

Mr. McCarron should do a little more research before he starts assuming things, and he just
might learn something.

Bonnie Richard
homemaker
Baton Rouge



Letter: Hear Prairieville’s side of loop
Published: Apr 24, 2008 - Page: 6B

You have heard from those who regard as NIMBYs those people who do not want the proposed
Baton Rouge loop in their homes. Now, please hear our side of the story.

The only reason the BR loop project needs to destroy Prairieville communities to build a loop is
because Baton Rouge has refused to destroy its own neighborhoods.

Here are two examples:

Engineering studies have repeatedly said the best way to relieve traffic on the Interstate
10/Interstate 12 corridor is to widen 1-10 and I-12. Public meetings on that proposal were held a
few years back. The NIMBYs in Baton Rouge squealed they did not want their interstate widened,
and that proposal was shot down.

The Hoo Shoo Too route: There is a shorter and cheaper and more effective route than the
Prairieville route. If you look at Google Earth, you will find that a less population-dense route
should run down Hoo Shoo Too Road, cross Old Jefferson and Airline near Barringer Foreman,
skip over to Pecue Lane and cross Highland Road at Pecue, on its way to Nicholson
Extension/La. 30. The level of population density is significantly lower than in Prairieville.
Additionally, that route is shorter (less cost) and would have a higher traffic count (more revenue).
If you cannot imagine an interstate highway through Hoo Shoo Too, you how know how
Prairieville feels.

Please understand that Prairieville is not pasture land. We have spent millions of dollars
developing our properties into prime residential communities with safe neighborhoods and good
schools. We chose not to live in Baton Rouge because it did not have the features we wanted or
the cost was too high.

Now, Baton Rouge wants to export its misery to us, when Baton Rouge has been unable to take
care of its own business. That will not be taken lightly. We do not want a commercial corridor a
half-mile wide cutting a swath through our peaceful communities. We already have a commercial
corridor, and it is called Airline Highway.

Now, having talked that straight talk, let us agree that the Metro region traffic congestion is a big
problem and it's only going to get worse. Economic development of this region depends on good
transportation. We cannot blame the Metro parish governments for desperately needing to do
something.

The engineers working on the BR loop project are good engineers who care about this
community. However, the only weapon they have been given in the war against traffic congestion
is the most expensive one, with the most collateral damage — a toll road loop.

There are other options, and it is time we seriously look at those options as a metro region.

Dale Clary
lawyer
Prairieville



Letter: BR needs rail system, not loop
Published: Apr 30, 2008 - Page: 6B
Some thoughts on Baton Rouge’s “loopmania”

Where we are: The failure to require a connected metropolitan grid system in the Baton Rouge
metropolitan area has dumped local traffic onto the interstate highway system.

Further, there is rapidly diminishing efficiency in adding extra lanes on the same plane on current
roads because of the lane-changing effect.

Where we are going: Often loops don't really mitigate congestion; they just reformat it. While they
act as a highway for those immediately using them, they act as a wall for others.

Traffic is often forced quite a distance through choke points of bridges and overpasses to cross
this wall/loop, overloading roads parallel to a loop. All future development is warped by this wall
effect, and future roads are channeled to parallel it.

Whatever scheme is used to finance this loop, the financing authority will not finance any future
bridges or underpasses to cross this wall at the point that the problems start to become obvious.
Imagine the area where College Drive crosses Interstate 10 in a noose around Baton Rouge.

While there is a need for more Mississippi River crossings, bypass tiers should be used over
current roadways without expropriating more land or blocking its use with more highway sprawl .

Two-tier highways are more expensive to the builders. Ground-based loops merely shift
expenses from the highway builders to travelers not using the loop and backload real costs onto
the rest of the transportation system.

Since remedial overpass construction and connection are far more expensive and difficult after
growth has begun, local jurisdictions attempt to mitigate the problem by impairing commerce with
regulation such as density zoning, thus defeating many of the supposed benefits a loop is
supposed to bestow.

Numerous crossings must be paid for and built up front, and calculated into the cost and planning
of this scheme, because one man’s transportation system rapidly becomes another man’s
transportation obstruction. Although an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure, the game
becomes who pays for the “ounce” now or who is stuck with the “pound” later. Otherwise we will
hear the usual, “We wanted growth, but we didn’t want this.” Note the current discussion of the
costs of building a parallel road with Bluebonnet on the opposite side of the Mall of Louisiana.

In the final analysis, a commuter rail system is the real long-term solution.

Lewis Doherty IV
advertising
Baton Rouge



Letter: Don’t call names, rethink the loop
Published: May 6, 2008 - Page: 6B
| am writing in response to Mr. Patrick McCarron'’s letter from the April 8 edition of The Advocate.

First, | would like to make perfectly clear, again, that we at Rethink the Loop! are not NIMBYs
(Not In My Back Yard), BANANAs (Build Absolutely Nothing Anywhere Near Anything), or any
other cool acronyms that Mr. McCarron can concoct. We are simply private citizens who believe
that building a loop that will destroy hundreds, even thousands, of peoples’ homes is a poor
solution to our traffic problems.

If the loop is built, homes will be bulldozed. This is a fact that no one, even loop engineers,
disputes. If Mr. McCarron had been at our March 30 meeting, he would have heard us explain
repeatedly that we are not NIMBYSs, but are truly interested in protecting all of those harmed by
the loop, even if we, ourselves, are not in danger of losing our homes.

I understand that sitting in traffic is inconvenient; it cannot compare, though, to the inconvenience
experienced by a person who is forced from his home for the sake of a highway.

Second, the designation of Rethink the Loop! and our March 30 meeting by Mr. McCarron as a
“mob” and “bureaucracy” is so far from the truth as to be completely indefensible. Our public,
community meeting, to which everyone who wished to come was welcome, was an example of
democracy of which our Founding Fathers would have been proud.

Everyone who wished to voice his opinion could, and did, regardless of his views on the loop. |
know that we are just simple folk, and not educated engineers, but all private citizens who spoke
did so unanimously in opposition to the loop at that meeting.

This is certainly because common sense says that the loop is a bad idea, and the alternatives to
the loop that we presented (widen Interstate 12, U.S. 190, La. 447 to Port Vincent, new bridge
over the Amite at Watson) make good sense.

Lastly, | ask everyone to get beyond name-calling, and look at the facts in order to make your
own decision regarding the loop. Contact your parish president and ask to see the documents
that he has regarding the loop; the law grants you the right to do so.

Stephen Stafford
lawyer
Walker
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