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Project Overview
Ultimate objective is to construct a new 

crossing of the Mississippi River in the 
Greater Baton Rouge Area

Part I: Enhanced Planning Study                            
(July 2020 – Fall 2022) 

Part II: Environmental Evaluation                    
(Winter 2022– Spring 2025)
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Study Area
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Purpose and Need
What is the problem? (Need)
 Congested traffic conditions
 Limited connectivity between road systems along the east 

and west banks of the Mississippi River
 Lack of alternate routes across the Mississippi River

How can we fix the problem? (Purpose)
 Increase capacity & connectivity across the Mississippi 

River 
 Provide an alternate route for incident management and 

emergency evacuations.
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Project Team                                                  
(Part I – Enhanced Planning)
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– GIS Engineering, LLC 
Navigational Considerations

– CDM Smith, Inc.        
Travel Demand Model & Toll Analysis

Prime Consultant: 
– Atlas Technical Consultants, LLC

Subconsultants:
– FIGG Bridge Engineering, Inc. 

Bridge Technical Concepts

– Neel-Schaffer, Inc.                   
Mesoscopic Model & Traffic Analysis

– INRO Consultants, Inc. 
Mesoscopic Model Support

– Shread-Kuyrkendall & Assoc., Inc.        
Roadway Technical Concepts

– Providence Engineering & 
Environmental Group LLC 
Environmental Inventory

– Franklin Associates, LLC 
Public Involvement



Overview of Part I –
Enhanced Planning Study

Navigation Study
Stakeholder Engagement and Public Outreach
Traffic & Toll– Travel Demand Model, 

Mesoscopic Model, Level 1 Toll Analysis
Identification of Environmental and other 

constraints
Tiered approach to pare down 32 preliminary 

alternatives down to 3 that will proceed forward 
into the NEPA phase
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Initial Analysis:
32 Preliminary 

Alternatives with 
28 River 
Crossings
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Public Involvement
Public Meetings
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Attendance: 341 Attendance: 258

Attendance: 136 Attendance: 43

Attendance: 353Attendance: 67
6 Open House Meetings

TOTAL ATTENDANCE = 1,198



Public Involvement
Public Input (April 25 – May 14, 2022)

– 257 Comment Forms
– 69 Emails
– 30 Voice Messages
– 1,876 Online Surveys 

(Maptionnaire)

TOTAL COMMENTS 
RECEIVED = 2,232
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Public Involvement
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M-25-IX K-23-VII K-22-VII H-19-VII F-14-V F-13-IV F-12-IV E-11-IV C-6-III C-5-II
Rela�ve Preference Level -413 -200 -246 148 305 187 51 263 52 -116
Dislikes -678 -465 -448 -186 -173 -202 -276 -378 -599 -617
Likes 265 265 202 334 478 389 327 641 651 501

MRB Spring 2022 Public Input: Alterna�ves Preferences



Round 2 Screening

3 Sets of Data Used for Screening:
– VHT and ADT (to address Purpose and Need)
– Environmental (to address Permitting Issues)
– Public Involvement
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Round 2 Screening Results
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3 Preliminary Alternatives



Project Team (Part II – Environmental Evaluation)
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– GIS Engineering                
Bathymetric Survey

– CDM Smith            
Toll Analysis

 Prime Consultant: 
– Atlas Technical Consultants, LLC

 Subconsultants:
– FIGG Bridge Engineering 

Bridge Technical Concepts

– Neel-Schaffer                    
Traffic Analysis

– Shread-Kuyrkendall                                 
Roadway Technical Concepts

– Providence                    
Environmental Inventory

– Franklin Assoc.                                   
Public Involvement

– Armeni (KCI Technologies)           
Cost Estimating

– Ardaman                                      
Geotech

– GSRC &                                               
RECON Offshore                                
Cultural Resources

– GOTECH                                
Topographic Survey

– Quality Eng.                  
& Surveying                                   
SUE Survey



Scope for Part II (Environmental)
Pre-NEPA Tasks:

– Surveys
• LiDAR, Topo, SUE, 

Bathymetric
• Geotech

– Line & Grade
– Conceptual Bridge 

Design
– H&H
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NEPA Tasks:
– Public & Agency Outreach
– Document Preparation 

(EA/EIS)
– Cost Estimates
– Field Surveys

• Wetlands/T&E
• Cultural Resources
• Air, Noise, CSRP,    

Phase I ESA
 Traffic Refinement – Data Collection
 Intermediate Toll Study

*The timeline for Traffic and Toll Analyses will span 
from pre-NEPA through completion of NEPA 



What is NEPA?
 The National Environmental Policy Act (1969) requires 

federal agencies to factor environmental considerations 
into their decision making.

 NEPA includes full range of activities to evaluate the 
environmental impacts of a proposed action.

 NEPA requires environmentally informed decisions.

 NEPA is a procedural statute and does not dictate a 
decision or require elevation of environmental concerns 
over other pertinent considerations.
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NEPA & Transportation    
Decision Making
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Project 
Development

DOTD is responsible for the 
identification and 

development of projects 

Assessment 
of Impacts

DOTD evaluates the impact of the 
project on the environment

NEPA 
Document

DOTD prepares Document

As Lead Federal Agency,
FHWA reviews/approves 

Document 



Why is this Important?

What are the Benefits of a New 
Bridge Crossing?
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Questions to Consider

How many vehicles per day cross the 
Mississippi River on I-10?

Of those vehicles, what percentage do not 
stop within the MPO?  Take I-12?  Take I-10?

What percentage of those vehicles are Trucks?
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EAST BOUND TRAFFIC
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An average of more than 63,000 vehicles cross the 
Mississippi River on I-10 in each direction daily.   
Trucks comprise 15% of bridge traffic.

Through Trips % on I-10 Bridge:
• Daily – 18%
• Morning Peak (6 – 9 am) – 11%
• Afternoon Peak (3 – 6 pm) – 15%

* Percentages shown are for both EB and WB

*87% of daily I-10 traffic between 
Acadian and the split is LOCAL

*85% of daily I-12 traffic between 
O’Neal and the split is LOCAL



WEST BOUND TRAFFIC
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An average of more than 63,000 vehicles cross the 
Mississippi River on I-10 in each direction daily.   
Trucks comprise 15% of bridge traffic.

Through Trips % on I-10 Bridge:
• Daily – 18%
• Morning Peak (6 – 9 am) – 11%
• Afternoon Peak (3 – 6 pm) – 15%

*85% of daily I-12 traffic between 
O’Neal and the split is LOCAL

*87% of daily I-10 traffic between 
Acadian and the split is LOCAL

* Percentages shown are for both EB and WB



Lessons Learned
 Approximately 80% of Greater Baton Rouge Traffic is 

made up of local drivers
 Local Drivers Use I-10 like a Surface Street
 Truck Traffic comprises only about 15% of daily traffic 

on the I-10 Horace Wilkinson Bridge
Out of 63,000+ vehicles crossing the I-10 MRB in the 

East Bound direction: 
– ~62% of the Volume comes from LA 1 and LA 415
– 4,517 are I-10 Through Traffic (~7%)
– 8,185 are I-12 Through Traffic (~13%)
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Benefits of a new River Crossing

New Bridge Volume approximately 24,000 
vehicles per day
No substantial deviations in Through Traffic   

on I-10
No major impacts through City of Plaquemine:

– Reduction in North Bound LA 1 traffic due to 
diversion to New South Bridge crossing

– Slight increase in South Bound traffic due to traffic 
heading towards New South Bridge crossing 
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Mesoscopic Model Study Area
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Mesoscopic Model Network Area
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Benefits of a new River Crossing
Greatest travel time benefit projected to be on 

LA 1 North Bound in the PM Peak Hour
– Expected to reduce maximum queue length near  

I-10 East Bound Merge Ramp by 50%

Expected to save over 1 Million hours of travel 
time annually
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Questions??
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Kara Moree, CFM
Atlas
National Director – NEPA & 
Environmental Compliance

Maria Bernard Reid
Atlas
NEPA Environmental Specialist

mrbsouth.com
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