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Introduction 
Project Overview 

This Stage 0 Feasibility Study, undertaken by the Regional Planning Commission (RPC) and St. Tammany 
Parish, evaluated the relative feasibility of a series of existing intersection improvements on LA 22 
between CC Road just west of the Tangipahoa Parish Line to Dutch Road near the town of Madisonville. 
These improvements are proposed for the following intersections on LA 22: CC Road, Guste Island Road, 
Perrilloux Road/Trapagnier Road, and Pine Creek Boulevard/Coquille Drive. This area is shown in Figure 1 
on the following page. 

Project Area Description 

The project study area is a 6.2-mile corridor within the Mandeville-Covington UZA west of Madisonville.  

The study area encompasses approximately 43 subdivisions with primary residential land uses, mostly 
accessible through the LA 22. Entrances of at least 20 subdivisions are located directly along the corridor. 
However, there are commercial, office, and retail uses within the area as well. 

The posted speed limit on LA 22 is 55 mph.  The apparent right of way varies between 75 and 90 feet wide. 
The pavement, configured as a two-lane section with shoulders, is approximately 23 feet wide, with two 
10-foot travel lanes. There is a 14’ continuous left turn lane east of Perrilloux Road at the Pine Creek Drive 
intersection.  

Purpose of the Project 

The purpose of this project is to provide findings to improve traffic circulation and safety and reduce 
congestion along this corridor.  

The Louisiana Department of Transportation and Development (LADOTD) District 62 has undertaken a 
significant data collection and analysis effort along LA 22 over the past three to five years. That effort 
analyzed the LA 22 corridor at Perilloux Road/Trapagnier Road in Madisonville to determine if a change in 
traffic control at this location would benefit operations. This analysis was done to promote safety and 
mobility along the corridor. Additionally, according to LADOTD’s report, there have been numerous 
complaints regarding speeds on LA 22. Lancaster Elementary School (a St. Tammany Parish School Board 
facility) uses both Perrilloux Road as a bus entrance and Pine Creek Drive/Coquille Creek Drive as a 
passenger vehicle entrance. LADOTD’s report is in Appendix E of this document. 

In addition, the recommendations of this analysis, completed in conjunction with a corridor study of LA 
22 between Firetower Road and Pine Creek Drive/Coquille Creek Drive, include: 

• 3-lane section on LA 22 between Bedico Creek and Perrilloux Road/Trapagnier Road; 
• Roundabout at the LA 22 and Perrilloux Road/Trapagnier Road intersection as a standalone project or 

in conjunction with construction of a J-turn at the Pine Creek Drive/Coquille Drive intersection.  

The role of this Stage 0 Feasibility Study is to review the outcomes of these analysis, with the benefit of a 
new data collection effort that updates the assumptions for daily and peak-hour traffic. These analyses 
assumed that both projects would occur as LADOTD recommended and documented in their study for the 
area. In addition, the project will examine the improvements based upon a scenario approach that 
documents existing patterns (2019), along with future patterns using a near-term (5-year) forecast which 
follows current patterns for land development approvals. 
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Need for the Project 

The need for the project derives from concerns by state and parish officials that growth in vehicular traffic 
along LA 22 is quickly overwhelming its capacity. The result is a potentially negative impact on traffic 
operations along the corridor and increase in experienced delays in certain locations. The increase in 
traffic and delay is also of concern as it could create potential safety issues, and ultimately impact resident 
quality-of-life. 

Community Participation and Coordination 

A Project Management Committee (PMC) was formed and met three times during the project. The PMC 
consisted of representatives from the RPC, St. Tammany Parish Government, LADOTD District 62, and St. 
Tammany Parish Council Member District 4, Michael Lorino, Jr. Meeting Summaries and Communication 
Summaries are included as Appendix A.  
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Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS,
AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community

Sources
Louisiana Department of Transportation & Development, State 
Highway Functional Classification available at http://wwwsp.
dotd.la.gov/Inside_LaDOTD/Divisions/Multimodal/Data_
Collection/Mapping/Pages/Statewide_Highway_Functional_
Classification_Maps.aspx
Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, i-cubed, USDA FSA, USGS, AEX,
Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User
Community

¯
1:55,000
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Disclaimer
The content of this document reflect the views of the author(s)
 who is (are) responsible for the facts and the accuracy of the 
data presented herein. the content do not necessarily reflect 
the official views of policies of RPC, St Tammany Parish 
Government, and Louisiana Department of Transportation & 
Development. This content does not constitute a standard, 
specification, or regulation. 

LA 22 TRAFFIC CIRCULATION
AND CORRIDOR ANALYSIS

LA 22: CC Road to Dutch Rd.
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SITE INVESTIGATION, DATA COLLECTION & ANALYSIS 
Traffic Data Collection1 

USI collected 24 – hour approach counts with classification in May 2019 while area schools were in 
session at the following study intersections: CC Rd at LA 22; Guste Island Road at LA 22; 
Perrilloux/Trapagnier Road at LA 22; Pine Creek/Coquille Drive at LA 22.  

Counts were collected using pneumatic tubes on each approach of the study intersections. 
Classification data is presented in the FHWA thirteen (13) category vehicle classifications which are 
currently used for most reporting requirements and serve as the basis for most vehicle classification 
counting efforts. Classification data was not collected at the Coquille Drive northbound approach as it 
only provides access to a gated residential community and heavy vehicles would be a rare occurrence.  

The 24-hour traffic volume tabular comparisons include the annual growth rate from the existing to 
newly collected data. The turning movement count comparisons include volume movements for each 
approach with the growth rate applied to the 2019 volumes. 

Peak-Hour Turning Movement Counts 

The tables below show the 24-hour traffic comparisons from the existing data collected by LADOTD to 
the new 2019 data along with the corresponding growth rate by approach for each intersection. 

The growth rates shown were applied to the previously collected peak hour turning movement counts 
performed by LADOTD. The comparisons of the turning movement counts for each intersection by 
approach for both the AM and PM peak hours are shown in the tables on the following page. 

Table 1. Twenty-Four Hour Traffic Data 
LA 22 @ CC Road  LA 22 @ Guste Island 

Approach 2016 2019 Growth Rate  Approach 2016 2019 Growth Rate 
LA 22 EB 3,508 4,531 8.9%  LA 22 EB 4,014 4,537 4.2% 
LA 22 WB 3,980 4,626 5.1%  LA 22 WB 4,609 5,141 3.7% 
CC Road 1,689 1,803 2.2%  Guste Isl. 940 1,153 7.0% 
         

LA 22 @Perriloux/Trapagnier  LA 22 @ Pine Creek/Coquille 
Approach 2016 2019 Growth Rate  Approach 2017 2019 Growth Rate 
LA 22 EB 4,937 4,866 -0.5%  LA 22 EB 5,088 5,281 1.6% 
LA 22 WB 4,960 5,546 3.8%  LA 22 WB 5,140 5,628 4.6% 
Perrilloux 843 838 -0.2%  Pine Creek -* 1,374 3.4% 
Trapagnier 66 33 -20.6%  Coquille -* 521 16.5% 

 
  

                                                           
1 Completed by Urban Systems Inc. week of May 06, 2019. 
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Table 2. Comparisons of the Turning Movement Counts Between 2016 and 2019 
LA 22 @ CC Road AM Peak 

Approach 
2016 2019 

Left Thru Right Total Left Thru Right Total 
LA 22 EB 27 221 - 248 35 285 - 320 
LA 22 WB - 196 23 219 - 227 27 254 
CC Road 179 - 80 259 191 - 85 276 

LA 22 @ Guste Island AM Peak 

Approach 
2016 2019 

Left Thru Right Total Left Thru Right Total 
LA 22 EB - 506 12 518 - 572 14 586 
LA 22 WB 37 218 - 255 41 243 - 284 
CC Road 19 - 103 122 23 - 126 149 
 

LA 22 @ Perrilloux/ Trapagnier AM Peak 

Approach 
2016 2019 

Left Thru Right Total Left Thru Right Total 
LA 22 EB 25 551 1 577 25 543 1 569 
LA 22 WB 0 228 100 328 0 253 112 365 
Perrilloux 72 0 22 94 72 0 22 94 
Trapagnier 0 1 1 2 0 1 1 2 
 

LA 22 @ Pine Creek/Coquille AM Peak 

Approach 
2016 2019 

Left Thru Right Total Left Thru Right Total 
LA 22 EB 146 522 4 672 153 547 4 704 
LA 22 WB 11 206 110 327 13 236 126 365 
Pine Creek 106 2 128 236 117 2 142 261 
Coquille 6 4 14 24 9 6 24 39 
 

LA 22 @ CC Road PM Peak 

Approach 
2016 2019 

Left Thru Right Total Left Thru Right Total 
LA 22 EB 72 243 - 315 93 314 - 407 
LA 22 WB - 253 107 360 - 294 124 418 
CC Road 51 - 32 83 55 - 34 89 
 

LA 22 @ Guste Island PM Peak 

Approach 
2016 2019 

Left Thru Right Total Left Thru Right Total 
LA 22 EB - 239 23 262 - 270 26 296 
LA 22 WB 69 404 - 473 77 450 - 527 
CC Road 14 - 35 49 43 - 17 60 
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Table 2. (continued) 
LA 22 @ Perrilloux/ Trapagnier PM Peak 

Approach 
2016 2019 

Left Thru Right Total Left Thru Right Total 
LA 22 EB 19 215 3 237 19 212 3 234 
LA 22 WB 2 424 35 461 2 474 39 515 
Perrilloux 20 1 39 60 20 1 39 60 
Trapagnier 1 3 1 5 1 2 1 4 

LA 22 @ Pine Creek/Coquille PM Peak 

Approach 
2016 2019 

Left Thru Right Total Left Thru Right Total 
LA 22 EB 48 271 14 333 50 284 15 349 
LA 22 WB 26 369 54 449 29 422 62 513 
Pine Creek 115 2 141 258 127 2 156 285 
Coquille 7 3 8 18 11 5 13 29 

 

Crash Data Summary 

Crash data for the study area was provided by the RPC for the years 2016-2018. A summary of this data, 
prepared by USI in accord with the project scope, identified crash location, type, and severity. It 
demonstrated a concentration of crashes on LA 22 at CC Road, LA 1085 and west of LA 1085. However, 
this data and analysis has been withdrawn at the request of DOTD District 62. Data collected between 
2017 and 2019 may not be complete; therefore, the data is not approved for use. This analysis should be 
revisited once the data is approved for use. 

Traffic Impacts from Developments 

The impact of future developments adjacent to the LA 22 on the trip generation was evaluated using ITE 
Trip Generation 10th Edition. Details to accompany this analysis are in Appendix C. The methodology 
included identification of the potential development spots and estimating the anticipated number of trips 
produced by them. These spots are under two classifications of residential parcels and non-residential 
parcels. Using data from the St. Tammany Parish Tax Assessor's Office database and existing aerials of 
subdivisions in Tangipahoa Parish, the residential vacant parcels were mapped within each subdivision (as 
shown on Figure 2). Additional trip generation estimates for these subdivisions are listed in the Table 3.  

The procedure for estimating these trips is briefly outlined here; 

• Mapping subdivisions and pinpointing the vacant lots within them 
• Aggregating vacant parcels for each subdivision 
• Identifying those with over twelve vacant spots to meet the minimum range defined by ITE 

manual 
• Using the ITE Trip Generation 10th to estimate the number in-bound and out-bound trips for each 

subdivision. Category: “Residential: Single-family detached housing” based upon “dwelling unit” 
over peaks hours of both morning and evening (see attached). 
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Table 3: Anticipated Trip Generation, residential developments 
Subdivision  Vacant Lots AM_Entry # AM_Exit # PM_ Entry # PM_Exit # 
Bedico Creek 246 44 135 152 89 
Guste Island - the Village 47 9 29 31 18 
Live Oak Hills 40 8 25 26 16 
Grand Oaks 38 8 24 25 15 
Three Rivers Heights 28 6 19 19 11 
Autumn Creek II 18 4 14 12 8 
Fleur De Lorraine 16 4 12 11 6 
Belle Pointe 15 3 12 10 6 
Pontchartrain Oaks Estates 12 3 10 8 5 

 

In addition to the residential parcels, two other developments are expected to occur along the corridor 
based upon input received during the Project Management Committee meeting on June 10: a gas station 
with a convenient market at the intersection of Perrilloux Road and a dental office at Pine Creek Drive. 
These spots are placed as “non-residential developments” on the attached map. Trip generation for the 
gas station is calculated with the assumption of ten vehicle fueling positions. To calculate the traffic impact 
of dental office, the gross floor area for the building is considered 6,000 Sq. Ft. 

Table 4. Anticipated trip generation, non-residential developments 
Land-use Type AM_Entry # AM_Exit # PM_ Entry # PM_Exit # 
Gas Station 47 46 71 69 
Dentistry 14 4 6 16 

 

Traffic Analysis and Trip Generation 
Estimates 

DOTD provided average daily traffic data 
(ADT) for 2016 which include turning 
movement count (TMC) at four sites on LA 22. 
BKI collected regular hose ADT data without 
TMC. To calculate existing TMCs at each site, 
the overall growth rate between 2016 and 
2019 was estimated and applied on turning 
movement on each intersection.  Likewise, 
the forecasted ADT with TMC was estimated 
for 2024 by extrapolating 2% growth rate 
which was proposed by RPC. Within the study 
area, there are several subdivisions with 
substantial vacant land that will potentially be 
developed in near future, and thus, can 
increase traffic volume. This additional traffic 
impact was also included in ADT 2024  

  
Traffic Analysis Locations 



!. !.

Bedico Creek

Live Oak Hills
Grand Oaks

Belle Pointe Autumn Creek II

Three Rivers Heights

Southern Oaks

Pontchartrian Oaks Estates

Jackson Court

Fleur De Lorraine

Guste Island_the Village
Gas station

Dental office

Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS,
AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community

1:55,000

Trip Generation Sites
LA 22 Corridor 

$
Louisiana Department of Transportation & Development, State Highway Functional Classification available at
http://wwwsp.dotd.la.gov/Inside_LaDOTD/Divisions/Multimodal/Data_Collection/Mapping/Pages/Statewide_
Highway_Functional_Classification_Maps.aspx

Landuse AM_Entry AM_Exit PM_Entry PM_Exit
Gas station 47 46 71 69
Dental off ice 14 4 6 16

Subdivision Vacancy AM_Entry AM_Exit PM_Entry PM_Exit
Bedico Creek 246 44 135 152 89
Southern Oaks 137 25 77 86 51
Guste Island_the Village 47 9 29 31 18
Jackson Court 46 9 28 30 18
Live Oak Hills 40 8 25 26 16
Grand Oaks 38 8 24 25 15
Three Rivers Heights 28 6 19 19 11
Autumn Creek II 18 4 14 12 8
Fleur De Lorraine 16 4 12 11 6
Belle Pointe 15 3 12 10 6
Pontchartrian Oaks Estate 12 3 10 8 5

Subdivision
Vacant lot

!. Non-residential trip generator
Traffic generator subdivision

Road function
Interstate
Minor Arterial
Major Collector
Minor Collector
Local Road

9



This page left intentionally blank 



LA 22 Traffic Circulation and Corridor Analysis 
CC Road to Dutch Road, Mandeville-Covington, LA 

 

H.972314.1 August 30, 2019 11 

projection. The methodology to estimate the traffic impact of future development is explained in the 
previous section. 

Conceptual Development and Evaluation 

DOTD District 62 proposed alternatives to address the safety problem spots. These alternative scenarios 
include a roundabout, a J-turn, and three-lane sections. BKI examined the impact of improvements on 
traffic performance at each intersection.  

Concepts as Identified by LADOTD District 62 

• CC Road and LA 22: DOTD District 62 recommended a three-lane section for this intersection. The 
analysis indicates that a further step is required to help the traffic circulation more efficient.  

• Guste Island Road and LA 22: A three lane section suggested for this intersection will help to maintain 
a good LOS for LA 22. 

• Perrilloux Rd./ Trapagnier Rd. and LA 22: A roundabout is proposed for the intersection to ease traffic 
flow associated with development in adjacent subdivisions as well as from Perrilloux Road. 

• Pine Creek/ Coquille Dr. and LA 22: A J-turn at this intersection will prevent direct turning from Pine 
Creek to east LA 22.  

Analysis Findings 

SIDRA analyses were conducted to determine whether improvements recommended by DOTD, District 62 
for the selected intersections on LA 22 would promote mobility along this roadway corridor. This study 
confirms the appropriateness of all recommendations, except the three-lane section for the intersection 
of LA 22 and CC Road. The analysis shows that a further improvement will help the ease of traffic 
movement at this spot.  

Based on the results of the study, installing a roundabout at the intersection of LA 22 and Perrilloux Road/ 
Trapagnier Road will improve traffic operations as well as slow traffic at this location. Considering the 
projected ADT in 2024, the roundabout helps to maintain a high level of service. This intersection was also 
analyzed in conjunction with the proposed J-turn configuration intersection of LA 22 and Pine Creek Drive/ 
Coquille Drive, located approximately 0.3 mile to the east. The result of this network analysis indicates 
that additional traffic loads generated by J turn configuration will not decrease the performance of the 
roundabout. 

For two other sites, LA 22 at CC Road and LA 22 at Guste Island Road, three-lane sections have been 
recommended. The evaluation shows that a three-lane section will be enough for acceptable LOS for LA 
22 at the intersection of Guste Island. However, the three-lane section will not be an effective strategy 
for LA 22 at CC Road. Thus, BKI proposed and examined adding a right-turn lane for the CC Road to provide 
additional capacity. The result proves that an additional right-turn lane for CC Road at the intersection of 
LA 22 would have a positive impact on the traffic flow and LOS. 
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Table 5. Existing & Future Level-Of-Service by Turning Movement, HCM Analysis Scenarios 
LA 22 at CC Rd.  

Approach 

Three Lane Section Right-Turn Lane* 
2016 DOTD Data 2019 Exist. Data 2024 Proj. Data 2024 Proj. Data 

LOS LOS LOS LOS 
AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM 

LA 22 WB         
LA 22 WB Thru A A A A A A A A 
LA 22 WB Right A A A A A A A A 

LA 22 EB         
LA 22 EB Thru A A A A A A A A 
LA 22 EB Right A A A A A A A A 

CC Road         
CC Rd Left C C D C E D D C 
CC Rd Right B A C B E C B B 

* A second round of analysis was conducted to find an efficient alternative. 
 

LA 22 at Guste Island Rd. 
Three Lane Section 

Approach 
2016 DOTD Data 2019 Exist. Data 2024 Proj. Data 

LOS LOS LOS 
AM PM AM PM AM PM 

LA 22 WB       
LA 22 WB Thru A A A A A A 
LA 22 WB Right A A A A A A 

LA 22 EB       
LA 22 EB Left A A A A A A 
LA 22 EB Thru A A A A A A 

Guste Isl. Rd.       
Guste Left C C C C D C 
Guste Right B A C B D B 

 
LA 22 at Perrilloux/Trapagnier 

Roundabout ONLY 

Approach 
2016 DOTD Data 2019 Exist. Data 2024 Proj. Data 

LOS LOS LOS 
AM PM AM PM AM PM 

LA 22 WB       
LA 22 WB Left A A A A A A 
LA 22 WB Thru A A A A A A 
LA 22 WB Right A A A A A A 

LA 22 EB       
LA 22 EB Left A A A A A A 
LA 22 EB Thru A A A A A A 
LA 22 EB Right A A A A A A 
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Table 5. (continued) 
LA 22 at Perrilloux/Trapagnier (continued) 

Roundabout ONLY 

Approach 
2016 DOTD Data 2019 Exist. Data 2024 Proj. Data 

LOS LOS LOS 
AM PM AM PM AM PM 

Perrilloux SB       
Perrilloux SB Left A A A A A A 
Perrilloux SB Thru A A A A A A 
Perrilloux SB Right A A A A A A 

Trapagnier NB       
Trapagnier NB Left A A A A B A 
Trapagnier NB Thru A A A A B A 
Trapagnier NB Right A A A A B A 

 

LA 22 AT Perrilloux/Trapagnier and LA 22 at Pine Creek/Coquile AM 
Roundabout/J-Turn Network 

LA 22 at Perrilloux/Trapagnier 

Approach 2016 DOTD Data 2019 Exist. Data 2024 Proj. Data 
AM PM AM PM AM PM 

LA 22 WB       
LA 22 WB Left A A A A A A 
LA 22 WB Thru A A A A A A 
LA 22 WB Right A A A A A A 

LA 22 EB       
LA 22 EB Left A A A A A A 
LA 22 EB Thru A A A A A A 
LA 22 EB Right A A A A A A 

Perrilloux SB       
Perrilloux SB Left A A A A A A 
Perrilloux SB Thru A A A A A A 
Perrilloux SB Right A A A A A A 

Trapagnier NB       
Trapagnier NB Left A A B A B A 
Trapagnier NB Thru A A B A B A 
Trapagnier NB Right A A B A B A 
 

LA 22 at Pine Creek/Coquile  

Approach 2016 DOTD Data 2019 Exist. Data 2024 Proj. Data 
AM PM AM PM AM PM 

LA 22 WB       
LA 22 WB Left A A A A A A 
LA 22 WB Thru A A A A A A 
LA 22 WB Right A A A A A A 
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Table 5. (continued) 
LA 22 at Pine Creek/Coquile (continued) 

Approach 2016 DOTD Data 2019 Exist. Data 2024 Proj. Data 
AM PM AM PM AM PM 

LA 22 EB       
LA 22 EB Left A A A A A A 
LA 22 EB Thru A A A A A A 
LA 22 EB Right A A A A A A 

Pine Creek SB       
Pine Creek SB Right B B B C C D 

Coquille NB       
Coquille NB Right C B C B C B 

 

LA 22 J-Turn AM 

Approach 2016 DOTD Data 2019 Exist. Data 2024 Proj. Data 
AM PM AM PM AM PM 

LA 22 WB       
LA 22 WB Thru A A A A A A 

LA 22 EB       
LA 22 EB U-Turn A A A A A A 
LA 22 EB Thru A A A A A A 

Stage Zero Environmental Checklist and Preliminary Scope and Budget Worksheet 

The Stage Zero Environmental Checklist was completed for the original project study area (LA 22, CC Road 
to Dutch Road). The checklist identified one superfund site along the corridor, as well as several locations 
where potential wetlands appear in the National Wetlands Inventory data for the area.  

The Checklist and Preliminary Scope and Budget Worksheet are included in Appendix D of this report.   

Appendices 
A. Project Management Committee Meeting Summaries 
B. Traffic Data 
C. HCM Analysis Results 
D. Stage 0 Environmental Checklist and DOTD/MPO Preliminary Scope and Budget Checklist 
E. DOTD Analysis 

 

 

 

 

 

 



LA 22 Traffic Circulation and Corridor Analysis 
CC Road to Dutch Road, Mandeville-Covington, LA 

H.972314.1 August 30, 2019 A 

Appendix A:  Project Management Committee Meeting Summaries 
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Please do not forget to sign in to record your attendance! 

LA 22: Traffic Circulation and Corridor Analysis 
LA 22: CC Road to Dutch Road ● Task MC-1.19; FY-19 UPWP ● SPN H.972314.1 

Kickoff Meeting 
Wednesday, May 1, 2019 

2:00 pm • NORPC Offices 

10 Veterans Memorial Boulevard, New Orleans, LA 70124 

WORKING AGENDA 

I. Introductions

• Is there anyone else who should be included in the PMC?

II. Project Overview

• Draft project schedule review

• Discuss field visual inspection/review

• Project data needs (NORPC/DOTD District 62/St. Tammany Parish)

III. Conclusion



BURK-KLEINPETER, INC. 
ENGINEERS, ARCHITECTS, PLANNERS, ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTISTS 

4176 CANAL STREET, NEW ORLEANS, LA 70119 
(504) 486-5901 - FAX (504) 488-1714 

 

M E E T I N G    S U M M A R Y  
    

Job No.: NO.19.011 Date: Wednesday, May 1, 2019 
  

Job Title: LA 22 Traffic Circulation and Corridor Analysis 
 

Meeting Location:  X  RPC Offices, 10 Veterans Memorial Boulevard, New Orleans 
 

Participants:  Please see attached sign-in list 

   

   

   
 

The purpose of this meeting was for RPC, BKI and USI to meet discuss the project start, data needs and 
upcoming activities. As discussed: 

• Project consists of a review of existing plans for the improvement to LA 22 identified conceptually by DOTD 
(this is not a TPE&R Process study, as per Jeff Roesel) with benefit of TIA data from the surrounding area; 

• Project Management Committee (Task 2) will meet for the first time in late May/early June – RPC to 
coordinate invitations and notifications of meeting time and place. Representatives would include Parish 
(Councilman Lorino, President Brister, Jay Watson, Erin Stair), RPC (Chris Laborde, Jeff Roesel) and DOTD 
District 62 (Christine Gowland). 

• Traffic counters will be placed in the field by USI during the week of May 7; 

• St. Tammany Parish (Jay Watson) and DOTD District 62 (Christine Gowland) are both aware of the project 
scope and should have data available to address the following items in the scope: 

o Parish:  Traffic Impact Analyses in the study area (bounded by I-12 (N); Lake (S); CC Rd (W); LA 
1077 (E)); 

o DOTD District 62: Peak Hour traffic counts along corridor and concepts identified for improvements to 
intersections and corridor; 

o BKI to reach out to both Parish and DOTD to collect data for project. 

• RPC has accident data on the LA 22 corridor (Clare Brown): 

o Crash Map deliverable for project needs to be returned to RPC in format compatible with ESRI, such 
as AutoCAD (note, the Microstation format for this map not desired by RPC); 

o RPC will provide data to BKI/USI in ESRI format. 

• RPC will provide the growth rate in the travel demand model to address Task 4 analysis requirements. 
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BURK-KLEINPETER, INC. 
ENGINEERS, ARCHITECTS, PLANNERS, ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTISTS 

4176 CANAL STREET, NEW ORLEANS, LA 70119 
(504) 486-5901 - FAX (504) 488-1714 

 

M E E T I N G    S U M M A R Y  
    

Job No.: NO.19.011 Date: Wednesday, May 1, 2019 
  

Job Title: LA 22 Traffic Circulation and Corridor Analysis 
 

Meeting Location:  X  RPC Offices, 10 Veterans Memorial Boulevard, New Orleans 
 

Participants:  Please see attached sign-in list 

   

   

   
 

The purpose of this meeting was for RPC, BKI and USI to meet discuss the project start, data needs and 
upcoming activities. As discussed: 

• Project consists of a review of existing plans for the improvement to LA 22 identified conceptually by DOTD 
(this is not a TPE&R Process study, as per Jeff Roesel) with benefit of TIA data from the surrounding area; 

• Project Management Committee (Task 2) will meet for the first time in late May/early June – RPC to 
coordinate invitations and notifications of meeting time and place. Representatives would include Parish 
(Councilman Lorino, President Brister, Jay Watson, Erin Stair), RPC (Chris Laborde, Jeff Roesel) and DOTD 
District 62 (Christine Gowland). 

• Traffic counters will be placed in the field by USI during the week of May 7; 

• St. Tammany Parish (Jay Watson) and DOTD District 62 (Christine Gowland) are both aware of the project 
scope and should have data available to address the following items in the scope: 

o Parish:  Traffic Impact Analyses in the study area (bounded by I-12 (N); Lake (S); CC Rd (W); LA 
1077 (E)); 

o DOTD District 62: Peak Hour traffic counts along corridor and concepts identified for improvements to 
intersections and corridor; 

o BKI to reach out to both Parish and DOTD to collect data for project. 

• RPC has accident data on the LA 22 corridor (Clare Brown): 

o Crash Map deliverable for project needs to be returned to RPC in format compatible with ESRI, such 
as AutoCAD (note, the Microstation format for this map not desired by RPC); 

o RPC will provide data to BKI/USI in ESRI format. 

• RPC will provide the growth rate in the travel demand model to address Task 4 analysis requirements. 

 













Please do not forget to sign in to record your attendance! 
Today’s meeting should last no more than 60 minutes. 

LA 22 Traffic Circulation and Corridor Analysis 
LA 22: CC Road to Dutch Rd. 
Mandeville-Covington UZA 
Task MC-1.19; FY-19 UPWP ● BKI NO.19.011 

Project Management Committee Final Meeting 
Thursday, August 29, 2019 

10:00 am • St. Tammany Parish Development Conference Room 

21454 Koop Drive, Suite 1B, Mandeville, LA 70471 

WORKING AGENDA 
I. Introductions

II. Project Overview

• Findings of traffic impact analysis

III. Conclusion



LA 22 Traffic Circulation and Corridor Analysis 
BKI Job No. NO.19.011, RPC Task No. MC.1.19i FY-19UPWP 

The purpose of this meeting for RPC, DOTD, BKI, and STPG was to discuss about the progress, data required, 
and next steps of the project. Summary of discussions are listed, as follows; 

• Scheduled completion of the project should be targeted for early September (if possible);

• Discussion of crash analysis indicates that data for 2017 has been disallowed for use within the past week
– data still needs to be cleaned/coded by location;

o RPC needs to follow-up with DOTD (Adriane McRae) regarding the display and acknowledgement

of crash data in public documents.
• Discussion of the LA 22 corridor led to identification of the following:

o Former Creosote Facility south of Perriloux Rd (this needs to be identified in the Stage 0
Checklist);

o Potential developments around the Perriloux Rd and LA 22 intersection including a proposed Gas
Station, Dentist Office (at Pine Creek Blvd);

o Subdivision east of Perriloux between LA 22 and Brewster Rd;

• Analysis of future roundabout (with additional development based traffic added) can be completed in
Sidra;

• Trip Generation estimates for vacant/developing land should be completed using the 10th Edition Trip
Generation;

• Next meeting of the Project Management Committee will focus on growth rate and future traffic volume
estimates, along with estimate of performance (LOS) of improvements identified by DOTD.

M E E T I N G  S U M M A R Y
Date: 6/10/2019 

Meeting Location: X 
St. Tammany Parish Development Conference Room;  
21454 Koop Dr., Ste. 1B, Mandeville, LA 70471 (Project Kickoff Meeting) 

Participants: Jeff Roesel, Tom Haysley, Chris Laborde – RPC; 

Erin Bivona, Theodore Reynolds – St. Tammany Parish Government; 

Cristine Gowland– DOTD; 

Ed Elam, Maryam Izadi – BKI 
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LA 22 Traffic Circulation and Corridor Analysis 
LA 22: CC Rd to Dutch Rd 
RPC Task MC-1.19; FY 19 UPWP ● BKI NO.19.011 
 
 
Agenda Item II: Project Overview (Scope Task 5: Conceptual Development and Evaluation) 

Concept Development and Evaluation 

 STATUS: Initial HCM analysis complete of DOTD District 62 identified 
alternatives for LA 22 corridor with future traffic estimates. 

Study Area Improvement Time 2016 Data 2019 Data 2024 Projection Result L R L R L R 
CC Road 
 3-lane section AM C B D C E E  

PM C A C B D C  

Initial Results:  

• Right turn lane would improve intersection level of service. 
• All other locations operate with acceptable level of service with DOTD District 62 

improvement in place. 

DOTD Stage 0 Feasibility Study Checklist for LA 22 Corridor 

STATUS: Survey updated based upon comments received at the previous Project 
Steering Committee meeting (June 10). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
TIA Locations 
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Traffic Analysis Locations 



BURK-KLEINPETER, INC. 
ENGINEERS, ARCHITECTS, PLANNERS, ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTISTS 

4176 CANAL STREET, NEW ORLEANS, LA 70119 
(504) 486-5901 - FAX (504) 488-1714 

M E E T I N G    R E P O R T  
    

Job No.: NO.19.011 Date: Thursday, August 29, 2019 
Job Title: LA 22 Traffic Circulaton & Corridor Analysis 

 
Meeting Location:  BKI x  St. Tammany Parish, Koop Drive 

 
Participants: BKI Kester Hollier 

 Others Jeff Roesel and Chris Laborde (NORPC), Jennifer Branton (LADOTD), 
  Mike Lorino (St. Tammany Council), Erin Bivona, Theodore Reynolds, 
  and Sidney Fontenot (St. Tammany Parish Government) 

 

The purpose of this meeting was for RPC, LADOTD, St. Tammany Parish, and BKI to discuss the results of the traffic analysis 
of the 4 intersections along the LA 22 corridor.   
 

• BKI provided a brief description their corridor analysis and method to establish the traffic volumes used in the analysis. 
This included a review of the method used for data collection by Urban Systems and the development of a growth rate 
using the RPC model (as per the scope). 
 

• From the traffic analysis, it was established that the only intersection that would have delays that would be considered 
unacceptable would be along the CC Road approach.  It was proposed that one alternative that could alleviate the 
congestion along CC Road would be the addition of a right turn lane along CC Road.  This intersection in in Tangipahoa 
Parish but it was noted that utilities may need to be relocated to facilitate the right turn lane addition. 

 

• The discusstion then turned to cost and funding of the project.  It was discussed that the proposed 3-lane section by 
LADOTD between the CC Road and Guste Island intersection did not have a separate cost estimate, but the cost 
estimate for the proposed roundabout/j-turn at the intersections of Perrilloux/Trapaginer and Pine Creek/Coquile 
would cost about $2 million.  It was discussed by RPC and LADOTD that the total for all proposed improvements would 
be in the neighborhood of $3.7 million. 

 

• The NORPC stated that they should have money in the year 2023 for the proposed project, but that the project could 
be broken up into separate projects if needed.  LADOTD stated that while no survey has been completed at any of the 
4 intersections in this analysis, the survey was complete for the proposed roundabout at the intersection with LA 1085. 

 

• The third topic discussed was concerning the current development moratorium in the district.  Councilman Lorino 
would like to continue the moratorium and was looking to the existing LADOTD analysis to help keep it in place until 
the projects along LA 22 were completed.  It was discussed that the moratorium could stay in place as long as there is 
progressing being made to a solution; however, St. Tammany Parish Legal would need to be consulted.  

 

• In discussing this study’s findings, another discussion began on what other projects/studies may need to be initiated 
along LA 22. It was concluded, based on the results of this study, that no further near term analysis/studies would be 
required along the LA 22 corridor until after the proposed highway improvements are begun or there are proposed 
changes in land use that would require additional analysis.  A study may be required of LA 1077 in Madisonville (inside 
the town limits) to examine options for realigning the intersection of LA 21 with LA 22. 

 

• The meeting closed with BKI asking for all committee members to review the draft report and to provide any 
comments by the end of the week of September 2nd. BKI requested that LADOTD inform them of any sections of their 
analysis which should not appear in the final LA 22 corridor study appendix. Councilman Lorino requested that BKI 
provide a written statement as to the previous existing analysis provided by LADOTD showing that LA 22 had 
operational issues as currently existing from the previous LA DOTD findings.   

 
Written by Kester Holler Date September 3, 2019 
Copies to Participants   
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Appendix B:  Traffic Data 
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Appendix C:  Stage 0 Feasibility Study Checklist and DOTD/MPO Stage 0 Preliminary Scope 
and Budget Checklist 
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STAGE 0 
Environmental Checklist 

      ══════════════════════════════════════════════════ 

Page 1 of 5 
Revised 2/2011 

Route   LA 22 Parish(es):  St. Tammany and Tangipahoa 

C.S. 261-04 & 261-05   Begin Log mile 4.026      End Log mile  11.682 

ADJACENT LAND USE:  residential, commercial, vacant (undeveloped) 

Any property owned by a Native American Tribe? 
(Y or N or Unknown) If so, which Tribe?  No 

Any property enrolled into the Wetland Reserve Program? 
(Y or N or Unknown) If so, give the location  No  

Are there any other known wetlands in the area? 
(Y or N) If so, give the location   Between Indian Trace & Ruffino Road; between Triple A Dr & Oak Park 
Rd; at Trepagnier Rd; at Autumn Creek Dr; between Koepp Rd & Twin Oaks Ln; between Ironwood Dr & 
Black River Rd;  https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html  

Community Elements:  Is the project impacting or adjacent to any (if the answer is yes, list names and 
locations): 
(Y or N) Cemeteries  No  
(Y or N) Churches  First Baptist Church, 416 LA-22, Madisonville, LA 70447 
(Y or N) Schools  No 
(Y or N) Public Facilities (i.e., fire station, library, etc.)  St. Tammany Fire District #2 Station/ 
Madisonville Fire Department, 424 LA-22 W, Madisonville, LA 70447;   
(Y or N) Community water well/supply  Water well # 105-852, -90.247/30.437, Tangipahoa Water District; 
Water Tank, Tangipahoa Water District, Bedico, LA (-90.247519/30.436925) Water well # 103-10791Z, 
Upland Terrace Aquifer, -90.1875/30.4239, SE LA WTR & SWR 

Section 4(f) issue:  Is the project impacting or adjacent to any (if the answer is yes, list names and 
locations): 
(Y or N) Public recreation areas  No 
(Y or N) Public parks  No 
(Y or N) Wildlife Refuges  No 
(Y or N) Historic Sites  No 

Is the project impacting, or adjacent to, a property listed on the National Register of Historic Places?  
(Y or N)  Is the project within a historic district or a national landmark district?  (Y or N)  If the 
answer is yes to either question, list names and locations below: 
No 

Do you know of any threatened or endangered species in the area? (Y or N) 
If so, list species and location.   

Does the project impact or adjacent to a stream protected by the Louisiana Scenic Rivers Act? (Y or 
N) If yes, name the stream. Tchefuncte River & its Tributaries

Are there any Significant Trees as defined by EDSM I.1.1.21 within proposed ROW? (Y or N)  If so, 
where?    

What year was the existing bridge built?   N/A 

Are any waterways impacted by the project considered navigable? (Y or N)  If unknown, state so, list 
the waterways:    

https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html
https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html
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Hazardous Material:  Have you checked the following DEQ and EPA databases for potential 
problems?  (If the answer is yes, list names and locations.) 

(Y or N) Leaking Underground Storage Tanks  N/A       
(Y or N) CERCLIS1 Madisonville Creosote Works Superfund site adjacent to LA 22, 2.5 miles west of 
Madisonville            
(Y or N) ERNS N/A           
(Y or N) Enforcement and Compliance History N/A       

 

Underground Storage Tanks (UST):  Are there any Gasoline Stations or other facilities that may 
have UST on or adjacent to the project? (Y or N) If so, give the name and location: Bedico Supermarket, 
28477 LA 22, Ponchatoula, LA; former gas station located at 1954 LA 22 W, Madisonville, LA (used as a 
veterinary clinic, as per photos from the St. Tammany Parish Tax Assessor Records).    
 
Any chemical plants, refineries, or landfills adjacent to the project? (Y or N) Any large 
manufacturing facilities adjacent to the project? (Y or N) Dry Cleaners? (Y or N) If yes to any, give 
names and locations:             
             
 

Oil/Gas wells: Have you checked DNR database for registered oil and gas wells? (Y or N)  List the 
type and location of wells being impacted by the project.  N/A        
             
 

Are there any possible residential or commercial relocations/displacements? (Y or N) 
How many?  N/A            
 

Do you know of any sensitive community or cultural issues related to the project? (Y or N) 
If so, explain  N/A           
 

Is the project area population minority or low income? (Y or N)  10.46% poverty rate in the project area 
compared to 12.95% poverty rate in the overall St. Tammany & Tangipahoa Parishes    
 

What type of detour/closures could be used on the job?  During construction of improvements, 
driveway closures or detours may be employed. This would be identified as part of the sequence of 
construction plans.           
 

Did you notice anything of environmental concern during your site/windshield survey of the area?  If 
so, explain below.   
Unknown at this time           
 
 

Burk-Kleinpeter, Inc.     
Point of Contact 
 
504.486.5901      
Phone Number 
 
07/01/2019      
Date 
 
1Superfund home page for the 29-acre Madisonville Creosote Works located at: 
https://cumulis.epa.gov/supercpad/cursites/csitinfo.cfm?id=0600653. Cleanup of site 
complete in 2000, site in operation and maintenance. 
 

https://cumulis.epa.gov/supercpad/cursites/csitinfo.cfm?id=0600653
https://cumulis.epa.gov/supercpad/cursites/csitinfo.cfm?id=0600653
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General Explanation: 
 
To adequately consider projects in Stage 0, some consideration must be given to the human and natural environment which will be 
impacted by the project.  The Environmental Checklist was designed knowing that some environmental issues may surface later in the 
process.  This checklist was designed to obtain basic information, which is readily accessible by reviewing public databases and by 
visiting the site.  It is recognized that some information may be more accessible than other information.  Some items on the checklist 
may be more important than others depending on the type of project.  It is recommended that the individual completing the checklist 
do their best to answer the questions accurately.  Feel free to comment or write any explanatory comments at the end of the checklist. 
 
The Databases: 
 
To assist in gathering public information, the previous sheet includes web addresses for some of the databases that need to be 
consulted to complete the checklist.  As of February 2011, these addresses were accurate.   
 
Note that you will not have access to the location of any threatened or endangered (T&E) species.  The web address lists only the 
threatened or endangered species in Louisiana by Parish.  It will generally describe their habitat and other information.  If you know of 
any species in the project area, please state so, but you will not be able to confirm it yourself.  If you feel this may be an issue, please 
contact the Environmental Section.  We have biologist on staff who can confirm the presence of a species. 
 
Why is this information important? 
 
Land Use?  Indicator of biological issues such as T&E species or wetlands. 
 
Tribal Land Ownership?  Tells us whether coordination with tribal nations will be required. 
 
WRP properties?  Farmland that is converted back into wetlands.  The Federal government has a permanent easement which cannot be 
expropriated by the State.  Program is operated through the Natural Resources Conservation Service (formerly the Soil Conservation 
Service). 
 
Community Elements?  DOTD would like to limit adverse impacts to communities.  Also, public facilities may be costly to relocate. 
 
Section 4(f) issues?  USDOT agencies are required by law to avoid certain properties, unless a prudent or feasible alternative is not 
available. 
 
Historic Properties?  Tells us if we have a Section 106 issue on the project.  (Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act) 
See http://www.achp.gov/work106.html for more details. 
 
Scenic Streams?  Scenic streams require a permit and may require restricted construction activities.   
 
Significant Trees?  Need coordination and can be important to community. 
 
Age of Bridge?  Section 106 may apply.  Bridges over 50 years old are evaluated to determine if they are eligible for the National 
Register of Historic Places.   
 
Navigability?  If navigable, will require an assessment of present and future navigation needs and US Coast Guard permit.   
 
Hazardous Material?  Don’t want to purchase property if contaminated.  Also, a safety issue for construction workers if right-of-way is 
contaminated. 
 
Oil and Gas Wells?  Expensive if project hits a well. 
 
Relocations?  Important to community.  Real Estate costs can be substantial depending on location of project.  Can result in organized 
opposition to a project. 
 
Sensitive Issues?  Identification of sensitive issues early greatly assists project team in designing public involvement plan. 
 
Minority/Low Income Populations?  Executive Order requires Federal Agencies to identify and address disproportionately high and 
adverse human health and environmental effects on minority or low income populations.  (Often referred to as Environmental Justice) 
 
Detours?  The detour route may have as many or more impacts.  Should be looked at with project.  May be unacceptable to the public. 
 

http://www.achp.gov/work106.html
http://www.achp.gov/work106.html
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Louisiana Governor’s Office of Indian Affairs: 
http://www.indianaffairs.com/tribes.htm 
 
Louisiana Wetlands Reserve Program: 
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/programs/wrp/states/la.html 
 
Community Water Well/Supply 
http://sonris.com/default.htm 
 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries – Wildlife Refuges 
http://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/refuges 
http://www.fws.gov/refuges/profiles/ByState.cfm?state=LA 
http://www.fws.gov/refuges/refugelocatormaps/Louisiana.html 
 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service – National Wetlands Inventory: 
http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/ 
 
Louisiana State Historic Sites: 
http://www.crt.state.la.us/parks/ihistoricsiteslisting.aspx 
 
National Register of Historic Places (Louisiana): 
http://nrhp.focus.nps.gov/natreghome.do?searchtype=natreghome 
http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/la/state.html 
 
National Historic Landmarks Program: 
http://www.nps.gov/history/nhl/ 
 
Threatened and Endangered Species Databases: 
http://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/wildlife/louisiana-natural-heritage-program 
 
Louisiana Scenic Rivers: 
http://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/wildlife/scenic-rivers 
http://media.wlf.state.la.us/experience/scenicrivers/louisiananaturalandscenicriversdescriptions/ 
http://www.legis.state.la.us/lss/lss.asp?doc=104995 
 
Significant Tree Policy (EDSM I.1.1.21) 
http://notes1/ppmemos.nsf 
(Live Oak, Red Oak, White Oak, Magnolia or Cypress, aesthetically important, 18” or greater in diameter 
at breast height and has form that separates it from surrounding or that which may be considered historic.) 
 
CERCLIS (Superfund Sites): 
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/cursites/ 
http://www.epa.gov/enviro/html/cerclis/cerclis_query.html 
 
ERNS - Emergency Response Notification System - Database of oil and hazardous substances spill 
reports:  http://www.epa.gov/region4/r4data/erns/index.htm 
 
Enforcement & Compliance History (ECHO) 
http://www.epa-echo.gov/echo/ 
 
DEQ – Underground Storage Tank Program Information: 
http://www.deq.louisiana.gov/portal/tabid/2674/Default.aspx 
Leaking Underground Storage Tanks: 
http://www.deq.state.la.us/portal/tabid/79/Default.aspx 

http://www.indianaffairs.com/tribes.htm
http://www.indianaffairs.com/tribes.htm
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/programs/wrp/states/la.html
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/programs/wrp/states/la.html
http://sonris.com/default.htm
http://sonris.com/default.htm
http://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/refuges
http://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/refuges
http://www.fws.gov/refuges/profiles/ByState.cfm?state=LA
http://www.fws.gov/refuges/profiles/ByState.cfm?state=LA
http://www.fws.gov/refuges/refugelocatormaps/Louisiana.html
http://www.fws.gov/refuges/refugelocatormaps/Louisiana.html
http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/
http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/
http://www.crt.state.la.us/parks/ihistoricsiteslisting.aspx
http://www.crt.state.la.us/parks/ihistoricsiteslisting.aspx
http://nrhp.focus.nps.gov/natreghome.do?searchtype=natreghome
http://nrhp.focus.nps.gov/natreghome.do?searchtype=natreghome
http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/la/state.html
http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/la/state.html
http://www.nps.gov/history/nhl/
http://www.nps.gov/history/nhl/
http://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/wildlife/louisiana-natural-heritage-program
http://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/wildlife/louisiana-natural-heritage-program
http://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/wildlife/scenic-rivers
http://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/wildlife/scenic-rivers
http://media.wlf.state.la.us/experience/scenicrivers/louisiananaturalandscenicriversdescriptions/
http://media.wlf.state.la.us/experience/scenicrivers/louisiananaturalandscenicriversdescriptions/
http://www.legis.state.la.us/lss/lss.asp?doc=104995
http://www.legis.state.la.us/lss/lss.asp?doc=104995
http://notes1/ppmemos.nsf
http://notes1/ppmemos.nsf
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/cursites/
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/cursites/
http://www.epa.gov/enviro/html/cerclis/cerclis_query.html
http://www.epa.gov/enviro/html/cerclis/cerclis_query.html
http://www.epa.gov/region4/r4data/erns/index.htm
http://www.epa.gov/region4/r4data/erns/index.htm
http://www.epa-echo.gov/echo/
http://www.epa-echo.gov/echo/
http://www.deq.louisiana.gov/portal/tabid/2674/Default.aspx
http://www.deq.louisiana.gov/portal/tabid/2674/Default.aspx
http://www.deq.state.la.us/portal/tabid/79/Default.aspx
http://www.deq.state.la.us/portal/tabid/79/Default.aspx
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SONRIS – Oil and Gas Well Information & Water Well Information 
http://sonris.com/default.htm 
 
Environmental Justice (minority & low income) 
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/ej2000.htm 

 
Demographics 
http://www.census.gov/ 
 
FHWA’s Environmental Website 
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/index.htm 
 
Additional Databases Checked 
Superfund Site: https://cumulis.epa.gov/supercpad/cursites/csitinfo.cfm?id=0600653    
             
             
 
Other Comments: 
             
             
             
 

http://sonris.com/default.htm
http://sonris.com/default.htm
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/ej2000.htm
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/ej2000.htm
http://www.census.gov/
http://www.census.gov/
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/index.htm
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/index.htm
https://cumulis.epa.gov/supercpad/cursites/csitinfo.cfm?id=0600653
https://cumulis.epa.gov/supercpad/cursites/csitinfo.cfm?id=0600653
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STAGE 0 
Preliminary Scope and Budget Checklist 

Urban Systems Program 
MPO Area:       

 

A. Project Background 
 

Project Name (40 characters max.)            
District         Parish         
City/Town         Local Road Name        
If project is on a state route: Route:        Control Section:      

Begin Log Mile:      End Log Mile:      
List study team members:             
Who is the sponsor of the study?             
Has someone on the sponsor’s staff attended the LPA Certification class?        
Sponsor DUNS#:     
Date Study Completed:       
 

Describe the existing facility: 
Functional classification:        Number and width of lanes:    
Shoulder width and type:        Mode:          
Access control:       ADT:        Posted Speed:       
Describe any existing pedestrian facilities (ADA compliance should be considered for all improvements that 
include pedestrian facilities):             
Describe the adjacent land use:             
Will this project be adding miles to the state highway system (new alignment, new facility)?  If yes, has a 
transfer of ownership been initiated with the appropriate entity?         
Are there recent, current or near future planning studies or projects in the vicinity?       

If yes, please describe the relationship of this project to those studies/projects.      
             
Provide a brief chronology of these planning study activities:        
             
             

 

B. Purpose and Need 
 

State the Purpose (reason for proposing the project) and Need (problem or issue)/Corridor Vision and a brief 
scope of the project.  Also, identify any additional goals and objectives for the project. 
              
              
              
              
 

C. Agency Coordination 
 

Provide a brief synopsis of coordination with federal, tribal, state and local environmental, regulatory and 
resource agencies. 
              
              
 

What transportation agencies were included in the agency coordination effort? 
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C. Agency Coordination (Continued)
Describe the level of participation of other agencies and how the coordination effort was implemented.

What steps will need to be taken with each agency during NEPA scoping? 

D. Public Coordination
Provide a synopsis of the coordination effort with the public and stakeholders; include specific timelines, 
meeting details, agendas, sign-in sheets, etc. (if applicable). 

E. Project Scope, Range of Alternatives, Alternative Evaluation and Screening
Provide a project scope and give a description of the project concept for each alternative studied.
What are the major design features of the proposed facility?  Attach a vicinity map showing project limits.  If 
applicable also attach an aerial photo with concept layout.   

Will design exceptions be required? 
Follow this link to view LADOTD Minimum Design Guidelines:  
http://www.dotd.louisiana.gov/highways/project_devel/design/road_design/Memoranda/English_Design_Guideli
nes.pdf  
What impact would this project have on freight movements?  

Does this project cross or is it near a railroad crossing?  
DOTD’s “Complete Streets” policy should be taken into consideration.  Per the policy, any exception for not 
accommodating bicyclists, pedestrians and transit users will require the approval of the DOTD chief engineer. 
For exceptions on Federal-aid highway projects, concurrence from FHWA must also be obtained.  In addition 
any exception in an urbanized area, concurrence from the MPO must also be obtained.  Follow this link to view 
the policy:  http://www.dotd.la.gov/programs_grants/completestreets/documents/cs-la-dotpolicy.pdf 

• Describe how the project will implement the policy or include a brief explanation of why implementing
the policy would not be feasible.

How are Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) being incorporated into the project?  For more information on CSS 
follow this link:  http://www.dotd.la.gov/administration/policies/DOTD_CSS_Policy_20060526.pdf.   

http://www.dotd.louisiana.gov/highways/project_devel/design/road_design/Memoranda/English_Design_Guidelines.pdf
http://www.dotd.louisiana.gov/highways/project_devel/design/road_design/Memoranda/English_Design_Guidelines.pdf
http://www.dotd.la.gov/programs_grants/completestreets/documents/cs-la-dotpolicy.pdf
http://www.dotd.la.gov/administration/policies/DOTD_CSS_Policy_20060526.pdf
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E. Project Scope, Range of Alternatives, Alternative Evaluation and Screening (Continued)
Was the DOTD’s “Access Management” policy taken into consideration?  If so, describe how.  (See EDSM
IV.2.1.4 for more information.)

Were any safety analyses performed?  If so describe results and attach documentation.  For safety analysis 
guidance follow this link:  http://www.dotd.la.gov/planning/highway_safety/home.aspx?key=3  

Are there any abnormal crash locations or overrepresented crashes within the project limits?  

What future traffic analyses are anticipated?  

Will fiber optics be required?  If so, are there existing lines to tie into? 
Are there any future ITS/traffic considerations?    

What is the required Transportation Management Plan (TMP) level as defined by EDSM No. VI.1.1.8?  
• Is this project considered significant as defined in EDSM No. VI.1.1.4?
• If yes, describe the mobility and safety analysis and assessment that was conducted as required in the

development of a TMP.

• What further data will need to be collected to address the content and scope of the TMP in the design
stage/phase of this project?

Was Construction Transportation Management/Property Access taken into consideration?   
Were alternative construction methods considered to mitigate work zone impacts?    
Describe screening criteria used to compare alternatives and from what agency the criteria were defined. 

Give an explanation for any alternative that was eliminated based on the screening criteria. 

Which alternatives should be brought forward into NEPA and why?  

Did the public, stakeholders and agencies have an opportunity to comment during the alternative screening 
process?   
Describe any unresolved issues with the public, stakeholders and/or agencies. 

http://www.dotd.la.gov/planning/highway_safety/home.aspx?key=3
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F. Planning Assumptions and Analytical Methods 
 

What is the forecast year used in the study?           
 

What method was used for forecasting traffic volumes?          
 

Are the planning assumptions and the corridor vision/purpose and need statement consistent with the long range 
transportation plan?              
 

What future year policy and/or data assumptions were used in the transportation planning process as they are 
related to land use, economic development, transportation costs and network expansion?      
              
              
              
              
 

G. Potential Environmental Impacts 
 

See the attached Stage 0 Environmental Checklist 
H. Schedule Planner Worksheet 
 

Please attach a completed schedule worksheet 
 

I. Budget/Cost Estimate 
 

Provide a cost estimate for each feasible alternative: 
 

Phase 
Total 

Estimated 
Cost 

Funding Source 
(STP>200K, STP<200K, 
CMAQ, DEMO, DOTD 
Priority Program, Local) 

Match Provided By 
(City, Parish, State, Other) 

TIP Fiscal 
Year 

Environmental 
(document, mitigation, etc.)     

Engineering Design     

R/W Acquisition 
(C of A if applicable)     

Utility Relocations     

Construction     

Construction Engineering 
& Inspection Services     

TOTAL COST  
 

 
ATTACH ANY ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTATION  
 
Disposition (circle one):  (1) Advance to Stage 1     (2) Hold for Reconsideration     (3) Shelve 
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Appendix D:  HCM Analysis Results 
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Site: 1 [LA 22 at CC Rd AM (2019 Prop 3 Lane)]

Three-way intersection with 3-lane major road (Stop control)
Site Category: (None)
Stop (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Demand Flows 95% Back of QueueMov

ID 
Turn Deg.

Satn
Average

Delay  
Level of
Service

Prop.  
Queued

Effective 
Stop Rate

Aver. No.
Cycles

Average
Speed  Total HV Vehicles Distance

veh/h % v/c sec veh ft mph
East: La 22

2 T1 247 4.3 0.135 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 55.0

12 R2 29 4.3 0.019 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 42.2

Approach 276 4.3 0.135 0.0 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 53.2

North: CC Rd

3 L2 208 3.6 0.629 25.7 LOS D 6.8 176.1 0.76 1.21 1.75 18.8

18 R2 92 3.6 0.629 21.8 LOS C 6.8 176.1 0.76 1.21 1.75 18.8

Approach 300 3.6 0.629 24.5 LOS C 6.8 176.1 0.76 1.21 1.75 18.8

West: LA 22

1 L2 38 6.3 0.031 3.1 LOS A 0.1 3.2 0.34 0.19 0.34 39.3

6 T1 310 6.3 0.175 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 54.9

Approach 348 6.3 0.175 0.4 NA 0.1 3.2 0.04 0.02 0.04 52.7

All Vehicles 924 4.8 0.629 8.1 NA 6.8 176.1 0.26 0.40 0.58 33.2

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay & v/c (HCM 6). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay and v/c ratio (degree of saturation) per movement.
LOS F will result if v/c > 1 irrespective of movement delay value (does not apply for approaches and intersection).
Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all movements (v/c not used as specified in HCM 6).
NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay is not 
a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with major road movements.
HCM Delay Formula option is used. Control Delay does not include Geometric Delay since Exclude Geometric Delay option applies.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: Traditional M1.
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Site: 1 [LA 22 at CC Rd PM (2019 Prop 3 Lane)]

Three-way intersection with 3-lane major road (Stop control)
Site Category: (None)
Stop (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Demand Flows 95% Back of QueueMov

ID 
Turn Deg.

Satn
Average

Delay  
Level of
Service

Prop.  
Queued

Effective 
Stop Rate

Aver. No.
Cycles

Average
Speed  Total HV Vehicles Distance

veh/h % v/c sec veh ft mph
East: La 22

2 T1 320 4.3 0.175 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 55.0

12 R2 135 4.3 0.087 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 42.2

Approach 454 4.3 0.175 0.0 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 50.4

North: CC Rd

3 L2 60 3.6 0.258 20.5 LOS C 1.2 29.6 0.65 0.65 0.74 19.8

18 R2 37 3.6 0.258 13.8 LOS B 1.2 29.6 0.65 0.65 0.74 19.9

Approach 97 3.6 0.258 17.9 LOS C 1.2 29.6 0.65 0.65 0.74 19.8

West: LA 22

1 L2 101 6.3 0.095 4.2 LOS A 0.4 10.1 0.45 0.34 0.45 38.6

6 T1 341 6.3 0.192 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 54.9

Approach 442 6.3 0.192 1.0 NA 0.4 10.1 0.10 0.08 0.10 50.1

All Vehicles 993 5.1 0.258 2.2 NA 1.2 29.6 0.11 0.10 0.12 43.7

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay & v/c (HCM 6). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay and v/c ratio (degree of saturation) per movement.
LOS F will result if v/c > 1 irrespective of movement delay value (does not apply for approaches and intersection).
Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all movements (v/c not used as specified in HCM 6).
NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay is not 
a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with major road movements.
HCM Delay Formula option is used. Control Delay does not include Geometric Delay since Exclude Geometric Delay option applies.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: Traditional M1.
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Site: 1 [LA 22 at Guste Isl AM (2019 Prop 3 Lane)]

Three-way intersection with 3-lane major road (Stop control)
Site Category: (None)
Stop (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Demand Flows 95% Back of QueueMov

ID 
Turn Deg.

Satn
Average

Delay  
Level of
Service

Prop.  
Queued

Effective 
Stop Rate

Aver. No.
Cycles

Average
Speed  Total HV Vehicles Distance

veh/h % v/c sec veh ft mph
South: Guste Isl

3 L2 25 4.0 0.385 23.7 LOS C 2.1 55.3 0.70 0.86 1.05 19.6

18 R2 137 4.0 0.385 17.9 LOS C 2.1 55.3 0.70 0.86 1.05 19.7

Approach 162 4.0 0.385 18.8 LOS C 2.1 55.3 0.70 0.86 1.05 19.7

East: LA 22

1 L2 45 2.6 0.048 4.3 LOS A 0.2 4.7 0.51 0.40 0.51 39.3

6 T1 264 2.6 0.144 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 55.0

Approach 309 2.6 0.144 0.6 NA 0.2 4.7 0.07 0.06 0.07 52.0

West: La 22

2 T1 622 2.9 0.346 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 54.6

12 R2 15 2.9 0.346 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 49.2

Approach 637 2.9 0.346 0.0 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 54.5

All Vehicles 1108 3.0 0.385 2.9 NA 2.1 55.3 0.12 0.14 0.17 42.8

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay & v/c (HCM 6). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay and v/c ratio (degree of saturation) per movement.
LOS F will result if v/c > 1 irrespective of movement delay value (does not apply for approaches and intersection).
Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all movements (v/c not used as specified in HCM 6).
NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay is not 
a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with major road movements.
HCM Delay Formula option is used. Control Delay does not include Geometric Delay since Exclude Geometric Delay option applies.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: Traditional M1.
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Site: 1 [LA 22 at Guste Isl PM (2019 Prop 3 Lane)]

Three-way intersection with 3-lane major road (Stop control)
Site Category: (None)
Stop (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Demand Flows 95% Back of QueueMov

ID 
Turn Deg.

Satn
Average

Delay  
Level of
Service

Prop.  
Queued

Effective 
Stop Rate

Aver. No.
Cycles

Average
Speed  Total HV Vehicles Distance

veh/h % v/c sec veh ft mph
South: Guste Isl

3 L2 18 4.0 0.128 18.4 LOS C 0.5 12.9 0.52 0.43 0.52 20.6

18 R2 47 4.0 0.128 11.0 LOS B 0.5 12.9 0.52 0.43 0.52 20.7

Approach 65 4.0 0.128 13.1 LOS B 0.5 12.9 0.52 0.43 0.52 20.7

East: LA 22

1 L2 84 2.6 0.068 3.5 LOS A 0.3 7.2 0.38 0.24 0.38 39.8

6 T1 489 2.6 0.266 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 54.9

Approach 573 2.6 0.266 0.5 NA 0.3 7.2 0.05 0.03 0.05 52.0

West: La 22

2 T1 293 2.9 0.177 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 54.1

12 R2 28 2.9 0.177 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 48.7

Approach 322 2.9 0.177 0.0 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 53.6

All Vehicles 960 2.8 0.266 1.2 NA 0.5 12.9 0.07 0.05 0.07 47.6

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay & v/c (HCM 6). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay and v/c ratio (degree of saturation) per movement.
LOS F will result if v/c > 1 irrespective of movement delay value (does not apply for approaches and intersection).
Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all movements (v/c not used as specified in HCM 6).
NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay is not 
a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with major road movements.
HCM Delay Formula option is used. Control Delay does not include Geometric Delay since Exclude Geometric Delay option applies.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: Traditional M1.
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Site: 101 [La 22 Pine Creek/Coquille 2019 AM RAB J Turn] Network: N101 [Network1]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Stop (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Demand Flows Arrival Flows Aver. Back of QueueMov

ID 
Turn Deg.

Satn
Average

Delay  
Level of
Service

Prop.  
Queued

Effective 
Stop 
Rate

Aver. No.
Cycles

Average
Speed  Total HV Total HV Vehicles Distance

veh/h % veh/h % v/c sec veh ft mph
South: Coquille

18 R2 40 0.0 40 0.0 0.102 15.1 LOS C 0.2 4.2 0.67 0.65 0.67 22.5

Approach 40 0.0 40 0.0 0.102 15.1 LOS C 0.2 4.2 0.67 0.65 0.67 22.5

East: LA 22

1 L2 14 1.8 14 1.8 0.016 4.1 LOS A 0.0 0.6 0.51 0.37 0.51 30.3

6 T1 266 1.8 266 1.8 0.234 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 34.3

16 R2 143 1.8 143 1.8 0.234 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 36.1

Approach 424 1.8 424 1.8 0.234 0.1 NA 0.0 0.6 0.02 0.01 0.02 35.1

North: Pine Creek

14 R2 193 15.5 193 15.5 0.293 12.7 LOS B 0.6 17.2 0.56 0.45 0.56 23.5

Approach 193 15.5 193 15.5 0.293 12.7 LOS B 0.6 17.2 0.56 0.45 0.56 23.5

West: LA22

5 L2 166 1.4 166 1.4 0.145 4.4 LOS A 0.3 6.4 0.45 0.33 0.45 32.2

2 T1 682 1.4 682 1.4 0.370 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 39.8

12 R2 7 1.4 7 1.4 0.370 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 38.3

Approach 854 1.4 854 1.4 0.370 0.9 NA 0.3 6.4 0.09 0.06 0.09 36.9

All Vehicles 1512 3.3 1512 3.3 0.370 2.5 NA 0.6 17.2 0.14 0.12 0.14 33.6

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay & v/c (HCM 6). Site LOS Method is specified in the Network Data dialog (Network tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay and v/c ratio (degree of saturation) per movement.
LOS F will result if v/c > 1 irrespective of movement delay value (does not apply for approaches and intersection).
Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all movements (v/c not used as specified in HCM 6).
NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay is not 
a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with major road movements.
HCM Delay Formula option is used. Control Delay does not include Geometric Delay since Exclude Geometric Delay option applies.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: Traditional M1.
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Site: 101 [LA 22 J-Turn 2019 PM RAB J Turn] Network: N101 [Network1]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Stop (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Demand Flows Arrival Flows Aver. Back of QueueMov

ID 
Turn Deg.

Satn
Average

Delay  
Level of
Service

Prop.  
Queued

Effective 
Stop 
Rate

Aver. No.
Cycles

Average
Speed  Total HV Total HV Vehicles Distance

veh/h % veh/h % v/c sec veh ft mph
East: RoadName

6 T1 558 1.8 558 1.8 0.299 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 39.9

Approach 558 1.8 558 1.8 0.299 0.0 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 39.9

West: RoadName

5u U 15 1.4 15 1.4 0.025 6.2 LOS A 0.0 0.9 0.53 0.41 0.53 19.7

2 T1 417 1.4 417 1.4 0.225 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 40.0

Approach 433 1.4 433 1.4 0.225 0.2 NA 0.0 0.9 0.02 0.01 0.02 39.5

All Vehicles 990 1.6 990 1.6 0.299 0.1 NA 0.0 0.9 0.01 0.01 0.01 39.7

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay & v/c (HCM 6). Site LOS Method is specified in the Network Data dialog (Network tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay and v/c ratio (degree of saturation) per movement.
LOS F will result if v/c > 1 irrespective of movement delay value (does not apply for approaches and intersection).
Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all movements (v/c not used as specified in HCM 6).
NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay is not 
a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with major road movements.
HCM Delay Formula option is used. Control Delay does not include Geometric Delay since Exclude Geometric Delay option applies.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: Traditional M1.
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Site: 101 [LA 22 Perrilloux/Trapagnier 2019 AM RAB J Turn] Network: N101 [Network1]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Demand Flows Arrival Flows Aver. Back of QueueMov

ID 
Turn Deg.

Satn
Average

Delay  
Level of
Service

Prop.  
Queued

Effective 
Stop 
Rate

Aver. No.
Cycles

Average
Speed  Total HV Total HV Vehicles Distance

veh/h % veh/h % v/c sec veh ft mph
South: Trapagnier

8 T1 1 36.4 1 36.4 0.007 10.0 LOS B 0.0 0.5 0.76 0.57 0.76 22.8

18 R2 1 36.4 1 36.4 0.007 10.0 LOS B 0.0 0.5 0.76 0.57 0.76 20.0

Approach 2 36.4 2 36.4 0.007 10.0 LOS B 0.0 0.5 0.76 0.57 0.76 21.8

East: LA 22

1u U 89 2.1 89 2.1 0.449 0.3 LOS A 1.6 39.6 0.24 0.09 0.24 37.9

6 T1 284 2.1 284 2.1 0.449 0.3 LOS A 1.6 39.6 0.24 0.09 0.24 42.8

16 R2 125 2.1 125 2.1 0.449 0.3 LOS A 1.6 39.6 0.24 0.09 0.24 41.6

Approach 498 2.1 498 2.1 0.449 0.3 LOS A 1.6 39.6 0.24 0.09 0.24 41.9

North: Perrilloux

7 L2 78 15.6 78 15.6 0.155 3.5 LOS A 0.3 8.8 0.57 0.47 0.57 21.4

14 R2 24 15.6 24 15.6 0.155 3.5 LOS A 0.3 8.8 0.57 0.47 0.57 23.1

Approach 102 15.6 102 15.6 0.155 3.5 LOS A 0.3 8.8 0.57 0.47 0.57 22.0

West: La 22

5 L2 27 2.3 27 2.3 0.657 3.0 LOS A 2.6 65.9 0.69 0.51 0.71 41.3

2 T1 590 2.3 590 2.3 0.657 3.0 LOS A 2.6 65.9 0.69 0.51 0.71 36.3

12 R2 1 2.3 1 2.3 0.657 3.0 LOS A 2.6 65.9 0.69 0.51 0.71 40.4

Approach 618 2.3 618 2.3 0.657 3.0 LOS A 2.6 65.9 0.69 0.51 0.71 36.6

All Vehicles 1221 3.4 1221 3.4 0.657 2.0 LOS A 2.6 65.9 0.50 0.33 0.51 37.1

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay & v/c (HCM 6). Site LOS Method is specified in the Network Data dialog (Network tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: Same as Signalised Intersections.
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay and v/c ratio (degree of saturation) per movement.
LOS F will result if v/c > 1 irrespective of movement delay value (does not apply for approaches and intersection).
Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all movements (v/c not used as specified in HCM 6).
Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.
SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Control Delay does not include Geometric Delay since Exclude Geometric Delay option is 
selected.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akçelik M3D).
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Site: 101 [LA 22 Perrilloux/Trapagnier  2019 PM RAB J Turn] Network: N101 [Network1]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Demand Flows Arrival Flows Aver. Back of QueueMov

ID 
Turn Deg.

Satn
Average

Delay  
Level of
Service

Prop.  
Queued

Effective 
Stop 
Rate

Aver. No.
Cycles

Average
Speed  Total HV Total HV Vehicles Distance

veh/h % veh/h % v/c sec veh ft mph
South: Trapagnier

3 L2 1 36.4 1 36.4 0.008 4.1 LOS A 0.0 0.5 0.55 0.36 0.55 24.2

8 T1 2 36.4 2 36.4 0.008 4.1 LOS A 0.0 0.5 0.55 0.36 0.55 24.0

18 R2 1 36.4 1 36.4 0.008 4.1 LOS A 0.0 0.5 0.55 0.36 0.55 22.0

Approach 4 36.4 4 36.4 0.008 4.1 LOS A 0.0 0.5 0.55 0.36 0.55 23.8

East: LA 22

1u U 97 2.1 97 2.1 0.596 0.4 LOS A 2.5 63.5 0.27 0.09 0.27 37.8

1 L2 2 2.1 2 2.1 0.596 0.4 LOS A 2.5 63.5 0.27 0.09 0.27 42.5

6 T1 525 2.1 525 2.1 0.596 0.4 LOS A 2.5 63.5 0.27 0.09 0.27 42.7

16 R2 43 2.1 43 2.1 0.596 0.4 LOS A 2.5 63.5 0.27 0.09 0.27 41.6

Approach 667 2.1 667 2.1 0.596 0.4 LOS A 2.5 63.5 0.27 0.09 0.27 42.2

North: Perrilloux

7 L2 22 15.6 22 15.6 0.127 6.1 LOS A 0.3 7.3 0.69 0.62 0.69 20.9

4 T1 1 15.6 1 15.6 0.127 6.1 LOS A 0.3 7.3 0.69 0.62 0.69 23.4

14 R2 42 15.6 42 15.6 0.127 6.1 LOS A 0.3 7.3 0.69 0.62 0.69 22.9

Approach 65 15.6 65 15.6 0.127 6.1 LOS A 0.3 7.3 0.69 0.62 0.69 22.5

West: La 22

5 L2 21 2.3 21 2.3 0.255 1.1 LOS A 0.6 15.1 0.37 0.21 0.37 42.6

2 T1 230 2.3 230 2.3 0.255 1.1 LOS A 0.6 15.1 0.37 0.21 0.37 38.4

12 R2 3 2.3 3 2.3 0.255 1.1 LOS A 0.6 15.1 0.37 0.21 0.37 41.8

Approach 254 2.3 254 2.3 0.255 1.1 LOS A 0.6 15.1 0.37 0.21 0.37 39.0

All Vehicles 991 3.2 991 3.2 0.596 1.0 LOS A 2.5 63.5 0.32 0.16 0.32 39.1

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay & v/c (HCM 6). Site LOS Method is specified in the Network Data dialog (Network tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: Same as Signalised Intersections.
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay and v/c ratio (degree of saturation) per movement.
LOS F will result if v/c > 1 irrespective of movement delay value (does not apply for approaches and intersection).
Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all movements (v/c not used as specified in HCM 6).
Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.
SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Control Delay does not include Geometric Delay since Exclude Geometric Delay option is 
selected.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akçelik M3D).
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Site: 101 [LA 22 Perrilloux/Trapagnier 2019 AM Roundabout ONLY]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Demand Flows 95% Back of QueueMov

ID 
Turn Deg.

Satn
Average

Delay  
Level of
Service

Prop.  
Queued

Effective 
Stop Rate

Aver. No.
Cycles

Average
Speed  Total HV Vehicles Distance

veh/h % v/c sec veh ft mph
South: Trapagnier

8 T1 1 36.4 0.006 8.4 LOS A 0.0 1.0 0.72 0.52 0.72 23.2

18 R2 1 36.4 0.006 8.4 LOS A 0.0 1.0 0.72 0.52 0.72 22.7

Approach 2 36.4 0.006 8.4 LOS A 0.0 1.0 0.72 0.52 0.72 22.9

East: LA 22

6 T1 277 2.1 0.359 0.3 LOS A 2.6 66.7 0.20 0.07 0.20 44.1

16 R2 122 2.1 0.359 0.3 LOS A 2.6 66.7 0.20 0.07 0.20 42.9

Approach 399 2.1 0.359 0.3 LOS A 2.6 66.7 0.20 0.07 0.20 43.7

North: Perrilloux

7 L2 78 15.6 0.140 2.5 LOS A 0.7 19.6 0.50 0.37 0.50 24.1

14 R2 24 15.6 0.140 2.5 LOS A 0.7 19.6 0.50 0.37 0.50 23.4

Approach 102 15.6 0.140 2.5 LOS A 0.7 19.6 0.50 0.37 0.50 23.9

West: La 22

5 L2 27 2.3 0.600 1.3 LOS A 5.9 150.0 0.51 0.29 0.51 42.1

2 T1 590 2.3 0.600 1.3 LOS A 5.9 150.0 0.51 0.29 0.51 42.3

12 R2 1 2.3 0.600 1.3 LOS A 5.9 150.0 0.51 0.29 0.51 41.2

Approach 618 2.3 0.600 1.3 LOS A 5.9 150.0 0.51 0.29 0.51 42.3

All Vehicles 1122 3.5 0.600 1.1 LOS A 5.9 150.0 0.40 0.22 0.40 39.9

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay & v/c (HCM 6). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: Same as Signalised Intersections.
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay and v/c ratio (degree of saturation) per movement.
LOS F will result if v/c > 1 irrespective of movement delay value (does not apply for approaches and intersection).
Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all movements (v/c not used as specified in HCM 6).
Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.
SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Control Delay does not include Geometric Delay since Exclude Geometric Delay option is 
selected.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akçelik M3D).
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Site: 101 [LA 22 Perrilloux/Trapagnier 2019 PM Roundabout ONLY]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Roundabout

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Demand Flows 95% Back of QueueMov

ID 
Turn Deg.

Satn
Average

Delay  
Level of
Service

Prop.  
Queued

Effective 
Stop Rate

Aver. No.
Cycles

Average
Speed  Total HV Vehicles Distance

veh/h % v/c sec veh ft mph
South: Trapagnier

3 L2 1 36.4 0.007 3.0 LOS A 0.0 1.1 0.48 0.28 0.48 24.5

8 T1 2 36.4 0.007 3.0 LOS A 0.0 1.1 0.48 0.28 0.48 24.3

18 R2 1 36.4 0.007 3.0 LOS A 0.0 1.1 0.48 0.28 0.48 23.8

Approach 4 36.4 0.007 3.0 LOS A 0.0 1.1 0.48 0.28 0.48 24.2

East: LA 22

1 L2 2 2.1 0.500 0.3 LOS A 4.2 105.9 0.21 0.07 0.21 43.7

6 T1 515 2.1 0.500 0.3 LOS A 4.2 105.9 0.21 0.07 0.21 43.9

16 R2 42 2.1 0.500 0.3 LOS A 4.2 105.9 0.21 0.07 0.21 42.7

Approach 560 2.1 0.500 0.3 LOS A 4.2 105.9 0.21 0.07 0.21 43.8

North: Perrilloux

7 L2 22 15.6 0.113 4.8 LOS A 0.6 15.8 0.63 0.54 0.63 23.9

4 T1 1 15.6 0.113 4.8 LOS A 0.6 15.8 0.63 0.54 0.63 23.7

14 R2 42 15.6 0.113 4.8 LOS A 0.6 15.8 0.63 0.54 0.63 23.2

Approach 65 15.6 0.113 4.8 LOS A 0.6 15.8 0.63 0.54 0.63 23.4

West: La 22

5 L2 21 2.3 0.229 0.2 LOS A 1.5 37.3 0.18 0.06 0.18 43.5

2 T1 230 2.3 0.229 0.2 LOS A 1.5 37.3 0.18 0.06 0.18 43.7

12 R2 3 2.3 0.229 0.2 LOS A 1.5 37.3 0.18 0.06 0.18 42.6

Approach 254 2.3 0.229 0.2 LOS A 1.5 37.3 0.18 0.06 0.18 43.7

All Vehicles 884 3.3 0.500 0.6 LOS A 4.2 105.9 0.24 0.11 0.24 41.0

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay & v/c (HCM 6). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Roundabout LOS Method: Same as Signalised Intersections.
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay and v/c ratio (degree of saturation) per movement.
LOS F will result if v/c > 1 irrespective of movement delay value (does not apply for approaches and intersection).
Intersection and Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all movements (v/c not used as specified in HCM 6).
Roundabout Capacity Model: SIDRA Standard.
SIDRA Standard Delay Model is used. Control Delay does not include Geometric Delay since Exclude Geometric Delay option is 
selected.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: SIDRA Standard (Akçelik M3D).
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Site: 101 [La 22 Pine Creek/Coquille 2019 AM RAB J Turn] Network: N101 [Network1]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Stop (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Demand Flows Arrival Flows Aver. Back of QueueMov

ID 
Turn Deg.

Satn
Average

Delay  
Level of
Service

Prop.  
Queued

Effective 
Stop 
Rate

Aver. No.
Cycles

Average
Speed  Total HV Total HV Vehicles Distance

veh/h % veh/h % v/c sec veh ft mph
South: Coquille

18 R2 40 0.0 40 0.0 0.102 15.1 LOS C 0.2 4.2 0.67 0.65 0.67 22.5

Approach 40 0.0 40 0.0 0.102 15.1 LOS C 0.2 4.2 0.67 0.65 0.67 22.5

East: LA 22

1 L2 14 1.8 14 1.8 0.016 4.1 LOS A 0.0 0.6 0.51 0.37 0.51 30.3

6 T1 266 1.8 266 1.8 0.234 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 34.3

16 R2 143 1.8 143 1.8 0.234 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 36.1

Approach 424 1.8 424 1.8 0.234 0.1 NA 0.0 0.6 0.02 0.01 0.02 35.1

North: Pine Creek

14 R2 193 15.5 193 15.5 0.293 12.7 LOS B 0.6 17.2 0.56 0.45 0.56 23.5

Approach 193 15.5 193 15.5 0.293 12.7 LOS B 0.6 17.2 0.56 0.45 0.56 23.5

West: LA22

5 L2 166 1.4 166 1.4 0.145 4.4 LOS A 0.3 6.4 0.45 0.33 0.45 32.2

2 T1 682 1.4 682 1.4 0.370 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 39.8

12 R2 7 1.4 7 1.4 0.370 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 38.3

Approach 854 1.4 854 1.4 0.370 0.9 NA 0.3 6.4 0.09 0.06 0.09 36.9

All Vehicles 1512 3.3 1512 3.3 0.370 2.5 NA 0.6 17.2 0.14 0.12 0.14 33.6

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay & v/c (HCM 6). Site LOS Method is specified in the Network Data dialog (Network tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay and v/c ratio (degree of saturation) per movement.
LOS F will result if v/c > 1 irrespective of movement delay value (does not apply for approaches and intersection).
Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all movements (v/c not used as specified in HCM 6).
NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay is not 
a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with major road movements.
HCM Delay Formula option is used. Control Delay does not include Geometric Delay since Exclude Geometric Delay option applies.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: Traditional M1.
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
Site: 101 [La 22 Pine Creek/Coquille 2019 PM RAB J Turn] Network: N101 [Network1]

New Site
Site Category: (None)
Stop (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles
Demand Flows Arrival Flows Aver. Back of QueueMov

ID 
Turn Deg.

Satn
Average

Delay  
Level of
Service

Prop.  
Queued

Effective 
Stop 
Rate

Aver. No.
Cycles

Average
Speed  Total HV Total HV Vehicles Distance

veh/h % veh/h % v/c sec veh ft mph
South: Coquille

18 R2 27 0.0 27 0.0 0.045 11.3 LOS B 0.1 2.0 0.55 0.42 0.55 24.2

Approach 27 0.0 27 0.0 0.045 11.3 LOS B 0.1 2.0 0.55 0.42 0.55 24.2

East: LA 22

1 L2 32 1.8 32 1.8 0.028 3.4 LOS A 0.0 1.1 0.41 0.27 0.41 30.8

6 T1 470 1.8 470 1.8 0.298 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 37.6

16 R2 72 1.8 72 1.8 0.298 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 37.1

Approach 573 1.8 573 1.8 0.298 0.2 NA 0.0 1.1 0.02 0.01 0.02 36.5

North: Pine Creek

14 R2 212 15.5 212 15.5 0.441 18.3 LOS C 1.3 37.8 0.73 0.89 1.18 21.2

Approach 212 15.5 212 15.5 0.441 18.3 LOS C 1.3 37.8 0.73 0.89 1.18 21.2

West: LA22

5 L2 54 1.4 54 1.4 0.053 4.0 LOS A 0.1 2.1 0.47 0.35 0.47 32.4

2 T1 405 1.4 405 1.4 0.230 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 39.6

12 R2 18 1.4 18 1.4 0.230 0.0 LOS A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 38.2

Approach 478 1.4 478 1.4 0.230 0.5 NA 0.1 2.1 0.05 0.04 0.05 37.8

All Vehicles 1290 3.9 1290 3.9 0.441 3.5 NA 1.3 37.8 0.16 0.18 0.24 32.2

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay & v/c (HCM 6). Site LOS Method is specified in the Network Data dialog (Network tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay and v/c ratio (degree of saturation) per movement.
LOS F will result if v/c > 1 irrespective of movement delay value (does not apply for approaches and intersection).
Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay for all movements (v/c not used as specified in HCM 6).
NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay is not 
a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with major road movements.
HCM Delay Formula option is used. Control Delay does not include Geometric Delay since Exclude Geometric Delay option applies.
Gap-Acceptance Capacity: Traditional M1.
HV (%) values are calculated for All Movement Classes of All Heavy Vehicle Model Designation.
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LA 22 Traffic Circulation and Corridor Analysis 
CC Road to Dutch Road, Mandeville-Covington, LA 

H.972314.1 August 30, 2019 E 

Appendix E:  DOTD Analysis 
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	MPO Area: Mandeville-Covington
	Project Name 40 characters max: LA 22 Traffic Circulation and Corridor Analysis
	District: 62
	Parish: St. Tammany Parish
	CityTown: west of Madisonville
	Local Road Name: LA 22
	Route: LA 22
	Control Section: 261-04 & 261-05
	Begin Log Mile: 60.787
	End Log Mile: 65.054
	List study team members: Burk-Kleinpeter, Inc. and Urban Systems, Inc.
	Who is the sponsor of the study: NORPC and St. Tammany Parish, LA
	Has someone on the sponsors staff attended the LPA Certification class: 
	Sponsor DUNS: 
	Date Study Completed: 08/30/2019
	Functional classification: Minor Arterial (Urban)
	Number and width of lanes: 2, 12 ft lanes
	Shoulder width and type: 10 ft, Asphalt
	Mode: 
	Access control: None
	ADT: 12,934 (2018, LADOTD)
	Posted Speed: 45 MPH
	include pedestrian facilities: None
	Describe the adjacent land use: Residential, Commercial at main intersections and some vacant areas
	transfer of ownership been initiated with the appropriate entity: No
	Are there recent current or near future planning studies or projects in the vicinity: Yes
	If yes please describe the relationship of this project to those studiesprojects 1: 4 developments adjacent
	If yes please describe the relationship of this project to those studiesprojects 2: to LA 22 larger than 50 lots required to complete a TIA to St. Tammany Parish standards; 1 development <50 lots.
	Provide a brief chronology of these planning study activities 1: TIAs: 2003  Guste Island; 2008 (Lancaster ES, Villages at
	Provide a brief chronology of these planning study activities 2: Bocage); 2012 (Lancaster ES Amendment 1); 2016 (Southern Oaks); 2017 (Lancaster ES Amendment 2); 2019 (Jackson Court Plat, No TIS Required)
	Provide a brief chronology of these planning study activities 3: Reviewed DOTD District 62 traffic studies from 2018 (LA 22 at LA 1085 intersection dated 8/10 and LA 22 at Perriloux Rd intersection dated 9/21) 
	scope of the project  Also identify any additional goals and objectives for the project 1: Purpose: Determine if traffic improvements identified by DOTD District 62 improve LA 22 corridor operations, given forecast traffic volume
	scope of the project  Also identify any additional goals and objectives for the project 2: volume increases within the next five years as a result of new residential and commercial development approved for areas adjacent to LA 22.
	scope of the project  Also identify any additional goals and objectives for the project 3: Need: LA 22 is facing a capacity shortfall at two intersections (LA 1085 and Perrlioux Road) as a result of the increased
	scope of the project  Also identify any additional goals and objectives for the project 4: traffic in the area.
	resource agencies 1: None - coordination did not take place as part of this project.
	resource agencies 2: 
	transportation agencies included: DOTD District 62 was part of the project's management committee.
	Describe the level of participation of other agencies and how the coordination effort was implemented 1: St Tammany Parish - provided data for approved development (consisting of completed traffic impact analyses or plats) as well as provided input on analysis
	Describe the level of participation of other agencies and how the coordination effort was implemented 2: scenarios; DOTD District 62 defined the improvements being considered at the intersections of LA 1085 and Perrilloux Road at LA 22; NORPC provided
	Describe the level of participation of other agencies and how the coordination effort was implemented 3: project oversight, coordinated meetings with St. Tammany Parish and DOTD District 62 to review data, analysis findings and recommendations.
	What steps will need to be taken with each agency during NEPA scoping 1: St. Tammany Parish, DOTD, and RPC likely to be project sponsors and will participate in any Stage 1 document development.
	What steps will need to be taken with each agency during NEPA scoping 2: 
	What steps will need to be taken with each agency during NEPA scoping 4: 
	meeting details agendas signin sheets etc if applicable 1: Three meetings of project management committee took place during project. This included the local stakeholders (officials, Parish Administration) along with representatives of DOTD (District 62) and the NORPC. Records of these meetings (sign-in lists, summaries and informationhandouts from each meeting) appear in the Appendix of the summary document.
	meeting details agendas signin sheets etc if applicable 2: 
	meeting details agendas signin sheets etc if applicable 3:                                                                                   
	applicable also attach an aerial photo with concept layout 1: 
	applicable also attach an aerial photo with concept layout 2: DOTD District 62 traffic studies document this information:
	applicable also attach an aerial photo with concept layout 3: Roundabout Report for LA 22 at LA 1085 in Madisonville, St. Tammany Parish, August 10, 2018
	applicable also attach an aerial photo with concept layout 4: Roundabout Report for LA 22 at Perrilloux Road/Trapagnier Road in Madisonville, St. Tammany Parish, September 21, 2018
	applicable also attach an aerial photo with concept layout 5: 
	Follow this link to view LADOTD Minimum Design Guidelines: 
	httpwwwdotdlouisianagovhighwaysprojectdeveldesignroaddesignMemorandaEnglishDesignGuideli: Unknown, but all intersection improvements on state highways
	What impact would this project have on freight movements: would be expected to accommodate trucks. Existing percents of trucks in LA 22 traffic stream documented in report appendix.
	Does this project cross or is it near a railroad crossing: No
	Describe how the project will implement the policy or include a brief explanation of why implementing: 
	the policy would not be feasible 1: LA 22 is identified as having a high ease of use for bicycles between the Parish Line and Madisonville,
	the policy would not be feasible 2: and as having a moderate ease of use for bicycles between the Parish Line and CC Road on the statewide
	the policy would not be feasible 3: bicycle suitability map distributed through LADOTD (http://wwwsp.dotd.la.gov/Inside_LaDOTD/Divisions/Multimodal/
	the policy would not be feasible 4: Data_Collection/Mapping/Bicycle%20Map/Louisiana%20Bicycle%20Suitability%20Map%20%E2%80%93%202012%20(side%202).pdf)
	follow this link httpwwwdotdlagovadministrationpoliciesDOTDCSSPolicy20060526pdf 1: 
	follow this link httpwwwdotdlagovadministrationpoliciesDOTDCSSPolicy20060526pdf 2: 
	Was the DOTDs Access Management policy taken into consideration: 
	IV214 for more information: Yes. Locations identified by DOTD District 62 took into account potential impacts to adjacent property access needs.
	guidance follow this link httpwwwdotdlagovplanninghighwaysafetyhomeaspxkey3 1: Yes, crash analysis completed by DOTD District 62 as part of their analysis. A crash analysis completed by USI as
	guidance follow this link httpwwwdotdlagovplanninghighwaysafetyhomeaspxkey3 2: part of this project as well using last three years of available data (2016, 2017, 2018). However, data from 2017 
	guidance follow this link httpwwwdotdlagovplanninghighwaysafetyhomeaspxkey3 3: forward cannot be used for this analysis. A review of crashes along the corridor has completed by DOTD District 62.
	undefined: 
	Are there any abnormal crash locations or overrepresented crashes within the project limits: Please see results in appendix for the crashes examined by DOTD District 62.
	undefined_2: Analysis of existing year conditions (2019) as compared to baseline
	What future traffic analyses are anticipated: in DOTD District 62 traffic studies and 5-year forecast (2024) of conditions, given development patterns in corridor.
	undefined_3: NA
	Will fiber optics be required  If so are there existing lines to tie into: NA
	Are there any future ITStraffic considerations: 
	undefined_4: 
	What is the required Transportation Management Plan TMP level as defined by EDSM No VI118: 
	If yes describe the mobility and safety analysis and assessment that was conducted as required in the: 
	development of a TMP: 
	What further data will need to be collected to address the content and scope of the TMP in the design: 
	stagephase of this project: 
	undefined_5: 
	Was Construction Transportation ManagementProperty Access taken into consideration: 
	Describe screening criteria used to compare alternatives and from what agency the criteria were defined 1: Analysis completed by DOTD District 62.
	Describe screening criteria used to compare alternatives and from what agency the criteria were defined 2: 
	Give an explanation for any alternative that was eliminated based on the screening criteria 1: 
	Give an explanation for any alternative that was eliminated based on the screening criteria 2: 
	Give an explanation for any alternative that was eliminated based on the screening criteria 3: 
	Which alternatives should be brought forward into NEPA and why 1: Two roundabout alternatives were identified for the LA 22 corridor as a result of the analysis completed by LADOTD.
	Which alternatives should be brought forward into NEPA and why 2: One of these is programmed in the FY 20 and FY 22 Transportation Improvement Program for the St. Tammany
	Which alternatives should be brought forward into NEPA and why 3: Urbanized Area.
	Describe any unresolved issues with the public stakeholders andor agencies 1: 
	Describe any unresolved issues with the public stakeholders andor agencies 2: None.
	Describe any unresolved issues with the public stakeholders andor agencies 3: 
	Public, Stakeholder, and Agency Comments During Screening: Alternatives screening conducted by DOTD District 62.
	What method was used for forecasting traffic volumes: Traffic study considered forecast year of 2024.
	Are the planning assumptions and the corridor visionpurpose and need statement consistent with the long range: Existing + future trip generation
	What future year policy andor data assumptions were used in the transportation planning process as they are: Yes, one of the projects examined (LA 1085 @ LA 22) in long range transportation plan.
	related to land use economic development transportation costs and network expansion 1: Business as-usual,
	related to land use economic development transportation costs and network expansion 2: Development sites approved by St. Tammany Parish (as determined from plats, review of tax assessor
	related to land use economic development transportation costs and network expansion 3: records for properties along LA 22 in within immediate vicinity), Traffic Impact Assessments (TIAs) for
	related to land use economic development transportation costs and network expansion 4: development approved by the Parish
	related to land use economic development transportation costs and network expansion 6: 
	Total Estimated CostEnvironmental document mitigation etc: 
	Funding Source STP200K STP200K CMAQ DEMO DOTD Priority Program LocalEnvironmental document mitigation etc: 
	Match Provided By City Parish State OtherEnvironmental document mitigation etc: 
	TIP Fiscal YearEnvironmental document mitigation etc: 
	Total Estimated CostEngineering Design: 
	Funding Source STP200K STP200K CMAQ DEMO DOTD Priority Program LocalEngineering Design: 
	Match Provided By City Parish State OtherEngineering Design: 
	TIP Fiscal YearEngineering Design: 
	Total Estimated CostRW Acquisition C of A if applicable: $500,000
	Funding Source STP200K STP200K CMAQ DEMO DOTD Priority Program LocalRW Acquisition C of A if applicable: STP < 200K
	Match Provided By City Parish State OtherRW Acquisition C of A if applicable: Parish
	TIP Fiscal YearRW Acquisition C of A if applicable: FY 2020-22
	Total Estimated CostUtility Relocations: $300,000
	Funding Source STP200K STP200K CMAQ DEMO DOTD Priority Program LocalUtility Relocations: STP <200K
	Match Provided By City Parish State OtherUtility Relocations: Parish
	TIP Fiscal YearUtility Relocations: FY 2020-22
	Total Estimated CostConstruction: $2,900,000
	Funding Source STP200K STP200K CMAQ DEMO DOTD Priority Program LocalConstruction: STP < 200K
	Match Provided By City Parish State OtherConstruction: Parish
	TIP Fiscal YearConstruction: FY 2022-23
	Total Estimated CostConstruction Engineering  Inspection Services: 
	Funding Source STP200K STP200K CMAQ DEMO DOTD Priority Program LocalConstruction Engineering  Inspection Services: 
	Match Provided By City Parish State OtherConstruction Engineering  Inspection Services: 
	Total Estimated CostTOTAL COST: $3,700,000
	TIP Fiscal YearConstruction Engineering  Inspection Services: 


