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Appendix O 
Preferred Alternative 



After years of analysis and community input, the Louisiana 
Department of Transportation and Development (DOTD) 
has identified a Preferred Alternative for the 1-49 Lafayette 
Connector: C-6 'the Roundabout Alternative: The 
reasons supporting this recommendation are: 

° Crash severities are lower for roundabouts than 
signalized intersections due to the lower speeds and 
lower angles of collision compared to T-bone at 
signalized intersections 

° Fewer displacements 
° Fewer acquisitions 
0 The roundabouts serve as gateway treatments 

between the Downtown exit ramp and the 
surrounding neighborhoods. The gateways signify a 
significant change in transportation conditions that 
calm traffic as motorists transition from the interstate to 
local streets 

0 The roundabouts also provide an opportunity to 
beautify these important nodes within the project area 

with elements such as landscaping, pavement 
textures and colors, etc. 

0 Preferred by local officials 

The Elevated Highway structure and effects are the same 
in both Alternative C-5 and C-6. The Alternatives have the 
same mainline alignment and interchange locations. Both 
Alternatives also are the same from the southern terminus 
through Taft Street/14th Street and from Mudd Avenue to 
the northern terminus at the 1-10 interchange. In those 
segments, Thruway intersections are either 
right-in/right-out or have signal control except for 
roundabouts connecting Donlon Avenue just north of the 
rail spur and connecting Castille Avenue and Martin 
Luther King Jr. Drive. 

The table shown below identifies some of the different 
impacts between the alternative selected in the 2003 
Record of Decision (ROD) and the new alternatives, C-5 
and C-6. 

Environmental Effect ROD C-5 C-6 Comparison of Alternatives C-5 and C-6 

Acres of ROW 317.9 309,3 311.7 Both Alternatives require less ROW than the ROD. The difference 
between C-5 and C-6 is minimal. 

Total Displacements 166 155 153 The difference results from the different alignments of the 
southbound Thruway in relation to the exit ramp at Second St 

Average Vehicle Delay b/t 
Simcoe and Jefferson 
(seconds per vehicle) 

98 37 17 
Traffic flow at intersections is significantly improved at 
roundabouts when compared to traditional intersections, as all 
directions of traffic are kept open and safely flowing, 

Community Facilities 
Affected 6 8 8 The minor alignment changes b/t C-5 and C-6 do not 

impact the number of affected community facilities. 

Community
Facilities Displaced 1 2 2 The same 2 community facilities are displaced in C-5 

and C-6. 

Habitat and Wildlife 1 1 1 
Live Oak 103 will be removed and mitigated with additional tree 
plantings. 

Noise (barriers) O* 3 3 
In both C-5 and C-6, 3 noise barriers are recommended to 
mitigate the noise impacts of the project 

Wetland Acres 5 0,06 0,06 
In both C-5 and C-6, the 0.06-acre wetland site would be filled to 
realign the lshak-Attakapas Trail. 

Recognized Environmental 
Conditions (RECs) 30 30 30 In both C-5 and C-6, the same 30 REC sites are affected. 

Total Project Cost $3,045M $2,122M $2,127M C-6 exceeds C-5 by $4.8M due to additional pavement, ROW, 
and mobility costs. 

Evangeline Thruway
Average Travel Speed (mph) 6 20 20 In both C-5 and C-6, the average travel speed is 20 miles per

hour, 
Noise barriers were not required in the ROD However, if current policy were applied, noise barriers could be required 



A ESimcoe St is abandoned

Comparison of Transportation Effects 
Each Alternative provides significant benefit when compared to existing conditions. The maps below summarize the 
key differences between the Alternatives; they are not meant to be a comprehensive list of every distinction. 

V b/t the realigned northbound 
and southbound Thruway 
roadways 

0 Chestnut St is closed b/t 3rd 
and ESimcoe St and b/t 5th 
and Jefferson 
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