
 

 

 

 

 

PURPOSE OF THIS PUBLIC HEARING 

The study team works to continuously involve the public in the review process. This hearing is 
an opportunity for team members to provide project details on the preferred corridor alternative. 
Tonight’s hearing is arranged with stations throughout the room. Please visit each one tonight 
and reach out to any team members should you have questions. 

THE LAFAYETTE REGIONAL XPRESSWAY 

The Lafayette Metropolitan Expressway Commission (LMEC) is studying potential corridor 
alternatives for the Lafayette Regional Xpressway (LRX), a proposed loop facility around the 
Lafayette region to lessen the burden on local arterial roads and streets. The LRX is also 
intended to effectively and expeditiously enhance the regional and national transportation 
system by improving system linkage, increasing capacity and accommodating transportation 
demand, providing an additional hurricane route, and responding to economic development 
within the greater Lafayette area.  

The LRX will utilize open road tolling (ORT) to collect tolls. This system allows the driver to 
travel straight through a toll collection point without having to stop or slow down.  User fees will 
be deducted automatically through an electronic collection account systems or license plate 
image captures.  

LRX TIER 1 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS) PROCESS 

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process begins when a federal agency develops 
a proposal to take a major federal action, including new or modified highway infrastructure. The 
environmental review for the proposed LRX project is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 
This level of review is undertaken if a proposed major federal action may significantly affect the 
quality of the human environment. It is a more rigorous review than what may be considered for 
a smaller project.  

Rather than preparing a single EIS as the basis for approving the entire project, the agency 
conducts two or more rounds – or tiers – of environmental review. In Tier 1, the agency typically 
prepares an EIS that analyzes a large project on a broad scale. In the case of the LRX project, 
the process is being tiered and is currently under a Tier 1 review. The EIS analyzed mile-wide 
corridors rather than specific alignments in order to evaluate a preferred corridor. During the 
more detailed Tier 2 review, the project alignments within the preferred corridor will be 
considered. 

LRX TIER 1 EIS PURPOSE AND NEED 

The purpose of the proposed LRX project is to enhance the regional and national transportation 
system by improving system linkage, increasing capacity and accommodating transportation 
demand, and responding to economic growth and development within the greater Lafayette 
area.  

Increased roadway capacity and north-south mobility have been identified as needs to be 
addressed by the proposed LRX project. Roadway capacity will be unable to meet the future 
traffic demand in the study area. 

 



LRX STATUS AND CORRIDOR ALTERNATIVES 

The LRX will connect I-49 north of Lafayette near the city of Carencro, I-10 west of Lafayette 
near the cities of Scott and Duson, and US 90 south of the city of Lafayette near the city of 
Youngsville at US 90. Major interchanges are planned at I-49, I-10, US 167/Johnston Street and 
US 90. Interchanges with other cross streets are also being considered. 

The typical section for the proposed LRX project is a 4-lane highway with a wide grass median. 
It is proposed to be built to accommodate an additional lane in each direction in the future 
condition. 

 

 

As the proposed LRX project is being studied as a toll corridor, there will be several locations 
throughout the corridor where toll systems will collect tolls electronically. There will also be 
similar locations on off- and on-ramps where tolls will be electronically collected. The tolls that 
are collected will help in funding the construction and the operation and maintenance of the 
project when paired with other funding sources.  

The Tier 1 EIS examined five corridor alternatives (See Figure 1, Tier 1 Corridor Alternatives) 
for the loop facility and associated potential corridor impacts. The southern corridor alternatives 
are: Inner, Middle and Outer. The northern corridor alternatives are: Common 1, Common 2. 
Common 1 and the Outer corridors have been identified in the Tier 1 Draft EIS as the preferred 
LRX corridor (See Figure 2, Tier 1 Corridor Preferred Alternative.)   

Comments from tonight’s hearing will be compiled and included in the Final EIS.  The Final EIS 
and Record of Decision (ROD) may be issued by the Federal Highway Administration 
concurrently. 

 



Figure 1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Table 1: LRX Corridor Alternatives - Evaluation Matrix 

Evaluation Parameter 
  Southern Corridor Alternatives Northern Corridor Alternatives 

  Inner Middle Outer Common 1 Common 2 

Estimated Capital Cost Millions – 2017 $ $668 - $768 $659 - $745 $747 - $783 $469-$690 $481-$700 

North/South Mobility 
 

High High Medium Medium Medium 

Land/Land Use 
      

Total Acreage # acres 7,849 9,357 14,033 12,273 6,441 

Developed Land % of total acreage 40.20% 20.00% 12.70% 17.60% 26.10% 

Agricultural Land % of total acreage 53.80% 76.90% 84.90% 78.70% 66.50% 

Wetlands % of total acreage 3.50% 1.70% 1.00% 1.80% 4.00% 

Forested Land % of total acreage 1.40% 6.00% 3.00% 3.00% 0.30% 

Other Land % of total acreage 0.70% 0.60% 1.00% 1.50% 2.80% 

Water/Shore % of total acreage 0.90% 0.60% 0.40% 0.40% 0.90% 

Soils 
      

Prime Farmland Soils  % of total acreage 96.78% 93.72% 87.49% 98.52% 95.36% 

Socioeconomics 
      

Population - Total # 37,354 33,677 28,526 26,940 28,145 

Population - Minority % 13.69% 14.53% 22.06% 25.37% 29.41% 

Pop. Below Poverty Level % 9.65% 10.76% 15.42% 16.69% 15.15% 

Community Facilities 
      

Cemeteries # 1 2 1 1 2 

Churches # 7 3 2 5 4 

Public Safety Buildings # 1 0 2 2 2 

Schools # 4 2 4 3 2 

Other Public Service Facilities # 3 0 2 1 3 

Cultural Resources 
      

National Register of Historic 

Places 
# 0 0 1 1 1 

Archaeological Sites # 4 5 0 0 3 

Historic Standing Structures # 0 0 4 0 0 

Natural Resources 
      

NWI Wetlands % of total acreage 2.15% 1.12% 1.69% 0.90% 2.08% 

Hydric Soils % of total acreage 57.2% 61.9% 66.3% 59.8% 54.0% 

Zone A Floodzone % of total acreage 11.17% 11.95% 12.94% 14.42% 6.06% 

Zone AE Floodzone % of total acreage 19.10% 13.20% 4.61% 26.79% 19.32% 

Zone X500 Floodzone % of total acreage 4.13% 7.47% 4.00% 8.07% 2.38% 

Zone X Floodzone % of total acreage 65.54% 67.38% 78.44% 98.91% 42.98% 

  
      

Stream Segments # 21 26 60 21 18 

Water Wells # 463 457 387 502 298 

Waste Sites 
      

Inactive & Abandoned # 1 0 1 2 1 

LUSTs # 0 0 0 0 2 

Landfills # 0 0 0 1 1 

Mineral Resources 
      

Producing/Productive Wells # 2 4 1 7 5 

Total Oil & Gas Wells  # 28 58 70 118 45 

Section 4(f) Resources 
      

NRHP Properties # 0 0 1 1 1 

Parks # 0 1 0 0 0 

Public & Stakeholder Support  Low Medium High High Low 

 



Table 1 shows the Evaluation Matrix with all parameters and environmental resources.  
Resources measured in acres are shown in the matrix as a percent of total corridor alternative  
acreage. This allows a more equitable comparison because of acreage differences between 
the corridor alternatives. The parameters used in the preferred corridor identification evaluation 
are highlighted. 

 

Figure 2 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



PREFERRED CORRIDOR ALTERNATIVE 

When considering all the evaluation parameters the Project Team and the LMEC concluded that 
of the Southern Corridor Alternatives, the Outer Corridor Alternative should be the preferred and 
of the Northern Corridor Alternatives, the Common 1 should be the preferred.  The Outer 
Corridor Alternative and the Common 1 Alternative both have a reasonable capital cost; support 
the Project purpose and need, have the least potential for overall environmental impacts and 
are widely supported by the public and stakeholders (See Table 1, LRX Corridor Alternatives -
Evaluation Matrix.) 

A Tier 2 environmental process will bring forward several alternative alignments within the Tier 1 
preferred corridor for study. These alignments are narrower than the Tier 1 corridor and the 
environmental analysis will be conducted in greater depth. The Tier 2 process will ultimately 
identify a preferred alignment within the preferred corridor and conclude with the appropriate 
decision record. 

 

COMMUNITY OUTREACH 

A continuous community outreach process has been integrated into every step of the project to 
provide residents, businesses, the traveling public and other interested parties with an 
opportunity to have meaningful participation in the process. The LRX team sincerely appreciates 
your time and attention in developing the Lafayette Regional Xpressway. Your comments and 

questions are welcomed and greatly encouraged!  Any written comments received by or 

postmarked on March 18, 2019 will become a part of the record.  All questions will be 

answered, and comments addressed in the Tier 1 Final EIS.   

Visit the LRX website at http://www.lrxpressway.com.  On this website, you can access 
information about the LMEC and LRX; project history, map, and schedule; project funding 
information; news and multimedia; project newsletter; environmental studies; maps of the 
corridor alternatives and reason for the preferred alternative; related project links; and contact 
information.

http://www.lrxpressway.com/

