Chapter 7. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND AGENCY COORDINATION
7.1. Agency Coordination
7.1.1. Lead, Cooperating, and Participating Agencies
FHWA is the Lead Federal Agency, LADOTD is the Lead State Agency, and the CAEA
is the Local Lead Agency. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District,
and the U.S. Coast Guard, 8th Coast Guard District agreed to be Cooperating Agencies.
Thirty agencies were invited to be Participating Agencies due to their areas of expertise.
The purpose of involving these agencies is to keep them informed during project
development and get significant input from them during the planning process.

7.1.2. Agency Coordination Plan
As part of the coordination and consultation process, an Agency Coordination Plan
(ACP) was prepared and is included in Appendix E. The key objectives of the ACP
activities are: 1) provide continuous information flow to agencies; 2) solicit meaningful
input representing the diverse points of view; and 3) facilitate problem identification and
conflict resolution through consensus-building activities. Various coordination activities
took place during the project consisting of consultation, scoping, meetings, and
milestone review and concurrence.
This section provides a brief discussion of agency coordination activities and meetings
and includes materials provided to them.
7.1.3. Solicitation of Views
A Solicitation of Views (SOV) letter was sent on February 20, 2009 to 288 project
stakeholders. These stakeholders and agencies were contacted to provide them with
information regarding the process and to ensure that their input would considered
during the planning process.
7.1.4. Agency Scoping
A project Agency Scoping meeting was held on March 25, 2009. Meeting invitations
were sent on February 20, 2009 to 64 agency representatives. (17 named agencies are
listed as attendees.)
The minutes of the meeting can be found in Appendix E. The slideshow presentation is
located in the project technical file. Appendix E contains a copy of the meeting invitation
letter, a list of recipients, and a summary of the responses received.
7.1.5. Coordination Meetings
A series of agency coordination meetings have been conducted throughout the Project
Tier 1 EIS process. Following is a list of meetings held and the participating agencies.

Minutes for each meeting can be found in Appendix E. (Individual dates ranged from 212-09 to 9-22-09)

7.2. Public Involvement Plan
A Public Involvement Plan (PIP) was finalized in February 2009. The PIP is intended to
systematically build a broad basis of support from the public, parish and municipal
stakeholders, and other interested parties.
The key objectives of the PIP activities are to:
Provide ongoing relevant project information
Solicit meaningful input representing the diverse points of view
Facilitate problem identification and conflict resolution through consensus-building
activities
Incorporate public input into the decision-making process.
Based on the dynamics within the five-parish Project area and surrounding region, there are
five primary target groups to be actively engaged:
General public
Municipal and Parish staffs
Elected officials
Other stakeholders (business owners, developers, environmental interests, other affected
parties), and
Federal, State and Local agencies

A copy of the PIP is included in Appendix E.

7.3. Public and Stakeholder Coordination
7.3.1. Public Scoping/Purpose and Need Meeting
The first round of public meetings was held February 25-28 and March 3, 2008 from
4:00 to 7:00 p.m. each day. These public scoping meetings were to inform the public
about the project and obtain public comments on the project’s purpose and need, range
of alternatives considered, corridor alternatives, and identification of environmental,
socioeconomic, and other concerns.
7.3.2. Public Meetings: March 2009
A second round of public meetings was held March 19 and March 23-26, 2009.

7.3.3. Public Meetings: January 2010
(Announcement of) A second round of public meetings
7.3.4. Project Web Site
The Project’s web site is www.brloop.com. The web site includes a project overview,
corridor alternative maps, meeting notices and summaries, project reports, and contact
information.
A function of the public website provided visitors an opportunity to leave name, address,
contact information and their overall opinion of the proposed project. Visitors were
allowed to indicate favor or opposition to the project and leave a detailed comment.
Over the course of the Tier 1 Draft EIS phase of the project, there were 571 hits on the
function. Sixty-eight favored the project, 143 opposed the project, 76 left detailed
comments, and 284 took no action. (Notice the huge difference between the number
opposing and those for this project.)
The data is also detailed by parish.
Ascension Parish visitors had 12 in favor, 29 opposed and 18 left comments.
East Baton Rouge Parish visitors had 31 in favor, 63 opposed, and 24 left comments.
Iberville Parish visitors had five in favor, zero opposed, and three left comments.
Livingston Parish visitors had 13 in favor, 46 opposed and 18 left comments.
West Baton Rouge Parish visitors had seven in favor, five opposed, and 13 left
comments.
A summary of comments received via the website is included in Appendix E.
(In Appendix E, comments from residents at each of the Public Scoping Meetings are
shown and begin: March 2008 on page 114 –128; March 2009 on page 133 – 141;
January 2010 on page 144 –153. People living in the five-parish area, who know the
most about their areas and who will be impacted the most by the Loop, suggested many
alternatives to the Loop project. It appears that these suggestions have fallen on deaf
ears.)
7.3.5. Newsletter
A Baton Rouge Loop newsletter entitled “BRNEWS” was sent out in July 2009 and
again in September 2009 to the CAEA; the Stakeholder Committee; the Advisory
Committee; and local, state and federal elected officials; and was posted to the Project’s
web site.
7.3.6. Project Video
A short informational video was created and used in public meetings to inform the public
about the project.

7.3.7. Stakeholder Database
The database includes contact information for the Project Team; CAEA, Stakeholder
Committee and Advisory Committee members; agency representatives; elected
officials; community groups and other organizations; and members of the general public
who have inquired about the project.
7.4. Stakeholder Committee, Advisory Committee, Special Purpose Meetings
7.4.1. Stakeholder Committee Meetings
The Stakeholder Committee was formed to represent civic and community stakeholders
common to the five parishes as well as specific to each parish. Members were
appointed by the Capital Area Expressway Authority. Minutes for each meeting can be
found in Appendix E.
7.4.2. Advisory Committee
The Advisory Committee was formed to provide technical assistance, coordinate with
appropriate agencies, and provide expert advice and counsel to the Capital Area
Expressway Authority. Members were appointed by the Capital Area Expressway
Authority. Minutes for each meeting can be found in Appendix D.
7.4.3. Special Purpose Meetings
Meetings with various interest groups have been conducted through the Tier 1 EIS
phase of the project.
The purpose of the meeting was to provide the audience with an update on the project.
(Dates of the meetings ranged from April 2008 to February 2010.)

7.5. Public Official Outreach
The Capital Region Legislative Caucus was briefed on the project April 17, 2008 at the
Louisiana State Capitol.
Zachary Mayor Henry Martinez, Central Councilwoman Joan Lansing, and Baton Rouge
Metro Councilman Scott Wilson were briefed on the project March 17, 2009.
Provided Baton Rouge Metro Councilman Scott Wilson with additional project
information and details regarding the project poll question April 1, 2009.
City of Central leadership briefing April 28, 2009 regarding corridor locations.
Met with City of Central officials and representatives of the Moore Planning Group June
2, 2009 to discuss proposed routes and comprehensive plan underway.
Briefed Livingston Parish President Mike Grimmer June 22, 2009 on project and
proposed corridors.

