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Chapter:1:
Planning Process

1.0 Introduction

The South East Texas Regional Planning Commission (SETRPC) MPO serves as the Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) for southeast Texas, encompassing a three-county area consisting of
Jefferson, Orange, and Hardin counties. Jasper County lies just north of this region. Over the past few
years, SETRPC MPO has been collaborating with TxDOT's Transportation Planning and Programming
Division (TPP) to extend its jurisdiction to incorporate Jasper County. To facilitate this incorporation
process, updates have been made to the Jasper-Jefferson-Orange-Hardin Regional Transportation Study
(JUJOHRTS) 2050 Travel Demand Model. Additionally, the new JJOHRTS MTP-2050 and the JJOHRTS
2025-2028 TIP are also developed to encompass this additional area. SETRPC MPO is working with
TxDOT TPP to address the administrative requirements to include Jasper County (Figure 1.1).

The SETRPC-MPO provides a decision-making forum for southeast Texas and is responsible for
conducting a continuing, comprehensive, and cooperative transportation planning process. The main
purpose of the SETRPC-MPO is to develop and maintain all transportation plans for the Jasper-
Jefferson-Orange-Hardin Regional Transportation Study (JJOHRTS) area. The SETRPC-MPQO’s short-
range transportation plan is the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), which presents the various
highway and transit projects that are expected to be let for construction or implementation within the four-
year time frame covered. All regional transportation projects and programs are required to be identified
and prioritized in the TIP in order to be eligible for Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) funds.

1.1 TIP Structure

The JUJOHRTS Fiscal Year (FY) 2025-2028 TIP is the short-range implementation portion of the
JJOHRTS Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) 2045. Developed through coordinated federal, state,
and local efforts, the MTP incorporates all regional transportation projects and programs that are
expected to be completed within the plan’s horizon of 20-25 years.

The JUJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TIP developments and updates must be reviewed and adopted by the
JJOHRTS Transportation Planning Committee (TPC), the MPQO’s policy committee that ensures that all
transportation plans and programs are consistent with the adopted goals and objectives for the JJOHRTS
area. As with all regional plan updates, the SETRPC conducts robust and inclusive public
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involvement to provide stakeholders and the general public with the opportunity to participate in all
decision-making.

The TIP contains the Project Listings section that includes those projects funded within the four-year
period covered by the TIP and is divided into the following components:

= Federally Funded Highway Projects

Grouped Projects

Federally Funded Transit Projects

State Funded Highway Projects (No projects listed in the JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TIP)
Locally Funded Regionally Significant Projects (No projects listed in the JJOHRTS FY
2025-2028 TIP)

v VY

Other projects involving specific project development phases except for construction are contained
within the following project lists:

= Right-of-Way Projects (No projects listed in the JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TIP)
= Feasibility Studies (No projects listed in the JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TIP)

1.2 JJOHRTS Area Description

The JUJOHRTS area consists of the four-county region of southeast Texas — Jasper, Jefferson, Orange,
and Hardin Counties. The JJOHRTS metropolitan planning area is shown in Figure 1-1. Due to the
predominance of the petrochemical industry and their significance as major manufacturing and industrial
centers, the larger cities of Beaumont, Port Arthur, and Orange are often referred to as the “Golden
Triangle.” The JJOHRTS area contains the Beaumont and Port Arthur urbanized areas, and is
characterized by agricultural, industrial, and low-density residential and commercial land uses.

The population for the full JJOHRTS area was 429,311 persons in 2022 according to the U.S. Census
Bureau 2022 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates. The region has experienced stagnant
population growth from 2018 through 2022. Over this five-year period, populations of all counties grew
by less than 1%. Population growth in southeast Texas has paralleled the growth and decline of the
petrochemical industry. Until the early 1980s, the region’s population grew rapidly. Jefferson County’s
population grew rapidly until 1960, and Orange County until 1980. In the 1980s, Jefferson, Orange, and
Hardin Counties experienced a decline in population and employment growth due to a downturn in the
petrochemical industry. Since then, the population has remained stable except in Hardin County, which
is continuing to grow.
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Figure 1-1: SETRPC Metropolitan Planning Area
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1.3 Federal and State Requirements

1.3.1 Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (BIL)

On November 15, 2021, President Joe Biden signed into law the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs
Act (IIJA), referred to as the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (BIL). The BIL provides $550 billion over
fiscal years 2022 through 2026 in new federal investment in infrastructure, including for roads, bridges,
mass transit, water infrastructure, resilience, and broadband.

For highway programs specifically, the BIL provides $350.8 billion over fiscal years 2022 through 2026.
The BIL includes more than a dozen new highway programs, including:

= Formula: resilience, carbon reduction, bridges, and electric vehicle (EV) charging
infrastructure.

= Discretionary: bridges, EV charging infrastructure, rural projects, resilience, wildlife
crossings, and reconnecting communities.

Overall, the BIL focuses on safety, bridges, climate change, resilience, and project delivery.

The information in this section is provided to acknowledge the existence of the BIL and to note its
implications for transportation planning. The emergence of the BIL does not represent an abandonment
of the programs and planning requirements established under the Fixing America’s Surface
Transportation (FAST) Act, the Safe, Accountable, Flexible and Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) and Moving Ahead for Progress in 21st Century (MAP-21), the previous
federal transportation bills. In fact, many of the same programs and metropolitan planning requirements
are continued under the BIL.

1.3.2 Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act

The previous surface transportation funding bill, the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act,
was signed into law by President Obama on December 4, 2015.

All transportation projects and programs must address the FAST Act planning factors in order to provide
a safe, energy-efficient, and environmentally sound movement of persons and goods on the regional
transportation system. These planning factors call for transportation planning to:

1) Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency;

2) Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and nonmotorized users;
3) Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and nonmotorized users;

4) Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight;
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Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life,
and promote consistency between transportation improvements and state and local planned
growth and economic development patterns

Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between
modes, for people and freight;

Promote efficient system management and operation;
Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system;

Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system;

10) Reduce or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface transportation; and

11) Enhance travel and tourism.

The FAST Act introduced supplemental actions for all MPOs to remain in compliance with federal
requirements. The SETRPC-MPO has taken the following actions to remain in compliance:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

The Public Participation Plan (PPP) was updated to include a) public ports; b) private providers of
transportation (including intercity bus operators, employer-based commuting programs, such as
carpool program, vanpool program, transit benefits program, parking cash-out program, shuttle
program, or telework program). (Ref: 23 CFR 450.316(a))

The MTP-2045 demonstrated consultation with agencies involved in a) tourism; b) natural
disaster risk reduction. (Ref: 23 CFR 450.316(b))

The SETRPC-MPO, TxDOT, and the providers of public transportation (BMT, PAT, and SETT)
jointly agreed upon and developed specific written provisions for cooperatively developing and
sharing information related to: a) transportation performance data; b) the selection of
performance targets; c) the reporting of performance targets; d) the reporting of performance to
be used in tracking progress toward attainment of critical outcomes for the region of the MPO &
the collection of data for the State asset management plan for the NHS.(Ref: 23 CFR 450.314(h))

The MTP-2045 incorporated two new planning factors within the metropolitan transportation
planning process: a) Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce
or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface transportation;

b) Enhance travel and tourism. (Ref: 23 CFR 450.206(a) (9&10) and 306(b) (9&10))

The MTP-2045 included an assessment of capital investment and other strategies to preserve
the existing and future transportation system and reduce the vulnerability of the existing
transportation infrastructure to natural disasters. (Ref: 23 CFR 450.324(f)(7)).
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6) The MTP-2045 included a description of the (Federally required) performance measures and
performance targets used in assessing the performance of the transportation system. (Ref: 23
CFR 450.324(f)(3))

7) The MTP-2045 included a system evaluation report evaluating the condition and performance of
the transportation system with respect to the (Federally required) performance targets including
progress achieved by the MPO toward the performance targets. (Ref: 23 CFR 450.324(f)(4))

8) The TIP includes (to the maximum extent practicable) a description of the anticipated effect of
the TIP toward achieving the performance targets identified by the State in the long-range
statewide transportation plan and by MPO in the MTP. (Ref: 23 CFR 450.218(q) and 326(d))

9) The TIP includes a linkage from the investment priorities in the TIP to achievement of
performance targets in the plans. (Ref: 23 CFR 450.218(q) and 326(d)) The SETRPC-MPO
continues to address these requirements through coordination, consultation, and implementation
between the SETPRC-MPO and different agencies and stakeholder groups. By adhering to
these requirements, the SETRPC-MPO continues to develop a safe, efficient, and resilient
transportation network for all users.

1.3.3 Performance Management

In 2012, MAP-21 directed the United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) to establish a set of
performance measures to increase the accountability and transparency of the federal highway and transit
programs and improve project decision making through performance-based planning and programming
by a rulemaking process. After national performance measures are established through a rulemaking, the
state departments of transportation (DOTs) and transit providers must:

= Establish performance targets that reflect the national measures,

= Report on progress towards achieving those targets,

= Develop performance-based plans for safety and asset management, and
= Implement a performance-based approach to planning and programming.

Transportation performance management is a strategic approach that uses system data to make
investment and policy decisions to achieve national performance goals. Monitoring progress towards
achieving these national performance goals is accomplished by establishing performance targets for key
performance measures. Using a performance-based approach, decision makers can apply key
information and data to understand the consequences of investment decisions across transportation
modes.

As part of performance management, recipients of federal aid highway funds will make transportation
investments to achieve performance targets that make progress toward the following national goals
shown in Table 1-1.
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Table 1-1: National Performance Management Goals

Goal Area National Goal

To achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and
serious injuries on all public roads

Safety

To maintain the highway infrastructure asset systemin a
state of good repair

Infrastructure Condition

To achieve a significant reduction in congestion on the

Congestion Reduction
National Highway System

To improve the efficiency of the surface transportation
system

System Reliability

To improve the national freight network, strengthen the ability
of rural communities to access national and international trade
markets, and support regional economic development

Freight Movement and Economic
Vitality

To enhance the performance of the transportation system

Environmental Sustainability
while protecting and enhancing the natural environment

To reduce project costs, promote jobs and the economy, and
expedite the movement of people and goods by accelerating
Reduced Project Delivery Delays project completion through eliminating delays in the project
development and delivery process, including reducing
regulatory burdens and improving agencies’ work practices

In a series of rulemakings, FHWA and FTA are establishing national performance measures in areas
such as safety, infrastructure condition, system performance, and transit asset management. The Final
Rule on Statewide and Nonmetropolitan Transportation Planning and Metropolitan Transportation
Planning (May 27, 2016) established the requirement that states, MPOs, and transit providers use
performance measures to document expectations for future performance. Each state/transit provider will
have one year after the final rulemaking for each set of performance measures to establish performance
targets. MPOs are required to establish performance targets within 180 days after the state of transit
provider has established performance targets.

The U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) has published the following rulemakings which
establish national performance measures for which state DOTSs, transit providers, and MPOs must
establish performance targets:
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Safety Performance Management Final Rule
Infrastructure Condition Performance Management Final Rule

v VvV

System Performance Final Rule
= Transit Asset Management (TAM) Final Rule

The SETRPC-MPO will maintain awareness of the performance management process at both the
federal and state level and will continue to implement performance targets at the MPO level as
appropriate. The integration of performance management into the TIP is documented in Chapter 7:
Integration of Performance Measures. If the process of implementing performance targets requires
additions or changes to the MTP and TIP, the documents will be amended in the future.

1.3.4 TIP Financial Summary

Transportation legislation mandates fiscal responsibility in the preparation of all transportation plans and
programs. In particular, the TIP is required to include a financial summary that outlines the source and
amount of expected funds for all submitted projects. FHWA and FTA funding requirements also mandate
that all highway and transit projects receiving federal, state, or locally significant funding be identified
and prioritized in the TIP. A project may not be included in the TIP if full funding cannot be reasonably
anticipated before the project is let for construction or implementation. The financial summary for this
JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TIP is shown in Chapter 4: Financial Summary section of the document.

1.3.5 Public Involvement

Citizen involvement remains an important component of the transportation planning process in the
JJOHRTS area. The SETRPC-MPO develops and maintains the Public Participation Plan (PPP), which
provides the public an opportunity to contribute ideas and voice opinions on the preparation of all
transportation plans and programs. As part of developing and/or revising the TIP, the SETRPC-MPO is
required by federal regulations to provide the public with opportunities to be involved in the planning
process. The following activities are outlined in the PPP for TIP public involvement:

For New TIP Developments:

= The new TIP requires a thirty-day public review and comment period.
= A formal public meeting is required in each county during the preparation of a new TIP.

For TIP Amendments or Updates:

= All TIP amendments and updates require a thirty-day public review and comment period.
= Formal public meetings are required when projects are added to or deleted from the TIP.

10
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1.3.6 Title VI

The JUJOHRTS PPP includes Title VI/Environmental Justice (EJ) principles on providing opportunities for
potentially disadvantaged persons to participate in the planning process. In addition, the PPP supports
Executive Order #13166 (Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited English Proficiency).
The SETRPC-MPO maintains a Title VI/Environmental Justice Program and a Limited English Proficiency
Plan for the JJOHRTS region. The JJOHRTS PPP, Title VI/Environmental Justice Program, and Limited
English Proficiency Plan ensure opportunities to increase communication and dialogue between decision-
makers and the public.

1.3.7 Americans with Disabilities Act

The SETRPC-MPO promotes projects and programs that provide quality transportation services to
disabled persons in southeast Texas (for example, paratransit services and pedestrian improvements).
Although funding is not likely to increase between 2021 and 2024, South East Texas Transit (SETT), the
area’s rural transportation system, will strive to accommodate the increase in demand for its services that
may occur.

Beaumont Municipal Transit (BMT) and Port Arthur Transit (PAT) will continue to enhance their
paratransit services. Both BMT and PAT will consider replacing or purchasing paratransit vehicles upon
receiving additional transit funds from the FTA, in accordance with their respective Transit Asset
Management Plans.

1.3.8 Air Quality Standards

In southeast Texas, the petrochemical facilities, power plants, automobiles, and vegetation produce
volatile organic compound (VOC) and nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions that contribute to the formation of
ozone, a harmful gas that degrades the quality of the air and damages the atmosphere. The 1990 Federal
Clean Air Act amendments authorized the EPA to designate areas failing to meet the National Ambient
Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) for ozone as nonattainment for the standard. The SETRPC-MPO promotes
the development of transportation projects and programs that reduce VOC and NOx emissions and
decrease the formation of ozone.

1.3.8.1 Attainment Status
The Beaumont-Port Arthur ozone maintenance area (Hardin, Jefferson, and Orange Counties) was re-
designated from nonattainment to attainment-maintenance for the 1998 eight-hour ozone National
Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS), effective November 19, 2010. The area was initially designated
attainment/unclassifiable for the subsequent 2008 and 2015 eight-hour ozone NAAQS and remains in
attainment for both standards. When the 1997 eight-hour ozone NAAQS was revoked by the EPA,
transportation conformity requirements for that standard were also revoked (effective April 6, 2015).
Due to its designation as attainment/unclassifiable for the 2008 and 2016 eight-hour ozone NAAQS, the
Beaumont-Port Arthur area has not been subject to transportation conformity requirements since 2015.

On February 16, 2018, the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit issued an
opinion in the case South Coast Air Quality Management District v. EPA, 882 F.3d 1138 (South

11
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Coast Il). The case was a challenge to EPA’s 2008 eight-hour ozone NAAQS state implementation plan
(SIP) requirements rule (80 FR 12264), which revoked the 1997 eight-hour ozone NAAQS as part of
implementing the more stringent 2008 eight-hour ozone NAAQS. The court’s decision vacated parts of
the EPA’s 2008 eight-hour ozone NAAQS SIP requirements rule, including waiving requirements for
transportation conformity for maintenance areas under the revoked 1997 eight-hour ozone NAAQS. In
response to the South Coast Il decision, the EPA published Transportation Conformity Guidance for the
South Coast Il Court Decision on November 29, 2018. The guidance document was published to assist
affected areas as they reestablished compliance with transportation conformity requirements under the
revoked 1997 eight-hour ozone. NAAQS. Based on the November 2018 guidance, affected areas may
demonstrate conformity if the following requirements are met:

= Use of latest planning assumptions;

= Interagency consultation;

= Fiscal constraint for the MTP and TIP; and

= Timely implementation of transportation control measures (TCM), if applicable.

Based on these regulations and court rulings, the JJOHRTS area is classified as in conformity for all
air quality standards. The conformity determination from the United States Department of
Transportation (USDOT) is shown in Figure 1-2.

12
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1.4 TIP Project Selection Process

1.4.1 Project Sources

The project selection process for the TIP is considered a subset of the JJOHRTS Project Selection
Process, which is a coordinated effort between the SETRPC-MPO and regional entities to identify and
prioritize projects during each four-year MTP cycle. Projects included in the TIP are selected from the
following sources:

>
>

From last two fiscal years’ projects of the previous TIP

Projects that have not let for construction can also be advanced from earlier fiscal years of the
previous TIP

Projects from the financially constrained component of the MTP

From the Texas Department of Transportation’s (TxDOT) ten-year Unified Transportation
Program (UTP), including environmental and feasibility studies

Additional projects from local governments, transit agencies, and other member agencies

1.4.2 Selection Criteria
All selected projects must satisfy the following criteria:

>

v Vv

Be consistent with the JJOHRTS area long-range goals as defined in the current MTP
Demonstrate support in achieving performance targets

Have a committed match-funding source and cost estimate by the project sponsor
Federal and state-funded projects must be located on a TxDOT / FHWA approved
functional classification system

1.4.3 Submittal Content

Projects that are selected during a TIP update or through quarterly revisions need to include the
following information:

>

L 280 2 2 7

v v

MPO Project ID (identification) number

Control-Section-Job (CSJ) number

Project name / location and limits

Brief description of project

Funding category and number

Project costs (includes federal, state, and local contribution funds) [Also list federal and
state funds that are apportioned by different funding sources]

Let and Revision dates

Project phase (if available)

16
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1.4.4 Amendments

TIP revisions are typically conducted on a quarterly basis. Examples of changes that require a TIP
revision include:

= Adding federally funded projects

= Adding regionally significant state funded projects

= Changing the estimated cost of a project that results in a 50% increase in cost and a cost
that exceeds $1.5 million

= Changes to project limits or scope of work for federally funded projects

= Changing the funding sources for a project from non-federal to federal funds

Examples of changes that do not require a TIP revision include:

= Changes to project identification numbers (such as Control-Section-Job (CSJ) numbers)

= Updating the project’s let date

= Change in the estimated cost of a project that does one, but not both, of the following: a)
exceeds 50% and b) results in a cost exceeding $1.5 million

7

Splitting or combining projects without modification to original project design concept and
scope

Modifying the project cost estimate without altering the limits or scope

Moving a project from one federal funding category to another

Moving a project from one state funding category to another

Changing a project’s funding source from federal to state funding

L2 2 2

Changes to projects within the “grouped” category

1.5 Project Listing Information
This section explains the attributes for the information provided in the project listing.

1.5.1 Control-Section-Job Number

A project identification number assigned by TxDOT for projects included in the UTP or their Project
Development Program.

1.5.2 MPO ID Number

The MPQ’s assigned project identification number for the database tracking of all transportation projects
listed in the JJOHRTS MTP and TIP. The following information provides a description of the Project ID
numbers (with the first five digits as a constant identifier for project tracking, while the last four digits may
be modified during the PSP).

Columns 1 & 2 (94026-F15E) list the last two digits of the year a project was first submitted into the MTP
Project Selection Process.

17
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Columns 3, 4, & 5 (94026-F15E) represent a sequential number assigned during the submittal year
(number assigned to the project from the MPO’s key list).

Column 6 (94026-F15E) identifies the primary funding source of the project: Federal [F], State [S], Local
[L], and Transit [T].

Columns 7 and 8 (94026-F15E) identify the network year for the projected completion of the project.

Column 9 (94026-F15E) signifies whether the project is exempt [E], non-exempt [N], or in the planning
stage [P].

Exceptions in MPO ID Number annotation:

Feasibility Study — A feasibility study may be conducted prior to identifying a specific project; these
work efforts are coded as ‘FEA’ in Columns 6, 7, and 8. There is no network year assigned to a
feasibility study.

Environmental Study — An environmental study is a project that is undergoing preliminary engineering
and environmental analysis consistent with early project development; these work efforts are coded as
‘NEA’ in Columns 6, 7, and 8. There is no network year assigned to an environmental study.

Right-of-Way — The right-of-way project development phase involves the acquisition of land to
accommodate a proposed improvement. This phase follows environmental study and precedes
construction. This work effort is coded as ‘ROW’ in Columns 6, 7, and 8. There is no network year
assigned to this project type.

Exempt Projects - Exempt projects are not typically modeled and are coded as ‘XX’ in Columns 7 and 8
as there is no network assignment. Some exempt projects, such as adding a continuous left turn lane,
can be coded in the travel demand model; therefore, this type of project may have a network year
assigned. Exempt projects must meet the criteria listed in Chapter 7.

Projects beyond MTP plan year — These projects consist of two types. One type are those projects for
which funding is identified to be available during the MTP plan period but that will not be operational
within the plan period. The second type are projects included in the Unconstrained Component list of the
MTP.

1) Projects with identified funding that are not expected to be operational during the MTP plan
period do not have a network year assignment. Columns 7 and 8 are marked as ‘NN’.

2) Projects in the Unconstrained Component have ‘UNC’ entered in Columns 6, 7, and 8.

18
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1.5.3 Funding Category

Refer to Chapter 5 for a description of the funding categories used to classify federal and state
funding of transportation projects and programs.

1.5.4 Revision Date

The Revision Date marks when a project or program is adopted into the state’s short-range
implementation plan.

1.5.5 Phase

Describes the current development phase(s) of a transportation project or program: Preliminary
Engineering [E], Right of Way Acquisition [R], Construction [C], and Transfer [T].

1.6 Project Listings

The following chapters include project listings for FY 2025-2028 as indicated below:

7

Chapter 1: Planning Process

Chapter 2: Federally Funded Highway Projects
Chapter 3: Grouped Projects

Chapter 4: Federally Funded Transit Projects
Chapter 5: Financial Summary

Chapter 6: Funding Categories

Chapter 7: Environmental Studies

Chapter 8: Feasibility Studies

Chapter 9: Exempt Project Criteria

Chapter 10: Integration of Performance Measures
Chapter 11: Public Involvement Documentation
Chapter 12: Resolution

Chapter 13: MPO Self-Certification

Chapter 14: Revisions

L2 7 7 T T 7 T
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JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BEAUMONT DISTRICT
SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS
Beaumont SETRPC Jefferson 0920-00-149  11/6/2024 Various $2,880,000.00
LIMITS FROM DISTRICT WIDE REVISION DAT
LIMITS TO FUNDING CAT(S) 12,10
MPO PROJ ID
PROJECT FY 24 Districtwide ADA Project. Along College St. -
DESCR From Pinchback RD to IH 10

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

PREL ENG $194,970.00

ROW PURC  [$0.00 COST OF
APPROVED

CONSTR $2,880,000.00 PHASES

CONSTR EN $0.00

CONTING $0.00 $2,880,000.00

INDIRECT $0.00

TOTAL COST $3,074,970.00

PROJECT NAME FY 24 DISTRICTWIDE ADA PROJECT

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL
12 $1,104,000.00 $276,000.00 $0.00 $1,380,000.00
10 $1,200,000.00 $300,000.00 $0.00 $1,500,000.00

21
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JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

BEAUMONT DISTRICT

SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS

Beaumont SETRPC Jefferson 0920-38-288 11/15/2024 HOUSTON $2,008,383.00
LIMITS FROM CORNER OF HOUSTON AVE AND REVISION DAT
LIMITS TO 4TH STREET FUNDING CAT(S) 3

MPO PROJ ID
PROJECT Port of Port Arthur Truck Queuing Area and Laydown Yard Project-
Construction of a Truck Quieing Area at the Corner of Houston
DESCR Avenue and 4th Street-Rider 37

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

PRELENG  $0.00 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL
ROW PURC  $0.00 COST OF

APPROVED
CONSTR $2,008,383.00 PHASES 3 $0.00 $1,931,137.50 $0.00 $1,931,137.50
CONSTR EN [$0.00 3 $0.00 $0.00 $77,245.50 $77,245.50
CONTING $0.00 $2,008,383.00
INDIRECT $0.00
TOTAL COST |$2,008,383.00

PROJECT NAME Port/ Port Arthur Truck Que and Laydown

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)
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JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

BEAUMONT DISTRICT

SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS
Beaumont SETRPC Jefferson 0920-38-291 11/16/2024 AUSTIN $1,515,653.50
LIMITS FROM CORNER OF REV. DR. RANSOM HOWARD DRIVE REVISION DAT
LIMITS TO AND AUSTIN AVENUE FUNDING CAT(S) 3
MPO PROJ ID
PROJECT  port of Port Arthur-Construct a Queuing Area at the Corner of
DESCR Rev. Dr. Ransom Howard Drive and Austin Avenue

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

PRELENG  |$0.00 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL
ROW PURC |$0.00 COST OF

APPROVED
CONSTR $1,515,653.50 PHASES 3 $0.00 $1,515,652.50 $0.00 $1,515,652.50
CONSTREN $0.00 3 $0.00 $0.00 $1.00 $1.00
CONTING $0.00 $1,515,653.50
INDIRECT $0.00
TOTAL COST [$1,515,653.50

PROJECT NAME Port/Port Arthur Truck Que and Staging

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)
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JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BEAUMONT DISTRICT
SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CcSsJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS
Beaumont SETRPC Hardin  0065-06-067 5/1/2025 US 69 $33,600,000.00
LIMITS FROM US 96, SOUTH REVISION DAT
LIMITS TO JEFFERSON C/L FUNDING CAT(S) 2,4,1
MPO PROJ ID
EEgéECT Widen Freeway from 4 to 6 Lanes

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

PREL ENG $1,613,937.50

ROW PURC  $0.00 COST OF
APPROVED

CONSTR $33,600,000.00 PHASES

CONSTR EN [$0.00

CONTING $0.00 $33,600,000.00

INDIRECT $0.00

TOTAL COST |$35,213,937.50

PROJECT NAME US 69 Widening - US 96 to Jefferson C/L

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL
2 $47,119.99 $5,842,879.01 $0.00 $5,889,999.00
4 $22,168,000.00 $5,542,000.00 $0.00 $27,710,000.00
1 $0.80 $0.20 $0.00 $1.00
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JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BEAUMONT DISTRICT

SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS
Beaumont SETRPC Jefferson 0065-07-065 5/1/2025 US 69 $6,720,000.00
LIMITS FROM HARDIN C/L, SOUTH REVISION DAT
LIMITS TO TRAM ROAD FUNDING CAT(S) 2,1
MPO PROJ ID
E::géic.r Widen Freeway from 4 to 6 Lanes

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

PREL ENG $312,375.00
ROW PURC $0.00
CONSTR $6,720,000.00
CONSTREN |$0.00
CONTING $0.00
INDIRECT $0.00

TOTAL COST |$7,032,375.00

COST OF
APPROVED
PHASES

$6,720,000.00

PROJECT NAME US 69 Widening - Hardin C/L to Tram Rd

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL
2 $5,375,999.20 $1,343,999.80 $0.00 $6,719,999.00
1 $0.80 $0.20 $0.00 $1.00
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JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BEAUMONT DISTRICT

SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS
Beaumont SETRPC Jefferson 0920-00-171 5/1/2025 Various $1,196,000.00
LIMITS FROM DISTRICT WIDE REVISION DAT
LIMITSTO FUNDING CAT(S) 10
MPO PROJ ID
PROJECT Truck Parking (FY 25)
DESCR

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

PREL ENG $0.00
ROW PURC $0.00
CONSTR $1,196,000.00
CONSTREN |$0.00
CONTING $0.00
INDIRECT $0.00
TOTAL COST |$1,196,000.00

COST OF
APPROVED
PHASES

$1,196,000.00

PROJECT NAME TRUCK PARKING (FY 25)

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL

10 $956,800.00 $239,200.00 $0.00 $1,196,000.00
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JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BEAUMONT DISTRICT
SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS
Beaumont SETRPC Jefferson 0920-00-133 1/1/2026 Various $11,200,001.00
LIMITS FROM Districtwide REVISION DAT
LIMITS TO FUNDING CAT(S) 12,1
MPO PROJ ID
PROJECT IH - 10 Drainage Improvements
DESCR

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

PREL ENG $503,034.00

ROW PURC  $0.00 COST OF
APPROVED

CONSTR $11,200,001.00 PHASES

CONSTREN $0.00

CONTING $0.00 $11,200,001.00

INDIRECT $0.00

TOTAL COST |$11,703,035.00

PROJECT NAME IH-10 Drainage Improvements

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL
12 $8,960,000.00 $2,240,000.00 $0.00 $11,200,000.00
1 $0.80 $0.20 $0.00 $1.00
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JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BEAUMONT DISTRICT

SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS
Beaumont SETRPC Jefferson 0920-00-172 5/1/2026 Various $1,297,597.00
LIMITS FROM DISTRICT WIDE REVISION DAT
LIMITSTO FUNDING CAT(S) 10
MPO PROJ ID
PROJECT Truck Parking (FY 26)
DESCR

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

PREL ENG $0.00
ROW PURC $0.00
CONSTR $1,297,597.00
CONSTREN $0.00
CONTING $0.00
INDIRECT $0.00
TOTAL COST |$1,297,597.00

COST OF
APPROVED
PHASES

$1,297,597.00

PROJECT NAME TRUCK PARKING (FY 26)

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL

10 $1,038,077.60 $259,519.40 $0.00 $1,297,597.00
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JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BEAUMONT DISTRICT
SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS
Beaumont SETRPC Jasper  0064-07-044 1/1/2027 US 96 $61,810,001.00
LIMITS FROM SABINE CO/L, SOUTH REVISION DAT
LIMITS TO 0.8 MILES NORTH OF RE 255 FUNDING CAT(S) 4,1,10
MPO PROJ ID
PROJECT Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes Divided
DESCR

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

PRELENG  |$2,450,000.00 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL
ROW PURC $0.00 COST OF

APPROVED
CONSTR $59,360,001.00 PHASES 4 $47,488,000.00 $11,872,000.00 $0.00 $59,360,000.00
CONSTREN [$0.00 1 $0.80 $0.20 $0.00 $1.00
CONTING $0.00 $61,810,001.00 10 $0.00 $2,450,000.00 $0.00 $2,450,000.00
INDIRECT $0.00
TOTAL COST $61,810,001.00

PROJECT NAME US 96 (Sabine C/L to N of RE 255)- Widen

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)

29



f\

JJOHRTS 2025-2028 Transportation Improvement Program

\—-—

JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BEAUMONT DISTRICT
SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS
Beaumont SETRPC Jasper  0064-08-062 1/1/2027 US 96 $5,208,001.00
LIMITS FROM 0.8 MILES NORTH OF RE 255, SOUTH REVISION DAT
LIMITS TO RE 255 FUNDING CAT(S) 4,1,10
MPO PROJ ID
PROJECT Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes Divided
DESCR

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

PREL ENG $392,000.00

ROW PURC |$0.00 COST OF
APPROVED

CONSTR $4,816,001.00 PHASES

CONSTREN |$0.00

CONTING $0.00 $5,208,001.00

INDIRECT $0.00

TOTAL COST |$5,208,001.00

PROJECT NAME US 96 (N of Re 255 to RE 255)- Widen

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL
10 $0.00 $392,000.00 $0.00 $392,000.00
4 $3,852,800.00 $963,200.00 $0.00 $4,816,000.00
1 $0.80 $0.20 $0.00 $1.00
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JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BEAUMONT DISTRICT
SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS
Beaumont SETRPC Jasper  0200-04-020 1/1/2027 US 69 $20,160,001.00
LIMITS FROM ANGELINA COUNTY LINE REVISION DAT
LIMITS TO TYLER COUNTY LINE FUNDING CAT(S) 4.1
MPO PROJ ID
PROJECT Reconstruct Existing 2 Lane Highway to 4 Lanes Divided
DESCR

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

PREL ENG $0.00

ROW PURC $76,770.00 COST OF
APPROVED

CONSTR $20,160,001.00 PHASES

CONSTREN $0.00

CONTING $0.00 $20,160,001.00

INDIRECT $0.00

TOTAL COST [$20,236,771.00

PROJECT NAME US 69 Corridor-Angelina C/L to Tyler C/L

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL
4 $16,128,000.00 $4,032,000.00 $0.00 $20,160,000.00
1 $0.80 $0.20 $0.00 $1.00
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JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BEAUMONT DISTRICT

SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

\—-—

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS
Beaumont SETRPC Jefferson 0200-14-060 1/1/2027 uUs 69 $91,680,001.00
LIMITS FROM IH 10, south REVISION DAT
LIMITSTO SH 347 FUNDING CAT(S) 12,2,4,1
MPO PROJ ID
PROJECT Widen From 4 to 6 Main Lanes
DESCR

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

PREL ENG $3,449,286.00
ROW PURC $91,680,001.00
CONSTR $0.00
CONSTREN $0.00
CONTING $0.00
INDIRECT $0.00

TOTAL COST |$95,129,287.00

COST OF
APPROVED
PHASES

$91,680,001.00

PROJECT NAME US 69 Widening - IH-10 to SH 347

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

CATEGORY FEDERAL

1 $0.80

12 $16,000,000.00
2 $45,464,000.00
4 $11,880,000.00

STATE LOCAL
$0.20 $0.00
$4,000,000.00 $0.00
$11,366,000.00 $0.00
$2,970,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL

$1.00
$20,000,000.00
$56,830,000.00

$14,850,000.00
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JJOHRTS FY 2025-2028 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BEAUMONT DISTRICT
SETRPC METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
FEDERALLY FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DISTRICT MPO COUNTY CSJ LET FY HWY PHASE City YOE COSTS
Beaumont SETRPC Hardin  0339-04-036 1/1/2027 SH 105 $84,784,001.00
LIMITS FROM .10 MILES EAST OF SH 326 REVISION DAT
LIMITSTO PINE ISLAND BAYOU FUNDING CAT(S) 12,2,1
MPO PROJ ID
PROJECT Widen From 2 to 4 Lanes Divided
DESCR

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE

PRELENG  |$0.00 CATEGORY FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL
ROW PURC | $1,405,000.00 COST OF

APPROVED
CONSTR $84,784,001.00 PHASES 12 $0.00 $46,584,000.00 $0.00 $46,584,000.00
CONSTREN $0.00 2 $0.00 $38,200,000.00 $0.00 $38,200,000.00
CONTING $0.00 $84,784,001.00 1 $0.00 $1.00 $0.00 $1.00
INDIRECT $0.00
TOTAL COST |$86,189,001.00

PROJECT NAME SH 105 (SH 326 to Pine Is Bayou)-Widen

GROUPED CSJ

COMMENT(S)
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