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1.0 Welcome

The purpose of this Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) is to provi
for transportation projects and programs withilmthe metropolitan planning
Jefferson, Jasper, Orange, and Hardin count metropolitan transport

matic, long-range planning
PA) comprising
ing process is a

federally regulated planning process that req ddresses at least a
20-year planning horizon that includes both lo [ ctions for an integrated
and intermodal transportation system. This MTF inuing, cooperative, and
comprehensive (3-C) planning process and identifie g inancial resources, and
project or programming priorities for the South Easti eXas Regional ing Commission (SETRPC)
area from 2025 through the . P, the SETPRC MTP-2050, addresses and meets

of 2012 (MAP-21), Fixing America's Surface

2xas designated the SETRPC as the Metropolitan Planning Organization

ply with the Federal Highway Act of 1962. Per federal law, an urban area with
more is required to establish an MPO. The MPO is responsible for conducting a
Ing process that results in plans and programs that consider all transportation
etropolitan community development and social goals. MPOs receive federal funding

L Also referred to as the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (BIL)



Figure 1-1: SETRPC Metropolitan Planning Area




1.1.1 SETRPC Structure

The standard MPO structure consists of the planning staff, a planning committe
advisory committee. The SETRPC maintains this standard MPO structure. Th
responsibilities are summarized as follows:

technical

= Planning Staff: Within the SETRPC, the MPO staff supp

= Transportation Planning Committee: The Transpo ing Committee (TPC)
. The TPC is comprised of
PC usually meets on a

= Technical Committee: The Tec
and includes local professionals inve S rtation infrastructure.
Membership includes public works in

provided by the Fede
23 CFR § 450.306, T

stration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) from
etropolitan Transportation Planning Process.

ic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global
oductivity, and efficiency.

4) Incréase accessibility and mobility of people and freight.

5) 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.



6) Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across an
modes, for people and freight.

7) Promote efficient system management and operation.
8) Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

9) Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation syst
stormwater impacts of surface transportation.

10) Enhance travel and tourism.

1.3 Related SETRPC Plans and P

Under federal and state mandates, the SETRPC- MPO is responsible f
in addition to the MTP. These plans are as f :

S

velopment of several plans

= Unified Planning Work Progral , [ Unified Planning

2 work tasks, pro
nds for each tas

Ipation process fosters better planning decisions and helps ensure that transportation

ans address community needs.

= Title VI/Environmental Justice Program — The Title VI/Environmental Justice Program has
been developed in accordance with requirements of the FHWA and the FTA and addresses
the responsibilities of the SETRPC as a recipient of federal financial assistance as they relate
to requirements of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, The Civil Rights Restoration act of

10



EJ general program elements, and includes a Title VI complaint form.
= Limited English Proficiency Plan — The Limited English Proficienc

providing language assistance to persons with LEP
MPQ's transportation planning process. Additiona,

to notify LEP persons that assistance is avai

1.4 MTP-2050 Goals ang

The goals and objectives for the SETRPC M
relevant federal, state, and MPO planning effo
recent and relevant federal, state, and MPO pl
shown in Table 1-1.

ment with recent and

be consistent and
e s and objectives of the

eview of the

During the SETRPC MTP- 0 Ki i : 2, MPO representatives
presented and described jectiveste regional transportation stakeholders. The
stakeholders were gi ‘ i )

11



Table 1-1: Goals and Objectives for the SETRPC MTP-2050

Objective

Make our transportation system safer for all people. Advang

Safety transportation-related serious injuries and fatalities.

Infrastructure Preserve and maintain the existing transportation

Condition

Congestion Achieve a significant reduction in congesti ithin the transportation system:
Reduction

System Improve the efficiency of the surface trans

Reliability

Freight

Movement international trade mark

Environmental
Sustainability

Enhance the performance
enhancing the environme

Economic
Development

Equity

ultimodal acces
ed disparities, a

pportunities and services while reducing

Innovation

erse community impacts, and health effects.

to meet the challenges of the present and the

espensibility in the development and maintenance of the

the climate crisis by ensuring that transportation plays a central role in the
. Substantially reduce greenhouse gas emissions and transportation-
pollution and build more transportation systems to benefit and protect

ance the security of the transportation system for threats.

12



1.5 Consideration of State and Local Plans

The SETRPC MTP-2050 is the most current MTP for the SETRPC area. The MTP
incorporates the ideas, issues, and recommendations of part and current planni
plans and studies completed since the MTP-2045 are integrated within the M

s upon and
s. The following

mandated long range vision for transportation in Texa pose of the TTP 2050 is to
guide planning and programming decisions for the state Itimodal transportation

challenges likely to influence tra : ives, measures,
and targets; evaluates long term rural investments;
analyzes the impact of emerging te and; and outlines plan
implementation strategies.

ive planning ahd programming process, which
erformance measures, and targets to the

Texas (TxE
Safety Plan
and serious
Safety Impp

) Strategic Highway Safety Plan 2022-2027. The Texas Strategic Highway

22-2027 (SHSP) is intended as a comprehensive approach to reduce fatalities

ries on Texas’ state and local roads. The SHSP is a part of the Highway

ement Program, which is a core federal-aid program intended to reduce traffic

d serious injuries.

DOT) Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). The Texas STIP

atewide prioritized listing/program of transportation projects covering a period of four

ars that is consistent with the SLRTP, MTPs and transportation improvement programs

IPs). It is required for projects to be eligible for federal funding.

= City of Beaumont Comprehensive Plan. The City of Beaumont Comprehensive Plan
comprises a Development Strategies Plan, Major Street and Highway Plan, and an Economic
Development Plan. The Comprehensive Plan is identifies general economic development and

13



Council in decision making to guide growth and development of the city.
City of Port Arthur Downtown Revitalization Plan. The City of Port
Revitalization Plan establishes a common image for Downtown Port

strategies and identifies specific projects for the future.
City of Port Arthur Comprehensive Plan, Imagine Pg

City of Port Arthur Disaster Recovery and
Disaster Recovery and Resiliency Plan provi

City of Port Arthur Downtowndliacg i owntown Target Area
Housing Plan outlines a strateg iAg units in the

recommends strategies to encourage i omic development.
— The Master Plan for the Gulf

Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). The plan identifies efforts for
2 coordination, creates a transportation coordination plan, and establishes an
priority projects.

action plan f

14



2.0 Introduction

Socioeconomic characteristics of a region provide key insights i
characteristics include but are not limited to population, population
employment, and income. Analyzing the current and future character
an important step in determining transportation demand and making inf
planning.

2.1 Population

| travel patterns. These
on, demographics,

d trends within the region is
ecisions in transportation

The region has experienced stagnant population
counties grew by less than 1%, except for Jasper
Population growth in southg Bexas has parallele cline of the petrochemical
industry. Until the early
rapidly until 1960, andé@range 1980s, Jefferson, Orange, and Hardin Counties
experienced a declifi€ i i wth due to a downturn in the petrochemical

i as remained stab ept in Hardin County, which is continuing to
S for the MPAfrom 2018 through 2022.

Hardin County 6,379 56,765 57,356 56,124 56,576 -0.35%
Jasper County 35,504 35,506 33,563 33,369 33,032 +6.96%
lefferson County 255,210 254,340 253,136 256,755 254,942 +0.11%

ange County 84,047 84,069 83,776 85,045 84,761 -0.85%

>C MPA 431,140 430,680 427,831 431,293 429,311 +0.42%

Source ensus Burea 016-2020, 2015-2019, 2014-2018, 2013-2017, and 2012-2016 American Community Survey 5-Year
Estimate e B01003

022. Populations of all

Table 2-1: Population

Understand pulation distribution across a region is necessary in transportation planning as decisions
will affect mopility. Smarter infrastructure investments, however, can be made by focusing transportation
improvements in the most densely populated areas. This approach is especially helpful for public transit,
as the efficiency and effectiveness of public transit is largely dependent on the number of people it can
serve. Figure 2-1 shows the population density by Census Block Group. Greater population densities are
shown to be within Beaumont and its surrounding areas as well as areas along the 1-10 corridor within the
region.

15



Figure 2-1: Population Density by Census Block Group, 2022

Source: U.S. Census Bureau. 2018-2022 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates. Table B01003.

16



2.2 Households

The number and size of households affect the number of trips made within the regios
generally tend to generate more trips than smaller households. Similar to an incre
increase in the number of households correlates to increased demand on the
Table 2-2 shows the total number of households in each county and the regi

2018 2019

Hardin County 24,345 24,75
Jasper County 17,147 17,
Jefferson County 108,112 108,535 108,112 +0.60%
Orange County 36,987 37,404 37,111 36,987 +1.18%

SETRPC MPA 186,591 187,971 189,316 5,733 186,591 +0.17%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau. 2016-2020, 2015-2019, 18, 2013-2017, and 2012-201€ ican Community Survey 5-Year
Estimates. Table B09019.

arger households
in population, an
ion system.

Table 2-2: Number of Households

24,345
17,147

17



2.3 Employment

work. The regional
nd connectivity.

The regional economy is dependent on the ability of workers to travel to their place
transportation system must meet the needs of the users by providing adequate
Regional employment generates a significant number of trips.

includes mining, construction, manufacturing, transportation, co
wholesale trade. Service sector employment includes finance,

dation, 182,300 in the region
home 2. The estimate

Southeast Texas Economic Development Foundation. According
are employed. Of that total, 12,192 are self-employed and 3,906 wo
unemployment rate for the region is 2.27%.

Figure 2-2: Employment Distribution

2 Southeast Texas Economic Development Foundation. (2023). 2023 Demographic Overview. Accessed 11 January
2024, https://www.animateddemographics.com/setedf/demographics.

18
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Table 2-3: Major Employers

Number of Employees ’ County Businesses

1,000+ Jefferson Baptist Hospitals of Southeg
= Chevron Phillips

= CHRISTUS Southeast
=  Total Petrochemic

Entergy Transfe

Orange

500-999 Hardin

Jefferson

srove Engineers + Constructors
ena Laboratories

Honeywell
Invista
Jefferson Energy

Lanxess

Medical Center of Southeast Texas

Ohi

Ohmstede

Optimus Stel

Sanserve Building Service

Shenzhen Bogiang International Electronic
DuPont

Invista

Vidor Independent School District

Source: South as Development Foundation, 2023

2.4 IncOme

Income is an important socioeconomic attribute. It influences consumption power and travel behavior,
which, in turn, affects the planning of transportation systems. Table 2-4 displays the median household
income by county and the average for the full SETRPC MPA for the years 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, and

19



2022. Figure 2-3 shows the spatial distribution of median household income for the 2022 s the
SETRPC MPA.

Table 2-4: Median Household Income (in inflation adjusted dollars)

2018 2019

Hardin County $57,519 $61,056
Jasper County $47,958 $47,533
Jefferson County $50,844 $53,608
Orange County $56,360 $60,197 $70,069

Average for SETRPC MPA $53,170 $55,5 $59,249

Source: U.S. Census Bureau. 2014-2018, 2015-2019, 2016-2020, 201
Estimates. Table B19013.

$72,460
$49,464
$58,656
$72,599
$63,295

n Community Survey&-

20



Figure 2-3: Median Household Income, 2022

Source: U.S. Census Bureau. 2018-2022 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates. Table B19013.
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2.5 Environmental Justice

tion planning
ironmental Justice

The SETRPC gives due consideration to environmental justice when making trans
decisions. Presidential Executive Order 12898, entitled Federal Actions to Addr
in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations, promulgated on Febru
scope of previous guidance to include identifying and avoiding “disproporti
effects on minority and low-income populations. The United States Depal
(USDOT) Order 6640.23 requires the Federal Highway Administratio
Administration (FTA) to implement the principles of environmental j
activities. SETRPC also considers the use of the FHWA Screenj
(STEAP) Tool to address equity and Title VI/EJ issues as par

ool for Equity Analysis of
e next 2050 MTP update.

The three principles of environmental justice are:

uman health or
inority populations and low-

=» To avoid, minimize, or mitigate disproportionately high a
environmental effects, including social and economic effects
income populations.

=» To ensure the full and fair participati

transportation decision-making proce

To prevent the denial of, reduction in, i i enefits by minority

2opulations, and the Native Indian Tribes. The SETRPC uses the Federal
) and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) definition of Minority Persons:

22



Black. Persons having origins in any of the black racial groups of Africa.
Hispanic or Latino. Persons having Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central
or other Spanish culture or origin, regardless of race.
= Asian Americans. Persons having origins in any of the original peoples ar East,
Southeast Asia, or the Indian subcontinent.
= American Indian and Alaskan Native. Persons having origins in
North America, South America (Including Central America), an
identification through tribal affiliation or community recogniti
> Native Hawaiian and other Pacific Islanders. Persons
peoples of Hawaii, Guam, Samoa, or other Pacific Isl

L 7

lic involvement
n investments.

Identifying locations of minority and low-income populati
process is key in accounting for environmental justice in the re

(ACS) 5-Year Estimates
used this information to
justice populations in the
ates the percent

Data from the U.S. Census Bureau 2018-2022 American Communit
provide the most recent official source for minority populations. The M
identify population characteristics and geogr@phic distributions of environ
region. Table 2-5 displays the racial distribu in_the region, and Figur
minority population of the total population by €ens

Table 2-5: Minority Populations
“
Hardin ‘ ‘ jefferson Orange ‘
County County County

SETRPC
MPA

White alone* 84.03% 73.74% 38.39% 78.55% 55.05%
Black or African Axp 5.7% 5.24% 33.05% 8.59% 23.24%
American Indi3 0.02% 0d% 0.14% 0.15% 0.12%
alone*
Asian alone* 46 0.39% 3.78% 0.64% 2.46%
: 0.02% 0.05% 0.06% 0.05%
0.16% 0.11% 0.10% 0.12%
3.15% 3.35% 1.89% 3.00% 2.39%
Hispanic or Lating 6.53% 7.09% 22.58% 8.91% 16.57%
Total Minority Popu 15.99% 26.26% 61.60% 21.45% 44.95%
s who are not Spanish/Hispanic/Latino and identify "White" as their only race

.S. Census Bureau. 8-2022 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates. Table BO3002.
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Figure 2-4: Percent Minority Population of Total Population, 2022

Source: U.S. Census Bureau. 2018-2022 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates. Table B0O3002.
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2.5.2 Low-Income Populations

SETRPC defines low-income households as those with income levels below the curre
and Human Services (HHS) Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) eli
shows the amount of income that most people or families can earn to be eligible

Table 2-6: SNAP Maximum Monthly Income Limits

Family Size

For each additional person, add:

Source: Texas Health and Human Services. SNAP Food Benefits.

Figure 2-5 identifies Census Block Groups in the region where median
eligibility threshold for

current Texas Health and Human Services
Assistance Program (SNAP).

old income is below the
mental Nutrition

25



Figure 2-5: Low Income Population - Median Household Income (MHI) Below Current Texas and

Human Services (HHS) Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) Eligibility Thr

Source: U.S. Census Bureau. 2017-2021 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates.
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2.5.3 Limited English Proficiency and Senior Populations
Executive Order 13166 requires federal agencies and recipients of federal funds to pr.

population by Census Block Group in the region.

Table 2-7: LEP Population

Other Indo- S
Spanish LEP Pacific | Other LEP Total LEP
European LEP
Islander LE}
o .

1.68% 1.90%

2.23% 2.77%
7.15% 8.81%
2.19% 3.03%
5.07% 6.29%
Senior population, defined i 2nd to have mobility challenges.
The senior population isfle ility'te drive a personal automobile and is more likely to
be dependent on tra el the region. Senior status can be a disadvantage
for minority popul i income status. Figure 2-7 the senior

27



Figure 2-6: Percent LEP Population of Total Population, 2022

Source: U.S. Census Bureau. 2018-2022 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates. Table B16004.
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Figure 2-7: Elderly Population by Census Block Group

Source: U.S. Census Bureau. 2018-2022 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates.
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3.0 Introduction

The SETPRC MPA contains 11,847.90 lane miles of public roadways: amount, TXDOT maintains
4,021.48 lane miles, or 33.9% of the regionalroadway system. Municipal nty governments in the
region maintain 7,767.4 lanes miles or 65.6¢ . ini miles, or 0.5% of
the system, are federal roads. Despite munic aintenance
authority of most lane miles, 88.5% of daily ve : TXDOT roadways.

S 2d by federal funding sources,
including roadways tha or rehabilitated. These roadways are part of the

The concept of ifi defines the role
( are assigned

2rvice each roadway provides. Planners and
hannel transportatlon movements through a

and Iand USE
functional class

We functional classification system is described in Table 3-1. Figure 3-1 shows the
fication of roadways in the SETRPC area.

3 United States Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, Office of Planning, Environment,
and Realty. (2013). “Highway Functional Classification: Concepts, Criteria and Procedures, 2013 Edition”. Retrieved
29 June 2022, Highway Functional Classifications - Planning - FHWA (dot.gov).
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Table 3-1: Functional Classification System Characteristics

Classification | Level of Mobility

I Level of Accessibility

I System Relationships

Connects urban and rural No direct land access unless
Interstate or service, connects urban frontage roads are provided.
Expressways | subregions, connects urban | Used for long trips at high
areas speed
No direct land access exeep
for major traffic gen
Connects two or more . xpressways, of
L . . Used for medium s .
Principal subregions, compliments principal arterials
Arterials expressways in high high-volume minor
volume corridors rterials and collectorsg
. Limited expressway
Connects adjacent Land access restri . . .
. . . . interaction, principal
subregions or activity major and minor tra . .
. . . .. . arterials, other minor
Minor centers within a subregion.. | generators in industrial . -
. . . 2 . terials, or facilities that
Arterials Provides intracommunity pimmercial uses. Used for .
. ore emphasis on
continuity. Ideally does no e to short length :
3 access than higher
penetrate neighborhoods.
Connects neighborhoods Arterials, other coll.ectors,
local streets and private
Collectors and conne : -
driveways providing
direct land access.
Collectors, other local
facilities, and private
Local Streets . priv:
driveways providing
es at low speeds. direct land access.

31




Table 3-2: Functional Classification System Lane Miles and Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled (DV)

Functional
Classification

Lane Miles

Percent (%)
of Total Lane
Miles

DEVVAYE S
Miles Traveled |

Percent (%)

of Total DVMT

(DVMT)

Interstate 506.6 4%
Other Freeway and 2738 20
Expressway
Principal Arterial 1,660.1 14% 6,395,480

Minor Arterial 1,079.9 9%
Major Collector 1,418.4 12% 6%
Minor Collector 217.4 0%
Local 6,691.7 5%

TOTAL 11,847.9 100%

Source: Texas Department of Trans
Roadway Inventory”. Open Dag

(arcgis.com).
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Figure 3-1: Functional Classification of Roadways in the SETRPC Area

Source: Texas Department of Transportation, Transportation Planning and Programming Division. (18 January 2022). “TxDOT
Roadway Inventory”. Open Data Portal: Your Gateway to TxDOT GIS Data. Retrieved 06 June 2022, https://qis-
txdot.opendata.arcgis.com.
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3.2 Regionally Significant Corridors

ate, freeway,
DOT and provide
s within the

Regionally significant corridors within the jurisdiction of the SETRPC consists of intg
arterial, collector, and local roadways. 700 miles of state roadways are maintaine
regional mobility, while local entities maintain the remaining roadways which p
region.

3.2.1 Interstate

3.2.2 U.S. Highways

four-lane divided facility with partial access
S 90 passes through Beaumont as College
ghbefore it connects to 1-10 near the
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3.2.3 State Highways

The following list of roadways is not a comprehensive list of all state highways within egionpbut they
play an important role in facilitating regional traffic movement.

TEXAS

SH 62
This two-lane, north-south roadway conng

ange Countydand Jasper County.

SH 73
Traversing east-west as a
acts as a vital transportatio
Orange.

3cess control, SH 73
and the City of

e divided facility with pa
0 Port Arthur, Bridge

SH 347
This fo

ed roadway coRnects SH 87 in Port Arthur to US 69 in Beaumont.

SH 8
This two east-west roac onnects Sabine Pass to the rest of the region. It is
oaligned w 73 between Port Arthur and the City of Orange.

Sp
Kno ally as Martin Luther King Jr. Parkway, this four-lane, divided and partially
access-econtrolled roadway provides north-south mobility in southeastern Beaumont

35



3.3 Traffic Volume

Traffic volume is an important basis for determining the kinds of improvements nee

on a highway or

roadway. AADT is a basic measurement that indicates vehicle traffic load
measure is an indication of how “busy” a given roadway is and is a critic
transportation planning process.

The AADT for roadways within the MPA were obtained from the
maintained by the Transportation Planning and Programming D
from 2022. From this data, the top ten roadway segments wij

130,685

2 I-10 1 Beaumont 111,265
3 Beaumont 85,825
Beaumont & Rose City 81,672

Beaumont 77,338

Beaumont 74,563

Beaumont 70,335

From SH 124 to W 4t St Beaumont 68,342

From FM 365 to SH 73 Port Arthur 64,527

N Main St to S Timber Lane Vidor 60,517

ansportation, Transportation Planning and Programming Division. (06 November 2023). “TxDOT
a Portal: Your Gateway to TXDOT GIS Data. Retrieved 11 January 2024, https://gis-
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Figure 3-2: Regional Traffic Volumes, AADT (2022)

Source: Texas Department of Transportation, Transportation Planning and Programming Division. (06 November 2023). “TxDOT
Roadway Inventory”. Open Data Portal: Your Gateway to TxDOT GIS Data. Retrieved 12 January 2024, https://gis-
txdot.opendata.arcgis.com.
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3.4 Crash Analysis

TxDOT'’s Crash Records Inventory System (CRIS) was utilized to conduct a crash
SETRPC MPA. Table 3-4 identifies the top 10 locations with the highest number
2017 and 2021. The most crashes occurred at the intersection of 1-10 and US £
Beaumont. Most of the high crash locations occur at intersections along 1-10
locations with the highest crash counts plus all fatal crash locations for thé
in Figure 3-3.

ysis for the
es between

Table 3-4: Top 10 Locations with Highest Crash Counts

Intersection

1 IH 10 and US 90 (College St)

2 US 69 and FM 365 533
3 US 69 and Lucas Dr 331
4 [H 10 and SS 380 (Martin Luther King Jr Pkwy) 253
5 IH 10 and N 11th St 175
6 US 69 and Dowlen Road 159
7 US 69 and 75th St 156
8 Dowlen Rd and Folsom Dr 156
9 US 69 and Delaware St \ 4 Beaumont 152
10 Beaumont 53

https://cris.dot.state.
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Figure 3-3: Top 10 Crash Locations and Fatal Crash Locations, 2022

Source: Texas Department of Transportation, Crash Records Information System. (2022). Data retrieved for calendar years 2017,
2018, 2019, 2020, and 2021 for Jasper, Jefferson, and Orange Counties in Texas. Retrieved 13 July 2022,
https://cris.dot.state.tx.us.
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3.4.1 Safety Performance Measures

Safety performance management is intended to ensure that safety improvements gui
to advance the national goal of safe roadways. The FHWA established the safety rmance measures
(PM1) in 2016 to carry out the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP). T afety

performance measures evaluate fatalities and serious injuries on all public ro

= Number of Fatalities.
= Rate of fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles traveled.
= Number of serious injuries.

= Rate of serious injuries per 100 million vehicle mile

re based on an anticipated
targets for 2019 are included
ance targets on November

measure. Current statewide safety targets address calendar yea
five-year rolling average (2015-2019). Texas statewide safety perfo
in Table 3-5. The SETRPC-MPO adopted the Texas statewide safety
29, 2018.

Safety performance targets are provided ann tates to FHWA for fety performance
measure. Current statewide safety targets add on an anticipated five-
year rolling average (2020-2024). Texas state ace targets¥or 2024 are included in

Table 3-5. The SETRPC adopted the Texas sta argets on February 5, 2026.

Table 3-5: TxDOT Safety Targe

Number of Rate of Number of Non-
Serious Serious Motorized Fatalities
Injuries Injuries* and Serious Injuries

Number of » of
Fatalities Fatalities*

5.629 2,237
6.826 2,620
6.493 2,678
6.229 2,760
5.924 2,726
6.300 2,802
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Table 3-6: SETRPC Safety Performance

Number of Rate of Number of Non-Motorized

Year N“mb.ef 0 Ratfe .Of Serious Serious Fatalities and Serious
Fatalities Fatalities™ . . ..
Injuries Injuries* njuries

2017 80 1.66 354 '

2018 88 1.78 311

2019 73 1.49 263

2020 105 2.39 277

2021 106 2.14 350

* Rate per 100 million vehicle miles traveled

Source: United States Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Admi

ation. (2022). State Highway Safety Report.
Retrieved 05 July 2022, State Highway Safety Report (2021) - Texas - S

orting - Transpoktation Performance Manag

- Federal Highway Administration (dot.gov).

3.5 Bridges

According to the National Bridge Inventory (NBI)
these bridges is shown in Table 3-7. TxDOT h
bridges in the county, at 66%.

RPC MPA includes
ance responsibi

Percent (%) of Total

dges. Ownership of
or the majority of these

Source: United States E

Retrieved 05 July 2022, |

66.0%

40 4.2%
37 3.8%
70 7.3%
28 2.9%
149 15.5%
1 0.1%
2 0.2%

963 100.0%
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Bridge condition data was also collected from the NBI. The bridge condition by “good”, “fai
maintenance responsibility for all 963 bridges across the SETRPC MPA is shown in Tak
of all bridges in the region are classified as “fair” or “good” condition. Only 2% of bridg
condition. Bridges by condition are mapped in Figure 3-4.

Table 3-8: Bridge Condition in SETRPC MPA

Maintenance

S are in “poor”

"Fair" rod"

Or “poor” by
Over 97%

Retrieved 05 July 2022, https://¥

Responsibility Condition Condition
Texas Department of
. 339
Transportation
Hardin County
Jasper County
Jefferson County 70
Orange County 28
Cities 149
Local Park, Forest, or
. 0 1
Reservation Agency
Bureau of Fish and 1 2
Ta 473 963

Administration. (May 2022). National Bridge Inventory (NBI).
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Figure 3-4: Bridge Condition

Source: United States Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration. (May 2022). National Bridge Inventory (NBI).
Retrieved 05 July 2022, https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/bridge/nbi.cfm.
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3.6 Recommendations and Strategies

Southeast Texans heavily rely on automobiles as their primary mode of transportati
oriented land use development patterns. As population increases, the regional r
substantial investment to sustain this growth in demand. Many roadways nee
improvements due to declining pavement conditions and poor service. Ho
keeping pace with investment needs.

ue to auto-
system needs

Strategies to relieve pressure on the system include preserving the
efficiency, enhancing safety, managing future travel demand, pro,
improving freight movement, enhancing travel and tourism, re
reliability and resilience.

3.6.1 Roadway Construction

rojects to meet the demand
for automobile use. These projects aim to preserve the existing syste nce efficiency and safety,

to natural and
regulations.

particularly on key regional corridors like I-1(
man-made barriers, funding processes, envi

TXDOT's Unified Transportation Program (UTP
transportation projects in the SETRPC area ove
twelve funding categones governed by Title 43,

gram authorizes funding for
2, Chapter 16. Major priorities

3.6.2 System
The MPO is com i isti on system and maintaining it in good
condition. Adequate preservation, which includes routine

maintenance, preventi ' ilitati®n activities. The Maintenance Division of TxDOT

System, which is up0 ars to help prioritize maintenance projects. Bridges also require
scheduled maintenan d inspection to ensure they can safely carry increasing traffic volumes and

Management (TSM) strategies aim to enhance the safe and efficient movement of
people and V es within the existing transportation system. These strategies often involve road
improvements; traffic optimization, or traffic calming in residential areas.

TxDOT oversees the operations of major highways through its Transportation Management Center
(TMC), which monitors and distributes information from various ITS technologies. Traffic calming efforts
include traffic law enforcement, public awareness, and educational programs, as well as physical
measures to calm traffic flows and encourage safer roadways.
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Access management techniques improve roadway capacity, mobility, and safety by limiti
traffic accessibility. Intermodal connectivity is also important, with international and do
petroleum refineries, and industrial parks playing a significant role in the regional ec

The MPO will work with planning partners to explore the development of a regi
with associated policies and guidelines.

3.6.4 Travel Demand Management

Travel Demand Management (TDM) is a strategy to reduce travel d
private vehicles, by promoting alternative transportation modes a
better environmental outcomes, improve public health, and bui
prosperous cities. Strategies like limiting driving, leaving car.
promote TDM in the region.

Other strategies to reduce manage travel demand and reduce co
transit support, and bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Communicatio
schedules can reduce vehicle usage on roadways during traditional p
and accessible, with employer-provided pasges,and guaranteed rides. Bi
with safe pathways can encourage changes automobile travel mode
vehicular traffic by providing safe environme

lude flexible work options,
logies and flexible work

s. Transit should be reliable
d pedestrian facilities
hools can reduce

, especially mixed-use

drks with stakeholders to promote
e Urban Street Design Guide and
! : and standards. The Urban Street Design Guide
and Highway Safet er,more livable, and economically thriving streets.
These guides helg intai ing a safer environment for all users.

The Beaumont area is a p i sts due to its unique natural resources, such as
fishing op pities, campi  hiking facilities, bird watching, and cultural activities. The region also

irect travel'spending in 2017. The Beaumont region receives approximately
pending annually, reducing taxes by $360 for every household.

, the Ben J. Rogers Regional Visitors Center and the Texas Travel Information
promoting smart transportation solutions and addressing traffic needs during
d special events. In addition to fostering interagency cooperation, assessing
erating solutions to meet the particular requirements of tourism and related travel
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4.0 Introduction

The SETRPC region recognizes the importance of establishing a bic
for people of all ages and abilities. A well connected and cohesive activ
a safe and convenient option for travel while ancing health, environme
goals. As the SETRPC region continues to g ill the demand for acti

4.1 Bicycle Facilities

pedestrian network suitable
ortation network provides
uity,.and transportation

Bicycle infrastructure is limited in SETRPC countl es, there are 16.2 miles of bike-
specific infrastructure, whichdneludes 9.4 lane mile
“bicycle-friendly” roads exist in the MPO. During

public outreach meetig outheast Texas Bicycle Plan (2040), members of

have...light vehic affi al for future bicyclexagtlities.” The identified bike friendly roads were
chosen based on i 2 and experience./Eigure 4-1 shows the location of the bicycle
infrastructure across t d the proposed bike network.

located within the urban areas of the MPO. Existing off street
include the approximately 6.8-mile Kountze Hike and Bike Trail. The
a-street striped bike lanes as listed below:

Uit Drive to N 18t Street
Street to N Main Street
-10 to Lauren Avenue

Rolfe Christapher Drive from Jim Gilligan Way to S M L King Jr Parkway

4 Southeast Texas Regional Planning Commission. Southeast Texas Bicycle Plan (2040). Retrieved 20 June 2023.
SET-Bicycle-Plan.pdf (setrpc.org)
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Figure 4-1: Existing and Proposed Bicycle Facilities

Note: Figure 4-1 does not include bicycle facilities for Jasper County.
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in the proximity of Lamar University, located within Jefferson County.

Only 1.7% of residents within the four-county MPO have a commute time of
66.1% commute longer than 30 minutes and 22.7% have a commute lon
times can partially explain the lack of bicycle infrastructure and bicyclis

more, and younger than five should also be considered. A total
is comprised of women. Overall, 15.4% of the population is 6
population is 5 years of age and younger.

Although infrastructure in the SETRPC-MPO primarily supports
region do not have access to a vehicle and 12.5% of households
bicycling is not a heavily used transportation mode in the SETRPC-
show a larger use of bicycling as a commuting mode. For example, bet
within the two census tracts that include maj of the City of Jasper are
19.6% of households in the same area do na i
of households are in poverty. The establishme
more affordable and equitable transportation

nder the poverty line. While
me clusters within the MPO

bicycle. About
3.6% and 88.0%
ork would offer a
ers across the MPO.

The SETRPC-MPQO is p derutilized transportation modes, such as walking
and bicycling, to |mpr i i orks. These low-cost, environmentally friendly
i i enjoyment. The SETRPC region, which

collecting data on pe an injuriesy’and identifying problem areas. However, no specific projects under
SPP are currently in place for SETRPC area.
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Barriers in the Bicycle and Pedestrian Network

The Neches River presents a natural barrier and only three roadways, 1-10, US 96,
means to cross the river. It can be hazardous for bicyclists and pedestrians to use
dominated facilities. Bicycle and pedestrian connections across these barriers

Land Use and Transportation

The MPO advises integrating land use planning and transportation pl
and bicycle-friendly communities. The most favorable land uses ar
mixed-use developments that include a variety of services and f
lanes for bicyclists, public rights-of-way for pathways, and sp
bicycle facilities in town centers, transit corridors, and empl
develop standards, policies, and guidelines to support a )

The cities of Beaumont, Port Arthur, and Orange have already |

Complete Streets

Complete Streets are streets designed for e , i destrlans bicyclists,
transit riders, and motorists of all ages and a nd applies to new

and retrofit projects, requiring high-level approve . i sidewalks, bike lanes,
special bus lanes, accessible public transporta ian islands, pedestrian
signals, curb extensions, narrower travel lanes, treets solutions complement
the community's context and establish performa able outcomes.

Connectivity and Accessibili

Neighborhood conne i i d collector streets, trail connectors, and traffic
control devices.

Link to

idewalks connect to transit stops. Linking bicycle trips with bus trips
enhances bicycle utility. BMT plans to install bicycle parking racks at shelter
buses have bicycle carrier racks.
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Rail-trails

Rail-trails are public paths created from former railroad corridors, ideal for various acti
walking, inline skating, and horseback riding. These conversions can stimulate lo
increasing tourism and generating local business. Abandoned rail corridors in ¢ din County,
downtown Port Arthur, and along SH 124 in western Jefferson County are bei
conversion by the MPO.

Safe Routes to School

Schools can cause traffic congestion, especially when parents dri¢e their children to school. Citi
collaborate with school districts to design improvements to mi ze conflicts between pedestrians,
bicyclists, and motorists. School districts should consult wi governments, about transportation
circulation and ensure safe pedestrian and bicycle access"

Safe Routes to School (SRTS) is a federal program aimed at pro cle and pedestrian safety.
The MPO will work with local cities and ISDs to develop Safe Route j
Preservation and Maintenance

TxDOT and local municipalities allocate fund
ensuring the state of good repair to maximize : i nd debris-free surfaces.

Public Awareness and Safety

Educating motorists, bicyclistsga irri esponsibilities on public roadways

roads, pedestrian-frie

areas, andfother bicycle and pedestrian amenities.
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Funding for bicycle and pedestrian facilities is crucial for their implementation. There variouS’federal,
state, and local funding programs available to improve the non-motorized transpo
funding programs include the National Highway System (NHS) Funds, Surface
(STP), Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Progra
Fund, National Scenic Byways Program, Surface Transportation Block Gr

n system. Major
ation Program

maintenance for the national ambient air quality
The Surface Transportation Block Grant Program prov i ing and constructing
new pedestrian and bicycle facilities.
Local funding sources can also support the development of
as requiring developers to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian fa
development or contributing to loca as a condition for proj

nd pedestrian facilities, such
in their proposed
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5.0 Introduction

ystem, providing essential
ot to drive. Increased use

Public transportation is a vital part of the region’s multimodal transpo
services to the elderly, disabled, and individuals who are unable to or ¢
of transit also has benefits for the environme

This chapter covers the existing public transpe , including facilities,
services, and gaps. In addition, this chapter ide proposes strategies and
policies to address these issues and the overall ) 1S ion in the area.

5.1 Existing Trag

C onverge at BMT's transfer facility in downtown
Beaumont to provide for adults are $1.50 for all routes, with
discounted fares of $0.
0 three children per fare-paying adult. Monthly passes

q are also available.

ee transfers are availe for 1.5 hours. PAT also offers daily, weekly, and monthly passes.
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Figure 5-1: BMT Transit Routes

al Transit: Beaumont-Transit-Map.pdf (beaumonttransit.com)
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Figure 5-2: PAT Transit Routes: PAT Transit Routes

Source: Port Arthur

5.1.2 Demand
T orovi

ces to people with disabilities who are unable to use
re available within the BMT and PAT service areas. Residents
arg,served by the following agencies:

Seniors (NSS). A non-profit entity providing low-cost

esidents in Hardin County and western Jefferson County.

unity Action Association (OCAA). A transportation service available to all
City of Orange for shopping, medical appointments, work, education, and any

ort Arthur.
Uth East Texas Transit (SETT). A curb-to-curb service providing transit to residents in
1ardin County, rural western Jefferson County, and Orange County. Service is also available
in mid-Jefferson County for people with disabilities and seniors aged 60 and older.
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5.1.3 Private Transportation Providers
Amtrak’s Sunset Limited line runs from New Orleans, Louisiana to Los Angeles, Calif
stop at the Beaumont Station in Beaumont, Texas. The line provides regular interci
service to Beaumont and is accessible by BMT's services.

Greyhound offers intercity bus service to and from the Beaumont Vidor, O ur bus
stations in the MPA. This service also allows residents to travel to destj
having to drive or fly.

Private ridesharing services such as Uber and Lyft are availab
ride-hailing through a peer-to-peer model. Users can reque
through a smartphone application. Ridesharing offers indi
region beyond traditional public or private transportation options?

Sun Travel provides bus and limousine services through southeast
Sun Travel offers daily shuttles from Beaumant to airports, conferences,
shuttle can accommodate 56 passengers.

including within the region.
ional events. Each
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5.1.4 Ridership
Transit utilization is typically defined as the number of unlinked passenger trips
total number of passengers who board public transportation vehicles. In the
and SETT report their annual ridership data to the FTA’s National Transit

hich reflects the

From 2014 to 2021, ridership for BMT, PAT, and SETT declined by
(Figure 5-3). This is likely due to several factors, including the avai
options, the cost of public transportation, and overall health of
Hurricane Harvey in 2017 and the COVID-19 pandemic begi
the three agencies between 2014 and 2021 is shown in Fi

conomy as well as impacts fro
in 2020. sit agency ridership

Figure 5-3: Transit Ridership by Agency

700,000

600,000

500,000

400,000

300,000

200,000

2018
2019
2020
2021

SETT

tration National Transit Database.. 2022. Retrieved 20 June 2023.. The National Transit Database
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5.2 Operating Cost and Funding

Between 2014 and 2021, the annual cost of operating BMT’'s and PAT's fixed rout
response services increased by approximately 6% and 3% respectively. The co
demand response service decreased by 6% (Figure 5-4). %. Operating cost
shown in Figure 20.

Figure 5-4: Transit Agency Operating Costs

$6,000,000

$5,000,000

$4,000,000

$3,000,000

$2,000,000

$1,000,000

assistance ed 85.5% of SETT’s operating expenses in 2021. Of the remaining expenses for
SETT, 5.3%, $:2%, and 2.9% were covered by state funds, local funds, and fares, respectively as shown
in Figure 5-
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Figure 5-5: Transit Funding Sources by Agency
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Source: Federal Transit A Transit Database 2022. Retrieved 20 June 2023. The National Transit Database

(NTD) | FTA (dot.gov
5.3 Perfor oS

Performance . measures are portant part of any successful transit system. These measures are tools

stem is performing. They can be used to track progress towards
and make informed decisions about the future. To calculate

e variables must first be collected. The following performance

ce measures:

ger trips (APT): The number of passengers who board operational revenue
engers are counted each time they board vehicles no matter how many

se to travel from origin to destination.

iles traveled (PMT): The cumulative sum of distances travelled by each

ho boards an operational revenue vehicle.

evenue miles (VRM): The total number of miles per year that all vehicles travel

e time they pull out to go into revenue service to the time they pull in from revenue

= Vehicle revenue hours (VRH): The total amount of time in hours for a year that all vehicles

travel from the time they pull out to go into revenue service to the time they pull in from
revenue service.
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To monitor the service performance of the three transit providers, the following perfor
measures are assessed from the performance variables:

= Service effectiveness: Annual passenger trips (APT) per vehicle rev,
vehicle revenue hour (VRH); the higher the ratio, the better the ser

= Service efficiency: Operating expenses per VRH and VRM; th
the service efficiency.

= Cost effectiveness: Operating expenses per APT and pa
the better the cost effectiveness.

mile (VRM) and

5.3.1 Service Effectiveness

Service effectiveness is a measure of transit utilization describing the le ip on syste
per mile (or per hour) of service increases the overall service effectiveness. B , and SE
ridership in both 2020 and 2021 due to the COVID-19 pandemic. Service effectiV or BMIT,PAT, a
shown in Table 5-1,

reasing the number of rj
perienced a decreas€ in
d SETT for 2014-2021 is

Table 5-2, and Table 5-3 respectively. Service effectiveness for BMT, F nd SETT for 2014-2021 is

shown in Tables 5-1 and 5-2.

Table 5-1: BMT Service Effectiveness ‘

Year BMT Fixed Route BMT Demand Response
APT per VRM APT per VRH VRM APT per VRH

2014 . 0.27 25 2.76
2015 0.23 2.79
2016 0.24 2.79
2017 0.25 2.81
2018 0.16 2.02
2019 0.15 1.97
2020 0.13 1.54
2021 ] 0.14 1.91
Source: Federal Transit Administre ational Transit Database 2022. Retrieved 20 June 2023. The National Transit Database
ffectivene
PAT Fixed Route PAT Demand Response
PT per VRM APT per VRH APT per VRM APT per VRH

0.50 7.69 0.15 1.88

0.50 8.17 0.18 2.07

0.40 6.49 0.18 2.15

0.36 10.02 0.16 2.16

0.37 6.02 0.15 2.00

0.42 6.93 0.14 1.99

0.35 5.70 0.15 1.86

202 0.24 4.17 0.15 1.45

Source: Federal Transit Administration National Transit Database 2022. Retrieved 20 June 2023. The National Transit Database
(NTD) | FTA (dot.gov)

Table 5-3: SETT Demand Response Service Effectiveness
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APT per VRM

2014 0.12
2015 0.13
2016 0.13
2017 0.12
2018 0.18
2019 0.10
2020 0.09
2021 0.07

Source: Federal Transit Administration National Transit Database 2022. Retrieveg
(NTD) | FTA (dot.gov)

5.3.2 Service Efficiency

Service efficiency is measured by dividing the operating expenseg iles and by revenue
hours. Decreasing the operating expenses per VRM or VRH indica 2asing efficiency of transit
service. Between 2014 and 2021, the service efficiency of BMT has ge€ declined while the service

efficiency of PAT has increased. SETT has generally had a consistent le service efficiency from

C 7 e 5-4, Table 5-5,
and Table 5-6. Service efficiency for BMT and pwn in Tables 5-4 and
Table 5-4: BMT Service Efficiency ‘

BMT Fixed Route MT Demand Response
Operating Operating Operating Operating
1 VRM | Expense per VRH | Expense per VRM | Expense per VRH

$12.83 $140.60
$10.23 $122.33
$11.04 $128.80
$14.72 $168.23
$8.12 $104.13
$8.05 $107.83
$9.06 $105.97
$7.63 $102.34

sip Database 2022. Retrieved 20 June 2023. The National Transit Database
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Table 5-5: PAT Service Efficiency

PAT Fixed Route

PAT Demand Response

Operating Operating Operating Operating
Expense per VRM | Expense per VRH | Expense per VR) 'xpense per VRH
2014 $7.74 $117.94
2015 $7.16 $116.18
2016 $6.33 $102.16
2017 $7.11 $197.88
2018 $7.64 $125.77
2019 $8.58 $141.93
2020 $5.65 $93.04
2021 $6.52 $113.73

P N
Source: Federal Transit Administration National Transit Database 2022. RetrieV
(NTD) | FTA (dot.gov)

5.3.3 Cost Effectiveness

The cost effectiveness of a transit service is
passenger mile or per passenger trip. Decrea
an improvement in the cost effectiveness of sé
agency is shown in Table 5-6, Table 5-7, and

service per
ile or trip indicates

r passenger mile or trip indicates
for the three transit agencies is

BMT Fixed Route BMT Demand Response
Expease per UPT Operating Expense per UPT
$50.88

$43.84

$46.12

$59.77

$51.60

$54.87

$69.02

$53.48

i Fe ation National Transit Database 2022. Retrieved 20 June 2023. The National Transit Database
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Table 5-7: PAT Cost Effectiveness

VS
Year PAT Fixed Route PAT Demand Response
Operating Expense per UPT Operating Expense per UPT

2014 $15.34 2

2015 $14.22

2016 $15.74

2017 $19.74

2018 $20.89

2019 $20.48

2020 $16.33 B
2021 $27.26 y |

Source: Federal Transit Administration National Transit Database 2022,
(NTD) | FTA (dot.gov)

20 June 2023.)The National Transit Database

Table 5-8: SETT Cost Effectiveness

Year Operati :pense per UPT
2014 :

2015 $2

2016 $23.99
2017 $26.95
2018 y - $30.38
2019 $28.41

202@ ‘ $39.23

$44.46
22. Retrieved 20 June 2023. The National Transit Database

Source: Federal Transit Ad Istration Na Transit Database
(NTD) | FTA (dot.gov)

5.4 Recaonr

A variety of strategies and es exist to'su e successful operation of a public transit system. In
order 1@ he transit-re hallenges of the SETRPC region, the following “toolbox” of policies,
NS are reco aded. These strategies should be better integrated into regular

der to stre he role of transit in the regional multimodal transportation

deg ategies

3ill (HB) 3588, the SETRPC created the Regional Public Transportation
P). The RPTCP is a collaborative product that responded to the requirements

and ensuring efficiency and maximum coverage of the provision of public

ices. SETRPC’s most recent RPTCP was developed in 2011 through a process that
engaged thegpublic and representatives of public, private, and non-profit transportation and human
services providers within the southeast Texas region. The RPTCP identified efforts for regional service
coordination, created a transportation coordination plan, and established an action plan for priority
projects.
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A steering committee provides guidance to the SETRPC on the planning process, overse
transportation coordination planning activities, provides input for each member’s respe
agency/organization, and serves as an advocate for the regional public transportauo
planning process. The steering committee members are representatives from pu
providers, health and human services agencies, workforce agencies, intereste
officials, and state agencies.

5.4.2 Marketing

Transit service providers should develop a comprehensive marketi
and to attract additional riders. Even though multiple transit provi
their service may not be well known among residents and visi
the extent of transit amenities and educate the region on th
can target existing or potential rider groups like college s
SETRPC will continue to increase awareness of not only its rur ram, but also the
other types of transit services offered in the region.

To maintain a healthy transit system, it is ne i m and route-level
performance. Understanding the tradeoffs in 18 , the frequency of

resources. BMT and PAT should also continua : relates to growth from
new development within their respective jurisdic G , BMT and PAT should
determine the feasibility of providing coverage to s s xpanding system coverage to
new areas may attract additi iders, but at the i the level of serwce to areas or

Providing a reliab i improve syste ations and, in turn, increase ridership.
Furthermore, sifmple as longer spacmg petween bus stops and transit priority at signalized
) BNMgF and PAT are constantly looking for opportunities

ch maintenance is also critical for passenger comfort and transit

dition (e.qg., torn seats, broken wheelchair lifts, or poor temperature
f transit riders. On-street boarding locations that fall into disrepair affect safety
eakdowns greatly inconvenience transit patrons. BMT and PAT perform

e to maintain their buses in good condition.

Even V ) e maintenance, transit vehicles reach the end of their useful service life. Although
BMT and e and maintain their bus fleets on a routine basis, they still must invest in new
vehicles ane dment.

5.4.5 Trahsit Amenities

Offering certain amenities to transit users may greatly enhance the transit experience and further promote
transit usage. Park-and-ride facilities in strategic locations can act as important anchors to the regional
transit system, serving as satellite hubs for local, intercity, and regional transit services. Enhanced transit
centers with amenities such as weather protection, passenger information, and vending machines provide
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MPO will work with local jurisdictions on improving eX|st|ng facmtles and identifying
construction of new ones.

arrive. Such programs represent cost effective investment that i
of the system.

5.4.7 Alternate Fuel Vehicles

By converting transit vehicles to run on alternate fuel, numerous
Vehicles (AFVs) produce lower emissions and fewer toxic contami
vehicles. Alternate fuels like propane cost significantly less than gaso
vehicle and system operating costs. The MPQ actively promotes the us

e realized. Alternate Fuel
n gasoline and diesel
iesel, which helps to reduce

In 2005, PAT was the first transit agency in tf g convert its fleet to r
of the obstacles to converting to AFV is that vehi
require supporting fueling infrastructure. In 200
station in downtown Port Arthur on the southwes
Terminal. This $490,000 project, funded primaril A
that had led to bottlenecks & i > ks sought to refuel. The new
station features a 6,500- , it, three covered fueling stations,
and a paved alley. B jori leet to CNG fuel and recently received

Congestion Mitigatig AQ) funding to convert the remaining buses to

pane. However, one

a propane refueling
e street from the Transit

ontext and in conjunction with all other transportation modes.
pon which to operate; these roadways require adequate
features which can accommodate larger-sized transit vehicles.

Transit serviCe requires pedestrian connections to and from transit stops, a reasonable density of
activities, and applicable development design standards. To achieve transit productivity, all three
elements should be provided. Pedestrian connections to transit must be direct and the sidewalk system
must have continuity. Street crossings to transit stops must be safe. Productive transit service requires
high-density land development patterns which link residential areas and employment, retail, and service
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access to
AT’s

centers. New developments need to be designed to be transit friendly by providing conve
transit services. BMT plans to install bike parking racks at all shelter stops and bus sto
buses have bike carrier racks to transport transit riders’ bicycles.

Conventional commercial site designs often place barriers such as landscapin ing lots between
buildings and the sidewalk. Residential development patterns tend to be aut
pedestrian access to bus stops difficult. Discontinuous or poorly maintain
the problem. The MPO will encourage and recommend local entities to

standards for new development and redevelopment projects that pro
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6.0 Introduction

Airports constitute an important element of the regional intermodal tr

tion system. Air
transportation provides a global reach for the fast movements of people

ods, offering significant

southeast Texas economy contributes to the
airports are essential during emergency situat , ple into and out of the

and strategies to improve these needs, so that t enefit from airport services.
Figure 6-1: Airports in SETRPC RegionFigure 6- e RPC area.

lighway 69/96/28
girport in the regio

efferson County, serves as the regional
at provides passenger transport. Table 6-1
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Figure 6-1: Airports in SETRPC Region

Source: Texas Department of Transportation, Transportation Planning and Programming Division. (18 January 2022). “Airports”.
Open Data Portal: Your Gateway to TXDOT GIS Data. Retrieved 06 June 2022, https://gis-txdot.opendata.arcqgis.com.
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Table 6-1: Existing Conditions of Jack Brooks Regional Airport

CHARACTERISTICS
Location ID BPT
Year Established 1944
Type of Airport Non-hub Primary
Land Area (Acres) 1799
Ownership Jefferson County
Facility Use Open to the Public
Operating Hours 4:00 AM - 11:00 PM (Sunday - Friday)
4:00 AM - 10:00 PM
Distance from Beaumont 9 Miles v
Central Business District
Roadway Access Direct Access to US 69/96/287 fro Ware Drive
Airlines Ameri Airlines (American Eagle)
Daily operations 2 Flights o Dallas, Texas
FACILITY INFORMATION
Terminals 1 Commero W‘ quare Feet
1 General Aviay [ ina quare Feet
Hangars 5 -

Runways

Taxiways

lots, 1,250 availa
aviation area

Parking Lots king spaces for both terminals and general

OTHER INFORMATION
Air Traffic Control Towe Flight Instruction, Aircraft Rental

craft Resct i eling 100L, Jet-A

angars, T-Hangars, and Tiedowns

Car Rental Agencies Onsite
85+ Acres Available for Development

SO ormation Portal. 2022. Retrieved 20 June 2023. Airport Data and Information Portal (faa.gov)

The Fe
in planni

dministration (FAA) updates its Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) every year to assist
g, and staffing requirements. The TAF data contains both historical and forecast
data, which ation Policy and Planning Office (APO) produces every year covering airports in the
National Pla Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS). For each airport, the data are divided into historical
and future efiplanements, and local operations. Enplanements are the number of passengers boarding a
plane and are usually related to commercial flights. An operation is either a landing or takeoff at an airport
by fixed wing and rotary aircraft. Historical enplanements and operations have fluctuated at JBRA for the
past decade, the most recent notable decline resulting from the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020. Historical
enplanements and operations for JBRA are shown in Figure 6-2.
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Figure 6-2: Jack Brooks Regional Airport Historical Enplanements and Operations
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Source: FAA Airport Data al a al. . i ) June 2023. Airport Data and Information Portal (faa.qgov)

The SETRPC Region hai hich do not offer passenger operations,
including:

orth.
ned by Orange County, the airport is located about three miles
e City of Orange along SH 87.
Id: Owned by Harding County, the airport is located between Kountze and
nction of SH 327 and US 69/287.
y — Bell Field: Owned by Jasper County, the airport is located about four miles
the City of Jasper just off US 190.

pyville, TX.
Operations at'the five general aviation airports have remained relatively stable since 1991; Jasper County

— Bell Field has experienced an uptick in operations over the past 10 years. Historical operations are
shown in Figure 6-3.
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Figure 6-3: Historical Operations at General Aviation Airports
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scurity, system preservation, and land use can help enhance the
pomic development.

round access to regional airports, the SETRPC area will not be able to take
airport services. SETRPC area airports may also grow attractive to the region’s
st and time associated with nearby major airports in Houston, such as George
and Houston Hobby (HOUS), increases. Future growth in demand for air

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is responsible for overseeing and regulating all aspects of civil
aviation in the United States, including private and commercial air transportation. The FAA enhances air
transportation safety through such programs as their Aviation Safety Reporting System, an online
database for voluntarily submitting aviation safety incidents, and the FAA Safety Team, which promotes
safety principles and practices through training, outreach, and education. Additionally, the FAA actively
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works with the Transportation Security Administration (TSA), which is responsible for scr
passengers, air cargo, and baggage at airports.

As part of the Aviation and Transportation Security Act passed after the tragedie
2001, the TSA was established to secure the nation’s transportation system. T

at airports, federal air marshals, federal flight deck officers, as
are both visible and invisible to the public. The SETRPC area:
regulations, and safety measures set forth by the FAA.

Regional airports are essential during emergency response to n
natural disaster events like Hurricane Harvey in 2017, resources
as roadway transportation was disrupted by floodwaters.

6.3.3 Land Use

Airports and the land around them are sensiti able resources. One greatest concerns
that might arise in the future will be the pressu inappropriatg land use that threatens

ported into the region by air

and limits the operations of an airport. Individual decisions may appear to
have a negligible impact, but collectively, and ov sions can lead to the
restriction of airport activity, thereby reducing or e 2nefits. When preparing future
land use plans or planning itisi that the type and density of land use and its

cumulative impacts be gi i [ at appropriate decisions are made for the airport,
ay aware of current and proposed land use and

rport also has a variety of improvements planned, including: the rehabilitation
e north apron; reconstruction of the south apron; drainage improvements;
ated weather observation system, a rotating beacon, and a new landing light
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7.0 Introduction

stems link key regional

es regional economic

ion by decreasing
n be passed on to
owners in the form of
eased labor productivity

Transportation is a vital engine that drives every economy. Transpor
economic centers with national and international markets which, in turn,
competitiveness. Improvements in the freig
the amount of time required for the moveme
consumers in the form of lower prices, to work
increased profits. Additionally, convenient com
in the workplace.

7.1 Freight Infrg

The SETRPC regiona i 3 combination of highways, railroad, waterways,
airports, and pipeli itical to the movement of goods and economic
competitiveness

an lead to i

tate highway, several state highways, several
ads that provide last mile access to major freight generators. Key
pd US 90. State routes such as SH 73, SH 347, and SH 87 provide

re-handling locations

yarehouse and distrib centers, and manufacturing facilities.

ajor contributor to the AADT for several designated truck routes within the
shows the percentage of AADT on roadways that is attributed to truck traffic.
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Figure 7-1: Truck Percentage of AADT

Source: Texas Department of Transportation, Transportation Planning and Programming Division. (06 November 2023). “TxDOT
Roadway Inventory”. Open Data Portal: Your Gateway to TXDOT GIS Data. Retrieved 12 January 2024, https://gis-
txdot.opendata.arcgis.com.
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7.1.2 Rail

Rail is the only freight mode that relies almost exclusively on private funding for both |
operations. Freight rail is an important mode for the SETRPC region as many of th
processed and shipped via the region are rail oriented. The Neches River rail brj
crossing over the Neches River in the SETRPC region. The bridge is the sec
choke point in Texas.

Railroads are classified by the US Surface Transportation Board base,
revenues. The railroad classification is determined by the following
2017:

= Class 1: $477,621,226 or more
= Class 2: Less than $447,621,226 and great
= Class 3: $35,809,698 or less

he most recent update was in
hown in Figure 7-2.

These revenue thresholds are periodically updated to account for inf
2017. The five railroad companies operating in the region are listed bel

Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF
Kansas City Southern (KCS) Railroad
Union Pacific (UP) Railroad

Sabine River and Northern (SRN) Railro
Timber Rock Railroad (TIBR)

L0 2 L 7

guency, heavy-tonnage main lines to rarely

major role in the economy of southeast Texas,
ary for the continued economic success of the

of Beaumont and Port Arthur, where much
ains, military cargo). An estimate of 90 percent
of the region’s port-rela 2 rail. This massive share of railroad transportation

The railroads in the SETRPC ge from high-
serviced short I|ne opé&rations. operations pla

e Port of Orange, and the Port of Port Arthur. Vessel access to
iver, the Neches River, Sabine Lake (also known as the Sabine-
2 Gulf Intracoastal Waterway. Figure 7-3 shows the network of Ports and

. The Port of Beaumont, the Port of Port Arthur, the Gulf Intracoastal

er, the Sabine Neches Waterway, Sabine Pass, and the Gulf Deep Water
hin the interim National Multimodal Freight Network (NMFN).

eches Waterway), and
erways within the reg
ay, the Neches K
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Figure 7-2: Railroads
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Figure 7-3: Ports and Waterways
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7.1.3.1 Port of Beaumont
The Port of Beaumont is located 84 miles east of Houston and 270 miles west of New
accessible from the Gulf of Mexico and the Intercoastal Waterway by the federally
Neches Waterway. Beaumont is connected to the Mississippi River by the Gulf |
allowing access to the inland waterway system servicing major cities located

In October 2018, the US Commerce Department awarded the Port of Be
grant in the amount of $5 million to reconstruct three docks in support
Dock Project. The improvement will support additional cargo which vy
business growth within the region. This investment is estimated t
generate $9.8 million in private investment.

7.1.3.2 Port of Orange
The Port of Orange is located on the Sabine-Neches Waterwal
complementing activities at larger ports on the Sabine-Neches
also used for lay berthing. In 2013, the Port of Orange handled 837,
recently the port has not handled any freight due to the loss of a key t
barge lay berthing, repairs, and new construg . The annual economic
$41.3 million.

in the region. The port is
s of cargo. However, more

The Port of Orange is connected to railroad b i i hich provides
switching service to UP and BNSF. The port is &
provides 2,300 feet of docking space at a depth
Orange provides services onsite, dry dock service
construction and repairs.

ight warehouses. The Port of
accommodate new barge

( dth of 450 feet. The port is a military strategic
port within the Natio /, the port has emerged as a major break-bulk

port for forest products militafy redeployments Onsite, the port provides 48,159
2 feet of open storage space. The Port of Port Arthur

JBRA. JBRA ages 75 aircraft operations per day.

Atlantic Southeast Airlines is the only carrier that provides cargo services. However, the volume and
tonnage of freight movements are limited. According to the 2007 Airport Master Plan feeder service by
the larger express package carriers such as Federal Express and UPS, represents a viable potential for
increasing air cargo at the airport. Additional airports in the region that are open to the public for personal
aviation include Hawthorne Field in Kountze, Beaumont Municipal Airport, and Orange County Airport.
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7.1.5 Pipelines

Often unseen, the SETRPC area is served by a vast network of underground transmi

Several pipelines from the Permian Basin terminate in Port Arthur, where
export to Europe or Asia. Many pipelines also exist solely to move materi

petrochemical industry.
7.2 Recommendations and Str

ictional boundaries. To
m in the region, the SETRPC’s

Freight transportation needs are multimodal and regional, often
identify recommendations and strategies for the freight transportati
recent Freight Mobility Plan (2022) was reviewed and summarized.

7.2.1 Recommended Freight F

The Regional Freight Mobility Plan recomme
needs based on stakeholder feedback and dataa ects are presented as
project packages — high-priority projects were cambi ated projects to create

project packages.

Three of the top five proje
Other key access corrid
for these corridors,
locations to impro
Additionally, thedRe
US 90, an interregio
project packages. The r€
Table 7-1.

e primary freight corridor in the SETRPC region.

, and US 69. Mobility improvement is a key need
nave infrastructure vulnerability issues. Other

27, and US 69 from Tram Road to Lumberton.
onitoring mobility and safety conditions along
, even though it is not part of the high-priority
from the Freight Mobility Plan are included in
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Table 7-1: SETRPC Freight Mobility Plan - Recommended Project Packages

Project Package Project Package Extents

I-10 from US 90 BUS to MLK Jr Drive
SH 73/SH 82 from Ta lor Bayou to Texas-Louis
I-10 from Jefferson County line to US 69
[-10 from SH 380 to Old US 90
SH 347 from SH 87 to FM 366
SH 87 from SH 73 to SH 82
SH 380 from US 69 to I-10
SH 87 bridges west of SH 82
US 69 from US 96 to Wheeler Road
US 69 from SH 73 to SH 347

SH 327 from S. treet to US 96
Washington Bo n,1-10 to San Antonio S
US 69 from Tram
Phelan Boulevard

na Border

\ N

Calder Avenue from PhelanfBoulevard te
Avenue from SH M 365
SH 124 Intersegtion

le Road and Boondocks Road

dge between La

dge on Mayhaw

idge at 1.6 mile
Source: SETRPC Freight Mob an 2020

ortheast of SH 73

endet®

ended proje
licies, prog

gight Policies, Programs, and Studies

kages, the SETRPC Freight Mobility Plan also identifies
d future studies to support freight activity across the SETRPC

endations
de initiatives to improve freight service and funding, support for critical urban

and solution
programs al

ordination between public and private sector entities, and support for workforce training
disadvantaged private sector entities.

Additionally, the Freight Mobility Plan emphasizes the assistance for non-highway modes of freight
transportation and the balancing of water-based and rail freight services.
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7.2.2.2 Program Recommendations
The proposed program recommendations for the SETRPC region aim to address frei
challenges by coordinating with other transportation providers like TXDOT and the
Engineers. The recommendations include upgrading US69/US96 to interstate st

7.2.2.3 Recommendations for Future Studies

The Freight Mobility Plan recommends areas for policy or progral
studies related to freight issues. The recommendations includ
heavy/oversized cargo haul corridors, truck size, and weigh
signage locations. Information and communications tech
waterside infrastructure, traffic, and weather conditions to freig . unding strategies
should be identified to support future freight investments. Best pr eather issues on water-
based freight transportation, truck parking demand, and engineerin ns at critical regional at-grade
crossings should be identified.
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8.0 Introduction

Safer roadways and interchanges, reconstructed bridges, and new m | facilities serve to improve
the regional transportation system, but the cgnstruction process and lan i |t|on associated with
certain transportation projects could impact i , ent, and
community assets.

This chapter documents the existing land use p { ltural resources in the

SETRPC region, assesses potential impacts on : sffrom development patterns
and improvement projects identified in this MTP, @ ategies to prevent or mitigate
these impacts.

8.1 Existing

Land use and de i j i d impact the environment. As the region
grows, more land de 1 e requi its growth. Furthermore, land use also directly

transportatlon system.
neighborhood would more likely have children walking to it than
expansion of the tral ation netwark’but could also hinder improvements. Therefore, it is important to

consider both land use transportation in conjunction to ensure the overall environmental health of a
2gion. Figure 8-1 illust 5 the existing land use pattern in the SETRPC region.
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Figure 8-1: Existing Land Use Patterns

Source: National Land Cover Database. U.S. Geological Survey (2023).
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8.1.1.1 Jefferson County
The southern part of Jefferson County is largely marshland and lakes, much of which i

numerous bayous, rivers, and lakes in the region also support recreational
activities.

Beaumont, Port Arthur, Port Neches, Nederland, and Groves are th
These larger cities generate most of the economic activity within t
residents. Land use in the central areas of these cities are pre
industrial use. Other industrial uses are located on the perip

shipping operations; marine construction and repair; and sulfu

Commercial land use in the city center is mostly service oriente and small retail shops.

Areas on the periphery of these cities consist of residential and comm istricts as well as some
agricultural areas. Residential areas are prima idential units, while
agricultural areas consist of pastures, ranche o sist of large
shopping or strip malls with an assortment o

waterways and canals that are used to support
and important environmental resources have also

de petrochemical facilities, oil wells, and gas drilling; port facilities and other
e operations; clay, sand, and gravel mining; sawmills, and other forestry
mercial districts in Orange County consist of a few “big box” stores and
businesses in small strip malls. All cities in Orange County have large

entrated along their outer edges. Rural areas in Orange County include the

these areas gre dedicated to rice farming, forestry, or petrochemical operations.

8.1.1.3 Hardin County

Hardin County, in the Big Thicket of southeast Texas, is part of the larger east Texas timberlands region.
The dense pine and hardwood forests of the Big Thicket dominate the county’s land area, providing
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residents and tourists with recreational activities. Pine Island and Little Pine Island Bayou
and Cypress Creeks to drain the area into the Neches River, which forms the eastern

Village

In terms of development, Hardin County is mostly rural, and includes the incorpor communities of
with a few small businesses. While these cities serve as suburbs to the larg
each continues to have a strong local economy supported by several locald
Kountze have rail yards, while Lumberton has a retail district along US
manufacturing facility. Lumberton and Silsbee are experiencing a gr
businesses located along US 69, US 96, and SH 327. In the rural
dedicated to agriculture and forestry, as well as ranches. Indust
and includes paper manufacturing and sawmills.

ardin County, lan
and use is also located in rur

8.1.1.4 Jasper County
Jasper County transferred from the Deep East Texas Council of
Regional Planning Commission in 2021. The county comprises 90
timberlands, with elevations ranging from 25 to 400 feet above sea le
bottom third of the county, the terrain is genegally undulating while the re
Hardin County, mixed pine and hardwood fo gver much of the landsc
Principal water sources include the Sam Ray oir, Lake B.A. Stein
Angelina River.

to the South East Texas
miles of the east Texas

g the northern edge and the
unty is generally flat. Like
r County.

eches River, and

Major cities in the county are, the City of Jasper, i d Browndell. Other
communities in the county include Buna, Evadal $ g others. Land use in the cities
is generally residential in na i i instreets. In the City of Jasper,

State Park, and other 4 2 city. The establishment of the Jasper Airport
al sector in the area. Land use in rural areas of

transportation projects may contribute to their degradation. Hence,
natural and geographical features, instead of against them, is a smart
stainable future. For instance, recent hurricanes have caused severe flooding
ransportation infrastructure in the region due to its location along the Gulf
Jects and roadway improvements should therefore avoid floodplains. Figure 8-2
of natural resources located within the SETRPC region based on available
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8.2.2 Cultural and Community Assets

Cultural and community resources are significant and meaningful assets that ser,
community and enrich its identity. For the purposes of this analysis, cultural a

and tourism destinations for residents and visitors of all ages, as well
and critical service facilities. Depending on the type of facility, caref

community.

Most cultural and community resources in the region are

ge-Port Arthur. Parks or

as community centers,
convention or exhibition halls, performing arts centers, country clubs, g es, and stadiums. Figure
8-3 illustrates the cultural and community re including historic
landmarks, museums and libraries, schools, &

Historic sites include those deemed historicall 0 2t the local, state, or national level.

Under Section 106 of the National Historic Presé as amended in 1976, 1980,
and 1992) and Section 4(f) of the Department of Tra i
Administration (FHWA) is required to identify, eva derties of historical significance.

e National Park Service, is the

these sites.
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Figure 8-2: Inventory of Natural Resources and Flood Hazard Areas
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Figure 8-3: Inventory of Cultural and Community Resources
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8.3 Air Quality

Air quality continues to play a key role in metropolitan transportation planning. The
Quality Standards (NAAQS) are federal standards that set allowable concentrati
for certain pollutants. Primary standards aim to protect public health, while se

onal Ambient Air
exposure limits

local elected officials, private industry, government, chambers
environmental groups. In 1989, the AQAC successfully obtained nding from area industries
and established an on-going Regional Meteorological and Air Qualit ring Network.

= Inform the public about the immedia ) s that face southeast
Texas.

L 7

pollutants that combine with locally produced
emissions to produce i ceeded the NAAQS. An analysis of air
movements reveals tha PC region would not have occurred if air pollution
ansported into the region. Variations in temperature,
ents also contribute to the frequency and severity of ozone in

are broken down into four major categories as shown in Table 8-1.

Description

Generated by industrial operations and comprise the majority (59%) of
NOx emissions and 9% of VOC emissions in the SETRPC region
Produced from engines, trains, planes, boilers, solvents, paints, dry
cleaning facilities, and construction equipment and comprise 15% of all
NOx and 5% of all VOC emissions in the SETRPC region.

On-road ile Come from cars and trucks and make up 25% and 3% of NOx and VOC
emissions, respectively.

Naturally produced as a result of plant photosynthesis, the amount of
which is based on the quantity and type of vegetation in the area. While
biogenic emissions only comprise 1% of NOx emissions, they account for
83% of VOC emissions in the SETRPC region.

Source: Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Biogenic
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8.3.2 Attainment Status

The Beaumont-Port Arthur ozone maintenance area (Hardin, Jefferson, and Orange
redesignated from nonattainment to attainment-maintenance for the 1998 eight-ho
Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS), effective November 19, 2010. The are itially designated
attainment/unclassifiable for the subsequent 2008 and 2015 eight-hour ozon
attainment for both standards. When the 1997 eight-hour ozone NAAQS w

to its designation as attainment/unclassifiable for the 2008 and 2015
Beaumont-Port Arthur area has not been subject to transportation

requirements rule (80 FR 12264), which revoked the 1997 eigh
implementing the more stringent 2008 eight-hour ozone NAAQS.
the EPA’s 2008 eight-hour ozone NAAQS SIP requirements rule, inc
transportation conformity for maintenance areas under the revoked 19
response to the South Coast Il decision, thedEP
South Coast Il Court Decision on November
affected areas as they reestablished complia
revoked 1997 eight-hour ozone NAAQS. Baset
demonstrate conformity if the following require

as part of
decision vacated parts of
aiving requirements for

-hour ozone NAAQS. In
rmity Guidance for the
blished to assist
irements under the
, affected areas may

<> Use of latest planning assumptions.
=> Interagency consuld
=>» Fiscal constraingfo ]
> ; i S i measures (TCM), if applicable.

d throughout Hardin, Jefferson, and Orange counties. With real-
maintains a comprehensive database that provides information on

activities. The program promotes voluntary actions like reducing excess idling in drive-
through laneg, refueling vehicles after 6 PM, postponing the use of small gasoline engines like
lawnmowers*until early evening, combining several trips into one, keeping vehicles properly maintained,
and sharing a ride to work or school. The Ozone Action Day program involves local industries, small
businesses, and local governments that work together to improve air quality in the SETRPC region.

ozone prodd
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8.3.3.3 Clean Cities
The SETRPC-MPO and TxDOT initiated the Clean Cities Program, a locally based pa

alternative fuels.
8.4 Climate Change

Although there is currently no official mandate concerning ho
the MPO planning process, FHWA's Texas Division office r
discussion on Greenhouse Gases/Climate Change in thei

ate change should be addresse
ends that Os include a short

e investments help achieve
the national greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction goals of 50-52 percen 2005 levels by 2020, and net-
zero emissions by 2050. According to the FHWA report Integrating Cli i

Transportation Planning Process, there is ge

long-term warming trend and that human ind y be the
predominant cause. In 2021, the EPA estimat g HG emissions in the
US come from transportation, and 81 percent O iSsions are generated by
road use.

a8 more sustainable transportation system.

e mobility options, and introduce cleaner fuels and
e strategies under the U.S. National Blueprint
coptribute to reducing emissions of mobile

Investments to expand , promoting at
transitioning to more les are some ¢
for Transportationd nched in 2023
source air poll

e overall transportation system. Impacts of climate change on the

e accelerated deterioration of roadways, flooding, and damage to highways,

as bridges, rail and runway buckling, and reduced water levels in rivers that

ffect the passage of ships. Given these threats, it is critical to ensure that the regional
tion infrastrugtu

Climate mitige
atmosphere

involves reducing GHG emissions and stabilize levels of GHG that already exist in the
the transportation sector, four primary strategies contribute to climate mitigation:

8.4.1.1 Improve System and Operational Efficiencies

Traffic flow improvements can be achieved through Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS), route
optimization, and improved intermodal links and system connectivity. Other system efficiencies could be
achieved by switching to more energy-efficient modes. The City of Beaumont recently upgraded existing
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traffic control equipment and installed fiber optic communications, linking several signals
Traffic Management System.

8.4.1.2 Reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)
Implementing land use strategies that concentrate development can lessen th ive. Providing
HOV lanes, offering transit options, constructing pedestrian and bicycle faciliti
demand management programs and telecommuting can also reduce the
mechanisms such as road pricing, mileage-based car insurance, and
drive less. SETRPC-MPO promotes carpooling and rideshare activitj

8.4.1.3 Transition to Lower GHG Fuels

Replacing gasoline and diesel with fuels such as biodiesel a
emissions over their lifecycle — from production and refini
region, the MPO promotes the use of alternative fuel vehicles.

8.4.1.4 Improve Vehicle Technologies
Promotion of the development of more fuel-efficient vehicles, such as
decisions such as the stringent Corporate Ayerage Fuel Economy (CAF
quality and reduce toxic emissions. Tax cred
efficient vehicles. BMT and PAT, the fixed ro a, utilize natural gas

lectric hybrids, via policy
ards, can improve air

legislative and regul
meantime, the MPQ planning partners to make transportation

environments that 0. Hence, it is vital to evaluate environmental justice in any
transportation plan.

groups will benefit from the planned transportation improvements in the region,
7 within the community resulting from greater transportation options. However,
ion who live adjacent to roadway construction projects may endure short-term
acts related to visual changes, noise, and alterations to access.

itigation Strategies
8.5.1 NEPA Impact Mitigation

The FAST Act requires MTPs to include a discussion of types of potential environmental mitigation
activities and potential areas to carry out these activities, including those that may have the greatest
potential to restore and maintain the environmental functions affected by the plan. In addition, the FAST
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will require the same type or level of mitigation.

Some projects involve major construction with considerable earth
intersection improvements, street lighting, and resurfacing proje

12)Minimizing impacts by limiting
implementation.

13)Rectifying the impact by repairing 3 i ected environment.

14)Reducing or eliminating the impac - on and maintenance operations
during the life of the acti

velopment and anaIyS|s process. Table 8-2 below
and measures that could be considered when dealing with
peasures are considered by the SETRPC-MPO during the project
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Table 8-2: Mitigation Measures

Resource Mitigation Measures

Avoidance, minimization, compensation (could includ eservation,
creation, restoration, in-lieu fees, riparian buffers

Agricultural Areas

Air Quality Transportation control measures; transporta

Cultural Resources Come from cars and trucks and

emissions, respectively.

Endangered and Naturally produced as a res

Threatened Species which is based on the quantity an i the area. While
biogenic emissions only comprise 19 issions, they account for

Forested and Other I open space
Natural Areas easements to h uivalent

compliance monitoring.
Neighborhoods, Avoidance, mini ation;
Communities, Homes, communities (app
and Businesses

Parks and Recreation
Areas

Wetlands, Flood Zou

and Water Reso
* Environmental comp

compliance monitoring,
design exceptions and variances;

onitoring is a signedgo determine conformity with environmental legal
ipulations, af ditions of approval include mitigation measures and other

gnments and locations onto a series of GIS layers
resources, and sociodemographic data. Environmental

puld be mitigated thro an alternatives analysis process.
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8.5.2 Stormwater Mitigation

Stormwater is defined as rainfall runoff that flows across the ground and impervi
roads, parking lots, and buildings. Stormwater includes overland water flow a low in ditches.
When measures are not taken to reduce or mitigate the stormwater from s ion, assets

are at risk of disruption and damage.

Urbanization, including transportation activities, increases stormwa
the rate of stormwater runoff from an impervious surface. Rapid r
increases the propensity of flooding, soil erosion, sedimentatio,
enlargement, and pollution of waterways.

For the State of Texas, the TXDOT Hydraulic Design Manual:
guidelines to reduce or mitigate the impacts of stormwater from s
provides recommended stormwater management measures that ar
including:

portation. This manual
tructural and nonstructural

Erosion control to minimize eros

Stormwater detention and retentit

quality.

= Sedimentation and filtration system
pollutants.

= Vegetation buffe

>
>

The manual recommey
and retention pond
SETRPC region g
to manage sto

5ilt fences, and Vegetation to filter and slow the flow of water. As the
policies and design.standards will become increasingly important
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9.0 Introduction

The safety, security, and resiliency of the regjonal transportation syste
crucial component of the metropolitan plan ocess. MPOs are respo
communicating with federal, state, and local d officials involved
safety, security, and resiliency of the transpor or users of both m
transportation modes.

9.1 Safety and Security

creasingly become a
r cogrdinating and
anning of the
ed and nonmotorized

Safety may be defined ag al harm. When planning for transportation system
perate efficiently while maintaining the safety of all
system users. Projg i afety of the transportation system include police

S), and geometric design improvements at

pic Highway Safety Plan

ay Safety Plan (SHSP) identifies safety needs and directs investment to the

of highway fatalities and serious injuries on public roads. The SHSP was produced by reviewing
h initiatives and emphasis areas from key publications and professional organizations,

examining sis Reporting System (FARS) crash data, and consulting with various stakeholders

throughout nder the FAST Act, regular updates to the SHSP are required.

The most re€ent version of the SHSP was published in 2022. It includes the following seven emphasis
areas: distracted driving; impaired driving; intersection safety; occupant protection; post-crash care;
roadway and lane departures, vulnerable road users and speeding.
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9.1.2 TxDOT Beaumont District

The TxDOT Beaumont District works on behalf of the State and in coordination with t
carry out transportation safety and security planning tasks and activities. It partner
federal, and local entities to enhance safety on the regional roadway system thr
traffic safety programs. TxDOT also collects crash data from law enforcemen

other state,
ariety of focused

security initiatives in the region.

9.1.3 Homeland Security and Emerge
Division of the SETRPC

HSEMPD does not serve in an emergency 0 ocal emergency
response officials with the development and i respond to natural
and manmade disasters. The HSEMPD assess ' ilitates regional compliance
with federal and state requirements, procures a ) acts, and coordinates with
other regions in Texas. The HSEMPD provides t C 2gional emergency
management:

ederal Homeland Security funds. The Emergency Management
ory Council (EMPAC) and the Law Enforcement Terrorism Prevention

= Training. HSEMPD holds an annual emergency management exercise to practice regional
preparedness and emergency response. The division also provides training to local officials
regarding mitigation action plans required by state and federal regulations.
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comprising public and private o
prevention, response, and reco

9.1.4 Regional 9-1-1 System

9-1-1 is a three-digit telephone number that has > the event of an emergency
as a means of calling for police, fire, or emergen C c e SETRPC implemented an
Enhanced 9-1-1 system withimgthe region in Dece . RPC continues today to serve as
the primary agency for th e, and oversight of the 9-1-1 system. Currently,
preparations are being g of incidents through cell phone cameras, which
will help response teal . C 9-1-1 Network is also responsible for address

maintenance in tk

ften make landfallFand cause damage to the Texas Gulf Coast.
ity, and the accompanying high winds, storm surge, and rainfall cause
re, private property, and even loss of life.

2, and lower portions of Hardin are vulnerable to extensive

d timely evacuation of coastal and floodplain areas is crucial to
Hurricane Harvey landed in Texas and remained in place over
umping trillions of gallons of rain and causing unprecedented flooding. The
significant damage and massive disruptions to the transportation system.

flooding during hurrice
ensure public safety. |

funding cate@ory for evacuation route improvements located in the Gulf Coast Districts.

TxDOT maintains designations of evacuation routes from coastal regions of the state for times of
hurricane threats. The TXDOT designations for evacuation routes in the region are shown in Figure 9-1.
The SETRPC-MPO website maintains links to Jefferson, Hardin, and Orange County emergency
management offices on the MPO website at http://www.setrpc.org/divisions/hsemp/links/.
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http://www.setexasrain.org/
http://www.setrpc.org/divisions/hsemp/links/

Figure 9-1: TxDOT Evacuation Routes

Source: TXDOT Open Data GIS Porta. Evacuation Routes. TXDOT Evacuation Routes | TXDOT Evacuation Routes | TXDOT Open
Data Portal (arcgis.com)
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https://gis-txdot.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/TXDOT::txdot-evacuation-routes/explore?location=29.881792%2C-94.166713%2C9.80
https://gis-txdot.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/TXDOT::txdot-evacuation-routes/explore?location=29.881792%2C-94.166713%2C9.80

9.2 Resiliency and Reliability

, severe heat, and
and reliability.
disruption and

The risks associated with climate change and extreme weather events such as flo
intense storms have emerged as significant concerns for transportation system r;
Transportation systems are already experiencing costly climate related impac

transportation system serves.

The MAP-21 and the FAST Act have addressed the issue of i
transportation assets. The FAST Act, however, requires tra
consideration during the transportation planning process
transportation planning regulations require MTPs to assess ca
reduce the vulnerability of the existing transportation infrastructur

9.2.1 Vulnerability Assessment

In December 2017, the Federal Highway Ad i i bility Assessment
and Adaptation Framework, 3rd Edition. The
transportation agencies to evaluate vulnerabil
weather and climate effects. The framework se
integrate climate adaptation considerations into
applied the guidelines provided by the framewor

ize adaptation ¢
iSiOn-making.

L7202 2

9.2.1.1 Objecti¥ 2
The objective of this ili ssment is to identify transportation infrastructure vulnerable to

dation areasy TxDOT roadways, Texas railroads, bridges, Texas airports, and regional ports.

9.2.1.3% Yulnerability

An indicator~ d vulnerability assessment approach was applied to the SETRPC region to determine
vulnerable transportation infrastructure from available data. This approach provides a big picture
understanding of system-wide vulnerabilities and identifies where additional resources could be used to

further distinguish asset-specific vulnerabilities.

Using a GIS approach, transportation infrastructure (TxDOT roadways, railroads, airports, and ports)
located within NOAA'’s National Storm Surge Risk maps were identified. These transportation assets are
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of Port Arthur, Port Neches, The Sabine Pass Port Authority, and the Port of Orange;
Municipal Airport, Jack Brooks Regional Airport, and Orange County Airport; and m
TxDOT roadways and railroads are located within the storm surge risk areas.

A different GIS approach was used to assess the risk of bridges from floodi
Inventory (NBI) data, bridges at risk for flooding were identified. Figure 9-
flooding within the SETRPC area. The bridge flood ratings are defined as:

years.
= Remote Concern: The bridge has flooded at a fre ce every 100 years or
greater.
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Figure 9-2: Vulnerable Transportation Infrastructure within Storm Surge Risk

Source: NOAA, TxDOT
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Figure 9-3: Bridges at Risk of Flooding

Source: National Bridge Inventory
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9.2.1.4 Identify, Analyze, and Prioritize Adaptation Options
After identifying vulnerabilities through a system-level analysis, adaptation strategies
address vulnerabilities within the region. Potential strategies include:

= Engineer new transportation assets that can withstand environme ions expected in
the future.

= Retrofit existing assets to accommodate future environment
future.

= Increase redundancy of the transportation system to a
means/routes of travel.

= Relocate transportation assets to avoid damage

= Program maintenance schedules at a higher

= Improve operations plans during emergency situat

in the

ing

The metropolitan transportation planning process provides a key oppor r transportation agencies
to proactively identify strategies that address nsportation system
during the

ts. The results of a
oid making investments

decision-making process, when options are ca@
vulnerability assessment provide the SETRPC
in particularly vulnerable areas or to build resilie

9.2.2 Agency Coordjpnation
The SETRPC-MPO held iliency with local officials in April 2018 to start the

of Port Arthur, City of Orange, and the Texas Transportation
shop series. The PC-MPO coordinates with transportation

Port Management at Lamar University employs multidisciplinary analytical
complex port problems. The Center for Advances in Port Management has
ne Neches Waterway Transportation System Resiliency Study that may help
es to enhance resiliency against future disasters.
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10.0 Introduction

Federal planning regulations require that the financial plan presente

TP be financially
constrained, which means that the estimated cost for all transportation i

ments presented in the

plan cannot exceed the amount of reasonab j ified funding
sources.

This chapter focuses on the long-range financi the SETRPC area over
the next 25 fiscal years of this SETRPC MTP-20 gooperation with the Technical

tute (TTI), have conducted a
unds may be allocated, and

Committee members, TxDOT staff, and the Texa
careful analysis of What funds are to be reasonab

state levels.

10.1 Fu

o bolster federal and state transportation funding mechanisms,
soline tax and/or indexing it to the consumer price index, increasing local

d imposing a local tax dedicated to transportation improvements. However,
ally very politically unpopular. Other suggestions include transitioning to a tax

At the local [e he Texas State Legislature prevented the opportunity to allow some counties to impose
a local optio which would allow local officials to put a tax on the ballot which would raise the gas tax
as well as automobile registration and licensing fees. Nevertheless, MPOs must make some predication
on future revenue funding streams in order to try and keep up with the transportation infrastructure
investments that are necessary to keep their regional economies competitive in the global marketplace.
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10.1.1 Roadway Funding Revenue

A description of the various categories of funding available through TxDOT is summayi

below.

Table 10-1: TxDOT Funding Categories

Funding Category Description
1 Preventative Maintenance and state highway system, including install
Rehabilitation devices and the rehabilitation and m,
systems.
2 Metropolitan and Urban Area Addresses mobility needs in all
Corridor Projects
Addresses mobility needs
Non-Traditionally Funded part of the state highwa : >
3 Transportation Projects Pro;_)osmon 14, Pass-through T Fund, Concessu_)n_, _
Regional Toll Revenue, Comprehen ent Agreement, Local Participation,
and unique federal funding.
Addresses mobility and added capacity p ds on major state highway system
corridorggwhich provide statewide connecti een urban areas and corridors
4 Statewide Connectivity which ility needs throughout the sta i
Corridor Projects is comp as Trunk System; Nationa
connectio
borders or as w
Congestion Mitigation and Air Add.resses ¢ ainment ; I . .
5 > attainment a of the s estion mitigation and air quality
Quality Improvement . -
improvement ijiithe n ainmenta tate.
Addresses the r ent or rehabilitati f deficient existing bridges located on
6 public highways, , and streets in the sfate; the construction of grade separations at
Bridges existing highway- ad grade crossings; and the rehabilitation of deficient railroad
nderpasses on th te highway system.
. e ddresses transpor n needs within the metropolitan area boundaries of
7 Metropf)ll Gl etropolitan Plannin, tions having urbanized areas with populations of
Rehabil
200,000 or greater.
s safety nee and off the state highway system, and includes the Safe
8 m, the High Risk Rural Roads program, and the Rail-way-
Safety Hi, ram.
Addresses projects that are above and beyond what could normally be expected in the
9 way of enhancements to the transportation system, including the cultural, historic,
Enhanceme : ] S
esthetic, and environmental aspects of transportation infrastructure.
0 Supple nsportation s projects that do not qualify for funding in other categories, such as state park
Projects , landscaping, and handicap accessible curb ramps at on-system intersections.
11 District Discr dresses projects selected at the District Engineer’s discretion.
12 Strategic Priort Addresses needs related to statewide economic development, military deployment

routes, and manmade and natural emergencies.
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10.1.2 Federal Funding Programs for Transit

A description of each of the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) program from whic
for the SETRPC region is provided in Table 10-2 below.

Table 10-2: FTA Funding Categories

Funding Category

Description

available

Urbanized Area Formula Grant
5307 . . S
Program engineering, m Aministration,
fuel, parts, a ing Costs.
Divided into three cat®
systems, new rail syste
and facilities. The bus cated
5309 Capital Investment Program
Transportation for Elderly
5310 Persons and Persons with
Disabilities
pning, and operating expenses for public transit in
5311 Rural Tra ed areas with a population under 50,000 as
designated e Bureau of the Census.
aeling fo@protecting, repairing, and/or replacing equipment
es that may suffer or have suffered serious damage
5324 Emergency Reli& . . .
as a result of an emergency, including natural disasters such
as floods, hurricanes, and tornadoes.
_ Provides funding to replace, rehabilitate, and purchase buses
Buses al Facilities ; i
and related equipment and to construct bus-related facilities.
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10.1.3 Other Funding Sources
Texas Mobility Fund

letion of TXxDOT
a dedicated
inspection
Mobility

The Texas State Legislature created the Texas Mobility Fund in order to acceler
projects and improvements. The Fund allows the state to issue bonds, which
revenue source. HB 3588 authorizes certain transportation related fees su
fees and driver’s license fees to be moved from the state’s General Reve
Fund.

Local Option Sales Taxes for Transportation

The use of local option sales tax revenues to fund transport
represents a significant opportunity. In general, the State
counties to adopt local sales and use taxes for any purpose ot
of all local option taxes in a given area does not exceed 2%, and tion tax is approved by

referendum, each city and/or county in the southeast Texas region opt up to a %% sales tax that
could be earmarked to address transportation system needs.

State Infrastructure Bank

This is a banking system set up by TxDOT wit gned to encourage
local entities to pay a larger share of the cost fo may apply for loans,
lines of credit, letters of credit, bond insurance, and itz sadiway improvement projects.

Traffic Impact Fees on New Dexelopment

Traffic impact fees en

Toll Fees

The use of toll revenue
when other fundin

. ISsuing’bonds secured by toll revenue gives state and local
ansportation projects that might otherwise not be able to be
rces. HB 3588 allows TxDOT to enter into an agreement with

ew facility with revenues being derived from traditional funding sources such
shadow toll” or “pass through financing” payments received by the RMA from

ansit. Several other states, such as New Jersey, Florida, California, and Maryland, use
otor fuels for transportation funds.

transportatic
excise taxes ¢
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Bond Issues

Funds for roadway and other capital improvements could be generated through the i
of Obligation,” commonly known as bonds. Issuing bonds to fund city improveme rgely depends on a
favorable bond rating and low interest rates. Funding transportation improveme i
remains an attractive option for cities in the SETRPC area.

10.2 Revenue Projections

Transit projects are also funded through federal, state, al
through fares.

updated regularly to include the latest cash foregas G
projections by available funding through TxDOT & g 50 are presented in Table
10-3.
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Table 10-3: MTP Revenue Projections for TXDOT Roadway Projects

MTP

Description L
p Revenue Projection

Category

1 Preventive Maintenance and Rehabilitation

2M or 2U Urban Area (Non-TMA) Corridor Projects 9,998.00

3 Non-Traditionally Funded Transportation Project
3DB Design Build (DB)

4 Urban and Regional Connectivity

5 CMAQ

6 Structures - Bridge

7 Metro Mobility & Rehab

8 Safety

9 TAP Set-Aside Program

10 Supplemental Transportation $15,576,976.13

$0.00

Corridor B

$1,120,000.00

$0.00

$0.00

$422,790,000.00
$0.00

$0.00

$900,000,000.00

$1,603,668,821.71

ed by the Texas Transportation Commission’s discretion on a project by
nual average amount is not reflected.

109



10.2.1 Transit Funding Revenue

Table 10-4 contains the annual average amount of funding anticipated for the various4
categories, along with the amount projected for all the fiscal years 2020-2045 includ

Table 10-4: MTP Revenue Projections for TXDOT Transit Projects

Category | Description | M" Revenue Proj
5307 Operations and Maintenance
5310 Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilitig

5311 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus

10.3 Project Selection Process

adopted Project Selection Process (PSP) including safety, mobility, con ity, accessibility,
ili 5 ymmittee were present,

projects. The Road Evaluation Track is designeg 0 il e oriented towards vehicle
use, and the Transportation Choices & Livability E i ed to evaluate projects for
active transportation modes and social benefits.

Within each evaluation 4 ) jecti bjective criteria. Objective criteria can be
measured with planni of the MPO. The subjective criteria cannot be
directly measured nd_opinions. The Technical Committee prepares
C )fes and the average of the subjective scores
from all Technical CG s ve the final score and ranking for each project.

Four projects were evalua ation Track. The SETRPC did not receive any
ortation modes and social benefits during the call for projects.
der the Transportation Choices & Livability Evaluation Track.
the Technical Committee, the total project scores and

ankings were sub
approval of the final

PO staff selects each project to program into the MTP based on the priority
mount of revenue expected. Because the MTP is a financially constrained
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10.4 Financially Constrained Plan

The projects selected in the SETRPC MTP-2050 must be financially constrained,

cost must fall within the expected revenue projections.

Table 10-5 demonstrates financial constraint for roadway projects for FY 20
comparison of revenue projection with the programmed amount.

Category

Table 10-5: Roadway Projects FY 2025-2050 Financial Constraint

Description

Revenue Projection

ing the project

Programme

1 Preventive Maintenance and Rehabilitation Not applicable*
2M or 2U | Urban Area (Non-TMA) Corridor Projects $197,139,998.00
3 Non-Traditionally Funded Transportation Project $3,446,792.00
3DB Design Build (DB) $0.00
4 Urban and Regional Connectivity $61,295,223.00
5 CMAQ $0.00
Structures - Bridge applicable* Not applicable*

Not applicable* Not applicable*

Not applicable*

Not applicable*

$0.00 $0.00
$15,576,976.13 $15,576,976.13
$0.00 $0.00

$1,120,000.00

$1,120,000.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$422,790,000.00

$422,790,000.00

$0.00 $0.00
de Budget ROW $0.00 $0.00
$900,000,000.00 = $900,000,000.00

Total

$1,603,668,821.71

$1,603,668,821.71

* These categories are programmed by TxDOT and typically do not require an individual listing, and as
such, a programmed amount is not reported.
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Similarly, Table 10-6 demonstrates financial constraint for transit projects for FY 2025-20
the comparison of revenue projection with the programmed amount.

showing

Table 10-6: Transit Projects FY 2025-2050 Financial Constraint

MTP MTP
Revenue Projecti srammed

21,479,860

Category Description

Operations and Maintenance
Funds for Transportation for Seniors and
People with Disabilities

5311 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus

5310

$13,558,131
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11.0 Introduction

The SETRPC MTP-2050 includes several recommendations. This ch
constrained list of roadway and transit projects that will be funded for th

mmarizes the financially
5 years. The SETRPC-

MPO is committed to investing in a variety o jects that preserve the ex , expand the
system’s capacity, enhance its efficiency and pd improve its overall provements in this
SETRPC MTP-2050 focus on adding new cap 1

increasing safety, enhancing regional gateways

The projects that have been included within the 3elected and prioritized. These
projects represent the current pri

column in the table ject’location as shown in Figure 11-1. For additional project details,
refer to Appendix A.
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JJOHRTS 2027-2030 Transportation Improvement Program

Table 11-1: Selected Roadway Projects for the Financially Constrained MTP-2050
MAP # CSJ MPO ID County LET Date OUTSIDE C Highway mits From Limits To

1 0920-38-288 24001-F50N Jefferson 2025 ouston Corner of Ho ve and 4th Street 4th Street
0920-38-291 24002-F50N Jefferson 2025 in Corner of Rev PrRansom Howard Drive 4th Street

3* 0920-00-149 24029-F50N Jefferson 2025 Districtwide

4* 0920-00-171 24031-F50N Jefferson 2025 IHT100

5 5000-00-272 25001-F50P Orange 2026 IH 10 0, Vidor, TX 77663

6 5000-00-447 26002-F50P Jasper 2027 (] outh Wheeler St [331'South Wheeler St, Jasper, TX 75951

7 5000-00-494 26003-F50P Beaumont 20, O Smith Rd 495 Smith Rd, Beaumont, TX 77713

8 5000-00-525 26004-F50P Beaumont D IH 10 17457 IH 10 Access Rd, Beaumont, Tx 77705

9 5000-00-602 26005-F50P Beaumont 027 O IH 10 3745 IH 10 Access Rd, Beaumont, TX 77705

10 5000-00-603 26006-F50P Vidor (] SH 12 1400 Hwy 12, Vidor, Tx 77662

11 0065-06-067 19095-F45N Hardin | 028 O W US 69 US 96, South Jefferson C/L

12 0065-07-065 19084-F45N Jefferson 28 (] US 69 Hardin C/L, South Tram Road

13* 0920-00-172 24032-F50N Jefferson ] Various Districtwide

*Not Mapped, District Wide Project
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JJOHRTS 2027-2030 Transportation Improvement Program

Table 11-1.1: Selected Roadway Projects for the Financially Constrained MTP-2050

MAP # CsJ MPO ID County LET Date

o
Cc
=
=
o
m
o

Highway Limits From Limits To

14* 0920-00-133 24028-F50N Jefferson 2027 O ‘ arious Districtwide

15 0339-04-036 24027-F50N Hardin 2029 ] 0.10 Miles East of SH 326 Pine Island Bayou

16 0200-04-020 24025-F50N Jasper 2028 O JS 6 |angelina nty Line Tyler County Line

17 0028-13-142 N/A Jefferson 2040 U H10 t At UPRR

18* 0920-00-150 24030-F50N Jefferson ' Various D wide

19 0064-07-044 24023-F50N Jasper ) US 96 Sabine C/L, South 0.8 Miles North of RE 255
20 0200-10-060 N/A Hardin US 69 0.75 Miles South of FM 1003 Mitchell Road

21 0200-14-060 24026-F50N Jefferson US 69 IH 10, South SH 347

22 0064-08-062 24024-F50N Jasper US 96 0.8 Miles North of RE 255, South RE 255

23 0200-15-025 N/A Jefferson 69 Nederland Ave, South Jimmy Johnson Blvd.
24%* 0920-00-173 24033-F50N Jefferson Various Districtwide

25 0307-01-159 26001-F50N Jefferson v SH 87 3.8 Miles NORTH of SH 82 3 Miles SOUTH of SH 82

*Not Mapped, District Wide Project
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JJOHRTS 2027-2030 Transportation Improvement Program

Table 11 - 2: Selected Roadway Projects for the Financially Constrained MTP-2050
Project Name Project Description Funding Category Construction Cost Total Cost
. Port of Port Arthur Truck Queuing Area and Laydown Yard Project - Constr
1 0920-38-288 Port / Port Arthur Truck Queuing and Laydown Truck Queuing Area at the corner of Houston Avenue and 4th St-Rider 37 $1,931,138.50 $1,931,138.50
2 0920-38-291  |Port / Port Arthur Truck Queuing and Staging Port of Port Arthur- Construct 3 $1,515,653.50 $1,637,922.00
Drive and Austin Avenue

3* 0920-00-149 FY 24 Districtwide ADA Project i Q, 10-ADA, 1 $3,031,840.60 $3,475,634.82
4* 0920-00-171 Transportation Non-Roadway B $2,654,301.98 $2,789,900.89
5 5000-00-272 Electric Car Charging Location | $735,478.13 $735,478.13
6 5000-00-447 Electric Car Charging Location .| 1ONEVI $1,065,869.00 $1,065,869.00
7 5000-00-494 Electric Car Charging Location |10NEVI $1,162,491.00 $1,162,491.00
8 5000-00-525 Electric Car Charging Location Construct a Direct Current Fast Charge st .|10NEVI $1,146,000.00 $1,146,000.00
9 5000-00-602 Electric Car Charging Location Construct a Direct Current Fast Charge sta |10NEVI $774,504.00 $774,504.00|
10 5000-00-603 Electric Car Charging Location and maintenance.[10NEVI $773,884.00 $773,884.00|
11 0065-06-067 Construct New Road 2-MU, 4-3C, 1 $48,335,223.00 $51,028,597.00
12 0065-07-065 Construct New Road 2-MU, 1 $33,720,000.00 $34,032,375.00
13* 0920-00-172 Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements |Districtwide Pe 10CR, 1 $6,344,000.00 $6,404,627.00
*Not Mapped, District Wide Project

116



JJOHRTS 2027-2030 Transportation Improvement Program

Table 11 - 2.1: Selected Roadway Projects for the Financially Constrained MTP-2050

Project Name

Project Description

Funding Category

Construction Cost

Total Cost

14* 0920-00-133 IH-10 Drainage Improvements IH-10 Drainage Improvements 12-TTC, 1 $11,200,001.00 $11,703,035.00
15 0339-04-036 Widen Road - Add Lanes Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes with CLTL 12-TTC, 2-MU, 1 $127,784,001.00 $155,640,106.00
16 0200-04-020 Widen Road - Add Lanes and Shoulders Widen Existing 2 Lane Highway toyd,Lanes Divided 12-TTC, 1 $34,646,001.00 $34,722,771.00
17 0028-13-142 Bridge Replacement IH 10-UPRR Overpass - Replace d Approaches $0.00 $2,017,820.00
18* 0920-00-150 Traffic Surveillance District Wide - ITS Upgrade to Ins meras and 8 DMSs ~ $1,568,423.00 $1,645,737.61
19 0064-07-044 Widen Road - Add Lanes Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes Divided , 1 $95,000,001.00 $126,130,001.00
ed Facili |
20 0200-10-060 |Construct Frontage Roads Icn‘;:ii:g)m”‘age Roads Only For Facility (Future TTC, DA, 1 $1,100,000,000.00 $1,100,000,000.00
21 0200-14-060 US 69 Widening - IH-10 to SH 347 Widen from 4 to 6 Main Lanes ‘ 12-T7C, 2-MU, 4-3C, 1 $121,680,001.00 $125,129,287.00
22 0064-08-062 US 96 (N of RE 255 to RE 255) - Widen Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes Divided 12-TT1C, 1 $7,480,001.00 $10,197,001.00
23 0200-15-025 Highway Improvements Ramp Reversal, Bridge Widening, and In N/A $0.00 $0.00
24* 0920-00-173 Hazard Elimination & Safety Hazard Elimination & Safety N/A $0.00 $0.00
25 0307-01-150  |SH 87 (@SH 82)Widen & RR Grade Separation ORTH of SH 82 to 3 Miles SOUTH of SH 82) Widening fo 115F $1,120,000.00 $4,600,886.50
R Grade Separation

*Not Mapped, District Wide Project
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11.2 Transit Projects

Selected transit projects within the SETRPC region are summarized by FTA fundingf€ategory with details
on total project cost and the programmed amount. Table 11-2 shows FTA Catege Q7 transit project,

Table 11-3 shows FTA Category 5310 transit projects, and Table 11-4 shows £ 5311 transit
projects.

Table 11-3: FTA Category 5307 Transit Project

Project

2025 Operations and Maintenance
2026 Operations and Maintenance
2027 Operations and Maintenance
2028 Operations and Maintenance $3,659,194
2029 Operations and Maintenance $3,659,194 v $3,659,194
2030 Operations and Maintenance $3,659,194 $3,659,194
2031 Operations and Maintenance $3,659,194 $3,659,194
2032 Operations and Maintenance $3,659,194 $3,659,194
2033 Operations and Maintenance $3,659,194 $3,659,194
2034 Operations and Maintenance $3,659,194
2035 Operations and Maintenance $3,659,194
2036 Operations and Maintenance 53,659, $3,659,194
2037 Operations and Maintenance 53,659,194 $3,659,194
2038 Operations and Mai $3,659,194 $3,659,194
2039 C $3,659,194 $3,659,194
2040 3 $3,659,194 $3,659,194
2041 i : g $3,659,194
2042 $3,659,194
2043 $3,659,194 $3,659,194
$3,659,194 $3,659,194
$3,659,194 $3,659,194
$3,659,194 $3,659,194
$3,659,194 $3,659,194
$3,659,194 $3,659,194
$3,659,194 $3,659,194
$3,659,194 $3,659,194
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Table 11-4: FTA Category 5310 Transit Projects

Project

| Total Cost |

FTA Programmed Amount

2025 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2026 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447 $197,447
2027 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,44 $197,447
2028 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447
2029 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities
2030 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities
2031 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities 5 1
2032 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447
2033 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,44
2034 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabiliti $197,44 47
2035 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities d
2036 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447
2037 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447
2038 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities $197,447
2039 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and Peg ith Disabilities $197,447
2040 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and Peo $197,447
2041 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and Peop M $197,447 $197,447
2042 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People $197,447 { $197,447
2043 | Funds for Transportation for Seniors and People 97,4 $197,447
2044 $197,447
2045 $197,447
2046 $197,447
2047 $197,447 $197,447
$197,447 $197,447
$197,447 $197,447
$197,447 $197,447
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Table 11-5: FTA Category 5311 Transit Projects.

Project

Total Cost I FTA Progra:

med Ameunt

2025 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2026 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2027 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2028 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2029 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 .
2030 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325
2031 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus
2032 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus
2033 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus
2034 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus
2035 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325
2036 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325
2037 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2038 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2039 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2040 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2041 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus 42,325 $542,325
2042 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325
2043 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325
2044 Rural Transit and Intercity Bus $542,325
2045 Rural Transit and Lateseity Bus $542,325 $542,325
2046 Rural Transit a $542,325 $542,325
2047 $542,325 $542,325
2048 $542,325 $542,325
2049 W$542,325 $542,325
$542,325

121



12.0 Introduction

The SETRPC-MPO recognizes the importance of transportation per
measurement to provide greater accountability and transparency and t
effective investment of transportation resour o date, the MPO has m
adoption of performance measures.

12.1 Background

Transportation performance management is a strate pproach tha system data to make
investment and policy decisioRs,to achieve nationa onitoring progress towards

e tracking, goal setting, and
e a more efficient and
deral deadlines requiring

performance measuresg i pproach, decision makers can apply key

information and datz - S of investment decisions across transportation
modes.

des a means to evaluate the functionality and
elp to inform decision-making and improve the

tation: Support plan implementation by emphasizing agency goals/
ntegrating them into budgeting, program structure, project selection, and
implementation policies.

Initiated as part of the 2012 Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) and continued in
the 2015 Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act, State Departments of Transportation
(DOTs) and Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) are required to move towards a performance-
based planning process with an emphasis on project selection based on specific planning factors.
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Project List:

= Safety: Ability to reduce potential crashes based on the Safety Impro
reduction factors for specific improvements.

= Emergency Response: Identifies roadway improvements that
emergency services.

= Intermodal Benefits: Ability to improve the flow of inter
the most cost-effective and safety conscious manner.

= Mobility: Improvement in roadway Level-of-Service

Pursuant with The Planning Rule, the Texas
MPO, including the SETRPC-MPO, must p

The System Performance Report presents the
with respect to required performance measures
in meeting the targets in comparison with previo
Performance Report for the SETRPC MTP-2050
Pavement Condition (PM2),

and progress achieved
g/Rule, the System

Safety (PM1), Bridge and
anagement (TAM), and Public

4) Rate of serious injuries per 100 million VMT

5) Number of combined non-motorized fatalities and non-motorized serious injuries
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Safety performance targets are provided annually by the States to FHWA for each safety g
measure. Current statewide safety targets address calendar year 2026 and are based g
five-year rolling average (2022-2026). Texas statewide safety performance targets fof 2026 are included
in Table 12-1. The SETRPC adopted the Texas statewide safety performance targ on February 5,
2026.

Table 12-1: TxDOT Established Safety Performance Targets for CY 2026

ber of

2026 Safety Number of Rate of lel:_lb’us‘)f geartif)sz Moto!
Targets Fatalities Fatalities* - PR Fatalities
uries Injuries .
Seriou:

Injuries

2020 3,898
2021 4,456 1.563 2,620
2022 4,410 1.516 2,678
2023 4,291 2,760
2024 4,152 2,726

CY 2026 4,506 2,802

Target
* Rate per 100 million vehicle miles traveled

transportation goals a a 1ance targets. As such, the SETRPC MTP-2050
planning process dire jecti formance measures, and targets as they are

on plans and processes, the Texas Strategic
Highway Safety<Pla Xas ovement Program (HSIP), the current statewide
Texas Transportation Y 2027-2030 Transportation Improvement Plan
(TIP).

asis areas.

fhe statewide Texas Transportation Plan 2050 (TTP) summarizes transportation needs

across the state and identifies future funding projections for projects across transportation

modes over the 25-year plan horizon.

= To support progress towards approved highway safety targets, the SETRPC FY 2027-2030
TIP increases the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users
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as required by the Planning Rule through programming projects to help achi e safety
targets.

includes
ibute to the

To support progress towards approved highway safety targets, the SETRPC MTP.
investments for safety improvements. These funded safety projects are expec
achievement of the safety performance targets.

12.2.2 Pavement and Bridge Condition (PM2)

The Pavement and Bridge Condition Rule (PM2) establishes perf
conditions on the National Highway System (NHS) and outlines
establish targets and report conditions. TxDOT adopted new
October 1, 2024 which consist of the following six (6) perf

1) Percentage of Interstate System pavement in good or b

2) Percentage of Interstate System pavement in poor condition,

3) Percentage of Non-Interstate Natio yay System pavement
4) Percentage of Non-Interstate Nationa W, pavement in p@er condition,
5) Percentage of Bridge Deck on the Natio

6) Percentage of Bridg i ghway Systemdn poor condition.

measure targets by a state department of
dopt their own targets. The SETRPC-MPO
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Table 12-2: TxDOT Established (PM2) Pavement and Bridge performance Measure Targets

Performance Measure Statewide Baseline

Pavement on Interstate System
1) % in “Good” condition 64.5%
2) % in “Poor” condition 0.1%

Pavement on Non-Interstate
3) % in “Good” condition 51.7%
4) % in “Poor” condition 1.3%

National Highway System Bridge Deck Condition

5) % in “Good” condition 49.2%
1.1%

6) % in “Poor” condition

The SETRPC-MPO recognizes the importance
stated performance objectives, and that establi
transportation goals and statewide and regional , the SETRPC MTP-2050
planning process directly reflects the goals, obje sures, and targets as they are
available and described in othe i i d processes; specifically, the

bridge condition cot eplacement and reconstruction, bridge replacement and
reconstruction, new and pavement capacity, and system resiliency projects that improve NHS
bridge components.

RPC MTP-2050 recommends investments for pavement and bridge condition
tative Maintenance and Rehabilitation and Category 6 Bridges funds allocated

The System4&Performance rule (PM3) establishes performance measure requirements to assess the
performance of the National Highway System (NHS) and to assess freight movement on the Interstate
System. These measures focus on evaluating travel time reliability and travel delays on interstate,
freeway, and principal arterial class facilities to determine whether the magnitude of travel time variability
is considered unreasonable. The objective of the rule is to ensure efforts to improve unreasonable travel
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efficiency of the surface transportation system.
Each MPO and state department of transportation must establish 2- and 4-year pe

assess the travel time reliability of all traffic on the National Highway System (
reliability of national freight movement on the Interstate System. On Februar

Performance Measure

National Highway System Travel Time Reliability

1) Percentage of the Person-Miles Traveled on the 95%

Interstate that are Reliable

2) Percent of the Person-Miles Traveled on & 70%

Interstate NHS that are Reliable

3) Truck Travel Time Reliability (TTTR) Index 1.55
The SETRPC-MPO rece 1g goals, objectives, and investment priorities to
stated performance ofjjecti 3 ishi 5 link is critical to the achievement of national
transportation goa ' targets. As such, the SETRPC MTP-2050
planmng process ormance measures, and targets as they are

ation plans and processes; specifically, the
Transportation Plan 2050 (TTP), and the

Plan defines the conditions and performance of the state freight
and mvestments that will enhance Texas highway frelght

projections f
The SETRP,

projects across transportation modes over the 25-year plan horizon.
Y2027-2030 TIP addresses reliability, freight movement, and congestion

To suppo
to projects address passenger and highway freight reliability and delay. The fiscally constrained
SETRPC MTP=2050 recommends $380,740,178 of investments for travel time reliability improvements
through Catégory 2 Metropolitan and Urban Area Corridor Projects and Category 4 Statewide
Connectivity Corridor Projects funds allocated to the TXDOT Beaumont District. The funded projects are
expected to contribute toward achieving travel time reliability performance targets.

127



12.3 Public Transportation/Transit Performan
Measures and Targets

The SETRPC-MPO coordinates with the Beaumont Municipal Transit (BMT), P
South East Texas Transit (SETT), and the Federal Transit Authority (FTA) to
performance measures and targets for the following performance areas: t
and Public Transportation Agency Safety Plans (PTASP).

12.3.1 Transit Asset Management Performa
(TAM)

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Transit Asset M
transit providers to establish and implement TAM plans.
transit asset inventory, condition assessment of the inventoried a
decision support tools/process, and a list of investment priorities to
(SGR) of the provider’s capital assets. SGR is defined as the conditio
operate at a full level of performance. The premise of the rule is the con
funding prioritization. The rule also outlines D
and transit providers to establish and report t
will use to assess whether transit providers ha
performance targets.

entation of the provider’s
the state of good repair

ich a capital asset is able to
assets should guide
ortation, MPOs,
nd the process FTA
toward meeting their

FTA requires public transit providers to review ant
In 2018, Beaumont Mun|C| ansit, Port Arthur

e. The TAM plans were updated in 2024, which
ies, condition assessment, and expectations for

East Texas Transit have approved the
ets for the federally required transit asset types.

ur Transit, and South East Texas Transit for TAM on February 6,
N in Table 12-4.
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Table 12-4: Transit Asset Management (TAM) Performance Measures and Targets

FY 25 Target for FY 25 Target for
Asset Class Asset Type Exceeding Useful 3elow 3** on
Life Benchmark* (%) | - *** Scale (%)

Asset
Category

Bus

Rolling Stock Revenue Vehicle Cutaway Bus

Van

Automobile

Non-Revenue

Vehicle Trucks and Other

bber Tire

Equipment

Maintenance or
Administrative
Facility

10%

Facility

10%

gional performance targets. As such, the SETRPC MTP-2050
, objectives, performance measures, and targets as they are

ummarizes transportation needs across the state and identifies future funding
projects across transportation modes over the 25-year plan horizon.
FY 2027-2030 TIP addresses and identifies transit needs within the

To support p
will address

ess towards the TAM targets, the SETRPC MTP-2050 devotes resources to projects that
ansit asset management.
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12.3.2 Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTAS

Arthur Transit

SETRPC-MPO adopted the performance measures established by Be

Arthur Transit

Table 12-5: Public Transportation Agency Safd

have adopted transit safety performance targets for €

for PTASP on December 4, 2024. These performance targ

RIASP) Performance M€

Safety
its
otal)

Fatalities In
Fatalities (Per Injurie (Pex
(Total) 100,000 (Totc 100,000
VRM*) VRM) ’

ormance measure. The
ant Municipal Transit and Port
e shown in Table 12-5.

Safety
Events
(Per
100,000
VRM)

System

Reliability

(VRM
between
failures)

Fixed Route <2 <0.66 510,000
Bus
Demand
Response <2 <0.8 >50,000
Bus

portance of linking goals, objectives, and investment priorities to
at establishing this link is critical to the achievement of national

summarizes transportation needs across the state and identifies future funding
projects across transportation modes over the 25-year plan horizon.
FY 2027-2030 TIP addresses and identifies transit needs within the
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12.4 Project Contribution to Performance Tar

will contribute to the accomplishment of those goals, measures, and tar
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Table 12-6: Project Contribution to Performance Targets

MPO ID Highway Limits From

Limits To

Project Name

JJOHRTS 2027-2030 Transportation Improvement Program

Project Description

Corner of Houston Port / Port Arthur Truck Queuing and ck Queuing Area and Laydown Yard Project -
0920-38-288 24001-F50N Houston 4th Street i Construction 0 Queuing Area at the corner of Houston Avenue and (m] (] (m] (]
Ave and 4th Street Laydown X
4th St-Rider 37
Corner of Rev Dr Port / Port Al Port of Port Arthur- Co ng Area at the corner of Rev Dr Ransom
0920-38-291 24002-F50N Austin Ransom Howard ~ |4th Street ; ) ) & O (m} O
. Staging Howard Drive and Austin
Drive
0920-00-149 24029-F50N Various Districtwide FY 24 Districtwid Districtwide ADA Prgject. Along College St- From Pinchback Rd to IH 10 ] (] ]
0920-00-171 24031-FSON IH 10 Districtwide Transportation No approximately 18 truck parking spots ] ] ]
17160 1-10, Vidor, . . ent Fast Charge ports along the Electric Alt Fuel Corridors
5000-00-272 25001-F50P IH 10 v
TX 77663 Blectric Car Charging perations and Maintenance o O @ O
5000-00-447 26002-FS0P  South Wheeler R:{331 South Wheeler lectric Car Charging Lo Corystruct irect Current Fast Charge station plus 5 years of operations and O O O
St, Jasper, TX 75951 maintenance.
7495 Smith Rd
A Di . .
5000-00-494  |26003-FSOP SmithRd  |Beaumont, TX ctric Car Charging Locatio Construct a Direct Current Fast Charge station plus 5 years of operationsand | m] m]
maintenance.
77713
T oV Di - -
5000-00-525 26004-F50P IH 10 7457 IH 10, Vidor, ar Charging Locatio Cor?struct a Direct Current Fast Charge station plus 5 years of operations and o o o
TX 77662 maintenance.
3745 IH 10 Access . . .
5000-00-602 26005-F50P IH 10 Rd, Beaumont, TX Cor?struct a Direct Current Fast Charge station plus 5 years of operations and 0 0O 0O
maintenance.
5000-00-603 26006-F50P HWY 12 Cor?struct a Direct Current Fast Charge station plus 5 years of operations and O O O
maintenance.
0065-06-067 19095-F45N US 69 Widen Freeway from 4 to 6 Lanes [m] [m] [m]
0065-07-065 19084-F45N US 69, Hardin C/L, South  |Tram Road uct New Road Widen Freeway from 4 to 6 Lanes [m] ] ]
0920-00-172 24032-F50N Districtwide Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements  [Districtwide Pedestrian Upgrades (] (]
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JJOHRTS 2027-2030 Transportation Improvement Program

Table 12-6.1: Project Contribution to Performance Targets

Highway Limits From Limits To Project Name Project Description M A
0920-00-133 24028-F50N Various Districtwide IH-10 Drainage Improvements ovements ] ]
0339-04-036  |24027-F50N SH 105 g'ng 2'\:'3"65 Bastof | oine Island Bayou Widen Road ~Add Lanes Widen from 2 to ith CLTL 0 ]
0200-04-020  [24025-F5ON US 69 G:ie""a County 111 jer County Line Widen Road d Shoulders anes Divided m] m]
0028-13-142 N/A IH 10 US 90, East At UPRR Bridge and Approaches [m] [m] [m]
0920-00-150 24030-F50N Various  |Districtwide to Install 40 CCTV Cameras and 8 DMSs O
0064-07-044 24023-F50N Us 96 Sabine C/L, South 0.8 Miles North of RE 255 es Divided [m] O [m]
0200-10-060 N/A US 69 l(:)'.\ZSmMOi;es South of Mitchell Road e Roads Only For New Location 4 Lane Divided Facility ) ) )
0200-14-060 24026-F50N US 69 IH 10, South SH 347 4 to 6 Main Lanes [m] O [m]
0064-08-062  [24024-FSON usgs |08 MilesNorthof o0 o -Widen |Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes Divided m] m] m]

RE 255, South
0200-15-025 N/A US 69 gfjirland Ave, Jimmy Jo Ramp Reversal, Bridge Widening, and Intersection Improvements (]
0920-00-173 24033-F50N Various  |Districtwide azard Elimination & Safety Hazard Elimination & Safety ] ] ]
.8 Mi 2) Wi SH 87 (3.8 Miles NORTH of SH 82 to 3 Miles SOUTH of SH 82) Widening for

CENPAUHIE 26001-F50N SH87 3:;;"65 NoRTHof R e & Should(er and Turning Bay and RR Grade Separation ) ) 9 O
Multiple N/A N/A N/A N/A Transit Operations and Maintenance O [m] O
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13.0 Introduction

The SETRPC MTP-2050 was developed through the continuous, ¢
transportation planning process. The FAST Act requires MPOs to en public, agencies, and
stakeholders throughout the regional transportation planning process. involved gathering input
from stakeholders representing cities, coun i iness community,
community advocates, other interested stake { . This chapter
summarizes the efforts the SETRPC-MPO ung i pment of the SETRPC
MTP-2050.

13.1 Public Participation

nsive, and cooperative

The Public Participatio IPO provides the framework by which interested
and affected individug [ overnment representatives are consulted and

transportatiofyissues across the SETRPC region. Attendees have the opportunity to provide input and
feedback through written comments and through exchange of ideas with study team members.
Information is presented through several display posters with background on the SETRPC region and
area projects.
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13.4 Stakeholder Coordination
13.4.1 Transportation Planning Committee (TPC) Meetin

The TPC serves as the governing body for the MPO and makes all decisions reg
policies and adopts all plans and programs developed by the MPO. The TPC
continuing general policy guidance during the development of this plan. The rterly, and its
meetings are open to the public. All MPO TPC meetings were announce
Public Participation Plan.

transportation

13.4.2 Technical Committee Meetings

The Technical Committee is an advisory committee to the TP
contained within the SETRPC MTP-2050 to the Technical
recommendations. The Technical Committee also partici
candidate projects for inclusion in this SETRPC MTP-2050. Fur ical Committee

helped to formulate the financial plan for the SETRPC MTP-2050. nical Committee meets

quarterly or on an as-needed basis and all meetings were announce ordance with the MPO’s
Public Participation Plan.

13.4.3 MTP Adoption Process

The process of formally adopting the SETRP
MTP-2050 and the commencement of the publi
the posting of the availability of the document 0

with the com on of the draft SETRPC

As the MPO carries out and comprehensive planning process, amendments
to this SETRPC MTP-2050 X . Th occur due to changes in project priorities, funding

i idance. Depending upon the nature of the revision, per federal
as either “Amendments” or “Administrative Modifications.”

hanging the design concept or scope of a project.
= Changing the funding sources for a project from non-federal to federal funds.

13.4.4.2 Steps in the Formal Amendment Process
= SETRPC-MPO will notify the TPC during their regular meetings of a necessary amendment.
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= TPC will initiate the formal amendment as required by the FAST Act. Elements of the
amendment will meet current FHWA, FTA, EPA, and TxDOT requirements.
= The MPO will post a legal notice in various local newspapers and issue a se to

the agency’s website (www.setrpc.org) and at the SETRPC office.
Other community involvement techniques may be used, as outli

vV

well as to interested persons in the MPO database.
= MPO staff will have seven days to summarize an
the comment period.
The TPC will consider the public input prior t
All public input and comments received will be docu
the adopted document of the amendment.
= The MPO will submit the adopted amendment to the requi ies (TxDOT, FHWA, FTA,

v ¥

esponses by the MPO in

Administrative modifications to the SETRPC M 1 PO staff, discussed at
: acessary documents. A

formal public review and comment period is not ré odifications to the SETRPC

MTP-2050. Examples of changes requiring admin

> > g j i.8.@ne which does not require an air

g category to another.
nding source from federal to state funding.
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13.5 Resolution
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13.6 Self Certification
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