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Figure 1: 
Political Boundaries and Major Transportation Routes of the South Alabama Regional Planning Commission Region 
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Introduction 
 
State Consultation with Rural Officials 
In January 2003, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) issued a new rule to guide the consultation process between state 
transportation officials and non-metropolitan local officials. The rule implements the congressional 
intent of the 1998 TEA-21 law to enhance the participation of rural local elected and appointed 
officials in the statewide transportation planning and decision-making processes. This rule was 
carried forward in the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy 
for Users (SAFETEA-LU). SAFETEA-LU and the current law, Fixing America’s Surface 
Transportation Act (the FAST act), which authorizes the Federal surface transportation programs 
for highways, highway safety, and transit. 
Highlights of the rule include: 
 
• Each state must have developed and implemented a documented process for local official input 
into statewide transportation plans and investment programs by February 2004. 
 
• By February 2006 and at least every five years afterwards, states must seek feedback from local 
officials regarding the consultation process. States are also directed to seek comments and input 
from state associations of counties, municipal officials, regional development organizations and 
other non-metropolitan officials.  
 
• The consultation process must be “separate and discrete” from state processes to obtain input 
from the general public, giving more weight to local government officials in  recognition of their 
significant transportation responsibilities, including ownership of  roads, bridges and transit 
systems. 
 
In order to meet these requirements, the Alabama Department of Transportation set up Rural 
Planning Organizations with the Regional Planning Commissions of Alabama. Transportation 
planning within the South Alabama Rural Planning Organization study area falls under the 
auspices of the South Alabama Regional Planning Commission (SARPC). The South Alabama 
Rural Planning Organization Transportation Study was created in 2007 upon execution of an 
agreement between the South Alabama Regional Planning Commission and the Alabama 
Department of Transportation. In Fiscal Year 2007 (October 1, 2006), the South Alabama 
Regional Planning Commission developed a Rural Planning Organization (RPO) in order to 
conduct a transportation planning process for the rural areas of Baldwin, Escambia and Mobile 
Counties. (This excludes any area that is within the study area of a Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO).  All SARPC member governments that are not members of an MPO are 
members of the RPO.  
 
The purpose of the RPO is to enhance and improve the rural transportation planning consultation 
process between ALDOT and those local governments responsible for transportation planning in 
the rural areas. The RPO gives the rural governments of the SARPC region a united voice in 
addressing safety issues, long range transportation needs and transit needs. Although the RPO does 
not have the ability to allocate funds for projects, it does give the rural governments a means to 
recommend to the State Department of Transportation a list of their transportation needs and 
influence State and Federal funding for transportation projects in the rural areas of Baldwin, 
Escambia and Mobile Counties.  
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Organization Structure 
 
The RPO is composed of a committee with members from the three counties; incliuding elected 
and appointed officials, engineers and planners and the like, and concerned citizens. The 
membership of this committee is outlined in the RPO bylaws. The committee is in charge of all 
decision-making responsibilities relative to the RPO transportation planning process and is 
responsible for appointing the new members.  
  
The committee is made up of all County Commissioners and all Mayors from the SARPC Region 
(excluding those Mayors that are members of the MPO) and representatives from the Poarch Band 
of Creek Indians and the MOWA Band of Choctaw Indians, the Region Engineer from ALDOT 
Southwest Region and a member from SARPC. The committee has voting members and non 
voting members. There are eight voting members; one representative of the each of the County 
Commissions, one representative from one of the municipalities in each county, the Region 
Engineer from ALDOT Southwest Region and a member from SARPC.  
 
The committee also includes members who work in areas related to transportation planning and, 
who, in many instances work directly in some planning capacity such as city planning, engineering 
and transit operations. It also includes private citizens from the member governments that are 
aware of the transportation needs in their areas such as planning commissioners and chambers of 
commerce staff. This committee is vital to the success of the overall transportation planning 
process as these professionals are the individuals that must integrate the end product of their 
collective efforts into their own work responsibilities on a daily basis. This is also the first line of 
the decision-making responsibility in the planning process. This document is based on data and 
input received from this committee and the general public. 

 
Description of the Region 

 
Baldwin County 
Baldwin County was established in 1809, and it is the largest county east of the Mississippi River. 
According to the 2010 Census, the population was 182,265. Baldwin County has experienced rapid 
growth since the 1990's, and it has remained one of the top three fastest growing counties in 
Alabama.   

 
Because of the large land area, Baldwin County has six diverse regions: North, Eastern Shore, 
Central, South, Southwest and East.  The County has fifteen incorporated municipalities, ranging 
in size and density, with a majority of Baldwin County residents living in rural, unincorporated 
areas. The fifteen incorporated municipalities include, Perdido Beach, Fairhope, Elberta, Loxley, 
Gulf Shores, Orange Beach, Perdido Beach, Silverhill, Summerdale, Daphne, Foley, Magnolia 
Springs, Robertsdale, Spanish Fort, and Bay Minette, the county seat.  The County has a total area 
of 2,027 sq. miles, of this 1,596 sq. miles is land and 431 sq. miles is water.  The population 
density is 114 persons per sq. mile.   
 
Escambia County 
Escambia County was established in 1868, and it has an area of 963 square miles of which 94.7% 
is land.  According to the 2010 Census, the population was 38,319 with a population density of 42 
persons per square mile.  There are six municipalities in Escambia County: the City of Atmore, the 
City of Brewton, the City of East Brewton, the Town of Flomaton, the Town of Pollard, and the 
Town of Riverview.   
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Throughout Escambia County’s history, the timber and agricultural sectors have been vital to the 
economic base of the county. Employed persons typically work in manufacturing, retail trade, 
education, health, and social service industries. 
 
Escambia County includes the Poarch Creek Indian Reservation, the only federally recognized 
tribe in Alabama.  The Poarch Creek Indian reservation and its headquarters are located seven 
miles northwest of Atmore.  Historically, the tribe has been situated in this locality, maintaining 
community autonomy separate from the surrounding non-Indian communities. The community of 
Poarch, the center of tribal activities and the location of tribal headquarters is the namesake of the 
tribe.   
 
Mobile County 
Mobile County was established in 1812. It is the second largest county in the state with a 
population of 412,992 in the 2010 Census.  The County seat is the City of Mobile, Alabama’s only 
seaport.  Mobile County is known for its bustling seaport, ship building, thriving seafood industry, 
corn, soybean, pecans, berries, subtropical fruits, crude-oil and natural gas production.  

 
Mobile County has a total area of 1,644 sq. miles of which 1,233 sq. miles is land and 411 sq. 
miles is water. The population density is 335 persons per sq. mile.  Mobile has eleven incorporated 
cities: Bayou La Batre, Chickasaw, Citronelle, Creola, Dauphin Island, Mobile, Mount Vernon, 
Prichard, Saraland, Semmes, and Satsuma.  The extreme South Mobile County fishing 
communities of Bayou La Batre and the surrounding communities are comprised of roughly 33% 
Asian, mostly Vietnamese, Laotian, and Cambodian.  
 
Regional Analysis  
 
Population Size 
Population growth patterns were analyzed from 1970 to 2010 as shown in Figure 2. The 
population of the region has increased over the past forty years. Mobile and Baldwin 
counties with larger cities have experienced larger population growths. Escambia County 
shows a slower growth rate. The slow growth in Escambia County’s rural populations tends 
to follow the national trend of people moving to more urban areas for employment. The 
total population of the three county region is 633,576. 
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     Figure 2: Population of the Counties, 1970 to 2010 
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        1970       59,382       34,912         317,308 
        1980       78,556       38,440         364,980 
        1990       98,280       35,518         378,643 
        2000      140,415       38,440         399,843 
        2010      182,265       38,319         412,992 

 

 
       Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census of Population, 1970 – 2010. 

 
Future Population Forecasts 
According to the Center for Business and Economic Research, Baldwin County is the fastest 
growing county in the region and is projected to see a 54% percent increase in population by 
2035.  Mobile is second with a projected growth of 12.5% percent and Escambia County is 
third with an estimated 7% increase in population by 2035, as shown in Table 2. 

 
Table 1:  Population Estimates of Counties, 2010 to 2035 

County 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035 
Baldwin 182,265 203,897 225,130 245,610 264,901 282,378 
Escambia 38,319 39,136 39,822 40,346 40,718 40,943 
Mobile 412,992 423,750 434,699 445,395 455,258 464,305 

   Source: Center for Business and Economic Research (CBER) 
 
Future population levels are very important to the transportation planning process in that 
knowledge of past and present population characteristics is essential to meaningful projections of 
future population levels and characteristics. Future population levels are important since they 
determine both the amount of land to be developed in the future and, to a large extent, the type of 
development (e.g., residential or commercial), which will soon occur. An understanding of the 
present population characteristics also help the community to determine the adequacy of existing 
transportation facilities, land use patterns, economic arrangements, and community facilities in 
terms of meeting existing needs. Changes can also be made in projected population trends by 
significant changes in economic development strategies and proactive land use planning processes. 
 
Existing Transportation System 
 
The ability to move goods and people from place to place is integral to economic 
development.  Transportation is the movement of people and goods from place to place.   
Highways, in general, carry automobiles, trucks and mass transit vehicles. The Region is 
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linked by two major interstates. Heading north is Interstate 65, which continues through to 
Chicago.  Interstate 10 connects the region east to Florida and continues west to California.  
There are also six U.S. Highways and an excellent secondary system of state and county 
roads serving both urban and rural areas. 
 
Table 2 shows the county highway total mileage, paved system mileage, and unpaved 
system mileage by county and the Region as a whole for 2012.  
 
 

Table 2: County Highway Mileage 2012 
County Systems 

Total County Systems County Systems 
(miles) Paved (miles) Unpaved (miles) 

Baldwin 1,557 1,313 244 
Escambia 870   550 320 
Mobile 1,425 1,091                      334 
REGION 3,852 2,197 1,655 
 
 
 

Source: ALDOT Southwest Region and Baldwin, Escambia and Mobile Highway Depts. 
 

 
Table 3 shows the Interstate, US, and state route mileage by county and the Region as a 
whole for 2012. 
 
 

Table 3: Interstate, US, and State Route Mileage 2012 
Interstate   US Routes State Routes 

Systems Total Systems Total Systems Total 
(miles) (miles) (miles) 

Baldwin 58.021 124.609 193.079 
Escambia 27.924 73.515 57.216 
Mobile 61.021 132.824 98.609 
REGION 146.966 330.948 348.904 
Source: ALDOT Southwest Region and Baldwin, Escambia and Mobile Highway Depts. 

 
Roadway Classifications and Descriptions 
All transportation networks have some form of classification to categorize the hierarchy of 
movement in the system. In the South Alabama Rural Planning Organizations study area the 
components of the road network are interstates, principal arterials, minor arterials, major collectors, 
and minor collectors.  
 
Each type of roadway provides separate and distinct traffic service functions and is best suited for 
accommodating particular demands. Their designs also vary in accordance with the characteristics 
of traffic to be served by the roadway. The following is a brief description of each roadway type 
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taken from the U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration’s Highway 
Functional Classification Concepts, Criteria and Procedures publication. 
 
Interstates  
Interstates are the highest classification of Arterials and were designed and constructed with mobility 
and long-distance travel in mind. Since their inception in the Federal Aid Highway Act of 1956, the 
Interstate System has provided a superior network of limited access, divided highways offering high 
levels of mobility while linking the major urban areas of the United States. 
 
Determining the functional classification designation of many roadways can be somewhat 
subjective, but with the Interstate category of Arterials, there is no ambiguity. Roadways in this 
functional classification category are officially designated as Interstates by the Secretary of 
Transportation, and all routes that comprise the Dwight D. Eisenhower National System of Interstate 
and Defense Highways belong to the Interstate functional category and are considered Principal 
Arterials. 
 
Other Freeways and Expressways 
Roadways in this functional classification category look very similar to Interstates. While there can 
be regional differences in the use of the terms ‘freeway’ and ‘expressway’, for the purpose of 
functional classification the roads in this classification have directional travel lanes are usually 
separated by some type of physical barrier, and their access and egress points are limited to on- and 
off-ramp locations or a very limited number of at-grade intersections. Like Interstates, these 
roadways are designed and constructed to maximize their mobility function, and abutting land uses 
are not directly served by them. 
 
Other Principal Arterials 
These roadways serve major centers of metropolitan areas, provide a high degree of mobility and can 
also provide mobility through rural areas. Unlike their access-controlled counterparts, abutting land 
uses can be served directly. Forms of access for Other Principal Arterial roadways include driveways 
to specific parcels and at-grade intersections with other roadways. For the most part, roadways that 
fall into the top three functional classification categories (Interstate, Other Freeways and 
Expressways, and Other Principal Arterials) provide similar service in both urban and rural areas. 
The primary difference is that there are usually multiple Arterial routes serving a particular urban 
area, radiating out from the urban center to serve the surrounding region. In contrast, an expanse of a 
rural area of equal size would be served by a single Arterial. Table 4 presents a few key differences 
between the character of service that urban and rural Arterials provide. 
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Table 4: Characteristics of Urban and Rural Arterials 
Urban Rural 

• Serve major activity centers, highest 
traffic volume corridors and longest trip 
demands 

• Carry high proportion of total urban 
travel on minimum of mileage 

• Interconnect and provide continuity for 
major rural corridors to accommodate 
trips entering and leaving urban area 
and movements through the urban 
area 

• Serve demand for intra-area travel 
between the central business district 
and outlying residential areas 

•  Serve corridor movements having trip 
length and travel density characteristics 
indicative of substantial statewide or 
interstate travel 

• Connect all or nearly all Urbanized 
Areas and a large majority of Urban 
Clusters with 25,000 and over 
population 

• Provide an integrated network of 
continuous routes without stub 
connections (dead ends) 

Source: Federal Highway Administration 
 

Minor Arterials 
Minor Arterials provide service for trips of moderate length, serve geographic areas that are smaller 
than their higher Arterial counterparts and offer connectivity to the higher Arterial system. In an 
urban context, they interconnect and augment the higher Arterial system, provide intra-community 
continuity and may carry local bus routes. In rural settings, Minor Arterials should be identified and 
spaced at intervals consistent with population density, so that all developed areas are within a 
reasonable distance of a higher level Arterial. Additionally, Minor Arterials in rural areas are 
typically designed to provide relatively high overall travel speeds, with minimum interference to 
through movement. The spacing of Minor Arterial streets may typically vary from 1/8- to 1/2-mile in 
the central business district (CBD) and 2 to 3 miles in the suburban fringes. Normally, the spacing 
should not exceed 1 mile in fully developed areas (see Table 5). 
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Table 5: Characteristics of Urban and Rural Minor Arterials 
Urban Rural 

• Interconnect and augment the higher- 
level Arterials 

• Serve trips of moderate length at a 
somewhat lower level of travel 
mobility than Principal Arterials 

• Distribute traffic to smaller geographic 
areas than those served by higher-level 
Arterials 

• Provide more land access than 
Principal Arterials without penetrating 
identifiable neighborhoods 

• Provide urban connections for Rural 
Collectors 

• Link cities and larger towns (and other 
major destinations such as resorts 
capable of attracting travel over long 
distances) and form an integrated 
network providing interstate and inter- 
county service 

• Be spaced at intervals, consistent with 
population density, so that all 
developed areas within the State are 
within a reasonable distance of an 
Arterial roadway 

• Provide service to corridors with trip 
lengths and travel density greater than 
those served by Rural Collectors and 
Local Roads and with relatively high 
travel speeds and minimum 
interference to through movement 

Source: Federal Highway Administration 
 
Major and Minor Collectors 
Collectors serve a critical role in the roadway network by gathering traffic from Local Roads and 
funneling them to the Arterial network. Within the context of functional classification, Collectors are 
broken down into two categories: Major Collectors and Minor Collectors. Until recently, this 
division was considered only in the rural environment. Currently, all Collectors, regardless of 
whether they are within a rural area or an urban area, may be sub-stratified into major and minor 
categories. The determination of whether a given Collector is a Major or a Minor Collector is 
frequently one of the biggest challenges in functionally classifying a roadway network. 
 
In the rural environment, Collectors generally serve primarily intra-county travel (rather than 
statewide) and constitute those routes on which (independent of traffic volume) predominant travel 
distances are shorter than on Arterial routes. Consequently, more moderate speeds may be posted. 
 
The distinctions between Major Collectors and Minor Collectors are often subtle. Generally, Major 
Collector routes are longer in length; have lower connecting driveway densities; have higher speed 
limits; are spaced at greater intervals; have higher annual average traffic volumes; and may have 
more travel lanes than their Minor Collector counterparts. Careful consideration should be given to 
these factors when assigning a Major or Minor Collector designation. In rural areas, AADT and 
spacing may be the most significant designation factors. Since Major Collectors offer more mobility 
and Minor Collectors offer more access, it is beneficial to reexamine these two fundamental concepts 
of functional classification. Overall, the total mileage of Major Collectors is typically lower than the 
total mileage of Minor Collectors, while the total Collector mileage is typically one-third of the 
Local roadway network (see Table 6). 
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Table 6: Characteristics of Major and Minor Collectors (Urban and Rural) 
MAJOR COLLECTORS 

Urban Rural 
• Serve both land access and traffic 

circulation in higher density residential, 
and commercial/industrial areas 

• Penetrate residential neighborhoods, 
often for significant distances 

• Distribute and channel trips between 
Local Roads and Arterials, usually over 
a distance of greater than three- 
quarters of a mile 

• Operating characteristics include 
higher speeds and more signalized 
intersections 

• Provide service to any county seat not 
on an Arterial route, to the larger 
towns not directly served by the higher 
systems and to other traffic generators 
of equivalent intra-county importance 
such as consolidated schools, shipping 
points, county parks and important 
mining and agricultural areas 

• Link these places with nearby larger 
towns and cities or with Arterial routes 

• Serve the most important intra-county 
travel corridors 

MINOR COLLECTORS 
Urban Rural 

• Serve both land access and traffic 
circulation in lower density residential 
and commercial/industrial areas 

• Penetrate residential neighborhoods, 
often only for a short distance 

• Distribute and channel trips between 
Local Roads and Arterials, usually over 
a distance of less than three-quarters 
of a mile 

• Operating characteristics include lower 
speeds and fewer signalized 
intersections 

• Be spaced at intervals, consistent with 
population density, to collect traffic 
from Local Roads and bring all 
developed areas within reasonable 
distance of a Collector 

• Provide service to smaller communities 
not served by a higher class facility 

• Link locally important traffic generators 
with their rural hinterlands 

Source: Federal Highway Administration 
 
Local Roads 
Locally classified roads account for the largest percentage of all roadways in terms of mileage. They 
are not intended for use in long distance travel, except at the origin or destination end of the trip, due 
to their provision of direct access to abutting land. Local Roads are often designed to discourage 
through traffic. As public roads, they should be accessible for public use throughout the year. Local 
Roads are often classified by default. In other words, once all Arterial and Collector roadways have 
been identified, all remaining roadways are classified as Local Roads (see Table 7). 
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Table 7: Characteristics of Urban and Rural Local Roads 
Urban Rural 

• Provide direct access to adjacent land 
• Provide access to higher systems 
• Carry no through traffic movement 
• Constitute the mileage not classified as 

part of the Arterial and Collector 
systems 

• Serve primarily to provide access to 
adjacent land 

• Provide service to travel over short 
distances as compared to higher 
classification categories 

• Constitute the mileage not classified as 
part of the Arterial and Collector 
systems 

Source: Federal Highway Administration 
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Figure 3:  
  Baldwin County Political Boundaries and Major Transportation Routes

16



Figure 4: 
     Escambia County Political Boundaries and Major Transportation Routes
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      Figure 5: 
    Mobile County Political Boundaries and Major Transportation Routes 
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Existing Traffic Volumes 
Traffic volume is determined by traffic counts at various locations on the roadway network. This 
volume reflects current travel patterns and how well the network is serving the travel demand. 
Existing average annual daily traffic counts which are conducted annually are available from the 
ALDOT website at https://aldotgis.dot.state.al.us/atd/default.aspx. 
  
Roadway Capacity 
Roadway networks are evaluated by comparing the traffic volumes along each facility to the 
facility’s capacity. Roadway capacity is defined as the ability of the facility to accommodate traffic. 
Service flow volume is the level of traffic flow (vehicles per day) that can be accommodated at 
various levels of service. The current level of service scale, as developed by the Transportation 
Research Board in the Highway Capacity Manual, Seventh Edition, ranges from a level of service 
"A" to a level of service "F". Abbreviated definitions of each level of service are as follows: 
 

• LOS A is free flow.  Drivers are virtually unaffected by others; freedom to select desired 
speed and maneuverability is high.  Level of comfort/convenience is excellent.  

 
• LOS B marks the point at which freedom to maneuver begins to decline.  Ability to select 

speed is still good, but presence of others begins to affect driver behavior.  Comfort and 
convenience are good. 

 
• LOS C is where individual drivers are significantly affected by interaction with other 

vehicles.  Selection of speed and maneuverability are both affected by the traffic stream.  
Noticeable decline in comfort and convenience levels. 

 
• LOS D is high-density, but stable, flow.  Speed and maneuverability are severely restricted.  

Small traffic increases will cause operational problems.  Comfort and convenience levels are 
poor. 

 
• LOS E is operation just below capacity.  Speeds are reduced to low levels.  Virtually no 

room for maneuverability without forcing another vehicle to yield.  Operation is usually 
unstable, as any traffic increase causes breakdown.  Comfort and convenience levels are 
extremely poor; driver frustration is high. 

 
• LOS F is forced, or breakdown, flow.  Operation is characterized by stop-and-go waves 

which are very unstable.  The amount of traffic approaching a point is greater than the 
amount which can pass the point. 

 
As a general rule, desired operation of a roadway should be no lower than level of service “C". 
Level of service "D" may be acceptable under certain circumstances. A level of service "E" or "F" 
is considered unacceptable. 
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Other Modes of Transportation 
 
Rail  
Freight rail service is available in the Region. The railroad lines radiate from the Alabama State 
Port and from major industrial centers.  The Port of Alabama Terminal Railway connects these 
railroads to portside tracks and other marine terminal facilities, and services industries near the Port 
of Alabama’s property. 
 
The Region has six freight rail services, five of which are Class 1 railroads.  The five Class 1 
railroads are: 
 

• Burlington Northern (BN) 
• Canadian National Railroad (CNR) 
• CSX Transportation 
• Kansas City Southern (KSC) 
• Norfolk-Southern (NS) 
 

The sixth railroad is Central Gulf Railroad, which is a rail ship service to Coatzacoalcos, Mexico. 
This service gives shippers unparalleled rail service to southern Mexico and Mexico City.   
 
AMTRAK offered passenger service from Mobile to select southeast U.S. cities such as New 
Orleans and Jacksonville until the station was flooded during Hurricane Katrina in 2005. 
 
Air  
The only commercial air carrier facility in the three counties is Mobile Regional Airport, MRA.  
The Mobile Regional Airport is located fourteen miles west of the heart of the City of Mobile.  It 
provides passenger, freight, and express cargo service to Mobile and the adjacent upper Gulf Coast 
area.  Service is provided to major national and international locations. It has recently been annexed 
into the city of Mobile. 
 
The Pensacola Regional Airport located in Pensacola, Florida provides services to major national 
hubs. Flights, air ambulance service, aircraft repair and hangar storage are made available by 
several independent flying services. 
 
The Brookley Aeroplex is a former U.S. Air Force base located on Mobile Bay near downtown 
Mobile. It is built around a fully operational airfield with a 9,600-ft. runway able to accommodate 
the largest aircraft. Brookley Aeroplex is located adjacent to I-10 and I-65. There is also direct 
service by two railways, including CSX, connecting to the Port of Alabama.The largest employer is 
ST/Mobile Aerospace Engineering (MAE), an aviation repair and maintenance operation, with 
1,500 employees. Teledyne Continental Motors has 450 employees. EADS (European Aeronautic 
Defense and Space Company) and, Northrop Grumman Corp are also present in Mobile. Boeing, 
United Airlines, Continental and FedEx rely on the companies at Brookley Aeroplex for service, 
maintenance and technological innovation. In addition, the Mobile Downtown Airport at Brookley 
Aeroplex serves Airborne Express, FedEx and UPS as a regional cargo airport. In July 2012, 
Airbus, subsidiary of EADS announced the construction on a $600 million aircraft assembly plant. 
The company assembles its A320 family of aircraft at the Brookley Aeroplex, employing 1,000 at 
when it reaches full capacity and creating thousands more jobs as parts suppliers and other related 
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businesses are expected to locate near the plant. The plant is slated to deliver its first planes in 2016, 
and will be ramped up to full production of 40-50 planes annually by 2018. 

Other municipal or private airfields in the Region serve the needs of general aviation interests. 
Three are located in Escambia County, nine are located in Baldwin County (six of which are public, 
and licensed by the state, and three are private), and the remaining six are situated in Mobile 
County.  The facilities at, and the conditions of, these airports vary widely from the new terminal at 
Bates Field with eight covered loading gates to an unpaved or grassed runway with no other 
facilities.  
  
Waterway System  
Alabama has one of the longest inland waterway systems in the nation, with nearly 1,300 miles of 
navigable inland waterways along six corridors. These commercially navigable systems connect to 
more than 15,000 miles of inland waterways in 23 states via the Tennessee-Tombigbee and the Gulf 
Intracoastal water systems. Eleven state-managed dock facilities are located along these water 
corridors. All waterways and the associated locks and dams, which are operated by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, provide cost-effective and energy efficient transportation for shippers.  The six 
navigable waterways in Alabama are listed below. All systems link within our region.  
 
• Alabama-Coosa Waterway – links Montgomery and the Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway (and 

subsequently the Port of Mobile, Mobile Bay and the Gulf of Mexico) via the Alabama River.  
• Chattahoochee-Apalachicola Waterway – links the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway / Gulf of 

Mexico  
• Tennessee Waterway – links Knoxville, Tennessee and the Ohio River (and subsequently the 

Mississippi River and the Gulf of Mexico) via the Tennessee River.  
• Warrior-Tombigbee Waterway – links Port Birmingham and the Tennessee-Tombigbee 

Waterway at Demopolis (and subsequently the Port of Mobile, Mobile Bay and the Gulf of 
Mexico) via the Black Warrior River.  

• Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway – links the Tennessee River in the northwest corner of the 
state (and subsequently the Ohio River and the Mississippi River) and the Gulf of Mexico via a 
manmade canal, the Tombigbee River, the Mobile River, the Port of Mobile and Mobile Bay).  

• Gulf Intracoastal Waterway – serves the Alabama coast, extending from Texas to Florida, 
where it connects with the waterways serving the Atlantic coast of the United States.  

 
The Port of Mobile  
In Mobile, the Alabama State Port Authority operates Alabama’s full service, deepwater port on the 
Gulf of Mexico. The Port of Mobile offers terminal services from 100 overseas shipping lines and a 
dozen towing companies. Five major railroads and 75 trucking companies also serve its facilities. 
Two Interstate systems are found within one half mile of the port. Brookley Aeroplex, located 
adjacent to the port, offers immediate access to freight forwarding transportation services. The Port 
of Mobile provides complete services for shippers, including intermodal transfer and handling, 
warehousing, and security. 
 
At a depth of 45 feet, the port’s main channel is one of the deepest, permanently navigable channels 
in the South. With a long history as a bulk handling port, the $600 million port complex has 
transitioned into a distribution center for numerous general cargoes, including forest products, iron 
and steel cargoes, grain, cement and aluminum and alloy products. The port is undergoing a $300 
million modernization program, including the development of a world-class container and 
intermodal terminal at Choctaw Point, as well as value-added warehousing and distribution areas. 
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The Port of Mobile’s facilities provides a compact arrangement of piers and warehouses with 
shipside railway tracks connecting to an adjacent interchange yard. There are 36 cargo piers 
including a bulk material handling plant, grain elevators, a container port, a modern roll-on/roll-off 
dock, and one of the finest coal exporting/importing facilities in the world. The port offers complete 
terminal services for shippers, including intermodal transfer and handling, warehousing and 
security. Through its Inland Docks Division, the Port Authority also operates terminals at ten 
locations along the state’s waterways. Among the inland water systems, Alabama’s Tombigbee, 
Black Warrior and Tennessee Rivers connect shipping companies with major U.S. waterway 
systems. Additionally, Port of Mobile customers find accessibility to the Intracoastal Waterway off 
Mobile Bay, which provides shippers protected water routes from Texas to Maine. 
 
The Mobile Container Terminal, a $300 million intermodal facility that brings together ship, rail, 
truck, and air transportation modes into one contiguous site is expected to win a significant share of 
the fast growing container shipping market. This will attract intermodal investors to include air, sea 
and land-based investments and projected to create 1,700 jobs.  Singapore-ST Mobile Aerospace 
Engineering (MAE) is growing and Honda’s recent partnership with Teledyne to build engines has 
great promise for Mobile. The Brookley Aeroplex currently employs 3,500 workers. 
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Highway Needs 
 
The future infrastructure needs of an area are largely determined by its growth and the subsequent 
demand placed on a limited supply of any given commodity, in this case transportation system 
capacity.  The extent of future transportation needs depends on the number and length of trips made 
on an average day.  Trip characteristics are primarily determined by an area's population, housing, 
and employment densities and the spatial orientation of its residential and commercial or industrial 
areas.  
 
The information in the list of projects in the appendix was derived from the meetings that were held 
in each County and subsequent one on one meetings and phone calls with representatives of the 
RPO member governments. It is important to remember that just because a project is listed below 
does not necessarily mean that it will be funded. The purpose of this program is to improve the 
consultation process between ALDOT and rural local governments. The projects listed below are 
based on needs as determined by those local governments. ALDOT is committed to considering the 
feasibility of all of these projects but what actually will be completed with state funding will be 
determined by the Department of Transportation.  
 
Bridge Needs  
 

The highway bridge program provides funding to enable States to improve the condition of their 
highway bridges through replacement, rehabilitation, and systematic preventive maintenance. The 
Alabama Department of Transportation has an extensive Bridge Inspection Program where 
specially trained engineers inspect and rate all the bridges maintained by the State and local 
Governments.  To be eligible for replacement using federal aid Bridge Replacement Funds, a 
structure must have a rating below 50 and be either structurally deficient or functionally obsolete.  
A structure rated below 80 is eligible for bridge rehabilitation.  ALDOT’s present policy is to 
concentrate on replacing bridges that are restricted for weight limits lower than the legal limit.  The 
list of bridge projects in the appendix that follows was provided by the County Engineering 
Departments. 
 

Regional Transit Needs 
 

In a theoretical perfect world, every citizen would have access to public transportation to any 
destination in the region; unfortunately that is not case.  Although BRATS provides excellent 
service in Baldwin County, there are still pockets of rural Baldwin County that are only served once 
a week due to the low demand and the high cost of the trip.  Likewise, the Wave Transit System 
provides exceptional service for the City of Mobile and a portion of Prichard, but in rural Mobile 
County there is no alternative mode of transportation with the exception of very few special interest 
groups providing transit services or relying on private providers.  With the increase of labor demand 
expected in the region brought about by the expansions at Austal Shipbuilding, the Airbus 
Assembly Plant and other potential economic impacts, and higher unemployment rates in other 
areas of the region, it makes sense to provide the unemployed access to areas that need employees.  
 
In 2008, BRATS initiated the Baylinc Service. This service partially meets this need for transit 
between Baldwin and Mobile Counties with three morning trips and three return evening trips. 
Escambia County additionally needs transportation service to Baldwin County for both healthcare 
and employment.  Escambia County lacks a large hospital that has specialized medical care 
available, and already has established van pools commuting to Baldwin County.    
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The list of projects in the appendix includes needs that would have major regional transit effects 
that need to be implemented, complementing the existing service, in order to have an inter-county 
public transit network.  Some of these projects are already under way, although funding may or may 
not be tied down at the time of this document.  Federal funding in the form of FTA grants is going 
to be required to assist with some or all of the following projects and needs.  
 

Elderly, Disabled and Poverty 
The transportation funding Act SAFETEA-LU required any new transit projects to be assisted with 
certain federal transit dollars to be developed from a locally derived plan. This rule carried over 
with the new Transportation Funding Act MAP-21. The South Alabama Regional Planning 
Commission developed this plan (the Human Services Coordinated Transportation Plan) for 
Mobile, Baldwin and Escambia Counties.  The plan specifically dealt with the FTA Elderly 
Individuals and Individuals with Disabilities program (Section 5310), the Job Access and Reverse 
Commute program (Section 5316), and the expanded ADA New Freedom program (Section 5317). 
For further information and to review the strategies by that planning process see the Human 
Services Coordinated Transportation Plan available on the web at www.mobilempo.org. 
 

Rideshare Program 
The Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization launched the CommuteSmart Mobile Rideshare 
Program for commuters who live and work in Mobile.  The Rideshare program addresses the 
growing congestion in the urban area as well as expanding transportation options of the public.   
 
Carpooling has many advantages including less stress commuting to and from work, financial 
savings due to sharing commuting costs, reduce the need for parking, increase free time for riders 
and reduce pollution due to auto emissions.  Individuals can register for the program online, by 
phone or by mail.  One essential component of the program is the Emergency Ride Home (ERH) 
program.  The ERH program guarantees registered participants three free rides home a year in the 
event of an emergency or unscheduled overtime. 
 

Pedestrian and Bicycle 
  
This section presents ideas which will contribute to an integrated, intermodal transportation system 
and facilitate the movement of people.  Only when the transportation system is viewed as an integrated 
system, designed to serve a variety of users, can each mode complement the others and increase the 
efficiency of the entire transportation system, while helping to alleviate urban environmental 
problems.  Bicycle and pedestrian facilities are economically efficient and environmentally sound, 
enhance urban design and improve the quality of life while relieving traffic congestion. These projects 
reduce noise and the consumption of fuel, produce no air pollution, and do not damage the roadway.  
 
Bikeway Facilities 
There are three basic types of bikeways.  Bike routes and lanes should always be one-way facilities 
and carry traffic in the same direction as vehicular traffic. 
 
A Class III bike route is a signed or stenciled route on a local street.  This type of bikeway is ideal 
on local streets with a low volume of motor traffic traveling at low speeds.  Typically it is marked 
by the placement of standardized green and white bike route directional signs or pavement stencils 
along the roadway. It can be a wide shoulder or wide outside lanes.  Ideally a Class lll bike route 
has a minimum width of four feet.  
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A Class II bike lane is located in or beside a street.  A bike lane could be a widened road surface 
which is separated from motor vehicle lanes by paint striping, reflectors or a raised curb barrier.  
The Class II bike lane could also be a lane separated from motor vehicles by a strip of land, similar 
to a sidewalk.  It is located within the right-of-way of the road that it parallels.  A bike lane should 
be a minimum of four feet wide, excluding curb and gutter.   
  
A Class I bike path is a completely separate facility.  It is removed from streets or roads, located 
within its own right-of-way or in drainage or utility easements, flood plains or abandoned railroad 
corridors.  This is the safest type of bikeway, as it is removed from motor vehicles, except where it 
might cross a road.  This “multi-use trail” should be a minimum of eight feet wide to accommodate 
a variety of users and two way travel.  
 
Recommendations  
Several pedestrian and bicycle objectives are identified below. All governmental entities are 
encouraged to take these recommendations under consideration when and where feasible. Among 
these recommendations are:  
 

• Develop a bikeway and pedestrian network that links major residential areas with schools, 
shopping areas, employment centers, libraries, ancillary civic facilities, and other common 
destinations 

 
• Develop a visually prominent bikeway system, clearly defining boundaries between 

bicyclists, pedestrians, and motorists.  Whenever possible, provide a physical separation 
between modes to minimize the potential for conflict 

 
• Give due consideration to the FHWA Bicycle and Pedestrian Design Guidance on state and 

local projects 
  

• Encourage the consideration of bikeways and sidewalks on all new and upgraded bridges, 
interstate crossings, and road widening projects, and add shoulders on all resurfacing 
projects. 

 
• Give priority to construction of bikeways that will serve the most intensely used commuter 

bicyclist destinations 
 

• Develop bicycle parking facilities at all major commercial and public developments, 
schools, libraries, hospitals, and major modal interface points (i.e., malls, parking garages, 
downtown, YMCAs, transfer stops, park & ride lots, etc.) 

 
• Consider the provision of bike and pedestrian paths in all park developments and establish a 

bikeway network that links parks, recreation facilities, and other bikeways in the system 
 

• Consider the provision of restrooms along bikeways 
 

• Where feasible, utilize canal, railroad, and utilities rights-of-way for bikeway and pedestrian 
paths 

 
• Utilize bicycle-safe drainage grates and railroad crossings and adjust manhole covers to 

grade along bicycle routes 
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• Recognize and accommodate the many cyclists that choose to ride in the streets for 

efficiency in time and route, where identified in state, regional, and local plans 
 

• Utilize graphics that are easily understood by bicyclists, pedestrians, and motorists to 
minimize conflicts between the various modes. Consider installing “Share the Road” signs 
along routes used by cyclists and pedestrians. 

 
• Promote land use patterns in all developments which encourage bicycle and pedestrian 

access where applicable. 
 

• Encourage street design layouts in residential areas that discourage through traffic and high 
speeds 

 
• Provide for maintenance of bikeways and sidewalks to keep them clear of glass, gravel, 

potholes, and other debris, which are impediments to safe bicycling, and even walking to a 
lesser degree 

 
• Ensure proper lighting on bikeways and sidewalks where feasible 

 
• As part of new subdivision developments, recommend construction of bikeways and 

sidewalks along arterials and collector streets 
 

• Adapt traffic signal controls to bicycle and pedestrian use 
 

• Encourage the development of bikeways to minimize conflict with on-street parking, stop 
signs, cross traffic, interface with other modes, and other obstructions to bicycle flow 

 
• Encourage and support bike and pedestrian safety at local schools and with ALDOT’s multi-

modal office 
 

Safety Needs 
 
Safety projects are generally undertaken at specific locations where a hazard has been documented. 
Funding is generally awarded on a case-by-case basis as the need is identified by ALDOT or a local 
jurisdiction. A few typical projects funded through the safety program are: 

• mitigation of limited sight distance 
 
• guardrails 
 
• traffic control improvements, such as signals, signage and pavement markings 
 
• intersection geometric upgrades, such as turn lanes, rumble strips and widened radii 
 
• grade separation, signalization, barriers and/or signage at highway-rail crossings, and minor 

reconstruction to eliminate hazards, such as a tight curve or an adjacent obstacle such as trees, 
ditches or bridge abutments 
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Summary 
 
The South Alabama Rural Planning Organization Transportation Plan is multi-modal in scope, 
encompassing long-range plans for highway, public transportation, and bicycle/pedestrian 
networks.  Regional growth, economic development, and accessibility within the study area along 
with environmental concerns necessitate that the long-range plan addresses not only improved 
vehicular travel but also improvements to alternative modes.  Preservation of the existing 
transportation system coupled with enhancement of all modal choices will contribute to the 
improvement of the overall quality of life in the region. 
 
The recommendations contained in this report for highway, transit and bicycle and pedestrian 
projects were derived from meetings and consultations with representatives of the member 
governments of the RPO, the public, and from reviews of other planning documents.  The recom-
mendations made in this report will be reviewed and updated periodically in future years as 
changing social, economic, physical or technological conditions warrant, and the appropriate 
changes as then determined will be incorporated in new, updated plans. 
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RPO TRANSPORTATION PLAN AND SAFETY NEEDS LIST OF PROJECTS

Rural Baldwin County List of Projects (Area outside of MPO Study Area)

Expand 9th Avenue in Foley west past the Middle School to Hickory Street.

Extend County Road 20 from its current end to County Road 65. The roadway should be constructed to a three-lane cross-section.       

Widen County Road 65 to a three lane section from US 98 to CR 10

Widen County Road 12 in Foley from SR 59 over to Beach Express 

Extend County Road 28 (Pecan Avenue) in Foley. (Connect Paved Sections)

Construct a west bound turn lane on CR 97 at the intersection of County Road 97 and U.S. Highway 98

Construct a turning lane on U.S. Highway 98 at the CR 97 intersection to avoid traffic congestion during peak commuter times.

Construct an acceleration lane on the south side of U.S. Highway 98, east of CR 97 to aid drivers in merging on to U.S. Highway 98.

Construct the Baldwin Beach Express Phase II , a four-lane divided roadway from I-10 to I-65 

Widen County Road 10 to a three lane section from County Road 65 to AL 59

Construct a three lane roadway and bridge from Alabama Highway 161 to Interstate 10. This project will include the improvement and extension of County Road 95 and County Road 87.

Extend and improve County Road 65 from County Road 32 to County Road 48. The roadway should be constructed as a two-lane cross-section. 

Extend and improve County Road 65 from County Road 24 to County Road 32. The roadway should be constructed to a two-lane cross-section.
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Baldwin County List of Projects Continued

Extend Jimmy Faulkner Drive from Bromley Rd. to CR39 and Improve CR 39 from Alabama 59 to Alabama 225, and Intersection Improvements at Alabama 225. The roadway should be constructed to a two-lane cross-section.

Widen and extend County Road 24 from its current end to the  Beach Expressway. The roadway should be constructed to a three-lane cross-section.

Widen County Road 32 to three lanes from County Road 95 to Alabama Highway 59.

Widen County Road 20 to a three-lane cross section from Beach Express to CR 83. To connect existing five lane section of CR 20 from Alabama 59 to Beach Express.

Extend and improve C.C. Road from US Highway 98 to US Highway 90. The roadway should be constructed as a three-lane cross-section. 

Widen County Road 64 to three lanes from Alabama Highway 59 to I-10.

Widen and Improve Truck Route 17 to a standard two-lane cross-section from Alabama Highway 59 to County Road 64. (Majority of project falls within Eastern Shore MPO Planning Area).

Construct an interchange at I-65 and for the roadway from I-10 to I-65.

Widen Juniper Street from Pride Drive to County Road 20 in Foley

Widen U.S. Highway 98 to a 4 lane cross section from Foley to Lillian.

 Extend the Beach Express Cross Island Connector from AL 180 to AL 182.

Improve AL 182 in Gulf Shores from U.S. Highway 59 to approximately one (1) mile east.

Develop and implement an Access Management Plan and Signalization study on State Highway 59

Enhance Gulf State Park road system to accommodate new lodge and conference center

Extend 20th Street eastward in Gulf Shores for a new connection to Highway 180

Improve intersections at County Roads 4, 6, and 8 where they intersect the Foley Beach Express. (Not signals but turn lanes and wider turn radii

Construct another access road from County Road 4 to Jack Edwards Airport
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Baldwin County Bridge Needs

Replace bridge on Truck Trail 17 Over Reedy Creek (Currently Closed)

Widen Highway 59 Intracostal Waterway Bridge to three lanes southbound

Construct a new Intracostal Waterway Bridge crossing  to relieve high SR 59 volumes

Replace bridge on Hoyle Bryars Road over Bushy Creek

Replace bridge on CR 61 over Dyas Creek

Replace bridge on Still Road over Hollinger Creek

Replace bridge on CR 64 over Styx River

Replace bridge on Linholm Road over Eight Mile Creek

Replace bridge on CR 87 over Styx River

Replace bridge on CR 34 over drainage ditch (1200' west if Paul Cleverdon Road)

Replace bridge on CR 34 over drainage ditch (just east of Paul Cleverdon Road)

Replace bridge on CR 32 over Fish River

Replace bridge on Sherman Road over Weeks Branch

Replace bridge on North River Road over Keller Creek

Replace bridge on Truck Route 17 over Roans Creek

 

Baldwin County Pedestrian and Bicycle Needs

A comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan for the County

Complete Eastern Shore Trail from Weeks Bay Bridge on US 98 to AL 59 in Foley

Bicycle and Pedestrian crossing over State Highway 59 adjacent to the High School in Bay Minette
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Add bike/ped way to inside of the "V" in Gulf State Park

Windmill Ridge Rd in Gulf Shores needs a bike lane on the south side of road 

Bicyclist and pedestrians need a safe method to cross the W.C. Holmes Bridge. Modify the bridge to create a protected bike/ped facility on the west side with proper approaches

Construct bicycle path on AL 59 on abandoned railroad line from Loxley to Foley. (A large portion of project is within the MPO Planning Area).

Bike/ped way along Lagoon Avenue in Gulf Shores

A bike/pedestrian way on the east and west sides of State Highway 59 south of the Intracoastal Waterway to SR182

Connect the Bike/Ped way from East 3rd Street and 15th Avenue to the Park Road in Gulf Shores 
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Baldwin County Pedestrian and Bicycle Needs Continued

Construct bicycle path along abandoned railroad line from Bay Minette to Loxley

W. Canal Drive needs a bike/ped way that connects to Wedgewood Drive and West 1st Street in Gulf Shores

State Highway 180 Gulf Shores to Orange Beach, preserve shoulders for bike/ped, bus stops, landscaping, on both sides of road without excessive vibration strip. The vegetation along the waterway should be preserved

Safe sidewalks or shoulders are needed on State Highway 59 north of Intracoastal Waterway. Large numbers of workers walk or bike to work along this route.

A signalized crossing is needed on Hwy 180 at E. 22st Ave. to allow safer crossing for bicycles and pedestrians

Any future vibration strips deemed necessary between bike lanes and roadway on State Hwy 182 should be narrow like the one on Highway 59 north of the intracoastal waterway that was recently repaved

A bike/ped bridge over the intracoastal waterway east of the Highway 59 Bridge where the old bridge was. ROW still exists.

Future road widenings to include paved shoulder to accommodate cyclists

Extend the Fort Morgan Trail System to the Fort complex itself
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Baldwin County Transit Needs

Mobile Bay Passenger Ferry; NEEDS: this would be a new service requiring vessels, an operator, operating assistance, terminals and berthing area 

 Deviated fixed route transit system in South Baldwin County; NEEDS: new busses and operating assistance (potentially new service, potentially BRATS operated)

Fixed routes with transfer between BRATS and ECATS

BRATS needs addition funding for operations and administration, more drivers and staff

A dedicated bus lane on State Highway 182

A dedicated bus lane on the bridge on State Highway 59 over the intracoastal waterway

Construct a BRATS hub in each municipality in Baldwin County.

One or more transit routes from Baldwin County to the Airbus Complex in Mobile.

Safety Needs

More capacity over the Mobile River from Baldwin County into Mobile

Signalization study on State Highway 59

Truck route on Foley Beach Express to remove trucks on State Highway 59

Provide safe routes for seasonal workers, including those from other countries, to and from work

Provide safety education through employers that hire guest workers

Safe sidewalks or shoulders on State Highway 59 north of the Intracoastal Waterway. Large numbers of workers use this route to walk or bike to work

A signalized crossing is needed on Hwy 180 at E. 21st Ave. in Gulf Shores to allow safer crossing for bike/ped

Correct unshielded bridge ends on County Road 87 Bridge over Styx River

Correct unshielded bridge ends on Scranage Road Bridge over Horseneck Creek

Correct unshielded bridge ends on Hoyle Bryars Road over I-65
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Completed or Underway Projects in Baldwin County 

Extend and improve County Road 83 from the current end of the Beach Expressway to I-10. The roadway should be constructed as a four-lane median divided cross-section(Baldwin Expressway Extension). A large portion of this project fall 
within the Eastern Shore MPO Planning Area.

Connect County Road 13 between AL 104 and Corte Road. This roadway should be a two-lane cross-section.

Widen County Road 20 to a three-lane cross section from South Hickory Street to Alabama 59.

Widen County Road 4 from the end of the current three-lane section to the Foley Beach Expressway. The roadway should be constructed as a three-lane cross-section.

Realign and improve Barrineau Park Road to a standard two lane cross-section from the Florida State Line to County Road 112

Widen and improve County Road 64 from I-10 to County Road 112. This roadway should be constructed to a standard two-lane cross-section.           

Extend Pride Drive  eastward across State Route 59 in Foley acoss Juniper Street to County Road 20 - complete

Access management plan limiting access and median breaks, and requirements for cross-access between sites on The Beach Express 

Replace bridge on Keller Road Over Boggy Branch - complete

Replace bridge on County Road 91 over Narrow Gap Branch

Replace bridge on Truck Trail 17 Over Hollinger Creek (Currently Closed)

Replace bridge on CR 34 Over Negro Creek

Replace bridge on CR 55 Over Branch

County Road 44 over Cowpen Creek

County Road 62 over Mill Creek

County Road 11 over Weeks Branch

Durban Fork Road over Durban Branch

Add bike/ped way along County Road 1 from Mullet Point Park south approximately 1.5 miles

Widen AL 180 to a five-lane cross-section from AL59 to AL 161. (ALDOT) This project is underway with RESTORE Act funding

Widen County Road 8 to three lanes from AL 59 to Baldwin Beach Expressway - Underway
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Completed or Underway Projects in Baldwin County Continued

County Road 68 over Styx River

Widen AL 181 from US 90 to CR-64

The Access Management Plan for State Highway 181 in Baldwin County is complete

The Access Management Plan for State Highway 59 in Robertsdale is complete

Traffic signal at the intersection of Peachtree and State Highway 59 in Foley

Traffic Signal and intersection improvements at County Road 55 and State Highway 59 in Loxley

Traffic signal at the intersection of Keller Road and State Highway 59 in Foley

Baldwin Beach Expressway Extension is currently complete or under construction north as far as County Road 32. It is under construction from County Road 32 to I 10.  

Regular mass transit service between Baldwin County and Mobile County

Remodel BRATS headquarters to include training center and room for more employees 

Baldwin County Mental Health; two commuter vans

College Ave. over Rock Creek in Robertsdale - Underway

Highway 180 east from State Highway 59 to Gulf State Park needs a bike lane on the south side

Re-stripe, mark and sign existing facilities in Gulf State Park and Gulf Shores.

Intersection improvements at County Road 32 and the Baldwin Beach Express

Extend Fern Avenue from AL 59 eastward to the Baldwin Beach Express

Update the South Baldwin County Transit Study is complete

A bike/pedestrian way on the east and west sides of State Highway 59 south of the Intracoastal Waterway to SR182

Safe sidewalks or shoulders on State Highway 59 south of the Intracoastal Waterway. Large numbers of workers use this route to walk or bike to work

Replace bridge on Fred Duggar Road over Negro Creek - Underway
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Completed or Underway Projects in Baldwin County Continued

Add auxillary lanes on County Road 32 at county Road 55 North - This project is in progress

Complete bike/ped way along County Road 1 from Mullet Point Park to Pelican Point Park - project underway

Highway 59 and CR 6 intersection improvements

Replace bridge on Hoyle Bryars Road over Branch of Bushy Creek
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Escambia County List of Projects

Complete the four lane from state line to I-65 on U.S. 31

Brewton Bypass, New road down Scott Rd to U.S. 29

Improve State Route 41 at river crossing, this is an evacuation route

 Move improvements to U.S. 31 up in the State’s four year program

Pedestrian crossing over Railroad in downtown Brewton, not raised but at grade (need ALDOT to help convince Railroad to agree to it)

Better approaches on Bridge on Railroad street

Replace bridge to new hangers at Airport in Atmore, fire trucks can't get over the current bridge

Widen County Road 1 and make it a state route

Widen Highway 21 in Atmore

New Road from U.S. 31 to the new hangers at the Atmore Municipal Airport on the east side, They have ROW now

500 yards of new road at Industrial Park in Atmore to tie into U.S. Highway 31 

Widen State Highway 41 from Interstate 65 to U.S. Highway 31

Safety Improvements on County Road 18 from U.S. 31 to the "T" 

Safety Improvements on U.S. 31 coming into Flomaton after exiting Bridge

Need safety improvements on County Road 17

Traffic signal at Ridge Road and 41 in East Brewton

Caution lights at School Zones throughout county
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Escambia County bridges that need to be replaced

Smith Dairy Road Bridge over Brushy Creek Branch

 Bell Creek Road Bridge over Bell Creek

 Bell Fork Road Bridge over Sizemore Creek

Broken Leg Creek Bridge on Canaan Church Road

 Beasley Road Bridge over Narrow Gap Creek

 5-BBL culvert on Wildfork Road

 Railroad Branch on Fanny Road

Mill Creek Bridge (south) on Cooper Cemetery Road

Airport drainage bridge on Jay Road (County Road 55)

Dixon Branch on Blair Road

Smith Creek on Damascus Road (County Road 69)

School House Creek on Hickory Head Road

Conecuh River relief on County Road 53

Panther Creek on County Road 51

Raised bridge on State Route 41
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Escambia County  Pedestrian and Bicycle Needs

A comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan for the County

Pedestrian crossing over Railroad in downtown Brewton, not raised but at grade  (need ALDOT to help convince railroad company to agree to it)

Future road widenings to include paved shoulder to accommodate cyclists

Escambia County Transit Needs

ECATS needs addition funding for operations and administration

ECATS needs three more fifteen passenger vans, one with two wheel chair locks

Fixed routes with transfer between ECATS and BRATS; NEEDS: new vehicles and operating assistance for ECATS

Transit services for the Senior Citizens program in East Brewton

Completed or Underway Projects in Escambia County 

 Drainage issue on U. S. Highway 29 north bound lane in Flomaton between College and Wilkerson

Widen State Highway 113 across Escambia County

Escambia County Alabama Transit System; new vehicles and operation assistance
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Rural Mobile County List of Projects (Area outside of MPO Study Area)

Roadway Needs

Highway 45, four lane from State Route 158 to Mississippi Line. This is an important evacuation route

Highway 43, needs a safety study that includes identifying sections that need turn lanes and traffic signals

Traffic improvements in Mt. Vernon to accommodate  Steel Mill traffic

State Route 193 from Dauphin Island, needs to be elevated or a berm constructed, storm surge or even high winds at high tide make it impassable.  This is the only evacuation route 

Henry Davis/Weaver Road realignment from US 43, 1.3 miles westward

Relocate the section of County Road 96 where it turns in front of the High School in Citronelle. This will be a major truck route to the ThyssenKrupp Steel Mill

Broad Branch extension to John Kelly Road

Lambert Cemetery Road extension to John Kelly Road

Pave Mason Ferry Road to Earlville Road

Pave Earlville Road to Mason Ferry Road

Create a second evacuation route from Dauphin Island using AL Highway 188 to Bellingrath Road or Padgett Switch Road.  

Traffic signal study on US 43 in Mount Vernon at Service Road near McDonalds.

Traffic signal study on US 43 in Mount Vernon at Unruh Street near Family Dollar 

Completion of the four-lanes of US 98 west of Semmes to the Mississippi State line
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Mobile County bridges that need to be replaced

Replace Salt Creek Bridges on Bienville Blvd. on Dauphin Island

Replace bridges 14 and 15 on Beverly Jefferies Highway over the Escatawpa River

Install scour countermeasures for bridge number 176 on Gulfcrest Road

Mobile County Pedestrian and Bicycle Needs

Convert the abandoned rail Line that parallels US 45 from the City of Mobile north through Citronelle into a bicycle and pedestrian trail.

Develop an “Around the Mobile Bay” trail that connects with the Baldwin County trail system on the Causeway and through Mobile County the Dauphin Island Ferry.

Future road widenings to include paved shoulder to accommodate cyclists where feasible

Upgrade existing curb ramps and sidewalks to ADA standards

Construct the National Bike Route through Mobile County

Rural Mobile County Transit Needs 

Rural public transit system in Mobile County

Mobile Bay Passenger Ferry; NEEDS: this is a new service requiring vessels, an operator, operating assistance, terminals and berthing area
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Completed or Underway Projects in Mobile County 

Bridge on Wilmer-Georgetown Road over Big Creek just west of Natchez Trace Road - complete

Resurface Tanner Williams from  Eliza Jordan to Wilmer Road - complete

Pave Lott Road from Brown Blankenship north to County Road 96 - underway

Improve Sam Jones Avenue in Mount Vernon from US 43 to Sheppard Lake for Steel Mill access - in design

Bridge replacement (Bridge #215) on Sunset Road - in design

Improve Sam Jones Avenue in Mount Vernon from Sheppard Lake Road to Old Military Road E.
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