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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Southeast Houston plays an important

role in Houston's landscape and economic
competitiveness. At the confluence of the
nation's 36th largest airport, an extensive
bayou trail network, and a dynamic collection
of neighborhoods, Southeast Houston's
mobility future will shape Houston'’s
transportation decision-making and how
distinct travel modes are integrated for a
seamless user experience.

v SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

This Plan represents a step in the continued
progress toward fostering an equitable
transportation network that enhances safety
for all road users, particularly in underserved
communities where street safety and
transportation affordability disparities persist,
while simultaneously supporting our city's
global economic reach. Six major concepts
outline the mobility recommendations and
work to answer the Plan's central questions.

Build out of major corridors to enhance
connectivity and spur development

Facilitate more context-sensitive
street design for each major corridor
in the study area

Right-size streets and right-of-way
designations

Increase high-comfort bicycle
connections between Sims Bayou and
the surrounding neighborhoods

Align sidewalk and bikeway
improvements with METRO's planned
high-capacity transit investments

Prioritize improvements related to the
community's goals and objectives




PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

The Southeast Houston Mobility Plan is a
comprehensive transportation study, focused
on furthering the City of Houston's goals

for a more healthy, resilient, and connected
city established through PlanHouston and
leaning on processes and technical guidance
elaborated in the City's Mobility Plan. This
plan allows for more in depth consideration
of the existing transportation and mobility
conditions, infrastructure, and development in
the Southeast Houston Study Area.

The primary purpose is to identify short,
medium and long-range projects, policies, and
programs intended to promote better mobility
for all road users, and to consider and develop
a multi-modal classification for streets within
the study area. This summary details the year-
long study process, from existing conditions
and public engagement efforts to improvement
recommendations and implementation
strategies.

PlanHouston

Spend money wisely

Grow responsibly

Sustain quality infrastructure

Nurture safe and healthy neighborhoods
Connect people and places

Support our global economy

Foster an affordable city

Protect and conserve our resources

Communicate clearly and with
transparency

Partner with others, public and private

City of Houston Mobility Plan

+ Mobility is a key factor in a community's
vitatility
+ Costs associated with new development

/ redevelopment must be equitably
allocated.

+ Access (curb cuts/medians) must be
consistently and proactively managed.

* Right-of-way standards for future major
arteries must reflect “best practices,’
fully recognize aesthetic concerns, and
anticipate peak traffic volumes at fully
developed conditions.

+ Neighborhood concerns must be
carefully balanced with the need to
maintain circulation (recognize the value
of connectivity/circulation).

+ Long-term “notice” provided by Major
Thoroughfare and Freeway Plan
must be effectively publicized and
communicated.

* Nonstructural approaches should
be considered as well as new road
construction.

Goals and Principles

PLAN s

City Mobility Planning
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CONTEXT OF THE STUDY

The Study Area is bounded by Interstate 610
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COMMUNITY SNAPSHOT 2012-2016

POPULATION

208,650
2%

OF COUNTY
POPULATION
55 sq/mi
32%
High School Some College Less than a
Diploma / GED College Degree or High School
More Diploma
4

[ AGE

Under 14 years: 23% &&
14 -17 years: 5% ..

18-24years: 12% ‘-‘

Over 65 years: 1 0% ‘

Asian 4% — 1% Other RACE
White 7%

37years old

average age

50% Hispanic

Black 38%

EMPLOYMENT

Not in Labor Force: 36%

Unemployed: 6%

Employed: 59%

Treeoen
2 3 % nat!ic;/ﬁallaglc?\\//érttr;/eline
AAD 1IN
AAAA

homes are
vacant

S41,187 owe

median household ~ Renter
income

52%

48%

TRANSPORTATION

Drive Alone
Carpool
Public Transit

Walk/Bicycle

47 minutes
average travel

time to work
by transit

A

Source: American Community Survey
2012-2016 5-year estimates
Walkscore data from walkscore.com

29 minutes
average travel

time to work
by vehicle

community

walkscore
(on a scale of 100)
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PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT & PROCESS

Vision Statement

The Southeast Houston Mobility Plan addresses the dynamic mobility needs of the many
communities in Southeast Houston. The Plans strategies, actions and performance measures
will build on previous efforts with measurable, achievable and ambitious projects, policies,
and programs that will create and reinforce connections to promote the area’s economic

competitiveness and well-being of its residents.

The planning process included three
committee meetings, two public meetings,and
six civic club meetings. A total of 120
comments were collected through the Online
Public Comment Tool. Recommendations in
this study were driven by the goals which were
established by community leaders during the
steering committee and refined through public
workshops and community surveys.

What We Heard

Workshop participants were able to provide
direction to goals and refine recommendations
through iterative feedback throughout the

life of the project. For instance, participants
at the first public workshop ranked the seven
overarching goals put forth by the steering
committee and afforded an opportunity to
suggest new goals, where higher priority was
emphasized on neighborhood connections,
safety, public health, and resilience objectives.
Consequently, the project team and steering
committee put forth a neighborhood
connections station for the second workshop

viil SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

where participants were able to identify their
preferred type of “neighborhood connections”
by a low, mid, and high ranking of precedent
images as seen here and could select from the
following list:

+ High quality sidewalks, crosswalks, and
bikeways

« Closer destinations, infill, and mixed use
development

+ Street connectivity

+ Microtransit (flexible service / on demand)
* Bikeshare

+ Scooters

The results from this exercise favored the
provision better walkability and microtransit
solutions, in addition to more mix of land uses
and higher density development patterns.

NEIGHBORHOOD
CONNECTIONS

REGIONAL ACCESS

TRANSPORTATION
CHOICES

HEALTH

PARTNERSHIPS

[A[

Community Goals




RECOMMENDATIONS

The system improvement recommendations
were developed through the guidance of the
steering committee and refined by public
input at workshops, the project survey, and

an interactive mapping function. Project
recommendations made in this plan fall within
one of the following six categories:

Build out of major corridors to enhance
connectivity and spur development

Areas in the southwest portion of the study
area would benefit greatly from the build-out of
planned street connections to SH 288 and to
Beltway 8. This would enhance regional access
for undeveloped parcels and would attract
more commercial and light industrial uses to
the area. In addition, extending corridors would
allow for the expansion of local bus routes

to the new Veterans Administration Hospital
currently in development.

Facilitate more context-sensitive street
design for each major corridor in the study
area

The study area's major corridors are

the connective tissue for the various
neighborhoods and destinations that make
up the study area. Each corridor has an
opportunity to enhance connectivity in its
own way, based on its available right-of-way,
planned and future multimodal projects,
and land use patterns. This study identifies
the purpose each major corridor serves and
how they can be leveraged to further bolster
neighborhood connectivity.

Right-size streets and right-of-way
designations

Many of the streets in the study area are
designed to handle much heavier traffic and
are overbuilt, in many cases. This provides an
opportunity to transform the area by right-
sizing streets and reallocating right-of-way,
where possible, to enhance the public realm
and activate streetscapes with wider sidewalks
and bikeways. Off-street parking could also be
considered near commercial uses.

Increase high-comfort bicycle connections
between Sims Bayou Greenway and the
surrounding neighborhoods

Sims Bayou is one of the most consequential
segments in the 150 miles of linear parks and
trail system the Houston Parks Board has
developed to date. Expanding access to this
amenity to the surrounding neighborhoods
stands to make a significant improvement

for households facing higher socioeconomic
vulnerabilities and would facilitate more active
transportation and recreation in an area of the
city facing a legacy of health disparities and
higher rates of chronic illness.

Align sidewalk and bikeway investments
with METRO's planned high-capacity transit
investments

Future plans call for an expansion of high-
capacity transit in the study area. This

plan identifies where sidewalk and bikeway
investments can be programmed in the
near and mid-term future to complement
the expansion of transit. Though the exact
alignments and stations are unknown at this
point, there is enough information available
from METRQ's long-range transit plan to
know the general vicinity of where new transit
infrastructure will be introduced.

Prioritize improvements related to the
community’s goals and objectives

Prioritization in this plan is anchored by the
vision and goals defined by the community

in this planning process. For instance,
neighborhood connections, public health, and
safety are woven into the recommendations
in this study but also shape the project list
determined in this plan.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY IX
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PURPOSE & PROCESS

The purpose of this plan is to recommend a
more detailed roadway design and operations
than what is identified in the City of Houston
Major Thoroughfare and Freeway Plan
(MTFP). This plan allows for a more in-depth
consideration of the existing transportation
and mobility conditions, infrastructure, and
development in the Southeast Houston Area.

Existing and future conditions were used to
recommend mobility improvements inclusive
of freight, transit and active transportation
modes, including short and long-term options,
capital projects and funding.

Existing conditions related to traffic,
pedestrian, bicycle, parking, demographic, and
economic data as well as future land use and
projected population and employment was
also utilized.

This section of Houston is bounded by the
construction and rerouting of various roadways
including Interstate 610, State Highway 288,
Beltway 8, Interstate 45 and Galveston Rd.
beginning in the 1950s and continuing through
the 1980s.

Hobby Airport has been a major landmark in
the area since 1927, with passenger flights
ramping up in the 1970s.

The Sunnyside neighborhood was developed in
1912 as a community for African Americans.
While many of the other neighborhoods

within the study area were developed post
WWII. Since 2000, most have experienced
modest growth. This growth has been

coupled with unconnected roads, missing

2 SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

sidewalks, a mixture of auto and freight truck
traffic, inconsistent transit due to low density
development.

By 2045, according to the Houston-Galveston
Area Council (H-GAC), population in the

study area is expected to increase by 50%,
households by 58% and employment by

19%. Traffic volumes along roadways
within the study area are expected to increase

by 44% Much of the anticipated growth
is expected to occur in the southern portion
of the study area and could further strain an
already inadequate transit system.

Stakeholder input was gathered throughout
the planning process from a steering
committee, technical committee, and public
meetings. Through participation on the
Steering Committee, community leadership
informed every step of the planning process
from vision to implementation. The goals of
this plan were formed directly from public
contributions and demonstrate the priorities
of this community. (Please reference Chapter
2: Public Engagement for details of the public
involvement process).

This plan begins with defining the study area
and describing background data on the sub-
region. It then explores the community vision
and goals followed by the recommended
improvements. The final section of this plan
discusses the next steps that can be taken
for short, medium, and long-term multi-modal
mobility planning efforts.

NEIGHBORHOOD
CONNECTIONS

REGIONAL ACCESS

TRANSPORTATION
CHOICES

HEALTH

PARTNERSHIPS

Community Goals
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STUDY AREA

As represented in Map 1.1, the Southeast
Houston study area is bound by Interstate 610
to the north, State Highway 288 to the west,
Beltway 8 to the south, and Interstate 45 and
Galveston Rd. to the east.

The Southeast Houston study area is unique,
as many continuous roadways and residential
development are located north of Sims Bayou
and east of Hobby Airport. Vacant developable
land and disconnected streets are located in
the south-southwest portion of the study area.
A major rail corridor bisects the study area
north-south and is a barrier to neighborhood
connectivity and regional mobility.

Commercial and office uses are situated

along the major corridors and adjacent to

the freeway network. Many of the major
corridors in the study area are defined with
wide medians and ample right-of-way. The
Study Area is home to many industrial and
manufacturing land uses with William P. Hobby
Airport as the major employment center.

Flooding is a risk throughout the City of
Houston; though the Southeast Houston
Study Area fared well during recent storm
events. Flooding is a concern along some
major roadways as well as local neighborhood
streets, making travel difficult during heavy
rains.

The plan's recommendations are intended to
achieve a vision of what the transportation
network could look like in the future. Certain
projects analyzed through the study process
have regional implications outside the Study
Area. The most notable are the construction
of SH-35, the expansion of light rail transit and
more frequent transit service.

—

Hope Farms FM Law Park
Source: Culture Map Source: Houston Parks Board

b o Fe e _
Hobby Airport Sims Bayou at Mykawa Rd.
Source: Fly 2 Houston Source: Harris County Flood Control District
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COMMUNITY SNAPSHOT 2012-2016

POPULATION

208,650
9%

OF COUNTY
POPULATION
55 sq/mi
32%
High School Some College Less than a
Diploma / GED College Degree or High School
More Diploma
Under 14 years: 3%, a& -. AGE
q

14 -17 years:

5%
18-24years: 12% ‘-‘

over65years: ()

37years old

average age

% e

Asian 4% — 1% Other RACE
White 7%

50% Hispanic

Black 38%

EMPLOYMENT

Not in Labor Force: 36%

Unemployed: 6%

Employed: 59%

Treenrnn
23% oot

HHD 1IN
AAAA

S41,18

median household
income

VS, 52%

Renter

homes are
vacant

48%

TRANSPORTATION

Drive Alone

Carpool

Public Transit

Walk/Bicycle

29 minutes
average travel

time to work

(on a scale of 100)

47 minutes
average travel

time to work

by vehicle by transit
community @
walkscore

A

Source: American Community Survey
2012-2016 5-year estimates
Walkscore data from walkscore.com
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STUDY GOALS AND TOOLS

During the 2009 City Mobility Planning (CMP)
process, several goals and objectives were
identified that relate to this study.

CMP Goals and Objectives are listed below:
* Increased access to transit facilities
+ Increased access to pedestrian facilities
+ Increased access to bicycle facilities
+ Improved connectivity of the system

+ Better accommodations for the movement
of freight

+ Cost efficiency

+ Minimized travel times

+ Reliable commuting options
+ Reduction in congestion

+ Minimized conflict points within the
network

+ Safe and secure environment for
pedestrians and bicyclists

+ Neighborhood traffic

« Air quality conformity to State standard

+ Improved ability to maintain infrastructure
+ Maintain a system that is energy efficient
+ Improved corridor aesthetics

+ Enhanced pedestrian amenities

+ Pedestrian-scaled streets

+ Facilitation of all modes of travel

6 SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

This plan identified tools that can be applied
where appropriate to improve mobility and
accessibility throughout the Study Area. The
list of tools used in this analysis can be found
in the Mobility Toolbox.

As part of the study, existing plans and
studies were analyzed and reviewed for
previously recommended mobility and

land use improvements. The information
contained in these plans and studies was
used as a starting point for this planning
process, ensuring that the recommendations
from the Southeast Houston Mobility Plan
are consistent and expand upon those
previous efforts.

+ Our Great Region 2040
+ Plan Houston

*+ Houston Bike Plan

+ Hobby Area Livable Centers Study

* Houston Botanic Garden Master Plan
+ Houston Active Living Plan

Stuart Park Gateway Connectivity Study
+ Beyond the Bayous

+ Bayou Greenways 2020 - Sims Bayou
Greenway

City Mobility Planning

g

Stuart Park Gatewa
Connectivity Study

Sims Bayou Greenway
Opportunities for TIRZ8 and
Hobby ManagementDistrict

K" HOUSTON

City Mobility Planning

Technical Memorandum # 1:
The City Mobility Planning Process

Beyond the Bayous
’ o

Im

HOUSTON
BIKEPLAN

PLAN

HOUSTON

Opportunity. Diversity. Community. Home.

HOUSTON

ACTIVE LIVING PLAN
4 Qe P
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MOBILITY TOOLBOX DEFINITIONS

- New Capacity includes
widening existing roadways
or using existing
right-of-way to add travel
lanes.

Streets

- Turn Lane improvements
are design related traffic
control techniques.

Intersections

- New Bus Routes can
increase mobility and
accessibility to employ-
ment centers for residents.

- New Ride Facility can be
either located on-street as a
dedicated lane, shared-path
or as an off-street trail.

Pedestrian /
Bicycle Facilities

- Livable Centers/TOD
Areas are places where
people can live, work and
play with less reliance on
vehicles.

- Mobile Rideshare Apps
allow users to share
vehicles for trips, reducing
congestion and increasing
mobility (Uber, Lyft).

Technology

- Access Management
describes a set of congestion
reduction techniques that
control where vehicles may
enter and leave the road.

- Signal Timing allows for the
coordination and sequencing
of signal phases at intersec-
tions.

- Frequency is the elapsed
time between consecutive
buses on a route.

- New Trail can be located
adjacent to parks and along
bayous, greenways, and
utility corridors to connect
neighborhoods and activity
centers.

- MTFP classification of
roadways provides the City
the ability to secure
right-of-way, coordinate
projects and the long-term
vision of the corridor.

- Autonomous/Smart Vehicles
are capable of sensing its
environment and moving with
little or no human input. They
have the ability to communi-

cate with other smart devices.

- New Streets can increase
mobility and accessibility to
areas that are difficult with
the existing roadway system.

- Crosswalk improvements
identify where pedestrians
should cross the street and
alert drivers to pedestrian
movements.

- Shelters provide the user
with easy access to the bus,
visibility, is comfortable, safe
and convenient, and provides
clear information.

- New Sidewalks should be
implemented to complete
gaps in the sidewalk network
and improve existing
dilapidated sidewalks.

- Transit Vision provides the
framework for improving
public transit through bus
routes, bus rapid transit, light
rail transit, park and ride
facilities and commuter rail.

- Urban Transport Pods are
personal rapid transit
systems that are computer
driven vehicles operating
along guideways or
traditional roadways.

- Streetscape Improvements | - Local Street safety
include beautification, improvements include
pedestrian and transit pedestrian level lighting,
amenities, maintenance, reduced speed limits, and
and wayfinding/signage. sidewalk infrastructure.

- Microtransit consists of
flexible "on-demand”
routing or flexible
scheduling of minibus
vehicles.

- New Station/Stop can
reduce walking times and
distances while providing
connectivity to neighbor-
hoods and employment
centers.

- Widen Sidewalk includes
ensuring sidewalks are built
to current design standards
(5" minimum, 6" along major
thoroughfares and transit
corridor streets)

- High Speed Rail operate
between major population
centers along dedicated
right-of-way traveling at
speeds greater than 125
mph.

- Dockless Mobility is
shared micro-mobility
transportation options
that are accessible to all
(bikes, e-bikes, and
e-scooters).
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ONLINE PUBLIC COMMENT TOOL

Public participation from community
stakeholders is an important part of the
planning process. Public participation
encourages the residents in the community
to have meaningful impacts in the decision-
making process. As part of the study, a
Public Involvement Plan and Communication
Toolkit was developed for use by committee
members, council members and the public.
Social media postings and flyers were
developed before the public meeting dates to
increase communication and outreach efforts.

Public Meeting #1, September 8, 2018.

10 SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

Public comments have been solicited through
an online "Wikimap," a GIS portal where the
public is able to access information from

the City of Houston'’s databases, as well as
data collected by the project team, and input
locations of their concerns. Layers such as
land use, demographics, and infrastructure can
be viewed to help locate areas of concern.

During the initial phases of the study, the public
was asked to provide comments related to

five categories—Roadway, Safety, Pedestrian,
Bicycle, or Other. Users were able to place a pin
on the map as well as add written comments
to express their concern.

The public was also able to provide comments
regarding improvements that were presented
during the second public meeting.

A total of TO0 additional comments have
been provided through the Online Public
Comment tool that supplement what was
heard during the public meetings and technical
and committee stakeholder meetings.

A full list of public comments received
throughout the plan through the Online Portal
can be found in Appendix B.

“William P. Ho

' Public Comment

Name Roadway

Location  MLK Bhvd

Comments need to connect MLK to the
beltway for oppertunity to bring

ke development of retail and

shopping
|

Edited on 9/28/18 at 2:04 PM

| Zoomto

PR v




COMMITTEE MEETINGS

COMMITTEE MEETING #1
MAY 24, 2018

The first committee meeting kicked off with
an hour-long bus tour that took the committee
members through the study area for an
overview of existing conditions.

The intent was to call attention to mobility
issues throughout the study area, including
congestion and multimodal conflicts;

the important role of Hobby Airport as a
regional destination; the planned intersection
treatments and greenspace by Houston Parks
Board along Sims Bayou Greenway; and the
need for evaluating existing intersections,
sidewalks, and bus stops.

After the tour, a brief presentation was followed
by a group exercise that asked the following
questions for input:

« What does success look like in this
project?

+ What are your most important mobility
goals?

+ What are the key transportation gaps
in the community, and what major
destinations should this project work to
improve transportation choices to?

+ What are the biggest challenges and
opportunities to mobility in this area?

Full detail of the Committee Meeting #1

can be seen in Summary Report included in

Appendix B.

MAY 2019
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COMMITTEE MEETING #2
JULY 24, 2018

Presentations to the Advisory Committee

at their midsummer meeting included

project timeline status, a demonstration

of the Wikimap, and project area context
maps, including Bicycle Network, Capital
Improvement Projects, Civic Destinations,
Employment Density, Land Use, METRO Bus
Routes, Major Thoroughfare and Freeway Plan,
Median Household Income, Population Density,
Average Daily Traffic, and Crash Density.

Committee Meeting #2, July 24, 2018.
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The consultant team shared some initial
thoughts on getting the word out and
scheduling the public meeting, then opened the
floor to discuss the item. Participants made

a series of suggestions for the advertisement
and activities of the public meeting.

The consultant team presented the H-GAC
employment and population growth estimates
for 2015-2045. The meeting concluded

with a discussion of the project goals and
metrics, including Resilience, Neighborhood
Connections, Regional Access, Transportation
Choices, Health, and Partnerships.

Full detail of the Committee Meeting #2 can
be seen in the Summary Report included in
Appendix B.




COMMITTEE MEETING #3
OCTOBER 30, 2018

The third committee meeting began with a
presentation of the results of Public Meeting #1
with particular emphasis on the goals exercise,
and a mapping exercise showing how various
parts of the study area are or are not achieving
those goals as prioritized by the public. Results
of the mapping exercise are included in
Appendix B.

The project team discussed which toolbox
elements addressed each of the goals and
concluded with a corridor exercise, where
committee members noted opportunities and
suggestions for project recommendations
along four corridors: Airport Blvd., Bellfort St
MLK Blvd., and Telephone Rd.

MAY 2019

13




PUBLIC MEETINGS

PUBLIC MEETING #1
SEPTEMBER 8, 2018

The Plan’s first public meeting was held
Saturday, September 8, 2018, from 9:00AM

to 12:30PM at Greater St. Matthews Baptist
Church within the study area in the South Park
neighborhood. Over 40 people attended the
meeting and provided input through a variety
of stations.

The meeting consisted of interactive
presentations and activities that invited
attendees to share transportation challenges
and concerns in their community. Residents
were also encouraged to visit various
workstations to contribute their thoughts
and opinions on topics such as bike safety,
roadway congestion, A.D.A. access, transit,

Public Meeting #1, September 8, 2018.
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walking, intersections, and overall mobility.

The major interactive activities consisted of a
Goals Pyramid, where participants were asked
to sort listed goals by priority; a Picturing Trips
station, where participants were asked about
their typical existing and desired mode(s) of
travel to destinations; a Reimagining Streets
station where people could creatively design
street space; and a Public Comment Map that
was an analog version of the digital Wikimap
described in the section above.

Over 1,000 flyers and points of contact were
made and distributed in the weeks leading
up to the event, including visits to area
businesses, civic groups, and social media
posts. Snacks and light refreshments were
generously provided by the Houston Parks
Board.

Full detail of the Public Meeting #1 can be seen
in the Summary Report included in Appendix B.




PUBLIC MEETING #2
FEBRUARY 6/9, 2019

The Plan’s second public meeting was held
Wednesday, February 6, 2019, from 6:00PM to
8:00PM at Sunnyside Multi-Service Center in
City Council District D and Saturday February
9,2019, from 9:30AM to 11:30AM at Charlton
Community Center in City Council District .

Over 100 people attended this workshop

and provided feedback through a variety

of stations. The workshop consisted of a
presentation and interactive table sessions
focused on presenting the consultant team's
findings and draft recommendations for
improved mobility. Residents were encouraged
to review and discuss the recommendations at
different stations where they could leave public
comments on their preferences related to
roadway congestion, safety, public transit, and
bicycle and pedestrian facilities.

Overall, participants supported the community
driven results and felt the feedback from

the first meeting reflected their priorities

and needs. Trends emerged in participant
responses, many reiterating the highest ranked
goals from the first meeting. Comments
providing support and further input regarding
connectivity, transit access, safety and
resilience were the most prominent.

CIVIC CLUB
MEETINGS

As part of the public outreach component

of the study, the project team and the City

of Houston gave brief presentations on the
project to various civic clubs and homeowners'
associations in the study area. These
presentations included an overview of the
project purpose, its timeline and activities, and
discussion of how the public could provide
comments on the area’s needs and the project
process. A list of the meetings and dates are

provided below.

+ Sunnyside Civic Club
Tuesday, October 9, 2018

+ Meadowbrook Civic Club
Tuesday, October 16,2018

+ Southeast Coalition of Civic Clubs
Thursday, November 1,2018

+ Tropicana Village Civic Club
Tuesday, November 13,2018

+ Glenbrook Valley Civic Club
Thursday, November 15,2018

+ North Hobby Civic Club
Monday, November 19,2018
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MISSION STATEMENT

The following Mission Statement was developed through stakeholder input:

“The Southeast Houston Mobility Plan addresses the dynamic mobility needs of the many communities in

Southeast Houston. The Plans strategies, actions and performance measures will build on previous efforts with

measurable, achievable and ambitious projects, policies, and programs that will create and reinforce connections
to promote the area’s economic competitiveness and well-being of its residents.”

During the public outreach phase of the study, the stakeholder committee and technical committee identified the following goals.

COMMUNITY

GOALS

NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTIONS
Improve access to surrounding

amenities and facilities from the existing Promote a healthy, active lifestyle

neighborhoods

PARTNERSHIPS

i

&

” HEALTH
[A[

Pursue collaborative opportunities that
promote inclusive, equitable investments in
mobility

RESILIENCE
TRANSPORTATION CHOICES Incorporate urban storm water management

Increase transportation choices that meet into transportation infrastructure plan to
the needs of all residents now and in the maximize investments and create a more

future resilient Southeast Houston
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MOBILITY PLUS ANALYSIS

The project team developed a scorecard

for each of the community goals by
overlaying existing conditions for each goal
in CommunityViz to determine what areas
have the greatest need for improvement.
CommunityViz is an ArcGIS supported tool
used for scenario planning, decision analytics
and visualization.

On the scorecard maps, included in this
chapter, darker red indicates that an area
scored lower for that goal and the goal should
be a higher priority when implementing
improvements. Green areas scored higher and
may not need as much focus for improving
that goal.

Each community goal had several measures
of effectiveness which includes existing

and proposed conditions to obtain scores.
Measures of Effectiveness are designed to
correspond to the achievement of desired
results.

The average score was calculated for each
goal, resulting in a number ranging from 0 to
100, with 100 being a perfect score that does
not need improvement.

This exercise provides insight on an area-
wide level of need for each goal. The
improvement or "after" scorecard maps, which
are detailed later in this report, illustrate how
the study area could be improved if all of the
recommendations were implemented.

MOBILITY +

Mobility Plus is

a community

defined process that uses data to
evaluate & prioritize mobility needs

090,
(@
DATA

Data driven analysis ensures impartial
results

Combining data with MOEs aids in
identifying areas of need and special
consideration

A Holistic process reduces confusion

COMMUNITY

Community input determines goals
and objectives that guide the entire
process

Measures of Effectiveness (MOE)
are crafted from stakeholder
contributions

w\

NEEDS

The toolbox provides flexible
solutions for mobility needs and not
one-size fits all approaches

Different tools can be applied and
evaluated for their effectiveness

MAY 2019
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NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTIONS

Improve access to surrounding amenities and facilities from the

existing neighborhoods

Walkability is a crucial step to neighborhood
sustainability which makes our neighborhoods
more economically robust, improves the health
of residents and reduces our impact on the
environment. There are various neighborhood
destinations including parks, schools,

libraries, hospitals, community centers and
multi-service centers that are located within
the Southeast Houston study area (see
Community Facilities Map in Appendix A).
Many of these destinations are located within
walking distance, however, due to the lack of

a connected sidewalk network, many of these
destinations are inaccessible.

Missing or disconnected sidewalks along
major corridors create barriers to and from
neighborhood amenities such as transit
facilities, schools, and parks. Many of the
disconnected sidewalks are in the southwest
portion of the study area. As roadways in
these areas are constructed and redeveloped,
connectivity to, and enhancement of

the existing sidewalk facilities should be
considered (see Sidewalk Facility Map in
Appendix A).
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A walkshed analysis was conducted for the
above-mentioned community amenities.

This analysis helped determine the existing
population, household and employment that
is within a % mile, %2 mile and 1 mile distance
of these facilities (see Walkshed Maps and
detail in Appendix A). This analysis will help
to determine what infrastructure is necessary
to increase access and walkability to
neighborhood destinations.

Before

To determine the Neighborhood Connections
base score, areas within a quarter mile of
destinations such as schools, parks, grocery
stores, community centers, libraries, hospitals,
or multi-service centers were given lower
scores to indicate their need for connections to
other areas. Proximity to major and local roads
lacking sidewalks negatively impacted the
current score while areas within a quarter mile
of bus stops were rated higher.

After

New roads were rated highly in the
improvement score as well as new bus and
transit lines. New bike lanes, paths, and
sidewalk improvements were added as well to
determine how the study area would score.




)

REGIONAL ACCESS

Improve travel time and connectivity along major corridors within the

study area and to major employment centers and destinations

The Southeast Houston Study Area roadway
network is characterized by an elongated
street grid consisting of mostly major
thoroughfares and major collectors designated
on the Major Thoroughfare and Freeway Plan
(MTFP) (see MTFP Map in Appendix A). Many
of these roadways are defined with wide
medians and ample right-of-way. Most of the
corridors within the study area are of sufficient
width, but portions of the following roadways
are designated as proposed or to be widened:

+ Reed Rd.

+ Cullen Blvd.

« Fuqua St.

+ Almeda Genoa Rd.

+ Galveston Rd.

+ Martin Luther King Blvd./Cottingham Rd.
+ Mykawa Rd.

+ S. Wayside Dr.

+ Schurmier Rd.

While many of the roadways provide
continuous access and mobility across the
study area, there are several gaps in the
network that, once completed, would improve
mobility and accessibility to all users of the
system. The BNSF railroad along Mykawa Rd.
is a significant challenge to street connectivity
and travel time. The presence of industrial and
manufacturing facilities within the study area
makes freight traffic more prevalent, especially
along Telephone Rd, Airport Blvd., and Monroe
Rd. The Sims Bayou traverses the study area
and presents a challenge to street connectivity.

State Highway 35, a grade separated roadway,
is currently in the design phase and its
proposed location along Mykawa Rd. will
present a greater challenge to accessibility and
mobility within the study area. The potential
impact of State Highway 35 will be considered
in future recommendations for the study area.

Although traffic volumes are expected to
increase by 2040, level of service will still be
manageable. Currently, the average travel time
to work for residents employed within the
study area is 32 minutes, with an average of
47 minutes travel time for those utilizing public
transit.

Before

Proximity to roadways with a Vehicle Miles
Traveled (VMT) over 3,000 and a Level of
Service (LOS) of E or F was given a lower
rating for the existing Regional Access score.
These areas experience more difficulty and
longer travel times when attempting to access
regions outside the study area.

After

Roadways with access management and
roadway rehab improvements increased

the score as well as added capacity, new
roadways, and new intersections. Roadway
rehab is defined as structural enhancements
that extend the service life of an existing
pavement.
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SCORECARD
MEASURES OF EFFECTIVENESS: Neighborhood Connections Before

Connected sidewalks within 1/4 mile of Transit Stops
* % Low Stress Connected Bicycle Trips

* % ADA Intersections
+ Connected sidewalks 1 mile of schools

TTTTT
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IMPROVEMENTS: Neighborhood Connections

+ New Roads

+ Bus/Rail Transit

+ Bike Lanes/Paths

+ Sidewalk Improvements

TTTTT

TTTTTTTTTT
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SCORECARD Before
MEASURES OF EFFECTIVENESS: Regional Access

+ Current Travel Conditions
+ Vehicle miles traveled (VMT), Vehicle hours of travel (VHT), Delay
+ Travel time, mode share, land use
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IMPROVEMENTS: Regional Access

+ Access Management
+ Added Capacity

+ New Road

+ Roadway Rehab

« New Intersections

0 05 1 2 ;E
I T
Miles
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TRANSPORTATION CHOICES

now and in the future

17 transit routes are located within the
Southeast Houston Study Area that provide
service locally and regionally to destinations
such as Downtown and the Medical Center.
The core bus routes utilize the Scott St., Martin
Luther King Blvd., Broadway St. and Bellfort

St. corridors (see METRO Map in Appendix A).
High ridership bus stop locations can also be
seen on the map in the appendix.

While most of the neighborhoods in the study
area are served by at least one transit route,
there is a lack of service and frequency in the
overall study area. The Hobby Airport Transit
Center serves as the primary origin/destination
for many of the local bus routes operating
through the study area. One Park and Ride
facility is located within the study area along
Fuqua St. and IH 45 and an additional facility
is located just outside the study area along
Monroe Blvd. and IH 45.

While no light rail is present within the study
area, the extension of the Green Line and
Purple Line is being considered to provide
access to Hobby Airport. This is an important
transportation element that will be considered
in evaluation of the recommendations in the
study area.
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LINK Houston provided transit ridership
data related to the 2017 Houston-Galveston
Area Council (H-GAC) Regional Transit
Onboard Origin and Destination Study. This
study identified the regional transit trip
characteristics and rider profile along each
transit system that operates within the H-GAC
eight-county region.

Transit rider and trip characteristics for the
study area are described as follows:

570/ of all passenger trips

O surveyed required 1 or more
transfers during their trip from
origin to destination.

850/ of passengers responding to
O the survey reported walking to
access the bus stop.
430/ of passenger trips surveyed
O were work-related trips.
200/ of local bus transit
O respondents indicated that
they would not make the trip if
transit were not available.

25%

20%

15%

10%

5%

0%

# Increase transportation choices that meet the needs of all residents

470/ of respondents would ride
O with someone else and 13%

would drive themselves.

69 O/ of local bus transit
O respondents take local transit

5 or more days a week.

Bikeway Network

25% 26% 26%
13% 13% 12%
Population Employment Households
(208, 650) (156,655) (75,606)

. 1/4 mile existing high comfort bikeway

1/2 mile existing high comfort bikeway




Additionally, there are a limited number of
bicycle facilities in the Southeast Houston
Study Area. These facilities are primarily
located in the north portion of the study

area above Sims Bayou and are designated
as high-comfort facilities by the recently
completed City of Houston Bike Plan. Through
this planning effort, high-comfort existing
bicycle facilities were identified as well as
programmed, short-term, and long-term
recommended projects (see Bicycle Facilities
Map in Appendix A).

Analysis of the existing bicycle network
indicates the need to increase the number
of bicycle facilities that provide access to
the Sims Bayou Greenway. There is also a
lack of continuous north-south connections
between Southeast Houston and adjacent
communities. Consideration should also be

given to interstate crossings under surrounding

freeways.

Before

The Transportation Choices base score was
determined by looking at areas within a quarter
mile of bus stops, areas within a quarter mile
of bicycle routes, and the overall proximity to
sidewalks. These areas were rated higher on
Transportation Choices. The population and
employment density of each block group was
also utilized to determine what areas should
receive a higher priority for improvements.

METRO Bus Network

80%
72%

60%
52%

40% 37%

20% 21%

Population
(208, 650)

. 1/4 mile bus stop

22%

. 1/4 mile high frequency transit stop

After

Proximity to new bus and rail transit networks
were included in the new scorecard as well as
new bike lanes and paths. Improved and new
sidewalk connections were also included.

75%

| I

72%

52%

37% 40%

23%

Households
(75,606)

Employment
(156,655)

. 1/2 mile high frequency transit stop

. 1/2 mile bus stop
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SCORECARD @
MEASURES OF EFFECTIVENESS: Transportation Choices Before ©

+ Average home to work transit trip time
+ Existing Transit Facilities
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IMPROVEMENTS: Transportation Choices

+ Bus/Rail Transit

* Bike Lanes/Paths

+ Sidewalk Improvements
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@ SAFETY

-

Crash data within the study area was obtained
from the Texas Department of Transportation
(TxDOT) Crash Records Information System
(C.R.1.S.) database between 2013 and 2018.
(see Crash Density Map in Appendix A).

Based on TxDOT crash data, a total of 11,672
recorded crashes occurred along the major
corridors within the study area as shown in
the Corridor Crash Characteristics table in
Appendix A.

1% of the vehicle crashes during that period
resulted in a fatality.

65% of the vehicles crashes were driveway
or intersection related while only

3% involved a pedestrian or cyclist.

Top Intersections for Vehicle Crashes
- Bellfort at Telephone
+ Bellfort at Broadway
+ Reed at Cullen
+ Almeda Genoa at Rowlett
+ Almeda Genoa at Telephone

30 SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

Top Intersections for Ped/Bike Crashes
+ Broadway at Bellfort
+ Reed at Cullen
+ Bellfort at Cullen
*+ Wilmington at Cullen
+ Telephone at Fairway

An intersection stress level analysis was
completed to determine the pedestrian
comfort on roadway crossings throughout
the study area. Traffic signal-controlled
intersections were only analyzed for the
quality of pedestrian crossing infrastructure.
Many of these intersections are located along
roadways with a functional classification of
‘'major thoroughfare’ or ‘'major collector’. Each
intersection was scored based on the following
characteristics: speed limit, through lanes,
crosswalk, ADA compliant ramps, median
refuge and right turn lane.

Intersection stress level 1 represents the
most comfortable pedestrian environment.
Intersection scoring is additive depending
on the missing infrastructure. Intersection
stress level 5 represents the most stressful
pedestrian environment, with intersection
crossings at high speed, long crossing
distances, and inadequate infrastructure to
facilitate a comfortable pedestrian crossing.

Design and maintain transportation infrastructure that is safe for all users

The most stressful intersections are located
along high-volume roadways throughout the
study area such as Telephone Rd, Airport Blvd.,
Galveston Rd, IH 45 Frontage Rd, and Mykawa
Rd. The least stressful intersection crossings
are at locations throughout the study area with
lower volumes and traffic speeds as well as
improved pedestrian infrastructure.

Before

The existing Safety score was determined

by looking at vehicle crash hot spots as well
as pedestrian and bicycle related crashes.
Areas with higher densities of crashes and
fatalities were given lower ratings for this goal.
Intersection stress level was also considered
with lower stress levels receiving higher Safety
scores and higher stress levels receiving lower
scores. Intersection stress level is defined

as a rating based on roadway design, traffic
volumes, and pedestrian elements.

After

Intersections with safety enhancements were
weighted highly positive in the improvement
score as well as roadways with access
management and road diets.




HEALTH
¥

Promote a healthy, active lifestyle

As discussed in previous sections regarding Before
neighborhood connections and transportation
choices, proximity to bicycle facilities and
parks provide study area residents with an
opportunity to have a healthy, active lifestyle.

The percent of the population that is disabled
or obese was considered for the Community
Health score. Areas with higher rates of
disability or obesity were categorized with a
lower score. Proximity to sidewalks and bike
routes added to a higher Health score.

In 2016, according to the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC),

39% of the population within the
study area is considered obese.

After

The improvement score was determined by
looking at the proximity of new bike lanes and
paths, as well as new and improved sidewalks.

38% of the population within the
study area have no leisure-time
physical activity among adults.

16% of the population within the
study area do not have good physical
health.

32% of the population within the
study area is located Y2 mile from a
park while

25% are located within % mile of
existing bicycle facilities. = g

Source: Asakura Robinson. Hike at The Hill on Sims Bayou. Image Credit: David A. Brown

A
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SCORECARD a8
MEASURES OF EFFECTIVENESS: Safety Before d

+ Vehicle Crash Rate
+ Crash Hot Spot Location

+ Pedestrian Crash Locations
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IMPROVEMENTS: Safety a8

+ Intersection Safety Improvements d
+ Access Management

+ Road Diet

szszsz

szszsz
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SCORECARD
MEASURES OF EFFECTIVENESS: Health Before

Proximity of Sidewalks
Proximity to Bike Routes

Percent Disabled
Percent Obese

IIIII

IIIII

34 SOUTHEAST HOUSTON MOBILITY PLAN




IMPROVEMENTS: Health

* Bike Lanes/Paths
« Sidewalk Improvements




PARTNERSHIPS

Pursue collaborative opportunities that promote inclusive, equitable

investments in mobility

The City of Houston Capital Improvement
Plan (CIP) outlines the City's infrastructure
improvement strategy and organizes projects
by priority, project capacity and timing. The
process for infrastructure related projects
can be broken into two phases: programming
phase and the planning phase. See CIP

and TxDOT Project Map in Appendix A that
represents active projects that are in the CIP
and TxDOT projects that are either finalizing for
construction or construction is scheduled.

Several projects are currently in the design/
construction phase that will have significant
impacts to mobility and accessibility within the
Southeast Houston Study Area:

- State Highway 288: this project involves
the construction of toll lanes within the
existing grassy median, direct connector
improvements at IH-610 and Beltway
8, new overpasses at select at-grade
intersections, and improved access
to Texas Medical Center. Many of the
improvements will provide increased
mobility for residents within the Study
Area traveling to regional destinations.
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+ State Highway 35: Currently in the design
phase from University of Houston (UH)
to Bellfort St., is expected to begin
construction in 2022-2023. Further design
is expected to start in about a year or
two on the segment south of Bellfort St.
to Alvin. This is planned to be a 4-6 lane
freeway with construction expected in
2029-2030.

+ IH 45 at Broadway Intersection: This
intersection has been identified through
public comment and stakeholder input as
a dangerous intersection. The project is
currently in the Schematic Design phase
which will produce a Recommended
Alternative for the intersection.

Before

The study area was rated on the percent below
poverty for each block group with higher rates
of poverty receiving lower scores to indicate
that more assistance is needed. Areas with the
highest use of bicycle, public transit, or walking
as means of transportation were also given
lower ratings to indicate the need to prioritize
partnerships.

After

CIP and TxDOT Projects were given high scores
when determining the improved partnerships
score. Roadway rehab, new roads, new
intersections, and signal head improvements
were also included.




RESILIENCE

As indicated through public and stakeholder
input, flooding along local roadways is a
concern.

29% of the study area is either
classified in the floodway, or part of
the 100-year flood zone or 500-year
flood zone.

According to the City of Houston 311 Data,
there have been 228 flood related service
requests within the study area in the last year.

20% occurred during the Hurricane
Harvey related flood event.

Another indication of resilience is the quality of
the roadway and design standards. Pavement
Condition Index (PCI) Rating was gathered
through the City of Houston for the study
area (see Pavement Condition Index Map

in Appendix A). The PCl rating is based on

the type, severity, and extent of the roadway
segment. The PCI provides the city with the
present condition of the pavement surface
and helps determine the location and type of
necessary treatments.

The following roadway corridor segments were

ranked as a major rehabilitation repair strategy:

+ Cottingham Rd.: Almeda Genoa Rd. to
Schurmier Rd.

+ Fuqua St.: Mykawa to S. Wayside Dr.
+ Kingspoint Rd. : Fugua St. to Beltway 8

Incorporate urban storm water management into transportation

In addition to the pavement condition index,
open ditch vs. curb and gutter roadways were
also analyzed. This analysis was used to
determine which roadways meet the City of
Houston Design Standards according to the
Infrastructure Design Manual. Those roadways
that do not meet the design standards were
prioritized for improvements.

31 % of the roadways within the study area
have open ditch drainage. A majority of the
open ditch drainage network is located along
local streets, however, there is still a large
percentage of major roadways that have open
ditch drainage.

Before

To determine the Resilience score, the 100-
year flood plain was prioritized as the area
most needing resilience assistance. The 500-
year flood plain was also considered, as well
as the location of 311 calls related to flooding
issues.

Pavement Condition Index

Serious/Failed Very Poor Poor

After

Intersection safety improvements and
roadways with access management and road
diets were given higher ratings for resilience
improvement. A road diet is a transportation
planning technique to reduce the number of
travel lanes or the width of a roadway.

. Major Roads

. Local Roads 40%

35%

30%
25%
20%
15%
0%
%
0%

Good

-

a1

Fail Satisfactory
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SCORECARD
MEASURES OF EFFECTIVENESS: Partnerships Before

Percent below poverty
+ Percent bicycle use as means of transportation

« Percent public transit use as means of transportation

+ Percent walking as means of transportation ﬁ
\/
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IMPROVEMENTS: Partnerships

+ Roadway Rehab
+ New Road
+ New Intersections

+ Signal Head Improvements
+ CIP/TxDOT Projects

IIIII

IIIII
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SCORECARD
MEASURES OF EFFECTIVENESS: Resilience Before

+ 100- and 500- year floodplain
+ 311 flooding data
« Pavement Condition Index
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IMPROVEMENTS: Resilience

+ Roadway Rehab
+ New Road
+ New Intersections

+ Signal Head Improvements

IIIII

IIIII
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IMPROVEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

This chapter represents the multimodal
system improvement recommendations for
the study area including vehicular, pedestrian,
bicycle and transit facilities.

Through advisory committee engagement
and public feedback, these improvements
represent the needs of the Southeast Houston
community.

An overview of the recommendations can be
seen in the following graphics.

21%

population,

employment, and
housing is within 1/4
mile of an existing high
comfort, programmed,
short-term or long-term
bicycle network
connection

BIKEWAYS

dedicated on-street| el NN

off-street 88.3 mi

shared on-street [IRWARN !

existing programmed short-term long-term
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Major Thoroughfare and
Freeway Plan (MTFP)

As explained in the Community Vision and
Goals — Regional Access section of this report,
the MTFP is the City of Houston's guiding
document for future corridors. Based on the
functional classification, the MTFP provides
the City with the necessary information
required to develop the corridor for future
capacity and mobility needs. Through the
MTFPR, City staff have the ability to secure
right-of-way, coordinate projects and include
pedestrian/bicycle connections along a
corridor.

The recommendation for the Southeast
Houston study area is to focus on build-out of
major corridors as well as identification of local
roads that serve as minor collectors.

The updated MTFP map, shown in Map

4.1, identifies corridors to better serve the
communities’ needs. Existing analysis
including future land use, traffic volumes,
planned road improvements and public
comments were all taken into consideration in
the reclassification or expansion of corridors.

The detailed corridor sheets, included

later in this chapter, provide a full list of
recommendations by corridor based on project
team analysis.

Multimodal Classification

A multimodal transportation network The following roadways in the study area are
will allow residents within the Southeast designated as TxDOT Freight Network and are
Houston study area to travel safely between the preferred freight truck routes:

destinations regardless of their mode, age, .

ability or financial resources. In 2009, the Cullen Bivd.

City developed the multimodal classification * Telephone Rd.

and related roadway cross sections based on + Mykawa Rd. (north of S. Wayside Dr.)

functional class, land use, right-of-way, number

of lanes, and traffic volume. The Multimodal * IH6T0
Classification can be found in Chapter * IH45
10 — Appendix A of the City of Houston . SH 288
Infrastructure Design Manual.

* Beltway 8

The Multimodal Classification provides

the opportunity for the design engineer to
determine context sensitive design principles
along each corridor given existing right-of-
way. Context sensitive design is defined as
development of roadway projects that are
aligned with the existing and future land use
context along a corridor. This also incorporates
the role a particular corridor plays in the
region's multimodal transportation networks.
The Multimodal Classification map, shown

in Map 4.2, represents the proposed MTFP
network.

Based on the analysis of the multimodal
classifications in the Southeast Houston
study area, it is recommended that right-of-
way designations be reevaluated. Many of
the corridors within the study area have wider
designations than what is proposed in the
Infrastructure Design Manual.
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Roadway Improvements

As identified through stakeholder engagement
and public comments, regional access and
neighborhood connections are important to
the Southeast community. In order to provide
a multimodal approach to mobility, many of
the roadways throughout the study area were
identified for various levels of improvement,
including:

+ Access Management

+ Added Capacity

+ ADA Ramps/Crosswalks
+ New Roadway

+ Road Diet

+ Build to COH Standard (substandard
street)

+ MTFP Change

Each of these roadways are identified in

Map 4.3 and coincide with the Multimodal
Classification Map and the Major Thoroughfare
and Freeway Plan Map.

Substandard streets are identified as roadways
that currently do not meet the City of Houston
design standards.

The resulting network of new and redeveloped
roadways would provide increased
connections to neighborhood and regional
destinations as well improve walking and
bicycling among area residents.
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Intersection Enhancements

Intersection improvements throughout the
Southeast Houston study area include a
multimodal approach in which all modes
(automobile, pedestrian, bicycle, and bus
transit) can be accommodated in the design
of the intersection. Each user of the network
should feel safe and have a comfortable
experience when passing through the
intersection.

Although a traditional traffic engineering
approach was not conducted for this study,
safety improvements, design guidelines and
locations of new intersections were identified
throughout the study area. Many of the
intersections throughout the study area are
characterized with median refuge areas, wide
crossings and non-ADA complaint ramps and
sidewalk accessibility.

The project team identified improvements
based on several variables including the
Intersection Stress Level analysis which
included identification of ADA compliant
ramps, existing and projected traffic volumes,
crosswalk markings, number of lanes, MTFP
and future development.

Map 4.4 indicates the intersections that need
improvements to facilitate the movement of all
modes.
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

The study area lacks existing high-comfort
bicycle facilities, but opportunity for
improvement is evident. Wide boulevard
roadways, in addition to future buildout of
streets, have the potential to create a well-
connected bicycle network. Consistent with the
City of Houston Bike Plan, recommendations
were made for the study area based on available
right-of-way, speed, traffic volumes, crash

data and opportunity for redesign of existing
roadways. These recommendations can be seen
on Map 4.5.

The Sims Bayou provides the greatest asset

in developing the off-street trail network as it
traverses east-west across the study area and
provides potential connections north-south to
various destinations. Trailheads, a point at which
a trail begins, or gateway connections have been
identified along the Sims Bayou Greenway that
provide better access from on-street facilities
and increase visibility for all users.

The following bicycle facility types were
recommended throughout the study area:

+  Off-Street Bike Path — a connection
for people walking and bicycling outside
of street right-of-way, often with grade
separation from cross traffic.

+  Side Path — a path alongside a street but
outside the roadway curbs, either shared
by bicyclists or pedestrians walking.

+  Separated Bike Lane — dedicated street
space for bikes separated from traffic with
physical raised delineators

+  Bike Lane — dedicated street space for
bikes separated from traffic with striping

*  Neighborhood Shared Street — low speed,
low volume residential street shared by
motor vehicles and marked with MUTCD
D11-1 “Bike Route” designation sign. Also
referred to as Neighborhood Bikeway if
additional treatments are used to manage
speed and volume.

In contrast with the Houston Bike Plan, side
paths were considered to be an off-street
facility and thus garnered the “green” color
designation. A more detailed engineering
analysis should be completed along each
corridor to determine appropriate bicycle
facility recommendations.

In addition to bicycle improvements throughout

the study area, sidewalk improvements were
analyzed to improve accessibility and mobility.
Through the community vision and goal

setting and public input from various meetings,

neighborhood connections was among the top
ranked priority.

It is important to have a well established
sidewalk network to promote walkability to
nearby destinations.

The Pedestrian Connectivity Map, Map 4.6,
identifies improvements and gaps in the
sidewalk network along existing and proposed
roadways in Southeast Houston. Sidewalk
improvements on the map indicate a need for
a sidewalk to be built to city standards. While
there may be a sidewalk present along the
roadway, the condition and width makes it an
unpleasant and uncomfortable experience. The
purple shaded areas represent areas with a
cluster of neighborhood destinations, including
schools, parks, businesses, and community
centers. These areas should be studied further
for enhancements to sidewalk connectivity.
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Transit Vision

The transit network provides coverage to a
majority of the population in the study area,
as seen in the Existing Conditions section.
However, a lack of transit options exists in the
south and southeast portions of the study
area due to disconnected roadways and low
density. The following factors were considered
when evaluating specific corridors and areas
for transit improvements:

+ Existing Land Use
+ Proposed Land Use

+ Residential, Employment and Household
Density

« Transit Ridership
+ Connection and Partnership Opportunities

As shown in Map 4.7, two transit types

are represented in the transit network
recommendations including Local Bus Service
and Light Rail Transit (LRT). Many of the local
bus route recommendations are extensions
of the existing local bus service and would
provide service to destinations mentioned by
stakeholder committee members.

These local bus route extensions include:
+ Cullen/Hirsch — 29
+ Scott — 54
+ MLK/Lockwood — 80

54 SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

New local bus routes along Airport Blvd.,
East/West Orem Dr., and Fuqua St. would

be classified as Crosstown Bus Service to
improve connectivity and provide access to
employment centers. These Crosstown Bus
Routes would provide access to Missouri City
Park and Ride as well as the Fuqua Park and
Ride with connectivity to local destinations and
connecting large residential communities.

A Community Connector is also proposed as

a short-term solution to areas that experience
limited transit accessibility. A Community
Connector bus service would provide
personalized, curb-to-destination service to
residents seven days a week. This area is in the
southeast portion of the study area bounded
by Telephone Rd. to the west, Beltway 8 to the
south, IH 45 to the east and Almeda Genoa Rd.
to the north.

Along with improved local bus service, the
extension of light rail transit to Hobby Airport is
also an important transit mobility improvement
in the study area. Light rail transit to Hobby
Airport has been discussed since METRO
Solutions 2003 referendum and continues

to be a significant transit opportunity. The
METRO Red, Green, and Purple LRT Lines can
be used to extend service to Hobby Airport.
Further analysis by METRO would need to be
conducted to determine final route alignment
and station locations.

With the expansion of the transit

network within the study area, pedestrian
enhancements, such as ADA compliant curb
ramps, sidewalks, crosswalks and lighting
should also be considered as a priority

to increase mobility. Bus stop location
enhancements including shelters, benches and
trash receptacles should also be considered
along these new and enhanced local bus
routes.

The following existing local bus stop locations
were identified for shelter improvements based
on daily ridership:

+ Martin Luther King Blvd. at Fairgreen Ln.
+ Selinsky Rd. at Martindale Rd.

+ Scott St. at Reed Rd.

+ Telephone Rd. at Park Place Blvd.

+ Scott St. at Dawson Ln.

+ Telephone Rd. at Fauna St.
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SH 35 ALTERNATIVE SCENARIO ANALYSIS

As of May 2019, TxDOT has completed the
feasibility study and has acquired funding to
extend Spur 5 southeast to IH 610 (referred to
as the SH 35 corridor). In addition, TxDOT is
exploring the potential to extend this corridor
South along the Mykawa Rd. and Union Pacific
Railroad facilities.

As part of the study, the City of Houston is
exploring the mobility outcomes as it relates
to the goals of the Southeast Mobility Plan.
The H-GAC regional travel demand model was
modified to include the two build scenarios:

+ Scenario 1: SH 35 Build to Bellfort St.

+ Scenario 2: SH 35 Build to Pearland

H-GAC conducted the travel demand
forecasting within the Study Area. The Travel
Demand Model is a tool for comparing
alternative scenarios within a planning horizon
to understand better the dynamics of future
employment and population growth and their
effect on the roadway network.

The consultant team determined that an
update to baseline demographic information
was needed, especially adjacent to the Mykawa
Rd. corridor. This corridor is significant as

the proposed SH 35 is expected to impact
population and employment growth in the
Study Area.

Fifteen separate traffic analysis zones (TAZ)
were analyzed along the east and west side

of the Mykawa Rd. corridor. Quantitative

data analysis was paired with qualitative
information on likely future land use of
developed and undeveloped land parcels within
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each TAZ to 2045. Local knowledge of market
forces shaping future land use in these zones
was simultaneously considered with the likely
impact on forecasted population, households
and job numbers in the zones created by the
future freeway.

There are some significant constraints to
current and future development along the
corridor: FEMA floodplains are the primary
obstacle as well as utility and railway
infrastructure.

Updated demographic information was then
processed using the scenario approach

within the H-GAC travel demand forecasting
methodology, and results were produced based
on network assumptions for that model year.

Map 4.8 and Map 4.9 illustrate the PM Level

of Service (LOS) based on the two scenario
model runs. LOS was determined based on the
volume to capacity ratio of the existing 2045
model roadway network.

LOS refers to speed, convenience, comfort,
and security of transportation facilities and
services as experienced by users (LOS A-best
to LOS F-worst).

Flow is the output of demand performance,
measured in number of vehicles.

Vehicle Miles Traveled is an indicator of system
performance measuring the total amount of
vehicular travel in a region based on distance
traveled.

Vehicle Hours Traveled is an indicator of
system performance measuring the total
amount of vehicular travel in a region based on
total time spent traveling.

Weighted Average Flow is an indicator of
system performance measuring the average
vehicle flow weighted by lane mile (i.e. Average
flow per lane mile).

Weighted Average VMT is an indicator of
system performance measuring the average
vehicle miles traveled by lane mile.

Delay is the difference between the actual
travel time on a link and the free-flow travel
time. Serves as a measure of congestion.

Travel characteristics from both scenarios can
be seen below.

Scenario 1:

Total Flow - 7,909,188

Total Vehicle Miles Traveled - 2,641,610
Total Vehicle Hours Traveled - 88,355
Weighted Average Flow - 1,713 vehicles
Weighted Average VMT - 572 vehicle miles
Total Delay - 17,766 hours

Scenario 2:

Total Flow - 7,416,029

Total Vehicle Miles Traveled - 2,642,322
Total Vehicle Hours Traveled - 84,820
Weighted Average Flow - 1,604 vehicles
Weighted Average VMT - 571 vehicle miles
Total Delay - 16,245 hours

It is recommended to further study the impacts
of both scenarios on the study area including
no-build option.
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CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENTS

The purpose of this study is to recommend a
network of multimodal facilities to efficiently
move residents and employees within the
Study Area, as well as to and from employment
centers and regional destinations. The roadway
network is evaluated at a system level to
understand congestion levels, crash rates and
level of service. Multimodal elements including
pedestrian, transit, and bicycle facilities are
evaluated at a more detailed level to determine
the needs and priorities along each corridor.
The corridor improvements are summarized in
the following tables.

Each of the major thoroughfares and major
collectors identified in the Major Thoroughfare
and Freeway Plan are evaluated individually
and are listed in alphabetical order in the
individual corridors section. Roadway elements
include existing right-of-way, traffic counts,
current modal uses as well as projected
volumes and anticipated development. Public
comment was also considered during the
recommendation process.

Corridor sheets are organized with the
following information for each corridor:

+ Multimodal Elements
+ Existing Conditions

+ Improvement Needs
+ Future Condition

Expand Capacity

New Road

Access
Management

4%} Road Diet

W Roadway Rehab

Class Change/
Addition

Dedicated In
Street ROW

Shared On Street

Off-Street

Active Sidewalk
Improvement

Transit Rail

Transit Bus
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MAJOR CORRIDORS TABLE

STREET NAME FROM TO FU%ELISOSI\‘AL Mjﬁé?\:gcg;/ LANES | PEDESTRIAN TRANSIT EXIST:\‘A?\‘\(IEELUME 204:1,\?(;':ME PROPOSE&%::‘;&?F?:; SEEE] IMPROVEMENT TYPE
Airport Blvd SH-288 Scott St P-6-100 Median 4 Yes Local - 87 6,900 - 9,900 21,400 - 36,200 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard ‘D
Airport Blvd Scott St Cullen Blvd P-6-110 Median 4 Yes Local - 54 3,500 - 6,600 14,500 - 18,400 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Airport Blvd Cullen Blvd Martin Luther King Blvd. P-6-100 Median 4 Yes 8,100 -9,200 18,700 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Airport Blvd Martin Luther King Blvd. Mykawa Rd P-6-100 Median 4 Yes 11,500 - 16,400 21,500 - 33,300 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Airport Blvd Mykawa Rd Telephone Rd P-6-100 Median 4 Yes 10,900 - 16,400 18,600 - 28,400 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Airport Blvd Telephone Rd. Broadway St. P-6-100 Median 6 Yes Local - 40 16,300 - 21,200 26,500 - 31,700 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Airport Blvd Broadway St. Monroe Blvd. P-6-100 Median 6 Yes Local - 88 17,200 - 18,700 26,900 - 28,600 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Airport Blvd Monroe Blvd IH-45 P-6-100 Median 6 Yes Local - 88 22,800 - 28,200 31,300 - 37,300 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard !
Almeda Genoa Rd SH-288 Furman Rd. MJ-4-70 Undivided 2 No Local - 54 14,300 - 16,300 24,500 - 29,500 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue ‘D
Almeda Genoa Rd Furman Rd. Scott St. MJ-4-70 Undivided 2 No Local - 54 8,200-10,700 14,200 - 17,800 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue ‘D m
Almeda Genoa Rd Scott St. Cullen Blvd. MJ-4-70 Undivided 2 No 4,700 - 6,000 7,700-13,000 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue
Almeda Genoa Rd Cullen Blvd Cottingham St. MJ-4-70 Undivided 2 No 6,400 - 7,200 10,900-12,700 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue
Almeda Genoa Rd Cottingham St. S Wayside Dr. MJ-4-70 Undivided 2 No 1,600 - 2,200 2,400 - 5,200 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue
Almeda Genoa Rd S Wayside Dr. Mykawa Rd. MJ-4-70 Undivided 2 No 3,500 - 3,700 9,600 - 10,300 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue
Almeda Genoa Rd Mykawa Rd Telephone Rd. MJ-4-70 Undivided 2 No 3,500 - 3900 8,500 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue
Almeda Genoa Rd Telephone Rd. Monroe Blvd. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 14,600 25,400 - 27,900 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard ‘E'
Almeda Genoa Rd Monroe Blvd. Blackhawk Blvd. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 13,400 - 22,600 21,200 - 35,300 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Almeda Genoa Rd Blackhawk Blvd. IH-45 P-6-120 Median 4 Yes Local - 88 12,500 - 46,700 23,600 - 60,900 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Beamer Rd Fuqua St. Beltway 8 T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local - 88 3,400 - 20,400 5,600 - 24,400 Residential Boulevard
Bellfort St SH-288 Scott St. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local - 73 12,300 - 14,900 22,100 - 30,300 Transit Boulevard
Bellfort St Scott St. Cullen Blvd. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local - 73 7,700 - 8,500 16,500 - 16,900 Transit Boulevard
Bellfort St Cullen BIvd. Jutland Rd. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local -73 21800 - 23,700 26,700 - 30,000 Transit Boulevard

Shuttle - 360

Bellfort St Jutland Rd. Martin Luther King Blvd. T-4-120 Median 4 Yes Local - 73 17,900 - 19,100 23,500 - 24,900 Transit Boulevard
Bellfort St Martin Luther King Blvd. Crestmont St. T-4-130 Median 4 Yes Local - 73 18,900 - 20,300 24,300 - 24,700 Transit Boulevard
Bellfort St Crestmont St. Mykawa Rd T-4-130 Median 4 Yes Local - 73 19,100 - 20,900 22,900 - 24,400 Transit Boulevard
Bellfort St Mykawa Rd Telephone Rd T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local -73 10,400 - 14,000 13,000 - 17,900 Transit Boulevard
Bellfort St Telephone Rd. Broadway St. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local - 73,76 16,000 - 23,400 19,000 - 25,100 Transit Boulevard
Bellfort St Broadway St. IH-45 T-4-80 Median 4 Yes Local - 76 15,700 - 26,300 17680 - 27,100 Transit Boulevard
Blackhawk Blvd Almeda Genoa Rd. Fuqua St. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 13,000 - 18,900 17,600 - 23,800 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Blackhawk Blvd Fuqua St. Kingspoint Rd. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 10,800 - 12,400 14,100 - 17,300 Residential Boulevard
Broadway St IH-610 Park Place Blvd P-6-120 Median 4 Yes Local - 50 16,900 - 21,800 22,200 - 29,900 Transit Boulevard
Broadway St Park Place Blvd. Bellfort St. P-6-120 Median 4 Yes Local - 50 23,500 - 30,300 24,200 - 29,700 Transit Boulevard
Broadway St Bellfort St. Airport Blvd. P-6-120 Median 4 Yes Local - 50, 73 18,900 - 26,000 23,600 - 28,700 Transit Boulevard
Clearwood St IH-45 Almeda Genoa Rd T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local - 88 24,600 - 42,700 28,500 - 48,700 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
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MAJOR CORRIDORS TABLE

STREET NAME FROM TO FU’\:;_I@AL | MLJE,\?;?\I;II{:)CE?’J | LANES | PEDESTRIAN | TRANSIT EXBT:;%;ELUME 2042:,\?G|'EME PROPOSEDLA’;;;&??:; STREE] IMPROVEMENT TYPE
Cityscape Ave E Orem Dr. Almeda Genoa Rd MN-2-60 Undivided 2 Mixed Use Avenue
Cottingham Rd Almeda Genoa Rd Schurmier Rd P-6-100 Undivided 2 No 200 - 400 600 - 900 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue
Cottingham Rd Schurmier Rd. Beltway 8 P-6-100 Undivided 2 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue
Crestmont St IH-610 Bellfort St MJ-2-60 Undivided 2 Yes Local - 87 2,000 - 4,400 3,300 - 8,400 Residential Avenue
Crestmont St Bellfort St Reed Rd MJ-2-60 Undivided 2 Yes Local - 87 Residential Avenue
Cullen Blvd IH-610 Bellfort St T-4-80 Median 4 Yes Local - 29 27,000 - 38,300 34,400 - 46,900 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Cullen Blvd Bellfort St Reed Rd. T-4-80 Median 4 Yes Local - 29 19,500 - 25,000 30,400 - 35,600 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Cullen Blvd Reed Rd. Airport Blvd T-4-80 Median 4 Yes Local - 29 21,600 - 25,400 29,700 - 38,400 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Cullen Blvd Airport Blvd E Orem Dr. T-4-80 Median 4 Yes Local - 29 14,300 - 15,600 23,600 -25,700 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Cullen Blvd E Orem Dr. Almeda Genoa Rd T-4-140 Median 4 Yes 11,000-12,300 14,600 - 18,700 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Cullen Blvd Almeda Genoa Rd Fuqua St. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 13,900 25,700 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Cullen Blvd Fuqua St Beltway 8 T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 14,800 - 20,900 26,100 - 30,800 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Dixie Dr Mykawa Rd Telephone Rd MJ-4-70 Undivided 4 Yes 2,900 - 8,900 2,700 - 9,600 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue
E Orem Dr SH 288 Cullen Blvd T-4-100 Median 4 Yes - - Residential Boulevard
E Orem Dr Cullen Blvd Martin Luther King Blvd. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local - 29 2,700 - 2,900 14,600 - 14,700 Residential Boulevard
E Orem Dr Martin Luther King Blvd. Martindale Rd T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 2,400 - 4,600 10,400 - 13,700 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
E Orem Dr Martindale Rd Mykawa Rd T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 2,800 - 4,600 11,900 - 13,700 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
E Orem Dr Mykawa Rd Telephone Rd T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 3,500 - 3900 10,900 - 12,800 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Fuqua St Furman Rd. Scott St. T-4-100 Undivided 2 No 2,900 - 5,600 5,500 - 9,700 Residential Avenue
Fuqua St Scott St. Cullen Blvd. T-4-100 Undivided 2 No 2,500 - 5,100 5,100 - 10,000 Residential Avenue
Fuqua St Cullen Blvd Martin Luther King Blvd MJ-4-70 Undivided 2 No 1,500 - 1,600 3,200 - 3,300 Residential Avenue
Fuqua St. Martin Luther King Blvd. S Wayside Dr. MJ-4-70 Undivided 2 No - - Residential Avenue
Fuqua St S Wayside Dr. Mykawa Rd T-4-100 Undivided 2 No 1,400 - 1,600 1,700 - 2,500 Residential Avenue
Fuqua St Mykawa Rd Telephone Rd T-4-100 Undivided 2 Yes - - Residential Avenue
Fuqua St Telephone Rd Monroe Blvd T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 1,700-1,900 2,700 - 4,600 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Fuqua St Monroe Blvd Blackhawk Blvd T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 1,900- 11,700 3,500 - 15,500 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Fuqua St Blackhawk Blvd. Kingspoint Rd T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 6,800 - 6,900 10,200 - 12,000 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Fuqua St Kingspoint Rd. Beamer Rd. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 8,100-10,000 11,100-12,100 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Fuqua St Beamer Rd IH-45 T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local - 88 17,600 - 26,300 15,000 - 37,400 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Furman Rd Beltway 8 Almeda Genoa Rd. MJ-4-70 Undivided 2 No 5,600 9,800 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue
Furman Rd Almeda Genoa Rd. E Orem Dr. MJ-4-70 Undivided 2 No - - Residential Avenue
Galveston Rd IH-610 Park Place Blvd P-6-100 Undivided 4 Yes 11,000 - 13,900 11,000 - 12,800 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Galveston Rd Park Place Blvd Howard Dr. P-6-100 Undivided 4 Yes Local -5 9,400 - 10,500 12,200 - 13,300 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Holmes Rd SH-288 Scott St. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 4,600 - 7,800 22,600 - 25,700 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
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MAJOR CORRIDORS TABLE

STREET NAME FROM TO FU’\(‘:(I:_IISSN B | Mjﬁg?\';‘lgcgnu LANES | PEDESTRIAN | TRANSIT | EXISTIF:L%\(I;ELUME 2042/:’[\? (I;-|L;J RE PROPOSE&!E:‘;L’;?_?S: SEEE] IMPROVEMENT TYPE
Holmes Rd Scott St IH-610 T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 1,100 - 2,200 5,300 - 5,400 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Howard Dr IH-45 Galveston Rd. T-4-75 Median 4 Yes 20,300 - 23,000 20,400 - 22,800 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Jutland Rd IH-610 Pershing St MJ-2-60 Undivided 2 Yes 2,100 -3,600 2,700 - 3,800 Residential Avenue
Jutland Rd Pershing St. Bellfort St. MJ-2-70 Undivided 2 Yes Shuttle - 360 1,600 - 5,400 2,400 - 6,300 Residential Avenue
Jutland Rd Bellfort St. Reed Rd. MJ-2-60 Undivided 2 Yes 7,900 - 8,300 9,900 - 10,000 Residential Avenue
Jutland Rd Reed Rd. Sunbeam St. MJ-2-60 Undivided 2 Yes - - Residential Avenue
Kingspoint IH-45 Fuqua St MJ-4-60 Undivided 2 Yes 12,200 - 30,500 14,300 - 36,700 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue
Kingspoint Fuqua St Beltway 8 MJ-4-100 Undivided 2 Yes 8,100-11,900 12,800 - 15,800 Residential Avenue
Long Dr IH-610 Telephone Rd T-4-80 Median 4 Yes Local - 5 12,200 - 19,900 14,400 - 23,900 Transit Boulevard
Martin Luther King Blvd IH-610 Bellfort St. P-6-120 Median 6 Yes Local - 80 13,900 - 23,500 21,100 - 32,400 Residential Boulevard
Martin Luther King Blvd Bellfort St. Reed Rd P-6-120 Median 4 Yes Local - 80 11,700- 13,300 26,900 - 27,000 Residential Boulevard
Martin Luther King Blvd Reed Rd. Airport Blvd P-6-110 Median 4 Yes Local - 80 9,500- 11,700 16,600 - 18,900 Residential Boulevard
Martin Luther King Blvd Airport Blvd E Orem Dr. P-6-150 Median 4 Yes Local - 29, 80 6,700 - 7,700 13,300 - 14,000 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Martin Luther King Blvd E Orem Dr. Almeda Genoa Rd P-6-100 Median 4 Yes 5,900 10,600 - 10,800 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Martindale Rd S Acres Dr. Madden Ln. T-4-100 Undivided 2 Yes Residential Avenue
Monroe Rd IH-45 Airport Blvd T-4-130 Median 4 Yes 20,200 - 37,200 27,100 - 39,000 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Monroe Rd Airport Blvd. Almeda Genoa Rd T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 15,600 - 21,000 21,200 - 27,900 Industrial Boulevard
Monroe Rd Almeda Genoa Rd Fuqua St. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 14,800 - 16,400 22,200 - 23,300 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Monroe Rd Fuqua St Beltway 8 T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 10,700 - 17,600 17,600 - 28,500 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Mykawa Rd IH-610 Dixie Dr. T-4-80 Median 4 Yes 11,300 - 14,200 12,100 - 13,900 Industrial Boulevard
Mykawa Rd Dixie Dr. S Wayside Dr. T-4-80 Median 4 Yes 10,800 16,200 - 17,300 Industrial Boulevard
Mykawa Rd S Wayside Dr. Bellfort St. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 10,400 - 10,800 16,300 Industrial Boulevard
Mykawa Rd Bellfort St. Airport Blvd T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 16,000-17,100 22,100 - 23,100 Industrial Boulevard
Mykawa Rd Airport Blvd. Almeda Genoa Rd. T-4-100 Undivided 2 No 10,400 - 12,700 16,700 - 19,000 Industrial Boulevard
Mykawa Rd Almeda Genoa Rd Beltway 8 T-4-100 Undivided 2 No 10,500 - 16,400 15,100 - 26,800 Industrial Boulevard
Park Place Blvd Telephone Rd Reveille St T-4-80 Undivided 4 Yes Local -5 3,400 5,000 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue
Park Place Blvd Reveille St. IH-45 T-4-80 Undivided 4 Yes Local - 5 8,600 -12,700 11,300 - 14,900 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue
Park Place Blvd IH-45 Galveston Rd. MJ-4-70 Undivided 4 Yes Local - 5 5,200 - 6,700 5,200 - 6,800 Residential Avenue
Reed Rd SH-288 Scott St. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local - 87 4,100 - 7,600 8,100 - 13,900 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Reed Rd Scott St Cullen Blvd T-4-80 Median 4 Yes Local - 87 6,100 - 8,700 10,600 - 14,200 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Reed Rd Cullen Blvd. Martin Luther King Blvd T-4-80 Median 4 Yes Local - 87 5,000 - 5,500 5,800 - 13,600 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Reed Rd Martin Luther King Blvd Crestmont St T-4-100 Undivided 4 Yes Local - 87 Residential Avenue
Reed Rd Crestmont St Mykawa Rd T-4-100 Undivided 2 Yes - - Residential Avenue
Reveille St IH-45 Park Place Blvd. P-6-100 Median 6 Yes Local -76 34,600 - 35,200 39,400 - 40,000 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
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MAJOR CORRIDORS TABLE

STREET NAME FROM T0 FUNCTIONAL | MEDIAN/CTL/ | LANES | PEDESTRIAN | TRANSIT EXISTING VOLUME 2040 VOLUME PROPOSED MULTIMODAL STREET |MPROVEMENT TYPE
CLASS UNDIVIDED RANGE RANGE CLASSIFICATION _

Reveille St Park Place Blvd Telephone Rd P-6-100 Median 6 Yes Local -76 28,300 - 33,000 33,400 - 38,000 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
S Wayside Dr IH-610 Long Dr. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 10,300 - 13,200 14,400 -17,400 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
S Wayside Dr Long Dr. Dixie Dr. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes 7,700-12,200 11,500 - 23,500 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
S Wayside Dr Mykawa Rd Vasser Rd T-4-250 Median 4 Yes Residential Boulevard
S Wayside Dr Vasser Rd. S Acres Dr. T-4-100 Undivided 2 R R - - Residential Avenue O
S Wayside Dr Madden Ln. E Orem Dr. T-4-100 Undivided 2 R R - - Residential Avenue O
S Wayside Dr E Orem Dr. Almeda Genoa Rd. T-4-100 Undivided 2 Residential Avenue O
S Wayside Dr Fuqua St. Beltway 8 T-4-100 Undivided 2 No 1,000-1,700 6,100-10,100 Residential Avenue
S Wayside Dr Almeda Genoa Rd. Fuqua St. T-4-100 Undivided 2 No 1,200 - 1,500 8,400 - 9,000 Residential Avenue
Sabo Rd Kingspoint Rd. Fuqua St. MJ-4-80 Undivided 4 Yes Local - 88 9,200 - 15,400 10,300 - 21,900 Residential Boulevard
Sabo Rd Fuqua St Beltway 8 T-4-100 Median 4 VYes 9,200 - 24,600 10,300 - 28,000 Residential Avenue
Schurmier Rd Scott St. Cullen Blvd. MJ-2-60 Undivided 2 Yes R - - Residential Avenue @
Schurmier Rd Cullen Blvd S Wayside Dr. T-4-100 Undivided 2 No Residential Avenue
Schurmier Rd S Wayside Dr. Mykawa Rd. MJ-4-70 Undivided 2 No Residential Avenue
Scott St IH-610 Bellfort St. T-4-120 Median 4 Yes Local - 54 17,900 - 25,100 22,300- 41,000 Residential Boulevard
Scott St Bellfort St. Reed Rd. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local - 54 13,900 - 20,400 19,400 -25,000 Residential Boulevard
Scott St Reed Rd Airport Blvd. T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local - 54 7,800-11,400 13,200 - 18,400 Residential Boulevard
Scott St Airport Blvd Almeda Genoa Rd T-4-100 Median 4 Yes Local - 54 5,900 - 10,300 8,500 - 21,400 Residential Boulevard
Scott St Almeda Genoa Rd. Fuqua St. T-4-100 Median 2 Yes Local - 54 2,800 8,500 - 8,700 Residential Boulevard
Scott St Fuqua St. Beltway 8 T-4-100 Median 4 No 1,300 - 2,500 6,500 - 13,200 Residential Boulevard
Telephone Rd IH-610 Park Place Blvd. T-4-100 CTL 4 Yes Local - 40 3,670-11,460 6,700 - 15,500 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Telephone Rd Park Place Blvd. Reveille St. P-6-120 Median 6 Yes Local - 40 14,290 - 21,090 17,200 - 22,800 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Telephone Rd Reveille St. Bellfort St. P-6-120 Undivided 6 Yes Local - 40 42,600 51,200 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Telephone Rd Bellfort St. Airport Blvd. P-6-120 Undivided 6 Yes Local - 40 33,700 - 41,800 44,200 - 49,200 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Telephone Rd Airport Blvd. E Orem Dr. P-6-120 Undivided 6 Yes 31,700 - 40,400 43,200 - 53,100 Industrial Boulevard
Telephone Rd E Orem Dr. Fuqua St. P-6-120 Undivided 6 Yes 36,600 - 37,000 48,400 - 51,700 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
Telephone Rd Fuqua St Beltway 8 P-6-120 Undivided 6 Yes 35,100 - 39,900 47,900 - 58,000 Commercial/Mixed Use Boulevard
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LOCAL CORRIDOR TABLE

STREET NAME FROM TO FUNCTIONAL CLASS lel\?llJAl\%DogDu MTFP ROW LANES PROPOSEIEA%L;I[;'IICI\TISI?OA'I\] STREET _IMPROVEMENT TYPE

Allison Rd Almeda Genoa Rd. Mykawa Rd. Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Residential Avenue @

Blackhawk Ridge Ln Monroe Blvd. Fuqua St. Minor Collector Undivided 65' 2 Residential Avenue @
Calhoun Rd IH610 Cullen Blvd. Minor Collector Undivided 70'-80' 2 Residential Avenue @
Dover St Rockhill St. Airport Blvd. Minor Collector Undivided 65' 2 Residential Avenue @

Dover St Bellfort Ave. IH 45 Minor Collector Undivided 65' 2 Residential Avenue @

Glen Hollow Selinsky Rd. South Acres Dr. Minor Collector Undivided 65' 2 Residential Avenue @

Glen Valley Dr Santa Elena St. Bellfort Ave. Minor Collector Undivided 65' 2 Residential Avenue @

Glen Valley Dr Bellfort Ave. Morley St. Minor Collector Undivided 65' 2 Residential Avenue @

Glencrest St Morley St. Airport Blvd. Minor Collector Undivided 65' 2 Residential Avenue @

Hansen Rd Cannif St. Scranton Ave. Minor Collector Undivided 50'-60' 2 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue @
Hycohen Rd Almeda Genoa Rd. Fellows Rd Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue O

Kopman Dr Santa Fe Dr. Airport Blvd. Minor Collector Undivided 80' 2 Residential Avenue @
Land Rd Almeda Genoa Rd. Fuqua St. Minor Collector Undivided 50' 2 Residential Avenue O

Mary Kay Ln Schurmier Rd. Beltway 8 Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Residential Avenue @

Mary Kay Ln Allison Rd. Schurmier Rd. Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Residential Avenue @

Meldrum Ln End of Roadway Dexter Rd. Minor Collector Undivided 60'- 80 2 Residential Avenue @
Meldrum Ln Dexter Rd. Clearwood St. Minor Collector Undivided 60'-80' 2 Residential Avenue 0
Meldrum Ln Monroe Rd. End of Roadway Minor Collector Undivided 60'- 80 2 Residential Avenue @
Morley St Broadway St. Glencrest St. Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Residential Avenue @

Morley St Telephone Rd. Broadway St. Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Residential Avenue @

Mosley Rd IH 45 Scranton Ave. Minor Collector Undivided 55' 2 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue @

Northdale St Dixie Dr. Bellfort Ave. Minor Collector Undivided 80' 2 Residential Avenue @
Nunn St Dixie Dr. Bellfort Ave. Minor Collector Undivided 70' 2 Residential Avenue @
Old Chocolate Bayou Rd Allison Rd. Schurmier Rd. Minor Collector Undivided 80' 2 Residential Avenue @

Old Chocolate Bayou Rd Schurmier Rd. Beltway 8 Minor Collector Undivided 80' 2 Residential Avenue @
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LOCAL CORRIDOR TABLE

MEDIAN/CT! PROPOSED MULTIMODAL STREET
STREET NAME FROM TO FUNCTIONAL CLASS UNDIVI{DEDL/ MTFP ROW LANES CLASSIFICATION _IMPROVEMENT TYPE
Panair St W Monroe Rd. Airport Blvd. Minor Collector Undivided 80' 2 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue @
Pershing St Calhoun Rd. Crestmont St. Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Residential Avenue @
Radio Rd Meldrum Ln Wayfarer Ln. Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Residential Avenue 0
Rockhill St Broadway St. Monroe Rd. Minor Collector Undivided 60'- 70 2 Residential Avenue @
Rockhill St Tiperary Ln. Broadway St. Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Residential Avenue @
Rosehaven Dr Reed Rd Airport Blvd. Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Residential Avenue @
S Acres Dr Cullen Blvd. Mykawa Rd. Major Collector Undivided 60' 2 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue @
Scranton Ave W Monroe Rd. IH 45 Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue @
Seaford Dr Kingspoint Rd. Fuqua St. Major Collector Undivided 60'- 70 2 Residential Avenue @
Selinsky Rd Jutland Rd. Martindale Rd. Minor Collector Undivided-Median 70"-140' 2 Residential Avenue @
Stone St Bellfort Ave. Geln Vista St. Minor Collector Undivided 80' 2 Residential Avenue @
Sunbeam St Cullen Blvd. Martin Luther King Blvd. Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Residential Avenue @
Swallow St Bellfort Ave. Santa Fe Dr Minor Collector Undivided 70' 2 Residential Avenue @
Swingle Rd Furman Rd Almeda Genoa Rd. Minor Collector Undivided 60' 2 Residential Avenue @
Tavenor Ln Monroe Rd. Minnesota St. Minor Collector Undivided 50'-60' 2 Residential Avenue @
Vasser Rd Crestmont St. Mykawa Rd. Minor Collector Undivided 70' 2 Residential Avenue @
W Monroe Rd Panair St. Monroe Rd. Minor Collector Undivided 80'-90' 2 Commercial/Mixed Use Avenue @
Waltrip St Dixie Dr. Bellfort Ave. Minor Collector Undivided 70 2 Residential Avenue @
Webercrest Rd Selinsky Rd. Almeda Genoa Rd. Minor Collector Undivided 65' 2 Residential Avenue @
Winkler Dr IH 45 Monroe Rd. Major Collector Undivided 100' 2 Commercial/Mixed Used Avenue @
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AIRPORT BOULEVARD

Existing Conditions

Airport Blvd. is a 4-6 lane median divided
Principal Thoroughfare with 100*-110' right-
of-way that provides continuous east-west
movement from SH-288 to IH-45 across

the study area. Commercial, industrial,
transportation and utility uses are the most
prominent land uses along the corridor. Single
family residential land use is primarily located
west of Mykawa Rd. Although there is no
existing bicycle facility along the corridor,
Airport Blvd. runs adjacent to the shared
off-street trail system along Sims Bayou.
According to the Houston Bike Plan, long
term off-street bicycle facilities are proposed
for segments along the corridor. There are
several local METRO bus routes that operate
on portions of Airport Blvd., primarily providing
access to the Hobby Airport.

66 SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

Existing Conditions

Lanes 4-6

Existing Counts Range 10,200 - 35,500
100'-110°
Median/CTL/Undivided Median

Right-of-Way

Improvement Needs

Through our analysis, the following
intersections represented high crash locations:
Scott St,, Cullen Blvd., Telephone Rd., and
Monroe Rd. The intersections at Mykawa Rd.,
Telephone Rd., Broadway St., Monroe Rd. and
IH-45 Frontage road also represent high stress
locations for pedestrian crossings. Although
there are sidewalks located along the corridor,
enhancements to the pedestrian facilities

are important to increase walkability and
accessibility.

Future Conditions

P-6-100/110

14,400 - 37,300

Commercial Mixed-Use Blvd
Median

MTFP Designation
Future Volume Range
Multimodal Class
Median/CTL/Undivided

Recommendations

While there is a future demand for increased
capacity along the corridor, the study
recommends Airport Blvd. to remain a 4-lane
Principal Thoroughfare from Scott St. to
Telephone Rd. To accommodate projected
traffic volumes and increased access to major
highways, 6 lanes are recommended from SH
288 to Scott St. and Telephone Rd. to Monroe.

The proposed multi-modal street classification
for Airport Blvd. is a Commercial/Mixed-Use
Boulevard. Due to the airport and proximity

to neighborhoods, local transit should be
prioritized along this corridor. Attention should
be focused to enhancing the pedestrian realm
and provide access to the off-street shared-
use path along Sims Bayou. Connection
opportunities should be located at Martin
Luther King Blvd, Cullen Blvd. and Scott St.

COST: $4.3M

planning level cost estimate
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AIRPORT BOULEVARD

™D

Existing Proposed

LN

Pedestrian Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm

Scott St. to Telephone Rd.

L.

Pedestrian Travel Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Travel Travel Travel Median Lane Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm Lane Lane Lane Travel Lane Lane Realm

SH 288 to Scott St./Telephone Rd. to I-45
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AI RPO RT BOU LEVARD . These exhibits illustrate a before and after of

the proposed recommendations for Airport
Blvd. at Cullen St. The visual rendering for
(oim) Airport Blvd. includes 12' ft. shared-use
paths, trailhead activation, low-impact
development on the median, and a shared-

use path bridge on Cullen St. over Sims
Bayou.

Existing

Image Credit: Asakura Robinson
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ALMEDA-GENOA ROAD
PO

Existing Conditions

Almeda Genoa Rd. provides east-west
connectivity from SH-288 to IH 45. Variations
in the existing cross section include:

+ SH 288 to Telephone Rd.: 2 lane undivided
Major Collector with 70’ right-of-way
and open ditch along each side of the
roadway. Residential and developable
land is prominent along this segment.

+ Telephone Rd. to Monroe Blvd.: 4 lane
median divided Thoroughfare with 100’
right-of-way and wide pedestrian realm.
Commercial and residential land uses are
prominent along this segment.

+ Monroe Blvd. to IH-45: 4 lane median
divided Principal Thoroughfare with 120’
right-of-way and buffered pedestrian
realm. Commercial land use is prevalent
along this segment. METRO operates
the Local 88 along this segment proving
access to San Jacinto College.

Existing Conditions

Lanes

Existing Counts Range 11,400

Right-of-Way

Median/CTL/Undivided Median

Improvement Needs

The intersections at Mykawa Rd. and Kleckley
Dr. were identified as high stress intersections
for pedestrians. The intersections at Furman
Rd., Kleckley Dr., and IH 45 represented high
crash locations along the corridor. As the

area west of Telephone Rd. is developed,
pedestrian enhancements as well as roadway
improvements are desired. There are two
elementary schools that abut the corridor.
Improved crosswalks, reduced speeds,
sidewalks and enhanced signalization for
pedestrians are important at these locations.
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Future Conditions

MTFP Designation ' T-4-100
Future Volume 5,500 - 24,300
Range
Multimodal Class Commercial Mixed-Use Ave/Blvd
Median/CTL Median

-
Recommendations

Due to projected traffic volumes and east-west
connectivity along the corridor, the following
recommendations should be considered:

+ SH 288 to Scott St.: increase capacity
to 4 lane Major Collector with a sub-
classification of Commercial/Mixed-Use
Ave.

+ Scott St. to Telephone Rd.: remain a 2-lane
Major Collector with a sub-classification
of Commercial/Mixed-Use Ave.

+ Telephone Rd. to IH-45: remain a 4-lane
Thoroughfare with a sub-classification of
Commercial/Mixed-Use Blvd.

At minimum, 5" sidewalks should be built along
both sides for the length of corridor to increase
accessibility. Where right-of-way is available,
sidewalks should be increased to provide
opportunity for off-street bicycle facility.

COST:$10.2M

planning level cost estimate
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ALMEDA-GENOA ROAD

Ll

Existing Proposed

0.0 0.9

Open Ditch Travel Travel Open Ditch Shared Use Travel Travel Pedestrian
Lane Lane Path Lane Lane Realm

SH 288 to Telephone Rd.

200 0200

3 N N Shared Use Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian
Pedestrian Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian Path

Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm

Telephone Rd. to IH 45
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BEAMER ROAD

Existing Conditions

Beamer Rd. is a 4-lane median divided
Thoroughfare with 100’ right-of-way and
buffered pedestrian realm on both sides of
the roadway. Single family and multi-family
residential is the primary land use along the
corridor. Beverly Hills Intermediate School is
located along the corridor. According to the
Houston Bike Plan, a long-term dedicated
on-street facility is proposed for this corridor.
METRO also operates the Local 88 Route along
this corridor.

Existing

Pedestrian
Realm

Travel Travel Median Travel Travel
Lane Lane Lane Lane

Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane

Vo Existing Conditions
¢ ’
Lanes
Existing Counts Range
Right-of-Way
\“‘b e -
) edian/CTL/Undivided

Improvement Needs

Based on the population density adjacent

to this corridor as well as the location of an
intermediate school, improved pedestrian
amenities including high-visibility crosswalks
and median refuges should be considered. The
continuation of Beamer Rd., known as Seaford
Dr. north of Fugua St., provides access to two
other elementary schools. Continuation of
pedestrian improvements north of Fuqua St. to
these schools and the residential area would
also help improve access and mobility.

Proposed

Pedestrian
Realm

Travel Travel Median Travel Travel
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Future Conditions

4 MTFP Designation T-4-100

11,400 Future Volume Range 5,500 - 24,300

100 Multimodal Class Residential Blvd

Median Median/CTL Median
Recommendations

Based on projected traffic volumes, it is
recommended that Beamer Rd. remain
classified as a 4-lane Major Thoroughfare
with 100’ right-of-way. For continued access
management and preservation of the median,
the corridor is further recommended as a
Residential Blvd.

It is further recommended that Seaford Dr., the
continuation of Beamer Rd. north of Fuqua St.,
be classified as a 2-lane Major Collector with
60-70' right-of-way.

Special attention should be given to the
pedestrian realm along the corridor to help
improve walkability and provide mobility
options along the local transportation network.
A 10" shared-use path is recommended to

be designed along one side of the corridor,
working in conjunction with METRO to provide
viable local bus facility options. High visibility
crosswalks and enhanced signage should be
implemented near schools.

COST: $160K

planning level cost estimate




BLACKHAWK BOULEVARD -
CLEARWOOD STREET

Existing Conditions

Blackhawk Blvd., from Almeda Genoa Rd.

to Beltway 8, and Clearwood St., from IH-45

to Almeda Genoa Rd., is a 4-lane median
divided Thoroughfare with 100’ right-of-way
and buffered pedestrian realm. Single family
residential use is prominent along the corridor
with more commercial use located adjacent
to IH-45 and Beltway 8. METRO operates the
Local 88 along the Clearwood St. segment
before turning east along Almeda Genoa Rd. A
long-term dedicated on-street bicycle facility is
proposed along this corridor.

Improvement Needs

Due to increased vehicle activity and
commercial businesses, a high crash location
was identified between Edgebrook St. and
Ledge St. along Clearwood St. The intersection
at IH-45 was indicated as a high stress location
for pedestrians. Blackhawk Park and Laura
Bush Elementary are located near one another
along this corridor. Improved pedestrian
connections to these locations are important.

Pedestrian

Existing Conditions

Future Conditions

Lanes

4

MTFP Designation T-4-100

Existing Counts Range

14,200 -

21,500 Future Volume Range 14,100 - 48,600

Right-of-Way

100

Commercial Mixed-Use

Multimodal Class g} _ Residential Blvd

Median/CTL/Undivided

Median

Median/CTL Median

Existing

Travel Med
Lane

ian Travel Travel
Lane Lane

Pedestrian
Realm

Recommendations

Based on future traffic volumes along

this corridor, it is recommmended to remain
classified as a 4-lane Thoroughfare with an
increase to 6 lanes as Clearwood St nears

IH 45. In preservation of the median, it is
recommended the corridor be designated as a
Commercial/Mixed-Use Blvd and a Residential
Blvd between Kingspoint Rd. to Fuqgua St. An
on-street bicycle facility is recommended for
this corridor given the residential density and
access to parks and schools.

COST: $885K

planning level cost estimate

Proposed

LN

Pedestrian Bike Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Bike Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane

Lane Lane Realm

MAY 2019 73



BELLFORT STREET

Existing Conditions

Bellfort St. is a 4-lane median divided
Thoroughfare with 80-130' right-of-way that
provides continuous east-west movement
from SH-288 to IH-45 across the study area.
Single family residential is the primary land use
along the corridor with sporadic commercial
uses located near major intersections. While
sidewalks are located along the corridor, they
are in poor condition. METRO operates two
high-frequency local routes along this corridor.
There are many neighborhood destinations
located along this corridor including schools,
parks, community centers, and library. A long-
term dedicated on-street bicycle facility is
proposed for this corridor with access to the
planned Sims Bayou Greenway extension. This
roadway, identified as Howard Dr,, continues
east across IH-45 to Galveston Rd.

Existing Conditions

Lanes

Existing Counts Range
Right-of-Way
Median/CTL/Undivided

Improvement Needs

There are several intersections along this
corridor that represent high crash locations:
Cullen Blvd., Martin Luther King Blvd.,
Telephone Rd. (highest) and Broadway

St. This corridor has the top eight transit
ridership locations throughout the study area.
Pedestrian intersection stress levels were
highest at Telephone Rd. and IH-45.

Public comment indicated that roadway
improvements were necessary west of Cullen
Blvd. along with safety enhancements along
the wide medians from SH 288 to Mykawa
Rd. Public comment also indicated improved
signal timing east of Mykawa Rd. Pedestrian
improvements along the corridor, specifically
near Hartman Middle School and Stuart Park
were also indicated as high concerns.
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Future Conditions

4 MTFP Designation T-4-100

14,200 - 21,500 Future Volume Range 14,100 - 48,600

100 Multimodal Class Transit Blvd

Median Median/CTL Median
Recommendations

Given existing and future traffic volumes

along the corridor, it is recommended that the
corridor remain a 4-lane Thoroughfare. The
corridor is recommended as a Transit Blvd. to
preserve the median for access management
and continued improvement of transit. Short
term improvements include increased local bus
frequencies with transit shelter improvements
and a wider pedestrian realm. Long term
improvements include the continuation of the
Light Rail Red Line accessing Hobby Airport
and Fannin South Transit Center. Further study
is recommended for light rail transit feasibility
along this corridor.

COST: $4.5M

planning level cost estimate
does not include light rail transit cost estimate
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BELLFORT STREET

Proposed

Short Term Improvements

Existing

Shared Use Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian
Path Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm

Pedestrian Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm

Long Term Improvements

NN
]

Shared Use Travel Travel Light Rail Travel Travel Pedestrian
Path Lane Lane Transit Lane Lane Realm

*Location of shared use path along north or south side of street will be determined in
design and engineering phase.
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BROADWAY STREET

Existing Conditions

Broadway St. is a 4-lane median divided
Principal Thoroughfare with 120' right-of-

way and buffered pedestrian realm. The
Broadway St. corridor, from Airport Blvd. to
IH-45, was recently completed in 2017 with
enhancements including landscaped gateway,
high visibility pedestrian crosswalks, and
improved roadway conditions. North of IH-45,
land use is primarily single family residential;
south of IH-45, land use is primarily multi-
family residential. METRO operates several bus
routes along this corridor providing access to
major destinations. Broadway St. is proposed
to have a long-term off-street bicycle facility
located from IH-45 to Airport. It also provides a
connection to the Sims Bayou Greenway.

76 SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

Existing Conditions

Lanes

Existing Counts Range

Right-of-Way

Median/CTL/Undivided

Improvement Needs

Broadway St., from IH-45 to Airport Blvd. has
the highest population density in the study
area. Although this segment of the corridor
was recently improved, further enhancements
should occur to transit amenities and sidewalk
infrastructure. The intersections at IH-45,
IH-610 and Airport Blvd. were high pedestrian
stress level intersections due to crossing
distance and vehicular volume.

Public comment indicated that the intersection
of IH-45 and Broadway St. is a dangerous
intersection for both vehicles and pedestrians.
This intersection is being studied by TxDOT for
improvements.

Future Conditions

4 MTFP Designation P-6-120

16,700 - 25,900 Future Volume Range 22,100 - 29,800
120° Multimodal Class Transit Blvd
Median Median/CTL Median

Recommendations

Based on projected traffic volumes, it is
recommended Broadway St. remain classified
as a 4-lane Principal Thoroughfare with a
Transit Boulevard designation. Short term
improvements include a 10" shared use path
along one side of the corridor, between IH 45
and Airport Blvd. and 6 sidewalks along both
sides of the corridor from IH 610 to IH 45. Long
term improvements include the continuation
of the Light Rail Green Line/Purple Line
accessing Hobby Airport. Further study is
recommended for light rail transit feasibility
along this corridor. Off-street trail connections
should be prioritized near Sims Bayou to
increase mobility options.

COST: $1.1M

planning level cost estimate
does not include light rail transit cost estimate




BROADWAY STREET

Proposed

Short Term Improvements

Shared Use Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian

E)(i Sti n g Path Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm

Long Term Improvements

Pedestrian Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm

AVaRvA
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Shared Use Travel Travel Light Rail Travel Travel Pedestrian
Path Lane Lane Transit Lane Lane Realm
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CRESTMONT STREET

Existing Conditions

Crestmont St. is a 2-lane undivided Major
Collector with 60Q' right-of-way. There is
sidewalk infrastructure located on both sides
of the roadway, except along the eastern side
between Southridge St. and Van Fleet St.
Single family residential is the primary land use
along the corridor. There is an existing high-
comfort shared on-street bicycle facility along
this corridor. METRO also operates a local bus
route along this corridor.
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COST: $730K
planning level cost estimate
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Existing Conditions

Lanes

Existing Counts Range 2,900 - 5,400

Right-of-Way

Median/CTL/Undivided Undivided

Improvement Needs

Based on the surrounding residential
population and existing transit and bicycle
facilities, improved sidewalk infrastructure is
important along this corridor. This corridor has
the potential to accommodate all modes of
transportation given the wide vehicular lanes
and pedestrian oriented neighborhood feel.
The extension of the bicycle network south
past Reed Rd. to Sims Bayou would provide
enhanced connectivity to neighborhood
amenities.

Existing

Pedestrian
Realm

Pedestrian Travel Travel
Realm Lane Lane

Future Conditions
2 MTFP Designation MJ-2-60
Future Volume Range 3,300 - 8,400

60’ Multimodal Class Residential Ave
Median/CTL Undivided
Recommendations

This corridor should remain classified as

a 2-lane Major Collector with a Residential
Avenue sub-classification. Providing a
complete bicycle and pedestrian network
along Crestmont St. should be prioritized
along this corridor to provide an alternate
route within the transportation network.
Completing the sidewalk gaps in the network
and extending the bicycle network to Sims
Bayou are important mobility improvements
along this corridor. High visibility crosswalks
and enhanced signage should be implemented
near schools.

Proposed

Pedestrian
Realm

Pedestrian Travel Travel
Realm Lane Lane




DIXIE DRIVE

Existing Conditions

Dixie Dr. is a 4-lane undivided Major Collector
with 70’ right-of-way and a pedestrian realm
on both sides of the roadway. Commmercial and
industrial land uses are located west of Chaffin
St. with more single family residential east of
Chaffin St. Although there is a marked bicycle
facility (sign post indicating Bike Route), this
facility is in poor condition and is not high
comfort. A short term dedicated on-street
facility is proposed for this corridor. Transit
does not exist along this corridor.

COST: $1.2M

planning level cost estimate
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Existing Conditions

Lanes 4
Existing Counts Range 5,900
Right-of-Way 70’

Median/CTL/Undivided Undivided

Improvement Needs

The intersection at Dixie Dr. and Telephone

Rd. was one of the highest pedestrian stress
intersections in the study area. Similar to other
locations within the study area, sidewalks
adjacent and leading up to the railroad
crossings are either nonexistent or in need of
major repair.

Existing

Pedestrian
Realm

Pedestrian
Realm

Travel
Lane

Travel
Lane

Travel
Lane

Travel
Lane

Future Conditions
MTFP Designation MJ-4-70
Future Volume Range 2,700 - 9,600
Commercial Mixed-Use Ave
Undivided

Multimodal Class
Median/CTL

Recommendations
Given the existing industrial and residential
use along the corridor and projected traffic
volumes, it is recommended Dixie Dr. remain a
4-lane Major Collector with a sub-classification
as a Commercial/Mixed-Use Avenue. Given
the context of the roadway and anticipated
SH 35 garnering additional traffic volume, an
off-street bike path is recommended along the
corridor as well as intersection improvements
at Telephone Rd. to provide better connectivity
to the residential neighborhood. Sidewalk
and ADA compliant ramps should also be
implemented along the corridor.

Proposed

Shared Use
Path

Shared Use
Path

Travel
Lane

Travel
Lane

Travel
Lane

Travel
Lane
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CULLEN BOULEVARD

Existing Conditions

Cullen Blvd. is a 4-lane median divided
Thoroughfare with 80" — 140’ right-of-way that
provides continuous north-south movement
from IH-610 to Beltway 8 through the study
area. Single family residential is the primary
land use along the corridor, especially in the
north and south segments, with commercial
use located near major intersections and
undeveloped land south of E Orem Dr. METRO
operates a local bus along Cullen Blvd. until E
Orem Dr., providing access to the Southeast
Transit Center. There is a proposed long term
dedicated on street bicycle facility from IH-
610 to E Orem Dr. Cullen Blvd. also provides
access to the Sims Bayou Greenway network
at Airport Blvd.

COST: $4.9M

planning level cost estimate
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Existing Conditions

Lanes

Existing Counts Range

Right-of-Way

Median/CTL/Undivided 'Median

Future Conditions
MTFP Designation T-4-80/100/140

14,000 - 25,300 Future Volume Range 14,500 - 46,800

Multimodal Class Commercial Mixed-Use Blvd
Median/CTL Median

Improvement Needs

The intersections at Bellfort St. and Reed Rd.
represented high crash locations along the
corridor and Reed Rd. was designated as a
stressful intersection for pedestrians. Although
there is a continuous sidewalk along Cullen
Blvd., maintenance is needed along segments
to improve walkability to neighborhood
destinations. South of Almeda Genoa Rd.,
Cullen Blvd. was recently widened to a four-
lane section with a shared use path on the
west side of the roadway and a sidewalk on the
east.

Recommendations

While there is a future demand for increased
capacity north of Airport Blvd, the study
recommends Cullen Blvd. to remain classified
as a 4-lane Thoroughfare. To accommodate
future traffic volumes, longer left turn queue
lanes and dedicated right turn lanes should be
implemented at the IH 610 intersection. The
continuation of the 10" shared use path along
the west side of the roadway with a 5' sidewalk
on the opposite should be prioritized to
increase mobility and accessibility. Connection
to the off-street trail network along Sims Bayou
should be prioritized near Airport Blvd. The
local bus route should be extended to Tom
Bass Regional Park.




CULLEN BOULEVARD

Existing Proposed

Pedestrian Travel Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Travel Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm
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EAST OREM DRIVE

Existing Conditions

East Orem Dr. is the continuation of Almeda
Genoa Rd. west of Telephone Rd. East Orem
Dr. is a 4-lane median divided roadway with
100’ right-of-way. Variations in the roadway
include:

* Inconsistent sidewalk network between
Mykawa Rd. and Telephone Rd.
with sidewalks located next to new
development. Land use is primarily
industrial.

* There are sidewalks located along the
north side of the roadway from Martin
Luther King Blvd. to Mykawa Rd.

* There are sidewalks located along both

sides of the roadway between Cullen Blvd.

and Martin Luther King Blvd.

+ From Cullen Blvd. to Mykawa Rd., single
family residential, developable and
commercial land uses are present.

West of Cullen Blvd. the MTFP designation is

proposed to be extended to SH 288. METRO
operates between Cullen Blvd. and Martin
Luther King Blvd.
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Existing Conditions

Future Conditions

Lanes 4

MTFP Designation T-4-100

Existing Counts Range 7,300 - 14,400 |Future Volume Range |10,400 - 14,600

Commercial Mixed-Use Blvd -

Improvement Needs

East Orem Dr. is proposed to be built out west
towards SH 288 and has the potential to be a
significant east-west corridor within the study
area. There is an overpass at Mykawa Rd.,
over the BNSF railroad facility that provides
both vehicular and pedestrian mobility. The
intersection of Telephone Rd. and Almeda
Genoa Rd./East Orem Dr. was not only a

high pedestrian stress intersection but also

a high crash location along the corridor. As
the area west of Mykawa Rd. is developed,
improvements to sidewalk infrastructure and
pedestrian crossings should be prioritized.

Right-of-Way 100’ Multimodal Class Residential Blvd
Median/CTL/Undivided |Median Median/CTL Median
Recommendations

East Orem Dr. is recommended to remain a
4-lane Thoroughfare with 100’ right-of-way.

As the corridor develops west of Cullen Blvd,
the median is recommended to remain.

West of Martin Luther King, East Orem Dr. is
recommended to be classified as a Residential
Blvd; East of Martin Luther King, the corridor

is recommended as a Commercial/Mixed Use
Blvd. Sidewalks should be improved to 5" and
built where necessary to complete gaps in the
network and provide mobility options to transit.
Local bus service is also recommended and
should be incorporated for the length of the
corridor.

COST: $12.6M

planning level cost estimate
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EAST OREM DRIVE

.@.

Existing Proposed

Pedestrian  Travel ~ Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Bicycle Travel ~ Travel Median Travel Travel Bicycle Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm  Facility Lane Lane Lane Lane Facility Realm
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FUQUA STREET

Existing Conditions

Fuqua St. is an east-west corridor that is
characterized as:

+ 2-lane open ditch, undivided Thoroughfare
with 100’ right-of-way from Furman Rd. to
Cullen Blvd. and S Wayside Dr. to Mykawa
Rd.

+ 2-lane open ditch undivided Major
Collector with 70’ right-of-way from Cullen
Blvd. to Kier Rd.

+ 4-lane median divided Thoroughfare with
100' right-of-way and sidewalks along
both sides of the roadway from Telephone
Rd. to IH-45.

Land use west of Mykawa Rd. is primarily
developable land. East of Mykawa Rd., land use
is a mix of single family residential commercial
and public and institutional.
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Existing Conditions
Lanes 2-4
Existing Counts Range 100 - 24,500
Right-of-Way 70'- 100’
Median/CTL/Undivided Median/Undivided 'Median/CTL

Improvement Needs

The intersection of Fuqua St. and Telephone
Rd. represent a high pedestrian stress location.
Fuqua St. is proposed to be widened and
extended from Telephone Rd. to Mykawa Rd.
as well as from S Wayside to Cottingham St.
The extension of this roadway would provide
an important east-west continuous corridor
in the south part of the study area. When the
roadway is built out, pedestrian amenities
should be prioritized, especially near the two
schools that abut Fuqua St.

MTFP Designation
Future Volume Range
Multimodal Class

Future Conditions
MJ-4-70/T-4-100
1,700 - 37,400
Commercial Mixed-Use Blvd - Residential Blvd
Median-CTL

Recommendations

Based on projected traffic volumes, Fuqua St.,
west of Telephone Rd., is recommended to

be classified as a 2-lane Major Collector with

a center turn lane and a sub-classification of
Residential Avenue. East of Telephone Rd.,
Fuqua St. should remain a 4-lane Thoroughfare
with a sub-classification of Commercial/Mixed-
Use Blvd.

Given the existing right-of-way, wide pedestrian
realm should be implemented along the length
of the corridor as well as local bus service

and an off-street bicycle facility providing
mobility options for all users. Intersection
improvements including ADA ramps and high-
visibility crosswalks should be implemented

at Cullen Blvd., and Beamer Rd./Seaford Dr.

to provide increased vehicular and pedestrian
awareness adjacent to schools.

COST: $13.8M

planning level cost estimate
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FUQUA STREET
=

Existing Proposed

Open Ditch Travel Travel Open Ditch

Lane Lane Pedestrian Travel ~ Center  Travel Pedestrian

Realm Lane  Turnlane Lane Realm

S
A

Furman Rd. to Mykawa Rd.

Pedestrian  Travel ~ Travel ~ Median  Travel — Travel  Pedestrian Pedestrian ~ Travel  Travel Median ~ Travel  Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm

Telephone Rd. to IH 45
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FURMAN ROAD

Existing Conditions

Furman Rd. is a 2-lane undivided Major
Collector with 70’ right-of-way and open
ditches on either side of the roadway. North
of Almeda Genoa Rd. is not designated on the
MTFP. Land use along the corridor is primarily
single family residential and developable land.
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Existing Conditions
Lanes 2

Existing Counts Range 2,500
Right-of-Way 70’

Future Conditions
MTFP Designation MC-4-70
Future Volume Range 9,800

Commercial Mixed-Use Ave -

Multimodal Class Residential Ave

Median/CTL/Undivided Undivided Median/CTL CTL

Improvement Needs

This corridor is proposed to be widened to
accommodate future traffic and development
in the area. As this roadway is built, pedestrian
amenities should be prioritized as this roadway
extends to the future Sims Bayou Greenway
network. Providing connectivity to this
neighborhood amenity is important.

Existing

—— - pe—

Recommendations

Based on projected traffic volumes and
roadway extent, Furman Rd should be
reclassified as a 2-lane Minor Collector with
a center turn lane and 5' sidewalk on either
side of the roadway. Based on surrounding
land use, the corridor south of Almeda Genoa
should be classified as a Commercial/Mixed-
Use Avenue; north of Almeda Genoa Rd. should
be classified as a Residential Avenue. An on-
street buffered bicycle facility should be built
along roadway providing access to the Sims
Bayou Greenway.

COST: $1.0M

planning level cost estimate

Proposed

Open Ditch Travel Travel Open Ditch
Lane Lane

Travel Bicycle Pedestrian
Lane Facility Realm

Pedestrian Bicycle Travel Center
Realm  Facility Lane  Turn Lane




GALVESTON ROAD

Existing Conditions

Galveston Rd. is a 4-lane undivided Principal
Thoroughfare with 100’ right-of-way. The Union
Pacific railroad runs parallel to Galveston

Rd. along this segment, providing an open
space along the western side of the roadway.
Sidewalks are provided adjacent to Chavez
High School but do not extend passed Sims
Bayou. METRO operates a local bus route
between Park Place Blvd. and Howard Dr.
There is a proposed long-term dedicated
on-street facility proposed for this corridor.
This corridor provides connection to the Sims
Bayou Greenway system.
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Existing Conditions
Lanes 4
Existing Counts Range

Right-of-Way 100’

Median/CTL/Undivided Undivided

Improvement Needs

According to the MTFP, this roadway is
proposed to be widened. Both intersections at
Park Place Blvd. and Howard Dr. are identified
as high stress locations for pedestrian
crossings. Pedestrian improvements at these
intersections, as well as along the corridor with
widened sidewalks, ADA complaint ramps and
bicycle facilities will help increase mobility and
safety.

Public comment indicated that a hike/bike trail
should be extended to Chavez High School

as many students have a hard time walking
Galveston Rd. and are often seen walking
adjacent to the Union pacific Railroad.

Existing

Pedestrian
Realm

Open Ditch Travel Travel Travel Travel
Lane Lane Lane Lane

13,900 - 16,500 Future Volume Range 11,000 - 13,200

Future Conditions
MTFP Designation P-6-100

Multimodal Class gﬁgmemial Mixed-Use

Median/CTL Undivided

Recommendations

Based on projected traffic volumes, Galveston
Rd should remain a 4-lane Principal
Thoroughfare. In conjunction with the ongoing
SH 3 Access Management Study being
conducted by TxDOT, an off-street shared use
path should be provided for the extent of the
corridor. A wide pedestrian realm should be
constructed on the north side of the corridor,
as right-of-way is limited adjacent to railroad
facility. An off-street trail connection should
be provided to Sims Bayou. Intersection
improvements including ADA ramps and
enhanced crosswalks and signage should be
implemented at Park Place Blvd., Howard Dr.,
and Park Terrace.

Proposed

Open Ditch Travel Travel Travel Travel Shared-Use
Lane Lane Lane Lane Path
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HOLMES ROAD

Existing Conditions

Holmes Rd. is a 4-lane median divided
Thoroughfare with 100’ right-of-way. There is
a sidewalk located along the southern portion
of the roadway with open space located
adjacent to the railroad to the north. Land use
is primarily single family residential with a few
commercial and industrial properties to the
south and industrial land use to the north.

Existing

Travel
Lane

Travel
Lane

Railroad
Open Ditch
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Median

Existing Conditions Future Conditions
Lanes 4 MTFP Designation T-4-100
Existing Counts Range 4,800-6,900 Future Volume Range 5,200 - 25,700
Right-of-Way 100 Multimodal Class Commercial Mixed-Use Blvd
Median/CTL/Undivided 'Median Median/CTL Median
Improvement Needs Recommendations

According to the traffic model, traffic volume
along this corridor is expected to increase
significantly. Pedestrian improvements at
major intersections and along the corridor
should be prioritized.

Pedestrian
Realm

Travel
Lane

Travel
Lane

Travel
Lane

Travel
Lane

Railroad
Open Ditch

Based on projected traffic volumes, Holmes
Rd. should remain classified as a 4-lane
Thoroughfare. Given the existing and proposed
surrounding land uses, the multi-modal
classification suitable for this corridor is a
Commercial/Mixed-Use Blvd. While there is an
existing sidewalk along the south side of the
corridor, a 10" off-street side path should be
built to improve mobility options.

COST: $860K

planning level cost estimate

Proposed

Travel Off-Street
Lane Path

Travel
Lane

Median




HOWARD DRIVE

Existing Conditions

Howard Dr. is the continuation of Bellfort St.
east of IH-45. It is a 4-lane median divided
Thoroughfare with 75' right-of-way and a
sidewalk along both sides of the roadway.
Single family residential is the predominant
land use along the corridor with commercial
use near IH-45.

Existing

Travel
Lane

Pedestrian
Realm

Median Travel

Lane

Existing Conditions Future Conditions
Lanes 4 MTFP Designation T-4-75
Existing Counts Range 16,900 Future Volume Range 20,300 - 22,700
Right-of-Way 75’ Multimodal Class Commercial Mixed-Use Blvd
Median/CTL/Undivided 'Median Median/CTL Median
Improvement Needs Recommendations

Although there is a sidewalk located along

both sides of the roadway, it is in bad condition
and overgrown and should be maintained or
rebuilt to accommodate the residents in the
community. The intersection at Galveston

Rd. was indicated as a high stress location

for pedestrians. This intersection should be
prioritized for improvement as it provides direct
access to Chavez High School.

COST: $600K

planning level cost estimate

Shared-Use
Path

Travel
Lane

Pedestrian
Realm

Travel
Lane

$ea0d 0.0

Travel
Lane

Travel
Lane

Howard Dr. is recommended to remain
classified as a Thoroughfare with a sub-
classification as a Commercial/Mixed-

Use Blvd. Improvements in the sidewalk
network along both sides of the roadway

are recommended to serve local transit
access and mobility. One side of the roadway
should be built as a shared-use path to

accommodate both bicycles and pedestrians.

Intersection improvements including ADA
ramps and crosswalk enhancements should
be implemented at Galveston Rd., Neal St.,
Arizona St., Bliss St. and Winkler Dr.

Proposed

Median Pedestrian

Realm

Travel
Lane

Travel
Lane
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JUTLAND ROAD

Existing Conditions

Jutland Rd. is a 2-lane undivided Major
Collector with 60" — 70’ right-of-way. Sidewalk
infrastructure is provided throughout the
corridor; however, gaps exist along portions

of the roadway. There are several churches
and schools that abut this corridor, with single
family residential as the predominant land use.
METRO operates the 360 Peerless Shuttle
that provides access to the Southeast Transit
Center and area schools. A proposed long-term
dedicated on-street bicycle facility is proposed
for this corridor.
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Existing Conditions

Lanes

Existing Counts Range

Right-of-Way

Median/CTL/Undivided Undivided

Improvement Needs

Completing the sidewalk gaps is
recommended to improve neighborhood
connectivity and accessibility. The continuation
of sidewalks as well as a bicycle facility

would help provide access to the Sims Bayou
Greenway to the south.

Public comment indicated that this roadway,
from Bellfort St. to Reed Rd. is dangerous and
needs improvement.

COST: $1.5M

planning level cost estimate

Existing

Pedestrian
Realm

Pedestrian Travel Travel
Realm Lane Lane

Future Conditions
2 MTFP Designation MJ-2-60/70
1,700 - 3,200 Future Volume Range 2,300 - 10,000

60'- 70 Multimodal Class Residential Ave
Median/CTL Undivided
Recommendations

Based on projected traffic volumes, Jutland
Rd. should remain classified as a 2-lane Major
Collector. Although not classified on the MTFP,
Jutland Rd., from Reed Rd. to Sunbeam, should
be classified as a 2-lane Major Collector.

The multi-modal classification suitable for
Jutland Rd. is a Residential Avenue. Given

the residential land use along the corridor,

an enhanced pedestrian realm should be
prioritized with an emphasis to complete gaps
in the network. An on-street bicycle facility is
recommended along the corridor with an off-
street shared use-path connection to the Sims
Bayou Greenway.

Proposed

PedestrianBicycle Travel
Realm Facility Lane

Travel Bicycle Pedestrian
Lane Facility Realm




MONROE BOULEVARD

Existing Conditions

\e‘o‘ Monroe Blvd. is a 4-lane median divided
\s\o““ Thoroughfare with 130’ right-of-way
OY\bf’ between IH 45 and Airport Blvd. and
¥ 100’ right-of-way between Airport Blvd.
Beltway 8. There are sidewalks located
9\46 along both sides of the corridor. Land use
“Qo‘\ is predominantly industrial use, especially
» near the Hobby Airport area. Single family
residential use is also located along
the west side of the corridor. There is a
proposed long term dedicated on-street
bicycle facility for this corridor.
'a?&
(\O
6&6“"
«
N
X
w‘*&%
Pedestrian
% Realm
o

Travel Travel Median Travel Travel
Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm

Existing Conditions

Future Conditions

Lanes 4

MTFP Designation T-4-100/130

Existing Counts Range |7,700 - 26,300

Future Volume Range |17,600 - 42,700

Commercial Mixed-Use Blvd -

Improvement Needs

The intersection at Airport was identified
as a high crash location and a high stress

location for pedestrian crossings. Pedestrian

improvements such as high visibility
crosswalks and pedestrian signs should
be prioritized adjacent to Dobie 9th Grade
Campus (Fuqua St. Intersection). As a
predominantly industrial corridor north of
Almeda Genoa Rd., increased turning radii
should be accommodated

Existing

Pedestrian

Shared-Use Travel Travel Median Travel Travel

Right-of-Way 100'-130° Multimodal Class Industrial Blvd
Median/CTL/Undivided | Median Median/CTL Median
Recommendations

Based on projected traffic volumes, Monroe
Rd. should remain a 4-lane Thoroughfare
with a sub-classification as a Commercial/
Mixed-Use Blvd and an Industrial Blvd
between Airport and Almeda Genoa. Given
the right-of-way and projected traffic
volumes, an off-street bhicycle facility
should be implemented along the corridor.
Completing the sidewalk network should be
prioritized to increase mobility.

COST: $3.1M

planning level cost estimate

Proposed

Pedestrian
Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm
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KINGSPOINT ROAD - KLECKLEY DRIVE

Existing Conditions

Kingspoint Rd. is characterized as the
following:

+ 2-lane undivided Major Collector with 60" —
100' right-of-way from Beltway 8 to Sabo
Rd. Land use is predominantly single
family residential with a few commercial,
public and institutional uses.

+ After Sabo Rd., Kingspoint Rd. transitions
to Kleckley Dr. as a 4-lane undivided Major
Collector with 60’ right-of-way. Land use
is predominantly commercial as it abuts
Almeda Mall.

Sidewalk infrastructure is provided throughout
the corridor along both sides of the roadway
except along the north side of Kingspoint Rd.
between Buena Park Dr. and Fuqua St. METRO
operates a local bus route along Kleckley Dr. A
proposed short-term shared on-street bicycle
facility is proposed for the segment between
Sabo Rd. and Fuqua St.
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Lanes

Existing Conditions

Future Conditions

2-4 MTFP Designation MJ-2-60/100

Existing Counts Range 2,300 - 5,000 Future Volume Range 12,700 - 36,700

Right-of-Way

Median/CTL/Undivided Undivided

Improvement Needs

Pedestrian improvements including

completing the sidewalk gaps and intersection

improvements at the following intersections
should be prioritized: Kingspoint Rd., Sabo
Rd., Fugua St. and Buena Park Dr. Pedestrian
crossings should be enhanced adjacent to
Atkinson Elementary School and Beverly Hills
Park.

COST: $1.5M

planning level cost estimate

60'- 100 Multimodal Class Residential Ave
Median/CTL Undivided
Recommendations

Based on projected traffic volumes and
adjacent land use, the following classification
is recommended for Kingspoint Rd.:

+ Kingspoint Rd. from Beltway 8 to Sabo
Rd.: remain a 2-lane Major Collector with
a sub-classification as a Residential
Avenue.

+ Kleckley Dr. from Sabo Rd. to Fuqua St:
remain 4-lane Major Collector with a sub
classification as a Commercial/Mixed-Use
Avenue.

Improved pedestrian realm should be
implemented along both sides of corridor with
an off-street shared used path along the north
side of the corridor between Buena Park and
Fuqua St. Access management techniques
including driveway consolidation should occur
along the corridor near Almeda Mall. Enhanced
crosswalk marking and signage should be
implemented near Atkinson Elementary School
to increase safety and awareness of vehicles
and pedestrians.




KINGSPOINT ROAD - KLECKLEY DRIVE

Existing Proposed

iszasl.

Pedestrian Travel Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian Shared-Use Travel Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Path Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm

Almeda Genoa Rd. to Sabo Rd.

sl

Pedestrian Travel Travel Pedestrian Shared-Use Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Realm Path Lane Lane Realm

Sabo Rd. to Beltway 8

MAY 2019 93



LONG DRIVE - PARK PLACE
BOULEVARD

Existing Conditions

Long Dr,, from IH-610 to Telephone Rd,, is

a 4-lane median divided Thoroughfare with
80’ right-of-way. Land use is predominantly
industrial with commercial properties located
near Telephone Rd.

East of Telephone Rd., Long Dr. transitions

to Park Place Blvd. Park Place Blvd., from
Telephone Rd. to IH-45, is a 4-lane undivided
Thoroughfare with 80’ right-of-way. From
IH-45 to Galveston Rd., Park Place is a 4-lane
undivided Major Collector with 70’ right-of-way.
Land use is a mix of commercial, single family
and multi-family residential, and public and
institutional uses.

Sidewalk infrastructure is provided along the
entire length of both Long Dr. and Park Place
Blvd. METRO operates a local bus route along
this corridor.
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AQ
\‘(\6

Existing Conditions Future Conditions
Lanes 4 MTFP Designation T-4-80/MJ-4-70
Existing Counts Range /9,600 - 22,100 Future Volume Range | 5,000 - 23,900
- , ) - Industrial Ave - Commercial
Right-of-Way 70’-80 Multimodal Class Mixed-Use Ave - Residential Ave
Median/CTL/Undivided | Median/Undivided |Median/CTL Median/Undivided
Improvement Needs Recommendations

Improving pedestrian connectivity to Cullinan
Park, Charlton Park and Park Place Elementary
should be prioritized with high visibility
crosswalks and pedestrian signage. Although
there are sidewalks along both sides of the
corridor, some areas need improvements or to
be rebuilt to current standards. ADA compliant
ramps and high-visibility crosswalks should be
provided at the intersections of S Wayside Dr.,
Telephone Rd., Reveille St., and Galveston Rd.

Public comment indicated that the Park Place
Blvd./Broadway St. at IH-45 intersection was

a dangerous intersection. This intersection is

being studied by TxDOT for improvements.

COST: $1.8M

planning level cost estimate
does not include light rail transit cost estimate

Based on projected traffic volumes and
surrounding land use, Long Dr. should remain
a 4-lane Thoroughfare with a sub-classification
as a Transit Blvd.

As Long Dr. transitions to Park Place Blvd., the
corridor should remain a 4-lane Thoroughfare
with a sub-classification as a Commercial/
Mixed-Use Avenue.

Park Place Blvd., east of IH 45 should remain a
4 -lane Major Collector with a sub-classification
as Residential Avenue.

Sidewalk improvements should be made along
the corridor to provide access to METRO bus
stops and improve mobility. An off-street
bicycle facility should be implemented to
increase mobility options along the corridor.
Long Term improvements include the
continuation of the Light Rail Purple Line
accessing Hobby Airport and Palm Center.
Further study is recommended for light rail
transit feasibility along this corridor.




LONG DRIVE - PARK PLACE
BOULEVARD

Existing Proposed

AVARYa
A

Pedestrian Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Travel Travel Light Rail Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm Lane Lane Transit Lane Lane Realm

IH 610 to Telephone Rd.

Pedestrian Travel Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Travel Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Travel Center Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm Lane Turn Lane Lane Realm

S
a

Telephone Rd. to Galveston Rd.
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LO N G D RIVE - PARK PLACE These exhibits illustrate the existing

condition and proposed improvement for

BO U LEVARD Park Place Blvd. facing northbound at

Broadway and the Gulf Freeway. The visual
rendering includes a 12' ft. shared-use path
on the north side, a 4-lane thoroughfare,
enhanced crosswalks, lighting, landscaping,
and demarcated refuge islands, public art,

bikeshare, bike parking, in addition to the
Green Light Rail Line extension on Broadway.

Existin

Image Credit:
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MLK BOULEVARD -
COTTINGHAM ROAD

DOHOD

Existing Conditions

Martin Luther King Blvd. is a Principal
Thoroughfare with variations in the existing
cross section:

+ IH 610 to Bellfort St.: 6-lane median
divided roadway with 120’ right-of-way
and sidewalks along both sides. This
segment was recently reconstructed
with improved pavement and sidewalk
infrastructure.

+ Bellfort St. to Almeda Genoa Rd.: 4-lane
median divided roadway with 110" — 150’
right-of-way and sidewalks along both
sides. This segment is currently in the
design phase.

Martin Luther King Blvd. transitions to
Cottingham south of Almeda Genoa Rd. with
the following cross section:

+ Almeda Genoa Rd. to Schurmier Rd.:
2-lane undivided, open ditch roadway with
100’ right-of-way.

+ Schurmier Rd. to Beltway 8: 2-lane
undivided roadway with a sidewalk along
the east side.

Land use is primarily single family residential
with a mix of developable and industrial land
south of Almeda Genoa Rd. and commercial
uses adjacent to major intersections.
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Existing Conditions
Lanes 2-6
Existing Counts Range 800 - 20,500

Right-of-Way 100’ - 150°

Median/CTL/Undivided Median/Undivided Median/CTL

Improvement Needs

Two local bus routes serve this corridor with
a top ridership bus stop at Bellfort St. The
intersection at Bellfort St. is identified as a
high crash location. Therefore, pedestrian
improvements and driveway consolidation
would help improve safety at this intersection.
As Cottingham Rd. is built out, pedestrian
improvements should be prioritized. This
street would provide a continuous north-
south corridor through the study area. Public
comment supported better sidewalks along the
corridor.

Recommendations

Based on projected traffic volumes, MLK Blvd.
should remain a 4-lane Principal Thoroughfare
with a reduction from 6 to 4 travel lanes
between IH 610 and Bellfort. In order to
preserve the median for access management,
the corridor is recommended to be classified as
a Residential Blvd. and Commercial/Mixed-Use
Blvd, dependent on adjacent land use context.
Sidewalk improvements as well as an off-
street bicycle facility should be implemented
along the corridor. Local bus service should

be extended to the new VA Center under
construction along Cottingham Rd. Future build
out of Cottingham Rd as a 4-lane Principal
Thoroughfare is important to north-south
connectivity and provides alternative route
options.

MTFP Designation
Future Volume Range 900 - 32,400

Future Conditions
P-4-100/120/150

Commercial Mixed-Use Blvd - Residential

Multimodal Class Blvd

Median/Undivided

.\

[ COST: $7.2M

planning level cost estimate




MLK BOULEVARD -
COTTINGHAM ROAD

4180 ¢
up

Lo

Existing Proposed

Pedestrian Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian Shared-Use  Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Path Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm

IH 610 to Almeda Genoa Rd.

Open Ditch Travel Travel Open Ditch Shared-Use Travel Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian
Lane Lane Path Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm

Almeda Genoa Rd. to Schurmier Rd.
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M Y I(AWA RO A D Existing Conditions Future Conditions

Lanes 2-4 MTFP Designation T-4-80/100
‘D Existing Counts Range |9,000-18,800  Future Volume Range 12,100 - 26,800
Right-of-Way 80'- 100’ Multimodal Class Industrial Blvd
Median/CTL/Undivided Medlian/ Median/CTL Median/Undivided
.. .- AQ
Existing Conditions Improvement Needs R
Mykawa Rd. is a north-south corridor that South of Airport Blvd., Mykawa Rd. is classified
provides continuous movement from IH-610 as a 4-lane thoroughfare. As this roadway
to Beltway 8 in the study area. Variations inthe is built out, improved sidewalk facilities and
cross section include: intersection crossings should be prioritized. <O
+ IH 610 to Airport Blvd.: 4-lane median The intersections of Airport Blvd. and IH-610 o -
divided Thoroughfare with 80’ — 100° frontage road were bpth high stress pedestrian o
right-of-way. Sidewalk infrastructure along crossing '0‘??‘“0”3- S|dewalks adJacent tp the “w‘ X
this segment is located on the western ra|Iroad facility are efther nonexistent or in need ‘055
side of the roadway. of serious repair. This presents a significant e,e\\
_ _ _ _ _ barrier to connectivity and mobility between
* Land use is predominantly industrial until  communities along the railroad tracks.
S Wayside Dr. and then primarily single
femily residentiel Recommendations
« Airport Blvd. to Beltway 8: 2-lane _ N
undivided, open ditch Thoroughfare with Based on projected traffic volumes and (&“
100’ right-of-way with no sidewalks. Land ~ surrounding land use, Mykawa Rd should P;\‘Qo
use along this segment is predominately remain classified as a 4-lane Thoroughfare
industrial and developable land. with a sub-classification as an Industrial Blvd.

The corridor should be built out to 4 lanes
south of Airport Blvd. Coordination should
occur with the alignment of SH 35 adjacent to
the corridor.

The BNSF Railroad runs parallel the length
of the corridor. A long term off-street path is
proposed for this corridor. Mykawa Rd. also

provides access to Law Park, the largest in the 00?*6
study area. &00“
we
planning level cost estimate
M°
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MYKAWA ROAD

0D

Existing Proposed

Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Shared-Use  Travel Travel Median Travel Travel
atl

_ Ph ) ) ) )

Demss

IH 610 to Airport Blvd.

Open Ditch Travel Travel Open Ditch Shared-Use Travel Travel Travel Travel
Lane Lane Path Lane Lane Lane Lane

Airport Blvd. to Beltway 8
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MYKAWA ROAD

Image Credit: Asakura Robinson.

These exhibits illustrate the existing
conditions and recommendations for
Mykawa Rd. looking southbound at East
Orem. The visual rendering includes a 12' ft.
shared-use path on the west side, a 4-lane
thoroughfare to serve adjacent industrial

and commercial land uses, and low-impact
development on the east side of the street as
a natural buffer to the railroad tracks.




Proposed
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R E E D ROA D Existing Conditions Future Conditions

Lanes 4 MTFP Designation T-4-80/100
‘lll (% Existing Counts Range |8,400 - 15,000 Future Volume Range | 5,800 - 14,100
‘“ﬂ' Right-of-Way 80'- 100’ Multimodal Class Pge";?égﬁiiii: I\A/I\i/éed-Use Ave
Median/CTL/Undivided | Median/Undivided | Median/CTL Median/Undivided
Existing Conditions Improvement Needs Recommendations
Reed Rd. is a 4-lane median divided Reed Rd. is proposed to be built out as a Reed Rd. is recommended to remain a
Thoroughfare with 80" — 100' right-of-way Thoroughfare from Crestmont St. to Mykawa 4-lane Thoroughfare from SH-288 to Martin
between SH 288 and Martin Luther King Blvd. It~ Rd. Pedestrian and bicycle facilities should be Luther King with a sub-classification as a
continues as a 4-lane undivided roadway with prioritized along this roadway as it provides Commercial/Mixed-Use Blvd to maintain
100’ right-of-way from Martin Luther King Blvd.  connections to several schools and parks. median and access management. Improved
to Crestmont St. Land use is predominantly A new intersection should be constructed pedestrian realm and an on-street bike facility
single family residential with commercial use at Mykawa Rd. across the BNSF railroad is recommended along this section of the
adjacent to SH 288 and major intersections. facility to provide access to the neighborhood corridor. As land use context changes east
Reed Rd. provides access to several schools to the east. The intersection at Cullen Blvd. of Martin Luther King to more residential,
and parks that abut the roadway. METRO was identified as a high stress location for Reed Rd should be reclassified as a 2-lane
operates a local bus route along this corridor. A pedestrian crossings. Although there are Thoroughfare with on-street parking and on-
short-term dedicated on-street bicycle facility sidewalks along both sides for the length of the  street bicycle facility. Reed Rd. should continue
is proposed between Sunnyside Park and corridor, many need repair or maintenance. with this same cross section to Mykawa Rd.
Crestmont St. providing east/west connection and access to

the park. This section should be classified as a

Reed Road, between Stewart Park (Mt. ! .
Residential Avenue.

Caramel Street) and Stuart Park (Hemingway
Drive) will receive a "new ride facility”
(dedicated lane closest to the bayou

for bicycles) with improvements to the
intersection at Swallow Street. In addition, an
off-street trail will be built along the top bank COST: $ 5.1M
of.8|ms Bayou for walkers/runners to parallel planning level cost estimate
this section of Reed Road as part of the Sims

Bayou Greenway project.

( T @6
N (\ 2>
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REED ROAD
4IEh
‘Hﬂ'

Existing Proposed

LN

Pedestrian Travel Travel ~ Median Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Bicycle Travel — Travel Median Travel  Travel Bicycle Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm  Facility Lane Lane Lane Lane Facility Realm

SH 288 to Martin Luther King Blvd.

Jaa 2.l

Pedestrian Travel Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Parking Bicycle Travel ~ Travel Bicycle Parking Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm Facility Lane Lane Facility Realm

-—

Martin Luther King Blvd. to Mykawa Rd.
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o
REVEI L L E ST RE ET %\qé Existing Conditions Future Conditions
Q\'°°° Lanes 6 MTFP Designation P-6-100
W ?@““ Existing Counts Range 27,100 - 33,800 Future Volume Range 33,300 - 40,000
?& Right-of-Way 100’ Multimodal Class Commercial Mixed-Use Blvd
‘\o(\e Median/CTL/Undivided Median Median/CTL Median
e
.’\

Existing Conditions Improvement Needs Recommendations
Reveille St. is a 6-lane median divided Principal ~ The intersections at Park Place Blvd. and Based on projected traffic volumes and direct
Thoroughfare with 100’ right-of-way and Telephone Rd./Bellfort St. were identified as connector ramps to 1H-45, Reveille St. should
sidewalks along both sides of the roadway. high stress pedestrian crossing locations remain a 6-lane Principal Thoroughfare.
There are sidewalk gaps along the western as well as high crash locations. Based on Designating Reveille St. as a Commercial/
side of the roadway north of Armin St. and modeling results, this corridor will experience Mixed-Use Blvd is appropriate given the land
between Dixie Dr. and Westover St. METRO increased traffic volume into 2040. High use context and travel patterns. Sidewalk
operates a local bus route along this corridor. visibility pedestrian crossings and improved infrastructure should be improved along
Land use is predominantly single family pedestrian realms will increase safety of all corridor to enhance accessibility to local
residential with commercial use near IH 610, users along the roadway. Connection to the bus service. Intersection improvements at
Park Place Blvd. and Telephone Rd./Bellfort St.  off-street trail network along Sims Bayou Telephone Rd., Bellfort St., and Park Place
Reveille St.is also classified as State Highway Greenway should be prioritized. Blvd. ShOL:j|d mhcludedaccess m?knagerlpent, ADA
35 and provides a direct connector ramp to A Special Area Study is currently underway by ramps and enhanced crosswaik markings.
and from IH 45. Reveille St. transitions into the Hobby Area Management District in part
Telephone Rd. at the Bellfort St. intersection. to reconfigure the Reveille St./Telephone Rd. COST: $470K

Intersection. planning level cost estimate
Existing Proposed
Pedestrian Travel Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Travel Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm
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SCHURMIER ROAD
=\ 0\46

o
_

Existing Conditions

Lanes

Existing Counts Range 700-1,100

Existing Conditions

Schurmier Rd. is a 2-lane undivided, open
ditch roadway with the following cross section
variations:

+ Cullen to Mary Kay Lane: Major Collector
with 70’ right-of-way.

+ Mary Kay Lane to 1,600’ east of Journey
Rd.: Thoroughfare with 100’ right-of-way.

+ 1,500’ east of Journey Rd. to Mykawa Rd.:
Major Collector with 70’ right-of-way.

There is no pedestrian facility located along
this corridor. Land use is a mix of industrial,
developable and single family residential uses.

Existing

Future Conditions
2 MTFP Designation MJ-4-100
Future Volume Range 10,200 - 28,000

Right-of-Way 70"- 100 Multimodal Class Residential Ave
. eo‘ ﬁ@é Median/CTL/Undivided Undivided  Median/CTL Undivided
i ‘(@\s
o W
®
Improvement Needs Recommendations

Although the corridor from Scott St. to Cullen
Blvd. is currently not identified on the MTFP, it
should be extended as a Major Collector with a
pedestrian realm.

COST: $2.4M

planning level cost estimate

-

Schurmier Rd. should be developed as a 2-lane
Major Collector with a Residential Avenue
multi-modal classification. As the corridor
develops, right-of-way should be acquired to
provide an enhanced pedestrian realm. Once
built, Schurmier may function as an alternative
to vehicular traffic along Fuqua St. Intersection
improvements at Scott St,, Cullen Blvd., S
Wayside Dr. and Telephone Rd. should be
prioritized to provide safe mobility options for
all users.

Proposed

Open Ditch Travel

Lane

Travel
Lane Path Lane

Open Ditch Off-Street Travel

Center
Turn Lane Lane

'S
A

Travel Pedestrian

Realm
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SOUTH WAYSIDE DRIVE

Existing Conditions

S Wayside is classified as a Thoroughfare with
the following cross section variations:

+ IH 610 to Dixie Dr.: 4-lane median divided
roadway with 100’ right-of-way and
sidewalks along both sides.

« Mykawa Rd. to Vasser Rd.: 4-lane median
divided roadway with 250’ right-of-way
and sidewalks along both sides.

+ Almeda Genoa Rd. to Beltway 8: 2-lane
open ditch, undivided roadway with no
sidewalks.

Land use is predominantly single family and
industrial use with more developable parcels
south of Almeda Genoa Rd. There is an
existing on-street bike route north of Dixie Dr.
This facility is identified as low comfort and
should be reconstructed to provide increased
safety and comfort for all users. A long term
dedicated on-street facility is proposed for the

length of the corridor.

Improvement Needs

As identified on the MTFP, S Wayside is
proposed to be constructed between Dixie Dr.
and Mykawa Rd., and Vasser Rd. and Almeda
Genoa Rd., utilizing a portion of Martindale
Rd. This connection would provide another
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Existing Conditions
Lanes 2-4

Existing Counts Range 2,200 - 10,200

Right-of-Way 100’ - 250°

Median/CTL/Undivided Median/Undivided Median/CTL

continuous north-south corridor through the
study area. Pedestrian amenities and bicycle
facilities should be prioritized with a wider
pedestrian realm and ADA compliant ramps at
all intersections.

Recommendations

Based on projected traffic volumes, S
Wayside Dr. should remain as the following
designations:

* IH 610 to Dixie Dr.: a 4-lane Thoroughfare
with a sub-classification as a
Commercial/Mixed-Use Blvd.

+ Mykawa Rd. to Vasser: 4-lane
Thoroughfare with a sub-classification as
Residential Boulevard.

+ Vasser Rd. to Beltway 8: utilizing
Martindale Rd, S Wayside should be built
as a 2-lane Thoroughfare with a sub-
classification as Residential Ave. This
alignment is represented on the MTFP
map and utilizes a portion of Martindale
Rd.

When S Wayside is developed, based on
available right-of-way, enhanced sidewalks

as well as an on-street bicycle facility should
be provided the length of the corridor.
Connections to Sims Bayou Greenway as well
as Law Park should be prioritized.

Future Conditions
MTFP Designation ' T-4-100/250
Future Volume Range 6,100 - 23,500

Commercial Mixed-Use Blvd
- Residential Ave/Blvd

Median/Undivided

Multimodal Class
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COST: $8.2M

® planning level cost estimate




SOUTH WAYSIDE DRIVE

Existing Proposed

Pedestrian Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Bicycle Travel — Travel Median Travel Travel Bicycle Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm  Facility Lane Lane Lane Lane Facility Realm

IH 610 to Vasser Rd.

Open Ditch Travel Travel Open Ditch
Lane Lane Pedestrian Bicycle Travel  Travel Bicycle Pedestrian
Realm Facility Lane Lane Facilty Realm

Vasser Rd. to Beltway 8
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SABO ROAD

Existing Conditions

Sabo Rd. is a north-south 4-lane roadway
identified with the following cross section
variations:

+ Kingspoint Rd. to Fugua St.: undivided
Major Collector with 80’ right-of-way and
sidewalks along both sides.

+ Fuqua St. to Beltway 8: median divided
Thoroughfare with 100’ right-of-way and
sidewalks along both sides.

METRO operates both a local bus route as well
as a park and ride bus route along this corridor.
There is a proposed long-term dedicated on-
street bicycle facility along this corridor. Land
use is primarily single-family use west of the
roadway and commercial and multifamily
residential uses along the east side and near
the intersections.
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Existing Conditions

Lanes 4

Existing Counts Range 12,600
80’-100'
Median/CTL/Undivided Meflian/

Right-of-Way

Improvement Needs

High visibility crosswalks and pedestrian
crossing signs should be implemented near
Meador Elementary and nearby neighborhoods
to increase walkability and accessibility.

Based on modelling results, this corridor will

experience increased traffic volumes into 2040.

Future Conditions
MTFP Designation MJ-4-80/T-4-100
Future Volume Range 10,200 - 28,000
Residential Ave/Blvd

Median/Undivided

Multimodal Class

Median/CTL

Recommendations

It is recommended Sabo Rd. maintain its
4-lane Major Collector designation between
Kingspoint and Fuqua and its 4-lane
Thoroughfare designation between Fuqua and
Beltway 8. In preservation of the median south
of Fuqua St,, it is recommended to be classified
as a Residential Blvd. For consistency

in relation to land use, north of Fuqua is
recommended as a Residential Avenue. An
on-street bicycle facility is recommended along
the corridor given the adjacent residential uses.
Intersection and crosswalk improvements
should be prioritized near Meador Elementary
School.

COST: $207K

planning level cost estimate




SABO ROAD

Existing Proposed

LAY

Pedestrian Travel Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Bicycle Travel Travel Travel Travel Bicycle Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm  Facility Lane Lane Lane Lane Facility Realm

Kingspoint Rd. to Fuqua St.

0..0..0 o.0.0

Pedestrian Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Pedestrian Bicycle Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Bicycle Pedestrian
Realm  Facility Lane Lane Lane Lane Facility Realm

Fuqua St. to Beltway 8
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SCOTT STREET
|m|

Existing Conditions

Scott St. is a 4-lane median divided
Thoroughfare with 100" — 120' right-of-

way that provides continuous north-south
movement from IH 610 to Beltway 8 through
the study area. There are continuous sidewalks
along both sides of the roadway, except
between Fuqua St. and Beltway 8. Land use
along the corridor is predominantly single
family residential with sporadic commercial
and developable land. While there is no existing
or planned bike route along Scott St,, this
corridor does provide access to the off-street
trail network along Sims Bayou and to many
other on-street or shared on-street bicycle
facilities. METRO operates a local bus route
along this corridor.

Improvement Needs

The following intersections along Scott St.
were identified as high crash locations: Holmes
Rd., Bellfort St., Reed Rd., and Airport Blvd.
Based on the surrounding land use, pedestrian
improvements at intersections and crosswalks
should be prioritized. Modeling results

indicate traffic along Scott St. will continue

to be significant into 2040. Public comment
indicated that there is an increased amount

of traffic along Scott St. from the SH 288
expansion.
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Existing Conditions

Lanes

Future Conditions
2-4 MTFP Designation T-4-100/120

Existing Counts Range 1,300-16,300 Future Volume Range 6,400 - 41,000

Right-of-Way

Median/CTL/Undivided Median

100'-120° Multimodal Class Residential Blvd
Median/CTL Median
Recommendations

Based on projected traffic volumes, Scott St.
should remain a 4-lane Thoroughfare with a
Residential Blvd multi-modal classification to
preserve the median. The local bus route along
this corridor should be extended south towards
Tom Bass Regional Park. A wide pedestrian
realm should be provided along both sides of
the roadway to ensure safe movement along
this busy roadway and provide access to local
bus facility. Connection opportunities should
be provided at Sims Bayou Greenway.

COST: $735K

planning level cost estimate




SCOTT STREET

Existing Proposed

Pedestrian Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian Pedestrian Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Realm Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm
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Existing Conditions Future Conditions

Lanes 4-6 MTFP Designation T-4-100/P-6-120
‘V( Existing Counts Range 25,000 - 39,900 Future Volume Range 6,600 - 58,000
Right-of-Way 100’ - 120’ Multimodal Class Commercial Mixed-Use Blvd - Industrial

Blvd
Median/CTL/Undivided Median/CTL Median/CTL Median/CTL
Existing Conditions | | |
Telephone Rd. provides north-south \\)‘g\“ (BDFFSDIe'tC;nAgJ| theds%ewalk gips beltéveeﬂ Airport
connectivity from IH-45 to Beltway 8. ? vd. and Almeda benoa Rd. would enhance
Variations in the existing cross section include: 0\“6 pgdestrlan connectivity in this area. Improved
@<® sidewalk infrastructure is also needed north of
« IH 610 to Park Place Blvd.: 4-lane .25‘*? Park Place Blvd.
Thoroughfare with 100’ right-of-way and t? , N .
center turn lane. Public comment indicated pavement failure
‘\es\ due to truck traffic near the intersection of
« Park Place Blvd. to E Orem Dr.: 6-lane @qug(&‘ Telephone Rd./Reveille St. at Bellfort St. Other
median divided Principal Thoroughfare 1o comments indicated safety concerns due to
with 120’ right-of-way. congestion around Ortiz Middle School.
+ E Orem Dr. to Beltway 8: 6-lane Principal
Thoroughfare with 120’ right-of-way and 1
center turn lane. o Recqmmendatlons
, , , , «° Based on projected traffic volumes, Telephone
S|dewa.|ks are either nonexistent or in need s Rd. should remain a 4-lane Thoroughfare
of repair north of Park Place Blvd. METRO from IH 610 to Park Place Blvd., and a 6-lane
operates a local bus route along the corridor Principal Thoroughfare from Park Place Blvd.
until Airport Blvd., accessing Hobby Airport to Beltway 8. A median with left turn bays
Transit Center. There is an on-street bikeway is recommended north of Park Place Blvd.
proposed for this corridor. Land use is a mix 0%‘5* and south of Braniff St. to improve access
of commercial, industrial, and public and ™ management. A shared-use path should be
Institutional uses abutting the corridor. \P\ew& provided along the west side with a 5' sidewalk
) along the east side for the length of the
Improvement Needs .60@« corri%or. Connection to Sims gayou Greenway
The intersection of Telephone Rd./Reveille should be prioritized. Long Term improvements
St. at Bellfort St. was identified as the highest :_r?clude the Qontﬁnubal;uoz'of trﬁ L|ghtLRa|| gurtple
crash location throughout the study area. IN€ accessing Hobby Alrport from Long Lr. 1o
Based on modeling, %rafﬁc volume Zlong this Q@%\ Bellfort St. Further study is recommended for
corridor is expected to be significant into o light rail transit feasibility along this corridor.
2040. Improving pedestrian amenities with
wide sidewalks, ADA compliant ramps, and COST: $3 .OM
bicycle infrastructure will enhance pedestrian 06‘“% planning level cost estimate

connectivity and safety.
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TELEPHONE ROAD

Existing Proposed

Jaasa. s

: X Shared-Use Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Pedestrian
Pedestrian Travel Travel Center Travel Travel Pedestrian Path L L L. L Real
Realm Lane Lane Turn Lane Lane Lane Realm a ane ane ane ane eaim

IH 610 to Park Place Blvd

Sazaaal fasafanal

Pedestrian Travel Travel Travel Center Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian Shared-Use Travel Travel Travel Median Travel Travel Travel Pedestrian
Realm Lane Lane Lane Turn Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm Path Lane Lane Lane Lane Lane Lane Realm

Park Place Blvd to Beltway 8
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POLICY UPDATE

Neighborhood Street
Connection

During the planning process, discussions
with the public and stakeholders identified
neighborhood connections and walkability as
one of the top priorities.

As seen in the Pedestrian Connectivity Map,
potential pedestrian improvement areas
were identified as areas that would benefit
from increased local street neighborhood
connections. Local streets in neighborhoods
are often underutilized and exhibit low volumes
of traffic. These streets should also be
welcoming places for leisure and spaces for
play. Design elements that could encourage
walkability along local streets includes
stormwater management features, curb
extensions, vertical speed control elements,
and bicycle facilities.

A Neighborhood Local Street Policy should

be implemented by the City of Houston to
allow neighborhood districts and residents
along a continuous local street to apply for
traffic calming and pedestrian enhancements.
This would require an update to the City
Neighborhood Traffic Management Program
(Article XV of Chapter 45 Code of Ordinances).
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Source: NACTO Urban Street Design Guide

MTFP Update

The Major Thoroughfare and Freeway

Plan (MTFP) is another document that is
updated regularly and used by many City of
Houston departments to align transportation
recommendations and development
recommendations.

Streets that are designated on the MTFP allow
the City to secure Right-of-Way, coordinate
projects with other entities, and provide
connections to neighborhood destinations.

It is recommended that the roadways
identified through this plan be added to the
MTFP through the Amendment Process.
The identification of roadways using the
multimodal sub-classification system should
also be utilized to prioritize roadways and
adjacent land use.




" POLICY

Bicycle Facility _ — _ —

_ o Recommendation |==p| MTFP Revision Change |==p| Planning Commission
Throughout the analysis of existing and -
proposed bicycle facilities designated through i
the Houston Bike Plan process, itbecame | e Y,
apparent that the Side Path designation - i COH Infrastructure Design Manual Revisions}
needed further clarification. As identified in the Implemented ity
Houston Bike Plan, the Side Path designation Through New < ! Transit Corridor Ordinance |
could either be classified as an Off-Street Infrastructure e
facility or Dedicated in Street Right-of-Wa [ITTTTTmSTTTTmSSsmmmmssmmmmssssmmsssssmsssseny
facilit; ° / and Development i COH Code of Ordinances Chapter 26 i
While ultimate design of this type of facility \ 4

is dependent upon further engineering and
analysis, it is recommended that the Side Path ~
be designated as an Off-Street facility. This

type of policy update would only be pertinent

to how it is represented. The Side Path should P ROG RAM
still have the same design elements referenced

in the City of Houston Bike Plan. Issue
ga‘\\e Limited End of Trip Facilities
Programs Awareness
COH Bike Rack Program Stakeholders & Studies

i.e. Active Living Plan

\ Action

GO Healthy Houston Pursues Grant
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PHASING/IMPLEMENTATION

The City of Houston initiated this planning
study to determine improvement needs and
help guide the City's short, mid, and long-term
planning efforts that could be implemented

to help improve mobility and accessibility
throughout the Southeast Houston study area.

Through a coordinated effort between
stakeholder committees, public, and various
organizations, this study sets a vision for
future multimodal transportation facilities that
have local and regional impacts.

This study identified several projects that can
be implemented through various organizations,
including:

Planning and Development Department

Houston Public Works

METRO Houston

Houston Parks Board

Harris County

Texas Department of Transportation

Through coordinated efforts between various
agencies, many of these improvements can
be implemented together, such as sidewalk
and roadway improvements; crosswalks and
intersection improvements; and METRO bus
stop enhancements.
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The recommendations from this study are not
intended to be static. These recommendations
are intended to be built upon to meet the
community and stakeholder needs.

Although short, mid and long-term projects
are identified in this plan, processes exist

for implementation. The following graphics
provide an overview of how they work related
to Project, Policy, and Program Guidance.

A project will go through the following steps
indicated in the graphic before implementation
depending on project complexity, identified
funds and scheduling.

7

PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION

\

Recommendation

v

COH MTFP
(Roadway Classification)

v

Pursue Funding
(local, state, and/or federal)

v

Award Funds
Contracting

¥

Final Design &
Engineering

Y

Implementation

<-| Environmental Study |->




COST ESTIMATES

Based on goals established by the committee
members and public involvement, short, mid,
and long term projects have been identified
throughout the study area. Each project was
provided a planning level cost estimate.

Although these cost estimates are represented
as independent of one another, many of the
improvements can be accomplished together.
(i.e. If roadway is being redeveloped, improved
pedestrian and bicycle facilities as well as
intersections would also be enhanced).

SHORT-TERM
IMPROVEMENTS

The short-term projects identified below
contain improvements that can be
implemented without the need for property
acquisition and can generally be completed
within a five-year timeframe. While the City of
Houston has the responsibility of leading this
planning effort, H-GAC, METRO, Gulfgate TIRZ,
Sunnyside TIRZ, Houston Parks Board, TxDOT,
HCID#9 &10, and Harris County all play a vital
role in implementation.

MEDIUM-TERM
IMPROVEMENTS

The medium-term projects identified

below contain improvements that can be
implemented within a ten-year timeframe.
While the City of Houston has the responsibility
of leading this planning effort, H-GAC, METRO,
Gulfgate TIRZ, Sunnyside TIRZ, Houston Parks
Board, TxDOT, HCID#9 &10, and Harris County
all play a vital role in implementation. Several
projects indicated below will require additional
detail to estimate costs.

S72 M

ROADWAY
IMPROVEMENTS

S18 M

PEDESTRIAN
IMPROVEMENTS

LONG-TERM
IMPROVEMENTS

The long-term projects below represent the
entire corridors within the study area. Refer to
the corridor sheets contained in the document
for additional guidance for each corridor. In
effort to create complete corridors most of the
corridor recommendations involve travel lane,
Intersection, bicycle, pedestrian and transit
improvements. As funding is allocated, each
improvement can advanced individually or as a
complete corridor.

S20 M

INTERSECTION
IMPROVEMENTS

S$37 M

BICYCLE
IMPROVEMENTS
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SHORT-TERM IMPROVEMENTS

Project

Limits

Description

Quantity | Unit

Unit Cost

TOTAL COST

City of Houston

METRO

Gulfgate
TIRZ

Sunnyside | Houston Park
Board

TIRZ

TXDOT

HCID | HCID | HCID

Harris

helter i ith hi h
Bus Stop Enhancements  |Route 87 Shelter imporvements with benches, tras 6 Each |  $6,000 $36,000 $36,000
bin and signage.
SUBTOTAL COST $36,000 $0 $36,000 $0 $0 $0 $0
Simms Bayou @ Scott, Cullen, [Opportunity for eleven (11) trailhead
Trailhead Connections MLK, Mykawa, Telephone, connections including wayfinding, bike 11 Each $19,000 $209,000 $209,000
Belfort, Broadway racks, and monuments
sims Bayou Off-Street Trail SH288 to Scott, MLK to Law B}Jl|d0ut of 7 miles of off-street trail along 7 Mile $725,000 $5,075,000 $5,075,000
Park, Law Park to Telephone Sims Bayou
MLK Bikeway y In coordination with Harris County Precinct "
Improvements IH 610 to Sims Bayou One, off-street bike facility along MLK 297 Mile $370,000 $1,098,900 $1,098,900
Broadway Off-Street Path  |IH 610 to IH 45 Programmed CIP Project along Broadway 1.15 Mile $370,000 $425,500 $425,500
Dedciated in Street Bicycle Facility for
Jutland Road IH 610 to Sunbeam length of corridor, provide connection to 2.19 Mile $48,000 $105,120 $105,120
Sims Bayou
SUBTOTAL COST $6,913,520 $739,620 $5,075,000 $1,098,900
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS
S| Wire to Mast Arm, ADA d
Fuqua Stat Telephone Rd  |[Fuqua St at Telephone Rd pan Pire to Mast Arm, ADA ramps, an 1 Ls | $250000 $250,000 $250,000
enhanced crosswalk
Dixie Dr at Telephone Rd Dixie Dr at Telephone Rd ADA ramps and enhanced crosswalk 1 LS $9,560 $9,560 $9,560
Woodridge at Telephone Rd |Woodridge at Telephone Rd ADA ramps and enhanced crosswalk 1 LS $9,560 $9,560 $9,560
Galveston Rd at Park Place Galveston Rd at Park Place Blvd Span Wire to Mast Arm, ADA ramps, and 1 s 250,000 $250,000 $250,000
Blvd enhanced crosswalk
Galveston Rd at Howard Dr |Galveston Rd at Howard Dr ADA ramps and enhanced crosswalk 1 LS $9,560 $9,560 $9,560
Airport Blvd at Monroe Rd  |Airport Blvd at Monroe Rd ADA ramps and enhanced crosswalk 1 LS $9,560 $9,560 $9,560
Enh d Ik, gat:
Airport Blvd at MLK Airport Blvd at MLK X nhanced crosswatk, ga ewa;/ 1 LS $999,486 $999,486 $999,486
improvements, and landscaping
SUBTOTAL COST $1,537,726 $1,537,726
PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS
Telephone Rd, Airport BIVA, | o 1 maps Sidewalk Gaps 22300 LF $32 $713,600 $713,600 X
and Long Dr
Rebuild sidewalks 6' on both sides of
Bellfort Road SH288 to IH45 roadway with ADA compliant ramps and 38,130 LF $32 $5,200,000 $5,200,000 X X X
crosswalk enhancements
Rebuild sid Iks to 5' on both sid f
Jutland Road IH 610 to Sunbeam eoutid st .ewa sto Orj oth sices 0 11,570 LF $32 $740,480 $740,480
roadway with ADA compliant ramps
Crestmont Street IH 160 to Reed Rd Rebuild sidewalks to 5 on both sides of 11280 | LF $32 $721,920 $721,920 X
roadway with ADA compliant ramps
Reed Road SH288 to Mykawa Rebuild sidewalks to 5 on both sides of 18750 | LF $32 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 X X
roadway with ADA compliant ramps
SUBTOTAL COST $8,576,000 $8,576,000
TOTAL SHORT-TERM COST $17,063,246 $10,853,346 $36,000 | $ - $ - $5,075,000 $ - $1,098,900
122 Houston-Galveston
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MEDIUM-TERM IMPROVEMENTS

Gulfgate | Sunnyside |Houston Park HCID | HCID | HCID Harris

Project Limits Description Quantity | Unit | Unit Cost TOTAL COST City of Houston | METRO TXDOT

TIRZ TIRZ Board #9 #10 #16 Count

Community Connector route in the
Community Connector Telephone to Kingspoint, Orem |southeast portion of the study area Each | $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 X
to Beltway 8. providing residents access to multiple
destinations
E Orem/Almeda Genoa Rd,
New Local Bus Service Airport Blvd, Monroe Blvd, and |New local bus routes $s X X
Fuqua St
Existing Bus Service Continuation of #29, #54, and # Existing Bus Service Enhancements 58 X X
Enhancements 80 local bus routes
SUBTOTAL COST $500,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Connections to Sims Bayou trail network
Off-Street Trail Connections through utility corridors and ditch $8$ X X X
connections
Connection opportunity
between Hartman Middle Connection opportunity between Hartman
Stuart Park Gateway School, Stuart Park and Sims Middle School, Stuart Park and Sims Bayou $88 X X X X
Bayou
'SUBTOTAL COST |> $o $0 $0 S0 $0 S0 $o $0 $0 S0 $0
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS
Botanic Garden Intersection New intersection at Botanic Garden and Ls $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
park place Elementary School
SUBTOTAL COST $250,000 $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
MTFP CHANGES
Blackhawk Ridge Ln Monroe Blvd to Fuqua St Upgrade Design Standard 700,000 700,000
Calhoun Rd IH 610 to Cullen Blvd Upgrade Design Standard 840,000 840,000 X
Dover St Bellfort Ave to IH 45 Upgrade Design Standard $800,000 $800,000 X
Dover St Rockhill St to Airport Blvd Upgrade Design Standard $500,000 $500,000 X
Furman Rd Beltway 8 to Aimeda Genoa Maintain 2 lanes $1,100,000 $1,100,000 X
Furman Rd g'rr:;da GenoatoProposed £ |\ i +oin 2 lanes $930,000 $930,000 X
Glen Valley Dr Bellfort Ave to Morley St Upgrade Design Standard $300,000 $300,000 X
Glen Valley Dr Santa Elena St to Bellfort Ave  |Upgrade Design Standard 300,000 300,000 X
Glencrest St Morley St to Airport Blvd Upgrade Design Standard $300,000 $300,000 X
Kopman Dr Santa Fe Dr to Airport Dr Upgrade Design Standard $300,000 300,000 X
Morley St Telephone to Broadway St Upgrade Design Standard 300,000 300,000 X
Morley St Broadway St to Glencrest St Upgrade Design Standard $300,000 $300,000 X
Northdale St Dixie Dr to Bellfort Ave Upgrade Design Standard 500,000 500,000 X
Nunn St Dixie Dr to Bellfort Ave Upgrade Design Standard $500,000 $500,000 X
Pershing St Calhoun Rd to Crestmont St Upgrade Design Standard 360,000 360,000 X
Rockhill St Tiperary Ln to Broadway St Upgrade Design Standard 400,000 400,000 X
Rockhill St Broadway to Monroe Upgrade Design Standard 400,000 400,000 X
Seaford Dr Kingspoint Rd to Fuqua St Remain 2 lanes $300,000 $300,000 X
Stone St Bellfort Ave to Glenvista St Upgrade Design Standard $300,000 $300,000 X
Swallow St Bellfort Ave to Santa Fe Dr Remain 2 lanes 300,000 300,000 X
Vasser Rd Crestmont St to Mykawa Rd Remain 2 lanes $300,000 $300,000 X
Waltrip St Dixie Dr to Bellfort Ave Remain 2 lanes 300,000 300,000 X
'SUBTOTAL COST $10,330,000 $10,330,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL SHORT-TERM COST $11,080,000 $11,080,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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LONG-TERM IMPROVEMENTS

124

Corridor Bicycle Pedestrian Roadway Total Cost Corridor Bicycle Pedestrian Roadway Total Cost
Airport Blvd $1,913,000 $2,401,000 $4,314,000 Monroe Rd $1,828,000 $1,670,000 $439,000 $3,937,000
Allison Rd $1,014,000 $1,373,000 $2,387,000 Mosley Rd $0 $137,000 $137,000
Almeda Genoa Rd $2,475,000 $3,266,000 $4,469,000 $10,210,000 Mykawa Rd $2,408,000 $2,200,000 $5,181,000 $9,789,000
Beamer Rd $35,000 $248,000 $0 $283,000 Northdale St $24,000 $168,000 $0 $192,000
Bellfort St $2,674,000 $2,440,000 $640,000 $5,754,000 Nunn St $24,000 $168,000 $0 $192,000
Blackhawk Blvd $91,000 $0 $105,000 $196,000 0ld Chocolate Bayou Rd $336,000 $3,229,000 $3,565,000
Blackhawk Ridge Ln $259,000 $0 $0 $259,000 Panair St $168,000 $229,000 $397,000
Broadway St $424,000 $1,020,000 $143,000 $1,587,000 Park Place Blvd $787,000 $720,000 $181,000 $1,688,000
Calhoun Rd $40,000 $284,000 $0 $324,000 Radio Rd $1,000 S0 $164,000 $165,000
Clearwood St $388,000 $354,000 $124,000 $866,000 Reed Rd $1,181,000 $1,360,000 $3,222,000 $5,763,000
Cottingham Rd $5,000 $486,000 $4,000,000 $4,491,000 Reveille St $554,000 $191,000 $745,000
Crestmont St $7,000 $722,000 $363,000 $1,092,000 Rockhill St $2,000 S0 $0 $2,000
Cullen Blvd $2,084,000 $1,902,000 $1,840,000 $5,826,000 Rosehaven Dr $1,000 $136,000 $183,000 $320,000
Dixie Dr $630,000 $576,000 $306,000 $1,512,000 S Acres Dr $136,000 $183,000 $319,000
E Orem Dr $301,000 $2,116,000 $11,211,000 $13,628,000 S Wayside Dr $215,000 $1,528,000 $7,168,000 $8,911,000
Fuqua St $3,702,000 $3,382,000 $8,444,000 $15,528,000 Sabo Rd $73,000 $0 $134,000 $207,000
Furman Rd $750,000 $684,000 $0 $1,434,000 Schurmier Rd $1,322,000 $1,789,000 $3,111,000
Galveston Rd $668,000 $610,000 $76,000 $1,354,000 Scott St $322,000 $573,000 $895,000
Glen Hollow $0 $137,000 $137,000 Scranton Ave $1,000 $322,000 $139,000 $462,000
Hansen Rd $14,000 $0 $137,000 $151,000 Seaford Dr $1,000 $102,000 $0 $103,000
Holmes Rd $452,000 $428,000 $191,000 $1,071,000 Selinsky Rd $15,000 $102,000 $38,000 $155,000
Howard Dr $361,000 $330,000 $76,000 $767,000 Stone St $15,000 $0 $0 $15,000
Hycohen Rd $0 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 Sunbeam St $102,000 $139,000 $241,000
Jutland Rd $105,000 $740,000 $1,002,000 $1,847,000 Swallow St $1,000 $102,000 $0 $103,000
Kingspoint $852,000 $778,000 $219,000 $1,849,000 Swingle Rd $102,000 $139,000 $241,000
Kopman Dr $102,000 S0 $102,000 Tavenor Ln $1,000 S0 $139,000 $140,000
Land Rd $102,000 $2,000,000 $2,102,000 Telephone Rd $327,000 $990,000 $2,155,000 $3,472,000
Long Dr $83,000 $586,000 $124,000 $793,000 Vasser Rd $102,000 $0 $102,000
Martin Luther King Blvd $1,700,000 $1,552,000 $476,000 $3,728,000 W Monroe Rd $102,000 $137,000 $239,000
Martindale Rd $17,000 $118,000 $38,000 $173,000 Waltrip St $102,000 $0 $102,000
Mary Kay Ln $236,000 $2,159,000 $2,395,000 Webercrest Rd $102,000 $137,000 $239,000
Meldrum Ln $3,000 $156,000 $2,318,000 $2,477,000 Winkler Dr $111,000 $102,000 $137,000 $350,000

Improvement Total Cost
Bicycle $27,049,000
Pedestrian $37,352,000
Roadway $72,535,000
Total Cost $136,936,000




FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES

Community Development Block Grants
(CDBG) are administered by the U. S.
Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD), and are used for various
projects that "benefit low- and moderate-
income persons.” While the program is
primarily aimed at affordable housing, it is
possible to use funding for infrastructure
projects in low- and moderate-income
neighborhoods, “slums,” or “blighted areas.”

For example, the City of Arlington has

used CDBG funding to improve sidewalks
connecting low-income neighborhoods to
nearby commercial areas. Annual CDBG
appropriations are made based on formulas
which assess community need, including
‘extent of poverty, population, housing
overcrowding, age of housing, and population
growth lag." In 2018, the City of Houston
received approximately $24,000,000 in CDBG
funding. (All quotes refer to HUD descriptions.)

The Surface Transportation Program (STP)
provides flexible funding that may be used

by States and localities for bicycle and
pedestrian projects. Bicycle and pedestrian
improvements may be incorporated into the
design of any federal-aid highway, including
those on the National Highway System (NHS),
bridge projects on any public road, transit
capital projects, and intra-city and inter-city
bus terminals and facilities. STP funds may be
used for carpool projects, fringe and corridor
parking facilities and programs, bicycle
transportation and pedestrian walkways, and

the modification of public sidewalks to comply
with ADA.

A state agency or local government typically
must contribute 20% of the capital cost for
highway and transit projects. Generally, STP
funds may not be used for roads functionally
classified as local or rural minor collectors, but
there is an exception for bicycle transportation
and pedestrian walkways. The project
sponsor must demonstrate the transportation
benefits associated with proposed bicycle and
pedestrian improvements to be considered for
federal funding.

The Highway Safety Improvement Program
(HSIP) is a core federal program to achieve
significant reduction in traffic fatalities and
serious injuries on all public roads through

the implementation of infrastructure related
highway safety improvements. Funds may be
used for projects on any public road or publicly
owned bicycle and pedestrian pathway or trail.

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
(CMAQ) funds are sub-allocated to air quality
nonattainment and maintenance areas within
a state. Since 1991, bicycle and pedestrian
activities have been eligible for CMAQ funding
consideration. Specifically, eligible activities
include constructing bicycle and pedestrian
facilities (paths, bike racks, support facilities,
etc.) that are not exclusively recreational and
that reduce vehicle trips; non-construction
outreach related to bicycle safety; and

establishing and funding state bicycle/
pedestrian coordinator positions for promoting
and facilitating non-motorized transportation
modes through public education, safety
programs, etc.

The State and Community Highway Safety
Grant Program, commonly referred to as
Section 402, provides grants to assist states
and communities in the development and
implementation of highway safety programs
designed to reduce traffic crashes, deaths,
injuries and property damage. Funds are
distributed to all states according to a formula,
based 75 percent on road miles and 25 percent
on population. A minimum of 40 percent of a
state's 402 funds must be expended by local
governments or be used for the benefit of local
governments. For fiscal years 2006 through
2011, Texas received authorization of $15

to $17 million annually for the Section 402
program.

H-GAC RTP/TIP: In order to program Federal
transportation funding for a project, it
generally must be included on the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) for the local
Metropolitan Planning Organization, in this
case the Houston-Galveston Area Council.

The Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP)
is a fiscally-constrained plan of projects
approved for Federal funding and expected
to be completed in the next four years. As of
early 2019, H-GAC has recently completed a
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Call for Projects to be included in the TIP and
is in the process of soliciting public comments
and selecting projects for funding. The Call for
Projects takes place approximately every three
years.

Harris County Bond Referendum: Although
the City has moved to an alternative mode of
street-work funding (see "Rebuild Houston"
below), Harris County continues to use the
most common method of funding projects,
bond referenda where projects are funded by
borrowing against future tax revenues. The
County, particularly Precinct 1, which covers
the study area and has extensive overlap with
City of Houston jurisdiction, has been recently
prioritizing bicycle infrastructure projects, and
should be considered a likely source of funding
these projects in the near future. County
representatives have participated in this
planning study.

The Recreational Trails Program (RTP)
provides funds to states to develop and
maintain recreational trails and trail-related
facilities for both non- motorized and
motorized recreational trail uses. Projects
funded by the RTP are not necessarily ineligible
for other federal-aid highway funds (for
example for a second or subsequent phase of
a project) and other federal-aid highway funds
may be used to make up the matching fund
requirements for RTP projects. States may
make grants to private organizations or to any
government entity.

126 SQUTHEAST HOUSTON

The Texas Parks and Wildlife (TPWD)
administers the National Recreational Trails
Fund in Texas under the approval of the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). The
grants can be up to 80% of project cost with a
maximum of $200,000 for non-motorized trail
grants and currently there is not a maximum
amount for motorized trail grants. Funds

can be spent on both motorized and non-
motorized recreational trail projects such as
the construction of new recreational trails, to
improve existing trails, to develop trailheads or
trailside facilities, and to acquire trail corridors.

The City's Sidewalk Major Thoroughfare
Program provides up to four blocks of new
sidewalks along major thoroughfares for
access to transit and commercial areas. The
School Sidewalk Program constructs up to
four blocks leading to a school (not along

its perimeter). For both of these programs,
right-of-way must already exist and an
application request must be made to the
Public Works department and approved by
Planning Commission. The related Pedestrian
Accessibility Review is conducted by the
Mayor's Office for People with Disabilities
(MOPD) and identifies the highest-priority
projects of up to 1,500 feet each, of sidewalks
per project. Funding is dependent on
availability within the budget of the Department
of Public Works ($1.8 billion in 2018, for all

activities). The MOPD estimates project
review and completion to take between 6 and
24 months for Accessibility Review projects.
No time estimate is given for the other two
programs.

The Safe Routes to School (SRTS) program is
funded with Federal money from nationwide
transportation authorizations (most recently
SAFETEA-LU). In this region, it is administered
by TxDOT, and is restricted to “political
subdivisions of the state,” meaning cities,
counties, and school districts. Management
Districts, TIRZs, and similar entities are not
eligible. The program was established to
enable and encourage primary and middle
school children to walk or bicycle to school.

The objective is to improve the quality

of children's lives and support national

health objectives by reducing traffic, fuel
consumption and air pollution in the vicinity
of schools. SRTS projects must be part of a
continuous route and be within 2 miles of a K-8
school (not a high school), and eligible project
types include bicycle infrastructure, shared-
use paths, sidewalks, and projects to improve
safety for non-motorized transportation.
Projects previously submitted to an MPO Call
for Projects (also Federal funding) are not
eligible, per TxDOT.




At the time of this writing, TxDOT is conducting
a call for SRTS applications, but with only
limited funding available ($8,700,000
statewide). Pre-applications are due April 12,
2019, and final applications due August 15,
2019.

Build Houston Forward is the City's initiative
to repair and reconstruct street and drainage
infrastructure. It was approved by the voters in
November 2010 and created a dedicated pay-
as-you-go fund, rather than continuing to fund
these projects with debt instruments such

as bonds, as well as laying out a process for
retiring existing infrastructure debt. Projects
are prioritized for funding on the basis of need,
with a goal of reducing street flooding and
improving mobility.

Projects come from the City's Capital
Improvement Plan (CIP), a five-year plan
updated annually. Public meetings on the CIP
update are typically scheduled for February
and March of each year; these took place in
the study area on Thursday, February 28,2019
(District D) and Wednesday, March 6, 2019
(District 1). Build Houston Forward projects
are to comply with former Mayor Annise
Parker's 2013 Executive Order on Complete
Streets, where context-sensitive designs of
street projects are to ensure transportation
improvements serve “motorists, public transit
riders, pedestrians, people of all abilities and
bicyclists”

Tax Increment Reinvestment Zones (TIRZs)
are formed by the City or County with

State approval, and dedicate property tax
revenues over some defined base amount
(the increment) to infrastructure projects
specifically within the defined zone. Currently,
two TIRZs operate in the study area, Gulfgate
(City of Houston TIRZ #8, established 1997,
enlarged 1999 and 2014), and Sunnyside (City
of Houston TIRZ #26, established 2015); in
both cases, the TIRZ is defined by ordinance to
exist for 30 years.

Like the City, the TIRZs have a Capital
Improvement Plan (CIP) of infrastructure
projects funded by their tax revenues; for
example, the Gulfgate TIRZ's 2018 budget
listed approximately $93,000,000 for capital
projects. The TIRZs, should their boards
choose, may fund sidewalk, roadway, trail, and
other projects identified in this plan. Expected
funding availability for the TIRZs for 2019 is
$10,000,000 for Gulfgate and $100,000 for
Sunnyside.

Similar to TIRZs, Management Districts

are formed by the City or County and fund
improvements within a specific area. The
difference is that Management Districts
typically are funded through an additional tax
levy or membership fees. They also have a
Capital Improvement Plan and may choose
to fund sidewalk, roadway, trail, and other
projects identified in this plan. Currently, three
Management Districts operate in the study
area, Harris County Improvement Districts

#9 (Hobby Area District), #10A (5 Corners
District), and #16 (portions of the Almeda Mall

property).

The Houston Parks Board's Bayou Greenways
2020 (BG2020) project is a public-private
partnership between non-profit Houston Parks
Board, City of Houston and Houston Parks
and Recreation Department in coordination
with the Harris County Flood Control District,
which manages the bayous. BG2020 includes
completing a 150-mile network of connected
parks and trails and 3,000 acres of greenspace
access. Houston Parks Board is committed

to $120,000,000 in fundraising for the project,
over $110,500,000 of which has been raised,
and the City has approved $100,000,000 in
public funding. Sims Bayou in the study area
has existing trails roughly between Scott St.
and MLK Blvd., from Reveille Park to I-45, and
from east of |-45 to Milby Park. As of January
2019, a trail along Sims Bayou from Stuart
Park to Reveille Street is under construction.
The segment from Reveille Street to Reveille
Park is under design, as is the segment from
MLK Blvd. to Stuart Park. The segment from
Scott St. to Buffalo Speedway is in final
permitting. These projects, when construction
in finished (estimated 2020) will result in a
continuous off-street trail throughout the study
area and as far west as Hillcroft Avenue.
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Finally, several private foundations provide
funding to support the planning and
construction of pedestrian and bicycle
facilities:

The American Hiking Society: National
Trails Fund offers grants ($500 to $5,000)
to member organizations for projects that
improve hiking trails.

The PeopleForBikes: Community Grant
Program provides grants to help construct
bicycle infrastructure and support large-scale
bicycle advocacy initiatives.

Advocacy Advance: Rapid Response Grants
provide funding to organizations that are part
of the League of American Bicyclists and

the Alliance for Biking & Walking to support
campaigns aimed at increasing or preserving
funding for active transportation infrastructure.

The Houston Endowment and the Kinder
Foundation have provided funding to support
land acquisition and trail development in our
region including projects that support the
Bayou Greenways Initiative.
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APPENDIX B: PUBLIC
INVOLVEMENT SUMMARY
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SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

KICKOFF STEERING AND TECHNICAL

COMMITTEE MEETING

Southeast Houston Mobility Plan
Date: Thursday, May 24, 2018
Time: 5:30pm-7:00pm

Meeting Location: Harbach-Ripley Neighborhood Center

ATTENDEES

Melissa Beeler, City of Houston

Paresh Lad, City of Houston

Wu Ying, City of Houston/PDD

Khang Nguyen, City of Houston/HPW/TDO
Sharon Moses-Burnside, City of Houston
Cheryl Mergo, H-GAC

Gusta Booker, District D, TIRZ 8

Anita Hollamn, COH/TDO

Charles U. Airiohuodion, TXDOT
Jonathan Brooks, Link Houston

Rodney Jones, TIRZ 26

Roxis McKinney, District D

Raul Diaz, Rev. Park Place CC

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION GOALS

Engage the community to understand
mobility issues.

Build on previous plans.

Provide engaging and accessible activities
which encourage broad-based participation.

Develop an implementation strategy.

AGENDA

Bus tour

Welcoming attendees and sign-in
Elected officials’ welcome remarks
Presentation

Facilitated stations

Regroup, remarks, Q&A

Tom Brents, Hobby Airport District

Don Huml, TIRZ 08

Mary Roberts, District D

Jennifer Ostlind, City of Houston

Amar Mohite, Harris County Precinct One
Chelbi Mims, One World Strategy Group
Priya Zachariah, METRO

Beth White, Houston Parks Board

Tracy Stephens, Gulfgate TIRZ, Sunnyside
Kurt Schulte, Walter P Moore

Louis Cutaia, Walter P. Moore

Luis Guajardo, Asakura Robinson

Zakeq Lockrem, Asakura Robinson
Saima Musharrat, Asakura Robinson

ey
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BUS TOUR . Indicate your most important mobility goals.

« Connected communities - fragmented communities throughout the study area could be improved through
mobility recommendations.

An hour-long bus tour started from Harbach-Ripley Neighborhood Center and took the committee members through the
study area for an overview of existing conditions. The route included segments of Dixie Dr, Park Place Blvd, Broadway St,
Airport Blvd, Scott St, and frontage of 610. The intent was to call attention to representative mobility issues throughout « Comprehensive drainage plan for streets - underground infrastructure investments are stifling
the study area, including congestion and multimodal conflicts on Broadway St and other segments near IH 45, the revitalization opportunities.

important role of Hobby Airport as a regional destination, the planned intersection treatments and greenspace by
Houston Parks Board along Sims Bayou Trail, and the need for evaluating existing intersections, sidewalks, and bus stops
near the planned Sunnyside multi-service center, general roadway and sidewalk conditions throughout the community,

+ Multimodal mobility options for all road users - people in the study area walk, bike, and ride transit more than in
other areas of the city yet the roadway infrastructure does little to support these transportation needs.

- Pedestrian safety on streets and transit stops - areas leading to transit stops remain unsafe, through lack of

and the limitations of access and connectivity within local neighborhoods.
sidewalks, lighting, and maintenance of right of way.

MEET'NG NOTES + High visibility on crosswalks - better signage to motorists and cyclists about pedestrian crossing areas.

The meeting kicked off with a round of introductions that included committee members, elected and appointed officials, + Understand mobility patterns in the Study Area - does the roadway network support people passing through
city staff, and consultant teams, followed by feedback of the hour-long bus tour that took place before the meeting. the study area or support people living in the study area?

Several comments from the committee members included: . Educate residents about the recommendations

« The new Sunnyside Community Center will be built on Reed Road, + Access to and from, and within the Study Area

* Bellfort Ave. from MLK to 288 needs improvements, « Identify immediate impact projects as well as long-term projects - the implementation component of the plan

« Scott Blvd/Airport and other streets are getting extra traffic from 288 expansion, should clearly delineate between long term aspirational investments and those catalytic projects that can make

« Telephone Road- pavement failure due to truck traffic, an immediate impact to people’s current transportation needs.

- Ensure share of City of Houston maintenance budget - as the City of Houston revises its maintenance
obligations throughout the city, communities in the study area should be prioritized for the legacy of neglect that
exacerbated issues and costs.

« Investment in the Study Area has not kept up with the community’s need,
+ Need for comprehensive policy that includes land use, parking, streetscape, etc. and

+ Hobby Livable Centers Study as a resource. . .
Y Y + Coordinated and phased investment strategy

Afterwards, a 15-minute presentation by Kurt Schulte oriented the committee members about the study area, project
goals, timeline, and examples of study recommendations. The presentation ended with a group exercise that asked the
following questions for input.

« Leverage resources from TIRZ and Management District

« Create a resource pool from City, County and METRO - leverage partnerships and align resources to
o i . maximize impact.
1. What does success look like in this project?

+ Improved enforcement of existing policies and ordinances - participants voiced concerns about the city not

enforcing existing policies and ordinances in various communities within the study area and the need to

start there.

+ Improved access to services and programs - the study area has many different communities with varying
levels of assets. Participants suggested a more interconnected study area should focus on enhancing mobility
to existing services and programs, as well as increased connections between neighborhoods.

+ Improved coordination with utilities and examination of pedestrian obstructions - natural and man-made
barriers are prevalent throughout the study area and participants inquired about the project team'’s coordination
with freight and energy sectors to develop realistic solutions.

« Improved streets and sidewalks with asphalt - neighborhoods with industrial uses are dealing with degraded
pavement conditions that do not lend themselves to low-cost multimodal restriping and may be costlier than
estimated in city-wide plans. This plan should identify conditions on these corridors that have been identified for
transit, bike, and/or pedestrian amenities to better estimate costs.

SOUTHWEST HOUSTON JUNE 2018
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1. Identify key transportation gaps in the community. What major destinations (parks, schools,
job centers, trails, etc.) should this project work to improve transportation choices to? (Use
the Map in the next page to identify places)

This activity asked the committee members to use green dots to identify the major destinations and red dots to identify
the gaps on the map. Participants identified the existing schools, parks, Hobby airport, and 1940 Air Terminal Museum
as the major attractors in the study area. The upcoming mixed-use development at Bellfort Station in the Hobby Area
Management District was identified as a major destination in near future, which will also generate high traffic volume.
Several gaps identified in the study area included:

« Truck traffic on Telephone Road,

+ Congestion around Ortiz Middle School,

« Dangerous intersection at I-45 frontage road and College Ave,

+ Unsafe design of traffic circle on Park Place Blvd,

« Stray dogs in the neighborhood at the Park Place Blvd and Reveille St,
- Traffic congestion on Woodridge Dr,

« Connectivity issue to I-610 from Mykawa St.

[SOUTHEAST HOUSTON MOBILITY PLAN  wierichon e v
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2. What are the biggest challenges and opportunities to mobility in this area?
Committee members identified the following challenges to mobility in Southeast Houston:
« Infrastructure in need of reparr,
+ Lack of bike connectivity and safety,
« Drainage and open ditches,
+ Unequal distribution of resources to invest in different neighborhoods,
+ Mixture of land uses that makes it difficult to design for different traffic volumes,
+ Need focus on all streets,
+ Lack of connections to civic destinations and business centers via transit,
« Average driving distance in the study area may be longer (need to be looked at),
« Access to transit is limited by the missing sidewalks and prevalence of open ditches,

+ HISD transportation service provided to households 2 miles away from schools where families living within that
boundary are caught between no bus service and poor multimodal options,

« Limited mobility options for aging residents,
+ Lack of transit in the neighborhood retail and business,
+ Rigorous collaboration between METRO and rideshare options missing, and
« Proposed SH35 as a divider in the community.
Several opportunities identified by the members included:
+ Proximity to Sims Bayou Greenway and open space along the bayou,
+ Proximity to Hobby airport, NRG stadium, 2 LRT stations,
+ Low congestion compared to the city,
+ Availability of wide Right-of-Way,
+ Road diet options to be implemented on the current wide lanes,
+ Microcosm of City of Houston,
+ Active participants in neighborhoods,
« Better connectivity options in bike plan,
- Identify neighborhood-level generators,
+ Build on existing mobility planning in the Study Area, and

+ Animal control.
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2ND STEERING AND TECHNICAL

COMMITTEE MEETING

Southeast Houston Mobility Plan

Date: Tuesday, July 24, 2018

Time: 3:00pm-5:00pm

Meeting Location: Sunnyside Multi-Service Center

ATTENDEES

Melissa Beeler, City of Houston

Paresh Lad, City of Houston

Anita Hollman, HGAC

Stephan Gage, HGAC

Jonathan Brooks, Link Houston

Jennifer Ostlind, City of Houston

Amar Mohite, Harris County Precinct One
Toby Stephens, Hobby Airport District
Regina Lindsey, Hobby Airport District
Tom Brents, Garden Villas

Maria Town, City of Houston Mayor's Office of People with
Disabilities

Kay Barbour, South Belt Ellington Chamber
Gusta Booker, GSM Uplift
Leroy West, Super Neighborhood 71/76

COMMITTEE DISCUSSION GOALS

Engage the community to understand
mobility issues.

Build on previous plans.

Provide engaging and accessible activities
which encourage broad-based participation.

Develop an implementation strategy.

AGENDA

Greetings and introductions
Presentation

Outreach for Public Meeting

Map Reference Book

Committee Activities, Goals and Metrics

Regroup, remarks, Q&A

Susan Jaworski, METRO

Khang Nguyen, City of Houston Public Works
Jessica Wiggins, BikeHouston

Don Huml, TIRZ 08

Lisa Kasianovitz, Houston Parks Board
Roxie McKinney, Sagemont

Charles Airishunodion, TxDOT

Chelbi Mims, One World Strategy Group
Tracy Stephens, Gulfgate TIRZ, Sunnyside
Bryan Brown, Walter P. Moore

Kurt Schulte, Walter P. Moore

Louis Cutaia, Walter P. Moore

Luis Guajardo, Asakura Robinson

Saima Musharrat, Asakura Robinson
Colin Rice, City of Houston Hobby Airport

MEETING NOTES

1. Introductions
The meeting kicked off with a round of introductions that included committee members, elected and appointed officials,
city staff, and consultant teams.
2. Presentation
« Project timeline status and trajectory of next steps
+ Joint Committee Meeting #1 recap,

+ Wikimap of the project area with comments from meeting#1, will get updated with feedback from participants
in the meetings and online,

« Participants suggested including METRO's Origin/Destination Data into the wikimap (Link Houston has it
cleaned up and will share); bike counts on METRO routes serving the study area; and, being mindful of the Hobby Airport
area where data can be inaccurate or skewed Telephone Road- pavement failure due to truck traffic,

« Project area context maps: Bicycle Network, Capital Improvement Projects, Civic Destinations, Employment
Density, Land Use, METRO Bus Routes, Major Thoroughfare and Freeway Plan, Median Household Income, Population
Density, Average Daily Traffic, Crash Density. ,

3. Outreach for Public Meeting

The study's first Public meeting is announced to be tentatively scheduled for August 22, 2018 in the evening. The
consultant team shared some initial thoughts on getting the word out and scheduling the public meeting, though opened
the floor to discuss the item. Participants made a series of suggestions to the public meeting.

+ Open House style over the course of a couple hours so people can come and go at their convenient time.
« Intro video loop with and introduction and instructions for the meeting.

+ Hold preferably on a Saturday morning.

+ Add short introduction about Mobility Plan. One World suggested potentially a video.

+ Add food from local vendors willing to sponsor in exchange for publicity.

« Publicize meeting flyers in grocery stores and churches, in addition to the normal community and social media
channels.

« Location on high-frequency bus route preferred, maybe show the bus stop on the poster/flyer; ensure the
facility and access to/from the bus stop are ADA compliant at minimum .

+ Should be translated in Spanish and Vietnamese, and interpreters should be available at the meeting.
+ Reach out to Houston Abilities Expo to reach out to people with different abilities.

+ Non-digital platforms as many people may not have access to smartphones or internet.

+ Prepare a Meeting in a Box training session for stakeholders and community groups.

+ Reasonable facility accommodations (i.e. Computer Assisted Real-Time Translation, CART).

« Notify COH if copies of posters needed.

SOUTHWEST HOUSTON
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4. Map Reference Book

CDS presented on the CMA H-GAC employment and population growth estimates 2015-2045. 2045. Quick facts:

« Approximately 90% of residents working in the project area come from outside and 90% of residents living
there go outside the project area for work.

+ Add a graphics to show the people living and working in the area.

« There was general discussion on data accuracy and new data availability.

5. Activities
Goals:
- Improving existing substandard streets, bringing them to state of good repair
- Infrastructure designed to manage vagrant occupancy under the freeways.
« Infrastructure suitable for senior populations.
« Resilience - impact assessment of new development
Metrics:

Below is the table with participant feedback gathered at the second steering committee meeting. Participants
included post-its under “how else would we measure?” and “additional thoughts?”. A few of the more salient metric
recommendations that stood out include

« Resilience - Measuring mobility options during catastrophic rain events as a function of Resilience. For
instance, what streets are likely to serve as evacuation routes or not likely to flood. Perhaps this also speaks to the the
availability of flood emergency responders and first responder routes to safety.

JUNE 2018
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+ Neighborhood Connections - the amount of high-comfort bikeways within a quarter-mile of transit stops, parks,
bayou trail heads, and other community resources. How connected are transit nodes within a quarter and half-mile of
each other? And finally, how frequent are transit lines in the area and the extent of transit service within the study area.

+ Regional Access - participants suggested measuring travel times to and from major activity centers via
transit and bike and include the service span of transit service in the study area in comparison to workforce needs (i.e.
comparing to industry/occupation and travel patterns).

« Transportation Choices - participants encouraged the team to assess access to bike share, car share, TNCs,
transit, and bike-ped facilities. It was also suggested that transit reliability be taken into account along existing services
to gauge how effective these choices currently are.

+ Health - include visibility and lighting in the assessment- Resilience - impact assessment of new development

« Partnerships - participants suggested being more intentional with reporting back on successful partnerships
that lead to implementation and the cost savings

SOUTHWEST HOUSTON
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SOUTREAST HOUSTON

COMMUNITY WORKSHOP
SEPTEMBER 2018
GREATER ST. MATTHEWS.BAPTIST'CHURCH

PUBLIC
ENGAGEMENT
FRAMEWORK

The purpose of the Southeast Houston Mobility Plan is
to conduct a comprehensive mobility study in the area
defined as the “Southeast Houston Sub-Area,” which is
bound by Interstate 610 to the north, State Highway 288
to the west, State Highway Beltway 8 to the south, and
Interstate 45 and Galveston Road to the east ("Area”).
The Plan will be used to guide the City of Houston’s short,
medium, and long-term multi-modal mobility planning
efforts and to identify implementation projects that will
improve mobility and access in the Area.

A multi-layered approach to public involvement

requires varying levels of participation from community
stakeholders and the general public. The engagement
approach is designed to carry on in a continuum - from
those wishing to be engaged in every step of the planning
process, to those simply desiring to be informed of the
Plan’s progress. Meaningful, two-way dialogue between
the project team and the range of stakeholders is
intended to cultivate ownership for the Plan's vision, goals,
recommendations and implementation.

The project team is utilizing tools and strategies to
develop deep understanding of the mobility challenges
and opportunities in the study area by engaging residents,
technical experts, community leaders, and elected officials
through a steering committee, technical committee, public
meetings, and pop-up tabling opportunities at community
events.

1ST PUBLIC MEETING

This document is a summary of the Plan’s first public
meeting, held Saturday, September 8, 2018 between
9:00AM - 12:30PM at Greater St. Matthews Baptist Church
within the study area in the South Park neighborhood.
Over 40 people attended the meeting and provided input
through a variety of stations. The meeting consisted

of interactive presentations and activities that invited
attendees to share transportation challenges and
concerns in their community. Residents were also
encouraged to visit various workstations where they
contributed their thoughts and opinions on topics such
as bike safety, roadway congestion, A.D.A. access, transit,
walking, intersections, and overall mobility.

Over 1,000 flyers and points of contact in the weeks
leading up to the event, including visits to area businesses,
civic groups, and social media posts. Snacks and light
refreshments were generously provided by the Houston
Parks Board and the event space volunteered by church
leaders at Greater St. Matthews Baptist Church.
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WHAT WE HEARD

GOALS PYRAMID

Participants were provided an opportunity to provide
input on the goals of the study. This activity contained

a list of goals established by community leaders and
technical experts from the Joint Steering and Technical
Committee. Participants were asked to sort listed goals in
a pyramid hierarchy that ranged from low, mid, high, and
very high priorities. Each participant received a pyramid
worksheet accompanied by a sticker sheet that contained
the committee’s seven goals and six blank dots to write in
additional goals.

Responses were counted and scored with a composite
score and aggregated in the following way:

Low =1 point
Medium = 2 points
High = 3 points
Very high = 4 points

The highest ranked goals include neighborhood
connections, safety, and health. People’s additional write
ins included recommendations to add a METRO shuttle
to nearby transit centers, trash cleanup, more tree-lined
streets, lighting, and sidewalk repairs.

CONNECTIONS
SAFETY

HEALTH
RESILIENCE
CHOICES
PARTNERSHIPS
REGIONAL ACCESS

SOUTHEAST HOUSTON
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RS8BT GOALS PYRAMID

3
VERY HIGH PRIORITIES

HIGH PRIORITIES

MID PRIORITIES

Instructions:
Place the goals on the

e you belleve
Shouid be addrassed n this
plan.

LOW PRIORITIES

'SOUTHEAST HOUSTON MOBILITY PLAN

PICTURING TRIPS

This station attempts to better understand the
public’s interest in the transportation and land use
nexus. Participants were asked to identify the type
of places most frequented by selecting images at
the workstation and combine them with the types

of transportation facilities used to access these
destinations. One half of the sheet demonstrates
destinations (parks, schools, employment, medical,
or retail). The opposite half displayed desirable
transportation facilities for these uses (highways,
major roadway, transit, bikeways, complete street, off-
street trails, curb extensions, raised crosswalks, etc.).
Participants then were asked to draw an arrow from
left to right (i.e. travel mode to destination).

The concept is to get a glimpse for how people would
prefer to travel to these destinations, all things being
equal in the built environment, particularly if similar
conditions persisted between modes pertaining to
travel times, safety, and convenience.

SIDEWALKS

Participants selected sidewalks primarily to parks,
school, work and shopping destinations. A couple of
participants drew lines from sidewalks down to public
transit, representing the reality of riding the bus or rail.

BIKEWAYS

Participants identified bikeways as a travel mode

for each of the five destinations with parks and
museums receiving the higher share of the distribution
and proving the most versatile travel mode on this
exercise. One participant made the bikeway to public
transit connection, demonstrating how she frequents
museums by starting out with a bike ride from home to
public transit then getting off in the Museum District.

OFF-STREET TRAIL

Not surprisingly, off-street trails were linked more
closely to park destinations. A few lines also were
made to medical and museums though not as much
as parks. This connection reinforces the preference of
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the community to use off-street trails for recreation

or fitness activities rather than active commute to
work or shopping trips.

PUBLIC TRANSIT

Participants connected public transportation

to medical, museum, and work destinations in

its overwhelming majority. A few minor lines
demonstrated the preference for shopping
destinations through most participants cited the
need to carry large volumes of groceries as being
inefficient for public transit.

MAJOR ROADWAY

Medical and shopping were the most prevalent
choices for major roadway usage. People cited the
preference to use a private automobile if they were
in need of visiting a doctor while ill or the ability to
shop more autonomously by not having to depend
on a bus schedule or having to carry items onto a
bus.

HIGHWAY

Selected the least in this exercise, highways were
primarily identified for work, medical, and shopping
trips. Most participants manifested minimal
preference for using highways in an all things
being equal scenario though that is contrary to the
mobility choices people make on a daily basis.

RE-IMAGINING STREETS

This activity provided an opportunity for people

to creatively design their street. Sheets with a city
block in perspective view were provided to color
and draw what the public right of way should
resemble. The sheet included an outline of a street
and buildings, intended to give people a canvas to
reflect their ideas onto.

REBEERE T

REIMAGINING STREETS

Elements

TR e s ol e 5 e
e e oy o esorrr sk o o o G

AdBEIDESHED

REIMAGINING STREETS

nts You May Consider:

PUBLIC COMMENT MAP

This activity is the analog version of the digital wikimap
station that asked participants to include public
comments pertaining to the five online categories (i.e.
roadway, intersection, bicycle, pedestrian, or safety).
Participants were able to identify mobility and access
issues on the map by placing a numbered color dot on the
map and list their comment on the side of the map where
a number is listed to correspond with each dot placed on
the map.

50 total comments were collected through this exercise
and were added as input to the online wikimap by the
project team.

ROADWAYS

A total of eighteen comments were captured for
roadways. Comments here reflect the public’s desire for
complete reconstruction of streets rather than patchwork
repairs and repaving. Various east-west arterials were
identified as needing repairs from Cullen to U.S. Highway
288, in addition to north and south arterials the entire
study area (MLK, Cullen, and Scott). Participants also
encouraged road reconstruction projects to better deal
with ponding and flooding, with a preference away from
open ditches.

INTERSECTION

Only four comments were made for intersections.
Participants flagged the most dangerous and crash-prone
areas here that include Cullen at Bellfort and Bellfort at
Crestmont.

BICYCLE

Ten comments were captured for bicycles in this
exercise. The predominant requests favored enhancing
neighborhood connections to Sims Bayou off-street trails;
providing protected bikeways or enhancing the separation
on major arterials such as Bellfort and Cullen; and,
improving maintenance and overgrown landscaping near
Sims Bayou trails.

s i ety e v e commn ok cgsrunty o e s i
s a o G S o el A ot ko ot
R R e ey s S o e et Hheh tseh s oty
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PEDESTRIAN

Eight comments were made for pedestrian
features. Comments overwhelmingly reflective of
landscaping and maintenance issues on existing
sidewalks throughout the study area. Participants
also identified Cullen and Reed as the sight of
multiple hit and runs and expressed an interest

in connecting neighborhoods on the edges of

the study area to regional parks and destinations
adjacent to the project study area (i.e. El Franco
Lee Park and Robert Stuart Park).

SAFETY

Ten safety comments were captured in this
exercise. Participants suggested more traffic
calming measures are needed in neighborhood
streets that connect to arterials (i.e. minor
collectors). Cullen Blvd. was flagged for various
accident-prone areas, particularly near Reed Rd.
Participants also suggested enhancing lighting and
visibility by better maintenance that could allow
people to make more use of existing sidewalks.

SOUTHEAST HOUSTON
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The purpose of the Southeast Houston Mobility Plan is
to conduct a comprehensive mobility study in the area
defined as the “Southeast Houston Sub-Area,” which is
bound by Interstate 610 to the north, State Highway 288
to the west, State Highway Beltway 8 to the south, and
Interstate 45 and Galveston Road to the east ("Area”).
The Plan will be used to guide the City of Houston's short,
medium, and long-term multi-modal mobility planning
efforts and to identify implementation projects that will
improve mobility and access in the Area.

A multi-layered approach to public involvement

requires varying levels of participation from community
stakeholders and the general public. The engagement
approach is designed to carry on in a continuum -- from
those wishing to be engaged in every step of the planning
process, to those simply desiring to be informed of the
Plan’s progress. Meaningful, two-way dialogue between
the project team and the range of stakeholders is
intended to cultivate ownership for the Plan’s vision, goals,
recommendations and implementation.

The project team is utilizing tools and strategies to
develop deep understanding of the mobility challenges
and opportunities in the study area by engaging residents,
technical experts, community leaders, and elected officials
through a steering committee, technical committee, public
meetings, and pop-up tabling opportunities at community
events

2ND PUBLIC MEETING

This document is a summary of the Plan’s sencond
public meetings, held Wednesday February 6, 2019 at the
Sunnyside Multiservice Center and Saturday, February 9,
2019 at the Charlton Community Center. Both meetings
were held within the study area, in the Sunnyside

and Park Place neighborhoods respectively. Over 100
people attended this round of workshops and provided
feedback through a variety of stations. The workshop
consisted of a presentation and interactive table sessions
focused on presenting the consultant team's findings

and draft recommendations for improved mobility.
Residents were encouraged to review and discuss the
recommendations at different stations where they could
leave public comments on their preferences related to
roadway congestion, safety, public transit, and bicycle and
pedestrian facilities.

FEBRUARY 2019




WHAT WE HEARD

ENGAGEMENT AND GOALS

Participants were provided an opportunity to provide
feedback on the goals of the study that were developed
from the results of the first public meeting and with
guidance by the project's steering committee. This activity
contained the results of the Goals Pyramid activity from
the first Public Meeting and asked participants if this
listed goals and their ranking were consistent with their
priorities. Each participant received a feedback form,
which included questions asking if the results reflect their
priorities and needs. This station included boards with the
goals exercise recreated and the results, in addition to a
map of public comments logged online.

Overall, participants supported the community driven
results and felt the feedback from the first meeting
reflected their priorities and needs. Trends emerged in
participant responses, many reiterating the highest ranked
goals from the first meeting. Comments providing support
and further input regarding connectivity, transit access,
safety and resilience were the most prominent.

Additionally, many participants addressed the overlap of
many of the goals, and that neighborhood projects could
address multiple concerns, such as increased bus/metro
routes increase access, transportation choice and impact
the areas safety.

RSB PUBLIC INPUT BOARD

SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

ENGAGEMENT & GOALS STATION

=

&

EXERCISE

RESULTS

PICTURING CONNECTIONS

This station was designed to better understand what
type of neighborhood connections are preferred in the
community. Connections were the favored goal at the
first public meeting and the project team intended to
better understand people’s preferred mobility choices
in accessing nearby retail, schools, employment,
parks, transit and services by displaying precedent
images of different mobility options. Participants had
the opportunity to rank each with a low, mid, or high
interest through an assortment of color dots. The
neighborhood connections were:

. high quality sidewalks, crosswalks, and
bikeways

closer destinations, infill, and mixed use
development

street connectivity

microtransit (flexible service/on demand)
bike share

scooters

Each participant was provided with red, yellow, and
green sticker dots which corresponded with the priority
levels and ranked each image by placing a color sticker
next to each image. The responses were counted and
scored below. The highest ranked characteristics/
amenities included high quality sidewalks, crosswalks
and bikeways; closer destinations, infill and mixed use
development; and microtransit.

NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTIONS

AR HE

prioity
Low M High
]

PASTEROST 1S HERE.

NEIGHBORHOOD AMENITY

HIGH QUALITY SIDEWALKS, CROSSWALKS, BIKEWAYS

CLOSER DESTINATIONS, INFILL, MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT

STREET CONNECTIVITY

MICRO- TRANSIT

BIKE SHARE

SCOOTERS
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NEIGHBORHOOD

CHAMPIONS

IMPLEMENTATION PROCESS

heREREHE

This station included the typical steps and process

PROGRAM

required to implement recommended projects,
policies, and programs through a series of
diagrams. This is intended to inform participants
of the different stages and gauge their interest
in becoming neighborhood champions at the

policy, program, or project level. This station will
also feature information on current and ongoing
transportation initiatives in the study area, to

connect participants to other interests such as the

planned MLK Bikeway, METRO's Long Range Plan,
and TxDOT's Call for Projects on Safe Routes to
School.

MOBILITY TOOLBOX

Participants at this station reviewed maps
addressing a variety of improvements for
roadways, intersections, transit service, bicycle
networks or pedestrian connectivity. Similar to
previous stations, participants were then asked to
place their preferred Mobility Solutions stickers on
the corresponding map where they would like to
see improvements made. Participants were also
encouraged to provide feedback on their top three
priority projects via written comments. The goal
of the station was to identify the most crucial and
transformative mobility solution projects for the
study area.

SOUTHEAST HOUSTON MOBILITY PLAN
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ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS

A total of eight comments were captured for roadways. Comments
here indicated high priority areas for road improvements from
general repair, widening, and the addition of sidewalks and bikeways
along particular roadways and new construction. Various artierals
were identified such as Mykawa, Belfort, Jutland and Reed Street,
with a particular comment requesting Fuqua Street be built out to
connect to Telephone.

TRANSIT IMPROVEMENTS

Tweleve comments were collected regarding transit improvements.
Comments referenced a need for neighborhood connectivity to
clinics, Hobby airport and additional ciricular services. A desire for
extended service hours was indicated as well. Expansion of the
Red Line/LRT was mentioned multiples times with varying levels of
support.

INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

Each of the seven comments collected called for improved
intersections with dedicated turn lanes or better traffic signaling. In
addition, one participant expressed the need for ADA crosswalks
and traffic signals. A variety of specific intersections were identified
such as: Cullen and Kennedy Heights Blvd, 820 and Black Rock Road

PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

Twelve participants provided commentary for predestrian
improvements. Comments overwhelmingly addressed lack of
connectivity or gaps in sidewalks throughout the study area.
Participants were concerned with neighborhood safety for all, but
particularly for those around schools or with mobility needs and ADA
compliance.

BICYCLE IMPROVEMENTS

Two comments were captured for bicycle improvements.
Comments here reflect the impact better and more connected

bike trails could have on the community. Safe travel by bike

could improve neighborhood connectivity, and allow choice in
transportation to neighborhood and retail jobs or the workplace and
connected to Hobby Airport.

hesmensi=  ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS
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AGENDA AND ROOM LAYOUT
ENGAGEMENT AND GOALS
PICTURING CONNECTIONS
NEIGHBORHOOD CHAMPIONS
MOBILITY TOOLBOX WALL
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mimnmni o e [saFETY

lieaLT

9:30-10:00 -- SIGN-IN & REGISTRATION b
7 [Resiuence

[TRANSPORTATION CHOICES

lparTnERsHips

10:00-10:30 -- WELCOMING REMARKS & PRESENTATION g,
[Recionat access
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Intersection
Intersection
Safety
Safety
Roadway

Roadway

Roadway
Roadway

Roadway

Roadway

Roadway

Bicycle

Pedestrian
Intersection
Intersection
Pedestrian

Bicycle

IH 45 Frontage and

College Ave
Park Place Blvd

Park Place Blvd and

Reveille St

Ortiz Middle School

[H 610 from
Mykawa St

Woodbridge Dr
Telephone Road

Bellfort Ave

Scott St
Airport Blvd

Suicide Circle

Suicide Circle

Suicide Circle

Bellfort and
Westover

MLK & Griggs

Bellfort and
Westover

Sunnyside Park

Dangerous Intersection

Unsafe design of traffic circle

Stray dogs in the neighborhood

Congestion around Ortiz Middle School
Connectivity issue to IH 610 from Mykawa St

Congestion on Woodbridge Dr
Pavement failure due to truck traffic

Bellfort Ave "street surface" from MLK to 288 needs improvements.
(Low spots & potholes)

Scott St/Airport Blvd getting traffic from 288 expansion
Scott St/Airport Blvd getting traffic from 288 expansion

This intersection under I1-45 is dangerous for driving - sharp turns,
unclear vision lines

Children that are zoned to the nearby schools have a hard time
crossing this intersection, having a safe bicycle route would be
helpful.

Traffic coming at all times - hard for pedestrians to safely cross to
get to the nearby park and schools.

Dangerous intersection near school - intersection could be
redesigned = hard line of sight for motorists

Traffic Signal Timing Improvements on Griggs going west (AM)
time)

Need a safe crossing from school to Stuart Park

Having safe bicycle/ped routes from neighborhoods to their park is
important! Keep them in the plan

7/25/2018 12:41
7/25/2018 12:42
7/25/2018 12:43
7/25/2018 12:44
7/25/2018 12:46

7/25/2018 12:47
7/25/2018 12:48

7/25/2018 12:49

7/25/2018 12:49
7/25/2018 12:50

9/8/2018 14:31

9/8/2018 14:32

9/8/2018 14:34

9/8/2018 14:35

9/8/2018 14:35

9/8/2018 14:37

9/8/2018 14:40

29.65258148

29.68568433

29.6853027

29.66313547

29.69148189

29.6946519
29.67856374

29.6696148

29.66230591
29.64410597

29.68595218

29.68580305

29.685686597

29.67237449

29.69720938

29.67229991

29.66641291

-95.2509239

-95.27725247

-95.29027728

-95.28753069

-95.32574635

-95.29843662
-95.29187398

-95.36071019

-95.36826329
-95.377533

-95.2778067

-95.27721661

-95.27731049

-95.30131894

-95.33655054

-95.30128675

-95.37094909

* No data entered
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Safety

Bicycle

Pedestrian

Bicycle

Bicycle

Roadway

Roadway

Roadway
Roadway

Safety

Roadway

Safety

Intersection

174

Bellfort (288 to
Cullen)

Old Galveston Road
to Chavez High
School

Cullen (Going North
& South for blocks)

CenterPoint
Easement from FM
Law Park

Bellfort (288 to
Telephone)

On Airport just east
of MLK

On Mykawa (South
of Airport to the
Beltway)

Southbank from
Southford to Reed

Bellfort to S end of
Study Area

On Bellfort (From
the Park to Kroger)

Reed Rd (Reed @
Hemingway)

Waltrip (bellfort to
Reed)

Bellfort (Nunn &
Swallow)

SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

Standing water when it rains.

Consider placing a hike/bike trail, bigger than typical sidewalk, to
Chavez High School. Students have a hard time walking this road
and are often seen walking on the UP Railroad.

Improved lighting is needed, it has been a number of Vehicle &
Pedestrian interractions

Using these easements for hike/bike trails are a great way to provide
safe off-street connections for nearby neighborhoods

Current bike lane can be improved.
It is a very big DIP in the road.

The Roads are VERY bad potholes on both sides going north & south
on mykawa.

Pavementimprovements
Redo Street similar to north segment

Flooding happens when it rain for more then 30 min

Reed needs to be extended through the park ( Stuart Robert C. Park)
and connected to Bellfort. Reed should continue through the park on
the southeast side of park, running along side of the bayou. This will
remove the speeding/ through" traffic that utilizes Waltrip."

Speed cushions are needed to (slow/ prevent ) through traffic. The
cushions can be used on Bullinch St too

Signal timing needs improvements (AM) traffic backs up on Swallow
when traveling to work .

9/8/2018 14:41

9/8/2018 14:43

9/8/2018 14:43

9/8/2018 14:45

9/8/2018 14:48

9/8/2018 14:51

9/8/2018 14:54

9/8/2018 14:65

9/8/2018 14:56

9/8/2018 14:57

9/8/2018 14:59

9/8/2018 156:03

9/8/2018 15:08

29.66950753

29.68963263

29.66697185

29.6650052

29.66915996

29.64409859

29.64311898

29.67432176

29.65972278

29.67381114

29.66845112

29.6670714

29.66785449

-95.37232048

-95.25954085

-95.35645475

-95.32430011

-95.36651081

-95.33368058

-95.31050629

-95.33235015

-95.3365344

-95.29419846

-95.29827542

-95.30115075

-95.30853218

* No data entered




Bellfort (going west

Intersection at mykawa) Traffic light timing needs improvements 9/8/2018 156:10 29.66649341 | -95.31784481
Jutland from ,
Roadway Bellfort to Reed Dangerous Street 9/8/2018 15:44 29.66595939 | -95.34882155
Bellfort from There is trash on the medians from Jutland to Mykawa. There is no
Safety Jutland to Myvkawa monitoring of the trash being placed out there. That is debilitating 9/8/2018 15:53 29.66676945 | -95.34848276
y for the aesthetics of our community.
Bellfort Street from | Cameras needed for monitoring. Cars parked in the median which , ]
Safety Jutland to MLK turns it into mud. 9/8/2018 15:59 29.66672749 | -95.34821991
Willow Glen
Roadway between Jutland Standing water and drainage 9/8/2018 17:03 29.67193983  -95.34471714
and Herschelwood
Willow Glen
Safety between Jutland Senior citizen not able to afford tree trimming 9/8/2018 17:04 29.67185127 | -95.34437919
Herschelwood
Senior citizens need better sidewalks in 77033. We bike, walk,
Bicycle 77033 scooter and need better sidewalks that can't be bought with soc 9/12/2018 16:21 | 29.6662556 -95.3372801
security
Roadway | MLK Blvd need 1o connect MLK 1o the beltway for opportunity to bring 9/28/201819:03 | 29.61256213 | -95.34092791

development of retail and shopping

At the intersection, which crosses under |-45 the lights are poorly
Park Place and timed. Exit traffic from the southbound side at Park Place often
Broadway requires waiting through 2 lights at peak traffic times. Each side of
I-45 is gridlocked at the “traffic circle”.

EVERY time ANYTHING happens on the Northbound exit from 1-45
at Park Place, motorist inundate our small neighborhood of houses.
We do not have sidewalks, and part of the area has deep ditches.
This forces any who are biking or walking to be at risk of being hit by
cars that are speeding through angry that they can't get where they
are going. This happens frequently and with the construction project
that is ongoing, it has become a daily ritual. It is difficult to exit our
driveways when cars are blocking them lined up bumper to number.
There are 2 schools to which parents and kids walk. St. Christopher
church and Park Place Elementary schools are affected weekdays.

Intersection 10/14/2018 13:49  29.69774219  -95.26968843

River Dr at I-45
Roadway Northbound, exiting
Park Place

10/14/2018 13:564 1 29.69177746 | -95.28410799

* No data entered
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Safety

Intersection

Safety

Intersection

Safety

Pedestrian

Pedestrian

Safety

176

Glenview Drive

SOUTHEAST HOUSTON

Speed bumps on this street do not slow down the traffic. Cars are
always speeding and sometimes passing up slower cars.

Howard Dr and Arizona traffic light needs to be retimed to allow
turns off Howard onto Arizone. Currently the signal at Howard

and Arizona is timed as such that the traffic from Galveston Road
completely takes up the signal time and does not allow for traffic
turning off Howard onto Arizona. Additionally this flow through
allows excessive speeding. Also, the green light signal on Arizone at
Howard is excessively long considering the traffic is coming out of a
neighborhood.

excessive speeding of vehicles on Bonner Drive between Deeda and
Alaska. Often the vehicles do not stop for the intersection STOP
signs.

Signal at Howard Dr and Winkler needs to have protected turn from
from Winkler onto Howard-both directions. Currently one only exists
when tuning off Howard onto Winkler.

a warning/stop flashing light needs to be installed on Galveston
Rd at Fire Station 29 to let vehicles know when firetrucks or
ambulances are leaving the building.

a better bus stop needs to be installed on Galveston Rd across from
Chavez H S. Currently there is only a sign post and no actual place
for pedestrians to stand and wait for a bus or get off a bus.

the home at the corner of Radcliffe and north side of Howard uses
the pedestrian crosswalk as a driveway to their property. This was
not the intention of the installation of crosswalks and it will cause
the crosswalk to break down and become unsafe.

home at corner of Howard (northside) and Arizona has fencing and
parked vehicles that makes it difficult for vehicles to make right on
red turns from Arizona onto Howard, Visibility is extremely limited
and often the vehicles have to pull into the intersection to see if they
can make the turn or not.

10/18/2018 18:45

10/18/2018 20:56

10/18/2018 21:04

10/18/2018 21:05

10/18/2018 21:08

10/18/2018 21:11

10/18/2018 21:13

10/18/2018 21:15

29.6806672

29.68029435

29.67863516

29.67650986

29.68392957

29.68523448

29.68184167

29.68046213

-95.26578314

-95.26168472

-95.26702768

-95.26672728

-95.256398142

-95.25565512

-95.25698179

-95.26157743

* No data entered




Roadway

Safety

Pedestrian
Intersection

Safety

Safety

Safety

Pedestrian

Roadway
Safety
Roadway

Pedestrian

Roadway

*

*

*

*

Kilkenny Drive and
Cullen

cullen and Kilkenny

Swingle and
Donegal

Southacres

Orem
Trash
Train/tram

Glenbrook Valley

Winkler between
Howard Dr & |-45 S

a drop in the pavement on Radcliffe between Howard and Wier
affects automobile handling when hit. Usually vehicles move to the
left side of the roadway which makes it bad for oncoming traffic.
The drop off affects the steering of the vehicles thus the safety
issue.

no TXDOT ligting on feeders (north and south) along | 45 at Howard/
Bellfort. Additionally no underpass lighting which is dangerous due
to homeless people living under the freeways.

walkways along Galveston Road often overgrown and unsafe for
young adults walking to and from school at Chavez H S.

street sign needed on north side of Howard at Radcliffe

Cars drive extremely fast down the road into the neighborhood.
Should implment speed bumps

Many cars speed on this street daily, speed bumps or more police
should be visible

Cement Business is located here, they should be responisble for
street cleaning. Lots of debri and trash in the road. road need major
repair

All of this area need sidewalks. There is a school in the neighbor
where kids walk from home to go to school or catch the shool bus at
the school.

Should open to the highway

The city has to do something about the dumping issue in this area.
tires and debris end up in the street

| think a tram should come through on this stree.

There are almost no sidewalks in this area which is a public health
hazard.

Congestion caused by 4+ bus stops and 9+ street turnoffs into
subdivision, apartment complexes, and businesses. Road needs to
be widened to 4 lanes to allow passing.

10/18/2018 21:19

10/18/2018 21:23

10/18/2018 21:25
10/18/2018 21:35

11/20/2018 5:13

11/20/2018 5:16

11/20/2018 5:19

11/20/2018 5:20

11/20/2018 5:22
11/20/2018 5:22
11/20/2018 5:23

11/20/2018 16:03

1/5/2019 19:02

29.68221451

29.67590513

29.68306389

29.68180993

29.62573171

29.62485867

29.62105111

29.62478173

29.62877334

29.6259755

29.63190683

29.67664036

29.67643529

MAY 2019

-95.2600754

-95.267601

-95.25296687

-95.25998353

SS5I88590INIG

-95.35582607

-96.35934781

-95.36419724

-95.36514138

-95.3601632

-95.33964967

-95.30462152

-95.26656634

* No data entered
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Alaska Dr between

Safety Baker Dr and Lenore | Pedestrians cross train tracks at non-crosswalk areas illegally. 1/5/2019 19:27 29.68447251 | -95.25510258
St

Pedestrian gglv\\//gggo[r)]réadOId No train crosswalk ramp for disabled to cross train tracks. 1/56/2019 19:37 29.68487563 | -95.25546468
N Bayou Dr between

Safety Alaska St & Arizona | Speeding - need speed cushions or traffic calming devices. 1/5/2019 19:51 29.68860156 | -95.25926135
St
Old Galveston

Pedestrian | Rd & Howard Dr Pedestrian crosswalk signal never seems to work properly. 1/5/2019 19:56 29.68504108  -95.25505564
(Foodarama corner)
Train crossing @ : P

Intersection | Howard Dr and Old | NOiSe pollution - Trains honk horn too loud, too often, and toolong 45,5019 0:04 | 2968483602 | -95.25542042
Galveston Rd around residential area.
Howard Dr between

Safety Old Galveston Rd Speeding 1/5/2019 20:22 29.68476145  -95.2557101
and Winkler.

Intersection gtBayou Dré&E Villa Needs Stop sign due to speeding 1/5/2019 20:36 29.68827534 | -95.26029131
N Bayou Dr & - : .

Safety Radoliffe Needs Stop Sign due to speeding 1/5/2019 20:53 29.68397384  -95.26203475
Barkley St between - .

Safety Garland and Neal Speeding 1/5/201920:57 | 29.68386199 | -95.25514684

Safety N Bayou Dr & Neal | Needs Stop sign due to speeding 1/5/2019 22:46 29.68665822 | -95.26154122

Safety b payou br & Needs Stop signs due to speeding 1/5/201922:48 | 29.68778601 | -95.26072583

Safety N Dayau Dr& Needs Stop sign due to speeding 1/5/201922:49 | 2968533468 | -95.26336513

*No data entered
178
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APPENDIX C

ID INTERSECTION NAME IMPROVEMENT TYPE COMMENT
11 |Airport @ S Wayside New Intersection
23 |Almeda Genoa @ S Wayside New Intersection
31 |Bellfort @ Crosswell New Intersection
33 [Bellfort @ Fuqua New Intersection
40 |Bellfort @ S Wayside New Intersection
45 |Bellfort @ Westover New Intersection HPB Recommendation
55 |Brunswick Meadows @ Scott New Intersection
57 |Cottingham @ Schurmier New Intersection
61 |Cullen @ Schurmier New Intersection
68 |Dixie @ Wayside New Intersection
70 |EOrem @ S Wayside New Intersection
72 |Fuqua @ Cottingham New Intersection
73 |Fuqua @ Cullen New Intersection
78 |Fuqua @ Wayside New Intersection
93 |Park Place Elementary @ Park Place New Intersection Botanic Garden
94 |Reed @ Crestmont New Intersection
95 |Reed @ Jutland New Intersection
96 |Reed @ Mykawa New Intersection
101 |Schurmier @ Wayside New Intersection
102 |Scott @ E Orem New Intersection
108 |Scott @ Fuqua New Intersection
112 [Beltway 8 @ S Wayside New Intersection
137 |SH-288 @ E Orem New Intersection
. Align with Hemingway/Safety-ADA Ramps,
44 |Bellfort @ Waltrip Offset Intersection Enhanced Crosswalks, Sidewalk
63 [Cullen @ Wilmington Offset Intersection Span Wire to Mast Arm/ADA Ramps
156 |Almeda Genoa @ Cullen Recently Completed
18 |Almeda Genoa @ Martin Luther King Recently Completed
29 |Bellfort @ Broadway Recently Completed
50 |Broadway @ Dixie Recently Completed
52 |Broadway @ Morley Recently Completed
53 |Broadway @ Rockhill Recently Completed
54 |Broadway @ Santa Elena Recently Completed
64 |Cullen Blvd @ Brunswick Ln Recently Completed
87 |Martin Luther King @ St Lo Recently Completed
88 |Martin Luther King @ Van Fleet Recently Completed
1 |Airport @ Broadway Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk
Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk,
4 Airport @ Leitrum Safety Improvements Sidewalk/Trail Conenctivity
6 |Airport @ Monroe Safety Improvements Safety- ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk
Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk,
8 Airport @ Mykawa Safety Improvements Sidewalk/NE Curb Radius
13 |Airport @ Telephone Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps/Remove Median
17 |Almeda Genoa @ Kleckley Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
19 [Almeda Genoa @ Minnesota Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk
20 |Almeda Genoa @ Monroe Safety Improvements Safety- ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk
22 |Almeda Genoa @ Rowlett Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk
24 |Almeda Genoa @ Scott St Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
35 |Bellfort @ Jutland Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk
36 |Bellfort @ Martin Luther King Safety Improvements  [Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk

MAY 2019
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ID INTERSECTION NAME IMPROVEMENT TYPE COMMENT
87 Bellfort @ Mykawa Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk
38 |Bellfort @ Northdale Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
41 |[Bellfort @ Scott Safety Improvements  [Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
48 |Brinkley @ Cullen Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk
60 [Cullen @ Reed Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
67 |Dixie @ Telephone Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk
69 Donoho @ Mykawa Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk
75 |Fuqua @ Monroe Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
79 [Holmes @ Scott Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
83 |Long @ Wayside Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk
85 |Martin Luther King @ Selinsky Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps
89 |Orem @ Martin Luther King Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
90 Orem Turnaround Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk
9 Orem Turnaround Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk
105 Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk,
SH-3 @ Howard Safety Improvements Sdiewalk/Remove Turn Median
109 Telephone @ Woodridge Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk
110 Beltway 8 @ Beamer Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk
111 |Beltway 8 @ Pearland Pkwy Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk
113 |I-45 @ Airport Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
114 [I-45 @ Almeda Genoa Safety Improvements  [Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
115 [I-45 @ Bellfort Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
116 [I-45 @ Bellfort Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
118 |I-45 @ Edgebrook Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
119 |I-45 @ Fuqua Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
120 |(I-45 @ Monroe Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
121 (I-45 @ Monroe Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
122 Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk/Turning Radii-SE/SW
I-610 @ Broadway Safety Improvements Corner
123 1-610 @ Calais Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk
124 |I-6710 @ Crestmont Safety Improvements Safety-Enhanced Crosswalk
125 [I-610 @ Cullen Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk
126 1-610 @ Long Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk
127 [1-610 @ Martin Luther King Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps. Enhanced Crosswalk
130 |I-6710 @ Scott Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk
131 |I-610 @ Telephone Safety Improvements Safety-Sidewalk
133 |I-6710 @ Woodridge Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk
134 SH-288 @ Airport Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk
185 SH-288 @ Almeda Genoa Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk
136 |SH-288 @ Bellfort Safety Improvements Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk
138

SH-288 NB @ Reed

Safety Improvements

Safety- ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

16,9

Houston-Galveston
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INTERSECTION NAME

IMPROVEMENT TYPE COMMENT

Airport @ Cullen

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk/Trailhead Connection

Airport @ Hansen

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

Airport @ Martin Luther King

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-Enhanced
Crosswalk/Trailhead

Airport @ Mosley

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

Airport @ Rosehaven

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

10

Airport @ Ruthby

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

12

Airport @ Scott

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Trailhead
Connection/Safety-ADA Ramps

14

Almeda Genoa @ Clearwood

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Croswalk

16

Almeda Genoa @ Easthaven

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

21

Almeda Genoa @ Mykawa

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk/NE Curb Radius

25

Almeda Genoa @ Telephone

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Sidewalk

26

Almeda Genoa @ Telephone

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Sidewalk, Enhanced Crosswalk

27

Arizona @ Howard

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk

28

Beamer @ Fuqua

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety- Enhanced
Crosswalk

30

Bellfort @ Crestmont

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-Enhanced
Crosswalk

32

Bellfort @ Cullen Blvd

Span Wire to Mast Arm

34

Bellfort @ Glenloch

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-Enhanced
Crosswalk, Sidewalk

39

Bellfort @ Nunn

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhnaced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

42

Bellfort @ Southbank

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-Enhanced
Crosswalk

43

Bellfort @ Telephone

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk

46

Blackhawk @ Fuqua

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk

47

Brace @ Telephone

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety- Enhanced
Crosswalk

49

Brisbane @ Telephone

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

51

Broadway @ Hartford

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

56

Chaffin @ Long

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk/Remove Left Turn
Lane

58

Cullen @ Kennedy Heights

Span Wire to Mast Arm

59

Cullen @ Orem

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Offset Intersection

62

Cullen @ South Acres

Span Wire to Mast Arm
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65

Dillon @ Telephone

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

66

Dixie @ Reveille

Span Wire to Mast Arm/safety-ADA Ramps

71

Fairway @ Telephone

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

74

Fuqua @ Kingspoint

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

76

Fuqua @ Sabo

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk

7

Fuqua @ Telephone

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Sidewalk

80

Howard @ Winkler

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

81

Joplin @ Reville

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps

82

Long @ Telephone

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Remove Center
Median/Safety-ADA Ramps, Enhanced Crosswalk

84

Martin Luther King @ Reed

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk

86

Martin Luther King @ South Acres

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk

92

Park Place @ Reveille

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps

97

Reed @ Rosehaven

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

98

Reed @ Scott

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-Enhanced
Crosswalk

100

Reveille @ Thurow

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps

104

SH-3 @ Central

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

106

SH-3 @ Park Place

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk, Sidewalk

107

Telephone @ King's Row

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Sidewalk

108

Telephone @ West Over

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps

128

1-670 @ Mykawa

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Eastbound Curb Radius

129

1-610 @ Scott

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk

132

1-670 @ Wayside

Span Wire to Mast Arm/Safety-ADA Ramps,
Enhanced Crosswalk

99

Reveille @ Telephone

Bellfort Station Study/T Intersection/Trailhead

17

-45 @ Broadway

TxDOT Intersection Study- ADA Ramps/Enahnced
Crosswalk
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