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1.0 Introduction
The Mobile Area Transportation Study (MATS) covers an area substantially larger than the City
of Mobile, but smaller than Mobile County. The study area measures approximately 44 miles
north to south and 26 miles east to west; the boundaries are shown on Figure 1-2 and can be
generally described as Salco Road and Walter Moore Road to the north, Mobile River (and
Spanish River) to the east, Bayou La Batre to the south, and Big Creek Lake and Grand Bay to
the west. This area includes all of the Mobile urban area as defined by the U. S. Department of
Commerce and also includes all contiguous portions of Mobile County which are expected to be
urbanized by the year 2045, the time frame of this study.
Development of the Mobile Area Transportation Study (MATS) 2045 Long Range
Transportation Plan began in 2016 under the guidance of the Mobile Urban Area Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO). The study was conducted by the South Alabama Regional
Planning Commission with the assistance of the Alabama Department of Transportation, the
Mobile County Engineering Department, the WAVE Transit System, and the City of Mobile
Transportation, Planning, and Engineering Departments. Funding has been provided by the
Federal Highway Administration and the Federal Transit Administration, by the Mobile County
Commission, and by the cities of Mobile, Prichard, Chickasaw, Saraland, Satsuma, Creola, Bayou
La Batre and Semmes.

The Envision 2045 Transportation Plan is multi-modal in scope, encompassing long-range plans
for highway, public transportation, and bicycle and pedestrian networks. Regional growth,
economic development, and accessibility within the study area along with environmental
concerns necessitate that the long-range plan addresses not only improved vehicular travel but
also improvements to alternative modes. Preservation of the existing transportation system
coupled with enhancement of all modal choices will contribute to the improvement of the overall
quality of life in the region.
The MPO's objective was to identify, to the maximum extent feasible, the multi-modal
transportation improvements which will be needed in the Mobile urban area between now and
the year 2045 in order to maintain an acceptable level of mobility. Wherever possible, these needs
were quantified in terms of dollar costs and prioritized based on the availability of funding, the
impact of the proposed improvement, and anticipated development patterns and timing. The
Envision 2045 Transportation Plan as detailed herein is not proposed as a rigid, inflexible
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The document is an amendment to a process and document called the Envision 2045 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP), that was adopted April 22nd, 2020. This amendment pertains
specifically to the I-10 Mobile River Bridge as depicted in Figure 1.1. When the LRTP was
adopted in 2020, the I-10 Mobile River Bridge did not have a commitment of funding and was a
considered a Visionary Project. Since that time, the Alabama of Department of Transportation
(ALDOT) has dedicated a funding scenario to the I-10 Mobile River Bridge project. The scenario,
as agreed by both the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore
Metropolitan Planning Organization involves phasing the project with the first phase being a
bridge span to be constructed across the Mobile River and restriping of the Bayway from two
lanes in each direction, to three lanes. Phase Two will be a westbound cable-stay bridge and highlevel approaches including West Tunnel Interchange improvements, and Phase Three will be the
I-10 Bayway and East Tunnel Interchange Replacement.

Page AMEND-2

Figure 1- 1
I-10 Mobile Bridge and Bayway Corridor

blueprint, but rather is intended to guide decision-makers' actions within a regional context and
thus maintain system coordination across the various political boundaries which divide the
MATS area.
The recommendations contained in the main report for highway and transit projects address only
major needs of regional importance which will add significant capacity to the transportation
system; the proposals should be regarded as general only and do not represent specific alignments
or locations. Many projects not included in the LRTP will doubtless be constructed by developers
or implemented by local governments between now and the year 2045; conversely, some of the
projects described in this report may never be constructed. Prior to construction, specific studies
will be conducted for each project to determine environmental, social, and economic impacts.
For those determined to be in the best interest of the public, studies will be completed to finalize
engineering details, including specific location and any necessary rights-of-way. Further, the
recommendations made in this report will be reviewed and updated periodically in future years
as changing social, economic, physical or technological conditions warrant, and the appropriate
changes as then determined will be incorporated in new, updated plans.

1.1 Amendment of the Envision 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan
This document serves as an amendment to the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization’s
Envision 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). The Envision 2045 LRTP was adopted
April 22, 2020, yet excluded a needed project to add capacity across the Mobile River. The
deficiency of the capacity supplied by the I-10 Bayway and Wallace Tunnels has been noted since
the first feasibility study was commissioned by the Mobile MPO in 1996. The I-10 Mobile River
Bridge has been included in the past several LRTPs as developed by the Mobile MPO. However,
due to opposition to a proposed tolling scenario, the project was excluded from the Mobile MPO’s
April 22, 2020 adopted LRTP. It should be noted that because an agreed funding scenario could
not be reached between the two South Alabama MPOs and ALDOT, the Eastern Shore MPO did
not have the I-10 Mobile River Bridge Project in its adopted 2045 LRTP.

•

•
•

Phase 1-($675 Million)– I-10 Mobile River Bridge (Eastbound Main Span and high-level
approaches) from Exit 24 (Broad Street) to the Mobile County Line and restriping of the
I-10 Bayway to Exit 35*
o PE (100073594)
Mobile County
$44,500,000
o CN (100073596)
Mobile County
$665,000,000
Phase 2-($500 Million)– I-10 Mobile River Bridge (Westbound Main Span and high-level
approaches) including West Tunnel Interchange improvements
Phase 3-($1.2 Billion)– I-10 Bayway Replacement including East Tunnel, Mid-Bay and
US-90/98 Interchange Replacement

* Costs for the mitigation commitments are included in the PE and CN costs for the Project except
for the Cochrane-Africatown Bike and Ped Path (100070108/100070109) and Causeway Access
Project (100070136/100070137) which will be let separately.
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Since that time, a funding scenario has been developed to build the I-10 Mobile River Bridge in
phases. The proposed phases are:

Source: Mobile MPO
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Figure 1- 2
MATS Study Area

This scenario has been proposed by both the Eastern Shore MPO and the Mobile MPO with little
opposition. This amendment to the Envision 2045 LRTP is Phase One proposed bridge over the
Mobile River, with the restriping of the Bayway to three lanes east of the new bridge convergence,
to be paid for by tolling. ALDOT is committed to all previous environmental mitigation
commitments from the approved FEIS/ROD and will work with FHWA to address what
commitments will need to be part of the phase 1 project as well as update studies to determine
any changes in impacts due to the phasing.
On March 22nd, 2021, both the Mobile MPO and the Eastern Shore MPO had a combined press
release at Five Rivers, revealing the phased plan.
1.1.1

Background

The highway element in this amendment, is detailed and includes specific facility data. Some of
the resulting metrics have changed due to changes in traffic flow caused by the tolling of the I10 Mobile River Bridge Phase One. The costs associated with this amendment have not been
updated for the existing LRTP projects, with the exception of Phase One of the I-10 Mobile River
Bridge.
Chapter 3 of this amendment details Title VI and ensures that there are no significant disparaging
travel times to low income and minority populations as a result of federally funded transportation
projects. In order to quantitatively assess and analyze federal investments in the regional
transportation plan and to ensure that low-income and minority groups receive a proportionate
share of benefits, measures have been developed and applied to evaluate the long range
transportation plan’s impact. ALDOT will study the effects of phasing the Project on low-income
and minority groups and make updates to the environmental documentation and mitigation
measures if necessary. Additional Environmental Justice outreach will be required, and all
Environmental Justice mitigation measures shown in the FEIS/ROD will be implemented
regardless of the anticipated lesser impacts of Phase 1.
The bicycle and pedestrian element is primarily policy oriented, but also includes cost estimates
for recommended projects and details an outlined plan for the bicycle facilities as it pertains to
the I-10 Mobile River Bridge Project.

The funding scenario for the Highway Element of the Envision 2045 Long Range Plan is based
on the MPO’s dedicated funding, plus the projects ALDOT will fund over the next 25 years. The
Mobile MPO receives $8,053,433 of federal funds based on federal formula, and funded by the
current federal transportation funding legislation, FAST ACT. These annual funds require a 20
percent match which totals an annual programmable amount of $10,066,791. As shown in Table
1.2.1, with carryover from previous years and projecting the annual programmable amount by 1
percent each year for 25 years, totals $345,012,388; $276,009,910 of that being federal funds.
The matches for the State’s federal funds vary between 20 percent and 10 percent based on which
funding program is used.
In addition to Mobile’s dedicated funding, ALDOT has projected $238,520,230 to go to
additional capacity projects, $321,045,791 for operations/maintenance, and $100,040,422 for
transit projects over the next 25 years. These additional programs are to be used for projects
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1.2 Funding Scenario of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge

developed or approved by ALDOT. The matches for the State’s federal funds vary between 20
percent and 10 percent based on which funding program is used.
Table 1-1
Estimated Federal Funding Forecasts FY2019 thru FY2045

Source: Mobile MPO

In the adopted Envision 2045 LRTP (April 22, 2020), funding for the I-10 Mobile River Bridge
project had not been determined and could not be included in the fiscally constrained plan.
However, the bridge is a priority for the State of Alabama and it was agreed by ALDOT, the
Mobile MPO and the Eastern Shore MPO that Phase One of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge needed
to be included in the fiscally constrained Envision 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan.
Because the State of Alabama’s annual apportionment of federal transportation funds for the
entire state $840,273,572 (FY2020) is just under a third of what the overall I-10 Mobile River
Bridge project would cost, phasing and creative financing must be exercised. This is to include
phasing of the project into three exclusively functional phases. Phase 1 of the project is a four
lane bridge (one span) from Exit 24(Broad Street) to Mobile County line with the restriping of
the existing I-10 Bayway (from two lanes to three lanes each direction) from the bridge to US 98
in Daphne. Other improvements in Baldwin County connecting to this Phase One are not part of
the Mobile LRTP, and may be included in the LRTP of the Eastern Shore MPO. The current
estimated construction cost for portion of the project located in Mobile County is $665,000,000,
and the Baldwin County portion is $10,000,000 for a total phase one cost of $675,000,000; see
Table 1-2. The $44,500,000 for Preliminary Engineering will be State funded.
Table 1-2
Estimated Funding for I-10 Mobile River Bridge Phase One

Source
Federal INFRA Grant
State Subsidy (non-federal)
TIFIA Loan/Bonds to be repaid with toll revenue*
Total

Source: Mobile MPO
*The Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (TIFIA) may not be the exclusive low interest federal loan. Project is open to
other potential federal loans, grants, funding programs as available.

Phase One of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Project will be financed by state funding,
a $125 million federal grant, and loans and bonds to be paid back with toll revenue. ALDOT has
preliminarily considered various toll schemes including a toll on only large trucks, tolls on large
trucks required to use the bridge along with a toll on other vehicles that choose to use it, as well
as other combinations. For all scenarios considered, the truck toll would be less than half of the
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Amount
$125M
$250M
$300M
$675M

charge in the previous plan and the base fee on other vehicles would be no more than $2. In
addition, for the scenarios to be studied, existing routes across the River and Bay will remain tollfree for passenger cars. ALDOT will perform more in-depth studies on the toll scenarios to
examine the impacts on the travelling public, traffic distribution, and how quickly loans can be
paid back. ALDOT will present the final toll plan or toll plan options at future public meetings
and to the MPO.
The funding for Phase One of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge is not included in Table 1.2.1 because
it will not be funded with any regular apportioned federal funding the State of Alabama receives.
The bridge will be funded with $250 million state funds (non-federal), a $125 million INFRA
grant (awarded competitive federal funds), and $300 million from loans through the
Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (TIFIA) and bonds to paid for by toll
revenue.
Funding for Phase Two to construct a second span over the Mobile River with improvements to
the west entrance to the Wallace Tunnels will include State and Federal funds, as well as
continuing the toll plan for the two spans across Mobile River. The estimated current cost of
Phase Two is $500 million.
Funding for Phase Three for the replacement of the I-10 Bayway and East Tunnel Interchange
from Exit 27 to the Mobile County Line will include State and Federal funds. The I-10 Bayway
replacement project consists of constructing a new six lane bridge that will be well above the 100
year flood elevation to meet the 2008 AASHTO guideline, and will continue into Baldwin County
and include interchange improvements to Mid-Bay and the US-90/98 Interchange. Tolling will
be required to fund this project and is beyond the scope of this 25 year Long Range Transportation
Plan. The estimated cost of Phase Three is $1.2 billion.
The funding scenario for the Highway Element of the Envision 2045 Long Range Transportation
Plan, is based on the MPO’s projected revenue at 2020 levels, plus the projects ALDOT will fund
over the next 25 years. ALDOT has stated that because of funding shortfalls, there is limited
funding for capacity projects throughout the State of Alabama each year. The I-10 Mobile River
Bridge and Bayway, the three additional capacity projects, and two interchange projects are to be
included in the Envision 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan as the ALDOT’s funded portion
of federal funds. Based on these assumptions, and as detailed in Table 1-3, the MATS Study
Area can expect to receive $843,178,619 of ALDOT funded projects over the next 25 years. The
match for the State’s federal funds vary between 20 percent and 10 percent based on which
funding program is used.

ALDOT Funded Projects

Phase

Funding

SR 158 Extension from Schillinger Rd to Study Area Boundary* UT,CN

$96,067,000

US 90 from McDonald Rd to Swedetown Rd*

PE,ROW,UT,CN

$15,470,000

I-10 From Carol Plantation to McDonald Rd*

UT,CN

$33,442,000

I-10 from SR-188 to McDonald Rd*

PE,CN

$54,070,000
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Table 1-3
Estimated Funding FF-2019 thru FY-2045

I-10 Mobile River Bridge (Mobile Urban Area Only)

PE,CN

$709,500,000

Shared Use Path on Baybridge Rd

PE,CN

$7,070,000

TOTAL ALDOT FUNDED

$915,619,000

MPO Attributable Funding $8,582,049(fed)
Annual Allocation (plus match) $10,727,561(total) X 25 years**
TOTAL 25 YEAR PROJECTED FUNDING***

$345,012,388
$1,260,631,388

*Total cost estimates from adopted Envision 2045 LRTP (April 22, 2020)
**compounded 1% increase per year accounted for as detailed in adopted Envision 2045 LRTP (April 22, 2020)
*** Excludes Maintenance and Operations, Local, and Other from Table 2-4 Recommended Highway Projects, 2015-2045
Source: Mobile MPO

1.3 Capacity
Section 2.0 Highway Facilities of this document outlines the updated capacities of the projects
of the 2045 network, including the I-10 Mobile River Bridge. The Mobile MPO uses the travel
demand forecasting software by Citilabs, Cube Voyager. The Alabama Department of
Transportation purchased this software for all MPOs in the State of Alabama and the Mobile
MPO is required to use this software. The Voyager software is an integral role in determining
travel patterns within the next 25 years. The model is validated to current traffic counts and
specific federal parameters (please see Appendix A of the April 22, 2020 LRTP) to base year
conditions. The socio-economic data is forecasted to year 2045 and the model is run using future
year data, resulting in estimated future volumes for the entire network. From this future network,
all Alternatives are tested for network performance. For the purpose of this Amendment of the
LRTP, the socio-economic data has not been updated. The data is presented in detail in Section
4.0 Highway Facilities of the April 22, 2020 LRTP.

In order to quantitatively assess and analyze federal investments in the Envision 2045 LRTP, and
to ensure that low-income and minority groups receive a proportionate share of benefits,
measures have been developed and applied to evaluate the long range transportation plan’s
impact. Chapter Two of the Envision 2045 LRTP (adopted April 22, 2020), details the extensive
methodology used. As modeled in the Mobile MPO’s travel demand forecast model, there are no
disparaging effects on travel time for the low income and minority populations to trip attractors
(education, hospitals, retail) as a result of the projects of the of the Envision 2045 LRTP and this
Amendment.

1.5 Bicycle Pedestrian
The previous Long Range Transportation Plan adopted in March of 2015, recommended and
supported a bicycle pedestrian facility that would cross the Mobile River. The resolution of
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1.4 Title VI

support dated June 5th of 2013, expressed support for bicycle/pedestrian facilities to be included
into the design and construction of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge, and if it is determined that
bicycle/pedestrian facilities are not to be included in the I-10 Mobile River Bridge design, the
MATS Metropolitan Planning Organization expressed support for any available mitigation
measures during preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the I-10 Mobile
River Bridge. ALDOT has shown commitment to providing a facility that crosses the Mobile
River. ALDOT has committed to providing a bicycle and pedestrian shared use path from the I165 southbound on-ramp at Africatown Boulevard to the Cochrane-Africatown USA Bridge.
ALDOT will retrofit the Cochrane-Africatown USA Bridge to provide two protected bicycle and
pedestrian lanes (one on each side of the bridge). ALDOT proposes to provide a shared use path
on the south side of Africatown Boulevard and a sidewalk on the north side of Africatown
Boulevard with crosswalks at appropriate locations. More detailed studies, design, and
coordination with the local community will be required to finalize the details of the bicycle and
pedestrian facilities along this route. The length of this proposed bike/ped corridor is
approximately 2.6 miles. The estimated total cost for this path is approximately $8.5
million. This facility will be constructed under a separate project (PE 100070108 & CN
100070109) using Federal and/or state funds and will be completed within the same timeframe
as the completion of Phase 1 of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway project. This is
detailed in Section 4.0 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities of this amendment.

1.6 Performance Measures
With the passage of the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) and
following with the Fixing America’s Transportation (FAST) Act in December of 2015, the United
States Department of Transportation has elected to move towards a performance-based planning
process. This process refers to the application of performance management principles to achieve
desired outcomes for transportation facilities.

In Alabama, the performance based planning process manifests itself in several forms. 23 CFR
Part 490 requires MPOs to develop performance targets related to safety, pavement condition,
bridge condition, highway reliability, freight movement, traffic congestion, and emissions
reduction. 49 CFR Part 625 requires the same for transit asset management. Separately, the
FAST Act recommends that performance-based planning be worked into documents such as the
Transportation Asset Management Plan (TAMP), Transit Asset Management Plan (TAM),
Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP), Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP),
Statewide Freight Plan, Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Performance Plan, and
the Congestion Management Plan.
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In compliance with the Joint Planning Rule from FWHA (23 CFR 450 and 771) and FTA (49
CFR 613), under the MAP-21 and the FAST Act, State Departments of Transportation (DOTs)
and Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) are to implement a performance-based
approach to planning and programming activities. This includes setting data-driven performance
targets for transportation performance measures. This approach supports the national goals for
the federal-aid highway and public transportation programs. The seven goals are as follows: 1)
Improving Safety, 2) Maintaining an Infrastructure Asset System in a State of Good Repair, 3)
Reducing Traffic Congestion, 4) Improving the Efficiency of the Surface System, 5) Freight
Movement and Economic Vitality, 6) Protecting the Environment, and 7) Reducing Project
Delivery Delays.

In accordance with 23 CFR § 450.306, the metropolitan transportation planning process shall
provide for the establishment and use of a performance-based approach to transportation decision
making to support the national goals described in 23 U.S.C. 150(b) and the general purposes
described in 49 U.S.C. 5301(c). The Safety Performance Measures (PM1), Bridge/Pavement
Measures (PM2), the System Performance Measures (PM3), and the FTA’s Transit Asset
Management (TAM) Targets have been adopted by ALDOT and the MPOs. Some targets are
required to be set on an annual basis while others are set on two (2)-year and four (4)-year cycles.
ALDOT and the MPOs, along with the Transit Providers, have a cooperative agreement in place
to coordinate the development of the targets, the sharing of information related to the
transportation performance measures, selection of targets, and reporting requirements.
ALDOT and all MPOs in the State of Alabama chose to adopt the State of Alabama’s
Performance Measures and Targets, rather than each MPO have their own. Performance
Measures and Targets are required to be revised and updated as plans are amended and revised;
Table 1.6.1 details the Performance Measures and Targets as adopted by the Mobile MPO on
March 10th, 2021.
Table 1-4
Adopted Performance Measures and Targets

Category

Safety
(PM1)

Transit
(TAM)

Performance Measure
Number of Fatalities
Rate of Fatalities

Performance Target
961 (2021)
1.36 (2021)

Number of Injuries
Rate of Serious Injuries

6,595
(2020)
Per 100
million VMT traveled
12.080 (2019)

Number of Non-Motorized Fatalities & Injuries
% of Revenue Vehicles that Exceeded ULB*
% of non-Revenue Vehicles that Exceeded ULB*
% of Facilities with Condition Rating < 3.0

366 100
Per
(2021)
million VMT traveled
Reduce by 5% (2021)
Reduce by 10% (2021)
No more than 20% rated < 3.0 (2021)

% Pavement in Good Condition (Interstate)

Not Applicable (2-Year) Greater than 50%
(4-Year) (2022)

% Pavement in Poor Condition (Interstate)

Not Applicable (2-Year) Less than 5% (4Year) (2022)
Greater than 40% (2-Year) (2022)

% Pavement in Good Condition (non-Interstate)

% Pavement in Poor Condition (non-Interstate)
% NHS Bridges in Good Condition

Less than 5% (2-Year) (2022) Less than 5%
(4-Year) (2022)
No less than 27% (2-Year) (2022)
No less than 27% (4-Year) (2022)

% NHS Bridges in Poor Condition

No greater than 3% (2-Year) (2022)
No greater than 3% (4-Year) (2022)

Assets
(PM2)

Reliable Person Miles on the Interstate
Reliable Person Miles on the non-Interstate NHS

92% (4-Year) (2022)
90% (4-Year) (2022)
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Greater than 40% (4-Year) (2022)

System
Perform.

Truck Travel Time Reliability
Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay
Percent of Non-SOV
Total Emissions Reduction

1.3 (4-Year) (2022)
Not Applicable
Not Applicable
Not Applicable

(PM3)
Source: Mobile MPO

1.7 Public Involvement
Public involvement is crucial for the Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Project. A press release
concerning a public meeting and public comment period on the draft amendment to Envision
2045 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) to include Phase One of the Mobile River Bridge
and Bayway Project was executed on April 28th, 2021. The public meeting was held on May 12th,
2021 at the ALDOT South West Region Training Building and attended by almost 50 people (17
citizens, and 26 ALDOT, MPO, media, or consultant). The meeting was advertised as a public
meeting, not a public hearing, in local media through legal notices, public service announcements,
on social media, and the Mobile MPO website. The voting members of the Mobile MPO were
not present to “hear” the concerns of the citizens; rather, written comments were documented and
presented to the MPO members to review prior to voting. All comments received prior to the
May 26th deadline are included in Appendix A of this amendment and summarized below.
Phase one of the Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Project will continue to have public
involvement. ALDOT will host future public meetings that will focus on the funding, design
elements and additional environmental studies as a result of the phasing concept. Further, if
additional federal funding becomes available, those funds will require MPO approval and
advertised as such.

Some of the comments were concerning the impacts to Africatown and the potential of a truck
divergence from the toll. Although, offering a new bridge over Mobile River would create a
reduction of trucks carrying hazardous cargo on Africatown Blvd as hazardous cargo would no
longer be signed to be routed through Africatown. This will be further considered in the
Preliminary Engineering (PE) and more public comment opportunity will be offered as the project
moves forward. Further of note, educational information was provided as comment for
information on, and history of, Africatown in the form of a National Geographic article and peer
review of Houston that is included Appendix A.
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1.7.1 Summary of Comments
All of the comments that were collected prior to the deadline of May 26th, 2021 can be found in
Appendix A of this document. There are numerous comments “for” the project, and numerous
comments “against” the project. It needs to be noted that the comments in Appendix A are not
sorted by any classification. However, most of the “against” comments are not necessarily
against the bridge per se, yet against any toll or the striping to the Bayway for safety concerns.
Some of the comments presented alternative ideas to the project proposed in this amendment.

Several organizations and companies representing all members of their organization provided
comment. These comments can be found in Appendix A, and are included as one comment in the
summary of all comments received before the May 26th deadline in Table 1-5.
The organizations that are in favor of the project as proposed are: the Mobile Area Chamber of
Commerce, Baldwin County Chamber Coalition, Build the I-10 River Bridge Coalition, Coastal
Alabama Partnership, Alabama State Port Authority, Board of Directors of Partners for
Environmental Progress, Alabama Coasting; Community Bank, Page & Jones, Inc., FAL Mobile,
Airbus Americas, Inc., Autry Greer & Sons, Inc..
Organizations opposing the project are Africatown~C.H.E.S.S, and Mr. Ramsey Sprague
representing Mobile Environmental Justice Action Coalition, Environmental and Climate Justice
Committee of the Mobile NAACP, Yorktown Missionary Baptist Church, Union Missionary
Baptist Church, the Center for Fair Housing, the Mobile County Training High School Alumni
Association, the Mobile Branch NAACP, the Sierra Club’s Mobile Bay Group opposes the
project.
Coastal Economics, LLC has concerns regarding safety and congestion, and the Alabama
Trucking Association, Bay Lines, Inc., Wright Transportation, Inc. Blair Logistics LLC, Watkins
Trucking Co. Inc., Billy Barnes Enterprises, Inc., Birmingham Freightliner, Baldwin Transfer
Co. Inc. have concerns of the prescribed truck tolling scenarios.
No comments were received concerning US 45 and West Lee Street being added to the list of
Visionary Projects.
Table 1-5
Summary of Public Comments

Alternate:

Other:

150
153
Against Toll
Against/Safety/Congestion
Completely Against
39
For
Against

111
20
22
30
9

13

Source: Mobile MPO

2.0 Highway Facilities
For the purpose of this amendment, the truck toll scenario (large trucks tolled $15 to use the new
bridge and prohibited from using the Wallace Tunnels) was used to model the traffic growth.
Should another toll plan be chosen, the model will be updated accordingly. The future
infrastructure needs of an area are largely determined by its growth and the subsequent demand
placed on a limited supply of any given commodity - in this case transportation system capacity.
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For the project:
Against the project:

The extent of future transportation needs depends on the number and length of trips made on
an average day. These future volume demands are determined through the MPO’s
travel demand forecast model, and discussed in detail in t he April 22, 2020 adopted
Envision 2045 LRTP. Trip characteristics are primarily determined by an area's population,
housing, and employment densities and the spatial orientation of its residential and commercial
or industrial areas. The year 2045 volumes projected crossing the Mobile Bay remains
relatively unchanged; the demand for travel remains and is constant. This section of the
amendment details the differences, system wide, that Phase One of the I-10 Mobile River
Bridge and Bayway Project may have in terms of paths and Vehicle Miles Traveled
(VMT).
Regardless of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge, by year 2045, it is estimated that the MATS area
will have over 163,000 households and over 238,000 employees. This is a significant increase
compared to over 150,000 households and over 157,000 employees in year 2015. Table 2-1
below graphically illustrates the anticipated growth in the MATS area between 2015 and 2045,
including the significant growth in internal automobile and truck trips. The population is expected
to increase about 9 percent and housing and employment by 9 percent and 52 percent, respectively.
In percentage terms, the resulting increase in external trips is substantially higher than the
increase in internal trips. As shown in Table 2-1, by year 2045, internal vehicle trips are projected
to increase by 9 percent, but external trips are projected to increase by 52 percent. The largest
increase in external traffic demand within the study area, by a large margin, will be in the
Interstate 10 corridor. A trip is any vehicular movement between an origin and a destination. An
internal trip is any trip solely within the study area.
Table 2-1
MATS Socio-Economic and Travel Data Summary 2015 and 2045

2015

2045

Population

387,615

422,500

9%

Households

150,540

163,656

9%

Employment

157,100

238,452

52%

1,122,959

1,229,504

9%

Internal Vehicle-Trips

Increase

Persons per HH

2.58

2.58

Employees per HH

1.04

1.46

Employees per Person

0.41

0.56

Vehicle-Trips per HH

7.46

7.51

Vehicle-Trips per Pers.

2.89

2.91

(Mobile MPO Based on US Census and Datastory Data)

Table 2-2 quantifies the projected growth in area-wide vehicle-trips per day between 2015
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Calculated Data

and 2045 and illustrates the impact on the area's street and highway system. When the projected
growth of internal trips is combined with external trips and truck trips, the total increase is
forecast at 17 percent over the 30 year period. Growth is going to happen regardless of the
I-10 Mobile River Bridge. Table 2-3 details the number of lane miles between 2015 and 2045.
In Table 2-3 the impact of this growth on the Existing and Committed system (E+C, or the
roads now open to traffic plus those currently under construction or contract) would be
intolerable by today's traffic service standards.
Table 2-2
Mobile Area Transportation Study Trip Purpose Comparisons (2015 and 2045E+C, Local streets are not included)

Vehicle-Trips/Day

2015

2045E+C %Increase

Home-Based Work

123,500

135,250

Home-Based Other

572,700

627,000

Non-Home Based

426,700

467,200

24,750

32,400

1,147,650

1,261,850

165,400

252,200

Through

29,700

44,400

Through Trucks

12,100

18,900

1,354,850

1,582,250

Trucks
Total Internal
Internal-External

Total

10%

17%

Source: Mobile MPO

The street miles operating at unacceptable, overcrowded conditions (level-of-service E or F)
would increase from 2015's 96.2 miles to 128.6 miles in 2045. Further, operating conditions
throughout the network would badly deteriorate with system-wide capacity utilization of
67.1 percent in 2045 as compared to the 57.7 percent utilized today. The ultimate result of this
growth and accompanying congestion will be a need for additional highway capacity throughout
the MATS planning area, with the need being most acute west of I-65. After evaluating
numerous alternative systems and individual projects, SARPC has recommended a 2045
Highway Plan to the MPO members for their concurrence; the plan was adopted on April 22,
2020. Table 2-3 includes the 2045 operating conditions after implementation of this recommended
plan as adopted without the truck toll, and with the truck toll. An obvious conclusion can be made
that a truck toll on Interstate 10 with an un-tolled option on US90 will put a strain on the capacity
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Table 2-3 details the comparison of the Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). The projected 2045
volumes at the cordon (Mobile County Line) did not have any notable changes between the tolled
network and the original, non-tolled, network. US 90 (the Causeway) saw a large increase in the
projected volume in the tolled network because of the cost incurred on the first phase of the first
phase of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge. A shift in external truck volumes from the Bayway to the
Causeway can be expected due to a toll. The comparison of a non-tolled network and a tolled
network has a slight variation in VMT due to the slightly varied external volume changes at the
cordon.

of I-65, the Cochrane-Africatown Bridge, and the US 90 Causeway. I-165 has sufficient capacity.
The system wide Level of Service (LOS) for principal arterials deteriorates slightly as shown in
Table 2-3. The number of miles of principal arterials operating at over LOS D went from 29.6 to
31.5. Interstates on the other hand went from 16.0 to 37.1.
Table 2-3 shows capacity utilization is higher in the future year than the 2015 base year (57.7
percent) because of the strain on the system produced by the new demand. The capacity
utilization in 2045 is expected to be at 67.1 percent and road miles at (LOS) E or F are expected
to be significantly higher in 2045 than 2015; about 129 miles in 2045 versus 96 miles in
2015. The main reason for this is the anticipated interstate growth.
As depicted in Figure 2-1 (2045 Existing and Committed Volume to Capacity), there are over
196 miles of roadway that are operating at a LOS F (red). This is what the projects of the
recommended 2045 plan try to alleviate, reducing the number of miles of roadway operating at
a LOS F to below 150.0 miles of roadway. The projects of the recommended plan are the best
possible scenario for use of federal funds to reduce the number of miles of roadway operating at
LOS F. The ultimate result of this growth and accompanying congestion will be a need for
additional highway capacity throughout the MATS planning area, with the need being obvious
west of Interstate 65. As explained in the appendices of this report, a threshold daily traffic level
can be established suggesting the likelihood of capacity-related problems (LOS F) during some
part of the day but generally not all day.
Figure 2-2 illustrates the projects included in the 2045 Highway Plan and Table 2-4 describes the
projects. The plan is based on both new construction and improvements to existing roads. Slightly
more than 43 lane-miles of additional roadway would be constructed, with about 5.6 miles
of new roadway (McFarland Road and I-10 Mobile River Bridge in the Mobile Urban Area).
A lthough no other additional capacity is identified, there are three improvements to existing
interchanges; Celeste Road on I-65, and US 43 and I-65.
Table 2-3
Mobile Area Transportation Study System Comparisons (2015 and 2045, Local Streets are not included)

2045 E+C

2045 PLAN

Lane-Mi

Mi

Lane-Mi

Mi

Lane-Mi

Mi

Freeway/Expressway

302.8

58.1

302.8

58.1

324.1

60.4

Principal Arterials

553.4

153.2

575.1

156.6

592.0

156.6

Minor Arterials

582.2

226.9

591.0

230.2

645.2

232.6

Collectors

457.3

214.8

457.3

214.8

470.9

217.9

Total

1895.7

653.1

1926.3

659.7

2032.3

667.5

VMT

Mi/day

% of Tot

Mi/day

% of Tot

Mi/day

% of Tot

Freeway/Expressway

3,430,200

35%

4,217,077

34%

4,334,076

35%
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2015

Principal Arterials

3,101,598

31%

3,935,702

32%

3,848,288

31%

Minor Arterials

2,413,442

24%

2,954,158

24%

2,991,305

24%

Collectors

1,014,875

10%

1,302,663

10%

1,271,463

10%

Total

9,923,751

Level Of Service

Mi /LOS F

12,409,599
Cap Used

Mi /LOS F

12,455,132
Cap Used

Mi /LOS F

Cap Used

Freeway/Expressway

16.0

75.4%

55.3

92.7%

37.1

88.3%

Principal Arterials

29.6

61.0%

49.2

74.6%

31.5

70.9%

Minor Arterials

39.5

53.1%

68.2

64.7%

40.1

59.1%

Collectors

11.1

32.8%

23.5

42.7%

19.9

40.4%

Total

96.2

57.7%

196.2

71.1%

128.6

67.1%
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Source: Mobile MPO

(Mobile MPO)
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Figure 2-1
2045 Existing and Committed Volume to Capacity

Source: Mobile MPO
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Figure 2-2
MATS 2045 Highway Plan

Table 2-4 Recommended Highway Projects, 2015-2045

MAP#.

ROAD

FROM

TO

DIS

2015
LANE

2045
LANE

2015
VOLUME

2045
VOLUME

PRIORITY

$9.90

Airport Blvd

Snow Rd

Eliza Jordan Rd

1.2

2

4

14,000

28,500

1

$1.00

Airport Blvd

Snow Rd

Eliza Jordan Rd

1.2

2

4

14,000

28,550

1

RW

$1.50

Airport Blvd

Snow Rd

Eliza Jordan Rd

1.2

2

4

14,000

28,550

1

MPO

CN

$16.6

Celeste Rd

I-65

Forest Ave

2

2

4

15,200

25,800

1

100069500

MPO

UT

$1.00

Celeste Rd

I-65

Forest Ave

2

2

4

15,200

25,800

1

100069499

MPO

RW

$2.00

Celeste Rd

I-65

Forest Ave

2

2

4

15,200

25,800

1

n/a

MPO

ALL

$10.00

Celeste Rd

US 43

I-65

1.2

2

4

13,800

25,800

2

3

n/a

MPO

ALL

9.75

Cody Rd

Airport Blvd

Old Shell Rd

0.4

2

4

13,800

19,200

2

4

100052460

MPO

CN

$7.07

Dauphin Street

Sage Ave

Springhill Mem. Hosp.

1.1

4

6

36,700

38,950

1

100052459

MPO

UT

$0.28

Dauphin Street

Sage Ave

Springhill Mem. Hosp.

1.1

4

6

36,700

38,950

1

100052458

MPO

RW

$0.27

Dauphin Street

Sage Ave

Springhill Mem. Hosp.

1.1

4

6

36,700

38,950

1

100033461

NH

CN

$33.39

I -10

Carol Plantation Rd

McDonald Rd

4.2

4

6

67,500

86,200

1

100064147

NH

PE

$0.32

I -10

Carol Plantation Rd

McDonald Rd

4.2

4

6

67,500

86,200

1

100040267

NH

CN

$53.30

I -10

SR-188

McDonald Road

6.4

4

6

45,750

81,900

1

100056483

NH

PE

0.77

I -10

SR-188

McDonald Road

6.4

4

6

45,750

81,900

1

ATRIPII

ALL

4.74

Industrial Parkway

I-65

Half Way to US-43

0.9

2

4

13,700

24,700

2

1

2

5

6

CPMS#

FUNDS

PHASE

100068535

MPO

CN

100068534

MPO

UT

100068533

MPO

100096501

n/a

COST
(Millions)
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7

8

9

10

11

12

13

100052450

MPO

CN

$4.80

McDonald Road

North of I-10

Old Pascagoula Rd

0.5

2

4

14,200

26,300

1

100052449

MPO

UT

$0.70

McDonald Road

North of I-10

Old Pascagoula Rd

0.5

2

4

14,200

26,300

1

100059791

MPO

CN

$13.10

McFarland Road

Old Pascagoula Rd

Three Notch Rd

3.1

new

2

n/a

18,900

1

100059790

MPO

UT

$2.40

McFarland Road

Old Pascagoula Rd

Three Notch Rd

3.1

new

2

n/a

18,900

1

100059789

MPO

RW

$6.00

McFarland Road

Old Pascagoula Rd

Three Notch Rd

3.1

new

2

n/a

18,900

1

100052602

MPO

CN

$3.38

McGregor Avenue

Dauphin St

Airport Blvd

0.6

2

4

14,900

18,250

1

100052601

MPO

UT

$1.50

McGregor Avenue

Dauphin St

Airport Blvd

0.6

2

4

14,900

18,250

1

n/a

MPO

ALL

$65.00

Snow Rd

Moffett Rd

Tanner William Rd

2.8

2

4

11,000

16,050

2

n/a

MPO

ALL

$34.50

Snow Rd

Tanner William Rd

Airport Blvd

2.8

2

4

10,400

16,400

2

n/a

MPO

ALL

$28.60

Snow Rd

Airport Blvd

Jeff Hamilton Rd

2.8

2

4

7,500

14,050

2

100060155

NH

CN

$13.29

SR 158

Schillinger Rd

Lott Rd

1.6

new

4

n/a

26,300

1

100060482

NH

CN

$18.26

SR 158

Lott Rd

Glenwood Rd

4.1

new

4

n/a

32,300

1

100068084

NH

UT

$13.03

SR 158

Seabury Creek

Bridge

-

new

4

n/a

34,350

1

100060154

NH

CN

$25.16

SR 158

Seabury Creek

Bridge

-

new

4

n/a

34,350

1

100060483

NH

CN

$13.16

SR 158

Seabury Creek

Bridge

-

new

4

n/a

34,350

1

100060484

NH

CN

$13.16

SR 158

Interchange

Lott Rd

-

new

4

n/a

34,350

1

100052464

MPO

CN

$4.50

Three Notch Road

Schillinger Rd

McDonald Rd

1

2

4

12,500

13,700

1

100052463

MPO

UT

$0.45

Three Notch Road

Schillinger Rd

McDonald Rd

1

2

4

12,500

13,700

1

100052462

MPO

RW

$0.91

Three Notch Road

Schillinger Rd

McDonald Rd

1

2

4

12,500

13,700

1

n/a

MPO

ALL

$13.00

Three Notch Road

McDonald Rd

Ben Hamilton Rd

1

2

4

8,900

18,000

2

100041558

NH

CN

10.59

US 90

McDonald Rd

Swedetown Rd

3.7

2

4

9,650

15,800

3

100041557

NH

UT

0.64

US 90

McDonald Rd

Swedetown Rd

3.7

2

4

9,650

15,800

3

100041556

NH

RW

3.55

US 90

McDonald Rd

Swedetown Rd

3.7

2

4

9,650

15,800

3

100041555

NH

PE

0.69

US 90

McDonald Rd

Swedetown Rd

3.7

2

4

9,650

15,800

3
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14

100037215

MPO

CN

$20.81

Zeigler Boulevard

Forest Hill Dr

Athey Rd

3.4

2

4

17,000

31,600

1

100055883

MPO

CN

$5.10

Zeigler Boulevard

Schillinger Rd

Tanner Williams Rd

1.4

2

4

8,000

10,700

1

100055882

MPO

UT

$1.31

Zeigler Boulevard

Schillinger Rd

Tanner Williams Rd

1.4

2

4

8,000

10,700

1

100055881

MPO

RW

$1.88

Zeigler Boulevard

Schillinger Rd

Tanner Williams Rd

1.4

2

4

8,000

10,700

1

MAINTENANCE AND OPERATIONS TYPE PROJECTS (NON CAPACITY)
15

n/a

MPO

ALL

$14.38

Government St

Macy Place

Water St

2.3

n/a

n/a

24,400

30,900

2

16

n/a

MPO

ALL

$34.35

Michigan Avenue

US 90

I-10

2.25

n/a

n/a

7,600

7,000

2

17

n/a

MPO

CMP

$0.63

Government St

Broad St

Bankhead Tunnel

0.8

n/a

n/a

22,730

25,750

1

18

n/a

MPO

CMP

$0.63

Airport Blvd

Hillcrest Rd

Cody Rd

1.15

n/a

n/a

35,000

36,700

1

19

n/a

MPO

CMP

$0.63

University Blvd

Old Shell

USA

0.4

n/a

n/a

29,000

27,100

1

20

n/a

MPO

CMP

$0.63

Moffett Rd

I-65 Service E

I-65 Service W

0.1

n/a

n/a

36,000

30,500

1

n/a

n/a

MPO

CMP

$13.75

Line Item 2024-2045

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

2

21

100069442

NH

CN

$1.10

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

1

100070136

NH

PE

$0.37

Bankhead
(Generator)
Causeway

Spanish Fort

Bankhead Tunnel

7

n/a

n/a

16,600

26,900

1

100070137

NH

CN

$2.71

Causeway

Spanish Fort

Bankhead Tunnel

7

n/a

n/a

16,600

26,900

1

n/a

100060122

STMBM

CN

$0.83

Curb and
Installations

Various Locations

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

1

22

n/a

ATRIPII

ALL

$1.1

AL-188

n/a (Roundabout)

-

n/a

n/a

11,200

14,300

1

Tunnel

Ramps

Irvington Bayou La
Batre Hwy
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23

100073594

State/Fed

PE

$44.5

I-10 Mobile River Bridge – Phase 1

2.5

n/a

3

n/a

3,650

1

100073596

State/Toll

CN

$665

I-10 Mobile River Bridge – Phase 1

2.5

n/a

3

n/a

3,650

1

100070109

State

PE,CN

$7.01

Shared Use Path on
Service Rd

Africatown Blvd

From I-165 to Cochrane

4.8

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

1

LOCALLY FUNDED PROJECTS
L1

n/a

Local

ALL

$7.70

Cottage Hill Rd

McFarland Rd

Dawes Rd

0.6

2

4

7,500

23,000

3

L2

n/a

Local

ALL

$7.30

Dawes Rd

Cottage Hill Rd

Grelot Rd

1.5

2

3

14,000

11,200

3

L3

n/a

Local

ALL

$24.20

McFarland Rd

Cottage Hill Rd

Three Notch Rd

3.5

2

4

n/a

32,100

3

n/a

Local

ALL

$14.60

McFarland Rd

Jeff Hamilton Rd

Cottage Hill Rd

0.5

2

4

8,690

20,950

3

L4

n/a

Local

ALL

$7.80

Nevius Rd

Hillcrest Rd

Schillinger Rd

2.3

new

2

n/a

12,350

3

L5

n/a

Local

ALL

$12.00

Tanner Williams Rd

Zeigler Blvd

Snow Rd

1.8

2

4

13,400

19,250

3

n/a

Local

ALL

$9.10

Tanner Williams Rd

Snow Rd

Eliza Jordan Rd

1

2

4

11,000

13,650

3

Construct bridge on Glenwood Road over SR-42 (US-98)

Other Projects Outside of Study Area (Not Mapped)
n/a

100052812

NH

CN

$9.62

n/a

100060480

NH

CN

$11.16

n/a

100060481

NH

CN

$5.96

n/a

100060485

NH

CN

$18.06

TOTAL Projects (millions)
MPO Funded Projects
State/Other Funded Projects
I-10 Mobile River Bridge – (Phase One)
Local Funded Projects

Construct bridge on CR-63 Wilmer-Georgetown Road over SR-42 with Jughandle Interchange onto SR-42 (US-98)
Extend Westbound Bridge on SR-42 (US-98) over Big Creek
US-98 Westbound lanes from Mississippi line to east of Glenwood road

$1,290,070,000
$ 332,310,000
$ 165,560,000
$ 709,500,000
$ 82,700,000

-All projects are required to have some form of bicycle /pedestrian facility included in the project, or a valid reason for an exclusion; please see Section 3 Bicycle
and Pedestrian Facilities of this Plan.
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For the purposes of this amendment to the adopted Envision 2045 Long Range Transportation
Plan, the cost estimates for the projects on Table 2-4 are as they were adopted, with the exception
of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge. The cost estimates for Phase One of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge
are current as of the adoption of this amendment and are detailed in the funding section of this
amendment.

2.1 Visionary Element
Because this Long Range Transportation Plan has to be fiscally constrained, it is the intent of the
long range planning process to develop projects that fulfill the future demand. However, there is
not enough estimated funding to complete the projects by year 2045. Ultimately, the road system
of the Mobile Area Transportation Study should have a complete freeway network and arterial
network satisfying the future travel demand. Unfortunately, this is not the case. Because the
projected demand is so great in 2045, there is not enough projected funding to fulfill the needs of
the future. For this reason, a Visionary set of projects was tested; Figure 2-4.
It is recognized that Interstate 65 and Interstate 10 are both constrained by right-of-way and the
cost to widen those facilities. However, the need is still there, as determined not only by recent
trends, but the travel demand forecast model as well. Although having many capacity issues along
Interstate 65, it has right-of-way constraints that would make it difficult to fund additional lanes.

US 45, north of SR-158, is in need of additional lanes not only to support a slight projected increase
in volumes, but safety reasons as well. US 45 is 4 lanes in Mississippi, and is a major route
between the two states as well as a Hurricane Evacuation Route. Although funding for two
additional lanes may not be obtainable for US 45, the addition of a middle turning lane may provide
assistance with traffic going south into the downtown. This area will also need improvements
based on a study of the corridor funded with MPO funds- US 45 Feasibility Study. Old Pascagoula
Road, between McDonald Road and Grand Bay Wilmer Road, is projected to be over capacity,
only because of the volume overflow created by the increase in Interstate 10 traffic. This is an
anomaly in the model the Mobile MPO needs to be aware of. It is assumed that if I-10 has the
additional lanes that are needed, the projected over capacity on Old Pascagoula Road and US 90,
will be alleviated. In the advent of the New US 98 project, McCrary Road is expecting to be well
over capacity and may need a new parallel route to be constructed to the west, connecting New
US 98 to Snow Road, in conjunction with additional lanes. The City of Chickasaw and the
Mobile County Commission have expressed interest in the expansion of West Lee Street to the
west to Shelton Beach Road. This will create economic opportunity for the City of Chickasaw and
provide I-65 direct access to Chickasabogue Park.
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The current Interstate 10 improvements of the recommended Long Range Transportation Plan are
occurring within the existing right of way. This is certainly a cost savings, but in order to expand
lanes beyond what is recommended in this plan, right-of-way will have to be acquired, and that
potentially creates millions of dollars more in construction costs. Likewise, Interstate 65 cannot be
widened south of Interstate 165. The right of way cost of a project of that magnitude would prohibit
it. However, north of Interstate 165 to US 43 needs to be improved; this project would cost an
estimated $63 million. Rangeline Road Widening to Fowl River has been a project that has been
in the last five Long Range Plans. It is a needed improvement that would cost over $42 million to
construct.

2.1.1 The I-10 Mobile River Bridge
The I-10 Mobile River Bridge is a critical future infrastructure and has been identified in several
past LRTPs. However, there is currently not a consensus between the State of Alabama and the
local elected officials (MPOs) on a funding scenario to pay for all phases of the I-10 Mobile River
Bridge Project. A detailed history of this project is included in the Envision 2045 LRTP (adopted
April 22, 2020).

Figure 2-3
Mobile River Bridge Artist Rendering

(Alabama Department of Transportation)

The I-10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Project is a proposal to increase the capacity of I-10
by constructing a new bridge, with 215 feet of Air Draft Clearance (ADC) across the Mobile River
and replace the existing I-10 bridges across Mobile Bay from four to eight lanes. The proposed
project would originate in Mobile County in Alabama and extend eastward to Baldwin County.
The bridge is a priority for the State of Alabama and it was agreed by ALDOT, the Mobile MPO
and the Eastern Shore MPO that Phase One of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Project
needed to be included in the fiscally constrained Envision 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan.

Phase One, as described previously in the fiscally constrained portion of this amendment, is a four
lane bridge (one span) from Exit 24(Broad Street) to Mobile County line with the restriping of the
I-10 Bayway (from two lanes to three lanes each direction) from the bridge to US 98 in Daphne.
Other improvements in Baldwin County connecting to this Phase One are not part of the Mobile
LRTP, and may be included in the LRTP of the Eastern Shore MPO. The estimated cost for the
portion of the project located in Mobile County is $665,000,000, and the Baldwin County portion
is $10,000,000 for a total Phase One cost of $675,000,000; see Table 1.2 of this document.
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As mentioned previously in this document, the State of Alabama’s annual apportionment of federal
transportation funds for the entire state $840,273,572 (FY2020) is just under a third of what the
overall I-10 Mobile River Bridge project would cost. Because of that, three exclusively functional
phases and creative financing must be exercised to complete the Mobile River Bride and Bayway
Project.

Phase Two and Phase Three of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge Project do not have identified funding
as of the writing of this Amendment, and are considered Visionary.
Phase Two of the overall I-10 Mobile River Bridge Project is a second span over the Mobile River
with improvements to the west entrance to the Wallace Tunnels. The final result of Phase Two will
be a 6 lane bridge, 3 lanes in each direction across Mobile River. State funding will be used for
Phase Two, as well as the continued toll plan from Phase One. Phase Two was tested in the travel
demand forecast model, and made only slight improvements as it added capacity to the exclusive
truck only bridge across Mobile River for that scenario. The estimated current cost of Phase Two
is $500 million.
Phase Three of the overall I-10 Mobile River Bridge project is the replacement of the I-10 Bayway
and East Tunnel Interchange from Exit 27 to the Mobile County Line. The I-10 Bayway
replacement project will continue into Baldwin County and include interchange improvements to
Mid-Bay and the US-90/98 Interchange. The six lane new Bayway will connect to the six lane
Mobile River Bridge. If federal and state funding are not expanded, tolling or other presently
undetermined funding sources may have to be considered. The estimated cost of Phase Three is
$1.2 billion.
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Table 2-5 MATS 2045 Summary Plan below details the projects of the Visionary Plan. Please refer
to the Figure 2-4 map legend for which projects are Visionary and which are part of the fiscally
constrained Envision 2045 LRTP. The projects that have CPMS numbers have some phase already
started; however, because of ALDOT funding constraints, the projects are not moving forward.
Some of these projects have been in the planning process for decades. All projects in the Visionary
Plan are based on projected capacity deficiencies. The Visionary Element projects are estimated
in excess of $2.354 Billion, in addition to the recommended Long Range Plan.

(Mobile MPO)
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Figure 2-4
MATS 2045 Visionary Plan

Table 2-5 MATS 2045 Summary Plan of Visionary Projects
CPMS#

FUNDS

PHASE

COST

ROAD

FROM

TO

DIS

2015
Lane

2045
Lane

2015
Volume

2045
Volume

STATE/
TOLL

CN

$1,700

I-10
(Bridge)
phases 2 &3

Virginia St

Baldwin County

3

new

8

-

57,200

100055753

IM

CN

$30.00

I-10

West Tunnel Int

Interchange

-

-

-

-

-

100057146

NHPP

CN

$78.92

I-65

Celeste Rd

US 43

4.3

4

6

40,200

62,550

100043152

NHPP

CN

$51.30

I-65

SR 158

Celeste Rd

2.1

4

6

46,700

74,500

100042906

STPAA

CN

$36.74

SR-193

Laurendine Rd

N. of Fowl River

6.8

2

4

12,250

22,200

100043118

STPAA

CN

$34.78

SR-193

Laurendine Rd

N. of Fowl River

6.8

2

4

12,250

22,200

100042157

STPAA

RW

$29.42

SR-193

Laurendine Rd

N. of Fowl River

6.8

2

4

12,250

22,200

100008997

STPAA

UT

$0.50

SR-193

Laurendine Rd

N. of Fowl River

6.8

2

4

12,250

22,200

100052599

MPO

CN

$5.06

Three
Road

Notch

Ben Hamilton Rd

Dawes Rd

1

2

4

2,700

12,300

100052598

MPO

UT

$0.51

Three
Road

Notch

Ben Hamilton Rd

Dawes Rd

1

2

4

2,700

12,300

100052597

MPO

RW

$1.03

Three
Road

Notch

Ben Hamilton Rd

Dawes Rd

1

2

4

2,700

12,300

100052466

MPO

PE

$0.35

Three
Road

Notch

Ben Hamilton Rd

Dawes Rd

1

2

4

2,700

12,300

n/a

STPAA

ALL

$56.00

US43

I-65

Study Area

7.7

4

6

24,000

33,900

n/a

MPO

ALL

$10.40

US 45

SR-158

0.8

2

4

11,600

24,250

n/a

NH

ALL

$90

US 45

Kushla Station Rd

Kushla Station
Rd
Citronelle

18

2

3

14,250

14,700

n/a

MPO

ALL

$70.63

US 45

Ann St

7.1

-

-

26,100

28,750

n/a

MPO

ALL

$16.00

Snow Rd

New US 98

Crystal Springs
Road
Moffett Rd

1.5

new

4

-

15,150

n/a

MPO

ALL

$20.80

McCrary Rd

New US 98

Moffett Rd

1.7

2

4

10,650

11,500

n/a

MPO

ALL

$81.90

Old Pascagoula

McDonald Rd

6.3

2

4

4,300

12,800

n/a

MPO

ALL

$10.40

I-10

0.8

2

4

10,200

21,150

n/a

Grant

ALL

$7.32

I-65

2

4

13,700

25,200

MPO

ALL

$12

Other Half to US43
US 43

1.1

n/a

Grandbay
Wilmer Rd
Industrial
Parkway
Celeste Rd

Grandbay Wilmer
Rd
Old Pascagoula

1.2

2

4

18,450

30,550

Shelton Beach Rd

1.5

-

2

-

7,700

n/a

n/a

MPO

ALL

$10

West Lee St EXT

I-65
st

1 Street

Page AMEND 27

3.0 Title VI Update to the Envision 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan
3.1 Definition, History and Principles
The U.S. EPA’s Office of Environmental Justice defines Environmental Justice as follows:
Environmental Justice is the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of
race, color, national origin, or income, with respect to the development, implementation, and
enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies. Fair treatment means that no group
of people, including a racial, ethnic, or socioeconomic group, should bear a disproportionate share
of the negative environmental consequences, resulting from industrial, municipal, and commercial
operations, or the execution of federal, state, local, and tribal programs and policies.
The 2015 American Community Survey provided an updated, demographic profile of the
metropolitan planning area, identifying the residential, income, and employment patterns of the
population. With this information, it is possible to accurately evaluate new transportation plans,
with respect to minority and low-income populations. However, system-wide planning does not
specify alignments of new roads; therefore, infrastructure impacts, such as the displacement of
homes and businesses, and localized environmental impacts, will have to be addressed later in
the environmental process.
Measures for system-impact evaluation:
• Employ mobility evaluation measures, such as change in travel time, from areas of
predominantly low-income and minority populations to essential services, both in terms of
absolute change over time, and to all areas of the study area.
• Use employment opportunity measures, in terms of current conditions, and future
forecasted conditions, and employment opportunity by way of transit.
• Determine the effectiveness of public transportation service in areas with predominantly
low-income and minority populations. This measure has inherent deficiencies, because the
presence of service in these areas does not necessarily mean adequate service; i.e. service
to the desired destination may be indirect or nonexistent, therefore hindering or reducing
the feasibility of the trip.
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ALDOT will perform more detailed traffic studies to determine levels of service and toll diversion
due to the phasing of the I-10 Mobile River project and how it affects low income and minority
populations. The results of these studies will be presented in public meetings and the
environmental documentation will be updated accordingly.

Source: Mobile MPO
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Figure 3-1
Proposed Road Improvements Relative to Low-Income and Minority Zones

4.0

Bicycle/Pedestrian

The I-10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway project is a proposal to increase the vehicular capacity
of I-10, by constructing a new six-lane bridge, with 215 feet of Air Draft Clearance (ADC), across
the Mobile River, and restriping the existing I-10 bridges across Mobile Bay, from four to six lanes.
The proposed project would originate Mobile County in Alabama and extend to Baldwin County.
For the purpose of this plan, only the Mobile County section is included. The bridge increases the
capacity of I-10 to meet existing and predicted future traffic volumes, and to provide a more direct
route for local, regional, and coastal interstate traffic, while minimizing impacts to Mobile’s
maritime industry.
The Federal Highway Administration approved the Final Environmental Impact Statement and
Record of Decision (FEIS/ROD) for the proposed I-10 bridge over Mobile River, and the I-10
Bayway, on August 15, 2019. The FEIS/ROD addresses impacts associated with the bridge
alignments under consideration for the project, and provides a preferred corridor based on studies,
and addresses the associated impacts. The preferred corridor begins at Virginia Street, crosses the
Mobile River just south of the Mobile Cruise Terminal, continues across Pinto Island, and joins
the center of the Bayway, which will be restriped to three lanes in each direction, from the bridge
meeting point to Daphne in Baldwin County.
A large number of comments received during the comment period, were in favor of the inclusion
of a bicycle/pedestrian facility on the bridge, which, as a limited-access Interstate highway, makes
the addition of such a facility problematic. The Mobile MPO has adopted a resolution, dated June
5, 2013 supporting a bicycle/pedestrian facility (separated walkway or multi-use service feature)
on the bridge, and if deemed not feasible, the resolution proposed that mitigation of the issue be
included as an adjunct to the Environmental Impact Statement, including proposals for alternative
solutions.
Although Section 39-13 of the Mobile City Code prohibits pedestrians and bicycles on certain
interstate highways, there are plenty of examples in the United States where this was accomplished
safely. It states in the FEIS/ROD for the I-10 Mobile River Bridge, that ALDOT is committed to
providing pedestrian and bicycle facilities across the Mobile River via Cochrane-Africatown
Bridge, Bankhead Tunnel, or the proposed I-10 Bridge. For the purposed of this plan, the Mobile
MPO recommends that the proposed I-10 Mobile River Bridge include bicycle and pedestrian
facilities, unless it is determined to not be feasible. If that is the case, an alternative bike/ped
crossing over the Cochrane-Africatown Bridge with safe connectivity to Broad Street in Mobile
and the US-90/US-98 Causeway on the east side of the Mobile River should be constructed.

The selection of a route for a bicycle/pedestrian facility that crosses the Mobile River was based
on a variety of factors, including, but not limited to: engineering and economic considerations,
user safety, user functionality, traffic impacts, connectivity, constructability, view/setting, and
public input. A combination of bicycle/pedestrian facilities was selected for the proposed project
that would meet the interests of a variety of user groups. This selection includes: CochraneAfricatown USA Shared Use Path, a belvedere (observation area) on the new Mobile River Bridge,
and continued seasonal weekend openings of the Bankhead Tunnel to cyclists and pedestrians (as
interest and availability allows). More details on each of these components are described below.
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4.1 Bicyclist/Pedestrian Accommodations

4.2 Cochrane-Africatown USA Bridge Shared Use Path
Based on the analysis detailed in the I-10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Project Proposed
Bicycle and Pedestrian Alternatives Evaluation Technical Report, the Cochrane Bridge route was
selected as the preferred option to provide a crossing to accommodate bicyclists and pedestrians
across the Mobile River. The comments received and research performed show this route
incorporates the factors listed above and satisfies the commitment made by ALDOT to provide a
facility to allow pedestrians and cyclists to cross the Mobile River.
ALDOT has committed to providing a bicycle and pedestrian shared use path from the I-165
southbound on-ramp at Africatown Boulevard to the Cochrane-Africatown USA Bridge. ALDOT
will retrofit the Cochrane-Africatown USA Bridge to provide two protected bicycle and
pedestrian lanes (one on each side of the bridge). The bicycle and pedestrian lanes must be eight
feet wide on the approach spans and ten feet wide on the main span unit to allow for inspection
vehicle access. ALDOT proposes to provide a shared use path on the south side of Bay Bridge Road
and a sidewalk on the north side of Africatown Boulevard with crosswalks at appropriate
locations. More detailed studies, design, and coordination with the local community will be
required to finalize the details of the bicycle and pedestrian facilities along this route. The
estimated total cost for this path is approximately $7 million. This facility will be constructed
using Federal and/or state funds and will be completed within the same timeframe as the
completion of phase 1 of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway project under a separate
project (PE 100070108 and CN 100070109).

4.3 Future Extension of Cochrane-Africatown USA Bridge Shared Use Path

ALDOT, the local municipalities, and the MPOs from Mobile and the Eastern Shore should also
work together to extend the bicycle and pedestrian facilities to the USS ALABAMA Battleship
Memorial Park and from the USS ALABAMA Battleship Memorial Park to Spanish Fort/Daphne.
ALDOT should also include bicycle and pedestrian facilities in future transportation improvement
projects along the US-90/US-98 Causeway. These extensions could be funded with Rebuilding
American Infrastructure with Sustainability and Equity (RAISE) transportation grants, Federalaid funds, and/or other available means.
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In addition to the facilities described above, there should also be bicycle and pedestrian paths from
Beauregard Street in downtown Mobile to the Cochrane-Africatown USA Bridge Shared Use Path
via surface streets, such as Conception Street or Telegraph Road. ALDOT, the local municipalities,
and the Mobile MPO should work together to determine the appropriate route for these paths,
taking into consideration the opportunity for connectivity with the proposed Three Mile Creek
Trail improvements, the Africatown Connections Blueway, and other proposed nearby bicycle and
pedestrian plans and greenway initiatives.

4.4 Mobile River Bridge Belvedere
In addition to the above-listed facilities, ALDOT committed to constructing a belvedere (i.e.,
overlook that provides a space for people to stop, rest, and enjoy the view) on the bridge at the
west main tower. Access to the belvedere will be provided via an elevator and stair tower on the
west side of the river. The path from the tower access to the belvedere will be a minimum of 12
feet wide and have a minimum area of 700 square feet. Construction of the belvedere will provide
the view from the new Mobile River Bridge that was requested in comments received from the
public workshop, the BPACs, and the bicycle/pedestrian focus group. This feature will be
incorporated in both phase 1 and 2 of the I-10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway project.

4.5 Bankhead Tunnel
ALDOT has previously closed the Bankhead Tunnel to vehicular traffic for a few hours on the
weekends to allow bicyclists and pedestrians to use the tunnel to cross the Mobile River. The
majority of respondents from the public workshop who favored the Bankhead Tunnel alternative
said they would solely use the tunnel on the weekends. ALDOT has committed to continuing this
program as long as there is interest from the community.

4.6 Bicyclists/Pedestrian Recommendations
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For the purposes of this amendment, the Mobile MPO recommends that an alternative bike/ped
crossing over the Cochrane-Africatown Bridge with safe connectivity to Broad Street in Mobile
and the US-90/US-98 Causeway on the east side of the Mobile River should be constructed.

A1

A2

A3

A4

A5

A6

A7

A8

A9

A10

A11

A12

A13

A14

A15

A16

A17

A18

A19

A20

A21

A22

A23

A24

A25

A26

A27

A28

A29

A30

A31

A32

A33

A34

A35

A36

A37

A38

A39

A40

I do not support any building projects that will use tolls as funding. This is an unnecessary burden on citizens and will cause good s to increase. Use our tax
dollars wisely to fund public infrastructure! Budget and plan for this project instead!
Do not support the truck toll bridge. These tolls will be passed on to the consumers, thus Mobile/Baldwin will still be paying the tolls. I also have serious
doubts about re‐striping I‐10 bayway to three lanes each way. This will no doubt remove the emergency shoulders on the existing bayway since there will be
no new concrete widening to the existing bayway. We are sacrificing safety for less congestion, I don’t think that is a good trade off. If the state finds that
port so important maybe they should come up with their 20% to get this bridge fully paid for and put their money where their mouth is. Perhaps Senator
Shelby can get the project earmarked 100% federal in Joe Biden’s infrastructure bill, I won’t hold my breath.
This is the dumbest idea yet....no tolls !
How come new bridges and roads are built in North Alabama with no tolls but in the South it is always toll, toll, toll. I repeat no tolls.
No tolls. We taxes for. Roads and Bridges. Unless they are willing to give our money back then no tolls. If they start a toll it will only be a matter of time when
they raise it and pass it on to everyone
Any new structures/roadways should alleviate traffic congestion, the current submission only creates more on the Bayway. A two lane, commercial vehicle
bridge diverts a small fraction of the vehicles, for a short distance, then returns them at an already overloaded exit ramp. I do not see how this helps. Baldwin
County residents voted down a Toll Authority, therefore adding a toll for the new two lane commercial bridge goes against the voice of the people. ALDOT
and our elected officials should be able to come up with a better plan, without any tolls
Gas Taxes should pay for roads and bridges in Baldwin and Mobile Counties just like the taxes paid for the renovation of the interstate I20/59 in Birmingham
with Lights added underneath. Toll Tax for truckers will be passed on to the consumers which means everybody pays. Toll Tax fee will increase in time and
the cost to consumers will go higher and higher. Aldot did not suggest a Toll Tax for Birmingham,Montgomery or Huntsville. Why should Baldwin and Mobile
Counties be treated different than the rest of the state. Strictly against the Toll Tax. Does this mean all new roads in South Alabama will be TOLLED and not
the rest of the state. Politicians need to represent all of Baldwin and Mobile Counties fairly just like the rest of the state. US45 and US98 what a joke. NO
TOLLS which is a TAX. WE PAY GASOLINE TAXES TOO.
Absolutely no!
The truck only bridge is nothing more than a band‐aid. Having the truck traffic merge back onto a "widen Bayway" is going to be a death trap. Either build a
bridge and an 8 lane Bayway or come up with a better solution than this half thought out idea because you're just in a rush to get something done. There is
no way that future increased truck and passenger vehicles will navigate safely this short sighted concept with promises of later phases (that may never
come) to correct the problem that is no better than the route you have now. Typical Alabama and typical Mobile, always looking at ways to do something
halfway.
no tolls on anyone
Absolutely, positively NO TOLLS. Not on ANYONE, for any time! If you can't afford the bridge, accept Federal help or downsize the plan! Stop punishing
motorists and business!
oh yes,lets toll truckers not the thousands of tourists that come down our roads. we would not want them to have to share the burden. Truckers keep
everything we need, where we need it, lets punish them.

A41

This will drastically increase the truck traffic on Water Street as the cut through to The Cochran ‐ Africatown bridge. I, as a resident on Water Street, am
concerned about the noise and safety of our roadways down town.
The plan to build a truck only toll bridge and convert the Bayway into three lanes should be dead on arrival. First, Wallace Tunnel conjestion would just be
moved farther down I‐10 to the point trucks empty back onto I‐10. Second, why should only trucks pay a toll? I suppose the view is this will fall on tractor
trailer trucks but there are numerous service and delivery trucks going across the Bayway. Do they pay or do they get an exemption? Or can any truck use
the truck bridge? How about my Ford Ranger? Third, driving on the Bayway is hazardous enough as it is now. Expanded to three lanes with no shoulders
would make driving it even more hazardous. It seems to me the only reason for proposing such a plan is to capture federal money irrespective of whether
the plan itself would actually alleviate the supposed traffic problem.
The truck‐only bridge is a foolish waste of time. Everyone know the slowdown is due to the terrible turns and blind spots coming out of the tunnel. Even if
trucks are detoured, it won’t change the problem for drivers. Many drivers are from out‐of‐state and smartly drive slowly through the tunnel because they
are unfamiliar with the route. If you’re not going to build a nice bridge accessible by all, fix the tunnel!
Please build the bridge. The traffic gridlock for the next 10 years will cost Mobile and Baldwin county citizens and businesses more than the annualized bridge
investment expense. I have travelled the Bayway and Causeway for 40 years and hope the two counties and the State will resolve this federal transportation
issue asap. Thank you.
Turning the Bayway into 3 lanes and not having a pullout lane for disabled vehicles seems a bit risky given how some people drive unsafely on the bridge
(remembering the infamous 1990s pileup in foggy weather).
Perhaps having a carpool lane on left and increased warning of disabled vehicles on right lane would help. Safety first please..
All for solutions. Why can’t they build the new bridge and exclude Mobile and Baldwin county residents from the toll. TOO SIMPLE I guess.
Dumb idea, what happens when a car breaks down and there now no shoulder?
Why not make a toll bridge and let people who want to.use it use it and those that don't use old.
People here wouldn't survive living up north or in Florida where almost all interstates are Toll.
I support almost all of the elements of this plan, including replacing PPP funding with a bond paid for by truck tolls, and even a reasonable non‐truck toll with
a discount for Mobile and Baldwin County residents.
However, I disagree with the height of the bridge, which was determined by some arbitrary estimates of possible future cruise ships passing under it. It
would be far less expensive to relocate the cruise terminal, and lower the clearance to 141 ft to match the Cochrane Bridge. This would reduce the cost by
over 1/3, since the length of the approaches would be significantly shorter.
The savings could be applied to building one of the two spans of the new, higher, wider Bayway as part of Phase 1. We should expect a hurricane to damage
the old Bayway, just as the old Pensacola and New Orleans spans were destroyed. Building a higher, 4‐lane crossing would create a total of 8 lanes of
capacity spread between the old and new Bayway.... and buy us time to fund Phases 2&3.
This project is over due. If a reasonable toll can be used on passenger cars moving this project forward should be a no brainer.
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My opinion, the phased approach would create congestion around the approaches to the truck bridges. There appears no means in the plans to divert only
trucks onto the bridge, or resolve issue of passenger vehicles accessing said off‐ramps? I commend the attempt to provide progress; however, phasing is not
what I would recommend.
Funding, impacting regional residents, is the conundrum. Alternate/additional source may be selling/leasing ROW for private development(s). The Bratislava
Daube bridge has a restaurant & observation deck atop the cable stay tower. Similar construction using the ROW of the Mobile‐side stayed approach portion
of the river. Far‐fetched? No. Utilizing a proved concept; providing a revenue generating, observation vantage point in lieu of a belvedere. There is air‐space
& ground‐space for use.
Perfect world: Casino/hotel on approach, observa on deck above, ground‐space parking, unique mass transit adjacent. Make the bridge an a rac on.
Don't be so short sighted. Look out 10, 15, 25, 40 years. Right now the I‐10 Bayway needs to be 8 lanes with emergency lanes.
You cannot safely make the current Bayway 6 lanes. No shoulders....silly engineering thought process.
Find the money without tolls.
Make the new river bridge 6 lanes.
Add 2 to 3 lanes in each direction on the Bayway. It is all needed. Stop fooling yourselves that it is not needed. Make the new lanes on the Bayway the same
height as the current ones.
The greater Mobile Bay area (Mobile & Baldwin) count on very easy cross River/Bay travel. If not the area will not only stagnate but decline. The 2 counties
are and should be intertwined.
Be sure to also widen I‐10 at the eastern shore to accommodate the 10 lane Bayway. Widen through Malbis. Otherwise you move the bottle neck.
Again....stop being short sighted. Think big for the future. The Money can be found without tolls.
Look at places like Charleston & Ssvannah. They can do it....why not Mobile Bay.
For owner operator truckers in mobile an Baldwin county’s it’s a blow $15 one way or anyway is mind blowing put a lottery up an fund the roads it’s not
rocket Science. When you got a public road way an you want to add another for trucks only an want them to pay for it is completely insane . Small trucking
companies can’t afford that cost so that means price for everything we get at the stores guess what it going up!! NO MORE TOLLS!!
NO. My trucks go back and forth several times a day. No one ask for money when the Wallace tunnels were built. USE TAX MONEY.
Good evening,as a owner operator and small business owner I crosses the bay 6/8 times a day five days a week I would not be able to afford that I would
have to find something else do do as far as the contract that I have and it’s just not fair because I already pay HUT .
Why doesn’t the State of Alabama get with the times and install DOT weigh stations and Inspection centers. The surrounding States Florida,
Georgia,Mississippi Tennessee seem to have these and collect revenue from the Trucking Industry who use our highways. That would generate funds for
more State Police and Dot officers and fund better highways and Bridges, other States seem to make this work. All Alabama does is cry about being broke.
I think that ALDOT should propose making license plates mandatory for those going on the bayway. This would make it easier to track drivers who leave the
scene of the inevitable accidents on a re‐striped bayway.
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There should not be a toll to trucks as that would only be passed on to consumers. They already pay a higher road tax. Where are you using that? Why
wasn't more of the BP money used in Gulf Coast projects that were impacted by the oil spill instead of in Montgomery and Birmingham?
I own a trucking company. A semi‐truck and two vehicles can not travel safely on the Bayway. This plan is a disaster waiting to happen.
No tolls
Not on trucks ,cars ,motorcycles.
No toll period.
We should have a bridge like the Skyway in Dallas thst goes up and over the Bayway. We don't need tolls of any kind. A toll on trucks will lead to higher
prices for all goods to our community as the cost will be passed along and then prices will increase and we will pay more for clothing, food, housing, and
medicine ‐ not to mention more sales tax ‐ which may be the plan all along. As for re‐striping the Bayway to make it 6 lanes instead of 4 lanes, that is
ludicrous. It is already insanely dangerous with 4 lanes and emergency vehicles have a tough time getting to the scene of accidents on the Bayway as it is.
We have to do better. We have had over 20 years to study this and these are the only solutions we have?
Yes, the traffic delays between Mobile and Daphne needs to be resolved. However, I do not feel building a toll bridge for trucks over the Mobile river is the
solution. No toll, which is an added tax on trucks should be considered or implemented at all.
The solution is the expansion of the causeway not I10 Bayway. If you build a toll bridge, trucks will divert to the causeway to avoid the toll. Why not expand
the causeway and divert the trucks there. This should be Phase one anyway.
The bottom line is it will cost much less to expand the causeway. Before the I10 Bayway was built, everyone used the causeway. Diverting the trucks to a
expanded and improved causeway will alleviate much of the slowdown on the Bayway. No toll period.
I agree that we need the bridge. However the existing bay way bridge is too narrow for added lanes. It is already unsafe when someone has a mechanical
issue or even a flat tire. There needs to be additional lanes added. Furthermore, the new bridge does NOT need any kind of viewing pull of area. This would
create a safety hazard with vehicles pulling back into the flow of traffic form a stopped position. It would also be a security risk for the port itself. I do think
there could be bike lanes and walking/jogging lanes as well as long as they are safely separated from motor vehicle traffic.
As much as I love the history of the tunnels, I believe they should ultimately be removed so that we could have major growth at the port to allow for larger
vessels. We are missing out to a lot of other ports of call.
Finally I would say NO TOLLS whatsoever. As a business manager IF there were tolls I WILL pass the cost on to the consumer. This would include an additional
service fee for processing.
The truck toll lane is illegal and already been taken to court in other states. It’s another way to steal from the working class. We need this infrastructure bill
to get passed through Congress and hopefully that will take care of the bridge funding
This is a no on charging anyone. The average person does not have the extra money to travel on a free American Hwy. add it to a trucker and he will just
pass on down double to cover his self and make money so the average person will be paying for it.
Any toll will be passed on to consumers, increasing prices and as such is unacceptable. Restriping the Bayway does nothing to actually improve its safety.
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Gas taxes are for roads and bridges just like the interstate renovation in Birmingham. NO Toll in Birmingham and there should be NO toll on interstate 10 in
Mobile and Baldwin County. The estimated cost for this bridge is $725 million. It will go higher. Toll on truckers will just be passed on to the consumers and
that would be same thing as a toll. Making the Bayway 6 lanes by restriping it would only make the tunnel westbound back up also. People do not know how
to merge now and the amount of accidents will increase. Biden's infrastructure plan should include a plan and simple 6 lane bridge with a widened 6 lane
Bayway. Interstate 10 from Daphne needs to be widened eastward to avoid backed up traffic at that junction also. TOLLS will only go up and never will cease
and create a hardship on the consumers when passed on to them. Strictly against tolls in Baldwin and Mobile Counties on the interstates, Baldwin and
Mobile Counties should be treated equal to the rest of the state.
Why charge truck drivers and not cars that’s only gonna backfire the cost will be dropped down in freight going up. And some companies do not reimburse
the drivers this toll it would come out of there pocket so they will be looking for an alternative route not a good idea
I hope the new bridge is at least 4 ( 2in each direction ) lanes, but I see stalled vehicles being an impediment on a 3 lane Bay Way with no emergency lane. I
believe a minimum or 4 lanes is necessary from the union of bridge & tunnel traffic all the way to Malbis exit. And 3 lanes to Beach Express exit. Any thing
less will just need more later, more and more people every year.......
No tolls! None! Why is it so hard to make a bridge without tolls? Please explain the need for tolls.
Your current plan is condensing the traffic to central Mobile and Baldwin county area is close minded. Building a new express way that can be 100% tolled
w/o protest, add another artery to the Mobile and Baldwin county easing traffic on the I‐10 Bayway and HWY 90 causeway, providing easier beach access
from the west, creating a southern artery for the area, help southern Baldwin reach the new downtown airport in Mobile. All by think of a new expressway
starting about Hollinger's Island south of Gaillard and into 98 north of Mullet Point. Building the beautiful expressway with LED and high sailing span for the
shipping channel offers a great scenic view. Eventually leading to the existing Baldwin beach express back to the interstate. Boom a new metro loop. Done.
Come on. Think outside of the box. It doubles the length, but seems to be the better investment for the next 100 years.
Re‐striping the I‐10 bayway by getting rid of the emergency lane does not improve safety (1995 pile up). Compromising safety to save the INFRA Grant
money is a bad trade off. The truck toll will just be passed along to consumers (while inflation is on the rise), thus then public will still be paying a toll.
Please build the bridge as quickly as possible. The need is not disputed and traffic will only increase w/ time. This investment for the future is sorely needed.
Would it be possible to allow passenger cars to use the toll bridge during peak periods, or anytime the tunnels are backed up? (which is almost all the time
now). I would gladly pay a toll to use the new bridge and bypass the tunnel.
Serval Concerns if the bay way changes to 3 lanes ‐ This leaves almost no emergency parking ‐ What about emergency 1st responders? How will they get
there? The traffic will bottle neck at the entrance to the tunnel ‐ it's only 2 lanes. More accidents! (speeding & passing). The Bay Way is old, adding all of the
extra weight & traffic will only make it have to be repaired sooner. What will happen when that is needed?? There HAS to be another bridge some where to
alleviate this problem, even if it does not dump right into downtown Mobile! A toll bridge only for truckers? This is not fair to the already crumbling trucking
industry. Everyone should pay and everyone could use which ever route (bridge or tunnel) they choose. Perhaps make available to the locals that work in
Mobile or Baldwin Co. the choice of purchasing Annual pass of a year to use the new bridge! People will purchase the pass if it means not sitting in a bottle
neck!
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The truck‐only bridge just sounds like a bad idea. Trucks climbing one side and racing down the other while having to merge back into narrow lanes is just
poor planning. The thought of watching it being built over several years, and not be allowed to use it when it's complete is ridiculous. The restriping of the
existing bayway is literally just "lipstick on a pig." Our State and federal representatives need to secure the needed funding from the proposed federal
infrastructure plan to deliver the original Mobile River/Bayway project, WITHOUT A TOLL.
No tolls. Period. On any vehicles. This is a federal highway and should not be paid for by locals.
I support the vote for the bridge to be built! It is needed.
A new I‐10 bridge over the Mobile River is long overdue. Today, it impacts all travelling citizens, commerce activities and safety during times of crisis, i.e.,
hurricane evacuation capacity. Not addressing the issue will grind our communities growth to a halt. I urge the MPO to include this project on the Long
Range plans and the Traffic Improvement Program. Thank you.
The project in its current form is unacceptable. ALDOT is compromising safety to save the INFRA Grant funds and by this I mean re‐striping the I‐10 bayway
to 6 lanes and removing the emergency shoulders. It is as if we have forgotten the pileup accident that happened in 1995 on this very bayway, that pileup
included over 100 vehicles. If this pile up included that many vehicles with an emergency shoulder, how many vehicles would there be without one. What if
somebody has a flat tire or engine trouble? Where are they going to pull over on this 7 mile stretch of bayway? The short answer is they don't, they get rear
ended and start a chain reaction, hopefully there is no fog that day. As for the truck toll, everyone knows this expense to the truckers will be passed onto the
consumer, ergo the public is still paying the toll. With inflation on the way on household goods, we should not be burdening the public anymore than
necessary. Hopefully Board members will vote NO on June 2nd.
No new bridge. Require all semi trucks to use African town bridge.
No tolls
The project is unacceptable in its current form. Compromising safety (removing emergency shoulders) to save the INFRA Grant funds is a bad tradeoff. The
truck toll is a terrible idea as those new expenses will be passed onto the consumer thus the public will still be paying the toll and with inflation on the way
for household goods, the public burden increases. However, a short‐term compromise could be achieved here. On June 2nd, the policy board can vote this
project into the TIP but with PE Phase funds ONLY on agenda item 11. No CN Phase funds for construction phase should be listed in the TIP, that way ALDOT
can still conduct their studies on this bridge but no toll will go forward. Only after the study findings/results are shown to the public/policy board should a
TIP amendment to add the CN funds back even be considered and that is if the public/policy board members want the project/toll in the TIP after they have
seen the study findings/results.
Cars and Trucks should be able to go wherever they want to go. If you need to toll them just toll them where they go. You will end up having a truck kill
someone coming off that bridge and crossing over traffic if they need to exit after the bridge ties back down. Have some common sense with this.
NO TOLLS FOR ANYONE
I am for the project to be added back Would like Aldot to survey or do a study about putting a small toll on the Bayway so the whole project can be
completed
I support the bridge project being added back. I would like ALDOT to study putting a small toll on the Bayway to see if the funds could provide the final
amount needed for the whole project.y
Very supportive of all efforts to construct a new I‐10 bridge to alleviate traffic congestion in both directions.
I support the new bridge. It’s greatly needed.

A46

I'm tapping out... I support any project that will help with getting to and from across the bay.. I hope to see this or any project proceed.. its time..
We are heartened by the desire of ALDOT and both MPO’s to move this project along, but we feel that “large truck only” proposal does not adequately
reduce traffic congestion.
Traffic flow studies project that cars, SUV’s and pickup trucks will be almost nine times the amount of large truck traffic. One needs to question whether a
dedicated truck bridge and truck lane on the Bayway would reduce congestion caused by cars, SUV’s and pickup trucks. The traffic congestion caused by
passenger vehicles is not adequately addressed by the Truck Bridge proposal.
The draft amendment calls on ALDOT to study whether passenger vehicles could voluntarily use the truck bridge by paying a user fee of no more than $2 per
trip. If ALDOT’s purpose is to add capacity to the transportation across the Mobile River for ALL vehicles, this amendment has merits for further study, so
long as passenger vehicles are also allowed to safely use all three re‐striped Bayway lanes.
This is a much needed project however it is funded. It will help alleviate the horrible traffic conditions that we tend to have on a regular basis. However, I
don't think that the bridge should only allow trucks. I believe anyone should be able to use this new route if they choose. I am not opposed to tolls, if that is
the only way that we can get this new route built and into service. If tolls are needed then anyone that would use the bridge should be tolled, not just trucks.
The Mobile MPO needs to get on board with the ESMPO and push to build the entire project. This is a needed project and the entire project needs to be built
as one.
I am in favor of this project.
I would like to voice my support for the Phase 1 of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge along with additional phases in the future. The existing route thru the
Wallace Tunnel is already congested even during non peak traffic times. The future of the economy in Mobile & Baldwin Counties depends on a new
additional route that can take truck traffic out of the tunnel. Also I would like to voice my support of allowing passenger vehicles the option of taking the
new tolled bridge as well. With the current expansion happening at the Port and future expansions when the river channel gets widened and dredged we
cannot afford to do nothing. In addition Mobile & Baldwin Counties are experiencing and will continue to experience growth in warehouse/distribution
center space. With these facilities comes additional truck traffic. Please build the new bridge across the Mobile River.
I think this project is great. At the rate our area is growing, we need a transportation system linking Mobile and Baldwin Counties to that will increase traffic
flow to help accommodate current and future traffic.
I support the Mobile Bay Bridge Project.
Please build the bridge! It is badly needed!
I am 100% for the bridge , But you must include at least a slip ramp on and off CR 13 to relieve a portion of the congestion at the only two accesses at 98 and
181 . The growth in Baldwin county to the north and south needs at least some access at CR 13 . A full interchange is needed , but at least a slip ramp on and
off East bound I 10
I support the plan as proposed.
I own a trucking company and employ residents of Mobile and the surrounding area. We support infrastructure improvements and the resulting productivity
gains realized with less congestion. However, efforts to toll only some users of the proposed I‐10 bridge will be met by strong opposition from the truckers
in Alabama and others across our great country that see this as an unfair precedent.
This is much needed. I support this 100%.
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While I fully understand the need for a new bridge in Mobile, I do not share your thoughts on a "truck only" toll to pay for it. If everyone benefits from this
project, then everyone should share in the cost. Truckers are already one of the most heavily taxed workers in our country. The popular thought amongst
people with no knowledge of the industry is that these men and women earn enough money to withstand it. I have been in this industry for 37 years, mainly
working with independent contractors. They are honest hard working individuals that struggle to make ends meet, just like everyone else. Do not put the
burden solely on their backs. Have everyone pay their fair share.
Now is our chance to help with the growing need for a bridge to ease the traffic concerns traveling from Mobile/Eastern Shore. Please make it happen!!! It is
getting to be a traffic safety issue, more traffic equals more accidents.
I believe the entire Mobile River Bridge and Bay Way Replacement & Expansion project should be designed and constructed at the same time. It does not
make a lot of sense to break up a needed project in to multiple construction phases and delay the project even further. I believe that most residents of
Mobile & Baldwin County understand the need for improvements along I‐10 when crossing the Mobile River and Mobile Bay between both Counties. As it
stands now traffic congestion and delays continue to get worse. The project has been discussed since the mid‐1990's and has been on the drawing board for
nearly 20 years. It is time for this project to be built. It is time to improve and expand the I‐10 corridor between Mobile and Baldwin Counties.
Truck only bridge is stupid and would NOT fix the problem
Truck only bridge is foolish. The increasing number of vehicles is the problem plus the design of the existing tunnel. Look at Friday afternoon congestion. Not
caused by trucks but by number of vehicles. Need a new bridge for all.
Widening the Bayway will create a bottleneck when it narrows again= dangerous.
Toll booths also create traffic congestion. Who would operate them and at what fee and for how long?
Build a new bridge now like the one in Charleston with NO bike or pedestrian lanes. Use common sense!
I am opposed to a truck only bridge and adding a third lane to the existing I10 Bayway. A bridge should be for all and the proposed toll sounds reasonably. I
think adding a third lane will only contribute to more accidents.
A truck only toll is still a toll on all of us. The trucking companies have to pass along these costs to the consumers. I do not see how a truck only toll could be
done legally given the interstate commerce clause. There's a legal battle in Rhode Island over a similar approach. So this toll might as well be collected from
every vehicle. Two suggestions:
First, I notice Jerry Carl, our U.S. Congressional representative, is not part of the M.P.O. I would suggest that the M.P.O. sends him a written open letter
explaining how much funding is needed to build this truck only bridge without having to rely on tolls. I look forward to his answer.
Second, we have had toll roads before in our area. The Bankhead tunnel was a toll road from 1941 until 1973. If a toll bridge is the only way, then a toll of
one dollar for every vehicle. This toll should have a clear sunset date along a similar time frame. Any remaining shortfall has to come from Montgomery.

A48

My name is Emmett Philyaw, I am the President of Bay Lines, Inc. in Mobile and I am a resident and voter in Mobile County. I am also a board member of the
Alabama Trucking Association. I simply want you to know that the trucking industry understands and supports the need to construct a bridge on I‐10 to
relieve congestion. We are willing to be part of a solution, and we believe any funding solution should be fair and equitable to all stakeholders. Placing 100%
of the private investment on trucking, while we are only 10% or less of traffic, is not a fair and equitable solution.
Currently my operations are located in Brookley Field. As the current bridge project will cost me more than $50,000 per year, I would have to relocate my
operations to Baldwin County. Please note I would not be able to pass on the toll cost to any of my customers. Passing on the cost would only make sense
for a customer needing transportation from Mobile to Baldwin County or the panhandle of Florida.
Build the Bridge. If tolls are necessary, make them as small as possible. But build it! I know alot of people hear "Toll" and immediately react badly, but we
need this bridge, regardless of the toll. BUILD THE BRIDGE!
Good morning as an owner of a trucking company that has operations in the Mobile area we feel that a truck only toll is extremly unfair . We certainly
understand the problem and will work thru the Alabama Trucking Association to come up with a plan that is fair to all . My suggestion is to fix the area
around Mobile with a new bridge not tolled and shelve the raising of the bayway to a later date . Secure traditional funding from the Feds and then match . It
was done in Birmingham and should apply to Mobile.
We desperately need this bridge to alleviate traffic congestion not just headed east but west as well. I live and work in Spanish Fort and when an incident
occurs on the bay or traffic slows motorist detour to Hwy 31 and backs traffic up in this mostly residential area. We are for a bridge even if it is tolled, our
time is worth more than the toll imposed. For emergency evacuations this would also be a crucial path.
I live in West Mobile and work on the Eastern Shore. Everyday of the week I see traffic at a stand still heading eastbound into the Wallace Tunnel backed up
to Michigan Street. I can't imagine the frustration the drivers must have sitting in stopped traffic everyday on their way home from work. As part of
President Biden's Infrastructure Plan the new Bridge needs to be paid for under this program and NO TOLLS to the tax paying public.
As a lifelong resident living in Fairhope and working in Mobile, I can remember when it would take me a short 30 minute drive to get to my job in downtown
Mobile at Lyons, Pipe and Cook. The drive was pleasant, enjoyable and very little stress; however, now it is a very unpleasant, difficult drive that usually
takes at least an hour on a good day......good day meaning that there were no accidents on the Bayway and it is winter, therefore, no BEACH traffic headed
to Gulf Shores, Orange Beach, Navarre or Destin. Please consider that many people choose to live in Baldwin County because of the school system, but,
Mobile has a higher wage base so it will always be an issue UNLESS we step upto support the BUILDING OF A NEW BRIDGE! Your consideration of this
proposal is key to allowing both Mobile and Baldwin counties to flourish while not having so many stressed out, unhappy residents as well as out of town
travelers on our roads!
The Bayway is over‐capacity during rush hour and the busy tourist season. In addition, accidents cause major safety and delay issues with the traveling
public. Noise and air pollution is also a concern during times of congestion. Businesses incur an increase cost of doing business due to traffic delays. Our
transportation infrastructure needs to keep pace with the growth of our region.
YES YES YES
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We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known
as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the
Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this
project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs add
this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant.
BUILD IT, NO TOLL
Some sort of long‐term plan must be developed for the I‐10 corridor to support the current and future traffic across Mobile Bay
∙
We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts
known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range
Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
∙
The citizens of our area understand this is imperative. Recent polling shows 90% of respondents in Mobile and Baldwin counties say it is important to
solve the traffic congestion crossing the Mobile River “from an economic development standpoint.” Eighty‐six percent rated traffic congestion on the Bayway
and through the Wallace Tunnel as “very bad” or “bad” during peak travel times. Nearly 77% reported that removing large trucks from the Wallace Tunnel ‐
which is part of the truck bridge concept ‐ would improve traffic flow, and poll respondents said they support the new truck bridge concept by a two‐to‐one
margin.
include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan,
on YOUR Long Range Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
∙ We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known
formally as Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation Plan and their Transportation
Improvement Programs. Congested highways are a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry.
∙ Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This effort to build a new bridge over the Mobile River
and add lanes to the Bayway will help alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this project. It will
also leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has committed to providing $250 million for Phase One.
∙ We urge the Mobile and Eastern Shore MPOs to include this project on the Long Range plans and their Traffic Improvement Programs.
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I urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known as
the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.

I fully support this project. With Mobile and Baldwin counties growing the traffic through the existing route is a daily headache and it's not a viable option to
keep things as they are.
Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the
Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this
project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs add
this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant.
We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known
as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the
Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this
project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs add
this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant.
I need to know what the financials are going to be. Raise the taxes who's going to pay for this how we going to pay for this. I also want assurances that it
won't be a toll in the future
Certain categories of transportation organizations should not be expected to carry the toll burden alone. This should be a shared burden and all funding
solutions should be studied. Trucking companies currently pay an enormous amount of taxes and fees in order to operate on Local, State, and Federal
highways. To ask the trucking industry or certain parts of the industry to carry this burden alone is asking too much of an industry already heavily regulated
and taxed.
We needed this bridge 30 years ago. We are way behind the time for it's construction. The traffic congestion at the tunnel and back up to Virginia Street and
beyond on the weekends is totally unnecessary. Let's quit arguing over it and get it done!
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I urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the
I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on your Long‐Range Transportation Plan and Transportation Improvement Programs.
The strain on our local infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the Mobile River and add
lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant for this project. In addition, it will leave all
existing routes toll‐free.
This is imperative. Polling shows 90% of respondents in Mobile and Baldwin counties say it is important to solve the traffic congestion crossing the Mobile
River “from an economic development standpoint.” 86% rated traffic congestion on the Bayway and through the Wallace Tunnel as “very bad” or “bad”
during peak travel times.
The Alabama trucking community believes in the need for congestion relief on I‐10 and supports improving the infrastructure which includes the construction
of a bridge. However, there is a broad and strong consensus among Alabama truckers that we should not be solely responsible for paying for the bond
financing for this project, no matter the amount of the toll or the total cost of the project. This should be a shared burden and all funding solutions should be
studied.
Yes yes build it soon!!!
Why Is Alabama (and it's taxpayers) footing the bill for a new section oh an interstate roadway that actually falls under the domain of the federal
government?
I’m all in favor of adding a bridge across the bay to accommodate larger traffic flow to increase interstate commerce. But I don’t believe commuters should
be punished for the governments lack of planning when they only put in the small tunnels to get across to the bay way! It should remain toll free totally.
Possibly toll one of the lesser traveled tunnels in lieu of the new more accessible bridge!
This project need to be taken seriously as daily there is something that happens to delay traffic to an from the western shore to the east shore over Mobile
Bay, either one the I10 Bayway or the Causeway. This includes the Bankhead Tunnel and the Wallace Tunnels in Mobile, but especially the I10 corridor from
east to west.
We urge you to include the efforts for Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on your Long‐Range Transportation Plan.
Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure is evident. The effort to build a new bridge over the Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will
help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this project. The state has committed to providing
$250 million for Phase One. This project needs to be added to the Transportation Improvement Programs or our area will lose the federal grant. Eighty‐six
percent rated traffic congestion on the Bayway and through the Wallace Tunnel as “very bad” or “bad” during peak travel times. The region’s economy and
our citizens’ quality of life depends on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an inconvenience for motorists and a
serious financial hardship for the trucking industry.
We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known
as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
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I strongly urge the Mobile MPO to include the "truck bridge concept” (Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan), in its LRTP
and TIP.
Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This effort to build a new bridge and add lanes to the
Bayway will help to alleviate traffic, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this project. The state has also committed to
providing $250 million for Phase One. But the federal grant will be lost unless the MPO adds this project to the TIP.
The growth of our area means we've become a key transportation hub for travel of people and goods by land, sea and air. We're making transformative
improvements to our seaport and airport that will benefit everyone who lives and works in our area. Now we must tackle the infrastructure challenge of I‐10.
Again, I strongly urge the MPO to please include this project in the LRTP and TIP.

Please vote in favor of building the bridge. I'm a life‐long Mobilian and very familiar with the congestion on the Bayway. Yesterday I was at an event at the
USS ALABAMA and we all watched as traffic either crawled or came to a complete standstill on both the Bayway and Causeway. We need relief on our
roadways. Thank you for your consideration of a favorable vote!
No tolls on any part of Interstate 10!!!
The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depends on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an
inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry. According to the American Transportation Research Institute,
congestion increases the cost of trucking by billions of dollars annually, slowing down deliveries, interrupting supply chains and adding to driver fatigue.
As an owner operator I oppose the toll bridge. If forced to use it I would double the cost of the toll and add it into the freight bill. If would be passed on to
the consumer who buys the products. So everyone will basically be paying the toll whether they use the bridge or not. Making 3 lanes out of 2 on the Bayway
will cause more problems. When not if you have an accident on the bridge there will be no way for emergency vehicles to respond. The problem is the 2 lane
tunnel with the big curve coming out and the entrance from the causeway at the end of the bridge going into the tunnel. Close it off like the one on the other
side from water street and detour that traffic through the old tunnel or Africatown bridge.
Tolls are not the answer! Consider other plans and look for other funding options. Take things one step at a time and get voter backing for a logical idea that
will benefit all.
This can only be considered a solution by people who are bad at math or know absolutely nothing about economies. Increasing the cost of transportation for
goods, which will be immediately and brutally passed on to all consumers, instead of forcing government to stop the wasteful and irresponsible spending in
which they already indulge with our money they are already confiscating is ridiculous. Be a guardian of our money and labor as is your responsibility and
what you are actually elected or appointed to be and do. This isn't that! Pretend it's YOUR money you're spending for a change!
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The post on my blog, IBleedCrimsonRed.com, speaks briefly about a missed opportunity to correct the plan formulation problems in the 2019 SDEIS.
https://www.ibleedcrimsonred.com/2019/08/aldot‐shreds‐remaining‐credibility‐now.html
The least cost alternative is (1) the bridge as proposed in 2019; (2) retrofit & expansion of the bayway and armoring to the 50‐year storm event; and (3)
buying forward the differential risk associated with the reduced protection.
I would dearly love the opportunity to help your planning team in the plan formulation this time around. My number is 251‐375‐6354. email
david.n.luckie@gmail.com or BridgeReview@ibleedcrimsonred.com
I don’t think this is not a good plan it will do little to easy the problem and it is a way of still having a toll bridge.
Please make this a top priority. This key project has been neglected far too long. It is directly responsible for retarding the economic development of both
Mobile and Baldwin Counties.
I rarely travel I‐10 because of the massive inconvenient traffic backups. I attended an event in Baldwin County last Saturday and it took me an hour to get
back to Mobile because of an accident. The current situation is unacceptable for citizens of this area.
I am NOT in favor of a toll of any kind for a bridge across Mobile Bay.
Please reassess an option that moves all interstate traffic out of the Wallace Bridge. The last concept included bike/walking paths and beautifully eliminated
the congestion issue. The real challenge is that the government needs to properly fund the bridge, and if a toll is to be applied, toll tourists at a much higher
rate than locals. This truck bridge proposal will only create other points of congestion, add to the mess of infrastructure that currently exists, and undershoot
potential for an investment of this scale.
We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known
as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs
The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depends on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an
inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry. According to the American Transportation Research Institute,
congestion increases the cost of trucking by billions of dollars annually, slowing down deliveries, interrupting supply chains and adding to driver fatigue.
I do not support any plan that includes a toll. If this bridge can’t be paid for with tax dollars and grants then we will just do without it!! Any toll gets passed on
to consumers in price increases.
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We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known
as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
∙
Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over
the Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for
this project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs
add this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant
Why even vote on something that has not been in the planning or engineering stage yet and nobody knows just hot much this will cost and that added cost
will be passed down to the consumer's.
As a native my billion and business under servicing both sides with our beautiful bay, I strongly urge Both metropolitan planning organizations for mobile and
Voluntown to include the I 10 bridge at the top of their strategic plans. The lack of this extremely necessary Corredor is stifling the growth of clothes mobile
and Baldwin County. This is a necessary action for not only our local business owners but also for attracting tourist dollars to bolster our economy. We urge
the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known as the
truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation Plan
and their Transportation Improvement Programs
Please change the truck toll plan to your TIP so it will include only the engineering and planning phase. Remove the Construction phase now. This
amendment would allow this MPO board to make a final decision after seeing the actual plans. If you added the construction phase now, you are giving up
your/ our right to review the plan by our local officials!!!
Delaying the CN phase now would let you consider other alternatives to the truck toll, like, a bipartisan effort to secure the coming federal infrastructure
funds. Using part of the new gas tax, and revamping the entrances to the I‐10 tunnels.
Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the
Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this
project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs add
this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant.
The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depends on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an
inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry. The growth of our area means we have become a key transportation
hub for travel of people and goods by land, sea and air. Our region is making transformative improvements to our seaport and airport that will benefit
everyone who lives and works in our area. Now we must work together to tackle the infrastructure challenge of I‐10.
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Solving the traffic problem from Mobile to Baldwin County and Baldwin County to Mobile County is extremely important. The delay in the bridge project is
worrisome. Many of my employees commute from Baldwin County and face delays every single day. In addition, moving material from each side of the bay
to build houses causes serious problems. We cannot continue to hope it gets better. Traffic congestion is one of the biggest problems we face as the Mobile
and Baldwin County economies act as one. We must treat it as one to continue economic growth.

Stop all tolls. The burden you are putting on local driver and companies is outrageous..

Our organization urges the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led
efforts known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long Range
Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs. We believe that the plan is critical to getting the process started with the MPOs and
ALDOT, to protect funding commitments that could be lost, maintain the complete flexibility for timing and construction, and to include the MPO’s ability for
approval throughout the process. . But unless the MPOs add this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant
and any funding from the infrastructure package being discussed in Washington.
I, Chantaye Peyton resident of the Mobile County area would like to comment on the Draft Amendment to the Envision 2045 Long Range Transportation
Plan (LRTP). I am in favor of this plan because it is needed to alleviate some of the traffic congestion on major highways. As a current rideshare provider I
have first hand knowledge on the influx of traffic in and out of city limits. The peak hours in my opinion are 6AM, 12PM, and 5PM. The most unpleasant
times to be stuck in traffic on major highways. This plan will definitely improve traffic and have a constant flow for the future ahead.
Thank You,
Chantaye R Kidd Peyton
No tolls. The tolls for trucks would be passed to the locals in goods and that is unacceptable. It’s a federal interstate, obtain federal monies to correct the
problem.
I think it would be better to run a loop from East Mobile across the bay, in between Daphne and Fairhope and back to I‐10 past Buccees.. Alot of people
traveling across the Bay Way are going that direction and that may improve the situation more in my opinion. I tried to post this to the Eastern Shore MPO
but it would not open. Thanks!
Absolutely no tolls period. Are you fooling yourselves to believe the trucking companies are goingbto absorb those extra cost. Heck no; they are going to
pass those costs on by raising the price of the products you are buying. Also many will change their routes to avoid traveling through Mobile which will
impact our local businesses.
Use the Africatown bridge for trucks. It's paid for...use it!
This is getting absolutely ridiculous. Anyone with any common sense at all making decisions? (doubtful)
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NO TOLLS. PERIOD!
Totally against this large bridge project. Seems we are doing this for the benefit of the Downtown Port. Move the Mobile (State of Alabama) downtown
Shipping Port and large ship traffic to just south of Hwy 10, for example a man made extension of Pinto Island (Austal and other Container Port). the new
extension could be made using previously dredged material. Then a smaller more affordable and accessible bridge can be built, possible two smaller
bridges, that would be accessible to and from downtown Mobile. The river frontage that the current Port uses could then be transformed into a better
recreational green space, giving river access for residents and tourists. New space for mixed housing, entertainment district, etc. Train tracks should be
removed on the Mobile side of the river and new ones added on the West side of the river coming from new Port at Pinto Island or elsewhere.
∙
We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the truck bridge concept
on their Long‐Range Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
∙
Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over
the Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for
this project.
∙
The growth of our area means we have become a key transportation hub for travel of people and goods by land, sea and air.
∙
We urge the Mobile and Eastern Shore MPOs to include this project on the Long Range plans and their Traffic Improvement Programs.
I am opposed to any sort of toll bridge. Once there is a toll, a way to toll everyone will be found and the causeway and it’s bridges will never be properly
maintained to meet current highway standards.
As a local trucking company that crosses the bay a minimum of 4 times a week, I will not absorb this cost. It will be multiplied by 3 and passed on to the
customer. I’ve spoken to other companies that are not local and they are planning to do the same.
No Tolls at all want y’all get that in the plan stop wasting tax payers money
No tolls for anyone! No one in Balwin County or Mobile county should be tolif you are going to force this on us! If you charge everyone from out of state you
would pay for this unnecessary thing! Other bridges in Alabama have no tolls! You are going to make a lot of people mad if you go through with this
nonsense!
I’d like to be optimistic about this project even beginning. Everything in the state of Alabama is behind times. Elected Officials and the people in general are
afraid of change. It’s just sad, we’ll still be talking about this Hwy Proposal in three years. Just like other things within this state, you’ll be able to go to
connecting states and purchase your Lottery Tickets.
Any toll is unacceptable. Period!
I do NOT support any legislation that will impose a toll charge to any new road expansion. The bridge project should be paid for with public funds.
No tolls period.
ABSOLUTELY NO TOLL.......A toll bridge for trucks only will make us the laughing stock on 60 minutes and will bring criticism from everyone in the US. Plus,
you want to feed the bayway and this bridge into the two existing lanes on I‐10, that will be a nightmare. This whole problem is because the Wallace Tunnel
was designed with a curve, bad, bad, bad engineering. The citizens of Mobile and Baldwin County will not tolerate a toll for anyone. Stop trying to shove this
down our throats please. NO TOLL ANYWHERE.
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Please amend the truck toll plan to your TIP so as to include only the engineering and planning phase (PE). Please omit the Construction phase (CN) at this
time. This amendment would allow this MPO board to make a final decision after seeing the actual plans. If you added the CN phase now, you are giving up
further review of a plan by our local officials – this MPO. We are being asked by ALDOT to invest, accept and trust ALDOT with the plans and decisions. We
do not.
Delaying the CN phase now would allow you to consider other alternatives to the truck toll, such as: A bipartisan effort to secure the coming federal
infrastructure funds. Using part of the new gas tax. Reengineering the entrances to the I‐10 tunnels.
Please amend the truck toll plan for the future of the citizens of Alabama.
Thank you,
Jody Atchison
Citronelle, AL
Citizen of Mobile County
As an international logistics company and a heavy user of the Port of Mobile, highway infrastructure is critical to the economic life and safety of our
employees, clients, and vendors. Getting the bridge project to the next active step is extremely important and I hope the MPO will include this in the plan,
and protect the funds coming available from Federal and State sources. Plans can be modified as we go, to better meet all parties needs, but the first critical
step must be taken in getting this in the TIF. We strongly support the Draft Amendment to the Envision 2045 Plan.
The new bridge project appears to be an effort not to lose funding more than an effort to improve the traffic problem. The bridge is too narrow to
comfortably support 3 lanes and if you have a breakdown there is no emergency lane for traffic to pass. The turnarounds would not serve the same purpose
as a true emergency lane. Also it does not address the out of town passenger car traffic slowing when entering the tunnel east AND westbound on I‐10, not
semi‐trucks. This will continue to bottleneck I‐10 along with an added merge point for truck traffic that has to re‐enter the bay way east bound. This is not
even a patch. Build the real bridge for 2 billion dollars and toll it or don't waste our time and money with a modified piece of patchwork that will not solve
the real problems. The bridge is physically not large enough to support 3 reasonable lanes and the tunnel is the bottleneck not truck traffic. Oversize loads
will take 2 lanes on the modified bridge deck.
Please build the bridge. It will help our business.
The Highway who lives in Huntsville and only comes here when he has said very graphicly he wants a toll bridge and won't take no for an answer. He needs
to be replaced. Our governor will stand up to him. We are out of sight and out of mind to our legislators. If this was in their area it would not be a toll bridge.
This bridge should cover the tunnel not a giant monument to engineering. That could be done later, Placing an unreasonable toll on trucks will not work and
if it done it will not last long. The consumers will pay the coast soon. Some judge somewhere will change that. I think it's a smokescreen to get the work
started. Get memaw to change the highway director and maybe some common sense and we could get a bridge over the tunnel. While at work I used to go
through the tunnels several times a day often. . help is needed
Absolutely NO TOLL. If Birmingham and Huntsville can get new bridges w/o tolls why should taxpayers in Mobile and Washington counties be subjected to
the higher prices/taxes they will be forced to pay with this lamebrained idea? NO. NO. NO!!!
We pay taxes for road and bridge. We should not have to pay any tolls. As a business owner this will cause us great expense. Manage our tax money better
so we don’t have any tolls or let someone else take your job.
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I do not think truckers should have to pay a toll!!! They are the back bone of our Country! No Toll for truckers!!❤🙏🇺🇸
No Tolls for ANYONE!!!
In my opinion this is a poor plan. No breakdown lanes and an up to $15 truck toll which will only equate to a higher cost of goods for both sides of the Bay.
In the end all this is is a "foot in the door" for the bridge that was not accepted several years ago. Shame on you. You'll apparently do anything to get your
way.
Please refuse to add this plan. A toll bridge is not needed. And using Truck Driver's as a way to build the bridge is wrong.
We all know once it's built someone will say BayWay traffic is still bad. So we need to allow cars with a toll.
Once you allow tolling, like Texas let happen, it will never stop! Tolling is just another TAX on the people.
If you notice I never said the bridge can't be built but NO TOLL!
Please include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept on the Long‐Range Transportation Plan and Transportation Improvement Program.
This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and
secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing
$250 million for Phase One. Recent polling shows 90% of respondents in Mobile and Baldwin counties say it is important to solve the traffic congestion
crossing the Mobile River “from an economic development standpoint.” Nearly 77% reported that removing large trucks from the Wallace Tunnel ‐ which is
part of the truck bridge concept ‐ would improve traffic flow, and poll respondents said they support the new truck bridge concept by a two‐to‐one margin.
This project needs to be done now. Traffic is only gonna get worse and the price tag is only gonna get more expensive in the future. This is a NO BRAINER
Over the last 65 years Baldwin Transfer Company has very proudly served our fellow Mobilians by providing transportation services both locally and
regionally around the southeast. While we are very much in agreeance that infrastructure improvements to rel
Has anyone thought about these high profile vehicles ]trucks] traveling that high up off the water where the wind will be stronger than at lower elevations?I
hope you are not using the same knuckle heads that thought the maritime building would be able to at least make enough money to pay the power bill.What
a dumb idea.
I am proposing that a bypass be constructed by using the current I‐165 interstate from downtown Mobile to interstate I‐65 interchange already in place, by
Incorporating the Africa town bridge that crosses the Mobile river 7 miles north of the city. The Africa town bridge is capable of handling truck traffic and is
high enough for barge traffic. The Bridge is not in the way of the new construction of the Mobile port. The proposed bypass across the bay north of the
present I‐10 bay way, by incorporating the Africa Town bridge there should also include a interchange to state route 98, to the bridge! On the west side of
the Africa town bridge the road will have to be brought up to interstate standards with a interchange to the bay way bridge to and from downtown. The
bypass to the east should include interchanges with the city of Spanish Fort, Bay Minette, highway 59 and the Baldwin beach express.
You may may contact me at cfledderman@aol.com looking forward to hearing from you
No Tolls for trucks, it just gets passed on to the consumers. Do the right thing and manage our tax dollars better.
I do not support adding this project. All that's needed is to route truck traffic to the Africatown bridge. Then that traffic either joins I‐10 on the bayway at
the on‐ramp by the tunnel (dedicated lane) or midway through the Causeway (dedicated lane).
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No tolls!!!!
NO TOLLS AT ALL TAXES ARE PAY FOR USE THEM REMEMBER THE GAS TAXES ARE DID Y'ALL FORGET I VOTE NO TOLLS AT ALL NO NO NO NO NO NO TOLLS
THE HIGHWAY INTERSTATE IS A FEDERAL HIGHWAY FUNDED BY THE PEOPLE TAXES OH AND IN OCTOBER AOTHER GAS TAX NO TOLLS AT ALL FOR
ANYONE
I’m not a truck owner or drive one, but I think it’s not a good idea to put the another tax on the trucking industry. The end results is it’s passed on to the
consumer. If this bridge was in the Huntsville or Birmingham area there wouldn’t even consider a toll on anyone!
With everyone already struggling to make ends meet, the idea of having people pay more money out of pocket just to drive on a road is bunk. We already
have a gas tax in place for such things like this and if we need to raise it a little bit, fine. No means NO. How about actually fixing roads like Old Shell where
Cody meet instead of I65 where I’ve yet to see the need for it to be “repaired.”
Encouraged by MPOs to move project forward. Comments are made with intention of support.
Earlier, ALDOT presented plan to build Bridge/Bayway and chose to finance/construct as a Public‐Private Partnership. Not acceptable then because Tolls on
the Tunnel and high tol. Weaknesses no longer exist.
Truck Bridge will have high cost due to construction inefficiencies, and inflation due to time‐to‐complete. These with unsafe traffic conditions during
construction with no congestion improvement.
Truck Bridge is questionable method for State to finance project with public and private funds over long period with inefficien/unsafe traffic conditions.
We ask ALDOT to reconsider the 3P as presented to alleviate financing and other difficulties. Should specify no tolls on existing routes, and tolls if any be
affordable.
Project to be built as as earlier presented, within approved EIS. 3P process to continue to completion to determine viable, competitive partners, at most
affordable cost.
It seems to me the only thing that this group and the politicians are worried about is losing the grant money. Why is it so hard for the narrow minded, self
serving politicians to comprehend that the people don’t want a toll of any kind. Why can’t they put forth as much effort in listening to the people and less
effort in trying to screw us. All they want is the damn money. Fire every dang one of them that go along with tolling. That includes our lame ass Governor.
She is as worthless as tits on a boar hog.
If you raise the cost of delivering goods, either there will be a shortage or people won't be able to afford it. They are already charged extra for fuel that is a
by product of the making of gasoline
We do not want any toll for any vehicles crossing Mobile Bay on an Federal highway or a federally funded New bridge.
Please take the toll road option off the plan for trucks. I am extremely disappointed that a toll of any kind is still being considered. Especially after how clear
it was that the people do not want a toll of any kind imposed.. Additionally the plan to 3 lane the bayway is a safety issue and will only create a new place for
bottlenecks. It seems politicians are so desperate to secure federal money they are not actually interested in fixing the issues, all they care about is finding a
way to spend the money before the deadline. I am baffled that this is the best you can come up with. Anyone who pushes this toll further will get voted out
by me at the next election and I will make sure to inform my fellow citizens as well. I voted for Carl and now he has betrayed us with his support for truck
tolls. Respectfully ‐Erin
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No Tolls of any type.
Louisiana has the I310 bridge over the Mississippi River, it has a 5 mile lead in bridge. Mississippi has the new bridge over the Mississippi at Greenville on U.S.
Highway 82, it has a 3 mile lead in bridge. NEITHER HAS A TOLL! If Louisiana and Mississippi can build these magnificent bridges with no toll, why can’t
Alabama
Trucking company operate on low budget. Everything truck have to have to operate is already taxed. We already pay a road use tax. Plus fuel tax with ifta.
Something need to be done but this is not it. Fair is fair. This would be very unfair resolution for this project.
Please consider a toll express lane for the new bridge from Daphne to mobile. The toll road could be built between the existing I‐10 Bayway twin bridges and
connect directly with the new Mobile River Bridge. The toll will be only on travelers who wish to use it. A truck only toll road truckers who are passing
though to find another route to use. There a many examples of toll express lanes/roads on the Interstate System. A discount could be given for car pools.
I am totally against any kind of toll or a bridge built for the sole purpose of truck traffic. It is inefficient and will not solve the problem of traffic on I10. There
is no explanation for all the gasoline tax (Federal, State and local) that is paid. In addition taxes are paid in licensing and tags. This is part of the Federal
Highway System and should be paid by infrastructure funds. This is the result of extremely bad planning for years. Somehow they are finding funds to redo
the Interstate through Birmingham and infrastructure all over North Alabama. Why is South Alabama treated so shabbily? No Tolls, period. No Trucks only
bridge.
No to any toll
I am strongly against any tolls for any vehicles. If you want a bridge you can make it toll‐free! The public voiced it's opinion already. You change very little,
spin it so it confuses people and ask again hoping for a new answer. Your tactics are dirty! No tolls. Understand us. No Tolls!!!!
No tolls!! Other areas of the state have not had to resort to tolls to get major interstate projects paid for. Tolls are not in the best interest of anyone in our
area, in part because no entity that would be in charge can be trusted to manage the toll road in a way that is fair and responsible. New Orleans enacted a
toll to build a new bridge years ago. The toll was low, was only charged going in one direction, and was stopped when the bridge was paid for. Sadly, I have
never seen any of these three statuses included in any conversation surrounding the traffic problem in Mobile, let alone all of them. Find another solution
that is fair to all rather than one that is going to make money for some company or group.
Please, please, please approve this plan to get construction going. I always seem to live and work on separate sides of the bay and have been dealing with
the traffic and slow downs to a critical degree for 10 years. There are days during the summer where I leave 1 hour before needing to be at work (30
minutes away normally) and still arrive 30‐45 minutes LATE. Mobile (and Baldwin County) need this fix, and sooner rather than later.
I find ANY toll on a bridge over Mobile Bay unacceptable. I do not intend to ever drive a truck, but I still find the currently proposed toll inappropriate. I am a
believer that interstates should be funded by the federal Government. The infrastructure provided is one of the things that makes this country great and I
believe it is a slippery slope to expect that level of support for this service. The current proposal should not be studied further. I wish our Washington
delegation well in continuing to advocate for a necessary upgrade to the interstate system in our area.
If public funds are used for any part of this project, there should not be any TOLLS. If it is pushed through, there should be a ceiling on the TOLLS, and a 10
year break between raising the toll. Plus foreign money cannot be used. I, personally am against these toll. Trucking is the life blood of this nation, any toll
imposed will add to the cost of these good. If you do this we The People are the ones who will be hurt.
Truck drivers that are trying to make a living for their families should have to pay to do so. We all pay taxes
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No Toll's on the truck Bridge
The growth of our area means we have become a key transportation hub for travel of people and goods by land, sea and air. Our region is making
transformative improvements to our seaport and airport that will benefit everyone who lives and works in our area. Now we must work together to tackle
the infrastructure challenge of I‐10.
I say NO for truckers to pay $10‐$15 toll. That will be passed on to consumers!
We don't need a new bridge,just widen the existing one, and maybe fix the causeway for better traffic flow,but a till is out of the question for me.
NO TOLLS! What more can WE the people say? If you toll the trucks it will be passed on to the consumer with higher prices. Manage the money better or
budget and save like the rest of us. COMMON SENSE is lost on you people!
No tolls. That will only serve to increase prices at the register, and hurt all residents of the area.
If Tolls are implemented on any type of proposed bridge this will definitely result in higher cost for consumers. Companies will not absorb the cost of $10 ‐
$15 dollars per truck.
The President of the United States has committed to an infrastructure plan for all of the US. Get our local legislature representatives to voice our needs for a
new bridge without tolls.
Many concerns about this idea. First, who and how will it be policed to make sure the truckers use it? Second, as trucks jockey to get into the correct lanes
many accidents and dangerous situations will happen. I could go on but all I really want to say is who ever thought this was a good idea?
Toll bridge is a terrible idea, it places further burdened on essential workers such as truck drivers who spend hours every day of the week maintaining the
flow of goods and services to our area, and tax payers already pay for federal interstates with our incomes.
A toll bridge is a major insult to the hard‐working people of Mobile along with the rest of coastal Alabama. No one likes this idea.
Semi‐Trucks are not the problem. I drive this everyday. It’s the out of town traffic passing through Mobile.
Your current proposal does not make any sense to me. I saw the news with the current proposal and they were showing the traffic. It looked like it was a 50
to 1 ratio ‐ 50 cars to every 1 semi.
The trucks only proposal will only use a limited share of the bridge's capacity, which is very wasteful, and will require an inordinately massive State subsidy,
which will be politically impossible.
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If y’all had announced that the previous plan would have had a $2 toll instead of $6 BEFORE the plan was killed, that bridge might be under construction
today.
This new plan is not good. Anything less than 3 lanes west of the 181 exit is a recipe for disaster. And who really thinks that an 8 mile bridge (bayway)
without shoulders is a good idea?
Truck bridge? With the same ugly curve (maybe even worse) as the one at the tunnel? How do you even enforce that? If the speed limits were enforced, you
wouldn’t have nearly as many wrecks, and traffic would still flow freely. But I typically find myself being blown over by people weaving in and out going 80 or
faster. Ridiculous. Snap their plates and mail them a ticket.
Go back to the original plan. Bring it all in house. No PPE. No profit. $2‐3 toll on new bridge only. Keep the causeway and Bankhead to local traffic only. Add a
3rd lane to existing bayway to 181. Cozy up to Biden for the cash.
NO WALKING TRAIL! NO ROSE GARDEN! Just expand the Bayway in both directions and build a new bridge that bypasses the choke point at the tunnel. Also
expand I‐10 all the way to the Florida line.
The current proposal will still produce long back ups and most likely more accidents, particularly for west ‐ bound traffic. Condensing from 3 lanes to 2 prior
to the tunnel is a bad and potentially dangerous idea. If it moves forward, motorists in motorhomes and pulling travel trailers should be forced to take the
truck bridge as they typically travel below the speed limit.
The tunnel is the problem, find a way to avoid the tunnel altogether.
A new safer route such as a passenger car or a truck bridge to help alleviate traffic congestion is much needed and long over due! The traffic problem is only
getting worse, something must be done soon!
We, the citizens of Mobile and Mobile County, DO NOT support a bridge charging tolls on commercial trucks or on private conveyances.
NO TOLLS WHATSOEVER!
There are tolls all over the U.S. Why not Mobile! We need the money, since we can't get the Lottery or Casino's.
We are concerned about the complete lack of attention to the issue of "Environmental Justice" + the historical & present day effects of the routing of heavy
commercial traffic through the Africatown Community. How is all the damage that has been done & will be done addressed. To believe that the tolls will NOT
drive traffic around to the "Africatown Bridge" and associated roads is just naive. One of our major concerns relates to the Africatown Welcome center and
to the Plateau cemetery & area historical sites. The highways HIGH constant volume & SPEED of commercial traffic. Having the bicycle lanes and "trails"
connections MUST do something about serious separation & slowing of traffic related to bicycles/PEDESTRIAN access areas. Where are the traffic slowing
mechanisms (roundabouts, wide medians,etc.) If Mobile is to benefit from the tourism & historical heritage experiences being planned for all the community.
Why no health/environmental monitoring plans? Why restrict COMMENTS????
The Mobile River Bridge is very much needed. Seasonal traffic & the influx of people moving to our growing community, has made the commute across the
bay extremely difficult and frustrating. I make this commute daily, and I ask myself everyday "why don't we have a bridge"? I believe a proposed project like
this can only help.
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I think it would be a big mistake to have a separate bridge with a toll on trucks. This will be unfair to the trucking industry.
This alternate route will help alleviate some of the congestion going across the Bayway. This is going to be a work in progress, but I am on board for this new
bridge.
I generally support Phase I but I do fear increased consumer pricing as a result of the toll related cost to the trucking industry. What is stopping ALOT from
immediately re‐striping to create 3 lanes on the eastbound Bayway? If done now, wouldn't that give some relief to afternoon rush hour and Friday
afternoon beach traffic?
The congestion on I‐10 has to be addressed. I would support any infrastructure plan that would address the congestion issue including the construction of a
bridge. However, I am not in support of any solution in which the sole responsibility of funding the project would fall on the trucking community. The
expense of this project should be shared among all those benefiting from its purpose to include residents of Alabama and any other person traveling through
our area regardless of resident status. All funding solutions should be evaluated, considered, and studied to understand full impact and consequence to all
those participating in its funding.
I do not feel there should be any tolls on a bridge built. Our road taxes should be paying for this and it’s unfair to expect us to pay more.
No tolls of any kind.
The plan to re‐stripe the present Bayway creating 3 lanes each way would create a very dangerous situation and would likely get people killed. To do this
would basically eliminate the shoulders on both sides of the roadway. Where would a driver stop in case of a flat tire or other mechanical problem? Can
you imagine trying to change a tire in the middle of a lane for fast moving traffic? Another problem which would create a lot of congestion would be all the
merging of traffic necessary for trucks to access the bridge.
I believe that Dr. Lou Campomenosi and Kevin Spriggs have suggested a much better alternative plan, to build an expressway across Mobile Bay which
would consist of a 4 lane raised highway and bridge from U.S. 98 in Daphne to Virginia Street in Mobile with no exits between. While this would cost more,
it should be sufficient to handle traffic for years to come.
Dear Mobile MPO,
Structurally sound and efficiently‐designed infrastructure is critical to the success of Airbus in Mobile‐‐ for our business, employees and partners across the
Gulf Coast Region. Today, I ask the Mobile MPO to include Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement plan on your Long Range
Plan & Improvement Program.
Our footprint and the region's population have both grown exponentially since Airbus first planted a flag in the Mobile community with the opening of Airbus
DS Military Aircraft in 2005. Airbus now has manufacturing, engineering and MRO facilities in Mobile, and infrastructure enhancements are imperative to
allow our employees and materials to pass safely, predictably, and efficiently through the I‐10 corridor. Consistent with applicable rules and regulations, I
hope you will include the truck bridge proposal in your long‐range transportation improvement plan as Airbus continues to ramp‐up employment and aircraft
production in Mobile.
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Over the last 65 years Baldwin Transfer Company has very proudly served our fellow Mobilians by providing transportation services both locally and
regionally around the southeast. While we are very much in agreeance that infrastructure improvements to relieve congestion along I‐10 are necessary for
the future development of Mobile, we find it inconceivable that a "truck only toll" to fund the Bridge Project is a solution that appropriately shares the
financial responsibility of all who will benefit from the improvements. The burden must be shared by all businesses and individuals who will be positively
impacted by improving our road systems and decreasing congestion. While Baldwin Transfer is one of the many commercial trucking companies in Mobile, I
think I can speak on behalf of my colleagues by insisting that alternatives to a "truck only toll" are further researched and developed to ensure a solution that
is fair to all is put into place.
The proposed bride is an overdue major project that needs to be acted upon. The construction of the bridge will stimulate our local economy in the form of
local construction and material supplying companies. The construction should create many good paying jobs for our citizens. The positive effect from the
new bridge will be seen and felt immediately upon completion by local and out of town drivers passing through. The traffic as of now is a nightmare and is
avoided by many including myself. The new flow will also keep drivers from exiting and trying to navigate the streets downtown which can causes even more
traffic jams. Heavy traffic downtown can also lead to a greater risk of pedestrians being struck by vehicles. To me, the new bridge is more of a safety
installment than a traffic convenience, therefore the construction should not be delayed anymore. The life of just one person greatly exceeds the price tag of
a bridge.
No taxes On truck Then will go on to the People The truck's pay A fuel tax &road tax Just who is getting them. truck's come from another state that is not pro
rated for our state can come in from Florida go out in Mississippi & not pay any taxes .
No walk way on bridge all a cross the crounty there is sing's saying no presden on freway
If Bayway is three laned in both directions has anyone thought of how a wreck will be handled without an emergency vehicle lane? Also, debris
accumulation...now there is so much debris such as tire carcasses, ladders, and all sorts of debris scattered all the length of the bayway and very seldom
cleaned. Also, the bottlenecks when the third lane runs out at the tunnel westbound and in Daphne eastbound. This current plan is riddled with dangerous
senerios; please be careful to do the right thing.
I live in Fairhope but have to commute to Mobile to work. We could definitely use the new bridge. When an accident happens on the Bayway, it makes it
difficult to get home or to work, but when the summer traffic kicks in, it's a nightmare. Please know that I am in support of the new bridge. Thank you for all
you are doing to make traffic flow smoother and for keeping our safety and finances in mind.
The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depend on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an
inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry. According to the American Transportation Research Institute,
congestion increases the cost of trucking by billions of dollars annually, slowing down deliveries, interrupting supply chains and adding to driver fatigue.
I feel the toll for the truckers is not right. The first plan that was designed should be considered, with the government or other means to pay the toll. Going
through a two lane tunnel and then it turns to three lanes.. you talk about a bottle neck. I don’t know who’s coming up with these ideas but it doesn’t make
sense.
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In favor of the I‐10 Bridge Project to be included in the MPO's ( LRTP) . For safety reasons not having an Emergency Lane on the Truck Bridge is not
acceptable. Turn Outs may be considered but this is probably a band aid.
There is no design for a protected Bike/Ped Lane on the Truck Bridge and this is also not acceptable.
The proposed 3 Lane Striping of the Bayway and 2.5 Foot Shoulder is also not acceptable. Even with the existing Emergency Lanes it is very dangerous and
people have been killed in the Emergency Lane. With a vehicle breakdown and no Emergency Lane this design would be a disaster . Many Vehicle Repair
Companies already will NOT go on the existing Bayway Emergency Lanes to do repairs simply because of the danger.
In closing, Bridges & Transportation should be for all, Trucks, Cars, Pedestrians, and Bicycles. Additionally they should be designed to be safe for all. Anything
less is a disservice to the Public.
I am in favor of the truck toll. As a commuter from the Eastern Shore to Mobile for the past 40 years I feel strongly about this. Florida has toll roads all over it
as do highways in the North. Let's save our opportunity for ferderal dollars and get this plan in place
I am very supportive of The I‐10 Mobile River Bridge Project which will help & improve the flow of traffic along our growing Mobile Bay and Baldwin County
Areas.
The Bridge needed on I‐10 to cross the Mobile River is bound to be one of the top 10 needs for the nation as a whole! The amount of goods being
transported across the region has grown about 10 fold in recent years, and the need for something to be done passed many years ago, and now it has
reached a crisis point. The Wallace Tunnel is in need of a great deal of repair, and the lanes on the existing Bayway are wholly insufficient. I drive this route
twice daily commuting to my job, and it is unsafe to say the least. In the 16 years I have been making the daily commute, the amount of truck and tourist
traffic has markedly increased. Please vote to add this to your Long Range Plans and Transportation Improvements.
Please allow the construction of the Mobile River Bridge. As a resident of Mobile county who travels across the bay almost daily for work and for recreation,
the congestion on I‐10 is a real issue and should be addressed with the construction of a new bridge.
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•We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organiza on and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organiza on to include the locally‐led eﬀorts known
as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
•Our region is growing and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven eﬀort to build a new bridge over the
Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this
project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free.

Please pass this bill
Have a Nice Day!
Phil Webb ChFC, CLU
Financial Advisor
1040 Stanton Road
Suite D
Daphne, Al 36526
251‐490‐4454
phil@philwebbfinancial.com
https://www.philwebbfinancial.com
This is a project that needs to be built! ALDOT and Mobile Leaders need to figure out how to get this done soon. If you have to build it in phases you need to
at least build the first two phases and let all types of cars us it. I don’t like just building the first phase for trucks and waiting who knows how many years for
phase 2 and 3.
This project is vital for the safety and convenience of travelers and locals alike. It must proceed.
• We urge the Mobile MPO & Eastern Shore MPO to include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10
Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long Range Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs
• Our region is growing & the strain on infrastructure is evident, especially the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the Mobile
River and add lanes to the Bayway will help alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this project. It
will also leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One.
• Polling shows 90% of respondents in Mobile & Baldwin counties say it is important to solve the traffic congestion crossing the Mobile River. 86% rated
traffic congestion on the Bayway and through the Wallace Tunnel as “very bad” or “bad” during peak travel times.
Please get it done. If we expect the city to grow then we must grow with it.
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The interstate highway system is a federal (primary) and state (secondary) responsibility.
The I‐10 Mobile Bay bridge needs to be replaced; it's old, is congested everyday, it's dangerous, and worst of all it's an embarrassment to the State of
Alabama to the Americans traveling East and West on I‐10 along the Gulf Coast. Think about it, one can breeze through the recently completed I‐10 Lake
Pontchartrain, Louisiana bridge to the west and breeze through the recently completed I‐10, Escambia Bay Bridge in Pensacola, FL to the East and get stuck
for hours in Mobile, AL ‐ my home ‐ that I love and are proud of for all it's recent accomplishments. Neither the Louisiana or the Florida I‐10 bridges are
tolled. Bottom‐line = Fix The Alabama Embarrassment.
NO TOLLS Period. NO TO P3 period. Pass the lottery with 50% infrastructure and 50% school and the already in place 10 cent gas tax. Tap bidens
infrastructure plan for the rest
No tolls any shape or form.
I work in the commercial real estate industry and see daily how the improved flow of traffic will increase transportation as well as industry to locate to our
area. It is imperative that the happens for our area to progress and grow. If we want the improvements made at the port and airport relocation to see their
largest success, we must have I‐10 working better.
This entire TIP is a horrible plan. We certainly do not need further costs from this out of control plan. Tolling trucks will be the death of our livelihoods here.
NO. TOLLS!!!!!
As long as the project remains toll free and helps with bay way and causeway traffic me and my family are onboard. I travel the causeway everyday for work
so im directly affected by whatever decision is made.
We do not want any toll roads for any vehicles.
Truckers already pay high taxes on fuel, road use taxes, tag taxes and anything else the Government can throw at them. This is absolutely crazy. Get a few
billion Joe Biden is sending overseas to build the damn bridge
Please amend the truck toll plan to your TIP so as to include only the engineering and planning phase (PE). Please omit the Construction phase (CN) at this
time. This amendment would allow this MPO board to make a final decision after seeing the actual plans. If you added the CN phase now, you are giving up
further review of a plan by our local officials – this MPO. We are being asked by ALDOT to buy a pig in a poke and trust ALDOT with the plans and decisions.
We do not.
Delaying the CN phase now would allow you to consider other alternatives to the truck toll, such as: A bipartisan effort to secure the coming federal
infrastructure funds. Using part of the new gas tax. Reengineering the entrances to the I‐10 tunnels.
STUPID add a truck onky bridge is stupid. It's not trucks causing delay its tourists. During the months tourism low do the trucks slow it down then? No. And
adding another lane to existing bridge stupid as well. What happens in flat tire or break down ? Traffic will still back up when lanes go from 3 to 2 , and 4 to 2.
Building bridge for trucks is waste of money and won't solve problems. Only way to fix problems is add bridge for all and expand interstate lanes.
FAVOR THE BRIDGE
I don't think it's necessary
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We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known
as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bay‐way Improvement Plan, on their Long Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
Our region is growing and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the
Mobile River and add lanes to the Bay‐way will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this
project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs add
this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant.
The traffic jams at the tunnels involve comparatively small number of trucks. The truck only bridge IS NOT THE ANSWER.
Build a 3rd tunnel that can be redirected in either direction during peak times( like Lincoln tunnel in Ny/Nj).
Expand bay way to 6 lanes.
I would love to see the bridge built! I think it is a great idea and a much needed improvement.
If we have an opportunity to receive federal funding for the I10 bridge, we should definitely add this to our planning for long range improvements. Traffic
across the bay is heavy all year long, but increases to horrendous in the summertime. This causes huge problems not only for commuters, but also for
emergency vehicles. The toll bridge was a bad idea, so this opportunity should not be wasted.
Build the bridge. With tolls, without tolls, for trucks, or cars only, four lanes, eight lanes.... whatever.
Please build the bridge that we should have been using 10 years ago!!!
Build the bridge. Build a bridge. Just build until we have a bridge!!!
Build it!!!
∙
Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over
the Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for
this project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs
add this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant.
∙
The Mobile and Eastern Shore MPOs must include this project in the Long Range plans and Traffic Improvement Programs. NOT TO DO SO WOULD BE
DISASTEROUS.
As societies move forward so should their infrastructure. This is a no brainer when it comes to efficiency and progress.
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I’m in support of the Phase One I‐10 Bridge project. For our state and region to continue to grow it is critical for the transportation challenge to move
forward. I’m afraid that for travelers on I‐10 ....Mobile is that “bad place” and you have to build in extra hours because you might get lucky and zip thru or
could take several hours. We want Mobile to be seen as a positive designation City. I believe “Born to Celebrate” means happy, excited and positive. The
current situation is along the lines of “Being Frustrated”...unsure, stressed and negative. Again, I’m in support of this plan. Thanks to everyone for working
together.
I fully support a sensible plan to deal with the increased traffic now and even more that will be coming in the future. Hopefully funding will come. Trillions are
being tossed. here and there on garbage but this makes sense. Let’s do it!
Spend one Friday afternoon traveling to or from Mobile over the bay and the need for a bridge is obvious.
Our region is growing and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the
Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this
project.
I drive interstate every day to downtown for work and often night and weekends to visit family. Over the last few years, the traffic build up and accidents are
becoming more and more frequent. Please authorize the bridge.
We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of
the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan.
Eighty‐six percent rated traffic congestion on the Bayway and through the Wallace Tunnel as “very bad” or “bad” during peak travel times. Nearly 77%
reported that removing large trucks from the Wallace Tunnel ‐ which is part of the truck bridge concept ‐ would improve traffic flow, and poll respondents
said they support the new truck bridge concept by a two‐to‐one margin.
The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depends on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an
inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry. congestion increases the cost of trucking by billions of dollars annually,
slowing down deliveries, interrupting supply chains and adding to driver fatigue.
Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the
Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this
project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs add
this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant.
We urge the Mobile and Eastern Shore MPOs to include this project on the Long Range plans and their Traffic Improvement Programs.
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We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known
as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs. Our region is growing and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor.
This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and
secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing
$250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs add this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant.
Please move forward with building the bridge. It is a long necessity for future development of Baldwin and Mobile counties.
Please move forward with building the bridge. It is a long term necessity for the future development of Baldwin and Mobile counties.
I urge the Mobile MPO to include Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan in its Long‐Range Transportation and
Improvement Program. Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure and the I‐10 corridor is clear. This effort will help to alleviate traffic
congestion, improve safety, and secure a federal grant awarded for this project.
Our area has become a key transportation hub. We are making transformative improvements to our infrastructure that will benefit everyone, but we MUST
tackle the infrastructure challenge of I‐10. The region’s economy and quality of life depends on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area.
Congested highways are an problem for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry.
I urge the Mobile MPO to include this project in their Long Range and Traffic Improvement Programs and to reach out to our federal delegation and
reinforce the importance of this project.
I am in favor of this bridge being built. I think it is important for the area to grow and prosper.
Recent polling shows 90% of respondents in Mobile and Baldwin counties say it is important to solve the traffic congestion crossing the Mobile River “from
an economic development standpoint.” Eighty‐six percent rated traffic congestion on the Bayway and through the Wallace Tunnel as “very bad” or “bad”
during peak travel times. Nearly 77% reported that removing large trucks from the Wallace Tunnel would improve traffic flow.
The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depend on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an
inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry. According to the American Transportation Research Institute,
congestion increases the cost of trucking by billions of dollars annually, slowing down deliveries, and interrupting supply chains.
We urge the Mobile and Eastern Shore MPOs to include this project on the Long Range plans and their Traffic Improvement Programs.
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I work as a TWIC Escort for Over The Road (18‐Wheeler) drivers needing access to the Port in Mobile. If surveyed I believe the majority of professional
drivers would prefer a commercial vehicle only bridge.
In addition here are some other key points suggested by the Mobile Area Chamber of Commerce.
We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known
as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
I urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept on their Long Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs. Our region is growing and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor.
The growth of our area means we have become a key transportation hub for travel of people and goods by land, sea and air. Our region is making
transformative improvements to our seaport and airport that will benefit everyone who lives and works in our area.
Add the 3 lanes to the existing bridge. The new "right" lane would be used for people merging onto and exiting the bayway where there are always backups.
So for the eastbound lanes, the new right lane would start where people merge onto the bayway outside the tunnel. This gives the people merging onto the
bayway their own lane without slowing down the other lanes and time to merge over to the other lanes. That right lane would be exit only when it gets to
the next exit onto the causeway where the bayway crosses the causeway. Then the right lane would start again where people merge onto the bayway at the
causeway crossing giving these people their own lane again and not slowing down the other lanes and plenty of time to merge over to the other lanes. That
right lane would be exit only at Daphne exit. This would keep the traffic from backing up on the bayway at this exit.
Then you could do the same thing for the westbound lanes. I think this would be a fast way to get some relief.
We urge you to include the locally‐led efforts known as Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long Range
Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
This will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this project. It will leave all existing routes
toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. If not, included our area will lose the federal grant. We have become a key
transportation hub for travel of people and goods by land, sea and air. We must work together to tackle the infrastructure challenge of I‐10. Traffic
congestion on the Bayway and through the Wallace Tunnel is very bad during peak travel times. Removing large trucks from the Wallace Tunnel would
improve traffic flow. We urge you to include this project on the Long Range plans and their Traffic Improvement Programs.
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I live and work in Mobile, Alabama. I work downtown and see first‐hand the ridiculous congestion of cars trying to go east on I‐10 every Friday in the Spring
and Summer.
I am in 100% favor of the new bridge to relieve pressure on the tunnel.
I am in 100% favor of a bike/walking path on the new bridge.
I am in favor, toll or no toll.
Working in the maritime and logistics industry in Mobile, we are on the cusp of incredible growth with the deepening of the port, APM terminals, and the
investment of Walmart & Amazon in Theodore. I urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning
Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway
Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
Without improvements to the Bayway, our positive growth will be hampered by congestion causing more vessels to go to Jacksonville and truck over to the
panhandle because of the delays caused by coming to port of Mobile and the bottleneck of traffic for trucks to get to the panhandle.
This issue is a must for the growth and economic prosperity of our region.
Praying for our community and a new bridge to assist generations of Mobilians.
We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of
the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long Range Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
Our region is growing and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the
Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this
project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs add
this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant.
No Toll! If the taxes we’ve been paying for years can’t afford to fix our roadways then we need to re‐examine what we’re spending those tax dollars on.
Again, No Tolls!
I need the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known as
the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs. Traffic flow to and from Mobile and Baldwin Counties across the current bridge and through the 2
tunnels are not sufficient considering the number of vehicles currently utilizing those thoroughfares.
We must work together to tackle the infrastructure challenge of I‐10. The citizens of our area understand this is of the utmost importance for our continued
growth.
THIS PROJECT IS SO VERY IMPORTANT TO OUR AREA. WE CANNOT CONTINUE TO HAVE OUR COMMUNITY & VISITORS LIVES THIS WAY. THE TRAFFIC BACK UP
IS TERRIBLE, STRESSFUL & DANGEROUS. DO SOMETHING & DO IT ASAP!
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I urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known as
the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
It is so important that we do something to alleviate traffic crossing the bay. I implore you to consider this bridge proposal.
I support the MPO’s Truck Bridge proposal as a starting point to alleviate the congestion on I10 with the goal being to have a toll free eight lane highway
across both the Mobile River and Bay from Mobile to Baldwin County. As a growing distribution center Mobile and the surrounding area will continue to
experience increasing truck traffic from the container port and through traffic along the I10 corridor. I urge both the Mobile and Baldwin County’s MPO to
incorporate this into their plans in order to secure state and Federal funding.
I respectfully ask Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept of the I‐10 Mobile River
Bridge in your Long‐Range Transportation Plan and Transportation Improvement Programs. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the Mobile
River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, Our region is growing, and the strain on our infrastructure is
evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. Congested highways are an inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry.
The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depends on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Thank you for your support of this
project.
Oliver A. Latil, IV
Regional CEO
Community Bank
111 West I‐65 Service Rd N
Mobile, AL 36608
Something needs to be done to alleviate the congestion on the Bay Way and the Causeway. I hope they are awarded the infrastructure money to put this in
motion.
NO TOLL ‐ keep it free
It is past time to resolve this traffic nightmare one and for all! The original problem was a the
Design of tunnel and its placement through downtown Mobile. It was an expensive mistake.
Hopefully a good working solution for all that travel this very heavy Corridor. Another important issue is the improvement of public safety for all that travel
here!
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∙
We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts
known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range
Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
∙
The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depends on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an
inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry. According to the American Transportation Research Institute,
congestion increases the cost of trucking by billions of dollars annually, slowing down deliveries, interrupting supply chains and adding to driver fatigue.
∙

We urge the Mobile and Eastern Shore MPOs to include this project on the Long Range plans and their Traffic Improvement Programs.

I urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known as
the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
I am writing in support of the Mobile and Easter Shore MPOs including Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their
Long‐Range Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs. As a Mobile native, it's evident that the growth our region has experienced
continues to put strain on our infrastructure, especially the I‐10 corridor. The locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the Mobile River and add lanes
to the Bayway will help alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this project. In addition, it will
leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs add this project to the
Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant. The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depends on the efficient
flow of goods and people through the area.
We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known
as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
Our region is growing and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the
Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this
project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs add
this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant.

Our region is growing and the strain on our infrastructure is evident, especially on the I‐10 corridor. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the
Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this
project. In addition, it will leave all existing routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. But unless the MPOs add
this project to the Transportation Improvement Programs, our area will lose the federal grant.
Please give trucks thier our space !
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Now is the time to act! Add the Phase approach to the Long Range Plan. We need to make it's on the plan so it can be considered for the federal
infrastructure legislation being drafted. I SUPPORT THE PHASED APPROACH
Please include the bridge project in your plans. This bridge is critical to the continued economic growth in our area.
I SUPPORT the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge. I believe the bridge to be much needed and long over‐do. I also SUPPORT a toll if needed. Thank you!
We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known
as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long Range Transportation
Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs. This locally‐driven effort to build a new bridge over the Mobile River and add lanes to the Bayway will
help to alleviate traffic congestion, improve safety, and secure the $125 million federal grant awarded for this project. In addition, it will leave all existing
routes toll‐free. The state has also committed to providing $250 million for Phase One. The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depend on the
efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking
industry.
To me, it's as simple as this. There are dozens of trucks that transport hazardous chemicals up and down I‐10 on a daily basis. They are not allowed to use the
tunnels. A bridge would allow quick and seamless travel through the area and would decrease traffic congestion in the area. The insane reality of the tunnel
traffic jams (which occur for seemingly no reason) could be alleviated quite easily with this or any bridge.
I am a lifetime resident of Baldwin Co. I have to commute to Mobile daily, sometimes twice a day. I have never seen the traffic as bad as it has been over the
last year. The proposal on the bridge is honestly nothing but a win for our community and local economy. In order to make the travel of this "corridor" more
safe, something has to be done. I think this will drive our local business, help travel, and most importantly be more safe.
Lets build the bridge for all of South Alabama and more importantly a better Mobile!!
We urge the Mobile and Eastern Shore MPOs to include this project on the Long Range plans and their Traffic Improvement Programs. This is an extrmeely
important project and needs to be completed as soon as possible. Thank you.
As a Mobile native, I have consistently seen the issues with traffic through the Bankhead and George Wallace tunnels. These issues are significantly increased
each summer as people vacation. I recently became an employee of a Fairhope business last October. During this time, I have experienced many days where
my travel time home from work has taken well over an hour on a drive that should take 35‐45 minutes from Midtown Mobile. As I start to plan for a family, I
find myself feeling hesitant to remain in Mobile while working in Fairhope because of the constant traffic delays.
I am in huge favor of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge. I would personally be happy to purchase an annual toll pass to alleviate the constant unknown of drive
time related to issues with the current traffic patterns.
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I am all for a long‐term solution for relieving the bottleneck of the Wallace Tunnels. Not sure that building a bridge for truck only (tolled) access resolves the
issue but it is a start. Perhaps, we can somehow leave open (with contract language) the opportunity to convert that usage when the opportunity
economically presents itself. I was not opposed to a "reasonable" local user toll fee for access since we provide service work on both sides of the bay.
Perhaps, local businesses can be (Optionally) allowed to purchase annual access that would help pay for the project AND relieve traffic issues.
I was in traffic at the tunnel East‐bound this past Saturday. Took about 30 minutes to go 1 mile. There were only about a dozen trucks in the mix of vehicles.
Out of town tunnel "sight‐seerers" are the issue . When you get past the tunnel, the traffic amazingly clears. Lets give them opportunity to pay a toll and
put them on the bridge. That will solve the tunnel problem.
Removing the emergency lanes on the Bayway will endanger those using it and would be unwise.
As a business man in the Mobile area with clients on the Eastern Shore that I have to service, often onsite. The congestion on the Bayway can cause a great
deal of problems for me and my clients. Our quality of life in the area has declined as a result of the congestion as we have to plan to leave really early of
later to get across in a decent time. Also I completely against tolls on this bridge. There should be no reason to toll people to use a road especially since we
are taxed for "infrastructure" already in multiple ways!!
∙
We urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts
known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range
Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
∙
Please start building the bridge.
Hello, My name is Carol Mims and I live in Mobile. I frequently travel to Tallahassee, FL because my elderly parents live there. I also often go to Baldwin
County for various reasons. When travelling east from Mobile, I have difficulty going over the I‐10 bay bridge due to heavy traffic. The wait can be very long!
I have also tried the Cochran Bridge route and the Causeway. All are almost impassable during certain times of year, and if there is an accident, traffic is at a
standstill. I need a reliable way to get out of Mobile if there is an emergency with my family in FL. The traffic through Mobile has increased substantially in
the 36 years that I have lived in Mobile, with no changes, updates, or improvements. This situation definitely needs to be addressed and updates made.
Please support this Amendment and let's make the improvements needed to bring us into the 21st century. Thank you for your time and consideration!
I urge the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization to include the locally‐led efforts known as Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway
Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
The regular congestion on the Bayway significantly impacts the quality of life for those of us that live in this area. Additionally, our economy is dependent on
the efficient flow of goods and services through our area and if we do not address this soon the long‐term detrimental impact will be significant.
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Please amend the truck toll plan to your TIP so it will include only the engineering and planning phase (PE). Please omit the Construction phase (CN) at this
time. This amendment would allow this MPO board to make a final decision after seeing the actual plans. If you keep the CN phase now, you are giving up
further review of a plan by our local officials – which is this MPO. We are being asked by ALDOT to trust the plans and decisions which will be made in the
future and no one knows at this point in time what they will include. This is not a good plan or decision.
Delaying the CN phase now would allow you to consider other alternatives to the truck toll, such as a bipartisan effort to secure the coming federal
infrastructure funds, using part of the new gas tax and re‐engineering the entrances to the I‐10 tunnels.

Please amend the truck toll plan to your TIP so as to include only the engineering and planning phase (PE). Please omit the Construction phase (CN) at this
time. This amendment would allow this MPO board to make a final decision after seeing the actual plans. If you added the CN phase now, you are giving up
further review of a plan by our local officials – this MPO. We are being asked by ALDOT to buy a pig in a poke and trust ALDOT with the plans and decisions.
We do not.
Delaying the CN phase now would allow you to consider other alternatives to the truck toll, such as: A bipartisan effort to secure the coming federal
infrastructure funds. Using part of the new gas tax. Re‐engineering the entrances to the I‐10 tunnels.
I drive on I‐10 and the causeway often. The traffic is terrible. The federal should provide the money for most of the cost because most of the traffic is out of
state vehicles.
Please vote NO on any issue regarding a toll for cars or trucks across the bay way. Everyone is still watching our political actions, we will vote according to
your judgement.
I am absolutely opposed to any toll bridge at all!!! We DO NOT NEED A TOLLS!!
I think you may fail again! The cars will still be backing up at the tunnel until you straighten out the entrance and post 50 or 60 MPH MINIMUM.
Removing all of the trucks will not make much difference during rush hours.
The CARS should go over the bridge, trucks through the tunnel and Cochran.
Where is the engineering study to back up the new plan?
I am in support of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge project. It is imperative to our community.
The Wallace tunnels and Bayway will never be able to carry more traffic count unless and until the western tunnel entrance and exit are redesigned to take
out the extremely sharp turns. If you compare the I‐110 connector in Pensacola, you can see that the westbound exit and east bound entrance degree of
curves could be greatly reduced by moving toward the Civic center and elevated over the parking lot. This would still provide for parking under the elevated I‐
10. like in Pensacola. Sure, a few rows of houses to the west of the Civic Center Parking lot would need to be purchased and cleared but this should have
been done 50 years ago.
No tolls!
We need another Bridge across the Mobile River
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Today, I simply want you to know that the trucking industry understands and supports the need to construct a bridge on I‐10 to relieve congestion. We are
willing to be part of a solutions, and we believe any funding solution should be fair and equitable to all stakeholders who will benefit. Placing 100% of the
private invest on trucking, while we are only 10% or less of traffic, is not a fair and equitable solution. The trucking industry currently pays over 45% of the
Highway Trust Fund and only utilizes 10% of the highway so we already pay more than our fair share. Simply it isn’t fair that the trucking industry has already
paid close to 50% of the existing infrastructure and will now be a piggy bank for the new bridge without being able to use the bridge we have already paid
for.
All in all our industry supports a solution where we will pay our fair share but we don’t want to be the piggy bank for the entire project.
Daniel Wright
President/
Wright Transportation, Inc

Great Afternoon. The new I‐10 Bayway Bridge project needs to materialize‐‐for the economic well being for our region! Tons of commerce flows through
here due to our location in this area. Every other day...traffic comes to a complete halt on the I‐10 Wallace Tunnel! We need an economic emergency
solution: This project to succeed !. I'm in favor of taxpayer's revenue to fund it. Transportation industry, needs to be exempt of future maintenance cost,
future tolls, included. We the people‐‐ must pay for the investment of our future generations to come!. In order for our community /region to thrive...this
project need to be built! . In order to keep our cost reasonably down...corporations involved in the total construction of this project should be tax‐exempt!
Maybe that will keep the cost of goods and services at a reasonable rate for the nation. Plus, that will ignite economic, and workforce development for our
community!. Thank‐You very kindly for your time.
I strongly support moving forward with the Mobile River bridge and bayway project. While I feel it would be more efficient and less costly as a whole to
proceed with the entire project at once, a phased approach is better than nothing at this point. I am urging the Mobile and Eastern Shore MPOs to include
this project on the Long Range plans and their Traffic Improvement Programs.
Two conditions should be included
. 1. Restrict the bridge to truck usage to avoid the historic AFRICATOWN area.
2. Design engineering should incorporate features to protect the migrating manatees, an officially Threatened Species.
I don’t think we have enough information to trust ALDOT with this plan at this point . I am against the truck toll bridge . I am a taxpayer in this city and
believe this will hurt our city economically. Let’s see what money we get from these ridiculous infrastructure funds and then revisit this truck bridge plan . I
travel the Bayway at least twice a week and removing trucks will only have a very minor impact .
No
NO TOLLS, especially on the trucking industry!!
EVERYTHING will go sky high!!!!!
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As a local business owner and resident of Mobile, I strongly support a new bridge. Over the last seven months I have commuted to Orange Beach for
Hurricane Restoration. I have witnessed delays on I‐10 during my travels back and forth to Orange Beach. I have witnessed the large number of out of
town people that visit our area. The traffic is so bad during the summer that you have to plan your travel times to be able to get your destination in a
reasonable amount of time (and that does not consider if there is an accident on the Bayway). Mobile and Baldwin Counties are very unique and special,
with unbelievable natural and man made resources. The secret is out and people are flocking to our area. The infrastructure is already a problem and it is
only going to get worse. We need for our local leaders to be proactive so we can take advantage of all of the opportunities that are finally presenting
themselves to our region. The changes in logistics has made us a top destination.
Building a bridge for trucks only and putting a toll on it makes absolutely no scense! Too expensive and the tolls will have to be passed on with increase to
prices to make up for the cost. Build a bridge with no tolls. It's done everywhere else in the state!
I support the Mobile MPO Draft Amendment to LRTP and TIP. I believe this is a step in the right direction to help address the traffic congestion issue along I‐
10 that occurs during peak season as well when there are traffic accidents on the bayway or tunnel. We need additional routes available in order to
accommodate the growth in our area.
In general, I am in favor of the truck bridge.
I am NOT in favor of restriping the Bay changing it from 2 lanes to 3 lanes.
> There will be no shoulder for emergency situations and breakdowns.
> Many drivers are claustrophobic. Three lanes will have the same effect as the 2 lanes in the tunnel.
> If this option is selected it is mandatory that funds, personel and equipment be provided for regular debris removal.
> No details hanve been announced on how the proposed 3 lanes will merge to 2 lanes through the tunnel.
No Tolls for I‐10 truckers or anybody at all. Tolls are another form of a tax passed on to the consumers. Gas taxes are for roads and bridges just the rest of
the state. Aldot spent nearly $800 million on the renovation of the interstates in Birmingham and did so without a TOLL. Baldwin and Mobile Counties should
be treated just as equal as the rest of the state. Baldwin County is the number one tax revenue for Alabama and does not get back its equal share from the
state. Toll in Baldwin and Mobile Counties will the jump start for other Tolls. Why has their been talk of a Toll in other parts of the state. Eventually the state
will raise the price of the Toll and further increase the cost to the consumers and then will try and Toll cars also. Restriping the Bayway is illogical just moving
the backups to eastbound at Daphne and creating further backups at the tunnel westbound entrance. Gas Taxes going up again this year.
Please do not toll existing roadways. I live in Daphne, and I work in Mobile. Adding a toll could prove to be very financially straining since I have to travel
across the bay 5 to 6 days a week. I am also not convinced adding a truck lane would be enough to help with the congestion. I do agree the trucks are a
portion of the congestion; however, I usually see more non‐local (out of state, out of county,etc) tags on smaller vehicles during times of heavy traffic.
No Tolls!!!! We pay enough in gas taxes to fund the construction of whatever needs to be built. Federal Highways should not be tolled period.
NO Tolls for anyone ! We pay enough taxes and I‐10 is a federal interstate. Tell Congress to use the money they plan to send in foreign aide to take care of
Ameicans ! We don't need a new bridge any way, we need to teach idiots how to drive !
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I drive the Bayway 2‐4 times daily. Semi trucks are NOT what slows traffic‐ it’s the volume of traffic combined with people slowing for the tunnels. A toll is
not the answer. We pay federal taxes ‐ this is a federal interstate and should be paid for by the federal government. If the state needs to help out they can
use some of the gas tax that was recently increased. A toll placed on the backs of Baldwin and Mobile County residents is not the answer and I strongly
oppose ANY tolls.
My apologies ... first comment sent in error.
My organization, Alabama Coasting, has been actively promoting Coastal Alabama to visitors and active locals for 11 years. Coincidentally our startup
coincides with another 'crisis' impacting our area, the Gulf Oil Spill. Those recovery efforts required the marshalling of area resources with support from
state and federal partners AS WELL AS the cooperation and collaboration of entities like yours. I know you have received input from many concerned
individuals and organizations. To that end, we firmly support the talking points provided to you by the Build the Bridge Coalition as representative of the
best interests of the region as a whole.
We are in desperate need of this additional transportation route to travel back and forth between Mobile and Baldwin Counties.
PLEASE Build the Bridge.
This project can provide the infrastructure for continued economic growth to the area. As the metro area continues to grow, our local citizens/businesses
will have the need for timely travel within the total metro area. Current industry will continue to need reliable transport of goods without major congestion
to be successful. Future recruitment of business will benefit with the security of reliable infrastructure for our community.
While I'm not knowledgeable enough to weigh in on whether this new proposal is the best solution to periodic congestion on I‐10, I am very pleased to see
the AL‐DOT's commitment to pedestrian access on the new bridge. The belvedere will be a great asset to Mobile and will help mitigate the potential negative
impacts of having such a massive transportation project so close to the core of our city.
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Jennifer Denson, PEP Part 1
The Board of Directors of Partners for Environmental Progress (PEP) urges the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Eastern Shore
Metropolitan Planning Organization to include Phase One of the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, also known as the “truck bridge”
concept, in your respective Long‐Range Transportation Plans and in your Transportation Improvement Programs.
Ms. Jennifer Denson, PEP’s Execu ve Director, sits on the Mobile MPO’s TCC/CAC and sees firsthand the strain on our infrastructure, especially to the I‐10
corridor. Phase One will help alleviate traffic congestion and the likelihood of the number of accidents we currently experience, improve safety, and secure
the $125 million federal grant awarded for the project. In addition, all existing routes, the Bayway and the Causeway, will remain toll free. Jennifer Denson
PEP, Part 2
PEP has long supported the concept of building a new bridge and expanding the Bayway. The previous plan and chosen route would have made negligible
environmental impacts. However, if we continue to do nothing, we are increasing the likelihood of safety and environmental accidents. The new “truck
bridge” concept will help lessen the adverse impacts and possibilities for disaster we now experience daily.
PEP represents over 220 local industry and businesses who employ more than 22,000 local ci zens that rely on the con nuous and eﬃcient movement of
goods, workers, and families across the area. The continued economic growth of our region will remain at risk if the I‐10 corridor is not improved with a new
bridge and expanded Bayway.
We strongly encourage the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organiza on to add Phase One to your Long‐Range Transporta on Plan and Transporta on
Improvement Program.
I say No tolls on a bridge over Mobile Bay. If you do a Truck toll only that toll will only push on to the consumer which will increase all goods being
transported back and forth over the Bay. I say divert the new Gas tax to construction cost of the bridge. Bridge could be paid for within 5‐7 years.
To Whom It May Concern:
I urge the Metropolitan Planning Organizations to include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10
Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depends on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an
inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry. According to the American Transportation Research Institute,
congestion increases the cost of trucking by billions of dollars annually, slowing down deliveries, interrupting supply chains and adding to driver fatigue.
I urge the Mobile and Eastern Shore MPOs to include this project on the Long Range plans and their Traffic Improvement Programs.
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To Whom It May Concern:
I urge the Metropolitan Planning Organizations to include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10
Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depends on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an
inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry. According to the American Transportation Research Institute,
congestion increases the cost of trucking by billions of dollars annually, slowing down deliveries, interrupting supply chains and adding to driver fatigue.
I urge the Mobile and Eastern Shore MPOs to include this project on the Long Range plans and their Traffic Improvement Programs.
To Whom It May Concern:
I urge the Metropolitan Planning Organizations to include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10
Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depends on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an
inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry. According to the American Transportation Research Institute,
congestion increases the cost of trucking by billions of dollars annually, slowing down deliveries, interrupting supply chains and adding to driver fatigue.
I urge the Mobile and Eastern Shore MPOs to include this project on the Long Range plans and their Traffic Improvement Programs.
To Whom It May Concern:
I urge the Metropolitan Planning Organizations to include the locally‐led efforts known as the truck bridge concept, or more formally Phase One of the I‐10
Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan, on their Long‐Range Transportation Plan and their Transportation Improvement Programs.
The region’s economy and our citizens’ quality of life depends on the efficient flow of goods and people through the area. Congested highways are an
inconvenience for motorists and a serious financial hardship for the trucking industry. According to the American Transportation Research Institute,
congestion increases the cost of trucking by billions of dollars annually, slowing down deliveries, interrupting supply chains and adding to driver fatigue.
I urge the Mobile and Eastern Shore MPOs to include this project on the Long Range plans and their Traffic Improvement Programs.
No tolls
I believe this is our last opportunity to alleviate the traffic congestion associated with the I‐10 Wallace Tunnel. Due to increasing traffic volumes, the current
infrastructure will be completely inadequate in the near future. This condition will adversely effect economic growth and our ability to attract business
investment within our area. I fully support the effort to construct an alternative route such as the Phase One I‐10 Mobile River Bridge.
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The Draft Amendment, on page 13, acknowledges "[a] shift in the external truck volume from the Bayway to the Causeway can be expected due to a toll. . . .
An obvious conclusion can be made that a truck toll . . . will put a strain on the capacity of I‐65, the Cochrane‐Africatown Bridge, and the US 90 Causeway."
However, the impacts of increased truck traffic in Africatown is ignored. This project will create racially disproportionate burdens of: (1) increased truck
diesel pollution that will worsen air quality with PM2.5 and about 40 cancer‐causing chemicals that are scientifically known to damage human health; (2)
significant safety risks from trucks traveling at speeds of 65 mph or faster on Africatown Blvd.; and (3) increased travel time for residents and limited access
to historic sites due to truck traffic on Africatown Blvd. The Draft Amendment fails to meet Title VI of the Civil Rights Act, DOT environmental justice policy,
and federal regulations set forth in 23 CFR 450.324.
No tolls for trucks. We already pay a enormous amount of road use tax and fuel tax. Geez. It's so crazy how we're a nuisance to your roads and bridges but
during the Pandemic, we were heros. Bringing food and toilet paper to empty shelves. If States keep nickel and diming us to death, they'll be no more truck.
No trucks..no food!!
Dear Mayor Stimpson,
On behalf of the Chamber and our 1,800 member businesses, representing more than 100k employees, I ask that the MPO approve inclusion of Phase 1 of
the I‐10 Mobile River Bridge and Bayway Improvement Plan into the Long‐range Transportation Plan.
Improved infrastructure and better connectivity between Mobile and Baldwin counties is critical to the continued advancement of the Mobile Bay economy.
As you are aware, worsening congestion in the I‐10 tunnel and Bayway is making the movement of people, goods and services increasingly difficult.
Placing the I‐10 bridge project back in the Long‐range Transportation Plan is a necessary first step to enable our region to be considered for funding from the
federal government. We acknowledge that this first phase is not perfect, but it has sufficient flexibility to allow for modifications as the project progresses.
For the benefit for our entire region, we urge you to please vote to place this project back in the plan.
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