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Performance Management Summary 

A key feature of MAP-21 is the establishment of a 

performance- and outcome-based program. The objective of 

this performance- and outcome-based program is for States to 

invest resources in projects that collectively will make progress 

toward the achievement of the national goals. 

Statutory citation(s): MAP-21 §§1106, 1112-1113, 1201-

1203; 23 USC 119, 134-135, 148-150 

National policy in support of performance management 

“Performance management will transform the Federal-aid 

highway program and provide a means to the most efficient 

investment of Federal transportation funds by refocusing on 

national transportation goals, increasing the accountability and 

transparency of the Federal-aid highway program, and 

improving project decision-making through ”[§1203; 23 USC 

150(a)] 

National performance goals 

Establishes national performance goals for the Federal-aid 

highway program in seven areas: 

[§1203; 23 USC 150(b)] 

 

 

 

Goal area National goal 

Safety To achieve a significant reduction 

in traffic fatalities and serious 

injuries on all public roads 

Infrastructure condition To maintain the highway 

infrastructure asset system in a 

state of good repair 

Congestion reduction To achieve a significant reduction 

in congestion on the National 

Highway System 

System reliability To improve the efficiency of the 

surface transportation system 

Freight movement and 

economic vitality 

To improve the national freight 

network, strengthen the ability of 

rural communities to access 

national and international trade 

markets, and support regional 

economic development 

Environmental 

sustainability 

To enhance the performance of the 

transportation system while 
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protecting and enhancing the 

natural environment 

Reduced project 

delivery delays 

To reduce project costs, promote 

jobs and the economy, and 

expedite the movement of people 

and goods by accelerating project 

completion through eliminating 

delays in the project development 

and delivery process, including 

reducing regulatory burdens and 

improving agencies’ work 

practices 

Performance measures 

Requires the Secretary, in consultation with States, 

metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs), and other 

stakeholders, to establish performance measures in the areas 

listed below. Provides for DOT to establish such measures 

within 18 months of enactment, and prohibits DOT from 

establishing additional performance measures. [§1203; 23 USC 

150(c)] 

 Pavement condition on the Interstate System and on 

remainder of the National Highway System (NHS) 

 Performance of the Interstate System and the remainder 

of the NHS 

 Bridge condition on the NHS 

 Fatalities and serious injuries—both number and rate 

per vehicle mile traveled--on all public roads 

 Traffic congestion 

 On-road mobile source emissions 

 Freight movement on the Interstate System 

Performance targets 

 Setting of State targets. Within one year of the DOT 

final rule on performance measures, requires States to 

set performance targets in support of those measures. 

States may set different performance targets for 

urbanized and rural areas. [§1203; 23 USC 150(d)] 

To ensure consistency each State must, to the maximum extent 

practicable – 

o coordinate with an MPO when setting 

performance targets for the area represented by 

that MPO; and 

o coordinate with public transportation providers 

when setting performance targets in an 

urbanized area not represented by an MPO. 

[§1202; 23 USC 135(d)(2)(B)] 

 Setting of MPO targets. Within 180 days of States or 

providers of public transportation setting performance 

targets, requires MPOs to set performance targets in 

relation to the performance measures (where 

applicable). To ensure consistency, each MPO must, to 

the maximum extent practicable, coordinate with the 

relevant State and public transportation providers when 

setting performance targets. [§1201; 23 USC 

134(h)(2)]. 

 Plans requiring targets. Requires the following plans to 

include State targets (and/or MPO targets, as 

appropriate): 
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o Metropolitan transportation plans. [§1201; 23 

USC 134(i)(2)(B)] 

o Metropolitan Transportation Improvement 

Program (TIP). [§1201; 23 USC 134(j)(2)(D)] 

o Statewide Transportation Improvement Program 

(STIP). [§1202; 23 USC 135(g)(4)] 

o State asset management plans under the 

National Highway Performance Program 

(NHPP). [§1106; 23 USC 119(e)] 

o State performance plans under the Congestion 

Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement 

program. [§1113(b)(6); 23 USC 149(l)] 

Additionally, State and MPO targets should be included in 

Statewide transportation plans. [§1202; 23 USC 135(f)(7)] 

 Reporting on progress. Requires States to report on the 

condition and performance of the NHS; the 

effectiveness of the investment strategy document in 

the State asset management plan for the NHS; progress 

toward achieving performance targets; and the ways in 

which the State is addressing congestion at freight 

bottlenecks. [§1203; 23 USC 150(e)] 

Thresholds for bridge and pavement condition 

 Establishment of thresholds. Requires DOT to establish, 

as part of its rulemaking on performance measures, 

minimum thresholds for Interstate pavement condition. 

[§1203; 23 USC 150(c)(3)] 

Requires each State to maintain minimum thresholds for 

Interstate pavement condition (the level set by DOT in its 

rulemaking) and NHS bridges (no more than 10% of total NHS 

bridge deck area may be on structurally deficient bridges). 

[§1106; 23 USC 119(f)] 

 Failure to meet thresholds. Requires a State that fails to 

meet or maintain these thresholds over a statutorily-

designated time period to reserve a specified portion of 

its NHPP funding for Interstate pavement and NHS 

bridge projects. In some cases also requires the State to 

transfer a specified portion of its Surface Transportation 

Program (STP) funding to NHPP. (See NHPP fact sheet 

for detail) [§1106; 23 USC 119(f)] 

Trends in safety performance 

Imposes additional requirements on a State in relation to 

specified measures of highway safety: [§1112; 23 USC 148(g)] 

 Rural road safety. If the fatality rate on rural roads in a 

State increases over the most recent two year period, 

the State must dedicate a specified amount of funds 

under the Highway Safety Improvement Program for 

high risk rural road safety projects. 

 Older driver and pedestrian safety. If the traffic 

fatalities and serious injuries per capita for drivers and 

pedestrians over the age of 65 in a State increase over 

the most recent two year period, the State must detail in 

its next Strategic Highway Safety Plan how it intends to 

address increases in those rates. 
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Other accountability measures 

 Target achievement under NHPP. Requires a State that 

fails to achieve (or to make significant progress toward 

achieving) its performance targets for the NHS for two 

consecutive reports to describe in its next performance 

report to DOT (under amended 23 USC 150(e)) the 

actions it will take to achieve its targets. [§1106; 23 

USC 119(e)(7)] 

 Target achievement under HSIP. Requires a State that 

fails to achieve (or to make significant progress toward 

achieving) its HSIP performance targets within two 

years of the targets’ establishment to – 

o dedicate a specified portion of its obligation 

authority to HSIP projects until the Secretary 

determines that the State has made significant 

progress toward or met the targets; and 

o annually submit to the Secretary an 

implementation plan that includes certain 

specified components related to highway safety 

until the Secretary determines that the State has 

made significant progress toward or met the 

targets. [§1112; 23 USC 148(i)] 

 Certification of planning process for Transportation 

Management Areas (TMAs). Continues to require the 

Secretary to certify at least once every four years 

whether the metropolitan planning process of an MPO 

serving a TMA meets the requirements, including the 

requirements of 23 USC 134 and other applicable 

Federal law. One of these requirements is to include a 

performance-based approach in the metropolitan 

transportation planning process (see 23 USC 

134(h)(2)). Absent this certification, DOT may 

withhold up to 20% of the funds attributable to the 

metropolitan planning area. [§1201; 23 USC 134(k)(5)] 

Introduction 

 

This appendix is a performance measures and a system 
performance report per 23 CFR 450.324(f)(3-4).  
23 CFR 450.324(f) requirements. A metropolitan 
transportation plan shall, at a minimum, include: 
 
(1) The current and projected transportation demand of 
persons and goods in the metropolitan planning area over the 
period of the transportation plan; 
(2) Existing and proposed transportation facilities (including 
major roadways, public transportation facilities, intercity bus 
facilities, multimodal and intermodal facilities, nonmotorized 
transportation facilities (e.g., pedestrian walkways and bicycle 
facilities), and intermodal connectors) that should function as 
an integrated metropolitan transportation system, giving 
emphasis to those facilities that serve important national and 
regional transportation functions over the period of the 
transportation plan. 
(3) A description of the performance measures and 
performance targets used in assessing the performance of the 
transportation system in accordance with § 450.306(d). 
(4) A system performance report and subsequent updates 
evaluating the condition and performance of the 
transportation system with respect to the performance 
targets described in § 450.306(d), including - 
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(i) Progress achieved by the metropolitan planning 
organization in meeting the performance targets in 
comparison with system performance recorded in 
previous reports, including baseline data; and 
(ii) For metropolitan planning organizations that 
voluntarily elect to develop multiple scenarios, an 
analysis of how the preferred scenario has improved 
the conditions and performance of the transportation 
system and how changes in local policies and 
investments have impacted the costs necessary to 
achieve the identified performance targets. 

 

I. Safety Performance Management 

 

The ability to safely travel throughout the region is a top 
priority for Southern Nevada. All users of the transportation 
system can be at risk, including motorists, pedestrians, and 
cyclists. Safety has long been a focus of the transportation 
profession, yet transportation users continue to suffer 
fatalities, injuries, and other losses at unacceptable rates. To 
improve safety beyond what current design and engineering 
practices provide, they will be supplemented with innovations 
that can reduce high-risk travel behavior and enhance 
features of the region that tend to increase safety for all users. 
Addressing transportation safety will not only benefit our 
health, but the community’s quality of life, and economic 
competitiveness. 
 
The national Safety goal is “To achieve a significant reduction 
in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads.” 

Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada 
(RTCSNV) supports this goal by working with the Nevada 
Department of Transportation (NDOT), and local government 
agencies to reduce crashes within Southern Nevada Area. 
 
USDOT requires all State DOTs to report targets and 
performance with respect to the following safety performance 
measures: 
  
RTCSNV and has partnered with NDOT to improve safety 
through the development and implementation of the Nevada 
Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) goal of zero fatalities. 
The SHSP identifies six critical emphasis areas: impaired 
driving, intersections, lane departures, motorcycles, occupant 
protection, and pedestrian safety to reduce injuries for all 
users. Safety improvements are implemented through crash 
data analysis and solutions in the form of programing, 
engineering, enforcement, education, and emergency 
response. 
 
RTCSNV established its own safety targets based on the local 
data in order to better track the safety performance in the 
Southern Nevada area. The historical data and the targets for 
each measure are shown below.  
 
The figures below are most recent safety performance targets 
and the historical data: 
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Number of fatalities on all public roads 

 
 
Number of fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles traveled (VMT) on 
all public roads 

 
 

 
Number of serious injuries on all public roads 

    
Number of serious injuries per 100 million VMT on all public roads  
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Number of non-motorist fatalities on all public roads 

  
Number of non-motorist serious injuries on all public roads   

  

 

Example projects that improve safety identified in RTC’s 2050 
ACCESS Plan 
 

Access 2050 Example Safety Projects  Estimated Cost 

Clark County School District Safe Routes 
to School Program  

$6.2 million 

Clark County Beltway Trail Bridges East: 
Windmill, Eastern  

$2 million 

Regional Transit System Security Systems  $19 million 
City of Las Vegas Pedestrian Safety 
Improvements 

$6 million 

I-15 northbound Emergency Truck Escape 
Ramp 

$2 million 

 
 

II. Infrastructure Condition Performance 
Management  

 
Maintaining a safe and reliable transportation system helps 
ensure optimal system performance for people and goods. 
With limited resources available for transportation 
infrastructure confronting the growing region, we must 
maintain an acceptable state of repair for system assets, and 
consider replacement costs for aging facilities. RTCSNV has 
worked with NDOT to analysis the bridge and the pavement 
condition data, set the state targets, and support the projects 
that help the region to achieve the goal. 
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Bridges (PM2) 23 CFR Part 490 ID No. 2125-AF53, Pavement (PM2)  
 
 

Performance Measure Baseline 2-Year Condition Performance 2-Year Target 4-Year Target 

Percentage of pavements of the interstate system in 
good condition 

  81.80%   74.70% 

Percentage of pavements of the interstate system in 
poor condition 

  0.30%   1.40% 

Percentage of pavements of the non-interstate NHS 
in good condition 

79.40% 77.60% 67.60% 55.80% 

Percentage of pavements of the non-interstate NHS 
in poor condition 

4.70% 4.10% 5.70% 6.50% 

Percentage of NHS bridges classified as in good 
condition 

42.20% 42.90% 35% 35% 

Percentage of NHS bridges classified as in poor 
condition 

0.50% 0.90% 7% 7% 

 
Example projects 
 

Access 2050 Example Maintenance Projects Estimated  Cost 

RTC Transit Bus Replacement Program  $147 million 
I-515 Viaduct Rehabilitation $30 million 
City of Las Vegas Citywide Arterial/Collector Rehabilitation  $19 million 
Jones Boulevard Reconstruction, Rehabilitation, Resurfacing  $12 million 
Needles Hwy Reconstruction, Rehabilitation, Resurfacing  $36 million 
Bonanza Road Undercrossing $30 million 
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III. System Performance and Freight 
The ability to manage congestion will help sustain the 
Southern Nevada economy – and better position us to 
maintain our status in the future as an attractive place to live 
and visit. Successful implementation of this strategy will 
ensure that residents will be able to travel and work efficiently 
and reliably using whichever mode of transportation they 
desire.  
 
Investments to the transportation network have a direct 
positive impact on the economy through the creation of jobs. 
Transportation projects can also generate long-term positive 
economic growth through the types of activities they facilitate 
by increasing accessibility and mobility, and reducing 
transportation-related costs by increasing safety and reducing 
emissions. Additionally, targeted investments can oftentimes 
have benefits beyond mobility impacts. Quality public transit 
can shape land use and development patterns, generate jobs, 
and enable economic growth.  
 

RTCSNV, in collaboration with Nevada Department of 
Transportation (NDOT), finalized Transportation Performance 
Management (TPM, formerly MAP-21) targets for highway 
system performance, freight and Congestion Mitigation and 
Air Quality (CMAQ). With the 2-year performance period, the 
state is making progress toward meeting the 4-year targets. As 
part of PM3 recipients of federal aid transportation funds will 
make transportation investments that show progress toward 
the following national goals: 
 

 Congestion reduction – To achieve a significant 
reduction in congestion on the National Highway 
System;  

 System reliability – To improve the efficiency of the 
surface transportation system; and 

 Freight movement and economic vitality – To improve 
the national freight network, strengthen the ability of 
rural communities to access national and international 
trade markets, and support regional economic 
development 
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The Statewide measures and targets are: 
 

Performance Measure Baseline 2-Year Condition 
Performance 

2-Year 
Target 

4-Year 
Target 

Annual Hour of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita: Urbanized 
Area 

  7.80%   10% 

Percentage of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle (non-SOV) Traveled: 
Urbanized Area 

21.30% 21.20% 21.50% 21.60% 

Percentage of the Person-Miles traveled on the interstate that are 
reliable 

86.80% 85.20% 86.90% 87% 

Percentage of the person-miles traveled on the non-interstate NHS 
that are reliable 

  86.90%   87% 

Truck Travel Time Reliability (TTTR) 1.28 1.28 1.28 1.26 
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RTCSNV also monitored the local data to ensure the progress 
made in the Southern Nevada has a positive effect on the 
state’s system performance targets
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Some example projects are: 
 

Economic Development Projects Estimated Cost 

Transit Oriented Development Joint 
Development (Projects TBD) 

$52.5 million 

Sheep Mountain Pkwy  $16.5 million 
Frank Sinatra Drive  
(From St. Rose Pkwy to Silverado Ranch) 

$5.6 million 

Las Vegas Boulevard  
(From Jean to St. Rose Pkwy) 

$35 million 

XpressWest High-Speed Rail  $5 billion 

 
Access 2050 Example Congestion Projects  Estimated Cost  

RTC’s Freeway and Arterial System of 
Transportation (“FAST”)  

$5.75 million/year 

RTC Club Ride Program (Transportation 
Demand Management) 

$1.3 million/year 

North Las Vegas North 5th Street Signal 
Coordination  

$2.8 million 

Wagonwheel and I-11 Interchange 
Modifications  

$75 million 

I-15 South - Construct/Widen Package 2  
(Sloan Rd. To Blue Diamond)  

$167 million 

City of Las Vegas Citywide ITS Master Plan 
Upgrades  

$24 million 

Rainbow Boulevard Widening  $6 million 
Install new bridge over CC-215 at Peace 
Way 

$22 million 

I-15 Reconstruct Sloan/Via Inspirada 
Interchange  

$101 million 

Construct Sahara Interchange at I-515  $245 million 

  
Access 2050 Example Multimodal Projects  Estimated Cost 

Pioneer Trail Signage and Markers  
(City of Las Vegas)  

$863,000 

Vegas Valley Rim Trail Connections  
(Clark County)  

$27 million 

Spencer Greenway Trail  
(Clark County)  

$38 million 

Bruce Street Complete Streets 
Improvements Segment A   
(City of Las Vegas) 

$6 million 

Boulder Highway Transit  
(City of Henderson)  

$45 million 

  

IV. Environmental Sustainability Performance 
Management 

The region’s transportation system and suburban 
development are predominantly auto-oriented. However, 
mixed-use development, higher residential density, and 
people-oriented street networks are associated with more 
daily activity and exercise, better air quality, fewer pedestrian 
and bicycle crashes, and less chronic disease. Considering 
health impacts and equity during transportation planning may 
result in more livable communities and improved health. 
 
The RTC will have a deliberate focus on the transportation 
system’s influence on the health-related impacts, costs, and 
benefits in the Southern Nevada Transportation Impacts on 
Health Study. This study, combined with the RTC’s Regional 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan and Complete Streets Policy and 
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Design Guidelines, can help identify where active 
transportation infrastructure is appropriate and how it should 
be designed. 
 
In addition, the RTC will consider the public health impacts of 
transportation projects and programs, and eventually include 
those impacts directly in the project selection process. The 
RTC is also accountable for maintaining air quality standards in 
Southern Nevada by assessing the air quality impacts of 
transportation projects, and rejecting or adjusting projects 
that would result in worsening compliance with air quality 
standards. Because those standards are established in large 
part to maintain or improve public health, meeting those 
standards helps improve public health. 
 
RTC will also identify gaps in access to needs that relate to 
public health. For example, the RTC regularly identifies food 
deserts, which are defined by the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture as areas with a high concentration of low-income 
populations, devoid of full-service grocery stores, and having 
little access to transit, walking and bicycling facilities. Once 
identified, plans can be developed to eliminate food deserts 
and indirectly improve public health. By achieving improved 
public health outcomes resulting from the RTC’s 
transportation planning and projects, this strategy will 
improve Southern Nevadans’ quality of life, reduce 
unnecessary consumption of resources, and enhance the 
region’s economic competitiveness. 
 
Enhance Multimodal Connectivity 

Providing multimodal transportation connections to basic 
needs and quality-of-life amenities for Southern Nevadans 
enhances their health and wellness, and makes the region 
more inviting and appealing for visitors and new commerce. A 
connected multimodal transportation system of highways, 
roads, buses, sidewalks, and bicycle facilities can increase 
access to jobs, housing, schools and amenities locally and 
regionally, and ensures that the transportation system allows 
people or goods to get where they want and need.  
 
23 CFR Part 490 ID No. 2125-AF54 
 
 

Performance 
Measure 

Baseline 2-Year 
Condition 

Performance 

2-Year 
Target 

4-Year 
Target 

Total Emission 
Reductions:  
PM 2.5 

0   0 0 

Total Emission 
Reductions: 
NOx 

749.20   374.60 749.20 

Total Emission 
Reductions: 
VOC 

1081.9   540.97 1081.9 

 
Total Emission 
Reductions: 
PM10 

4.09 2.512 2.04   

Total Emission 
Reductions: CO 

3449.08 862.0 1724.5 3449.0 
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V. Reduce Project Delivery Delays 

 

RTC uses 3C planning process and FHWA Every Day Counts to 
ensure the transportation funding is properly distributed in 
RTC’s long range transportation plan.  
 
3C Planning Process 

 
 

Transportation planning within a metropolitan region 
represents a comprehensive, continuing, and cooperative (3C) 
process to support the needs, vision, and goals of the region.  
 
Comprehensively Planning 
The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), the Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP), the Unified Planning Work 
Program (UPWP) and the CMP are tools that implement 
strategies pursuant to adopted objectives. Each action of the 

CMP is both supportive of and supported by the RTP, TIP and 
UPWP. These actions are presented as a sequence of eight 
activities in the FHWA’s CMP guidebook (Figure 2). 
 
Continually Planning 
A continuing planning process requires that the RTP, TIP, 
UPWP and CMP receive updates on a periodic basis. 
Depending on regional air quality attainment status, the RTP 
cycle is every five (attainment) or four (non-attainment) years. 
As for the CMP, it must, at minimum, be updated often 
enough to provide recent information as an input to each RTP 
update. To fulfill this requirement, it is prudent to update the 
CMP at least 1 year prior to each scheduled RTP update. 
However, more frequent updates provide RTC with timelier 
feedback. 
 
Cooperatively Planning 
As depicted in Figure 3, the RTC manages transit, traffic and 
metropolitan planning, and administers Southern Nevada 
Strong, a collaborative program dedicated to bettering 
Southern Nevada. It’s the only agency in the country to handle 
all four of these functions within a single organization. 
Despite having many capabilities in-house, collaboration with 
partners—including state, regional and local transportation 
facility owners and operators—enhances data collection and 
analysis. The Data Collection and Management Plan, located 
within this document, describes a means for leveraging both 
internal and external sources of information. 
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FHWA Every Day Counts (EDC) 

EDC is a State-based model that identifies and rapidly deploys 
proven, yet underutilized innovations to shorten the project 
delivery process, enhance roadway safety, reduce traffic 
congestion, and integrate automation. Proven innovations 
promoted through EDC facilitate greater efficiency at the State 
and local levels, saving time, money and resources that can be 
used to deliver more projects. EDC is Innovation for a Nation 
on the Move. 

FHWA works with State transportation departments, local 
governments, tribes, private industry and other stakeholders 
to identify a new collection of innovations to champion every 
two years that merit accelerated deployment. 

After selecting EDC innovations, transportation leaders from 
across the country gather at regional summits to discuss and 
identify opportunities implementing the innovations that best 
fit the needs of their respective State transportation program. 
Following the summits, States finalize their selection of 
innovations, establish performance goals for the level of 
implementation and adoption over the upcoming two-year 
cycle, and begin to implement the innovations with the 
support and assistance of the technical teams established for 
each innovation. 

The EDC program has made a significant positive impact in 
accelerating the deployment of innovations and in building a 
culture of innovation within the transportation community. 
Since the inception of EDC, each state has used 20 or more of 
the 52 innovations promoted through Every Day Counts, and 

some states have deployed more than 45. Many of these 
innovations have become mainstream practices across the 
country. By advancing 21st century solutions, the 
transportation community is making every day count to 
ensure our roads and bridges are built better, faster, and 
smarter. 

Working with Other planning Agencies 
 
RTC also coordinates with NDOT and the local planning 
agencies in the project planning process. RTC facilitates 
meetings with the agencies periodically to receive updates on 
the transportation projects. In RTC’s long range plan, RTC 
reviewed each project’s readiness and place the projects in a 
proper horizon year to ensure the funding is available as soon 
as a project is ready to be built. 

VI. Transit Performance Management 

Under the Transit Asset Management (TAM) Final Rule, The 
Federal Transit Agency (FTA) established four performance 
measures to approximate the State of Good Repair (SGR) for 
four categories of capital assets. Calculating performance 
measures helps transit agencies to quantify the condition of 
their assets, which facilitates setting targets that support local 
funding prioritization. 
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Asset 

Category 

FTA established Performance Measure 

Rolling Stock % of revenue vehicles exceeding ULB (Useful 

Life Benchmark) 

Equipment % of non-revenue service vehicles exceeding 

ULB 

Facilities % of facilities rated under 3.0 on the TERM 

(Transit Economic Requirements Model) scale 

Infrastructure % of track segments under performance 

restriction 

 
FTA will measure performance within each asset category 
(Rolling Stock, Equipment, Facilities, and Infrastructure) at the 
asset class level. Note that for each asset category the 
performance measure is a characterization of the percentage 
of the number of assets that are not in a state of good repair. 
All of the performance measures have been designed with the 
goal of having low values. As the age increases or condition of 
assets deteriorates, the value of the performance measures 
will increase. 

Lower Performance Measures 

Values = Better State of Good Repair 

 
 

TAM measures performance toward SGR in three ways: 
 Rolling Stock & Equipment ► Age 

 Facilities ► TERM scale 

 Infrastructure ► Performance Restriction 

The following summarizes information reported to the 
National Transit Database (NTD). The latest data available in 
NTD was reported at the end of fiscal year 2019. 
 
Rolling Stock & Equipment 
A transit agency's rolling stock are the vehicles it uses to carry 
passengers to their destinations. The useful life of a vehicle 
varies from vehicle type to vehicle type. It is important to 
replace vehicles as they approach or reach the end of their 
useful life to ensure safety, reliability, and passenger comfort. 
A transit agency's support vehicles are equipment used by 
agency staff to support revenue (or passenger) service. 
  

https://www.transit.dot.gov/PerformanceManagement#Rolling%20Stock%20&%20Equipment
https://www.transit.dot.gov/PerformanceManagement#Facilities
https://www.transit.dot.gov/PerformanceManagement#Infrastructure
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Vehicle Type Useful Life 
Benchmark 

(Years) 

Inventory Target 
(%) 

Performance 
(%) 

Bus 14 140 0.0% 0.0% 
Articulated 
Bus 

14 191 0.0% 0.0% 

Double 
Decker Bus 

14 73 0.0% 0.0% 

Cutaway 10 408 0.0% 0.0% 
Total 
Revenue 
Vehicles 
(Rolling 
Stock) 

N/A 812 N/A 0.0% 

Trucks And 
Other 
Rubber Tire 
Vehicles 

14 61 10.0% 0.0% 

Total Service 
Vehicles 
(Equipment) 

N/A 61 N/A 0.0% 

 
Facilities 
Transit agencies are responsible for maintaining 
administrative buildings, maintenance facilities, stations, and 
park-and-ride areas. Facilities are grouped into two asset 
classes for the purpose of performance measurement and 
target setting. These facilities are rated on a scale of 1.0-5.0 
according to FTA's Transit Economic Requirements Model 

(TERM). This scale helps determine whether or not facilities 
are in a state of good repair. 
 
Infrastructure 
When a segment of track infrastructure falls into disrepair, 
that section of rail will have certain performance restrictions, 
meaning that the vehicle has to drive slower than originally 
designed. There are currently no track-based transit routes 
operated by the Regional Transportation Commission of 
Southern Nevada. As a result, there are currently no 
performance measures for infrastructure. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

https://www.transit.dot.gov/PerformanceManagement#Facilities
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Percentage of Assets with Condition Rating Below 3.0 on FTA TERM Scale by Asset Class 

Asset Class Facility Name Condition 
Assessment 

Target 
(%) 

Performance 
(%) 

Administrative & Maintenance 
Facilities 

Integrated Bus Maintenance Facility 3 25.0% 0.0% 
Laughlin Transit Facility 3 
Mobility Training Center 5 

RTC Administration Building 4 
Sunset Maintenance Facility 3 

Parking & Passenger Facilities 

Bonneville Transit Center 4 25.0% 0.0% 
Centennial Hills Transit Center and Park & 
Ride 

4 

South Strip Transfer Terminal 3 
Westcliff Transit Center and Park & Ride 4 
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Conclusion 

Access-2050 projects are categorized by Primary Strategies. While many projects are not specific to a location, they do have a 
primary purpose and need that the project intends to accomplish. The only projects that remain Uncategorized for a Primary 
Strategy are related to bond repayments for a variety of projects, and high-priority projects targeted for a specific area. 
The Strategy and Accessibility Focus Area analysis included projects that were previously included in an RTC plan or funded project 
list (the 2017 Regional Transportation Plan, the FY 2021-2024 Transportation Improvement Program, or the locally funded FY 2021 
Capital Improvement Program) and new projects submitted to the RTC during development of Access 2050. 
 
Access 2050 represents a change for how the RTC conducts and presents planning activities. Although regional transportation plans 
such as Access 2050 are required to receive updates every four years, the RTC will treat it like a living document so that it is regularly 
updated as new studies or plans are completed. This will maximize the benefits to Southern Nevadans of the transparent and 
accountable planning process established by the RTC. 
 
The latest version of Access 2050 will always reflect the latest recommendations, related plans, current project details, and planned 
investments for advancing the vision and goals for Southern Nevada’s transportation system. The Access 2050 document will be 
updated at least annually, as the previous Access 2040 RTP was, with Air Quality updates whenever changes to the projects included 
trigger new air quality conformity analyses. 
 

ACCESS 2050 Primary Strategies and Investment Levels 

Improve Safety Manage 
Congestion 

Enhance 
Multimodal 

Connectivity 
Maintain 

Current 
Infrastructu
re 

Promote 
Economic 
Development 

Uncateg
orized  

Total 

High Priority Projects (1-5 years; 
Federal and Local Funds) 

$388.9 
million 

$1.69 
billion 

$534 million $733.9 
million 

$5.01 billion $45.2 
million 

$8.41 
billion 

Long-Term Projects (6-30 years, 
Federal and Local Funds) 

$3.17 
billion 

$4.68 
billion 

$3.41 billion $9.62 billion $93.1 million $86 
million 

$21.08 
billion 

Total $3.56 
billion 

$6.38 
billion 

$3.95 billion $10.35 
billion 

$5.11 billion $131.29 
million 

$29.49 
billion 

 
Finally, a summery table for the performance measure listed in the ACCESS 2050 Plan 
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