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Synopsis 
In recent years, legislators have expressed concerns regarding how 
the Mississippi Department of Transportation expends its funds, 
whether it operates efficiently, and how it selects projects. Also, 
legislators have requested information regarding recent county and 
municipal bridge closures and how bridge inspections have changed. 

MISS. CODE ANN. Sections 65-1-3 through 65-1-9 (1972) establish the 
Mississippi Transportation Commission as the governing body for the 
Mississippi Department of Transportation. MISS. CODE ANN. Section 
65-9-5 (1972) establishes within the Department of Transportation 
the Office of State Aid Road Construction, which is responsible for 
managing “state aid roads,” which are the network of collector and 
distributor routes that connect to the state highway system and other 
major county roads. 

MDOT data show that Mississippi has approximately 9,000 lane 
miles (33%) in poor or very poor condition as of 2016. Also, although 
the percentage of deficient bridges decreased from 2012 to 2017, 
the state still had 861 deficient bridges (15%) as of 2017. MDOT 
officials state that safety and system preservation are currently the 
highest priorities for the state’s transportation system.  

 

MDOT Revenues and Future Commitments 

The Mississippi Department of Transportation receives the majority 
of its federal funds through the Federal Highway Administration 
based on specific allocation formulas and receives state funding 
through legislative appropriations of special funds derived from 
the state fuel tax and other state taxes and fees (Exhibit 1, page 2). 

To satisfy 540 multiyear project commitments authorized in fiscal 
year 2017 (or from previous periods), MDOT will be required to 
expend additional federal and state funds over the next three 
fiscal years (2018–2020) totaling approximately $652.3 million, 
and $345.7 million, respectively.1 

																																																								
1State revenues include state fuel taxes, other state taxes and fees, and other sources, including funds 
from the Mississippi Development Authority Community Development Block Grants, HELP bonds, and 
Bridge Revenue Bonds. 
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Exhibit 1: MDOT Revenues by Source (FY 2013–FY 2017) 

Revenue/ 
Loss Source 

FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 

Federal Funds $570,767,947 $570,776,991 $505,445,200 $509,643,847 $514,426,183 

State Fuel Tax $283,267,625 $286,177,885 $283,345,871 $315,769,123 $303,842,248 

State Taxes & 
Other Funds 

$224,046,515 $260,295,227 $225,428,503 $141,589,940 $234,592,540 

Truck & Bus 
Taxes & Fees 

$64,504,691 $67,149,385 $70,275,392 $69,048,623 $68,630,971 

State Support 
Special Funds 

– – – – $2,100,000 

Governor’s 
Budget Cuts 

– – – ($1,143,214) ($2,953,121) 

Total Funds $1,142,586,778 $1,184,399,488 $1,084,494,966 $1,034,908,319 $1,120,638,821 

SOURCE: MDOT legislative budget request documents.  

 

MDOT Expenditures and Performance Metrics 

Expenditures for capital outlays (i.e., payments to contractors) 
represent the greatest expenditure category for the Mississippi 
Department of Transportation from FY 2015 to FY 2017, at 
approximately 55%. Other notable expenditures include $159 million 
for personal services and $42.6 million for contractual engineering 
services in FY 2017.  

Total MDOT expenditures were approximately $1.07 billion,  
$1.06 billion, and $1.15 billion for fiscal years 2015, 2016, and 
2017, respectively. MDOT’s total expenditures increased by 
approximately 8% from FY 2015 to FY 2017 primarily because of 
increases in payments for capital outlays and subsidies, loans, 
and grants. Exhibit 2, page 4, presents MDOT’s expenditures for 
the past three fiscal years by major category.  

PEER also examined MDOT’s expenditures by budget and 
accountability program. For FY 2017, the department spent 86% of 
its funds on construction and maintenance. 

	

Transparency and Accountability of MDOT’s Project Selection 
Processes and Project Information 

Over the past several years the Mississippi Department of 
Transportation has shifted its priorities from new construction 
and system preservation almost exclusively to system 
preservation.2  For federal fiscal year 2018, MDOT’s five-year plan 
includes work on 269 projects, with the majority involving bridge 
replacement/preservation, pavement overlay, and other system 
preservation projects.  

																																																								
2“System preservation” is defined as preserving existing transportation assets and maintaining a state 
of good repair for transportation infrastructure (e.g., roads, bridges). 
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Exhibit 2: MDOT Expenditures by Major Category (FY 2015–FY 2017) 

Category FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 

Average 
Percentage 

of Total 
Expenditures 

Percentage 
Change from 
FY 2015 to 

FY 2017 
Personal 
Services 

$159,718,973 $156,974,697 $159,060,035 14.48% (0.41%) 

Travel $2,002,817 $2,067,460 $1,949,051 0.18% (2.68%) 

Contractual 
Services 

$136,581,715 $140,315,279 $134,586,030 12.53% (1.46%) 

Commodities $36,267,182 $41,854,361 $36,507,474 3.49% 0.66% 

Capital 
Outlays 

$588,415,080 $571,285,792 $657,497,599 55.32% 11.74% 

Subsidies, 
Loans, and 
Grants 

$145,920,994 $149,486,340 $164,655,383 14.00% 12.84% 

Total  $1,068,906,761 $1,061,983,929 $1,154,255,572 100.00% 7.98% 

SOURCE: MDOT legislative budget requests for FY 2015–2016 and DFA/MDOT reports for FY 2017. 

 
 

Contracting Methods and Impact of New Timber Bridge Inspections 

As a result of the Federal Highway Administration’s compliance 
review findings regarding deficiencies of the Office of State Aid 
Road Construction’s current bridge load-rating system, as well as 
a lack of bridge closure enforcement and concerns for the safety 
of the traveling public, the Office of State Aid Road Construction 
and the Mississippi Department of Transportation developed an 
action plan to meet the requirements of the National Bridge 
Inspection Standards, a component of which included new timber 
bridge inspection contracts. Together, the two agencies procured 
new contracts for county bridge inspections. However, because no 
consultants had been compensated under the new contracts at the 
time of Report #618, PEER was unable to determine the per bridge 
inspection costs. But based on the not-to-exceed costs of the total 
contracts and the number of bridges to be inspected, PEER 
estimates an approximate average not-to-exceed cost of $10,500 
per bridge. As of December 7, 2017, consultants had inspected 
1,005 bridges with 166 having critical findings that warranted 
immediate closure. 

	
	
 

NOTE: The information contained in the responses that follow was self-reported. It 
has not been independently reviewed or authenticated in whole or in part. The 
responses describe actions taken by the agencies to address the conclusions and 
recommendations included in PEER Report #618. 
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