
MINUTES OF THE METRO COUNCIL MEETING 
/ 

/ 
Thursday, August 11, 2005 

Metro Council Chamber 

Councilors Present: David Bragdon (Council President), Robert Liberty, Rex Burkholder, 
Rod Park, Brian Newman 

Councilors Absent: Carl Hosticka (excused), Susan McLain (excused) 

Council President Bragdon convened the Regular Council Meeting at 2:03 p.m. 

1. INTRODUCTIONS 

Pam Peck, Public Affairs Department, introduced the new 2005 Metro Bike Map. She provided 
information on some of the features of the map including transit connections, bike shops, and 
aerial photos. She noted the number of copies that had already sold. She spoke to marketing the 
map. The Bridge Pedal Health and Wellness Expo will have maps available this weekend. Mark 
Bosworth, Planning Department, provided information on and a demonstration of the Google bike 
map. Councilor Liberty asked about the role of volunteers. Ms. Peck said there were customers 
who provided updated information on the map. Councilor Burkholder talked about our progress 
in making maps more bicycle friendly. 

2. CITIZEN COMMUNICATIONS 

There were none. 

3. 2040 MODAL TARGET PROJECT 

Tom Kloster, Plaiming Department introduced Matt Hastie, Cogan Owens Cogan, and Mia 
Burke, Alpha Plaiming. He explained what were modal targets. He noted project objectives and 
tasks. Mr. Hastie reviewed specific objectives and recommendations of the project. He detailed 
the research process, summary observations and conclusions. Councilors commented and asked 
questions about the project. Ms. Burke added her comments about bike and pedestrian uses. Mr. 
Kloster added comments about measurements of success. Mr. Hastie talked about Metro's role as 
a data clearinghouse. The consultants suggested doing more before and after studies and provided 
examples of those studies. These could be utilized to see the effects of different strategies. He 
noted possible changes to the Regional Transportation Plan and spoke to next steps. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA 

4.1 Consideration of minutes of the July 28, 2005 Regular Council Meetings. 

Motion: Councilor Liberty moved to adopt the meeting minutes of the July 28, 2005 
Regular Metro Council. 

Vote: Councilors Burkholder, Liberty, Park, Newman, and Council President 
Bragdon voted in support of the motion. The vote was 5 aye, the motion 
passed. 
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5. ORDINANCES-FIRST READING 

5.1 Ordinance No. 05-1087, For the Purpose of Adopting a Process for Treatment of Claims 
Against Metro Under Ballot Measure 37. 

Council President Bragdon assigned Ordinance No. 05-1087 to Council. 

5.2 Ordinance No. 05-1088, Amending Metro Code 2.02.050 Charitable Solicitations 

Council President Bragdon assigned Ordinance No. 05-1088 to Council. 

6. RESOLUTIONS 

6.1 Resolution No. 05-3603, For the Purpose of Designating the Collaborative Leadership 
Initiative as a Council Project and Designating Lead Councilors and Council Liaisons 

Motion: Councilor Burkholder moved to adopt Resolution No. 05-3603. 
Seconded: Councilor Newman seconded the motion 

Councilor Burkholder introduced the resolution and said this had been discussed at several work 
sessions. He said this resolution would support a training mechanism for staff. He noted the 
backgrounder (a copy of which is in the meeting record), the lead and liaison Councilors 
Burkholder, Hosticka and Council President Bragdon. Coimcil President Bragdon talked about 
the training curriculum to support the Council in its policymaking goals. 

Vote: Councilors Park, Burkholder, Newman, Liberty, and Council President 
Bragdon voted in support of the motion. The vote was 5 aye, the motion 
passed. 

7. CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER COIVIMUNICATION 

Michael Jordon, COO, reminded the Council of this afternoon's work session and next Monday's 
Advance. 

9. COUNCILOR COMMUNICATION 

Councilor Burkholder talked about the Annual Bridge Pedal, which was this Sunday. He encouraged the 
public's participation. He also talked about the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on 
Transportation meeting this morning and a visit from Congressman Blumenauer at that meeting. 
Councilor Burkholder also spoke about the federal transportation bill. 

Councilor Newman said there was a groundbreaking in Milwaukie for the mixed-use project on 
Monday, August 15,2005 at 10:00am. He detailed the components of the project. He also noted 
that they had started the McLoughlin Boulevard project and the Three Bridges project. 

Councilor Liberty said on September IS"1 we would have our regular Coimcil meeting at Portland 
Community College Southeast Center at 5:30pm. 

Council President Bragdon talked a bit about the work session this afternoon on the proposed 
ballot measures. On Monday they would be discussing the next efforts in the planning arena. 
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Councilor Park talked about a seven-day letter that was in Councilors boxes. 

10. ADJOURN 

There being no further business to come before the Metro Council, Council President Bragdon 
adjourned the meeting at 3:10 p.m. 

Prepared by 

Chris Billington 
Clerk of the Council 
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ATTACHMENTS TO THE PUBLIC RECORD FOR THE MEETING OF AUGUST 11.2005 

Item Topic Doc Date Document Description Doc. Number 
3 . 0 Project Details 8 / 1 1 / 0 5 To: Metro Council 

From: Matt Hastie, Cogan Owens and 
Cogan 
Re: 2 0 4 0 Modal Targets Project 

0 8 1 1 0 5 C - 0 1 

6 . 1 Background 
information 

8 / 9 / 0 5 To: Metro Council 
From: Paul Couey, FAS Department 
Re: Collaborative Leadership Initiative 
Backgrounder 

0 8 1 1 0 5 C - 0 2 



Exhibit B to Ordinance No. 05-1086 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

Ordinance No. 05-1086 amends Metro's Regional Framework Plan ("RFP") in order to bring it 
up to date and to make it easier for citizens of the region to understand and use. To make the 
policies of the RFP easier to understand, the ordinance provides a standard format for the 
policies. These amendments help accomplish RFP Policy 1.13 (Participation of Citizens) and 
statewide planning Goal 1 (Citizen Involvement). 

The intention of the Council in adopting these amendments is to make no substantive changes to 
the policies of the RFP. The Council finds that Ordinance No. 05-1086 makes no significant 
changes to the policies of the Regional Framework Plan. Because these amendments make no 
significant change to the policies, and because the policies were acknowledged by LCDC on 
December 8, 2000, the Council concludes that Ordinance No. 05-1086 complies with state 
planning laws. 

Page 1 - Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for Ordinance No. 05-1086 
m:\attomey\confidentiaI\7.11.5.7\RFP Ord 05-1086 Findings 
OMA/RPB/kvw (08/17/05) 
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M E M O R A N D U M 
600 Northeast Grand Avenue 

(tel) 503-797-1700 
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736 
(fax) 503-797-1797 

M E T R O 

Date: August 9, 2005 

TO: Measure 27 Task Force, Judie Hammerstad, Chair 

FROM: Lydia Neill, Principal Regional Planner 

RE: Measure 37 Task Force Recommendation to the Metro Council 

Overview Background 
The Metro Council appointed ttie Measure 37 Task Force witfi a goal of assessing the impacts 
of Measure 37 on the implementation of the 2040 Growth Concept. The initial challenge for the 
Task Force was predicting where future claims will be located and how local governments will 
respond. The Task Force discussed a variety of tools that could be developed to address some 
of the negative consequences of waiving land use regulations to satisfy claims. The most 
negative foreseeable consequences to the escalating number of Measure 37 claims filed are: 

1. Development outside of the urban growth boundary (UGB) that compromises the 
implementation of the 2040 Growth Concept 

2. The inability to compensate property owners for claims where appropriate, and 
3. The lack of a mechanism to provide urban level services and infrastructure to 

development resulting from claims outside the UGB. This tool could be used to mitigate 
negative environmental impacts in some rural areas. 

Task Force Findings: 
• The number of claims region-wide has continued to increase dramatically; almost all of 

the claims are located outside of the UGB and on exclusive farm use and exclusive 
forest conservation (EFU/EFC) lands. 

• The issues of transferability and reluctant financing for Measure 37 development at this 
point are expected to have significant impacts on the pace of development, making it 
difficult for some property owners to initiate development projects (may have particular 
impacts on small property owners). These issues have not been resolved by the 
legislature or the courts. 

• The true impact of Measure 37 cannot be assessed because of the status of eligibility for 
future land use approvals (sale of lots), approval of the number of lots and other legal 
issues cloud this analysis. 

• The location of claims may create difficulties with planning for future UGB expansions. 



• Commercial and industrial claims have not been filed to date although this may not be 
an indication of a lack of claims that will propose converting residential or industrial land 
for commercial uses. Claims that seek conversion to commercial uses may have 
significant impacts on employment projections. 

• Both Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) and the Water Resources Department 
(WR) departments have no plans to a s se s s the long-temi impacts that will be associated 
with the granting of individual permits for water and sewage disposal systems for single-
family rural residential development, whether small or large in scale. 

• Impacts on the adequacy of providing public safety (police, fire and environmental) 
services that will be generated by Measure 37 development have not been assessed by 
local governments. 

• There are differences region-wide in how local governments are assessing the validity of 
Measure 37cIaimsI granting waivers and evaluating and mitigating impacts that may 
result from development. 

• No monetary compensation has been paid for any claims in the Metro area. 

Recommendations 
Because of the large number of Measure 37 claims, the Task Force is recommending a range of 
responsive tools, both short-term and long-term. A number of the issues may be addressed by 
other work planning that Metro will be engaged in for Periodic Review of the UGB. 

Short-term Recommendations 
Short-term recommendations are those that can either be completed or begun this calendar 
year: 

• Transfer of Development Rights/Credits (TDR/TDC). 
A pilot project could be developed to test the application of TDR/TDC's a s a way to 
capture value from development generated by a Measure 37 claim and channel potential 
development to more appropriate areas. The pilot project should examine whether a 
TDR/TDC program can be used to clear claims in key areas (both inside of areas 
recently added to the UGB or other areas in addition to the 20-year land supply), identify 
how the mechanism will be established, and how the entity (bank) that is responsible for 
holding and transfem'ng credits will be administered. Value must be created in order to 
make a TDR/TDC program successful. If a TDR/TDC program is developed that requires 
transfer of claims to areas that have recently been brought into the UGB, this may 
require working with local govemments to address infrastructure issues as well. 

Recommendation: Metro should consider using a research project to test the 
application of compensation tools that focuses on developing illustrative examples on 
properties within the Metro area where owners and developers have expressed a 
willingness to participate in this analysis. Prioritize those areas for service, develop cost 
estimates and explore ways to finance infrastructure. Consider the cost of administering 
this type of program with outright purchase of claims. 

• Conservation Easement Program. 
Washington County is currently conducting the Ag/Urban Study to a s s e s s the needs of 
the agricultural industry and urban Industries in Washington County. This project will 
provide infomiation on impacted areas and could identify areas crucial for protection of 



farm and forest lands. Such areas could be the foundation of a program to acquire 
Federal Funding for the purchase of conservation easements. 

Recommendation: Metro should develop a conservation easement program with a goal 
of taking advantage of existing and future federal funding available through the 
Department of Agriculture for the purchase of conservation easements on fannlands. 
Currently, the amount of available federal money is modest, but Metro could take a lead 
in an ieffort to request additional funding. 

Extra-territorial Extension of Services. 
The inability to provide urban services outside the UGB creates the need for wells and 
septic systems that could have an impact on water quality and environmental 
considerations over time. Local governments may also not be willing or able to extend 
services to all areas impacted by claims. 

Recommendation: Evaluate the merits of providing urban services to solve these 
service problenis. This prohibition of.extending services (extra-ten-itorial) needs to be re-
evaluated consider the consequences of allowing extension of municipal water and 
sewer systems versus permitting individual wells and septic systems in rural areas to 
mitigate the cumulative environmental and fiscal impacts. Extending water and sewer 
services to areas will not address other impacts on the transportation system. 

Address State Agency Response to Proliferating Rural Residential Claims. 
The involvement of WR Department and the DEQ in permitting rural water sources and 
sewage treatment for urban-style development outside the UGB is insufficient to meet 
the potential demand. 

Recommendation: Work to re-focus decision-making guidelines at the WR and DEQ 
with respect to the granting of permits for wells and sewage systems on single 
residential lots. WR and DEQ departments should conduct an evaluation of the long-
term cumulative impacts generated by proliferating rural residential development on 
ground water safety and availability. The WR department's mission to maximize the use 
of the resource (water) is incompatible with today's needs for conservation. The lack of 
long-term planning and impact analysis of single wells and sewage systems in rural 
areas is disturbing and needs to be examined. Changes to state law will be required. 

Metro Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC) Review. 
The effect of Measure 37 claims on local jurisdictions is of regional significance. 

Recommendation: MPAC should review the inconsistencies in the processing of 
claims between jurisdictions and examine the desirability of a uniform process 
throughout the region. Development of a uniform process could assist in the 
implementation a TDR/TDC program or any other programs that involve monetary 
compensation. 

Funding Mechanisms. 
There is currently no funding mechanism to compensate claimants. 

Recommendation: Explore present and future funding mechanisms that could 
generate sufficient funds for purchase priority claims and provide matching dollars for 
conservation easement programs. Funding could take the form of a tax, bond measure 



or a fee. Consider using tlie capture of increased property values attributed to 
government actions to fund the purchase of ciaims. 

• Establish a Worl< Group to Follow Up on Task Force Recommendations. 
The Measure 37 Task Force has become familiar with the challenges of implementing 
the measure. We are, however, unable to make recommendations that could achieve 
that implementation due to the complexity of the task, limits on the time we had 
available, the uncertainties of the measure and the lack of direction from the legislature 
or the courts. 

Recommendation: Metro should establish an informal working group involving 
Councilors, staff and interested persons and groups to develop a draft proposal, or 
proposals, for implementing Measure 37 while achieving regional goals for growth and 
conservation, based on the Task Force analysis and recommendations. Members of the 
Task Force, the Metro Policy Advisory Committee, the Metro Council, other stakeholders 
and the public should be periodically consulted as this proposal is developed. 

Long-temi Recommendations 

Long-term recommendations can be incorporated into ongoing projects, may require the 
development of longer-term solutions to address impacts or require on-going monitoring. 

• Define key areas where claims should be settled by means other than waiver due to 
negatives effects on the agricultural and forest industry. The agricultural industry needs 
to address this issue. 

• During the next Periodic Review cycle, examine the possibility of designating urban 
reserves/study areas and/or clustering development for the purpose of examining the 
impacts of recommending those areas for UGB expansion where a number of claims 
have been filed near the UGB. These areas may be more effectively developed inside of 
the UGB. 

• Monitor claims that have been filed and approved by local govemments within Metro's 
jurisdiction (3 counties, 25 cities). Map the results. Track lawsuits that may affect 
transferability, financing and claim approval. Provide periodic reports on the status of 
claims and lawsuits to the Metro Council, the informal work group and MPAC. 

• The issue of conversion of under-developed land inside of the UGB to more intensive 
uses has not been examined. Conversion of residential or industrial sites to commercial 
uses may have significant impacts on the region's transportation system. 

• Share results of the task force discussions with Legislative committees a s appropriate. 

l:\gm\community_developmenftstaff\neiII\Measure37\M37 recommendationsRnaI.doc 
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Metro Resolution No. 05-3606 

Metropolitan 
Transportation 
Improvement 
Program 

Portland Metro Area 
Federal Fiscal Years 
2006 through 2009 

A u g u s t 18, 2 0 0 5 

M E T R O 
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Metro 
People places • open spaces 

Metro serves 1.3 million people who live in Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington 
counties and the 25 cities in the Portland metropolitan area. The regional government 
provides transportation and land-use planning sen/ices and oversees regional garbage 
disposal and recycling and waste reduction programs. 

Metro manages regional parks and greenspaces and owns the Oregon Zoo. It also 
oversees operation of the Oregon Convention Center, the Portland Center for the 
Performing Arts and the Portland Metropolitan Exposition (Expo) Center, all managed by 
the Metropolitan Exposition Recreation Commission. 

Your Metro representatives 
Metro Council President - David Bragdon 
Metro Councilors - Rod Park, District 1; Brian Newman, District 2; Carl Hosticka, District 
3; Susan McLain, District 4; Rex Burkholder, District 5; Robert Liberty, District 6. 
Auditor - Alexis Dow, CPA 

Non-discrimination Notice to the Public 
Metro hereby gives public notice that it is the policy of the Metro Council to assure full 
compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Restoration Act 
of 1987, Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice and related statutes and 
regulations in all programs and activities. Title VI requires that no person in the United 
States of America shall, on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin, be 
excluded from the participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to 
discrimination under any program or activity for which Metro receives federal financial 
assistance. Any Person who believes they have been aggrieved by an unlawful 
discriminatory practice under Title VI has a right to file a complaint with Metro. Any such 
complaint must be in writing and filed with Metro's Title VI Coordinator within one 
hundred eighty (180) days following the date of the alleged discriminatory occurrence. 

Metro's web site: www.metro-reqion.orq 

Metro 
600 NE Grand Ave. 

Portland, OR 97232-2736 
(503) 797-1700 

Printed on 100 percent recycled paper, 
30 percent post-consumer fiber 

http://www.metro-reqion.orq
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1.1 MTIP PURPOSE 

The Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) schedules spending of 
federal transportation funds in coordination with significant state and local funds in the 
Portland metropolitan region for the federal fiscal years 2006 through 2009. It also 
demonstrates how these projects comply with federal regulations regarding project 
eligibility, air quality impacts, environmental justice and public involvement 

Metro is the Portland area's designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). As 
the MPO, Metro is the lead agency for development of regional transportation plans 
and the scheduling of federal transportation funds in the Portiand urban area. 
Regulations of the United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) require the 
MPO to develop a 20-year Regional Transportation Plan (RTF). The Plan must identify 
revenue that can be reasonably anticipated over a 20-year period for transportation 
purposes. It also states the region's transportation goals and policies and identify the 
range of multi-modal transportation projects that are needed to implement them. 

No project may receive federal funds if it is not approved in the RTF. However, the 
RTP approves more projects than can be afforded by the region in any given year. Just 
as Metro is required to develop an RTP, it is also mandated to develop a Metropolitan 
Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) for the Portiand urban area. The MTIP 
process is used to determine which projects included in the P'lan wiU be given funding 
priority year by year. 

1.2 MTIP CONTENT 

The MTIP must be revised at least every two years and must address federally funded 
highway and transit projects and state or locally fxmded projects that have a potential to 
measurably affect the region's air quality. The most detailed information is required for 
federally funded highway and transit projects. For these, the MTIP m u s t 

• describe the projects sufficientiy to determine their air quality effects; 
• identify the type of federal fimding that will be used, and the amoimt of local 

matching funds; 
• schedule the anticipated year in which funds will be committed to a particular 

project; and 
• specify the phases of work to be supported by identified funds (e.g., 

construction, right-of-way acquisition or design). 

This information is included in Chapter 4 of the MTIP. Appendix 5, the RTP's 
financially constrained project list, included in Appendix 1, provides additional 
information about the projects. It is these project descriptions that are used to model air 
quality effects. 

Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program 2006-09 Page 1-1 



In addition to this level of detail for federally funded projects, the MTIP must also 
describe other significant state or locally funded projects that have a potential to affect 
regional compliance with federal air quality standards. The information about these 
projects is limited to a description of the intended scope, concept and timing of the 
projects that is sufficient to model their potential air quality effects, total cost and 
responsible agency. The financially constrained project list provides information for all 
projects anticipated in the region, including those that will not rely on federal funds. 

This document, the 2006-09 MTIP, supplies transportation program information for the 
Portland lu-banized area during the four-year period beginning October 1,2005 and 
ending September 30,2009 (federal fiscal years 2006 through 2009). However, each 
four-year MTIP is updated every two years, overlapping the previous MTIP document 
Therefore, most projects in the last two years of an MTIP are carried into the next MTIP. 
The carryover programming, however, is not static. Slow progress on early phases of 
some of the projects has caused their construction phases to slip to years later than 
originally expected. Conversely, some of the new projects, or their early phases, that 
have been allocated funds anticipated for 2008-09, are ready to proceed immediately. 
Therefore, the ciurent program reflects a blending of the old and new programming 
across the four years addressed in the document. The full four-year program is shoxim in 
Chapter 4. 

1.3 2006-09 MTIP DEVELOPMENT PROCESS 

Metro works with the diverse mixture of local, regional, state and federal jurisdictions 
that own, operate or regulate the region's transportation system to develop the MTIP. 
These jurisdictions include 25 cities, three coimties, TriMet, South Metro Area Rapid 
Transit (SMART), the Oregon Departments of Transportation and Environmental 
Quality, the Port of Portland, the Federal Highway Administration, the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) and the city of Vancouver and Clark Coimly in the state of 
Washington. 

The 2006-09 MTIP reflects results of the Transportation Priorities 2005 Update process 
concluded by Metro in March 2005. Metro is responsible for soliciting projects and 
awarding the funding for two categories of federal transportation funds, which is the 
purpose of the Transportation Priorities Updates. These fimds are referred to 
collectively as "regional flexible funds" and include regional Surface Transportation 
Program (STP) funds and Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality (CMAQ) funds. Metro's 
STP funds are a specific portion of all the STP fimds appropriated to the state of Oregon 
and come to Metro in its role as the MPO of an urban area with a population in excess 
of 200,000. The CMAQ funds come to Metro as a consequence of both the severity of 
previous air quality problems here, relative to other areas of the state, and the region's 
larger population. 
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However, the 2006-09 MTIP also schedules both federal and state fimds administered 
by ODOT for bridge and highway preservation and modernization, and federal transit 
dollars scheduled by TriMet Allocation decisions by ODOT and TriMet are made in 
consultation with Metro, as the funds must be included in the MTIP. All funds 
scheduled in the MTIP must be included without change, either wholly or by reference, 
in the State TIP (STIP). The Governor would resolve any disagreement between Metro 
and ODOT regarding any approved funds, though this has never occurred. 

1.4 FISCAL CONSTRAINT 

Federal regulations require the MTIP to be "constrained to reasonably expected 
revenue." As shown in Table 1.4-1 below, the 2006-09 MTIP meets this test through a 
mixture of conservative future revenue forecasts, agreements with ODOT for reliance 
on statewide sources of project funding and biennial program corrections. 

The core of the MTIP's federal revenue projection is that anticipated federal 
appropriations, for both highway and transit purposes, are outlined in the six-year 
federal transportation act (TEA-21), which is the source of federal assistance for Metro, 
TriMet and ODOT. Starting with TEA-21's maximum authorization schedule, Metro 
works with ODOT to develop reasonable six-year appropriation estimates. 

For the Transportation Priorities regional funding allocation, Metro assumes less than 
the maximum authorized in the Act to reflect historical trends, but there is no way to 
precisely predict how much will actually be appropriated. For the 2006 and 2007 STP 
and CMAQ revenue estimates, a 3.5% inflation factor was applied to the 2005 revenues 
appropriated (as authorized through continuing resolutions of TEA-21). 2008 and 2009 
revenues were estimated using the lowest authorization amounts in the draft 
authorization bills, as those amounts would be sub-aUocated to the Portland 
Metropolitan region, under consideration in Congress for those years, as estimated by 
ODOT's finance division. The urban STP and CMAQ revenue projections and 
programmed project costs for year 2006 through 2009 are summarized in Table 1.4-1 
below. This table demonstrates that programming of these funds meet federal 
requirements for fiscal constraint of these fimding programs. Fiscal constraint will be 
maintained as revenue forecasts are updated through the life of the MTIP document 
through the project programming, selection and amendment process described below. 
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TABLE 1.4-1 
DEMONSTRATION OF FISCAL CONSTRAINT OF REGIONAL FLEXIBLE FUNDS 

Federal Fiscal 
Year 

2006 2007 2008 2009 

Forecasted 
Revenues 

Urban STP $16,000,000 $16,750,000 $16,800,000 $16,800,000 
CMAQ $10,340,000 $10,660,000 $10,750,000 $10,900,000 

Total Revenues $26,340,000 $27,410,000 $27,550,000 $27,700,000 

Programmed 
Project Costs 

Urban STP $13,806,514 $15,961,515 $17,946,346 $15,689,488 
FFY 2005 Over 

Programming $3,249,656 
CMAQ $11,588,808 $11,520,485 $10,293,841 $11,453,325 

FFY 2005 Under 
Programming -$2,284,336 

Total 
Programmed 

Costs $26,360,642 $27,482,000 $28,240,187 $27,142,813 

In a similar fashion, Metro relies on TriMet estimates of anticipated federal transit 
assistance, based again on using historical trends to discount the maximiun transit 
amoimts authorized in TEA-21. With respect to state transportation funding, ODOT 
collects and distributes the state's gas tax, truck weight/mile tax and vehicle 
registration fee revenues. As with TriMet, Metro relies on ODOT's projections of 
federal and state revenues that will be made available to Region 1 projects imder 
formulas implemented by the Oregon Transportation Commission (OTC) on an annual 
basis. 

During the four years of this MTIP, ODOT is projecting expenditure of approximately 
$385 million of combined federal and state revenue over the four years, within the 
urban portion of Region 1 (see Table 2.1-1 below). TriMet expects to receive 
approximately $240.4 million of federal funding, excluding regional flexible funds 
programmed by Metro. The MTIP does not report TriMet's general fund revenues. 

Approximately $114 million of regional flexible funds are forecast to be provided 
regional projects during the four year's addressed by the 2006-09 MTIP. 

Table 1.4-2 demonstrates that more revenue is forecast during the four-year period of 
the MTIP than have been scheduled for spending on projects and programs. The 
difference in estimated fimding and project costs is due to the various transportation 
agencies in the region reserving funds for anticipated needs of future capital projects 
such as the I-205/Transit Mall light rail and Wilsonville-Beaverton Commuter Rail 
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project and in reserve accounts to be used for project contingency or future 
programming by TIP amendment. As full funding grant agreements have not been 
reached on the afore mentioned rail projects, anticipated federal New Starts funds 
cannot be programmed yet in this MTIP. Therefore, project costs associated with those 
projects are also not included in the measure of financial constraint. 

The current authorizing legislation, TEA-21 will expire soon and all future year revenue 
estimates are made without benefit of federal reauthorization legislation that will define 
funding authority for these programs. The forecasted revenues and program of 
projects, however, is clearly consistent with the reasonably anticipated revenues for the 
region, as directed by federal guidelines. 
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TABLE 1.4-2 
DEMONSTRATION OF FY 06-09 MTIP FISCAL CONSTRAINT 

(in t h o u s a n d s of $) 

COST OF APPROVED PROJECTS 

FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2006 2007 2008 2009 TOTAL 

Regional Projects & Programs $83,767 $86,506 $89,711 $93,126 $353,110 

Transit Capital Projects $38,293 $38,293 

State Highway Capacity $16,579 $23,622 $42,450 $5,374 $88,025 

Bridge Rehabilitation $46,838 $10,164 $22,060 $1,266 $80,328 
Pavement Preservation & 
Maintenance $51,178 $49,761 $29,730 $30,896 $161,565 

Highway Safety $11,045 $6,233 $9,497 $8,943 $35,719 

Highway Operations $2,907 $3,140 $3,771 $2,981 $12,797 

State Pedestrian and Bike $5,654 $0 $445 $467 $6,566 

Planning & Project Development $2,100 $2,100 

Selected Projects Cost Total $258,359 $179,426 $197,663 $143,053 $778,501 

PROJECTED REVENUE 

FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2006 2007 2008 2009 TOTAL 

STP Appropriations $16,000 $16,750 $16,800 $16,800 $66,350 

CMAQ Appropriations $10,340 $10,660 $13,400 $13,500 $47,900 
Local Match for Regional and 
State Projects * $10,974 $8,758 $2,612 $20,659 $43,002 

Interstate Maintenance $14,013 $37,873 $6,020 $17,615 $75,521 

Highway Modemization $11,060 $8,060 $2,104 $7,104 $28,328 

Highway Preservation $12,191 $7,551 $12,500 $13,000 $45,242 

Highway Operations $6,689 $5,899 $6,265 $6,574 $25,427 

Highway Safety/HEP $11,153 $14,709 $14,575 $15,180 $55,617 

Bridge/HBRR $761 $9,015 $31,041 $1,266 $42,084 

Highway Bike/Pedestrian $678 $712 $712 $712 $2,814 

OTIA $60,120 $19,703 $64,075 $18,526 $162,425 

Transportation Enhancements $4,193 $218 $983 $5,394 

Transit Capital - Federal Sources $38,293 $38,293 

Regional & Transit Programs $48,283 $48,023 $51,227 $54,642 $202,175 

Total Projected Revenues $260,776 $198,431 $232,895 $202,577 $894,679 
* Local match sources include System Development Charges, parking revenues. Local 
Improvement Districts, urban renewal, transportation impact fees, local gas tax and general fund 
revenues. 
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1.5 PROJECT PRIORITIZATION PROCESSES 

Project prioritization refers to the process of identifying which projects in tlie 
RTP financially constrained project list will be prioritized for funding from 
forecasted revenues. As mentioned previously, the federal transportation 
revenues reported in this MTIP are prioritized and scheduled to fund projects 
through several different processes which are administered by four agencies; 
ODOT, TriMet, SMART and Metro. The Oregon Transportation Commission 
prioritizes project funding administered by ODOT through the STIP process. 
TriMet's decision about the prioritization of federal funds dedicated to transit 
improvements is made by the TriMet Board of Directors. Metro's decision about 
which RTP projects and programs to fund is accomplished through the 
Transportation Priorities Update process. 

ODOT Funds. ODOT sets funding targets for tlie Metro area and ODOT staff 
recommends to JPACT and the Metro Council projects utilizing federal funds 
(other than regional flexible funds and dedicated transit funds) within those 
target amounts. The prioritization of projects utilizes criteria set by the Oregon 
Transportation Commission and any additional criteria set within the MPO area. 
Rather than a solicitation and narrowing process, ODOT proposes a program of 
funding improvements and solicits comments on the proposed program. The 
maintenance, bridge rehabilitation, and preservation portion of the program is 
largely driven by a needs based assessment of the conditions of the facilities. The 
modernization and safety portions of the program are also informed by need but 
are prioritized in a higher degree of coordination with local agencies affected by 
the impacts of such projects. 

ODOT's prioritization recommendation within the preservation and bridge 
funding categories are largely scheduled by quantitative indexes of pavement 
and bridge conditions. The most deficient facilities are the first prioritized for 
funding. Where cost increases on a top-ranked project increase, or projected 
revenue comes in at levels less than anticipated, lesser-priority projects are 
deferred. Eventually, tlie lowest technically-ranked projects drop from the 
program until additional funds become available for allocation in a new TIP 
cycle. 

In addition to ODOT coordination with local and regional agencies through 
public involvement and plarming activities associated with the STIP, JPACT and 
the Metro Council also provide formal comments on the draft ODOT STIP 
program. ODOT provides a response to JPACT and the Metro Council, 
describing how the agency has or intends to address the comments. The 
comment and response letters are included in Appendix 9. 
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A more detailed summary of the ODOT prioritization process is provided in the 
2006-09 STEP document 

TriMet and SMART. In cooperation with Metro, TriMet and SMART are 
primarily responsible for the prioritization and administration of FTA funding 
categories (e.g.. Section 5307 and 5309 fimds) that are limited to transit purposes 
(e.g., bus purchase and maintenance, light rail construction, etc.). TriMet 
develops its own annual Service Plan and five-year Capital Plan to determine 
service and capital priorities. It then allocates both federal and general fund 
revenues to implement these plans. JPACT and the Metro Council comment on 
the five-year rolling capital plan. The comment letter and response from the 
TriMet Board of Directors is provided in Appendix 9. The MTIP reports only the 
federal funding component of TriMet's overall capital and operations programs. 

Transportation Priorities: Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept. Consistent 
with federal regulations and its own public involvement policies, Metro conducts 
a rigorous 18-month process to solicit nominations and select projects for 
funding that includes numerous opportunities for public review and comment 

The process began with a review of the policy objectives and procedures of the 
Transportation Priorities update. After a major update of the program's policy 
objectives for the 2004 process, the review and adoption of the program policy 
objectives for the 2005 process focused on refinements to the existing objectives 
requested by JPACT and the Metro Council. The policy objectives of the 
program, adopted by Metro Resolution No. 04-3431, were defined as following. 

The primary policy objective for the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement 
Program and the allocation of region flexible transportation funds is to: 
• Leverage economic development in priority 2040 land use areas through 

investment to support 
- centers 
- industrial areas and 
- UGB expansion areas with completed concept plans 

Other policy objectives include: 
• Emphasize modes that do not have other sources of revenue 
• Complete gaps in modal systems 
• Develop a multi-modal transportation system 
• Meet the average annual requirements of the State Implementation Plan for 

Air Quality for the provision of pedestrian and bicycle facilities 

Technical ranking criteria were adopted for the following modes: 
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1. Bike/Trail 
2. Boulevards 
3. Bridge 
4. Freight 
5. Green Street Demonstration Projects 
6. Pedestrian 
7. Regional Transportation Options 
8. Road Modernization 
9. Road Reconstruction 
10. Transit 
11. Transit Oriented Development 

Planning projects were also eUgible for funding but no specific technical 
evaluation criteria were developed for this class of projects. 

The Transportation Priorities update process uses a 100-point technical ranking 
system that scores projects for: 

• congestion relief/use of alternative travel modes (e.g., bike, pedestrian 
and transit use) (25 points); 

• support of Metro's Region 2040 Land Use goals (40 points); 
• safety hazard correction (20 points); and 
• cost effectiveness (15 points). 

/ 

Bonus points were awarded to boulevard, freight, road modernization and road 
reconstruction projects that provided green street elements of either stormwater 
infiltration devices or street trees species consistent with the Trees for Green 
Streets handbook. 

These are only the general ranking categories. More detailed descriptions of the 
technical ranking criteria are shown in Appendix 3. Qualitative criteria for 
project selection include project relationships to regional policy, including: 

• regional goals and system definitions contained in the RTP 
• Metro's "Creating Livable Streets" Design Guidelines 
• Environmental Justice considerations (see Appendix 6) 
• the State Transportation Planning Rule (Goal 12) 
• provisions of the Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA) of 1990 and the 

associated State (Air Quality) Implementation Plan (SIP) 

Other factors that have been considered during selection include local agency 
financial contributions over and above minimum match levels, affordable 
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housing, school safely and recovery of threatened or endangered species 
populations. 

The RTP process constitutes the means by which diverse and competing system 
needs are balanced on a total system basis within a 20-year horizon. Also, Metro 
allocates funds to each of these types of projects. However, determining the 
appropriate support to provide to one mode versus any other in any given 
Transportation Priorities update remains a policy decision that is influenced by 
qualitative measures and subjective consideration of competing policy objectives. 

As in previous criteria development procedures, the thrust of the Transportation 
Priorities 2005 exercise was to better assure that transportation investments 
complement the Region 2040 land use objectives. This process was aided by 
availability of the 2004 RTP that addressed the policy and multimodal system 
considerations of how best to achieve this objective. 

1.6 PROGRAMMING FUNDS AND PROJECT SELECTION 

As discussed above, project prioritization refers to the process of choosing a 
subset of projects to advance in any given two-year MTIP cycle, from among all 
those approved for implementation in the RTP 20-year plan. Programming of 
funds refers to the assignment of project costs by phase (project development, 
final design, right-of-way and construction) to types of funds and expected years 
of expenditure. The programming tables in Chapter 4 summarize the 
programming to be adopted in this MTIP. Project selection refers to the process of 
deciding how to advance some projects ahead of others when funding conflicts 
develop within a current fiscal year. The answer to this question depends mostly 
on which agency has primary administrative responsibility for the type of 
funding that is at issue. 

1.6.1 Programming Funds 

ODOT Funds. ODOT, in cooperation with Metro, proposes programming 
Interstate Maintenance, State Modernization (vehicle capacity projects), federal 
and state bridge rehabilitation, and highway safety, preservation and operations 
projects. In practice, ODOT's programming recommendations for these projects 
are accepted as they are most aware of project readiness issues. Coordination on 
programming of ODOT funds focuses on ensuring timely implementation of the 
Transportation Control Measures for air quality and ensiuing compliance with 
air quality emissions budgets. 
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Transit. In cooperation with Metro, TriMet and SMART propose programming 
of Federal Transit Administration funding categories (e.g., Section 5307 and 5309 
funds) that are limited to transit purposes (e.g., bus purchase and maintenance, 
light rail construction, etc.). TriMet allocates both federal and general fund 
revenues to implement their five-year Transportation Improvement and Annual 
Service plans. Again, the MTIP reports only the federal funding component of 
TriMet's overall capital and operations programs. 

Federal funding received by TriMet in the current MTIP consists primarily of 
annual Section 5309 New (Rail) Start appropriations made to TriMet for 
construction of rail projects. Discretionary appropriations for the 1-205 light rail 
from Gateway to Clackamas regional center and downtown Portland 
improvements, and Wilsonville to Beaverton commuter rail are intended to be 
sought by the region in fiscal years 2005 through 2007 and possibly beyond, but 
are not programmed in the MTIP at this time as their programming is not yet 
assured. Other federal transit funding categories received by TriMet (Section 
5307 and 5309 formula funds) have greater programming discretion. Metro 
though, supports TriMet's policy of bundling these discretionary federal funds 
into several large programs, (e.g., bus purchases, and bus and light rail 
maintenance) for purposes of minimizing the complexity of submitting annual 
federal grant requests to Federal Transit Administration. Metro defers allocation 
of discretionary federal transit funds to TriMet for routine transit maintenance 
programs. 

In practice, TriMet's major service decisions are well coordinated with RTP-
defined transit system corridor priorities and new service decisions are reflected 
in Metro's regional transportation model. Metro and TriMet are also working to 
elevate the discussion of how to allocate the general fimd revenues that are freed 
from maintenance programs by this "buiidling" practice. 

JPACT and Metro Council comments on the 2005 Transit Investment Plan to tlie 
TriMet Board of Directors and their response is included in Appendix 11. These 
comments demonstrate how TriMet's capital investment and service planning is 
coordinated with implementation of the Regional Transportation Plan and tiie 
project selection and programming process of the MTIP. 

Metro Regional Flexible Funds. Metro selects projects funded with local Surface 
Transportation Program (STP) and Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality (CMAQ) 
funds, in cooperation with all of the region's local and regional transportation 
agencies. These funds are awarded by Metro to sponsoring agencies, which then 
contract with ODOT to obtain access to the funds. These agencies are ultimately 
responsible for operation of newly constructed facilities. Unlike all the other 
regional funding sources discussed above, administrative responsibility for STP 
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and CMAQ funds is essentially split between Metro and a broad selection of 
local sponsoring agencies. 

To manage equitable access to the regional flexible fimds, Metro staff coordinates 
with sponsoring agencies to determine the expected timing of project phases and 
seeks to schedule expected revenue to planned work phases in each year of the 
program. The goal is to assure that all regionally funded projects are able to 
advance in a timely, logical fashion. Typically, this involves preliminary 
engineering in year one, right-of-way acquisition in year two and construction in 
year three. It is very rare that a project can execute more than one phase of work 
in a single year. 

Balancing project expenditures with annual revenue limits becomes more 
difficult when a single project requires a large sum to complete one or more 
phases of work in one year. A project that requires above $5 to $6 million can 
make it difficult for other more modest projects to proceed in a given year. There 
are no adopted rules for making such decisions, except that the volume of project 
work that can proceed in any one year must fall within the revenue that is 
available that year, including conditional access to statewide resources, as 
discussed above. 

At the outset of each two-year MTIP cycle, Metro formulates a proposal that 
seeks to balance these constraints and assure progress across jurisdictional 
boundaries so that no single agency is unduly delayed in delivering its approved 
projects. The proposed scheduling of the regional flexible funds is submitted for 
consideration by a regionally sponsored technical subcommittee for approval by 
consensus. Thereafter, to a very large degree, projects are selected to advance in 
the order in which they are received, as all projects share equal priority for funds. 
If projects that are scheduled to spend funds in a given year are delayed, they 
receive automatic authority to spend funds in the following year. Every two 
years, a new schedule is developed to account for advances and delays, and 
incorporation of newly authorized funds, and the biennial process of 
expenditure resumes. 

1.6.2 Selection of Projects 

When funding conflicts arise between projects within a programmed fund year, 
it is sometimes necessary to choose which projects will advance as programmed 
and which must be delayed to a future year when additional funds become 
available. This can occur when actual appropriation or allocation of funds is less 
than authorized or forecast for a particular year or if there are project cost over 
runs. For projects on the National Highway System or projects funded under the 
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Bridge or Interstate Maintenance programs are selected by ODOT in cooperation 
with Metro, TriMet and SMART. 

Transit funds are subject to their own limitation and do not draw down the 
ability of either ODOT or Metro to spend other fund categories in any given year. 

For the regional flexible funds, the Transportation Priorities 2005 update and the 
MTIP adoption are the means used to prioritize projects for funding and balance 
allocations to project phases and years of expenditure. Thereafter, oversight of 
all fund types is left largely to discretion of the primary administrative agency. 
The caveat is that no projects may be added or taken from the total regional 
program, or diverted between projects, or project phases without notification and 
approval by Metro. 

If a current year project is not ready to proceed, Metro or ODOT may select 
projects scheduled in years two or three of the program to proceed. For example, 
a first-year project may have delays in development of plans and specifications, 
or its right-of-way acquisition may encounter obstacles. In this instance, Metro, 
in cooperation with ODOT and other affected agencies, would move the delayed 
project to a later year and select a project from year two or three of the three-year 
approved program period. This flexibility assures that the region contributes its 
share to orderly statewide obligation of available funds. Because selection 
actions are not considered formal amendments imder federal regulations, they do 
not require reconformity of the TIP with the State (Air Quality) Implementation Plan. 

Should a project be delayed to a later year, either because it was not ready to 
proceed or because less fimding is made available than expected, the project 
would then share equal priority with all other projects scheduled in that later 
year of the Approved Program. Once selected, readiness to proceed decides 
which projects advance that year. 
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1.7 MTIP AMENDMENT PROCESS 

This section describes the management process to define the types of project 
adjustments that require an amendment to the MTIP and which of these that can 
be accomplished as administrative actions by staff versus policy action by JPACT 
and the Metro Council. 

Objectives of the Process 

1. Ensure that federal requirements are properly met for use of available 
federal funds, including the requirement that projects using federal funds 
are included in the TIP and that the projects are consistent with the 
financially constrained element of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). 

2. Ensure regional consideration of proposed amendments having an impact 
on the priority for use of limited available resources or having an effect on 
other parts of the transportation system, other modes of transportation or 
other jurisdictions. 

3. Ensure that the responsibilities for project management and cost control 
remain with the jurisdiction sponsoring the project 

4. Authorize routine amendments to the MTIP to proceed expeditiously to 
avoid urmecessary delays and committee activity. 

5. Provide for dealing with emergency situations. 

6. Ensure projects are progressing to fully obligate annual funding in order 
to avoid a lapse of fimds. 

Policies 

1. RTP Consistency - Projects included in the MTIP must be identified in or 
consistent with the finandally constrained RTP. Questions relating to the need 
for and scope of a project are answered through inclusion in the RTP; questions 
relating to the priority of projects within available resources are answered 
through inclusion in the MTIP. Projects affecting the capacity of the 
transportation system, projects that impact other modes and projects impacting 
other jurisdictions must be specifically identified in the RTP financially 
constrained system; Projects such as signals, safety overlays, parts and 
equipment etc. must be consistent with the policy intent of the RTP. An 
amendment to the RTP to add a project can occur concurrent with an MTIP 
amendment and must follow the process for amending the RTP as outlined in the 
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most current plan (the process for amending the 2004 RTP is contained in Section 
6.6 on pages 6-27 through 6-29). 

Prior to formal inclusion in the RTP financially constrained system, projects will 
need a finding of conformance with the State Implementation Plan for air quality 
adopted by the Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit 
Administration. 

2. MTIP Amendments - All project and program additions or deletions to 
the MTIP must be at the request of the sponsoring jurisdictions governing body 
and require adoption of a Metro/JPACT resolution approving a specific new 
project as a priority for use of a particular category of funds. This action will be 
based strictly on the amount of federal funding available and represents a 
priority decision as to the most effective use of the resource. 

Amendments by Metro/JPACT Resolution: 

• Funding transfers to a new MTIP project. 

• Increased allocation of regional flexible funds in excess of level previously 
allocated to the recipient agency. 

• Adjustments that significantly change the scope of the project location or 
function. For project location, significant shall be defined as more than 
50% of the project improvement (as measured by linear feet of 
improvement) outside of the original project area scope. For project 
function, significant shall be defined as the deletion of a modal element of 
a project described in the original project scope. For change of scope 
requests that cannot be measured in these manners, tlie MTIP manager 
may require a resolution for approval of tlie adjustment if he/she 
determines, using professional judgment, the proposed change in scope 
would have significantly altered the technical ranking or qualitative 
consideration of a project during the project prioritization process. 

Exception: New projects within the following types of project categories or with 
the following conditions can be administratively amended to tlie MTIP at the 
option of Metro staff in cases where the proposed project is exempt from air 
quality conformity determination (per 40 CFR 93.134) or the proposed project is 
determined through interagency consultation (per 40 CFR 93.104 (c)(2)) to not 
require additional regional air quality analysis, with montiily notification to 
TPAC: 

• Bridge repair or replacement projects- up to $5 million; 
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• Preservation projects on the Interstate system - up to $5 million; on the 
highway system - up to $2 million; 

• Operations projects - up to $1 million; 

• Bicycle or pedestrian projects - up to $500,000; 

• Transit appropriations in excess of those estimated in original 
programming; 

• Appropriations for projects/programs previously identified and 
approved by resolution by JPACT and the Metro Council as regional 
priorities for federal "earmarking" or awarded through the state Public 
Transit Division Discretionary Grant Program; 

• Emergency additions where an imminent public safety hazard is involved; 
and 

• Addition of project details to previously approved generic projects such as 
parts and equipment, signals, street overlays, etc. 

To request the addition of a regional STP or CMAQ funded project to the MTIP 
outside of the periodic Transportation Priorities project selection process, a 
project sponsor shall provide the following information: 

• Local and/or regional policy decisions, program changes and other 
considerations that support the request for the MTIP amendment; 

• Project information needed to demonstrate compliance with the 
preliminary screening criteria and public involvement requirements of the 
Transportation Priorities program and to address technical evaluation measures 
such as land use objectives, safety, cost effectiveness, etc. and any qualitative 
considerations the project sponsor wishes to have considered in the request. 

Fimding match ratio eligibility will be consistent with federal regulations and 
policies from the previous Transportation Priorities project selection process. 

An amendment to add a project to the MTIP can occur concurrent with a MTIP 
amendment to transfer project funds between MTIP projects. 
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3. Project Selection Procedures - Requests to Metro by agencies for changes 
to MTIP programming under project selection process described in Section 1.6.2 
will be made on the following basis; 

a. Administrative Adjustments (requiring monthly notification to TPAC): 

• Transfer of funds between different phases of a project or different 
program years within previously approved funding levels. 

• Transfer of fimds between projects within previously approved funding 
levels; must be accompanied by a statement as to the impact on the project 
relinquishing funds; funding fully transferred from a project to another 
must include a commitment to fund the project giving up the funds with 
another source of funds (follow-up documentation will be required). 

b. Other requested programming changes will be tracked administratively in 
the MTIP financial plan and database. 

4. Intra-jurisdictional transfer of funds between jurisdictions require 
approval of each affected jurisdiction other than as described in subsection 
5 below describing retraction of funding authority. 

5. Project or Program Authority Retraction 

a. Agencies that have not completed a project prospectus or contract with 
the ODOT local programming unit, have not obligated project authority or 
received approval of an amendment to reprogram fund authority by the 
end of the federal fiscal year in which their project was programmed for 
funding are subject to potential retraction of fund authority. These 
agencies will be notified by Metro of this status when it occurs and will 
have 60 days from the date of the notification documentation to complete 
the prospectus, contract, obHgation or amendment prior to the instigation 
of a Metro resolution at TPAC to retract the funding authority for their 
project or program. 

b. Unspent or un-obligated regional flexible fund authority following final 
voucher closing of a project reverts back for redistribution through the 
regional project prioritization process. 
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Chapter 2 
Highlights of Current 

Four-Year Program 

M E T R O 
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2.1 ODOT PROGRAM HIGHLIGHTS 

ODOT has proposed programming $383 million of state and federal funds to highway 
capadty, preservation, operations, bridge, safety, enhancement, bicycle/pedestrian, and 
local projects, summarized below in Table 2.1-1, below. Additionally, a state bond 
program, commonly referred to as OTIA, was passed by the state legislature to fund 
specific projects from several of the traditional categories of state programs. Funding of 
projects from this source is also identified in Table 2.1-1. 

TABLE 2.1-1 
SUMMARY OF ODOT I 

Programming of Funds by T 
(in thousands oi 

'ROGRAM 
ype of Activity 
f $ ) 

PROGRAM CATEGORY 
FY 06 FY 07 FY 08 FY 09 TOTAL 

Capacity - Modernization 
( indudes OTIA $) $18,760 $23,622 $42,450 $6,374 $91,206 
Preservation $23,106 $50,896 $9,857 $28,392 $112,251 
Operations $6,950 $3,140 $3,771 $2,981 $16,840 
Bridge 
(indudes OTIA $) $46,838 $10,164 $22,060 $1,266 $80,328 
Safely $10,462 $6,650 $10,034 $8,821 $35,967 
Enhancements $4,193 $218 $983 $5,394 
Bicycle/Pedestrian $762 $853 $562 $467 $2,643 
OTIA Local Projects $13,044 $21,000 $4,610 $38,654 
TOTAL 

$124,113 $95,542 $110,716 $52,912 $383,283 

Statewide, approximately $57 million per year is spent on vehicle capacity projects 
(modernization); the minimum as required by the state constitution. The region's share 
of these funds is approximately $27 million per biennium in 2006-07 but available fimds 
will be reduced to approximately $12.5 million in 2008-09 due to the bonding of a 
portion of the modernization revenue stream by the OTIA in program. 

The previous two state legislative sessions have produced two transportation fimding 
measures whose future proceeds will be bonded, in part, for vehide capadty and 
rehabilitation projects throughout the state. These efforts are commonly known as the 
Oregon Transportation Investment Acts (OTIA I, II and III). 

The Oregon Transportation Commission has dedicated all other state resources to keep 
pace with essential system preservation activity. 
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2.1.1 Highway Capacity. 

This MTIP has scheduled from this funding source is the addition of a third northbound 
lane on Highway 217 between Tualatin Valley Highway and Highway 26. This is the 
final phase of the Westside Corridor project that included capacity improvements to the 
Simset Highway and the Westside light rail project. 

Also programmed is the addition of a third southboimd lane on Interstate 5 between 
Victory Boulevard and Lombard Street. This project will eliminate a major bottleneck 
between Vancouver, Washington and the Portland central dty. 

OTIA in funding is also programmed for final design and right-of-way work for an 
extension of Highway 224 from 1-205 to 122nd Avenue. This project is the first phase of 
the Simrise Corridor project. As EIS work is completed in tms corridor, an amendment 
to this programming of funds may be sought to implement the preferred alternative of 
the study. 

Also programmed is interchange work from Interstate-5 to SW Macadam and the 
surrounding South Waterfront development area. 

Funding for development work on the 1-5 to Highway 99W Connector and a potential 
new connection from Highway 26 to the proposed Springwater Industrial Area in 
Southeast Gresham is also programmed in this MTIP. 

There are also reserve accounts identified for engineering and right-of-way acquisition 
for capacity projects ($ million from 2006 to 2009). The strategy for identifying reserve 
accoimts was to use the relatively small amount of capacity funds (relative to the 
average cost of a freeway capacity project) to potentially fill funding gaps for any new 
"high priority projects" identified by Congress in the expected update to the surface 
transportation authorization bill. At this time, however, the authorization biU has not 
emerged from the legislative process as originally scheduled. Prior to the allocation of 
these funds, ODOT will need to request an amendment to the State and Metropolitan 
TIPs to allocate these funds to a specific project(s). 

Fimding for planning work necessary to begin capacity projects has also been 
programmed in this MTIP. Funding of these planning efforts are critical as they are a 
necessary step in making projects eligible to seek additional funding and to 
distinguishing their project readiness from other highway corridors that have not 
completed necessary planning and environmental analysis work. 

Approximately $5 million is progranruned for further study and environmental work of 
the Interstate-5 Columbia River Crossing. $200,000 of regional funding is provided to 
complete the Powell/Foster corridor study between Portland and Damascus/Gresham. 
Funding is also provided to complete two additional corridor studies. These studies 
refine the Regional Transportation Plan by developing a multi-modal strategy to 
manage transportation in these corridors and develop design concepts for needed 
capacity improvements. These transportation corridors are generally located along 
major state highways in the region. The priority corridor will be selected through a 
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regional prioritization process similar to the process that identified the current 
Powell/Foster and Highway 217 priority corridors. 

2.1.2 ODOT Operations, Pavement, Bridge Preservation and Safety Program. 

The following projects from ODOT's programs not related to vehicle capacity projects 
are of special significance to the Metro region. 

1. ODOT will finish repaving of 1-205 between the Columbia River Bridge and the 
Willamette River Bridge with the second phase ($12.2 million) will be completed in 
FY 06. 

2. Reconstruction of the MLK Viaduct in the City of Portland is scheduled for FY 06. 

3. Approximately $8 million is authorized for seismic retrofit and deck work on the 
Bumside Bridge. 

4. Pavement overlay of US 26 between SE SO111 Avenue and 1-205 in FY 06. 

5. Pavement overlay of OR 217 between the Sunset Highway (US 26) and SW 72nd 

Avenue in FY 06. 

6. Pavement overlay of McLoughlin Boulevard (OR 99E) between SE Harold Street and 
Naef Road in FY 06. This will include the addition of bike lanes between SE Kellogg 
Creek and milepost 9.19 through supplemental funding from the bicyde/pedestrian 
program. 

7. Pavement overlay of 1-5 between Capitol Highway and the Tualatin River in FY 06. 

8. Construct a continuous left turn lane on OR 213 between Conway Drive and Henrici 
Road in FY 07. 

9. Complete a refinement plan for preservation work on US 30B (Lombard Avenue) 
that may include modernization elements. 

10. ODOT will invest approximately $12 million during the Plan period in ramp 
metering, communications infrastructure, and computer hardware and software to 
manage traffic flow and reduce congestion. 

2.1.3 ODOT Bond Program (OTIA) 

The OTIA I and n programs have allocated $500 million of bond-financing for highway 
modernization and preservation throughout the state. Approximately $97 million of 
these funds were allocated to 11 major highway and bridge modernization projects in 
the Portiand area. Several tens of millions were allocated to a collection of smaller 
maintenance projects. 

The OTIA III program focused a large investment on the rehabilitation or replacement 
of bridges on the Interstate and state highway system. It also had a local bridge element 
and funding for projects that facilitated freight movement, job creation and economic 
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development. While some of these funds will be used on highway capacity and bridge 
projects described above, some funds will be used on non-state facilities. In the Metro 
area, these include the Boeckman Road extension in Wilsonville, Sunnyside Road 
widening between 152nd and 172nd Avenues in Qackamas County and several projects 
to improve freight access to industrial lands and inter-modal facilities in north Portland. 

2.2 REGIONAL TRANSIT 

This MTIP updates a broad array of federal transportation funds dedicated to transit 
improvements throughout the region. The MTIP does not report on TriMet or SMART 
general fund revenues other than what is used for required local match for federal 
grants. 

A block of funds dedicated to transit improvements is the appropriations for 
construction of the Interstate light rail extension ($18,293 million), which is the final 
federal allocation to this project to fulfill FTA's commitment from its full funding grant 
agreement with TriMet. Federal new starts fimding will also be sought for the 1-205 
light rail project which has completed its Final Environmental Impact Statement and is 
in negotiations on the full funding grant amendment. New Starts funding is also being 
sought for the Wilsonville to Beaverton commuter rail project within the time frame of 
this MTIP. 

TriMet received Section 5309 Discretionary, or "earmark" funds of $2.48 million to 
purchase the Southgate Park & Ride in Milwaukie. 

The largest amount of funds is $143.8 million of formula funds that TriMet has 
proposed to spend on bus and light rail maintenance. 

2.3 REGIONAL FLEXIBLE FUNDS 

A key portion of the current regional flexible funds was approved in March 2005 upon 
adoption of Metro Resolution No. 05-3808, which allocated $60.75 million of FY 08-09 
STP and CMAQ funds. Regional flexible fund allocations approved in 2004 also 
contribute significantly to tihe overall program. Both sets of project allocations are 
shown in Appendix 7. The program approved in the current resolution (see Table 4.1-1) 
blends the newly allocated dollars with previously approved funds and updates the 
phasing, fund type and timing of all approved projects across all four years of the 
program. 

2.3.1 Key Initiatives Awarded Regional Flexible Funds by Metro 

Boulevards. The 2004 RTP designates certain limited portions of the regional arterial 
network as a "Boulevard" street type. It is anticipated that local and regional resources 
will be focused along these road segments to provide amenities such as wider 
sidewalks, bike lanes, street plantings and pedestrian buffer strips, planted median 
strips, special lighting and street furniture, building design features, curb extensions at 
more frequent cross walks, transit stop improvements, narrowed automobile travel 
lanes and reduced speed limits. 
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The Transportation Priorities 2005 regional flexible funding allocation provided $2.6 
million for preliminary engineering of three Boulevard projects; Rose Biggi Avenue in 
Beaverton, East Bumside Street in the Portland CBD, and North Killingsworth Street. 
Fimding these types of projects emphasizes the commitment to stimulating economic 
development in the 2040 centers and increases the percentage of trips by non-auto 
modes. The previous Transportation Priorities allocation process included some $4 
million awarded to two projects. 

Bike System Improvements. The 2005 process allocated $5.9 million to seven trail ' 
projects; Springwater Sellwood Gap, Marine Drive trail gaps. Trolley Trail construction 
between Arista Drive and Glen Echo, Max Path trail between Gresham regional center 
and Rockwood town center, Springwater trailhead improvements in Gresham's Main 
City Park, Rock Creek Trail in HiUsboro and right-of-way for the Beaverton Powerline 
trail. 

The previous Transportation Priorities allocation provided $1.66 million to three trail 
system improvements; the Trolley Trail between the Gladstone and Milwaukie Town 
Centers, the Powerline trail connecting to the Merlo light rail station, and the 
Washington Square Regional Center trail 

Pedestrian Improvements. One of the most profound ways Metro promotes 
strengthened pedestrian amenities throughout the region is by its development and 
inclusion in the RTP of multi-modal street design guidelines that must be considered 
when approving regionally significant facilities. These guidelines will ultimately 
leverage routine, broad ranging planning and capital investment by the region's local 
and county governments to implement pedestrian enhancements. However, Metro also 
directly invests flexible funds in projects, typically ones that improve pedestrian 
cormections in 2040 centers and to high-quality transit corridors. Almost all categories 
of transportation projects provide some improvement of the region's pedestrian 
environment, since new and reconstructed streets provide new sidewalks. Also, most 
of Metro's bike funds are applied to multi-use fadlities that also serve pedestrians. 
Boulevard projects are also intimately connected with improving the pedestrian 
environment and pedestrian-to-transit connections. And finally, in this Priorities 
Update, Metro invested $1.6 million in three pedestrian projects, continuing the 
previous investment of $3.23 million in three pedestrian projects from the previous 
update that are reflected in this MTIP. 

Roadway, Freight and Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS). Allocation of funds to 
road projects focused on access to mixed-use and industrial areas to support economic 
development in those priority 2040 land use areas. The most recent allocation process 
awarded $10.8 million in 10 projects. This included investments in freight access 
through the Rivergate area in North Portland and in Southwest Washington County 
industrial areas. The 2004 allocation included preliminary engineering funding for 
projects to improve freight access from the north Portland industrial areas to 1-5 and I-
205 and access to industrial lands in South Washington County and to replace a sub-
standard railroad under crossing that inhibits truck, bus, bike and pedestrian access to 
large industrial parcels and the Fairview Town Center. Funding was also approved to 
improve access to the Villibois site in Wilsonville and the developing SchoUs Town 
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Center. Construction of a project to improve circulation and reduce vehicle conflicts 
with light rail operations in the Hillsboro Regional Center was also funded. 

Three reconstruction projects were also funded that will demonstrate iimovative storm 
water management techniques that may be tested and duplicated across the region. 
Two of these projects are located on mixed-use 2040 main streets while the third is 
located in the Rockwood Town Center. 

Transit, Transit Oriented Development, and Regional Travel Options. Metro recently 
increased and extended its commitment to supplement and leverage rail new starts 
funding by programming regional flexible fimds to support the 1-205 light rail project, 
Wilsonville to Beaverton commuter rail project and South Waterfront streetcar 
extension to $8 million annually in 2006 and 2007 and $9.3 million annually from 2008 
through the year 2015. Further policy decisions will be necessary to determine which of 
the three eligible projects listed above will receive funds in subsequent years of this 
MTIP. 

In addition to the rail project funding, $5.5 million was approved for capital 
improvements along frequent bus corridors in 2006-09 (where bus service is provided at 
15-minute or better frequency all day, seven days a week). Improvements include 
shelters, real time schedule displays, pedestrian access improvements, and other 
amenities. This supplements approximately $4 million approved for frequent bus 
improvements in the McLoughlin and Barber transit corridors in 2004-05. $2 million 
was awarded for a new light rail station and adjacent development support at the 
Gresham Civic Station in Gresham. 

The Transit Oriented Development (TOD) program was allocated $4 million in 2006-07. 
This program has successfully increased densities, building orientation and pedestrian 
amenities in development surrounding light rail station areas. $1 million of the $4 
million will expand the program to development support near frequent bus service. 
Table 4.1 lists only $1 million of this allocation to the TOD program as $3 million will be 
made available to the TriMet Preventive Maintenance program in exchtinge for TriMet 
general funds made available to the TOD program. As TriMet general funds are not 
reported in the MTIP, this fund exchange it tracked outside of this document. 
Additionally, $2 million is programmed for site acquisition in the Beaverton regional 
center for TOD development. 

The Regional Travel Options program was allocated $3.6 million in 2008-09 to support 
programs that increase the percentage of trips by modes other than single occupant 
vehicles. These programs make more efficient use of the region's transportation 
infrastructure and land consumption for development. 
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3.1 AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY WITH THE STATE IMPLEMENTATION 
PLAN 

The MTIP must be determined to be consistent with the Oregon State Implementation 
Plan (SIP) for air quality to maintain air quality standards in the Portland area. Metro 
has prepared a Conformity Determination that documents this finding, included in this 
MTIP as Appendix 1. The determination report finds that the 2006-09 MTIP conforms to 
the Oregon SIP for air quality. 

The Determination report also identifies how this MTIP meets the Transportation 
Control Measures required by the Oregon SIP. Transportation Control Measures 
implemented include bike and pedestrian system facility improvements each biennium 
and an average annual increase of transit service in the region and in the Central City 
area. 

Specific project allocations programmed in this MTIP that contribute to the execution of 
the control measures are listed below. 

2006-09 MTIP Projects Implementing Transportation Control Measures fo r Air Quality 

Transit 

• Interstate and 1-205 MAX projects to implement requirement for development of 
north and south high capacity transit system in the Metro region, as required by the 
State SIP. 

• Frequent Bus capital improvements ($5.5 million) provides service efficiencies and 
passenger amenities and allows TriMet to focus their general fund revenues on 
providing service to meet service hour improvements as required. 

Pedestrian 

• The Forest Grove town center pedestrian improvement project will be providing 
approximately 1.2 miles of new sidewalks. 

• The Central Eastside Bridgeheads project will be creating new pedestrian crossings at 
the intersections of Grand Avenue and the Hawthorne, Morrison and Bumside 
bridges where pedestrian access is currently prohibited. It will also create a new 
pedestrian cormection from Water Avenue to the Morrison Bridge, adding a total of 
approximately .1 miles of new pedestrian facilities. 

• The St. Johns Town Center pedestrian improvements will improve .45 miles of 
pedestrian access at and around two intersections and reduce conflicts with truck 
movements. 

• The Hillsboro Regional Center Project will provide 1.77 miles of infill sidewalk and 
pedestrian crossing improvements. 

• Milwaukie Town Center 0.26 mUes of infill sidewalk and pedestrian crossing 
improvements. 

• SE 92nd Avenue 0.38 miles of infill sidewalk and pedestrian crossing improvements. 
• Gresham MAX trail 2.3 miles of pathway in the Gresham regional and Rockwood 

town centers of which 0.40 miles will be attributed to meeting requirements for the 
provision of pedestrian improvements. 
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• OR 99W: 64,h Avenue to Canterbury Lane will provide infill sidewalk pedestrian 
crossing improvements along a 4.25 mile stretdi of Barber Boulevard near the Tigard 
town center. Total length of improvements has not yet been determined. 

Bicycle 

The Trolley Trail project is fimded for construction from Jefferson to Courtney Streets 
(1.6 miles) and Arista to Roethe (1.2 miles) (Segments 1 through 3 and 5 through 6) 
and for preliminaiy engineering to Glen Echo Street (additional 2.1 miles). 

The Beaverton Powerline trail project between the 158th Avenue light rail station and 
Schuepback Park will construct 1.95 miles of multi-use trail. 

The Washington Square regional center trail project will construct a multi-use trail 
between H d l Boulevard and Highway 217 (.57 miles) and preliminary engineering 
to Greenberg Road (additional .5 miles). 

The Morrison Bridge bike/ped project wiU create a pathway .6 miles in length. 
The Fanno Creek Greenway Phase 2 project will construct .64 miles of multi-use path 
between Greenwood Inn and Scholls Ferry Road. 

The Oregon Department of Transportation will be creating 2.4 miles of new bike 
lanes on each side of McLoughlin Boulevard between Kellogg Creek and Concord 
Road in conjunction with a pavement overlay project. 

McLoughlin: 1-205 to Hwy 43 bridge project will construct 0.1 mile of multi-use path 
on the west side of McLoughlin Boulevard in the Oregon City regional center. 

102nd Ave boulevard improvements will stripe 0.80 miles of bike lanes on the 
commercial spine of the Gateway regional center. 

Springwater trail - Sellwood Gap project will construct the final 0.90 miles of trail 
connecting the Eastbank and Springwater trails, providing a continuous trail 
connection from Gresham regional center to the Portland central dty. 

Marine Dr. trail gaps project will complete 1.50 miles of gaps on this trail, creating a 
continuous trail from NE 28,h Street to ISl5' Avenue. 

Gresham MAX trail will construct 2.3 miles of trail connections accessing three light 
rail stations and linking the Gresham regional and Rockwood town centers. 1.90 
miles of this 2.3 mile trail will be applied to meeting the bicyde portion of the TCM 
requirements. 

Rock Creek trail project will construct 0.80 miles of trail in east HiUsboro. 
SE 92rid Avenue will construct 0.38 miles of bike lanes accessing the Lents town center 
and light rail station. 

• Waud Bluff trail will provide a 0.25 mile trail connection over a freight rail line 
between the Swan Island industrial area and North Portland neighborhoods. 

3.2 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING FACTORS 

The TEA-21 requires MPO's to describe how their activities address seven planning 
factors identified in the plan. The MTTP is one of the MPO activities that needs to 
describe how those factors are addressed. The TEA-21 planning factors are: 

• Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, espedally by enabling 
global competitiveness, productivity and effidency; 

• Increase the safety and security of the transportation system for motorized and 
non-motorized users; 
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• Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and for freight; 
• Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation and 

improve quality of life; 
• Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across 

and between modes, for people and freight; 
• Promote efficient management and operations; and 
• Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 

Appendix 2 describes how these planning factors are addressed by this MTIP. 

3.3 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

Appendix 4 summarizes the public involvement process and comments for the regional 
flexible funding allocations reported in this Update. Metro and the State DOT held joint 
public outreach meetings for review of initial regional project recommendations and 
technical analysis and the recommended state transportation system improvement 
recommendations. Further public hearings were held regarding project selection of 
regional flexible funds after release of tedmical staff recommendations of a fiscally 
constrained project selection recommendation, prior to final selection of projects by 
JPACT and the Metro Coundl. 

Summaries of the public comments related to projects proposed for state administered 
funding is reported in the STIP. The STIP is available by calling ODOT at 503-986-4124 
or from the ODOT web site at www.oregon.gov/ ODOT. 

TriMet manages its own service and capital program update with separate events. 
TriMet staff attended the STIP and Transportation Priorities public outreach events to 
provide information about the relationship between those efforts and the TriMet capital 
improvement and service planning work. A summary of the TriMet public involvement 
activity can be found in the appendix of the 2005 Transit Investment Plan, available by 
calling TriMet at 503-238-7433 or from the TriMet web site at www.trimet.org. 

Projed selection procedures for regional flexible funds, state administered highway 
funds and transit capital funding programmed in this MTIP meet or exceed Metro's 
Transportation Planning Public Involvement Policy and federal Metropolitan Area 
Planning regulations (23 CFR Part 450 Sub-part C). 

3.4 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

Appendix 6 summarizes the planning work completed during the Transportation 
Priorities 2005 process to respond to the provisions of the federal Executive Order 12898 
on Environmental Justice. Year 2000 federal census data was used to develop 
information regarding the potential impacts and benefits of candidate projeds. The 
relevant data was summarized and mapped for public comment meetings and dedsion 
makers to inform their dedsion process. The data was also used to condition approval 
of funds to applicant agendes on completing adequate outreach to affected low-income 
or ethnic communities. 
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The Environmental Justice analysis for proposed transit improvements is included as 
Chapter 7 of the TriMet 2005 Transit Investment Plan. 

ODOT also certifies compliance of the STIP to Title VI and Environmental Justice 
requirements with the USDOT. 

3.5 TRANSPORTATION PRIORITIES CONDITIONS OF PROJECT APPROVAL 

During adoption of the Transportation Priorities 2005 project selection, and continuing 
conditions from the previous Transportation Priorities allocation process, JPACT and 
the Metro Coimcil applied conditions to the allocation of funds to some projects. 
Appendix 7 lists these conditions. 

3.6 LIST OF MAJOR PROJECTS IMPLEMENTED FROM THE PREVIOUS MTIP 

Federal regulations require discussion of significant projects that have been 
implemented from the previous MTIP. The listing below organizes these projects by 
their geographic location. 

Geographic Listing 

Clackamas County 

• Sunnyside Road widening 122nd-172nd. PE to widen fadlity to five lanes. 
• Scott Creek Lane pedestrian path (Happy Valley). 
• SE 172nd Avenue: Sunnyside to Highway 212. PE to widen facility to five lanes. 

East Multnomah County 

• Yamhill "Green Street" reconstruction: 190,h to 197th 

City of Portland 

• Johnson Creek Boulevard: 36,h to 45,h (Phase 3). Road reconstruction with 
enhancement of pedestrian, bike and transit amenities. 

• Broadway Bridge Painting 

Washington County 

US 26: Camelot to Sylvan Interchange. Replaced structure and widened highway to 
six lanes. 
US 26: Hwy 217 to Murray Boulevard. PE and right-of-way purchased in 
preparation for widening of highway to six lanes. 
1-5 /Nyberg Interchange. Construction of widening of freeway over-crossing and 
southbound on-ramp. 
Washington County Commuter Rail Feasibility Analysis/PE. 
Sentinal Plaza improvement at intersection of Cornell, Cedar Hills Boulevard and 
113\ 
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Regional Projects 

• Interstate MAX construction. 
• TOD projects: The TOD program has implemented several projects to increase 

densities and building orientation and pedestrian amenities around transit service. 
• The Crossings: a 5 story mixed-use retail and for rent housing project around the 

Civic Station light rail transit station in the Gresham regional center, 
• North Main Village: a mixed use project with 97 mixed income units and 10,000 

s.f. of retail in the Milwaukie town center, 
• acquisition of a key development site in the Milwaukie town center; 
• Flint Studios mixed used project with 5 units and 1,500 s.f. office along Frequent 

Bus line #4 in the Portland central city; 
• Burnside Rocket: a 13,500 s.f. mixed use (office and retail), LEED Silver 

development along Frequent Bus in the heart of a growing local business district 
along E Burnside in the Portland central city, 

• Central Point Phase 2, a mixed use building in the Gresham regional center, 
• Killingsworth Station, a mixed use development along Interstate MAX, 
• The Round plaza and office/flex space in the Beaverton regional center. 

• Frequent Bus line improvements (shelters, curb cuts, signage, etc.) and increased 
service on four frequent bus lines. 

3.7 DELAYS TO PLANNED IMPLEMENTATION 

Several projects to receive regional flexible funds have slipped from scheduled 
completion in 2005. These include: 

Willamette Drive: A Street - MicKillican. Preliminary engineering of Boulevard 
Wilsonville Town Center Pedestrian and Bike improvements 
Fanno Creek Trail; Greenwood Inn to SW Scholls Ferry Road 
Adair Street Boulevard: 10th to W 1 (Cornelius) 
Forest Grove TC Pedestrian Improvements: Preliminary engineering and ROW. 
SW Greenberg Road right-of-way acquisition; Washington Sq. Dr. to Tiedeman 

More projects may be added to the final printing of this document after the end of the 
federal fiscal year when a final determination will be made on which projects will be 
able to obligate funding programmed for 2005 or will need to be slipped to a later date. 

3.8 IMPLEMENTATION OF ADA PARATRANSIT AND KEY STATION PLANS 

The Portland metropolitan region is aggressively implementing the requirements of the 
Americans with Disabilities Act in its transportation system. The following actions are 
examples of the region's commitment to meet the intent of the Act: 

• Per the requirement outlined in CFR 49, Sec. 37.47(d), TriMet submitted its Key 
Station Plan to FTA in July of 1992. The regional transit system met the conditions of 
the complementary paratransit plan in 1997. There are no further capital projects 
needed to implement the plan to track in the MTIP. 

• The region completed an analysis and policy review and adopted a service strategy 
to provide transportation services to the elderly and disabled. This work resulted in 
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policy to amend the RTP to ensure compliance with the plan elements by the 
region's transportation service providers and system owners/operators. 

All TriMet light rail stations are fully ADA compliant. TriMet continues to review 
stations for accessibility issues and make adjustments to maintenance practices or 
designs where warranted. 

The paratransit LIFT program continues to grow at 8 percent annually. As a means 
of controlling costs associated with this level of growth and to expand travel options 
for its clients, TriMet is looking to promote use of the fixed route system where 
client capacities and travel needs allow. 

TriMet has extended its pioneering use of low-floor light rail vehicles with 
continued bus replacement using low floor buses. Bus stops on routes receiving 
these new buses are first screened for compatibility with the bus ramp on these new 
buses. 

TriMet continues to aggressively improve conditions at bus stops. New shelters 
have increased the total number of shelters from 640 shelters (7.5 percent of stops) in 
1998 to 1,040 shelters in 2003 (12.2 percent of all stops). TriMet also continues to 
construct bus stops pads and curb cuts at appropriate locations. This program is 
funded through the regional flexible funds - continuing through 2009. 

In 2002, TriMet opened a new LIFT operating facility at SE Powell Boulevard at I-
205, adjacent to the fixed-route operating base, replacing fragmented facilities 
further to the south. The new facility is better located and more efficient for the 
storing, servicing and dispatching of LIFT vehicles to the region's eastside. 

The region supports within limited funding resources, development of the 
pedestrian infrastructure. The MTIP provides funding to a category of pedestrian 
projects. These projects provide important access within neighborhoods and to 
public transportation. This is essential for both fully ambulatory citizens, but also to 
persons requiring mobility devices or assistance. 
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: REGIONAL PROJECTS 

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3131105. 
Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Project Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Descriplion 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Tota l 

Au thor i ty 

Metro 126 METRO CORE PLANNING 

13483 
13516 
14386 
14387 

Funds Metro planning REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
activities, most of p I a n n i n g 800,000 
which are required by 
federal and state 
regulations to maintain 
eligibility to receive FEDERAL TOTAL 800,000 828,000 
funds. LOCAL TOTAL 

GRANDTOTAL 

828,000 853,000 878,000 3,359,000 

853,000 878,000 3,359,000 
384,453 

3 ,743,453 

Metro TBD REGIONAL FREIGHT PLANNING 

14382 
14383 
14384 
14385 

Establish an on-going REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
program to ensure the p | a n n i n g 75,000 
region's freight needs 
are being met. 

75,000 75 ,000 75,000 

FEDERAL TOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

75,000 75,000 75 ,000 75,000 

300,000 

300,000 
34,336 

334,336 

Metro TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (MILWAUKIE - LAKE OSWEGO) 

14397 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 

Prepare master plan 
for multi-use paths to 
define alignments, 
preliminary designs, 
right-of-way impacts, 
environmental FEDERAL TOTAL 
assessments and cost LOCAL TOTAL 
esUmates. GRAND TOTAL 

100.000 

0 100,000 

100,000 

100,000 
11,445 

111,445 

Metro TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (TONOUIN TRAIL) 

14399 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 100,000 

Prepare master plan 
for multi-use paths to 
define alignments, 
preliminary designs. 
righlof-way impacts. 
environmental FEDERAL TOTAL 
assessments and cost LOCAL TOTAL 
estimates. GRAND TOTAL 

100,000 

100,000 

100,000 
11,445 

111,445 

Metro TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (SCOUTERS MT) 

14398 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 

Prepare master plan 
for multi-use paths to 
define alignments, 
preliminary designs. 
right-of-way impacts. 
environmental FEDERAL TOTAL 
assessments and cost LOCAL TOTAL 
estimates. GRAND TOTAL 

100,000 

0 100,000 

100,000 

100,000 
11,445 

111,445 

Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program 2005-09 Page 4-1 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: REGIONAL PROJECTS 

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3131105. 
Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponso r ID No. Project Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2 0 0 7 2008 2 0 0 9 
T o t a l 

A u t h o r i t y 

Metro TBD I-5/99W CONNECTOR STUDY 

13483 Completes planning REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
work for a proposed planning - Alt Anal 2 ,100 ,000 
four-lane. limited- • j n . ; . Planning - Land Use 
access highway 
t>etween Highway 99W 
near Sherwood and 1-5 

4 0 0 , 0 0 0 

near Tualatin and 
Wilsonville. 

FEDERAL TOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

2 ,100 ,000 4 0 0 , 0 0 0 

2,100,000 
4 0 0 , 0 0 0 

2 ,500 ,000 
2 8 6 , 1 3 6 

2 , 7 8 6 , 1 3 6 

Metro TBD POWELL/FOSTER CORRIDOR PLAN 

13483 This process will 
provide a set of 
feasible trans, 
improvenients for the 
cofridorwith 
implementation, 
phasing & funding 
strategies. 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 2 0 0 , 0 0 0 

FEDERAL TOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

200,000 

200,000 

200,000 
22 ,891 

222 ,891 

Metro TBD NEXT RTP CORRIDOR PLAN 

13516 
14402 

Complete systems 
level planning wod( 
and identify a set of 
improvement 
alternatives that can 
t>e taken into project 
devetopment for the 
selected corridors. 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 5 0 0 , 0 0 0 500 .000 

FEDERAL TOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

500 ,000 500 ,000 

1.000.000 

1,000,000 
114 ,454 

1 ,114 ,454 

Metro TBD OR43 WILLAMETTE SHOREUNE AA (PORTLAND - LAKE OSWEGO) 

14406 Explore options for REGIONAL STP PROGflAM 
enhancing bus servfce, 6 8 8 , 0 0 0 
pedestrian, bicycle. 
water transport or 
passenger rail in order 
to broaden access. FEDERAl. TOTAL 688 ,000 

LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

688.000 

688,000 
7 8 , 7 4 5 

7 6 6 , 7 4 5 

Metro TBD MILWAUKIE LKT EIS (PORTLAND - MILWAUKIE TOWN CENTER) 

14391 Federally required 
worit prior to 
completing 
negotiations with FTA 
to receive federal 
transit funding for 
constructkm of the 
project 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

2,000,000 

0 2,000,000 

2,000.000 

2,000,000 
228 ,909 

2 ,228 ,909 
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: REGIONAL PROJECTS 

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3131105. 
Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Project Name 
O D O T K e y 

No. Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Tota l 

Author i ty 

Metro TBD RAIL GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE (INTERSTATE MAX) 

13500 Final regional 
commitment for 
Interstate MAX light rail 
line. 

REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
Non Hwy Cap 4,000,000 4,000,000 

FEDERAL TOTAL 4,000,000 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

4,000,000 
457,818 

4,457,818 

TriMet 1017 INTERSTATE MAX LIGHT RAIL 

13478 Light rail line on fTA SECTION 5309 NEW STARTS (79.66/20.34) 
Interstate Avenue from C o n 18.292,550 
the Rose Quarter to 
the Expo Center. 

FEDERAL TOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRANDTOTAL 

18,292,550 

18,292,550 

0 18,292,550 
4,670,731 

22,963,281 

Metro TBD PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE: GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE 

Funding for debt 
service costs for 
Interstate MAX. 1-205 
LRT, Washington 
County Commuter Rail 
and bus purchases. 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Transit 834.292 

FEDERAL TOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

632.515 381,159 221 ,675 

834,292 632,515 381,159 221 ,675 

2,069,641 

2,069,641 
236,880 

2,306,521 

Metro TBD RAIL GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE 

T B D Funds to be used for I- REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
205 LRT, Washington N o n H v v y C a p 3,165,708 7,367,485 8.918,841 9 ,078,325 28.530.359 
County Commuter Rail 
and bus purchases. — 

FEDERAL TOTAL 3,165,708 7,367,485 8,918,841 9 ,078,325 28,530,359 
LOCAL TOTAL 3,265,427 
GRAND TOTAL 31,795,786 

TriMet 1045 WILSONVILLE BEAVERTON COMMUTER RAIL 

Provides track and fTA SECTION 5309 NEW STARTS (50/50) 
station improvements C o n 20,000.000 
and rail vehicles to 
begin transit service on 
existing freight rail 
tracks. FEDERAL TOTAL 

LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

20,000,000 

20,000,000 

20,000,000 
20,000,000 
40,000,000 
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: REGIONAL PROJECTS 

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3131105. 
Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Project Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2 0 0 6 2 0 0 7 
Tota l 

2 0 0 8 2 0 0 3 A u t h o r i t y 

TriMet 399 BUS AND RAIL PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE 

13498 
13519 

Funds to maintain and PTA SECTION 5307 (80/20) 
refurbish bus and rail N o n H w y C a p 37 ,698 .028 4 0 , 1 8 1 , 9 7 2 4 2 , 9 8 0 , 6 9 6 46 ,115 ,388 166,976,084 
fleet 

FEDERALTOTAL 37 ,698 ,028 40 ,181 ,972 42 ,980 ,696 46 ,115 ,388 166 ,976 ,084 
LOCAL TOTAL 41 ,744 ,021 
GRAND TOTAL 2 0 8 , 7 2 0 , 1 0 5 

TriMet 1085 TRANSIT ENHANCEMENT 1% 

13499 
13518 

1 % of FTA Section FTA SECTION 5307 (80/20) 
5307 funds to be NonHwyCap 376 ,980 4 0 1 , 8 2 0 4 2 9 , 8 0 7 4 6 1 , 1 5 4 1,669.761 
allocated to 
improvement of bus or 
ran transit amenities. 

FEDERALTOTAL 376 ,980 4 0 1 , 8 2 0 429 ,807 4 6 1 , 1 5 4 1 ,669,761 
LOCAL TOTAL 417 ,440 
GRAND TOTAL 2 ,087 ,201 

TriMet 388 RAIL PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE 

13494 Funds to maintain and FTA SECTION 5309 (80/20) 
13523 refurbish light rail NonHwyCap 6 ,923 ,000 7 , 1 3 5 , 0 0 0 7 ,491 ,750 7 ,716 ,503 29 ,266 .253 

vehicles, tracking and 
stations. — 

FEDERALTOTAL 6 ,923,000 7 ,135 ,000 7 ,491 ,750 7 ,716 ,503 29 ,266 ,253 
LOCAL TOTAL 3 ,349,654 
GRAND TOTAL 32 ,615 ,907 

TriMet TBD TRIMET BUS STOP DEVELOPMENT & STREAMUNE PROGRAM 

13490 
13491 
13509 
13508 

Increases safe access REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
to transR service and NonHwyCap 1 ,375,000 1 ,375 .000 1 ,375,000 1 ,375,000 5 .500 .000 
improves customer 
amenities at bus stops — 
aJor>g Frequent and 
Rapid Bus Corridors FEDERALTOTAL 1,375,000 1 ,375 ,000 1 ,375 ,000 1 ,375,000 5 ,500 ,000 
Wentified in the RTP. LOCAL TOTAL 629 ,500 

GRAND TOTAL 6 ,129 ,500 

TriMet 1099 JOBS ACCESS/REVERSE COMMUTE 

Program to improve 
transit access for 
low/moderate incortre 
households in the 
Metro area. 

FTA SECTION 3037 (50/50) 
Other 3 ,000 ,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 3 ,000,000 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

3 ,000 ,000 

3 ,000 ,000 
3 ,000 ,000 
6,000,000 
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: REGIONAL PROJECTS 

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3131105. 
Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponso r ID No. Project Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2 0 0 7 2008 2 0 0 9 
T o t a l 

A u t h o r i t y 

SMART TBD BUS AND RAIL PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE 

Funds to maintain and fTA SECTION 5307 (80/20) 
refurbish bus and rail N o n H w y C a p 282 ,214 
fleet (I.E.; for all but 
sec. 5309 rail 
modernization formula 
funds). FEDERALTOTAL 2 8 2 , 2 1 4 300 ,810 

LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

300 .810 321 .761 345 .228 

321 ,761 345 ,228 

1 ,250 .013 

1 ,250 ,013 
3 1 2 , 5 0 3 

1 ,562,516 

SMART TBD TRANSIT ENHANCEMENT 1 % 

1% of FTA Section 
5307 funds to be 
allocated to 
improvement of bus or 
rail transit amenities. 

FTA SECTION 5307 (80/20) 
Non Hwy Cap 2 .822 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

3 ,008 3 .218 3 ,452 

2,822 3 ,008 3 ,218 3 ,452 

12 ,500 

12 ,500 
3 ,125 

15 ,625 

Metro TBD METRO RTO PROGRAM 

14441 
14442 

A set of strategies and REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
programs that T r a n s i t 987 ,000 
encourage the use of . . . 

„ , .a . . REGIONAL STP PROGRAM alternative modes to 
driving alone in order Transit 
to maximize efficiency 
of existing 
infrastructure. 

883 .000 

1.800.000 1.800.000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

987 ,000 883 ,000 1 ,800,000 1 ,800,000 

1 ,870,000 

3 .600 .000 

5 ,470 ,000 
626,066 

6 ,096 ,066 

Dept of 
Energy 

TBD RTO PROGRAM: BUSINESS ENERGY TAX CREDIT/TELEWORK PROGRAM 

13503 
13504 

Provide tax incentives REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
to employers T r a n s i t 54 ,000 
implementing travel 
options 
programs/Program to 
market telework to FEDERAL TOTAL 
employers. LOCAL TOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

54 ,000 

54 ,000 

54 ,000 
6,181 

60,181 

TriMet TBD TRIMET EMPLOYER PROGRAM 

Work with employers REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
in the Portland Region T r a n s i t 195 ,000 
to help them develop 
successful travel 
options programs that 
reduce the number of FEDERAL TOTAL 
vehicle miles traveled LOCAL TOTAL 
by reducing drive alone GRAND TOTAL 
commute trips. 

195 ,000 

195 ,000 195 ,000 

390 ,000 

390 ,000 
4 4 , 6 3 7 

4 3 4 , 6 3 7 
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: REGIONAL PROJECTS 

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3131105. 
Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
S p o n s o r ID No. Project Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2 0 0 7 2008 2 0 0 9 
T o t a l 

A u t h o r i t y 

TriMet TBD TRIMET REGIONAL EVALUATION PROGRAM 

Collect, analyze and REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
report on data for RTO T r a n s i , 10O.OOO 
program activities and 
impacts. Surveys ECO 
affected employers 
and evaluates Region FEDERAL TOTAL 
2040 Centers progress LOCAL TOTAL 
towards non-SOV GRAND TOTAL 
modal targets. 

100.000 

100,000 100,000 

200,000 

200,000 
22 ,891 

2 2 2 , 8 9 1 

SMART 1030 SMART RTO PROGRAM 

13487 Regronal support of 
Wilsonville SMART 
transportation demand 
management program 

REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
Non Hwy Cap 121 .000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

121,000 

121.000 

121,000 
13 ,849 

134 ,849 

Metro TBD TRAVEL SMART 

14443 Program improves REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
effidency of existing jransH 
trans, infrastructure in 
a target area thru 
education of interested 
persons on the FEDERAL TOTAL 
alternatives to drive LOCAL TOTAL 
atone car trips. GRAND TOTAL 

500 ,000 

500 ,000 

5 0 0 . 0 0 0 

500 ,000 
57 .227 

557 ,227 

Metro TBD TOD LRT STATION AREA PROGRAM 

14444 
14445 
14446 

REGIONAL STP PROGFIAM 
Transit 2 ,000 .000 

Continuatton of on-
going support of the 
Transit-Oriented 
Development (TOD) 
Program, which helps 
stimulate the FEDERAL TOTAL 
constructton near rail LOCAL TOTAL 
transit facilities. GRAND TOTAL 

1 .000.000 1 .000,000 4 . 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 

2 ,000 ,000 0 1 ,000 ,000 1 ,000,000 4 ,000 ,000 
4 5 7 , 8 1 8 

4 ,457 ,818 

Metro TBD TOD URBAN CENTERS PROGRAM 

14372 
14374 

Fosters construction of REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
infill, redevetopment Transit 
and other joint 
devetopment projects 
through pubDc/private 
partnerships in Metro's FEDERAL TOTAL 
2040 mixed-use areas. LOCAL TOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

500 .000 

500 ,000 

500 .000 1,000.000 

0 500 ,000 1 ,000 ,000 
114 ,454 

1 ,114 ,454 
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: REGIONAL PROJECTS 

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3131105. 
Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro To ta l 
Sponsor ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2 0 0 6 2 0 0 7 2 0 0 8 2009 A u t h o r i t y 
ODOT Key 
No. Description Work phase 

Metro TBD TOD BEAVERTON REGIONAL CENTER 

14378 Acquire site in REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Beaverton to facilitate T r a n s i t 2 ,000 ,000 2 ,000 ,000 
a planned 
development with 
some combination of 
ground floor retail FEDERALTOTAL 0 2 ,000 ,000 0 0 2 ,000 ,000 
space, office space LOCAL TOTAL 228 ,909 
and housing. GRAND TOTAL 2 ,228,909 
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: CITY OF PORTLAND PROJECTS 

( i n c l u d e s P o r t of P o r t l a n d P r o j e c t s ) 
Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3131105. 

E f f e c t i v e O c t o b e r 1 , 2 0 0 5 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Project Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Woric ptiase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authority 

Portland TBD SE DIVISION STREET STUDY (10TH-60TH) 

13483 Planning to address REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
multi-modal needs from 
SE 10th to SE 60th 
Avenues. 

Planning (PD) 303,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

303,000 

303,000 

303,000 
34,680 

337,680 

Portland 1113 DIVISION ST RECONSTRUCTION (6TH - 39TH) 

13529 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 379,000 
Const 

Reconstruction of 
roadway. Including 
improvements such as 
pedestrian crossings. 
curb extensions. 
improved access to 
parailei bike routes and FEDERALTOTAL 
green streets elements. LOCAL TOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

1,818,000 

379,000 1,818,000 

379,000 
1,818,000 

2,197,000 
251,456 

2,448,456 

Portland 1088 102ND AVE (NE WEIDLER - SE WASHINGTON) 

This project win add REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
bike lanes, sidewalks. 400.000 
median refuge islands, 
new pedestrian 
crossings, and 
incorporate green street FEDERAL TOTAL 
techniques. LOCAL TOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

400,000 

400.000 

400,000 
45,782 

445,782 

Portland 1107 NE CULLY BLVD (PRESCOTT - WLUNGSWORTH) 

13506 Plan and design REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
reconstruction of Cully pg 
Boulevard to urban 
standards incorporating 
innovative green street 
design practices. FEDERALTOTAL 

LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

773,000 

0 773,000 

773,000 

773,000 
88,473 

861,473 

Portland 1109 MLK O-XINGmjRN LANES (COLUMBIA • LOMBARD) 

13502 Plaining and REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
engineering work lo planning (PO) 500,000 
improve truck p_ 
movements between 
Lombard and Columbia 
Boulevard at or near 
KtUC FEDERALTOTAL 

LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

1,500,000 

500,000 1,500,000 

500,000 
1,500,000 

2,000,000 
228,909 

2,228,909 
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: CITY OF PORTLAND PROJECTS 

( I n c l u d e s P o r t of P o r t l a n d P r o j e c t s ) 
Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3131105. 

E f f e c t i v e O c t o b e r 1 , 2 0 0 5 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Project Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Wor1< phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authority 

Portland 1110 ST JOHNS PED/FREIGHT (IVANHOE: RICHMOND - N ST LOUIS) 

13514 Project addresses REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
pedestrian safety and planning (PD) 75,000 

PE 
ROW 
Const 

truck movements in St. 
Johns. 574,000 

74,000 
1,211,000 

75,000 
574,000 

74,000 
1,211,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

75,000 574,000 1,285,000 1,934,000 
221,355 

2,155,355 

Portland TBD SW CAPITOL HWY (SW MULTNOMAH - SW TAYLORS FERRY) 

14440 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning (PD) 

Planning and 
engineering work to 
reconstruct the roadway 
and add bicycle lanes, 
sidewalks, street trees 
and stormwater FEDERAL TOTAL 
facilities. LOCALTOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

530,000 

530,000 

530,000 

530,000 
60,661 

590,661 

Portland TBD BURNSIDE ST (BURNSIDE BRIDGE • E14TH AVE) 

14404 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM _ 
PE 1,650,000 

Engineering work to 
prepare a boulevard 
project for construction. 
Bumside and Couch 
Streets will be 
converted to one-way FEDERALTOTAL 
streets. LOCALTOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

1,650,000 

1,650,000 

1,650,000 
188,850 

1,838,850 

Portland TBD KILLINGSWORTH (N COMMERCIAL - NW MLK JR BLVD) 

14405 Engineering work to REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
prepare for treatments 
that include 
reconstructing and • 
widening sidewalks and 
pedestrian scale FEDERAL TOTAL 0 
improvements. LOCAL TOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

400,000 

400,000 

400,000 

400,000 
45,782 

445,782 

Portland TBD N LOMBARD (COLUMBIA SLOUGH O-XING) 

Reconstruction of a 
bridge to adequately 
support modem freight 
vehide loads on the 
primary route through 
the region's largest 
industrial area. 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 
Const 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

893,847 893,847 
1,106,153 1,106,153 

893,847 1,108.153 2,000,000 
228,909 

2,228,909 
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Table 4.1: CITY OF PORTLAND PROJECTS 

(Includes Port of Portland Projects) 
Final document wilt reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3131105. 

Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Project Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authority 

Port of 
Portland 

TBD N LEADBETTER EXTENSION O-XING 

13990 ConstnKis a grade-
separated crossing 
over the Burlington 
Northern Santa Fe 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 

OTIA {STATE FUNDS) 
railroad tracks In North Const 
Portland to improve LOCAL FUNDS (PROVIDED BY THE PORT) 
access to Industrial Const 
properties. 

1,800.000 1,800,000 

6,000.000 6,000,000 

2,000,000 2.000,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 0 
LOCALTOTAL (Includes Overmatch) 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 
8.000,000 

1,800,000 1,800,000 
8,000,000 
9,800,000 

PorHand 
Slate 
University 

TBD FREIGHT DATA COLLECTION INFRASTRUCTURE & ARCHIVE SYSTEM 

TBD REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 

Permanent count 
classification stations 
win be established at 
mors than 50 kx:atkxis 
to conduct real-time 
truck counts. Data will FEDERAL TOTAL 
be archived at PSU. LOCAL TOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

179.000 

179,000 

179,000 

179,000 
20,487 

199,487 

Portland TBD SPRINGWATER TRAIL (SE UMATILLA ST • SE 19TH AVE) 

Completes the .9^nile REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
missing Ink in the 
existing Springwater rnpst 
multi-use path providing 
a continuous 19-mne 
trail between Gresham 
and downtown Portland. FEDERAL TOTAL 

LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

411.240 

411,240 
47.060 

825.760 

825,760 
530.740 

411.240 
825.760 

1.237,000 
577,800 

1,814.800 

Portland TBD MARINE DRIVE BIKE/TRAJL (NE 28TH AVE - NE 185TH) 

14409 Oft-slreel trail a<^acenl REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
to Marine Drive, makmg pg 
a continuous g.l-mile pgyy 

Const 

246.970 
487.540 
231.490 

246,970 
487,540 
231,490 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

246,970 719,030 966,000 
110,563 

1,076,563 

Portland TBD EASTSIDE STREETCAR: NW 10TH AVE (LOVEJOY ST - OMSl) 

14381 Contribution toward the REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
construction of a 3.4 N o o HwyCa P 
mile extension of the 
streetcar system from i 
the Peal Dfetrict to the 
east side of the FEDERAL TOTAL 
Portland Central City. LOCAL TOTAL 

Metropolitan Transportation Improvement 
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(Includes Port of Portland Projects) 
Final document wil l reflect programming in effect at t ime o f printing, including amendments processed after 3/31105. 

Effective October 1,2005 

Metro Total 
Sponsor ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority 
ODOT Key 
No. Description Work phase 

Portland CENTRAL EASTSIDE BRIDGEHEADS 

13528 Improves access to REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
Hawthome, Momson p E 272,500 272 500 
and Bumside bridges. C o n s l . 7 0 0 i 0 0 0 7 0 a 0 0 0 

FEDERALTOTAL 272,500 700,000 0 0 972,500 
LOCALTOTAL 111,307 
GRAND TOTAL 1,083,807 

Metropol i tan T ranspo r t a t i on I m p r o v e m e n t P r o g r a m 2 0 0 6 - 0 9 P a g e 4 - 1 1 
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Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3131105. 
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Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Project Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authori ty 

Wilsonville 1083 BOECKMAN ROAD: CONNECTION TO TOOZE 

12868 Build street to former REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Dammash State const 1,956,000 
tol^lsiteloprovi^ STATE STP PROGRAM 
E/W artenal access to . nee nnn 
new high density C o n s X 1,956,000 
redevelopment at a 
regional street 
standard. FEDERALTOTAL 3,912,000 

LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

1,956,000 

1,956,000 

3,912,000 
447,746 

4,359,746 

Oregon 
City 

1089 MCLOUGHLIN BLVD PROJECT: I-205/RAILROAD TUNNEL 

12460 Constructs the first REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
phase of a txxjievard const 
retrofit of McLoughlin 
Boulevard in 
Downtown Oregon 
City. FEDERALTOTAL 

LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

3,000,000 

0 3,OOO,O60 

3,000,000 

3,000,000 
343,363 

3,343,363 

Milwaukie TBD MILWAUKIE TOWN CENTER (MAIN/HARRIS0N/21ST) 

14439 Improvements include 
renovated bkxk faces, 
two travel lanes, bike 
lanes, 15 foot 
sidewalks, planter 
strips, righting, 
benches. ADA-
compliant sidewalks. 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

450.000 

450,000 

450,000 

450,000 
51,505 

501,505 

Clackamas TBD SE172ND AVE (SE SUNNYSIDE RD-OR212) 
County 

13477 Improves access to the REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
proposed Rock Creek ROW 
industrial area by Const 
widening 172^ to five 
lanes and adding 
sidewalks and bike 
lanes. FEDERALTOTAL 

LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

1,000,000 1,000,000 
1,000.000 1,000,000 

0 1,000,000 1,000,000 2,000,000 
2 2 8 , 9 0 9 

2 , 2 2 8 , 9 0 9 

Wilsonville TBD KINSMEN RD (SW BOECKMAN RD - SW BARBER ST) 

14429 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 
ROW 

Extends Kinsman 
Road to provide a 
direct north-south 
connection for freight 
access to 1-5 for the 
Irxhistrial areas in West 
Wilsonville. FEDERALTOTAL 

LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

500,000 
900.000 

500,000 
900.000 

500,000 900,000 1,400,000 
160,236 

1,560,236 
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: CLACKAMAS COUNTY P R O J E C T S 

Final document wi l l ref lect p rogramming in effect a t t ime o f print ing, inc luding amendments p rocessed af ter 3131105. 
Effective October 1, 2005 

Sponsor 
ODOT Key 
No. 

Metro 
ID No. Project Name 

Description 

Funding Source 

Wori< phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Author i ty 

NCPRD 1103 TROLLEY TRAIL (JEFFERSON TO COURTNEY) 

13471 Constnjcts the northern REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
(1.6 miles) of a 6-mile, C o n s l 605,000 
multi-use path that 
follows an abandoned 
streetcar right of way 
between Milwaukie and FEDERAL TOTAL 605,000 
Gladstone. LOCALTOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

605,000 

605,000 
69,245 

674,245 

NCPRD TBD TROLLEY TRAIL (SE ARISTA DRIVE - SE GLEN ECHO AVENUE) 

13471 Phase II of the multi- REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
use path that follows an Q o n s [ 
abandoned streetcar 
right of way between 
Milwaukie and 
Gladstone. FEDERAL TOTAL 

LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

742,000 

742,000 

742,000 

742,000 
84,925 

826,925 

Oregon 
City 

TBD SOUTH METRO AMTRAK STATION 

14388 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
Non Hwy Cap 

Project provides 
parking lot 
improvements and 
relocation of historic 
Southern Pacific 
railroad depot building FEDERAL TOTAL 
to the site to serve the LOCAL TOTAL 
new station. GRAND TOTAL 

900,000 

900,000 

900,000 

900,000 
103,009 

1,003,009 

Metropoli tan T r a n s p o r t a t i o n I m p r o v e m e n t P r o g r a m 2 0 0 6 - 0 9 P a g e 4 - 1 3 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: MULTNOMAH COUNTY P R O J E C T S 

Fina l document wi l l ref lect p rogramming In effect a t t ime o f printing, inc luding amendments p rocessed af ter 3131105. 
Effective October 1 ,2005 

Sponsor 
ODOT Key 
No. 

Metro 
ID No. Project Name 

Descripfion 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Tota l 

Author i ty 

Gresham TBD SPRINGWATER TRAILHEAD @ MAIN CrrY PARK 

14411 Trailhead facilities in 
Gresham's Main City 
Park that support use 
of the existing trail 
corridor. 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 
Const 

34,000 
276,000 

34,000 
276,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRANDTOTAL 

34,000 276,000 310,000 
35,481 

345,481 

Gresham TBD SE CLEVELAND ST (SE STARK - E POWELL) 

14393 Reconstructs a to be 
defined portion of 
Cleveland Avenue 
through the Gresham 
regional center. 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

1,000,000 

1,000,000 

1,000,000 

1,000,000 
114,454 

1,114,454 

Multnomah TBD SELLWOOD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 
County 
TBD Planning and REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 

prel'minary engineering 
work for replacement o f , 
the existing Sclfwood 
Bridge. 

ROW 
MODERNIZATION (SUte) 

PE 

HBRR (State) 
PE 

2,000,000 

8,000.000 
4,800,000 

1,500,000 

2,000,000 

8,000,000 
4,800,000 

1,500,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL (Overmatch) 
GRAND TOTAL 

16,300,000 16,300,000 
2,100,000 

18,400,000 

Multnomah TBD BEAVER CREEK CULVERTS (TROUTDALE RD. COCHRAN & STARK) 
County 
14438 Replace the three most REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 

downstream culverts, p g 
improving fish passage pQyy 
to 4.6 miles of stream 
habitat on this tributary Const 
to the Sandy River. LOCAL FUNDS 

PE 
ROW 

110,500 

257,000 

30,000 
859,500 

70 ,000 

110.500 
30 .000 

859,500 

257 ,000 
70 ,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL (Overmatch) 
GRAND TOTAL 

110,500 889,500 
257,000 70 ,000 

1,000,000 
327,000 

1,327,000 

Metropol i tan T r a n s p o r t a t i o n I m p r o v e m e n t P r o g r a m 2 0 0 6 - 0 9 P a g e 4 - 1 4 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: MULTNOMAH COUNTY P R O J E C T S 

Fina l document wi l l ref lect p rogramming in effect at t ime o f print ing, including amendments p rocessed af ter 3131105. 
Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro Tota l 
S p ^ ^ o r ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Author i ty 

No. Description Work phase 

Gresham TBD MAX MULTI USE PATH (CLEVELAND STATION - RUBY JUNCTION) 

14413 Pedestrian and bike REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
ronnectionsjietween C o n s t 890,000 890,000 

LOCAL FUNDS 
ROW 232,200 

Gresham light rail Const 100,000 
stations. 

FEDERALTOTAL 0 0 890,000 0 890,000 
LOCAL TOTAL (Overmatch) 232,200 100,000 332,200 
GRAND TOTAL 1,222,200 

Rockwood. Civic 
Neighborhood and 
historic dowrnlovm 

Metropol i tan Transpor ta t ion I m p r o v e m e n t P r o g r a m 2 0 0 6 - 0 9 P a g e 4 - 1 5 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: WASHINGTON COUNTY P R O J E C T S 

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing. Including amendments processed after 3131105. 
Effective October 1, 2005 

Sponsor 
ODOT Key 
No. 

Metro 
ID No. Project Name 

Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authority 

HiUsboro 1040 SE 10TH (E MAIN - SE BASEUNE) 

11434 Improves access to the REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Hillsboro regional 
center by adding an 
exclusive southljound 
right-lum lane on 10'" 
Avenue for turns onto 
Baseline Street 

ROW 
Const 

493 .500 
852.000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

493,500 852,000 

493 .500 
852.000 

1,345,500 
153,998 

1,499,498 

Tigard 1105 WASHINGTON SQ. RC TRAIL (HALL - GREENBURG) 

13527 

178,000 
141.000 

A 3.000 foot section of REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
a trail in the p E 66 ,600 
Washington Square r q w 
regional center that will 
ultimately connect to Const 
the Fanno Creek Trail 
on the west side of 
Highway217. FEDERALTOTAL 66,600 • 319,000 

LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

66,600 
178,000 
141.000 

385,600 
44 ,134 

429 ,734 

Forest 
Grove 

1092 FOREST GROVE TOWN CENTER PED IMPROVEMENTS 

12481 Enhances pedestrian REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
safely and access to p g 340 .000 

ROW 
Const 

transit in downtown 
Forest Grove. 

90.000 
1.330.000 

340,000 
90,000 

1,330.000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

340,000 90,000 1,330,000 1,760,000 
201,440 

1,961,440 

Beaverton 1131 ROSE BIGGI AVENUE (CRESCENT - MILUKAN) 

14057 Extension of Rose 
Biggi Road in the 
Beaverton regional 
center. 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 671.122 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

671,122 

671.122 

671,122 
76 ,813 

747,935 

Beaverton TBD SW ROSE BIGGI (SW HALL BLVD - SW CRESCENT ST) 

14400 Engineering work to 
extend Rose Biggi 
Road in the Beaverton 
regional center area. 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

580,000 

0 580,000 

580,000 

580,000 
66,384 

646,384 
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: WASHINGTON COUNTY P R O J E C T S 

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3131105. 
Effective October 1, 2005 

Sponsor 
ODOT Key 
No. 

Metro 
ID No. Project Name 

Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Autliority 

Tigard 1042 SW GREENBURG ROAD (WASHINGTON SQ DR • TIEDEMAN AVE) 

11436 Roadway widening and REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
restriping, signal 
modification and 
extension of bridge on 
Greenburg Road to 
access to the 
Washington Square 
regional center. 

Const 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAl. 

1.000,000 1,000,000 

1,000,000 1,000,000 
114,454 

1,114,454 

Washington TBD OR10: OLESON/SCHOLLS FERRY RD INTERSECTION 
County 
14389 Planning and 

engineering work for 
Improvements at the 
Beaverton-Hillsdale 
Hwy/Oleson/Scholls 
Ferry intersection to 
improve safety for all 
modes of travel. 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 
PE 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

100,000 

100,000 

900,000 

900,000 

100,000 
900,000 

1,000,000 
114,454 

1,114,454 

Cornelius TBD 10TH AVE (N BASELINE-N ADAIR) 

14392 Road reconstruction 
with widened turning 
radii at intersections 
and addition of turn 
lanes. 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 
ROW 
Const 

180,630 
57,130 

599,240 

180.630 
57,130 

599.240 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

180,630 656,370 837,000 
95,798 

932,798 

Washington TBD SW TUALATIN-SHERWOOD ROAD ATMS (HWY99W TO 1-5) 
County 
14414 Upgrade traffic signal REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 

systems and install Const 
video detection 
systems to monitor 
traffc and improve 
traffic flow along FEDERAL TOTAL 
Tualatin-SherwoodRd. LOCALTOTAL 
in Tualatin. GRAND TOTAL 

341,000 

341,000 

341,000 

341,000 
39,029 

380,029 

Hillsboro TBD ROCK CREEK TRAIL (ORCHARD PARK - NW WILKENS) 

14437 A ten-foot wide multi-
use path with three 
bridge crossings over 
Rock Creek. 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 675,000 675,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 675,000 675,000 
77,257 

752,257 
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: WASHINGTON COUNTY P R O J E C T S 

F ina l document wi l l ref lect p rogramming in effect at t ime o f print ing, inc luding amendments p rocessed af ter 3131105. 
Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro Total 
Sponsor ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2 0 0 9 Author i ty 
ODOT Key 
No. Description Work phase 

THPRD 1104 BEAVERTON POWERUNE TRAIL (MERLO STATION TO SCHUEPBACK) 

13526 A regional off-street REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
corridor that utilizes C o r , s l 767,600 767,600 
Bonneville Power 
Administration and 
Portland General 
Electric power line FEDERALTOTAL 767,600 0 0 0 767,600 
corridors and adjacent LOCAL TOTAL 87,855 
properties. GRAND TOTAL 855,455 

Metropol i tan T r a n s p o r t a t i o n I m p r o v e m e n t P r o g r a m 2 0 0 6 - 0 9 P a g e 4 - 1 8 



Metropolitan Transportation 
Improvement Program 200&49 

Table 4.2.1 
State Programming 

KEY# PROJECT Year PE 
Funds 

Year Rlght-of-
Way Funds Year Utilities 

Funds Year Construction 
Funds Grand Total 

Highway capacity Krojecii 
(Modernization and OTIA) 

13718 l-205/Mall Light Rail Unit 1 (no match) 0 0 0 2006 7.500 7,500 
12869 2006 Mod Reserve 0 0 0 2006 4.979 4.979 
13719 20071-205 Light Rail Unit 2 (no match) 0 0 0 2007 10,500 10.500 
12884 2007 Mod Reserve 0 0 0 2007 5,338 5.338 
12076 1-5: Victory Blvd - Lombard 2001 3,000 2006 1,800 2007 100 2008 2,000 6.900 
06025 OR 217: Sunset Hwy - Tualatin Valley Hwy 2004 2,250 0 2007 100 2008 1,250 3.600 
13720 20081-205 Ught Rail Unit 3 (no match) 0 0 0 2008 5,000 5.000 
13955 2008 Mod Reserve 0 0 0 2008 0 0 
13964 2009 Mod Reserve 0 0 0 2009 1,458 1,458 
13958 US30B: Pres/Mod Refinement Plan D-STiP 2006 100 0 0 0 100 
13763 US26: Connection to Springwater Industrial Area DSTIP 2006 2,000 0 0 0 2.000 
13136 1-5 Columbia River Crossing (Portland/Vancouver) 2003 4.901 0 0 2008 5,000 9.901 
12454 OR-212 / 224 Sunrise Corridor (1-205 • Rock Creek) 2004 2,869 0 2008 20,000 22,869 
13301 1-5: OR99W Tualatin - Sherwood Connector 2009 10,000 0 0 0 10,000 
14017 1-5 @N Macadam Access Improvements 2007 5,584 2008 5,500 0 2009 3.916 15,000 
14010 US 30: Lake Yard Hub Facility Access Improvement 2006 200 0 0 2008 2,200 2.400 

TOTAL 2006 2,300 1,800 12,479 16.579 
TOTAL 2007 5,584 200 17.838 23,622 
TOTAL 2008 1,500 5,500 35.450 42.450 
TOTAL 2009 5,374 5.374 

TOTAL 
Locai Kfojects 

(Modernization and OTIA) 
12400 Boeckman Rd: 95th Ave • 110th Ave (Wilsonviiie) 2002 1.490 2003 486 2006 2.181 4,157 
12451 Sunnyside Road (Phase 3) 152nd Ave • 172nd Ave 2002 1,560 2008 8,750 0 2008 0 10.310 
08838 East Columbia Blvd - Lombard St Connector 2002 2.136 2003 8,902 0 2006 13,044 24.082 
13987 NE 47th Intersection Rdway Improve (Portland) 0 0 0 2008 3.330 3,330 
13988 NE Alderwood Air Cargo Access Improve (Portland) 0 0 0 2008 2,090 2,090 
13989 NE Comfoot Air Cargo Access Improve 0 0 0 2008 830 830 
13990 North Leadbetter Extension Overcrossing (Portiand) 0 0 0 2008 6,000 6,000 
13991 N. Going Street Bridge Replacement 0 0 0 2008 3,000 3,000 
14008 North Lombard Access Improvements (Portiand) 0 0 0 2009 3.610 3,610 
14009 Terminal 4 Entrance improvements (Portland) 0 0 0 2009 1,000 1,000 

TOTAL 2006 2,181 2,181 
TOTAL 2007 5,584 5.584 
TOTAL 2008 14.250 15,250 29,500 
TOTAL 2009 10,000 4,610 14,610 

Interstate Maintenance 
12858 1-5: Capitol Hwy - Tualatin River 2004 843 0 2006 11,940 12,783 
12837 1-5 Wilsonville Rd - Willamette River 2005 116 2006 1.733 1.849 
12874 1-205: Willamette Rvr Br. - Pacific Hwy 2005 2,922 2006 84 2007 42.290 45,296 
13702 1-5: Wilsonville • Tualatin River 2006 256 2007 50 2008 6,000 6,306 
13704 M05: Fremont Bridge - Marquam Bridge 2007 900 0 2009 10.000 10,900 
13703 l-S4:East Portland Freeway • 181 st Avenue 2007 339 2008 20 2009 7.615 7,974 

TOTAL 2006 256 84 13,673 14,013 
TOTAL 2007 1,239 50 42.290 43,579 
TOTAL 2008 20 6.000 6,020 
TOTAL 2009 17,615 17,615 

TOTAL 
1 Praservation 

12854 IoR217: Sunset Hwv-SW 72n<l 2004 883 2005 82 0 2006 14,912 15,877 Page 4-19 



Metropolian Transportitlon 
Improvimsnl Prognm 2005-09 

Table 4.2.1 
State Proqramminn 

KEY# PROJECT Year PE 
Funds Year Right-of-

Way Funds Year Utilities 
Fundi Year Construction 

Fund* Grand Total 

12872. OR224: SE 17lh Ave. - E. Portland Fwy. 2004 267 0 2006 15,650 15,917 
12855 OR99E: Kellogg Cr.- MP 9.19 2004 484 2005 109 0 2007 10,420 11,013 
13712 US26; SE 51st Ave -1-205 2006 209 2007 197 0 2003 41,100 41,506 
13709 OR213: MP7.7- MP 10.75 2006 198 0 0 2008 33,005 33,203 
13972 Reserve PE & RW Preservation 2008 2008 6,485 6,485 
13707 US26: North Plains • Cornell Rd 2007 353 2008 10 2009 9,526 9,889 
13759 Pedestrian 4 Bicyde Bements for Pres Proiects 0 0 0 2009 2,458 2,458 
13973 Reserve PE & RW Preservation 2009 2009 947 947 
13970 Reserve Utilities Preservation 2008 0 0 2008 292 0 292 
13971 Reserve Utilities Preservation 2009 0 2009 304 5,000 5,304 

TOTAL 2006 407 0 36,758 37,165 
TOTAL 2007 353 197 5,632 6,182 
TOTAL 200B 10 292 23,407 23.710 
TOTAL 2009 304 12,977 13,281 

TOTAL 
Safety 

11931 OR219 Hillsboro/Silverton Hwy & Farmlngton 2004 416 2005 336 0 2006 2,790 3,542 
12904 OR99E: Padtlc Hwy E & Tenltorlal Road 2004 282 2005 448 0 2006 2,243 2,973 
12663 1-5 Nyberg Rd • Boone Bridge Section 2004 94 0 2006 1,374 1,468 
13742 Reserve Utilities Safety 2006 2006 270 2006 0 270 
12878 OR213; Conway Or. • Henrid Rd 2004 630 2006 1,267 0 2007 3,983 5,880 
13743 Reserve Utilities Safety 2007 2007 281 2007 0 281 
12840 US26: Wildwood - Womme 2006 1,150 2007 1,001 0 2008 3,813 5,963 
13764 2008 Safety Proiect 2006 87 2007 45 0 2008 468 599 
13729 Light Emitting Olode (LED) Signal Upgrade 2006 22 0 0 2008 351 373 
13732 2008 Button Replacement Program 0 0 0 2008 351 351 
13744 Reserve PE & RW Safety 2008 0 0 0 2008 4,175 4,175 
13974 Reserve Utilities Safety 2008 0 2008 292 2008 0 292 
13765 2009 Safety Project 2007 90 2008 47 0 2009 487 623 
13728 OR 99E: MP 14.0 • MP 14.9 (Oregon City) 2007 359 0 0 2009 1,015 1,374 
13730 Reserve PE & RW Safety 2009 0 0 0 2009 4,350 4,350 
13731 2009 Button Replacement Program 0 0 0 2009 365 365 
13975 Reserve UtHiHes Safety 2009 0 0 2009 304 2009 0 304 
13733 2009 Safety Reserve 0 0 0 2009 2,423 2,423 

TOTAL 2006 1,258 1,267 270 6,407 9,202 
TOTAL 2007 449 1,046 281 3,983 5,759 
TOTAL 2008 47 292 9,158 9,497 
TOTAL 2009 304 8,639 8,943 

TOTAL 
Hazard Elimination Program 

13158 Halsev / Weidler Pedestrian Corridor 2004 51 0 2006 249 300 
13159 US30B; N Exeter Ave - N Gloucester (Portland) 2004 80 0 2006 345 425 
12150 Sandy Blvd Safety Improvements 2005 90 0 2006 658 748 
13183 SE 282nd Ave Q Stone St 2005 0 2005 0 2008 556 558 
13161 Stafford Rd @ Mountain Road 2005 93 2006 35 2007 474 602 

TOTAL 2006 0 35 1,808 1,843 
TOTAL 2007 0 0 474 474 
TOTAL 2001 0 0 0 
TOTAL 2009 0 0 0 

TOTAL 
Operations 

10699 Traffic Signal Upgrade Unit 3 2004 82 0 2006 779 861 
12865 Reg 1 ATMS Hanjwara & Software (Ph 8) 2004 80 0 2008 929 1,009 
13699 Portland Area Variable Message Signs 2004 60 0 2008 820 900 Page 4-20 



Metropolitan Transportation 
Improvement Program 2008-09 

Table 4.2.1 
State Proqramminq 

KEY# PROJECT Year PE 
Funds Year RIght-of-

Way Funds Year Utilities 
Funds Year Construction 

Fundi 
Grand Total 

10874 Region 1 Traffic Signal Upgrade Unit 4 2005- 82 0 2007 856 938 
12881 Reg 1 ATMS Hardware & Software (Ph 9) 0 2007 856 856 
13947 2007 ITS Urban Corridor 2005 82 0 0 2007 885 967 
13736 2008 ITS Urban Corridor 2006 195 2007 22 2008 1,287 1,504 
13738 2008 Signal Upgrade Project 2006 184 2007 56 2008 1,345 1,585 
13740 2008 Operations PE & R/W 0 0 2008 472 472 
13788 2008 ITS MIso Hardware & Software 0 0 2008 585 585 
13737 2009 ITS Urban Corridor 2007 202 2008 23 2009 1,095 1,321 
13739 2009 Signal Upgrade Project 2007 261 2008 58 2009 1,399 1,718 
13741 2009 Operations PE & R/W (Cancelled) 0 0 2009 0 0 
13789 2009 ITS MIsc Hardware & Software 0 0 2009 487 487 

TOTAL 2006 379 2,528 2.907 
TOTAL 2007 463 79 2,597 3,140 
TOTAL 2008 82 3,689 3,771 
TOTAL 2009 2,981 2,961 

TOTAL 
b n a g e 

(HBRR and OTIA) 
09350 OR99E: MLK/Grand 0-xing UPRR 02115 & 08905 Viaduct 1997 3,255 2003 6,250 2006 32,059 41.564 
13653 Abandoned RR Br 08686 N Burgard St (Portland) 2004 189 2005 50 2008 1,206 1.445 
13651 Columbia Slough Br 25T12A NE 33rd Ave (Portland) 2004 240 2005 50 2006 1,549 1.839 
13649 Johnson Cr Br 06135 Johnson Cr Blvd 2004 295 2005 40 2006 1,650 1.965 
13647 Council Cr Br 67B001 Susbauer Road (Cornelius) 2005 317 2006 116 2006 1,650 2.282 
13648 Clackamas R Br 01446 Springwater Rd 0 0 2006 7.375 7.375 
11948 US26: Dennis L Edwards Tunnel (Sunset Hwy) 2005 489 2006 112 2007 9.015 9.616 
13652 Johnson Cr Br 11086 SE Foster Rd (Portland) 2006 222 2006 50 2007 1.149 1.420 
14014 OR43: Willamette River Bridge (Oregon City) 2006 649 2008 3.514 4.163 
14269 Salmon River Bridge # 06574 2008 217 2008 100 2009 1.266 1.583 
13762 Sellwood Bridge Replacement EIS 2008 12.229 2008 6,000 0 2008 0 18,229 

TOTAL 2006 871 278 45.689 46,838 
TOTAL 2007 10.164 10,164 
TOTAL 2008 12,446 6,100 3,514 22,060 
TOTAL 2009 1,266 1,266 

TOTAL 
Enhancements 

Union Station Facility Improvements 2006 893 893 
Tualatin River Bike/Ped Bridge 2006 828 828 
Hillsboro RC Ped Project 2006 552 552 

13256 Tualatin River Bike Pedestrian Bridge 2004 180 2006 920 1.100 
SE 92nd Avenue: Powell - Holgate 2006 1000 1.000 
Waud Biuff Trail: N Basin Ave to N Willamette Blvd 2007 218 2008 32 2008 951 1.201 

TOTAL 2006 4193 4.193 
TOTAL 2007 0 
TOTAL 2008 951 951 
TOTAL 2009 0 

TOTAL 
Bike and Pedestrian 

13977 OR99W: 64th Ave - Cantertury Ln (sidewalk improvement) 2006 86 0 0 2006 568 654 
13978 2008 Bikeped Program Bucket 0 0 0 2008 445 445 
13979 2009 Bikeped Program Bucket 0 0 0 2009 467 467 

TOTAL 2006 86 568 654 
TOTAL 2007 0 
TOTAL 2008 445 445 
TOTAL 2009 467 467 
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Appendix 1 

Conformity Determination of tlie MTIP to 
tlie State implementation Plan for Air 

Quality and Financially Constrained 
Project List 



Placeholder for US DOT letter of conformity determination 
(expected October 2006) 



BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL 

FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING AN AIR 
QUALITY CONFORMITY DETERMINATION 
FOR THE 2006-2009 METROPOLITAN 
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM AND THE I-205/AIRPORT WAY 
INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT. 

RESOLUTION NO. 05- 3599 

Introduced by Deputy President Burkholder 

WHEREAS, federal and state regulations require an air quality conformity determination 
whenever regionally significant changes are made to transportation documents, such as the regional 
transportation plan and the metropolitan transportation improvement program; and, 

WHEREAS, the 2006 - 2009 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program has been 
proposed which includes projects that are regionally significant updates and changes; and, 

WHEREAS, an amendment to the financially constrained system of the Regiorial Transportation 
Plan has been proposed to include improvements to the northbound on-ramp of the I-205/Airport Way 
Interchange and such improvements are considered regionally significant for purposes of air quality 
analysis; and, 

WHEREAS, a draft air quality conformity determination has been completed and it includes the 
improvements proposed in the 2006-2009 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program and I-
205/Airport Way Interchange improvement and is attached as Exhibit "A"; and, 

WHEREAS, the air quality analysis included in Exhibit "A" demonstrates that the changes 
included in the 2006-2009 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program and the I-205/Airport Way 
Interchange improvement could be built and the resulting total air quality emissions, to the year 2025, are 
forecast to be less than the motor vehicle emission budgets, or maximum transportation source emission 
levels. 

BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council: 

1. Approves the air quality conformity determination as documented in Exhibit "A". 

2. Directs the Chief Operating Officer to forward the air quality conformity determination to the Federal 

Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration for approval. 

ADOPTED by the Metro Coimcil this. . day of August 2005. 

David Bragdon, Coimcil President 

Resolution No. 05-3599 Page! 



Approved as to Form: 

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney 
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Metro Regio n Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

—• — Ufdirtania Ni. U4-1 U4bA. 4113 U 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating** 

Y 1001 TriMet 1-205 LRT Extension Gateway RC to Clackamas TC 
Construct LRT and improvements to downtown 
transit mall 2010 

Y 1003 TriMet Milwaukie Light Rail Extension Rose Quarter to Milwaukie TC Construct LRT 2015 

N 1007 Multnomah Co. 
Broadway and Bumside Bridge 
Improvements Broadway and Bumside bridges 

Broaaway-painung, pnase 1 seismic retrorii, siaewaiK 
replacements and resurface bridge deck and 
approaches; Bumside - deck rehabilitation, 
mechanical mprovemensts, painting and phase 1 
seismic retrofit 2004-25 

N 1008 ODOT/Metro 1-5 South Corridor Study Highway 217 to Wilsonville/Charbonneau 
Study to define needed improvements for motor 
vehicle, truck and transit travel In conidor 2025 

N 1009 Portland Springwater Trail Access Improvements Sellwood Bridge to SPRR 
Construct shared-use path; improve 
bicycle/pedestrian access 2010 

N 1010 Multnomah Co. Morrison Bridge Deck Replacement Morrison Bridge Replace deck on lift-span and bridge approach 2010 

Y 1012 Multnomah Co. Sellwood Bridge Replacement Multnomah County 
implement recommenaauons irom douin vviiiamene 
Study 2010 

Y 1015 TriMet/Portland 
Koniana birssi uar - Knass j a (Kiver 
Place) PSU to Rlverplace Construct street car 2010 

N 1020 Various Red Electric Line Trail Willamette Paris to Oleson Road Study feasibility of shared-use path 2010 

N 1022 Portland l-84/Banfleld Trail 
wiiiamens Kiver/tastoanK bspianaae to i-:^ub 
bike lanes Study feasibility of shared-use path 2025 

Y 1024 ODOT l-5/McLoughlin Ramps McLoughlin to 1-5 north at Division 
uonsuuci new i-oao on-ramp ana i-o ind on-ramp ai 
McLoughlin Boulevard 2025 

Y 1025 ODOT 
i-3/iNonn iviacaaam access 
Improvements NB1-5 to NB Macadam Avenue Construct new off-ramp 2015 

N 1027 Portland/ODOT South Portland Improvements South Portland sub-area 

Keaesign in a no KKwy as a neignoomooa coiieaor 
and reconnect east-west local streets. Rebuild Ross 
Island Bridge Ramps to separate regional traffic from 
nelghbortiood streets and Improve access to 1-405 
and 1-5 2015 

N 1028 Portland/ODOT Kerby Street Improvements Kerby Street at 1-5 
improve i-^uo/iNeroy street imercnangeio caim iramc 
and improve local access 2010 

Y 1029 Portland SE Water Avenue Extension SE Water Avenue 
Extend SE Water Avenue from Carruthers to Division 
Place 2010 

Y 1030 ODOT Ross Island Bridge Interchange East approach to Ross Island Bridge Interchange Improvement 2025 

• Includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 1 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

uroinanca no, U4- iihsm, ana u 

Project Description 
improvffTOcarsiTBBmBiwonranaTBgroiTarHccHss-

•amaETOSTOSss] 
Quality Analysis 

Year Project 
Operating" 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

1032 Portland 
Southern Triangle Circulation 
Improvements 

Between the Ross Island Bridge - Hawthome 
Bridge/ Willamette River - SE Grand-MLK 

routes In the area. Improve freeway access route 
from CEID to 1-5 SB via the Ross Island Bridge 2025 

1035 Portland SW Columbia Street Reconstnictlon 18th Avenue to Naito Pariway Rebuild street 2010 

1036 Portland Broadway/Flint Arena Access Broadway/Flint at Rose Quarter Intersection realignment 
Kspiacs suDsianaara ii^-ians cnaga wim z-ians onags 
with standard clearance 
Keconsirucaon OT ine ramp lo provias csner access 
to the Central Eastside 

2010 

1037 Portland Bybee Boulevard Overcrossing Bybee Boulevard/McLoughlln Boulevard 2015 

1039 Portland SE Belmont Ramp Belmont ramp of Monlson Bridge, eastside 2015 

1046 Portland Transit Mall Restoration Central City Reduce maintenance and repair costs 
construct new streer connecnon irom s t /m lo Btn 
Avenue at Division Street 

2010 

1047 Portland SE 7-8th Avenue Connection Central Eastside Industrial District 
imiJiBiiiPiii pmicauiaii aiiu uibyua uiauiu a t t o s s 
improvements Identified In the South Waterfront 
Framework Plan, Including overcrosslngs of 1-5, 
Improvements to Sheridan-Corbett and the Greenway 
Trail 

2015 

1048 Portland 
South Waterfront Pedestrian and 
BIcyde Access Improvements South Waterfront District of the central city 

impimiieiu uaiisu impiovements laeiiuiiHU m uiu 
North Macadam Framewori< Plan, Including central 
city transit hub and local bus service Improvements 

2010 

1049 Portland South Waterfront Transit Improvements South Waterfront District of the central city 
iiiipiemeiu uaiispoiiauon management area 
Improvements Identified In the South Waterfront 
Framework Plan (placeholder TMA) 

2015 

1050 TriMetPortland North Macadam TMA South Waterfront District of the central city 2010 

1051 Portland W. Bumside Street Improvements W15thtoNW 23rd 

Boulevard design Improvements Including pavement 
reconstruction, wider sidewalks, curb extensions, 
safer crossings, traffic signals at W 20th PI and W 
22nd, and trafTIc management to limit motorist delays 2010 

1052 Portland North Macadam Street Improvements South Waterfront District of the central city 

Implement street Improvements Identified In the 
South WaterfrontFramework Plan, Including Bancroft, 
Bond, Curry, River Pariway, Harrison connector, key 
access intersections and other street Improvements 
coinpiBiB DouiBvaro oesign improvemana, iimuuiiiy 
bike lanes, pedestrian crossings and pavement 
reconstruction 

2010 

1053 Portland Naito Pariway Improvements NW Davis to SW Market 2010 

' Includes al 2004 RTP dnandatly constrained system, an 200S-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
" Dates In l)old represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Pagt 2 of33 7/28/2005 



Metro Region Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

—UMinaflis NS. U4-iU4bA; aria u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating** 

N 1054 Portland 
eroaaway/vveiaier improvements, 
Phase II and III At Arena and 15th Avenue to 24th Avenue Complete boulevard design improvements and ITS 2010 

N 1055 Portland/ODOT MLK/Grand Improvements Central Eastside and Lloyd districts Complete boulevard design improvements 2025 

N 1057 Portland 
Eastbank-Springwater Trail Connector 
(Three Bridges) Improvement Sellwood Bridge to SPRR 

wuiiduui^i di idi cu'udt? fidui oiiu uiieo uiiuyca lu 
connect the Eastbank Esplanade and Springwater 
Corridor shared-use path, including new bridges over 
McLoughlin boulevard and Johnson Creek 2010 

N 1062 Multnomah Co. 
vvKDMr ruiure r 'nase rrojeci 
Implement Mom'son Bridge 

iviomson eicycie rainway; improve peaesinan 
access 2010 

N 1068 Portland SE Division Place/SE 9th BIkeway SE 7th Avenue to SE Center Street Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2025 

N 1080 Portland 
Hawthorne Boulevard Pedestrian 
Improvements 20th Avenue to 60th Avenue 

IfTipruVBu iiynun^, crussir tys , u u s biiuimrs, ul^o 
paridng, benches and parallel facility bike 
improvements 2010 

Y 1082 Portland 
SE Grand Avenue Bridgehead 
Improvements Central Eastside Industrial District 

Keconsirua west anya oi at unuguneau lu 
provide sidewalks and urban standard turn lanes for 
vehicles and truck safety and access 2010 

N 1084 Portland Clay/2nd Pedestrian/Vehicle Signal SW Clay Street and SW 2nd Avenue New signal installation 2010 

Y 1086 TriMet/Portland Portland Street Car - Phase 3b (Gibbs) Riverplace to Gibbs Street Construct street car 2010 

Y 1087 TriMet/Portland 
TOrxiano aireei uar - cnase oc 
(Bancroft) Gibbs Street to Bancroft Street Construct street car 2010 

Y 1089 Portland 
East Bumside/NE Couch Couplet and 
Street Improvements East 12th Avenue to Bumside Bridge 

d UMU^uuupiui uubiyii iiit̂ iuuiMy imw uuiiiu 
signals, vtridened sidewalks, curt} extension, bike 
lanes, on-street paridng and street trees 2015 

Y 1090 Portland 
W Bumside/NW Couch Couplet and 
Street Improvements Bumside Bridge to West 15th Avenue 

iiTipiuiiiuni a UllH-Coupibi uosiyii iriuuuiiiy iiaw uaiiiu 
signals, widened sidewalks, curt) extension, bike 
lanes, on-street pari<ing and street trees 2015 

N 1095 Portland Union Station Multi-modal Center Study North transit mall in Central City 
laenuiy improvements lo meet aaaiiionai 
transportation services to Union Station. 2025 

N 1096 Portland Barbur/l-5 Corridor Study 1-405 to Highway 217 Assess conidor improvement options 2010 

N 1097 Portland 
[Naiio rarKway oireei ana reaesman 
Improvements Broadway Bridge north of Terminal one property 

oonsiruct streeiscape improvements inciuaing 
pedestrian amenities 2010 

Y 1098 Portland Aerial Tram Marquam Hill - South Waterfront District 

ueveiop ana implement an aenai tram oetween 
Marquam Hill and South Waterfront District. Project 
impiementers include Oregon Health & Science 
University, Portland Aerial Tram Inc, and others. 2010 

* Indudes all 2004 RTP finandally constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
** Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 3 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio 1 Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A. 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project l.ocatlon 

oram3n!a-N8rwnws;ransu 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating" 

N 1100 ODOT/Portland Central City TSM Improvements Central City • various locations 
implement uenirai uity i bM improvements to 
arterials. 2010 

N 1101 Portland SW Jefferson Street ITS AtSW 18th Avenue 

uuiiiinuiiioduuiia iMIIclSUUUtuiu; uusau uiuuii i v 
cameras, variable message signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015 

N 1102 Portland Macadam Avenue ITS 
Three signals between the Sellwood Bridge and 
Hood/Bancroft 

Vi/UIIIIIIUIItUdliUIIIIllddUUUIUIUUdUU MIIAJIk 1 V -
cameras, variable message signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015 

N 1103 Portland N. Going Street ITS 
Two signals at N. Greeley and at Interstate 
Avenue 

communicaiions iiiiiiisuuuuru; ciosea circuit i v 
cameras, variable message signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015 

N 1104 Portland NW Yeon/St. Helens 
Four signals between l-405/Vaughn/23rd and 
Nicolal Street 

communicauons iiiiiaiiuuuurB; ciosui] circuit i v 
cameras, variable message signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010 

N 1105 Portland 
SW-NW 14/16lh - SW 13th/14th 
Avenue ITS Six signals between SW Clay and NW Gllsan 

uummuiiiCciiioMS iiiiici!>uuuuru; ciusaa arcuii i v 
cameras, variable message signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015 

Y 1106 Portland 
romana caireeicar - t:asiSiae, rnase i 
(Lloyd District) Pearl District to Lloyd District 

consiruCT sffeet car irofn inw Lovejoy/T utn Avenua to 
NE 7th Avenue/Oregon Street 2010 

Y 1107 Portland 
roraana btrsstcar - tasisiaa, nnasa i 
(Central Eastside Industrial District) 

Lioya UlSinci to LShirai tiasisiae mausinai 
District 

uonsiruCT street car irom inc uregon direei lo water 
Avenua 2010 

N 1108 Portland Streetcar Feasibility Study Inner eastside Portland nelghbortioods Conduct a feasibility study of streetcar service 2010 

Y 1109 Portland Going Street Rail Overcrossing North Going Street at Swan Island 

Seismic retrofit project will include work to both the 
substructure and superstructure to help minimize the 
risk of structural collapse In a major earthquake 2010 

N 1113 Portland Going Street BIkeway 
IN iniersiaia Mvenue lo n oasin aireei and N, 
Lagoon to Channel Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2010 

N 1110 TriMet Sandy Boulevard Frequent Bus Sandy Boulevard 
uonsuuci improvernenis inai ennancs rrequeni ous 
service 2015 

N 1119 Portland 
danay Douievara/Dumsiae/ i^ui Mvenue 
Intersection 

aanay hsouiavarn/bumsias/izin Avsnua 
Intersection Redesign Intersection 2010 

N 1120 Portland 
Sandy Boulevard Multi-Modal 
Improvements, Phase 1 12th Avenue to 47th Avenue 

Improvements including redesign of selected 
intersections to add turn lanes and Improve 
pedestrian crossings, bike lanes, on-street parking, 
and safety Improvements 2010 

' Includes a l 2004 RTP finandally constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locaRy funded projects. 
" Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity enalysli. Pag* 4 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio n Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

urainanca ino. ana u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating" 

N 1122 Portland 
Sandy Boulevard Multi-Modal 
Improvements, Phase II 47th Avenue to 99th Avenue 

r\6UUIU OAisuliy SUtSbi mui iiiuiu-iiiuuai uwuiovaiu 
improvements Including redesign of selected 
intersections to add turn lanes and Improve 
pedestrian crossings, bike lanes, on-street pari<ing, 
and safety improvements 2015 

N 1126 Portland NE/SE 50s Bikeway NE Tillamook to SE Woodstock Retrofit streets to add bike lanes 2010 

N 1130 Portland 
Hollywood TC Pedestrian District 
Improvements 

NE Halsey Street. NE 37th to 47th, Tillamook 
Street to 1-84 

IVIUIU-IMUUUI SUOBl lllipiUVUIIIBMlii, UiJiilU SiyilUlS, 
restriping, improved pedestrian crossings and 
connections to transit center 2010 

N 1135 TriMet MLK/Lombard Frequent Bus PCBD to SL Johns Town Center 
uonsiruci improvements mat ennance i-requem £3us 
service 2015 

N 1137 Portland 
Lombard/St. Louis/lvanhoe Multi-modal 
Improvements Lombard Street/St. Louis/lvanhoe Streets 

Himipmiflbiil Siynui diiu puutibumii 
Improvements to Improve pedestrian safety and 
freight flow 2010 

N 1138 TriMet Lombard/39th Frequent Bus 
MiiwauKie 1 own uenter to bi. Jonns i own 
Center 

uonsiruci improvemenis inai ennance i-requeni dus 
service 2010 

N 1143 ODOT N / NE Lombard Bikeway 
IN Keno 10 IN ooiumoia; at. jonns onage lo [vili\ 
Boulevard Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2015 

N 1147 Portland Willamette Cove Segment Trail Willamette Cove to St. Johns Bridge Study feasbility of shared-use path 2010 

N 1150 Portland/ODOT St. Johns TC Pedestrian District 
Lombard Street: MLK Jr. Boulevard to St. Johns 
TC 

n a n ana cuiisiruui improvements to me peaestnan 
environment within the Pedestrian District such as 
improved lighting and crossings 2010 

N 1156 Portland SE Ellis Bikeway SE Foster Road to SE 92nd Avenue Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2025 

N 1157 Portland 
St: »^na Avenue DiKeway ana 
Pedestrian Improvements SE Powell Boulevard to Foster Road 

uonsiruci siaewaiK, crossing improvements, ana DIKQ 
lanes 2010 

N 1158 Portland Lents TC Pedestrian District Lents Town Center Pedestrian District 
reaesman laciiiiy improvements to Key iinKS 
accessing th Foster-Woodstock couplet 2015 

N 1159 Portland 
rosier reaestnan access to 1 ransil 
Improvements Powell Boulevard to Lents TC 

improve siaewams, iigniing, crossings, dus sneiiers & 
benches 2010 

N 1160 Portland Foster-Woodstock, Phase 1 
87th-94th Avenues and 92nd Avenue within the 
Foster-Woodstock couplet 

mill lUWil Ubiiioi DUdiii0dd rictii 
with new traffic signals, pedestrian amenities, wider 
sidewalks, pedestrian crossings, street lighting, 
increased on-street paridng 2010 

N 1161 Portland Foster-Woodstock, Phase II 
87th-94th Avenues and 92nd Avenue within the 
Foster-Woodstock couplet 

iinpioiiiuiii m m i uwii Lruiiiur d u s i i i u s s u i su iu i r m i i 
with new traffic signals, pedestrian amenities, wider 
sidewalks, pedestrian crossings, street lighting 2015 

' Includes all 2004 RTP finandaily constrained system, all 200S-09 MTIP and locally funded projects, 
•* Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 5 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

urainanca NO. u4-itMbA. ana u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating" 

N 1162 Portland Foster Road Improvements 79th to 87th Avenues 

IMipiUITIUlU m i l l l U W I I UUMIUI D U S I I I U 9 S U l S U I U i r i d l l 

with new traffic signals, pedestrian amenities, wider 
sidewalks, pedestrian crossings, street lighting. 
Increased on-street paridng, as appropriate 2025 

Y 1163 ODOT 
i-^u3/roweii Douievara/uivision 
Interchanges 1-205 and Powell Boulevard and Division Street 

uonsuTjci improvements lo aiiow luii turning 
movements 2025 

N 1164 ODOT 1-205 Ramp Study-PE/EA l-205/Poweil to Division 

Pertorm a design stuay to evaluate modifications to 
the existing overpass at 1-205 and Powell Boulevard, 
Including full access ramps to and from 1-205. The 
study should also address Impacts to the Interchange 
Influence area along Powell Boulevard, Division 
Street, and SE 92nd Avenue. 2010 

N 1165 ODOT 1-205 Ramp Right-of-way Acquisition l-205/Poweil to Division Acquire ROW 2010 

N 1166 Portland 
Capitol Highway/Vennont/SOth Avenue 
Intersection Improvement Capitol Highway at Vermont and 30th Avenue 

KIUVIUU irUMICSaiUiy clliu pUUB!>iri<iri unu uiuyuu 
improvements al this intersection and approaching 
street segments 2015 

N 1167 Portland Capitol Highway Improvements Sunset Boulevard to Barbur Boulevard 
froviae peaesinan ana oicycis improvements lo 
implement Capitol Highway Plan 2015 

N 1168 Portland Hillsdale Intersection Improvements BH Highway/Capitol Highway/Bertha Boulevard Redesign the Intersection with "boulevard design" 2010 

N 1169 Portland SW Vennont Bii<eway, Phase 1 and II 
a w uieson lo loin Avenue; a w torn Mvenue lo 
SW Tenwilliger Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2025 

N 1171 Portland SW 30th Avenue BIkeway BH Highway to SW Vennont Street Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2025 

N 1172 Portland SW Bertha BIkeway Improvements SW Vermont to BH Highway Widen street to add bike lanes 2010 

N 1173 Portland/ODOT Hillsdale TC Pedestrian Improvements 
uapiioi, bH Hignway, berrna. ana neignDomooa 
streets 

uonsuua peaesinan ana street network 
Improvements 2015 

N 1176 Portland 
a w oeaverxon-niiisaaiB nignway 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements Capitol Highway to 65th Avenue 

construCT siaewaiKs, crossing improvements lor 
access to transit and bike improvements 2010 

N 1177 Portland 
a w aunsei reaesinan ana Dicycia 
Improvements Capitol Highway to Dosch Road 

uonstruct siaewaiKS, crossing improvements ror 
access to transit and bike Improvements 2010 

N 1181 Portland Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway ITS 
Three signals; at Terwiliiger, Bertha Boulevard 
and Shattuck Road 

1UIlUI l l^dUUI 19 1(HItddUU^iUI 0 | U lWUl i 1 V 

cameras, variable message signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015 

' Includes a l 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded pro|ect8. 
"* Dales In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Pag* 6 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio 1 Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

'• • ui,ainand4Ns.U4-iU4bA,4nau 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating" 

Y 1184 ODOT/WashCo 
BH Highway/Oleson/Scholls Ferry 
Redesign BH HIghway/Scholls/Oleson intersection 

r\CU0diyil llllBI&m/UUII lU llll)JIUVU ddlViy dllU ICIIOVO 
traffic congestion (FC project to complete PE and 
construct Phase 1 of project realigning Oleson Rd. to 
provide direct connections to Scholls Feny Rd. and 
BH Hwy) 2015 

Y 1185 Washington Co. Oleson Road Improvements Fanno Creek to Hall Boulevard 

improve lo u r u a n s ia i iuaru wiui UIKU idims, siuewaiKs, 
lighting, crossings, bus shelters & benches; signal at 
80th 2010 

N 1189 Portland 
SW Dzna avenue ai oeavenon-niiisaaie 
Highway 

bvv b^na avenue at oeaverion-Hinsaais 
Highway Install median refuge to improve pedestrian crossing. 2010 

N 1193 Portland/ODOT West Portland TC Safety Improvements Barbur/Capltol/Taylors Ferry intersection 

odiu iy ([iipruvurTit^fus^ iriu. s iy i id i i ^uu i i a i ^dp i iu i 
Hwy/Taylors Ferry and Huber/Barisur and sidewalks 
and crossing improvements 2010 

N 1199 Portland/ODOT 
aawur Douievara reaesman access 10 
Transit Improvements Downtown Portland to Tigard 

improve siaewams, iignung, crossings, ous sneiiers 
and benches 2010 

N 1202 Portland 
SW uapiioi nignway reaesman ana 
Bicycle Improvements Multnomah Boulevard to Taylors Ferry Road 

uansiaici siaewaiKS, improve crossings ana oiKe 
facilities 2010 

N 1209 Portland NW 23rd Avenue Reconstruction Bumside Street to Lovejoy Street Rebuild street 2010 

N 1211 Portland 
Liaraen nome/uieson/iviuiinoman 
Improvements Multnomah Boulevard to 71st Avenue Reconstruct Intersection, sidewalks, crossings 2010 

N 1212 Portland SE Division Bil<eway 
s c o ^ n a 10 a c o z n a ; s c i ^ ^ n a lo r o n i a n a ciiy 
limit Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2025 

N 1214 Portland 
uivision sireei i ransii improvements, 
Phase 1 SE Grand Avenue to 136th Avenue 

improve siaewaiKS, iignung, crossings, ous sneiiers a 
benches 2010 

N 1219 Portland Belmont Pedestrian Improvements 25th Avenue to 43rd Avenue 

luoiiuiy iiiipiuveiiiBiiia diuiiy Deiiiium lu UlllldllUU 
pedestrian access to transit, improve safety, and 
enhance streetscape such as traffic signals, lighting, 
bus shelters, benches, and crossings 2015 

N 1220 Portland Fremont Pedestrian Improvements NE 42nd Avenue to 52nd Avenue 
n a n ana aeveiop sireeiscape ana iransporxaiion 
Improvements 2010 

N 1221 Portland Killingsworth Street Improvements N. Interstate to NE MLK Jr. Blvd. 

l̂ UIISUUUlSUUUl lllipiUVUIMUIIlS LU iiiipiuvu (jeUUSUIdM 
connections to Interstate Max LRT and to establish a 
malnstreet character promoting pedestrian-oriented 
activities 2010 

N 1223 Portland NE Alberta Pedestrian Improvements NE Alberta - MLK Boulevard to 33rd Avenue 
uonsiruci sireeiscape ana iransporxaiion 
Improvements 2010 

' Includes all 2004 RTP finandaily constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects, 
'* Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 7 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio 1 Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list a s 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-33S0A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

urniranca NS; IM-HWSA,1 ana u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating" 

N 1224 Portland 
NE Cully Boulevard Multi-modal 
Improvements NE Fremont to Columbia Blvd. 

rwdu I0uuii9uu(.'uuii vriodUJUTMiiiiiydwviui/ (iiuuuiiiy 
Intersection Improvements at PrescotL Bike lanes ( 
Prescott-Columbia). Sidewalks and crossing 
Improvements (Kiillngsworth -Fremont) 2015 

N 1225 Portland Lower Albina Area Improvements 
Russell Avenue, Albina Avenue, Mississippi 
Avenua 

Construct Improvements to Russell (Williams • 
Interstate], Albina & Mississippi (Russell - Interstate) 
to enhance ped connections from Eliot neighborhood 
and Lower Albina dist to the LRT station 2015 

N 1226 Portland Kiillngsworth Bridge Improvements Killingsworth at 1-5 
Improvements to bridge to create a safe and pleasant 
crossing for pedestrians and bicyclists over 1-5 2025 

N 1227 Portland 
Tacoma Mainstreet Plan Phase III, 
Spokane & Umatilla Bike Boulevard 7th Avenue to Tacoma Overcrossing 

f rcjeci auvtiiupiiibm unu iiiipiuiiiuniuuuii ui 
Spokane/Umatilla bike boulevard to complete 
Tacoma Mainstreet Plan 2010 

N 1230 Portland NE/SE 122nd Avenue ITS 
Seven signals between Powell Boulevard and 
Airport Way 

uurnrnuniCHUUriS uOSUU UlUUIl 1 V 
cameras, variable message signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015 

N 1231 Portland SE Tacoma Street ITS 
Four signals between Sellwood Bridge and SE 
45th/Johnson Creek Boulevard 

uurnrnuriicdiions ifurci!>uu(;iuiui uusuu uruuii i v 
cameras, variable message signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015 

N 1232 TriMet NW 23rd/Belmont Frequent Bus NW 23rd to Mt. Tabor via Belmont Avenue 
uonsuTJCi improvemenis mat ennance rrequeni EJUS 
service 2010 

N 1233 TriMet Hawthome Boulevard Frequent Bus Hawthome Boulevard 
consirua improvements mat ennance rrequeni DUS 
service 2010 

N 1234 Portland Lombard Street Improvements 1-5 to Denver Street 

csiciuiisill d IdllUducipcu uuuievctiu lu piuiiiuia 
pedestrian-oriented uses and to create a safe, 
pleasant pedestrian link to 1-5 w/ new traffic light and 
road access to Fred Meyer development 2010 

N 1235 Portland 
Prescott Station Area Street 
Improvements Prescott, Skldmore and Maryland streets 

Construct improvements to Prescott & Skldmore 
(Interstate-Maryland) & Maryland (Interstate-Prescott) 
to provide neighborhood focal point at LRT 2015 

N 1236 TriMet 
n c io/jacKson rarx i-requeni dus 
Improvements 

uonstrua improvements mat ennancs i-requent bus 
service 2010 

N 1237 TriMet Fessenden Frequent Bus Improvements 
oonsiruCT improvements inai ennance rrequeni dus 
service 2010 

N 1239 Portland NE Sandy Boulevard ITS Bumside to 62nd Avenue 

ui}mmunii;duuM» iiiiiu^uui;iuiu; tJiuseu ciit:uii i v 
cameras, variable message signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010 

' Includes aU 2004 RTP finanaally constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
• Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Paga 8 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio ri Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project LocaUon 

UrairlSHM N6. U4-1 U4bA, Sftd U 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating" 

N 1240 Portland B2nd Avenue ITS Corridor 82nd Avenue: entire comdor within city limits 

oommunicaiions iiiiiasuuuiure; UIUSBU circuit i v 
cameras, variable message signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010 

N 1242 Portland MLK/lnterstata ITS MLK/lnterstata Avenue intersection 

V̂ UI(il 1 lUI tmidUUIIS> IIHIct9UU l̂UI UlUSUU UiUUIl 1 V 
cameras, variable message signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010 

N 1245 Portland 
uapiioi mgnway reaesirian 
Improvements SW Barbur Blvd. to 49th Avenue 

uompieie euro extensions ana meaians 
recommended in the Capitol Highwayy Plan 2015 

N 1246 Portland NE Klickitat/Siskiyou Bikeway NE 14th Avenue to Rocky Butte Road Retrofit streets to add bike boulevard 2025 

N 1247 Portland SE Holgate Bikeway, Phase 1 28th Avenue to 136th Avenue Retrofit street to add bike lanes 2010 

N 1248 Portland SE Holgate Bikeway, Phase 11 SE McLoughlin Boulevard to SE 39th Avenue Stripe bike lanes 2025 

N 1252 Portland Inner Powell Streetscape Plan Ross Island Bridge to SE 50th Avenue 
ueveiop sireeiscape improvements inai aaaress 
pedestrian safety and urban design issues 2010 

N 1253 Portland 
INC irescon ceaesinan ana tjicycie 
Improvements 

INC irescon, uuiiy lo i-^us; siaewaiKS irom 
Sandy to 1-205 

Keirom oiKe lanes lo existing sireei; improve 
sidewalks, lighting and crossings 2010 

N 1259 Portland N/NE Skidmore Bikeway N Interstate to NE Cully Retrofit streets to add bike boulevard 2010 

N 1263 Portland/ODOT Banfield SC Pedestrian Improvements 60th, 82nd, 148th, 162nd & intersecting streets 
improve siaewaiKS, iignung, crossings, ous sneiiers oi 
benches 2015 

N 1264 Portland Ventura Park Pedestrian District Eastside MAX Station Comdor at 122nd Avenue 

iinpruve siuawaiKs, iigriurig, crussinys, uus snuuuis a 
benches to improve ease of crossing and Install curii 
extensions at transit stops. 2010 

N 1266 Portland NE/SE 99th Avenue Phases II and 111 
iNt: vsiisan oireei to a c vvasningion oireei ana 
SE Washington Street to SE Market Street 

Keconsiruci pnmary locai mam sireei in uaieway 
regional center 2015 

Y Portland/ODOT US 30: Lake Yard Hub Access Entrance into Lake Yard 
new signal ana lum lane inio uaKa rara irom nwy 
30. 2 0 1 0 

N 1 2 7 1 ODOT 
LInnton Community Bike and Pedestrian 
Improvements Harbor Avenue to 112th Avenue 

r\epia[;B ^ irmilU Signals lusui a lurui nvu., ouiu 
bulb-outs, sidewalks, and possibly adding pedestrian 
crossings 2025 

N 1 2 7 7 Portland NW Champlain Viaduct Reconstruction NW Champlain/US 30 
Kepiace existing viaauci wiin retaining waii ana 
geofoam fill 2010 

N 1 2 7 8 Portland 
SE 39th Avenue Reconstruction, Safety 
and Pedestrian Improvements Sandy Boulevard to Woodstock Boulevard 

Keconsirua sireei ^uurnsiae - noigaiej. uunsuuci 
sidewalks and crossing improvements (Stari< -
Schiller). Upgrade three pedestrian signals to full 
signals, remodel two full signals, and provide 
channelization improvements to three other signals to 
improve safety at high accident locations 2010 

' Includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locaiiy funded projects, 
•* Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 9 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Region Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Projoct list BS 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A. 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

orainanMTJBrw:itMJA,-ans u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating" 

N 1279 Portland Holgate Street Improvements SE 39th Avenuee to 52nd Avenue 

r%UVAJIISUUUl ttU Wl pdVUIIlUlK 9UUUUIU UIIU 
stormwater drainage facilities, upgrade comer curb 
ramps to ADA standards, improve pedestrian 
crossings and add bike lanes 2010 

Y 2000 Multnomah Co. Hogan Corridor Improvements Stark Street to Palmqulst (Stark to Powell In FC) Interim capacity Improvements and access controls 2010 

Y 2006 Multnomah Co. Hogan Corridor Improvements Gllsan Street to Stark Street 
upgraae lo inciuas oicycie ana peaesinan laciiiues 
and center turn lane/median 2010 

N 2008 Portland 
102nd Avenue Boulevard and 
rrS/Safety Improvements, Phase 1 NE Weldler to NE Gllsan Street 

iiiifjiuiiioiii oai9way loyiuiiai uoiiibi pian wiui 
boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals, 
improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street 
lighting, bicycle lanes and multi-modal safety 
improvements 2010 

N 2010 Portland Halsey/Weidler Boulevard and ITS 
within regional center between 1-205 and NE 
114th Avenue 

i M i f J i c i i i o i i i vjdiowdy icyiOHidi i . ^ c iuc i | j i c i i i w i u i 

boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals, 
improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street 
lighting and new bicycle facilities 2025 

N 2011 Portland Gllsan Street Boulevard and ITS 
within regional center between 1-205 and NE 
106th Avenue 

i i i i p m i i i o i i i « j a i o w d y i t ^ y i u i i d i u o i i i u i p i d i i w i u i 

boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals, 
improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street 
lighting and new bicycle facilities 2015 

N 2012 Portland 
SE Stark/Washington Boulevard and 
ITS/Safety Improvements 92nd Avenue to 111th Avenue 

i i i i p i o i i i v i u v ^ a i o f T O / i c y i v i i a i w q i i i o i p i a i i m u i 

boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals, 
improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street 
lighting, bicycle lanes and multi-modal safety 
improvements 2015 

N 2014 Multnomah Co. Gllsan Street BIkeway 162nd Avenua to 202nd Avenue Widen to retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2010 

N 2015 Portland 
102nd Avenue Boulevard and 
ITS/Safety Improvements, Phase II NE Gllsan Street to SE Market Street 

boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals, 
improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street 
lighting, bicycle lanes and multi-modal safety 
improvements 2015 

N 2017 Portland SE Stark/Washington BIkeway 
rib /5tn AVenUS lo romana ciiy iimiis (exciuoing 
92nd Avenue to 111 th Avenue) Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2010 

N 2018 Portland SE 111th/112th Avenue BIkeway SE Mt, Scott Boulevard to SE Market Street Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2025 

N 2019 Portland NE Gllsan BIkeway 
NE 47th Avenue to NE 162nd Avenue (excluding 
segment of 1-205 to NE 106th Avenue Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2010 

* Indudei all 2004 RTP finandally constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
" Dates In bold represent chanoe from 2004 RTP/MTIP confonnity analysis. Riga 10 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio ri Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-33SOA, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

Dfainanis N4.,u4:iu4bA,iaiia u 

Project Description 

siii^^H^iUAftibuy 
Quality Analysis 

Year Project 
Operating** 

N 2020 Portland 
uaieway Ksgionai uenter peasstnan 
District Improvements, Phase 1 Gateway Regional Center 

nign pnonty locai sireei ana peaestnan 
improvements in regional center 2010 

N 2021 Portland 
gateway Ksgionai uenter reaesman 
District Improvements, Phase II Gateway Regional Center 

nign pnoniy locai sireei ana peaesinan 
improvements in regional center 2015 

N 2022 Portland Gateway Traffic Management Gateway Regional Center 

ivimiciyu uaiiiu iiiuiuuuuii iii lubiuunum drudb uubi diiu 
west of Gateway & necessary street and utility woric; 
improve connectivity 2015 

N 2023 TriMet/Portland Gateway TMA Startup Gateway Regional Center 

inipiuinerilS a iraiibpuriduun nmiiuyuiiiuni 
association program with employers (placeholder 
TMA) 2015 

N 2025 TriMet 
uivision aireei rrequeni dus oapitai 
Improvements Gresham to PCBD 

LionsUTJCt improvements inai ennance rrequeni dus 
service 2010 

N 2026 Portland 
rsc/oc asnn avenue rnasa i/mc raciiic 
Avenue 

INC batn irom inc vveiaierto isiisan street ana 
NE Pacific Avenue from 97th to 102nd Avenue 

KeconstruCT pnmary locai main streei in i^aieway 
regional center 2010 

N 2027 TriMet/Gresham Civic Nelghbortiood LRT station/plaza MAX line west of Gresham City Hall LRT station and retail plaza 2010 

Y 2028 ODOT 
Koweii Douievara improvements - cast 
County 174th Avenue to Eastman Pari<way 

impiemeni sireeiscape aesign oasea on isresnam 
study recommendations 2010 

Y 2029 Multnomah Co. 242nd Avenue Reconstaiction Powell Boulevard to Bumside Road Reconstruct 242nd Avenue to five lanes 2025 

Y 2032 Multnomah Co. 
tjumsiae/nogan intersection 
Improvement Intersection of 242nd/BumsIde Street 

improve intersection oy aaaing a soutnoouno inrougn 
lane 2025 

N 2035 Gresham Cleveland Street Reconstruction Stari< Street to Powell Boulevard 
KeconsiruCT streei irom otan^ street to roweii 
Boulevard 2015 

N 2036 Gresham Wailula Street Reconstmction Division Street to Stark Street 
Keconsiruci streei irom uivision street to starK 
Street 2025 

N 2038 Gresham Walters Road Reconstruction Powell Boulevard to 7th Street Reconstruct to improve access to Springwater Trail 2025 

N 2039 Gresham Regner Road Reconstruction Cleveland Street to city limits 
Keconsiruci Kegner Koaa irom uieveiana lo city 
limits 2025 

Y 2041 Multnomah Co. 257th Avenue Com'dor Improvements Division Street to Powell Valley Road 

Keconsiruci lu urmnciis sidiiuurus, muiuuiiiy 
bil<e lanes, sidewalks, drainage, lighting and traffic 
signals 2010 

N 2042 Multnomah Co. 
zs / tn avenue intersection 
Improvements Intersection of 257th/Palmquist Road/US 26 

Keaiign inierseciion lo proviae ror saiety, capacity, 
bike and pedestrian movements 2010 

Y 2044 Multnomah Co. Orient Drive Improvements 282nd Avenue to 257th Avenue Improve Orient Drive 2025 

* Indudes sD 2004 RTP finandaily constrained system, ail 200&09 MTIP and locaiiy funded projects. 
" Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 11 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Region Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A. 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

urainanca NS.'iwnwsA.anau 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating" 

Y 2045 Multnomah Co. 190th Avenua Improvements 
Butler Road to Highland Drive and Powell 
Boulevard to 190th Avenue 

sidewalks and bike lanes. Widen and determine the 
appropriate cross-section for Highland Drive and 
Pleasant View Drive from Powell Boulevard to 190th 
Avenue based on the recommendations from Phase 
2 of the Powell Boulevard/Foster Road Corridor 
Study 2015 

N 2047 Gresham Division Street Improvements Kelly Street to Bumside Street Complete boulevard design Improvements 2010 

N 2048 Multnomah Co. Bumside Street Improvements NE Wallula Street to Hogan Road Complete boulevard design improvements 2010 

Y 2051 ODOT 
US :<!b;bpnngwai0r imercnangs 
Improvement US 26 at Springwater New interchange on US 26 to serve Industrial area 2010 

N 2052 Gresham MAX Shared-Use Path Ruby Junction to Cleveland Station Construct new shared-use path 2010 

N 2053 Gresham Gresham/Falrvlew Trail Springwater Trail to Marina Drive Springwater Trail connection 2010 

N 2054 Gresham Springwater Trail Connections 
bpnngWaier iraii ai lOi^na Avenue ana rieasani 
Vlew/190th Ave. Provide bike access to regional trail 2025 

N 2055 Gresham 
ovv vvaners rioaa/opnngwaier i ran 
Access SW 7th to Powell Boulevard 

upgraae peaesinan signal lu luii iraiTic signal ana 
provide bike access to regional trail 2025 

N 2056 Multnomah Co. Division Street Bikeway 174th Avenue to Wallula Avenue Retrofit street to add bike lanes 2015 

N 2057 Gresham/ODOT 
Gresham RC Pedestrian and Ped-to-
MAX Improvements 

Durnsiuu, uivisiuii, foweii, civic way, Eussuiiaii 
Pkvi7, Main Street, Cleveland and Intersecting 
streets and LRT stations areas 

Improve sidewalks, lighting, crossings, bus shelters 
and benches 2010 

N 2058 Gresham Springwater Trail Pedestrian Access Eastman, TowIe, Roberts, Regner, Hogan Improve sidewalks and lighting 2025 

N 2059 Gresham 
Division sireei Keoesuian lo i ransit 
Access Improvements 174th to Wallula Avenue 

improve siaewaiKS, iignung, crossings, dus sneiiers 
and benches 2025 

N 2065 Gresham Phase 3 Signal Optimization System-wide Optimize signals 2010 

Y 2069 ODOT 1-205 Interchange Improvement 1-205 NB/Airport Way Interchange 

MO uii*iaiiip rfay 
Interchange (Phase 1 in FC: modify signing, striping 
channelization and signal timing for NB on-ramp) • 
changed to full Improvement In FC system. 2010 

Y 2070 ODOT 1-205 Interchange Improvement 1-205 SB/Airport Way Interchange 

vvioen I-ZU3 a s on-ramp ai Mirpon way; muaiiy 
signing, striping channelization and/or signal timing 
for the 1-205 NB on-ramp at Airport Way 2010 

Y 
1IIIUUUUS ufl 2004 

2074 
KIP Hiiuni 

Multnomah Co. 
dlly ujiialialiiHU >yoioiiit 

Sandy Boulevard Widening 
un 2008-uy miip miu luuuny hji iubj prujuuis. 

122nd Avenue to 238th Avenue 
wioens street to nvs lanes wiin sioewaiKS ana dikg 
lanes 2025 

' Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Pag* 12 0(33 7/28/2005 



Metro Region Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

• ••",uramaii64Na.u4-iu4bA.anau 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating** 

N 2076 TriMet 181st Avenue Frequent bus Gresham to Columbia South Shore 
uonsiruci improvemenis mai ennance rrequeni dus 
service 2015 

Y 2077 Multnomah Co. 181st Avenue Widening Halsey Street to EB on-ramp to 1-84 Widens street to three lanes southbound 2010 

N 2080 Multnomah Co. 202nd Railroad Crossing Improvement 202nd Avenue/railroad bridge Replacing railroad bridge to allow for road widening 2010 

Y 2081 Multnomah Co. 223rd Railroad Crossing Improvement 223rd Avenue/railroad bridge 

r \»piduny rmirouu unuyo lu uiiuw lur ruuu wiuuniny 
and two crossings; one north of Sandy and one south 
of 1-84 2010 

Y 2084 Multnomah Co. 181st Avenue Intersection Improvement 181st Avenue/Glisan Street intersection Improve intersection 2025 

Y 2085 Multnomah Co. 181st Avenue Intersection Improvement 181st Avenue/Bumslde Road intersection Improve Intersection 2025 

Y 2088 Portland 
INC Marine unve/ i^zna MvenUS 
Improvements NE Marine Orive/122nd Avenue intersection 

aignaiizauon, wiaen oikb lo insiaii len lum lane on 
Marine Drive 2010 

N 2091 Portland NE/SE 148th Avenue Bikeway 
INt: ivianne unve lo t\non ana iNt: ijiisan lo s c 
Division Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2015 

Y 2099 Multnomah Co. 
^uisv^ui^na Avenue uomaor 
Improvements Sandy Boulevard-Powell Boulevard 

Keconsirua ano wioen lo inree lanes (sanay lo 
Halesey in FC System) 2010 

N 2101 Gresham Stark Street Improvements 190th to 197th Complete boulevard design Improvements 2015 

N 2102 Gresham Stark Street Improvements 181 St to 190th Complete boulevard design Improvements 2010 

N 2103 Multnomah Co. 181st Avenue Improvements Glisan to Yamhill Complete boulevard design improvements 2015 

N 2104 Multnomah Co. Bumside Road Boulevard Improvements 181 St Avenue to 197th Avenue Complete boulevard design improvements 2010 

N 2105 Gresham 
r\ocKwooa i o reaesman ana Kea-to-
MAX Improvements 

mis t , m&m, aiarK ana inierseaing sireeis ana 
LRT station areas 

improve siaewams, iignung, crossings, ous sneiiers 
and benches 2025 

Y 2109 Multnomah Co. Glisan Street Improvements 202nd Avenue to 207th Avenue Complete reconstruction of Glisan Street to five lanes 2010 

Y 2110 Multnomah Co. MKC Collector Halsey Street to Arata Road Construct new collector of regional significance 2025 

N 2115 MultCo/FV/WV 
rairview-vvooa village i o reaesirian 
Improvements 

rairview, naisey, isiisan ana neignoomooa 
streets 

improve siaewams, iignung, crossings, ous sneiiers 
and benches 2025 

N 2116 Multnomah Co. 
INC ^<:ora Avenue DiKeway ana 
Pedestrian Improvements NE Halsey Street to Marine Drive Retrofit bike lanes and sidewalks on existing street 2015 

N 2120 Multnomah Co. 
a a n a y Douievara cicycie ana r e a e s m a n 
Improvements 162nd to Troutdale Retrofit bike lanes and sidewalks on existing street 2025 

* Includes aD 2004 RTP finandaily constrained system, ail 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
" Dates In bold represent ctiange from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 13 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio n Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Proiect list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

- urainanea ns; U4-i u45A. afia u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating" 

Y 2123 Multnomah Co. Stark Street Improvements 257th Avenue to Troutdale Road Widens street to five lanes 2010 

Y 2124 Multnomah Co. Halsey Street Improvements - Troutdale 238th to 257th 
improve naisey aireei lo o lanes ana compieia 
boulevard design improvements 2015 

N 2125 Mult CoTTroutdale Troutdale TC Pedestrian Improvements 
uia uoi. Kivar Mignway, ^s/in/branam, buxion 
Road 

improva siaewaiKS, iignung, cross ings , DUS sne i ie rs 
and benches 2025 

N 2126 Troutdale 257th Avenue Pedestrian Improvements Cherry Park Road to Stark Street 
improve siaewaiKS, iignung, crossings, DUS sneiiers 
and benches 2010 

Y 3001 ODOT Highway 217 Improvements NB - TV Highway/Canyon Road to US 26 Widen NB to three lanes; ramp improvements 2015 

Y 3003 ODOT 
u a ZD/jacKson acrlOOl KOaa 
Interchange Jackson School Road at US 26 Construct new Interchange 2010 

N 3004 ODOT US 217 EIS Study 1-5 to US 26 
compiBia planning ana environmemai worKS ror 
Improvements in conldor 2015 

Y 3005 ODOT US 26 Refinement and EA Study Sylvan Interchange to 185th Avenue 
uompie iB planning a n a environmemai worn lor 
improvements in conldor 2010 

Y 3006 ODOT US 26 Improvements US 26 between Sylvan and Highway 217 

v^umpime inidiuianye irnprovumuriis uy auoiiig iniru 
Ihrough-lana and collector distributor system from 
Camelot Court to Sylvan Road (Phase 3) 2010 

Y 3008 ODOT US 26 Improvements Highway 217 to Murray Boulevard Widen US 26 to six lanes 2010 

Y 3009 ODOT US 26 Improvements Murray Boulevard to Comell Road Widen US 26 to six lanes 2010 

Y 3011 ODOT US 26 Improvements Cornell Road to 185th Avenua Widen US 26 to six lanes 2010 

N 3012 Hillsboro Rock Creek Greenway Shared-Use Path TV Highway to Evergreen Parkway 
Completes shared-use path along Rock Creek from 
Tualatin Valley Highway to Evergreen Parkway 2010 

N 3013 Various 
bronson urssK ureenway bnarea-usa 
Path Beaverton Creek to Powerline Trail 

aiuay reasioiiiiy oi comaor ana consuxia snarea-use 
path 2010 

N 3014 Various Powerline Beaverton Trail Corridor Trail Bronson Creek Greenway to Farmlngton Road Plan, design and constnjct shared-use path 2010 

N 3015 Various 
ueavenon CrSSK l^reenway t,omaor 
Study Rock Creek to Fanno Creek Greenway 

aiuay leasioiiiiy oi comaor ana consinjci snarea-use 
path 2010 

N 3016 Washington Co. Washington County ATMS Washington County 
rtcquira na rawara lor n e w iranic opera t ions center 
and conduct needs analysis 2010 

N 3017 TriMet 
ueavenon Miiisaais Hignway- t-requeni 
Bus Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway Improvements to enhance Frequent bus service 2010 

' Includes al 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects, 
** Dates In bold represent change f ^ 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Pig* 14 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio 1 Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

oransntA ana u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating** 

Y 3019 Beaverton 
Beaverton Connectivity Improvements 1: 
East-West 

^ 1) v^ei iiei. oeudi f 1111& lu 1 1 vid 
Westgate/Dawson; (2) Crescent: Cedar Hills to 
Hall; (3) Miiiikan Way: Watson/Hail to 114th; (4) 
Broadway to 115th connection; (5) Electric to 
Whitney to Carousel to 144th Complete central Beaverton street connections 2010 

Y 3020 Beaverton 
Beaverton Connectivity Improvements 11; 
North/South 

^d; r\ubu Diyyi. vvubiyaiu lu Diuuuwdy, izuui 
Ave.: Center to Canyon; (8) 114th/115th: LRT to 
Beaverton-Hillsdale Hwy ./Griffith Drive; (9) 
Tualaway Ave.: Electric to Miiiikan Complete central Beaverton street connections 2010 

N 3021 Washington Co. 
ZU4U uenters ana aiaiion Areas 
Pedestrian System Infill 

regional peaesman sysiem in vvasningron 
County Fill In missing gaps in regional pedestrian system 2010 

N 3022 Washington Co. 
^U4U uemers ana oiauon Areas Dicycie 
System Infill Regional bicycle system in Washington County Fill In missing gaps in regional bicycle system 2010 

Y 3029 Beaverton Lombard Improvements Broadway to Farmington 
1 nrea lans improvsmeni lo reangn roaa wim segment 
to the north with pedestrian facilities 2010 

Y 3030 Beaverton Farmlngton Road Improvements Hocken Avenue to Murray Boulevard 
vviaen lo nve lanes; iniersecuons improvements, a a a 
turn lanes, bike lanes and sidewalks 2010 

Y 3032 Beaverton Cedar Hills Boulevard Improvements Farmington Road to Walker Road Widen to five lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes 2015 

Y 3033 Beaverton 125th Avenue Extension Brockman Street/Greenway to Hail Boulevard 
uonsiruct two/tnree-iane extension wiin intersection 
improvements, bike lanes and sidewalks 2010 

Y 3034 Beaverton Hail Boulevard Extension Cedar Hills Boulevard to Hocken 
o o n s t r u a inree-iane extension wim oiKeways ana 
sidewalks 2015 

Y 3035 Beaverton Hocken Avenue Improvements LRT to Beaverton Creek 
wiaen lo o lanes wim oiKe lanes ana siaewaiKS ana 
reconstruct bridge 2010 

Y 3038 Beaverton Center Street Improvements Hall Boulevard to 113th Avenue Widen to three lanes with bikeways and sidewalks 2025 

Y 3039 Beaverton Hocken Avenue Improvements Farmington Road to Miiiikan Way 

VVlUmi SUBBl lU HUUUIIIIIIUUUIO £. dUUIUVildl ldllO» 
between Tualatin Valley Highway and Fannington 
Road to allow turn lanes 2015 

N 3041 Beaverton Hall/Watson Improvements Alien Boulevard to Cedar Hills Boulevard 

uuuiwolu ueaiyii luipiuvciu^iiLa iiiwuuiiiy 
crosswalks and intersection improvements, lighting 
and furniture replacement, create pedestrian plazas 
and park entries, add tum lanes, bike lanes, and 
sidewalks 2010 

N 3042 
u u u i / o e a v e n o n ; 

TriMet 
1 v mgnway r e a e s m a n Access lo 
Transit Improvements Murray to Highway 217 

improve siaewaiKS, iignting, crossings, ous sneiters 
and benches 2015 

N 3045 Beaverton Farmlngton Road Bikeway Hocken to Highway 217 Retrofit to include bike lanes 2015 

' includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
•* Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP confomiity analysis. Page 15 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio n Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

oramanwnCT4^45ArBn3 ,D 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Opera t ing" 

N 3046 Beaverton Hall Boulevard BIkeway BH Highway lo Cedar Hills Boulevard Retrofit lo Include bike lanes 2010 

N 3047 Beaverton Watson Avenue BIkeway BH Highway lo Hall Boulevard Retrofit to Include bike lanes 2010 

N 3049 Beaverton 
uowniown oeavenon reaesinan/oiKe 
Improvements 

HOCKen AVenue/i v ri ignway/n Jin 
Avenue/110th Avenue/Cabot Street 

improve siaewaiKS, oiKe lanes, iignung, crossings, 
bus shelters and benches 2010 

N 3051 
wasnuo/beaver ion 

rrriMet 
nail Douievaroywaison reaesuian- io-
Translt Improvemenis Cedar Hills Boulevard lo Tigard TC 

improve siaewaiKS, iignung, crossings, dus sneiiers 
and benches 2015 

N 3052 Beaverton 1 lOlh Avenue Pedestrian Improvemenis B-H Highway lo Canyon Road Fill In missing sidewalks 2010 

N 3053 Beaverton 117lh Avenua Pedestrian Improvements light rail transit lo Center Street Improve sidewalks, lighting, crossings 2010 

N 3055 ODOT/Beaverton 
Deavenon-niiisaaia nignway r e a e s i n a n 
and Bicycle Improvements 

Doin Avenue lo nignway i \oniy ponion irotn 
91sl to Hwy. 217 Financially Constrained) 

improve siaewaiKS, iignung, crossings, dus sneiiers 
and benches; stripe bike lanes 2025 

N 3057 Beaverton 
uenney Koaa oiKe/reaesinan 
Improvemenis Nimbus Avenue to Scholls Ferry Road 

improva slaewal^s, crossings ana nil in Dicyaa 
network gaps 2025 

N 3058 TriMel/Beaverton Beaverton Regional Center TMA Beaverton Regional Center 
impiemenis a iransponauon managemeni 
association program with employers 2010 

Y 3061 ODOT/WashCo TV Highway System Management TV Highway from Highway 217 to 209th 
inierconneci signals on i v nignway irom ^uain 
Avenue lo Highway 217 2015 

Y 3063 Washington Co. Murray Boulevard Improvements TV Highway lo Allen Boulevard Signal coordination 2010 

Y 3067 Washington Co. 185th Avenue Improvements West View High School lo SprlngvlIIe Road Widen to Ave lanes with bike lanes and sidewalks 2015 

N 3071 WashCo/THPRD 
r a n n o ureeK ijreenway onafBO-USS 
Path Greenwood Inn lo Scholls Feny Road Completes Fanno Creek Greenway shared-use path 2010 

N 3072 Tualatin Hills PRO Beaverton Powerline Shared-Use Trail Farmlngton Road lo Scholls Ferry Road Construct multi-use trail within powerline easement 2010 

Y 3074 Beaverton Hall Boulevard BIkeway 12th Street to south of Allen Boulevard 
neiroui lo inauae diko lanes; iniersuciiuri luiii idnes 
at Allen Boulevard 2010 

N 3075 Beaverton/WashCo Cedar Hills Boulevard Improvements Butner Road lo Walker Road 
improve siaewams, iignung, crossings, DIKS lanes, 
bus shelters and benches 2010 

Y 3076 Beaverton Allen Boulevard Improvements Highway 217 to Western Avenue Widen lo five lanes with bike lanes and sidewalks 2025 

N 3079 Beaverton Allen Boulevard Bike/Ped Improvemenis Western Avenue to Scholls Feny Road 
r^eiroiii lo inciuaa oiKe lanes ana nil in missing 
sidewalks 2015 

Y 3091 Hillsboro Quatama Street Improvements 
i:usin Avenua to Avenue; invn at 
Baseline 

vviaen lo inree lanes ana exiena lo oaseiine Wltn 
sidewalks and bike lanes 2015 

N 3092 Washington Co. Powerllne/Rock Creek Trail 
Beinany/r^aiser n o a a lo tvergreen Koaa/KOCK 
Creek Greenway 

LOnstiuu biiarea-USS psiii lur mcyciisis ana 
pedestrians just north of US 26 2010 

' inauuu uu 
" Deles In bold rep 

HIP Hnanc 
iresent che 

any consirainss lysism, 
nge from 2004 RTP/MTIP 

all m1 ih flno iflcsify h j m u 
conformity anafysis. Pag* 16 0(33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio ri Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

urainanu'Nd. u4-iu4bA, and u 

Project Description 

a i n ^ ^ h ^ f j a h i m y 
Quality Analysis 

Year Project 
Operating** 

N 3094 Hillsboro Comell Road Bikeway Elam Young Parkway (W) to Ray Circle Retrofit to include bike lanes 2010 

N 3095 Washington Co. 170th Avenue Pedestrian Improvements Merio Drive to Elmonica light rail station 
rill in SiaewaiK gaps ana exiena lo iigni ran eas is iae 
only 2010 

N 3098 Washington Co. Walker Road Bike/Ped Improvements Canyon Road to Cedar Hills Boulevard Retrofit to Include bike lanes and sidewalks 2025 

Y 3099 Washington Co. 1st Avenue/Glencoa Road Lincoln Street to Evergreen Road Widen to three lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes 2010 

Y 3102 Washington Co. Baseline Road Improvements 201 st to 231 si Avenue Widen to three lanes with bike lanes and sidewalks 2010 

Y 3104 Hillsboro NW Alociek Diive Extension NW Amberwood Drive to Cornelius Pas s Road New three-lane facility with sidewalks and bike lanes 2010 

Y 3105 Hillsboro E/W Collector 185th Avenue to west of Cornelius Pas s Road New 3-lane facility 2010 

Y 3106 Washington Co. 229th/231st/234th Connector Lois Street to Dogwood Street New 3-lana facility and bridge 2010 

Y 3107 Hillsboro/WashCo. SW 205th Avenue Improvements LRT to Baseline Road 

vviUBn lu iivu laiies, inuuuiiiy unuyu, siuuwdms uiiu 
bike lanes (sidewalk on eastside and bike lanes only 
in financially constrained system) 2015 

N 3111 Washington Co. First Avenue Improvements Grant Street to Glencoe High School 
improve siaewaiKS ana peaestnan crossings ana 
make transit improvements 2010 

Y 3112 ODOT First Avenue Improvements Oak Street to Baseline Street 

r^euridiuiuiizo ind diiu o d lu piuviuu pruiuuiuu mii 
turn lanes and signal phasing at Ist/Oak and 
Ist/Baseline 2010 

Y 3113 Hillsboro 10th Avenue Improvements Main Street to Baseline Road Add right tum lane and widen sidewalk 2010 

Y 3114 Hillsboro NE 28th Avenue Improvements Grant Street to East Main Street 
Wiaen lo inres lanes wim siaewaiKs, ome lanes, 
street lighting and landscaping 2010 

Y 3118 Hillsboro 
Tualatin Valley Highway/Brookwood 
Avenue Intersection Alignment Tualatin Valley Highway at Brookwood Avenue 

Kecunngure i v nignway/urooKwooa avenue/vviicn 
Hazel intersection and roadway improvements to 
Alexander Street 2010 

N 3123 TriMet/Hiiisboro Hillsboro Regional Center TMA Startup Hillsboro Regional Center 
implements a iransponauon management 
association program with employers 2010 

Y 3126 Washington Co. Cornelius P a s s Road Improvements TV Highway to Baseline Road 
wiaen lo nve lanes inciuaing siaewaiKS ana oiKe 
lanes 2010 

N 3127 
uuui/ni i isDoro/ 

WashCo Hillsboro RC Pedestrian Improvements 18th, 21st, Oak, Maple and Walnut streets 
improve siaewaiKS, iignting, crossings, dus sneiiers 
and benches 2010 

Y 3128 Washington Co. Cornell Road Improvements Arrington Road to Main Street Widen to five lanes 2025 

• Indudes aH 2004 RTP finandaily constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
** Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 17 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Region Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Projoct list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-33S0A. 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

uroinanca no. U4- ana u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Opera t ing" 

Y 3131 Washington Co. Evergreen Road Improvements 25th Avenua to 253rd Avenue 
wiaen lo nve lanes inciuaing siaewaiKS ana DIKS 

lanes 2010 

Y 3133 
wasningion c o j 

ODOT 
comeiius r a s s rcoaa imercnangs 
Improvement US 26/ComeIius Pas s Road 

i^onsvuci easioouna on-ramp, wesioouna on-ramp 
and southbound auxiliary lane 2010 

Y 3134 Washington Co. Cornelius P a s s Road Improvements TV Highway to Baseline Road 
wiaen lO tnrBS lanes mciuamg sioewaiKs, oiKe lanes 
and signals at Johnson and Francis 2010 

Y 3135 Washington Co. Cornelius P a s s Road Improvements Baseline Road to Alociek Drive 
wiaen LO nve lanes inciuaing siaewaiKS ana DIKB 

lanes 2010 

Y 3137 Washington Co, Brookwood Avenue Improvements TV Highway to Baseline Road 
wiaen lo inree lanes including siaewaiKS ana ome 
lanes 2010 

Y 3139 Hillsboro US 26 Overcrossing - Sunset lA NW Bennett Avenue to NW Wagon Way 

wwii9uu^v iwunaiio iiov? wvoiwiuosiiiy wiui oiuowaiiNa 
and bike lanes to better connect a reas north and 
south of US 26 2010 

Y 3140 Hillsboro 229th Avenue Extension NW Wagon Way to West Union Road New three-lane facility with sidewalks and bike lanes 2015 

Y 3141 Washington Co. 170th/173rd Improvements Baseline to Walker Improve to 3 lanes 2015 

Y 3143 Washington Co. Walker Road Improvements Cedar Hills to 158th Avenue 
wiaen lo nve lanes inauaing siaewaiKS ana OIKS 

lanes 2015 

Y 3144 Washington Co. Walker Road Improvements 158th Avenue to Amberglen Parkway 
wiQBn 10 nve lanes mciuamg sioBwaiKS ana DIKS 

lanes 2015 

Y 3147 Hillsboro 25th Avenue Improvements Comell Road to Evergreen Widen street to three lanes with bike lanes 2015 

Y 3148 Washington Co. Walker Road Improvements Highway 217 to Cedar Hills Boulevard 
wiaen lo uires lanes mciuamg siaewaiKS ana DIKS 

lanes 2015 

Y 3149 
ODOT/Washington 

Co. Shute Road Interchange Improvements Shute Road and US 26 

Relocate westbound on-ramp to construct westbound 
to southbound loop ramp and v/iden overcrossing to 
accommodate addltonal southbound through lane 2010 

Y 3150 Washington Co. Comell Road System Management 10th Avenue to Multnomah County Una 
upgraae iranic controllers ana install o u i v cameras 
and monitoring stations 2010 

Y 3153 Forest Grove David Hill Road Connector Thatcher Road to Highway 47 (Sunset Drive) 

cAioiiu Udbimiy iiuiii iiidiuiui vvi ounsm uiivu 
(Highway 47) a s a two -lane arterial facility with left-
turn lanes at major Intersections, traffic signal at 47 
and bike lanes 2010 

Y 3157 Washington Co. Sunset Drive Improvements University Avenue to Beal Road 
wiaen la inree lanes mciuamg oiKe lanes, signals 
and sidewalks 2010 

Y 3158 Washington Co. 
Manin Koaa/uomBiius-scnBinin Koaa 
Improvements Forest Grove northern UGB to Roy Road 

r^eaiign wiin wiuenea pavea snouiaers ivianin r^oaa 
and Cornelius Schefdln Road 2010 

' Includes eO 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects, 
" Dates In tiold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP confomilty analysis. Pag* IS of 33 7/2S/200S 



Metro Regio 
I I • II w 

n Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

• DMinartd4 Ni. U4-1 U4bA. aiW U 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Opera t ing" 

Y 3159 
u u u i / r o r e s i 

Grove Highway 8 Improvements - Forest Grove B' Street to Comelius city limits 
uompieie oouievara aesign improvements i i a 
project in FC) 2015 

N 3160 Washington Co. 
verDoon Koao intersection 
Improvement at Highway 47 Intersection safety improvement 2015 

N 3163 
u u u 1 /horesi 

Grove 
ro res i urove i o r e a e s m a n 
Improvements 

1V mgnway, raciiic, latn, uoiiege, sunse t , d 
and Intersecting streets 

improve siaewaiKS, iignung, crossings, ous sneiiers 
and benches 2010 

N 3164 TriMet TV Highway Frequent Bus 
rores i i j rovs to miisaaie via i v mgnway ana d -
H Highway 

rroviae improvements mat ennance rrequeni ous 
service 2004-25 

N 3166 Comelius/ODOT 
Highway 8 Intersection Reconstruction -
10th Avenue 

Intersection of 10th Avenue and Highway 8 
couplet at Baseline and Adair 

iiiumd&iti luiiiiily muiit tiuu luiii luimS) miu 
improve pedestrian crossings to support freight 
access and Improve pedestrian and vehicle safety 2010 

N 3167 Comelius/ODOT 
Highway 8 Intersection Realignment -
19th/20th Avenue 

Intersection of 19th/20th Avenue and Highway 8 
at initiation of couplet 

wiBctio MBW iiiieideuuuii uy uio diiyiiiiiy vi i9ui 
Avenue/20th Avenue at Highway 8; improve S. 20th 
(including RR crossing) to S. Alpine and Improve N. 
19th to RR crossing north of N. Davis) 2010 

N 3168 Comelius/ODOT 
Highway 8/14th Avenue Intersection 
Improvements 

Intersection of 14th Avenue at Highway 8 couplet 
(Adair and Baseline) 

iiiioi9o«.«uuii yeuMiQuy iiiipiuvoiiioiiia aiiu m^iivoioiwii 
of pedestrian signal to full mode signallzation for 
improved Main Street District circulation and 
improved pedestrian safety on Adair and Baseline 
streets 2010 

Y 3169 Comelius/ODOT Main Street Couplet Improvements Highway 8 couplet from 10th to 19th Avenue 

wuiiipinio uuuiovaiu iiii)jiuvoiiioiiio lu 
Baseline, 11th, 12th, 13th, 14th, and 17th Avenues, 
and pedestrian alley within the Adalr/Basellne 
couplet In Main Street District 2010 

N 3170 Comelius/ODOT West Couplet Enhancement 1 St Avenue to 10th Avenue Complete boulevard design Improvements 2015 

N 3171 Comelius/Wash Co. North Davis Street Reconstruction 19th Avenue to 10th Avenue Reconstruct street to urban standards 2015 

Y 3172 Forest Grove 23rd/24th Avenue Extension Hawthome Ave. to Quince SL (Hwy. 47) 
uons tn jc i collector roaaway witn len-ium lane ai 
Hawthome 2010 

N 3178 Washington Co. Westhaven Road Pathways Monison to Sprlngcrest 
oonstrucis on-roaa painway to improve aicycie ana 
pedestrian access to Sunset transit center 2015 

Y 3182 Washington Co. 
uomeii Koaa improvements - wes t 
Cedar Mill 143rd Avenue to IWurray Boulevard Widen to five lanes with boulevard design treatment 2025 

Y 3183 Washington Co. Cornell Road Improvements Mun'ay Boulevard to Saltzman Road Widen to three lanes with bikeways and sidewalks 2010 

Y 3185 Washington Co. Bames Road Improvement Saitzman Road to 119th Avenue 
vviaen lo nve lanes witn intersection improvement at 
Saltzman 2010 

Y 3186 Washington Co. 
Murray Douievara improvements -
Cedar Mill US 26 to Comell Road 

vviaen Murray Douievara lo nve lanes ana improve 
Comell/Mun^y Intersection 2010 

' inclu(353 all 2004 % 1P r.ridiiu any cunsiraiimii sysmrti, dii <;uuB-ua m i ik ana loraiiy luniiiia projaas. 
• Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 19 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio ri Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Prplect list BS 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

urainanca NB; u4-iu4iA,,ana u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating" 

Y 3188 Washington Co. Saitzman Road Improvements Comell Road to Laidlaw Road Widen to three lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes 2010 

N 3192 Washington Co. 
ueaar MIII I own Lsnter Locai 
Connectivity, Phase 1 Various locations In the town center 

uonsiruci aaaiuonai locai roaa connecuons lo 
Improve traffic circulations 2010 

N 3195 Washington Co. Saitzman Pedestrian Improvements Marshall Road to Dogwood Road Construct sidewalks on west side of road 2010 

Y 3197 Washington Co. 
oeinany ttouievara Improvements, 
Phase 1 Bronson Road to West Union Road Widen lo three lanes with bike lanes and sidewalks 2010 

Y 3204 Washington Co. 
Liomeii KOaa improvements - t a s i 
Tanasboume 179th Avenue to Bethany Boulevard Widen to five lanes with sidewalks and bike l a n e s — 2010 

N 3208 Washington Co. 
1 anasDoume i u naaasinan 
Improvements Comell, Evergreen Pkwy and Intersecting streets 

improve siaewaiKs, iignung, crossings, uus sneiiers 
and benches 2025 

Y 3216 Washington Co. 185th Avenua Improvements TV Highway lo Bany Road Widen to three lanes 2015 

Y 3217 Washington Co. Fannlngton Road Improvements 185th Avenue to 209th Avenue Widen lo three lanes 2015 

Y Hillsboro Airport Road Brookwood to 48th 3 lane road Improvement 2010 

Y Hillsboro Cheny Lane 231sl lo Cornelius Pass Extend 3-lano road. 2010 

Y Hillsboro Davis Road Hillsboro Extend 3-lane road lo River Road 2010 

Y Hillsboro Alexander Road Hillsboro Extend 2-lane road to Davis Road (link Lone Oak Roa 2010 

Y Hillsboro 188th Avenue Hillsboro Extend 2-lane road south lo Walker Road 2010 

N 4001 TriMet Killingsworth Frequent Bus Swan Island to Clackamas TC 
i^onsiruci improvemenis inai ennance rrequeni dus 
service 2015 

Y 4004 ODOT 1-5 Reconstruction and Widening Greeley Street to 1-84 

Modernize freeway and ramps lo Improve access lo 
the Uoyd District and Rose Quarter (Greeley ramp 
improvements In financially constrained system) 2010 

Y 4005 ODOT 1-5 North Improvements Lombard Street to Expo Center/Delta Park Widen to six lanes 2010 

Y 4006 ODOT l-5/Columbia Boulevard Improvement l-5/Columbla Boulevard interchange 

luii uii II u idi lyuiisitfu un 
recommendations from 1-5 North Trade Com'dor 
Study 2015 

Y 4007 Multnomah Co. Sauvie Island Bridge Replacement Sauvie Island Bridge Replace substandard bridge 2010 

N 4009 ODOT 
1-3 1 raaa uomaor otuay ana lier 1 
DBS 1-405 (OR) lo 1-205 (WA) Plan improvements lo 1-5 lo benefit freight traffic 2010 

• Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Paga 20 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio ri Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Nanne Project Location 

orainaHSffwanwriuAbflTana u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Opera t ing" 

N 4011 Portland NE Marine Drive Bikeway 
INC Din 10 JI^ra avenue ana ^anienoem lo 
Vancouver Way 

t^eironi DIKS lanes lo exisung sireei; •n-su'eei pains 
in missing locations 2010 

N 4012 Portland N/NE Lombard/Killingswcrth ITS 
Six signals: at Junction, MLK, Interstate, Greeley, 
Portsmouth and Philadelphia/lvanhoe 

i^umiiiuniciiuuris illliasiruuiuiui uiusuu i v 
cameras, variable m e s s a g e signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015 

N 4017 Port SW Quad Access 33rd Avenue 
rroviae sireei access irom j j r a a v e n u e inio a w 
Quad 2010 

Y 4021 Port Airport Way Improvements, West 82nd Avenue to PDX temiinal Widen to three lanes In both directions 2015 

Y 4022 Portland/Port 
East Columbia/Lombard Street 
Connector 

Columbia/US 30 Bypass: NE 82nd Avenue to 1-
205 

Kruviuo iiuu-iiuw u;nimuiiuii iruiri ^uiurnuid 
Boulevard/82nd Avenue to US 30 Bypass/1-205 
interchange 2010 

Y 4026 Port/Portland Cascades Parkway Connection Cascades Parkway to Alderwood Road Construct two-lane extension 2010 

Y 4028 Port Airport Way/82nd grade separation 82nd Avenue/Airport Way Construct grade separated overcrossing 2015 

N 4029 Portland PDX ITS Traffic signallzation 

ourmnuni^jduuris iiiiidsuuuiurui uus»u uru j i i i v 
cameras, variable m e s s a g e signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010 

N 4031 Port Airport Way return and Exit Roadways Airport Way 
Keiocaia airpon w a y exii roaaway ana consiruci new 
return roadway 2015 

N 4032 Port 
Mirporx way lerminai entrance roaaway 
relocation PDX terminal 

Keiocaie ana wiaen a i rpon way nonneny ai lOrilllliai 
entrance to maintain access and circulation 2010 

N 4033 Port 
Mirpon way east lOfinincJI access 
roadway PDX east terminal Construct Airport Way eas t terminal access roadway 2015 

Y 4037 Portland/Port 
Lombard-Columbia Connection near 
MLK Jr. Boulevard 

Columbia Boulevard and Lombard Street near 
MLK 

lllipiUVU lUdU LUIIIIUUUuii u e i w o o i i wUIUIIlUld 
Boulevard and Lombard in the vicinity of MLK Jr. 
Boulevard to 11/13th Avenue to facilitate freight 
movement PE only In FC s y s t e m . 2010 

Y 4038 Port 
o ^ n a A v e n u e ; A i a e r w o o a K o a a 
Improvement 82nd Avenue/Alderwood Road Intersection 

uonsuuci new lum lanes, resinpe ana moaiiy iranic 
signal 2010 

N 4039 Port NE 92nd Avenue NE 92nd/Columbia Boulevard/Alderwood Improvement to be defined 2025 

Y 4040 Portland 
47th Avenue Intersection and Roadway 
Improvements at Columbia Boulevard 

VVIUUIl dflU Uldnimil^U inc VyUIUIIIUId DUUIUVdIU lU 
facilitate truck turning movements; add sidewalks and 
bike facilities 2010 

Y 4041 Portland 
uoiumoia Bouievara/rtiaerwooa 
Improvements at Alderwood Road intersection Widen and signalize intersection 2010 

N 4042 Port 
uomiooi Koaa inierseciion 
Improvement Alderwood/Comfoot intersection Add signal, improve tum lanes a t intersection 2010 

* includes ail 2004 ^TP finano aliy constrained system, ail 2006-09 MTIP and locaiiy funded projects. 
• Dales In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 21 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio 1 Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

urainanis no.,,u4-i w i a ; ana u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Opera t ing" 

N 4043 Portland 
oora/rvianna u n v s iniersecuon 
Improvement NE 33rd and Marina Drive 

oignaiize jora/Manna unva iniersecuon lor ireigni 
movement 2015 

Y 4044 Port/Portland Columbla/82nd Avenue Improvements 
uoiumoia oouievara ai ozna Avenua souinoouna 
ramps 

AQQ inrougn lanes on uoiumoia oouievara, a o o ngni 
turn lane and signalize 2010 

Y 4045 Port/Portland 
Mirpon way/ i^zna Avenua 
Improvements Airport Way at 122nd Avenue 

Aaa n s len lum lane, moaiiy iranic signal ana 
reconstruct Island 2010 

N 4046 Portland NE Alderwood BIkeway NE Columbia Boulevard to Alderwood Trail Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2015 

N 4049 Portland NE 82nd Avenue BIkeway Columbia Boulevard to Airport Way Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2010 

N 4050 Portland N/NE Columbia Boulevard BIkeway N Lombard to MLK Boulevard Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2015 

N 4051 Portland NE Comfoot BIkeway NE Alderwood to NE 47th Avenue Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2025 

N 4053 Port 
r 'eaesuian ana Dicyas ncceSS 
Improvements 

r'UA terminal oeiwaen IN. hroniaga Koaa ana me 
terminal building Provide pedestrian and bicycle access to the terminal 2010 

N 4054 Portland Phase 1 and Phase II Swift to Portland Road; Argyle Way to Albina Construct sidewalk and crossing Improvements. 2010 

N 4055 Port 
Minrahs/i^omiooi kq iniersecuon 
Improvement Alrtrans and Comfoot Road Provide channelization, construct new traffic signal 2010 

N 4056 Portland Columbia Boulevard ITS Six signals between N. Burgard and 1-205 

cuiiimunicauuiis iiii iusuuauiu, u u s e u uruun i v 
cameras, variable message signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015 

N 4057 Portland N/NE Marine Drive ITS 
Three signals between N. Portland Road and NE 
185th Avenue 

communicauons iiiirasuuuurH; ciusbu arcuu i v 
cameras, variable m e s s a g e signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010 

N 4058 Portland NE Airport Way ITS 
Three signals between 1-205 and NE 158th 
Avenua 

communicauons iMiiasuuuure; ciusuu circuit i v 
cameras, variable m e s s a g e signs for remote 
monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010 

N 4059 Port 
o^na Avenue r eaesu i an Access 
Improvemenis Airport Way to /VIdenvood Road Provide pedestrian Improvements 2010 

N 4060 Port/Portland Llghtrall station/track realignment PDX terminal 
Keaiign iignt ran tracK into lerminai ouiiaing (incuass 
double tracking) 2015 

Y 4063 ODOT/Portland N. Lombard Improvements 
L o m o a r a Street irom Kivergaie bouievara 
(Purdy) to south of Columbia Slough bridge Widen street to three lanes 2010 

N 4064 Port Marine Drive Improvement, Phase 2 Rail overcrossing Contruct rail overcrossing 2025 

' Includes al 2004 RTP finandally constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locaRy funded projects. 
•* Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Paga 22 0(33 7/28/2005 



Metro Region Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list a s 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

orainanea ivarufliTOWTaniiD 

Project Description 

air t^^U^TObay 
Quality Analysis 

Year Project 
Operating** 

Y 4065 Port/Portland North Lombard Overcrossing South Rivergate 

UUIIbUUUl uvmpdbb IIUIII UUlUIMUId/LUIIIUdlU 
intersection into South Rivergate entrance to 
separate rail and vehicular traffic. Project includes 
motor vehicle lanes, bike lanes, and sidewalks. 2010 

N 4067 Port 
t^oiumoid ruver i^nannei ueepening -
Regional Share 

UBspsn LrOlUIIIUIs Kiver onannei TfOin /\5iori3 lo 
Portland State-wide Issue, project Is outside Metro region 2010 

N 4072 Portland N. Force/BroadacreA/ictory Bikeway N. Marine Drive to N. Denver Signed bikeway connection to 1-5 river crossing 2025 

N 4073 Portland/Metro 
iseiiey roini rarx access i raii/'»u iviiie 
Loop Trail Vicinity of Kelley Point Pari< Construct shared-use path 2010 

N 4076 Various Columbia Slough Greenway Trail Study Kelly Point Park to Blue Lake Park 
uetermine reasiDiiiiy or snarea-use pam or regional 
significance 2010 

N 4082 Port/RR Ramsey Rail Complex South of Columbia Slough bridge Construct six tracks and one mainline track and lead 2010 

N 4084 Port 
tasx airporx reaesman ana oicyciS 
Access Improvements ML Hood Avenue to Marine Drive 

rroviae oicycie ana peaesman connecuon ceiween 
ML Hood Avenue and Marine Drive 2010 

N 4085 Port 
1 erminai area Dicycie ana reaesman 
Improvements Southside of PDX terminal to 82nd Avenue 

rroviae oicycie ana peaesman connecuon oetween 
temiinal and 82nd Avenue south of Airport Way 2015 

N 4086 Port PIC Bike and Pedestrian Improvements Portland International Center 
rroviae cicycie ana peaesman connection oetween 
Alden/vood Road and ML Hood LRT station 2010 

Y 4087 Port 
ueaaoener atreei exiension ana Israas 
Separation to Marine Drive Extend street and construct grade separation 2010 

N 4088 Port/Portland Terminal 4 Driveway Consolidation Lombard Street at Terminal 4 Consolidate two signalized driveways at Terminal 4 2010 

N 5001 TriMet 
1 ransn center ana parK-ana-nas 
upgrades Various locations In subarea 

oonstaict, expana ana/or upgraae transil stations 
and park-and-rides throughout subarea 2004-25 

Y 5007 ODOT Highway 212 Rock Creek to Damascus Construct climbing lanes to 172nd Avenue 2010 

N 5013 ODOT 1-205 Climbing Lanes 
Willamette River to West Linn In Clackamas 
County 

iNuvv OD 1 uiiiiiuiny imm m uiiuyu ^uuiwumi 
Willamette River and 10th Street) - PE/ROW in 
financially constrained system 2025 

Y 5016 ODOT IHIghway 213 Grade Separation Washington Street at Highway 213 

oiuua bupaidiu buuiiiuuuMU niyiiwdy 410 di 
Washington Street and add a northbound lane to 
Highway 213 from Just south of Washington Street to 
the 1-205 on-ramp. 2015 

Y 5017 ODOT Highway 213 Intersection Improvements Abemethy at Highway 213 Intersection Improvements 2015 

' Includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
" Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 23 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio 1 Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Projecl list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A. 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Projecl Location 

urainsnu NO: u4-iu4bA, ana u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating** 

Y 5020 ODOT Highway 213 Improvements Clackamas CC to Leiand Road 

Access management, sidewalks and capacity 
Improvements Including (adding one lane In each 
direction north of Canyon Ridge Drive In FC system) 2015 

Y 5021 ODOT Highway 224 Extension 1-205 lo Highway 212/122nd Avenue 
uonsiruci new lour-iana nignway ana reconsiruci 
Highway 212/122nd Avenue Interchange 2015 

Y 5023 ODOT 
l-205/Highway 213 Interchange 
Improvement 1-205 at Highway 213 

Ku(;uil!>iru(;i SUUUIUUUIIU UlWdinp lu mydWciy 
213 to provide more storage and enhance freeway 
operations and safety 2015 

N 5024 
ODOT/Clackamas 

County Sunrise Projecl Supplemental EIS 1-205 to Rock Creek 

develop and complete the environmental process 
that would determine selected alternative and 
develop phasing recommendations adequate to 
support future ROW acquisition 2010 

N 5025 
u u u i / u a c K a m a s 

County Sunrise Conldor Unit 2 Locatlonal EIS Rock Creok to US 26 
evaluate aunnse oomaor unit ^ a s pan or ine 
Damascus/Boring Concept plan 2010 

N 5026 Metro Portland Traction Co. Shared-Use Trail Milwaukie to Gladstone Planning, PE and construction of multi-use trail 2010 

N 5027 Metro/ODOT 1-205 South Conidor Study- EIS 1-5 to Highway 224 
uonauci bib comaor analysis to siuay long-ierm 
transit and road Improvements 2015 

N 5033 Various Willamette River Greenway Study Sellwood Bridge lo Lake Oswego Study feasibility of conldor 2010 

N 5035 TriMet McLoughlin Boulevard Rapid Bus Milwaukie TC lo Oregon City TC 
uonstruci improvemenis inai ennanca Kapia ous 
service 2015 

N 5037 Mllwaukle/ClackCo Lake Road Improvements 21 St Avenua lo Highway 224 

^uuui ibu uui bu um lu i idi i uw u dvm idi lub di lu 
lanes and add sidewalks, landscaped median, curtss, 
storm drainage and left turn refuges at some 
Intersections 2015 

N 5040 Milwaukie Railroad Avenue Bike/Ped Improvement 37th Avenue to Linwood Road Retrofit bike lanes and sidewalks 2015 

N 5041 Milwaukie 37th Avenue Bike/Ped Improvement Highway 224 lo Harrison Street Retrofit bike lanes and sidewalks 2025 

Y 5045 
UlciCK. 

CoTMilwaukls 
unwooo/Harmony/LaKa Kona 
Improvemenis Linwood/Hamiony/Lake Road intersection 

Aoa iMO ngni lurn lane, aaa c d ngni lum lane, aaa 
WB left turn lane and grade separate UPRR 2015 

N 5048 ODOT 
MCLOugniin oouievara Improvements -
Milwaukie Harrison Street to Kellogg Creek Complete boulevard design Improvements 2010 

N 5052 Milwaukie 17th Avenue Trolley Trail Connector Springwater Conldor to Trolley Trail 
uonstrua siaewaiKs on 1 /in Avenue lo proviae iraii 
connection 2010 

• Indudei al 2004 RTP finandally constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded pro|ects. 
" Dales In bold represent chanoe from 2004 RTP/MTlP conformity analysis. Pag* 24 of 33 7/28/2005 
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urainancd r̂ o. U4- IUAOA, ana U 
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Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operating" 

N 5053 Region Tillamook Branch Trestle Trail Study Milwaukie TC to Lake Oswego TC 

UUIIUUUl mdblUliiiy dLuuy ui cuai-wcdi iiiuiu-ude uciii 
connection across Willamette River in conjunction 
with evaluating bridge as a freight connection and 
possible future commuter rail connection 2010 

N 5059 Milwaukie King Road Boulevard Improvements 42nd Avenue to LInwood Avenue 
Boulevard design, including wider sidewalks, 
bikeway, median treatment and access management 2015 

N 5062 TriMet/Mllwaukls Milwaukie TMA Startup Milwaukie town center area 
impiemems a iransponauon managemeni 
association program with employers 2025 

Y 5066 Clackamas Co. East Sunnyside Road Improvements 122nd Avenue to 172nd Avenue 
vviaen lo nve lanes lo improve saieiy ana 
accessibility to Damascus 2015 

Y 5067 Clackamas Co. 
jonnson uresK uouievaro intercnangs 
Improvements Johnson Creek Boulevard at 1-205 Add loop ramp and NB on-ramp; realign SB off-ramp 2025 

Y 5069 Clackamas Co. Harmony Road Improvements Sunnyside Road to Highway 224 
wiaen lo nve lanes lo improve saieiy ana 
accessibility 2015 

Y 5070 Clackamas Co. Otty Road Improvements 82nd Avenue to 92nd Avenue Widen and add tum lanes 2010 

Y 5071 Clackamas Co. William Otty Road Extension 1-205 frontage road to Valley View Terrace 
txieno William utiy Koaa as iwo-iana coiiecior lo 
improve east-west connectivity 2025 

Y 5072 Clackamas Co. West Monterey Extension 82nd Avenue to Price Fuller Road Two-lane extension to improve east-west connectivity 2015 

Y 5073 Clackamas Co. Monterey Improvements 82nd to new overcrossing of 1-205 Widen to five lanes from 82nd to 1-205 2010 

Y 5074 Clackamas Co. Causey Avenue Extension Causey - over 1-205 to new east frontage road 
bxtena new inree-iane crossing over I-2U3 lo improve 
east-west connectivity 2025 

Y 5076 Clackamas Co. Fuller Road Improvements Johnson Creek Boulevard to Otty Road Widen street and add tum lanes 2010 

Y 5077 Clackamas Co. Summers Lane Extension 122nd Avenue to 142nd Avenue 
iNew inree-iane extension to proviae aitemative e/w 
route to Sunnyside 2025 

Y 5080 Clackamas Co. Fuller Road Improvements Harmony Road to Monroe Street 
wiaen lo inree lanes witn siaewaiKS ana OIKS lanes; 
includes disconnecting auto access to King Road 2025 

Y 5081 Clackamas Co. Boyer Drive Extension 82nd Avenue to Fuller Road New two-lane extension 2025 

N 5082 Clackamas Co. 82nd Avenue Multi-Modal Improvements Clatsop Road to Monterey Avenue 
vviaen to aaa siaewaiKS, iignung, crossings, DIKS 

lanes and traffic signals 2015 

N 5085 Clackamas Co. 
uiacKamas KU DiKe/reaesinan 
Conidors Clackamas RC existing and new developments Provide bike and pedestrian connections In the RC 2025 

N 5086 Clackamas Co. 
o^na avenue oouievara uesign 
Improvements Monterey Avenue to Sunnybrook Street Complete boulevard design Improvements 2010 

' indudes all 2004 RTP finandally constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
** Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. ' Page 25 of 33 7/28/2005 
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oramanss NO: w i w w t ; ana u 
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Operating" 

Y 5087 Clackamas Co. West Sunnybrook Road Extension 82nd Avenue lo Hannony Road 
uonsirua inree-ians extension to proviae aiiemauve 
e/w route lo Sunnyside Road 2025 

N 5089 Clackamas Co. Sunnyside Road BIkeway SE 82nd Avenue lo 1-205 Reslripe lo indude bike lanes 2015 

N 5090 Clackamas Co. Lawn field Road BIkeway SE 82nd Dr. to SE 97th Avenue Widen lo Indude bike lanes 2025 

N 5091 Clackamas Co. Causey Avenue BIkeway 1-205 path to SE Fuller Reslripe lo Indude bike lanes 2015 

N 5092 Clackamas Co. SE 90th Avenue BIkeway SE Causey to SE Monterey Construct bike lanes 2025 

N 5093 Clackamas Co. SE 97th Avenue BIkeway SE Lawnfield lo SE Mather Construct bike lanes 2025 

N 5094 Clackamas Co. CRC Trail Clackamas Regional Park lo Phillips Creek N Clackamas shared-use path 2015 

N 5095 Clackamas Co. Phillips Creek Greenway Trail Causey Avenue lo Ml. Scoll Greenway 
uonuuci leasiDMiiy siuay ana consuuci iraii iuu,uuu 
feasibility study In FC only) 2010 

N 5098 TriMet King Road Frequent Bus Clackamas Regional Center 
I^onsiruci improvemenis mai ennance rrequeni DUS 
service 2015 

N 5099 TriMet Webster Road Frequent Bus Clackamas Regional Center 
uonsiruci improvements inai ennance rrequeni ous 
service 2015 

N 5100 Clackamas Co. Fuller Road Pedestrian Improvements Harmony Road to King Road Improve sidewalks 2010 

N 5101 Clack. C070D0T 
oiacKamas reuosuiaii 
Improvements 

8^na Avenus, aunnysias, bunnyorooK, ivionierey 
and Intersecting streets 

improve siaewaiKS, iignung, crossings, DUS sneiiers 
and benches 2025 

N 5103 Clackamas Co. Clackamas County ITS Plan County-wide 
AQvancea u'ansponauon system managemeni ana 
Inlelllgennt transportation system program 2010 

Y 5106 Clackamas Co. SE 82nd Drive Improvements Highway 212 to Lawnfleld Road Widen lo five lanes to accommodate truck movement 2025 

N 5109 Clackamas Co. 82nd Drive BIcyde Improvements SE Jennifer Street lo Fred Meyer Widen to Indude bike lanes 2015 

N 5110 Clackamas Co. Jennifer Street BIcyde Improvemenis SE 106th lo120lh Avenue Widen lo Indude bike lanes 2010 

N 5117 Clackamas Co. Linwood Road Bike Lanes 
a c ivionrOS biresi ta ot: jonnson ureeK 
Boulevard Widen lo Indude bike lanes 2010 

N 5126 Oregon City South Amlrak Station Phase 2 Oregon City Amlrak Station Improve Amlrak station 2010 

N 5132 Oregon City Main Street Extension Highway 99E lo Main Street Widen lo Indude bike lanes 2010 

Y 5133 Oregon City Washlngton/Abemethy Connection Abemelhy Road lo Washington Street 
construct new two lane minor anenai wiin siaewaiKs 
and bike lanes 2015 

' Includes aO 2004 RTP (Inandslly constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
" Dales In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Paga 26 of 33 7/28/2005 
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urainanM N<s: wiu4bA,-arta u 
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Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Operat ing" 

N 5135 ODOT/ClackCo 
MCLOugniin bouievara improvemenis 
Phase 1 - Oregon City 1-205 to 10th Street Complete boulevard design improvements 2015 

N 5136 Clackamas Co. 7th Street Improvements High Street to Division Streei Complete boulevard design Improvements 2025 

N 5137 Oregon City Washington Street Improvements Abemathy to 5th Street Complete boulevard design Improvements 2015 

N 5138 Oregon City Washington Street Improvements Abemathy to Highway 213 Complete boulevard design Improvements 2025 

N 5142 TriMet Moiiala Avenue Frequent Bus Oregon City to Clackamas Community College 
uonsiruci improvemenis inai ennance r requeni d u s 
service 2015 

N 5143 
uregon i^ayi 
ODOT/TriMet 

uregon oiiy r \u r e a e s u i a n 
Improvements 

ivicLougniin, iviain, wasningion, /in, sin ana 
nelghbortiood streets 

improve SiaewaiKS, iignung, crossings, ous sneiiers 
and benches 2025 

N 5144 Oregon City/ODOT 
uregon oiiy r^o Kiver A c c e s s 

Improvements McLoughlin Boulevard 
improve peaesman access lo me wiiiamene Kiver 
from downtown Oregon City 2025 

N 5149 Oregon City Oregon City Bridge Study Highway 43/7th Street in Oregon City Evaluate long-term capacity of Oregon City bridge 2025 

N 5150 TriMet/Oregon City Oregon City TMA Startup Program Oregon City Regional Center 
impiemenis a iransponauon managemeni 
association program with employers 2025 

N 5152 Oregon City Willamette River Shared-Use Path Clackamette Park and Smurfit Construct shared-use path 2015 

Y 5154 Clackamas Co. 
o e a v e r c r e e K Koaa improvemenis r n a s e 
3 

—'icickiif 1 itila ouiIWIIUMIiy v ^ o i i e g e l o Uioail g r o w i n 

boundary Widen to 4 lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes 2025 

Y 5156 Clackamas Co. 
Beavercreek Road Improvements, 
Phase 1 Highway 213 to Moiaila Avenue 

iiicijui ietiioiieii uos»iyii, wiuoii lu iivt^ 
lanes, improve access management, and provide 
sidewalks and bike lanes to connect multi-family and 
commercial/ employment a reas 2015 

N 5157 Oregon City 
Moiiala Avenue Streetscape 
Improvements 7th Street to Highway 213 (9 segments) 

o u i M i p i u v t s i i i e i i i o , iiiuuuuiy wiuciiiiiy 
sidewalks, sidewalk infill, ADA accessibility, bike 
lanes, reconfigure travel lanes, add bus stop 
amenities, s treetscape 2004-25 

N 5161 TriMet Macadam Frequent Bus .ake Oswego to PCBD 
oonsiruci improvemenis mai ennance r requeni o u s 
service 2015 

N 5165 Lake Oswego Willamette Greenway Path Roehr Park to George Rogers Pari< shared-use path 2015 

N 5169 Lake Oswego Trolley Trestle Repairs Lake Oswego to Portland Repair trestles along rail line 2010 

N 5171 Lake Oswego Transit Station Relocation from 4th Avenue to location TBD Relocate transit station 2025 

N 5172 TBD Lake Oswego Trolley Study 
oiuuy ^Jiicjsuly ui luiuia uuiioy Î UIIINIULCI aciviua 
between Lake Oswego and Portland 

OLuuy piidbiiiy UI luiuiu uuiiuy uuniniuiui bmviuu 
between Lake Oswego and Portland 2010 

' Includes aU 2004 RTP finandaily constrained system, ail 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
•* Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 27 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Region Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 
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Model Input? 

RTP 
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urainanca NO. W-IUASA, ana u 

Project Description 

Quality Analysis 
Year Project 
Opera t ing" 

Y 5199 ODOT 1-205 Auxiliary Lanes 1-5 to Stafford Road 
Aoa auxiliary lanes a s p a n or pavement preservauon 
project 2010 

Y 5204 Clackamas Co. Stafford Road Stafford Road/Rosemont intersection Realign Intersection, add signal and right turn lanes 2010 

N 5207 
Clack. CoiHappy 

Valley/NCPRD Mt. Scott Creek Trail Sunnyside Road to Mt. Talbert 

ruasiDiiiiy siuuy anu ixinsiruoiuii ui uiiuuiuussiny ui 
Sunnyside Road to ML Talbert (feasibility study of 
$100,000 in FC only) 2025 

Y 5209 Clackamas Co. 122nd/129th Improvements Sunnyside Road to King Road Widen to three lanes, smooth curves 2025 

N 5211 Happy Valley 
Bcott uresK Lans peass inan 
Improvements SE 129th Avenue to Mountain Gate Road Construct pedestrian path and bridge crossing 2010 

Y 6000 WashCo/TriMet Beaverton-Wilsonville Commuter Rail Wilsonville to Beaverton 
fean-nour service oniy wixn ou-minuia rrequency in 
existing rail conldor 2010 

N 6004 ODOT I-5/99W Connector Corridor Study 1-5 to 99W 
uonauci siuay ana compieia environmemai aesign 
work for 1-5 to 99W Connector. (See Project 6141) 2010 

Y 6011 ODOT/TIgard 
nignway i t i uvercrosSing • k^ascaca 
Plaza Nimbus to Locust 

r rovias a new conneaion irom iNimcuS to 
Washington Square south of Scholls Feny Road 2025 

Y 6015 TIgard/WashCo Greenburg Road Improvements, North Hall Boulevard to Washington Square Road Widen to five lanes with bikeways and sidewalks 2010 

Y 6016 Tigard/WashCo Greenburg Road Improvements, South Shady Lane to North Dakota Widen to five lanes with bikeways and sidewalks 2010 

Y 6018 Washington Co. 
acnoiis rerry/Mijen imersecuon 
Improvement Scholls Ferry Road/Allen Boulevard intersection Realign intersection 2015 

N 6019 Washington Co. Oak Street Improvements Hall Boulevard to 80th Avenue Signal Improvement, bikeway and sidewalks 2010 

N 6020 Tualatin Hills PRD Beaverton Powerilne Shared-Use Trail Scholls Ferry Road to Tualatin River Greenway Plan, design and construct multi-use path 2010 

Y 6025 Washington Co. Scholls Ferry Road TSM Improvements Highway 217 to 125th Avenue 

irTipiuriiuni upprupnaiu i o m suHiuyius sucii us siyiiui 
interconnects, signal re-timing and channelization to 
improve traffic flows 2010 

N 6026 TrlMet/WashCo 
Washington bcjuara negiunai uenier 
TMA Startup Program Washington Square Regional Center 

implements a u'ansponauon managemeni 
association program with employers 2010 

N 6029 TriMet Hall/Kruse Frequent Bus TIgard-Lake Oswego-Kruse Way 
uonsiaici improvemenis inai ennanca r requen i d u s 
service 2015 

Y 6034 Tigard Walnut Street Improvements, Phase 3 135th Avenue to 121st Avenue Widen to three lanes with bikeways and sidewalks 2015 

Y 6035 Tigard Gaarde Street Improvements 110th Avenue to Walnut Street Widen to three lanes with bikeways and sidewalks 2010 

Y 6040 Tigard 72nd Avenue Improvements 99W to Hunzlker Road Widen to five lanes 2010 

* Indudet all 2004 RTP finandally constrained system, all 2000-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
" Dates In bold represenl change from 2004 RTP/MTIP confomilty analysis. Pag* 28 of 33 7/28/2005 
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"URAFFLSRIM Mo. U4-^U4BA, , ARTA U 
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Y 6041 Tigard 72nd Avenue Improvements Hunziker Road to Bonita Road Widen to five lanes 2015 

Y 6042 Tigard 72nd Avenue Improvements Bonlta Road to Durham Road Widen to five lanes with bikeways and sidewalks 2015 

Y 6045 Tigard Dartmouth Street Improvements 72nd Avenue to 68th Avenue Widen to four lanes with turn lanes 2015 

N 6056 ODOT 
mgnway »»vv/naii oouievara 
Intersection Improvements ggW/Hall Boulevard Add tum signals and modify signal 2015 

N 6057 Tigard 
vvasningion squre r^egionai center 
Greenbelt Shared Use Path Hall Boulevard to Highway 217 Complete shared-use path construction 2015 

N 6064 TriMet Hall Boulevard Frequent Bus Tualatin-Hall-TV Highway 
uonsiruci improvemenis inai ennance rrequeni ous 
service 2015 

Y 6065 Tualatin Hemfian Road Improvements Tualatin Road to Cipole Road 
vviaen lo inree lanes inciuaing oiKe lanes ana 
sidewalks 2010 

Y 6066 ODOT/Tualatin 
1-0 miercnange improvement - r^yoerg 
Road Nyberg Road/1-5 interchange. Widen Nyberg Road/1-5 Interchange 2010 

N 6070 ODOT/WashCo Lower Boones Feny Boones to Bridgeport Sidewalk, bikeway, interconnect signals 2010 

Y 6071 Washington Co. Tualatin-Sherwood Road Improvements 99W to Teton Avenue 
vviaen lo nve lanes w i i n OIKS lanes ana s i a e w a i K s ; 

intertle signals at Oregon and Cipole streets 2015 

Y 6073 Tualatin 124th Avenue Improvements Myslony Street to Tualatin-Sherwood Road 
uonsiruci new o lane anenai wiin ciKsways ana 
sidewalks 2015 

Y 6076 Tualatin Myslony/112th Connection Myslony to Tualatin-Sherwood Rd. @ Avery Extend 3 lane road with sidewalks and bike lanes 2010 

N 6079 
vvasnuo/1 uaiaun/ 

ODOT Tualatin TC Pedestrian Improvements 
Nyoerg, boones rerry, i uaiaun, i uaiaun-
Sherwood, Sagert and nelghbortiood streets 

improve s i a e w a i K s , iignung, crossings, DUS sneiiers 
and benches 2010 

N 6080 Tualatin/Durham Tualatin River Pedestrian Bridge Durtiam City Pari< to Tualatin Community Pari< 

o u i i b i i u u i u u M u i u v m u u p u u u & u m n / u i N u p u u i u i i 

railroad trestle across Tualatin River to Tualatin tovm 
center 2010 

N 6081 WashCo/Tualatin 
iNyoerg rioaa reaesman ana biK0 
Improvements 65th Avenue to 1-5 Complete sidewalks and bike facilities 2010 

N 6083 TriMet yWashCo Tualatin Town Center TMA Startup Tualatin Town Center 
impiemenis a iransponauon managemeni 
association program with employers 2010 

Y 6086 Wilsonville Kinsman Road Extension Kinsman Road to Boeckman Road Two-lane extension 2010 

Y 6088 WilsonTWashCo Eiilgsen Road Improvements Canyon Creek to Pariway Center Improve Eiilgsen Road to 5 lanes 2015 

Y 6090 Wilsonville Boeckman Road Extension - West Boeckman Road to Tooze Road Extend 3 lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes 2015 

* Indudes all 2004 RTP finandally constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locaiiy funded projects. 
" Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP confomiity analysis. Page 29 of 33 7/28/2005 
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•• urainansa wa. u4-iu45a, ana u 
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Y 6093 Wilsonville Barber Street Extension Barber Street al Kinsman Road Extend Barber Street a s 3 lanes lo 110lh 2015 

N 6105 Wilsonville 
1 own center Loop tiiKe ana peaesinan 
Improvements Pariway lo Wilsonville Road Retrofit street lo add bike lanes and sidewalks 2015 

N 6109 Washington Co. Beef Bend/175lh Avenue Realignment Beef Bend al 175lh Avenue 
rteaiign inierseaion lo eiiminaie onsei oi oean oena 
road with 175th Avenue 2025 

Y 6119 
wasningion 

CoTBeaverlon Teal Boulevard Extension Ban-ows Road lo Scholls Ferry Road 
i^ONSIAICI ^-idob axiension wiin siaewaiKs ana DIKS 

lanes lo town center loop and Barrows Road 2010 

Y 6121 
Beaverlon/WashCo 

/Tigard Murray Boulevard Extension 
Scholls Ferry Road lo Bantjvw Road al Walnut 
Street 

Construct 2-lane roadway and bridge, additional turn 
lanes at Intersections, bike lanes, and sidewalks 2010 

Y 6122 Beaverton Davles Road Connection Scholls Ferry Road to Barrows Road Three lane connection with bikeways and sidewalks 2015 

Y 6127 Lake Oswego Boones Ferry Road Improvements - Knjse Way to Washington Court 

Widen to five lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes; 
Boones Feny Corridor Slugy completed In 2000 with 
Lake Grove Town Center study wori< continuing In 
2003/04 funded by City. Project will be broken into 
three phases; upper, middle and lower. 2015 

N 6129 Clackamas Co. Bangy Road Intersection Improvements Bangy Road/Bonlta Road Intersection Add traffic signal and lum lanes 2015 

N 6130 Clackamas Co. Bangy Road Intersection Improvements Bangy Road/Meadows Road Intersection Add traffic signal and lum lanes 2015 

N 6131 Lake Oswego Willamette River Greenway Roehr Park to Tryon Creek shared-use path 2015 

N 6135 Clackamas Co. Boones Ferry Road Bike Lanes Kruse Way to Multnomah County line Construct bike lanes 2010 

N 6138 ODOT/Wllsonville 
vviisonviiie Koaa;i-o iniercnange 
Improvemenis (Phase 1 and 2) Town Center Loop to Boones Ferry Road ramps 

consuuci ramp improvemenis ^r'c ana r^uvv oniy in 
financially constrained system) 2010 

Y 6141 ODOT/WashCo I-5/99W Connector Phase 1 Arterial 1-5 to 99W 

Muquiiu riym-ui-wdy uiiu ujiibuuui imw uiimidi uadou 
on recommendations from I-5/99W Arterial 
connection study that protects through traffic 
movements between these highways. 2015 

Y 6142 Durtiam Upper Boones Ferry Road Improvement Durtiam Road to Tualatin River Widen lo 3 lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes 2010 

N 7000 Clackamas Co. 172nd Avenua Improvemenis Foster Road to Highway 212 Widen to five lanes 2025 

Y 7001 Clackamas Co. Sunnyside Road Improvements 172nd Avenue to Highway 212 
wiaen lo live lanes in prereneo/J lanes in siraiegic 
and constrained 2015 

' Includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
~ Dales In bold represenl change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Pig* 30 of 33 7/28/2005 
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ui'aminid im6. u4-i wbA. ana u 
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ain^^R^luAHibBy 
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Operating*' 

Y 7006 Portland SE Foster Improvements SE 122nd Avenue to Jenne Road 

SE Barbara Welch Road. Widen and detemiins the 
appropriate cross section of Foster Road from S E 
Barbara Welch Road to Jenne Road by completing 
P h a s e 2 of the Powell Boulevard/Foster Road 
Corridor Study In order to meet roadway, transit 
pedestrian and bike needs 2015 

Y 7007 Portland/Gresham SE 174th North/South Improvements SE Foster to Powell Boulevard 

Boulevard/Foster Road Com'dor Study (#1228), 
constnjct a new north-south capacity improvement 
project in the vicinity of S E 174th Avenue/Jenne 
Road between SE Powell Boulevard and Giese Road 
in Pleasant Valley. This replaces former project 7007 
which widened Jenne Road to three lanes from 
Powell Boulevard to Foster Road 2015 

N 7009 Clackamas Co. SE 145th/147th Bike Lanes SE Clatsop to SE Monner Widen to construct bike lanes 2015 

N 7010 Clackamas Co. SE 162nd Avenue Bike Lanes SE Monner to SE Sunnyside Widen to constnjct bike lanes 2025 

N 7011 Clackamas Co. SE Monner Bike Lanes SE 147th to 162nd Avenue Widen to constnjct bike lanes 2025 

Y 7019 Clackamas Co. 242nd Avenue Improvements Multnomah County line to Highway 212 Reconstruct and widen to three lanes 2025 

N 7022 TriMet Sunnyside Road Frequent bus Clackamas TC to Damascus TC Constnjct improvements that enhance Frequent bus s 2015 

Y 7034 Gresham/Mult Co Foster Road Extension New north extension of Foster Road 2015 

Y 7035 Gresham/MulL Co Giese Road Extension Giese Road to Foster Road New extension of Giese Road to Foster Road 2025 

Y 7036 Gresham/Mult Co 190th Avenue Improvements Butler Road to city limits Widen to five lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes 2025 

Y 7037 Gresham/Mult Co 172nd Avenue Improvements Giese Road to Butler Road 
upgraae siresi lo uruan s ianaaras wiin siaewams 
and bike lanes 2025 

N 7038 Gresham/Mult Co 172nd Avenue Improvements Bulter Road to Cheldelin Road 
upg raae sireei lo uroan s ianaaras wiin siaewams 
and bike lanes 2025 

N 7039 Gresham/Mult Co Giese Road Improvements 172nd Avenue to 182nd Avenue 
upg raae sireei lo uroan s ianaaras wiin siaewams 
and bike lanes 2025 

N 7040 Gresham/Mult Co Giese Road Improvements 182nd Avenue to 190th Avenue 
upg raae sireei lo uroan s ianaaras wiin siaewams 
and bike lanes 2025 

Y 7041 Gresham/Mult Co Foster Road bridge Foster Road Constnjct bridge crossing 2025 

' Includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
" Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 31 of 33 7/28/2005 
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urainanca NK IM-IIMIA; ana u 
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Y 7042 Gresham/Mult. Co Glese Road Extension bridge Glese Road Construct bridge crossing 2025 

Y 7043 Gresham/Mult Co Butler Road Bridge Bulter Road Construct bridge crossing 2025 

N 8000 Metro 
uicyos 1 ravel uemana horecasung 
Model Region-wide 

ueveiop regional Dicycie u'avei aemana lorecasung 
model 2010 

N 8001 Metro 
uiKS bateiy, tauc.& tncouragemeni 
Pilot Project Region-wide Encourage bicyclist, pedestrian and motorist safety 2010 

N 8002 Metro Expand "Bike Central" Program Selected Regional Centers and Town Centers 
rroviaa snower, locKer ana siorage raciiiues ror DIKS 

commuters 2015 

N 8003 Metro 
LKi btanon Area "t-rea biKa* Kiiot 
Project LRT Station Areas throughout the region Administer free bika program in station areas 2025 

N 8004 TriMet LRT and Transit Station Bike Paridng Selected LRT Station Areas and transit centers Administer and maintain bicycle lockers 2015 

N 8005 Metro Regional TOD Projects Region-wide 
nexiDie runaing program lo leverage u'ansn-oneniea 
development 2004-25 

N 8007 ODOT 

KuuusuiaiUDicytau iiiipiuvuiimnts lu 
ODOT Preservation/Maintenance 
Projects Various locations in region 

iriipiUnitiMl UlWyUlU tilIU pUUtibllltill UrUIdnuUMitilUS dSi 
part of preservation and maintenance projects on 
ODOT facilities 2004-25 

N 8025 TriMet/SMART Transit Center Upgrades Region-wide 
Naw or improvsa transit centers at various locations 
In the region 2004-25 

N 8028 TriMet Vehicle Purchases 1.5% per year expansion Vehicle purchases to provide for expanded service 2004-25 

N 8032 TriMet/SMART Bus Operating Facilities Region-wide Bus operating facilities 2004-25 

N 8035 TriMet/SMART Frequent/Rapid Bus Improvements Baseline Networi< 
1 ransii siaiions, improvea passenger ameniues, DUS 
priority and reliability Improvements 2025 

N 8038 TriMet Tri-Met Parit and Ride Lots Baseline Networi< 
KarK-ano-noe Taciiities to serve DUS ana iignt ran 
stops and stations 2004-25 

N 8042 SMART SMART Park and Ride Lots SMART district 
parK-ana-nas Taciimes to serve DUS ana commuter 
rail station 2004-25 

N 8043 TriMeVSMART Bus Stop Improvements Region-wide Bus stop Improvements region-wide 2004-25 

N 8046 TriMet/SMART Bus Priority Treatments Region-wide Bus Priority Treatments 2025 

N 8049 TriMet 
Priority Pedestrian Access to Transit 
Improvements Region-wide 

uuMsuuci iiiipiuvuiMUiiui uiai uiiimiicu pyuusuiaii 
access to transit - sidewalks, crosswalks, ADA 
Improvements 2004-25 

* Indudet all 2004 RTP finandally constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
" Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Pag* 32 of 33 7/28/2005 



Metro Regio ri Transportation Proiect List 2004 RTP Project list as 
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A, 

Travel Forecast 
Model Input? 

RTP 
Number Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 

urainandfi n4. u4-i u4bA, ana u 

Project Description 

ainje^iffefJArtibay 
Quality Analysis 

Year Project 
Operating" 

N 8050 Metro/SMART SMART TDM Program SMART district 

r\Bgiuiiai uiiipiuytil uuuoaui, umisiliiidmuuiiy, 
vanpool and carpool, station cars and car sharing 
programs 2004-25 

N 8052 Metro/TriMet Regional Travel Options TDM Program Financially Constrained 

Ksgionai empioyei uuuuaui, uatisii marKUung, 
vanpool and carpool, station cars and car sharing 
programs 2004-25 

N 8053 Metro/TriMet Region 2040 Initiatives Region-wide 
impiemeniaiion oi innovaiive iransponauon soiuuons 
In locations with high regional significance 2004-25 

N 8054 Metro/DEQ ECO Clearinghouse Region-wide 
oonunue provision oi c u u iriioriiiaiion cieanngnouse 
services 2004-25 

N 8055 Metro/TriMet 
1 ransponauon Managemeni 
Associations Innovative Programs Region-wide 

impiemeniation oi innovative iransponauon soiuuons 
In locations v\rfth high regional significance 2004-25 

N 8056 Metro/TriMet 
Future Transportation Management 
/Associations Start-Up and Sustalnabiiity Region-wide 

Future implementation and sustalnabiiity of TMA's 
with employers 2004-25 

N 8057 TriMet LIFT Vehicle Purchases Region-wide 4 percent per year expansion 2010 

N 8058 TriMet Ride Connection Vehicle Purchases Region-wide Purchase five vehicles per year 2010 

' Includes aH 2004 RTP financially constrained system, ail 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects. 
Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP confonm'ity analysis. Page 33 of 33 7/28/2005 
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T r a n s p o r t a t i o n E q u i t y Act f o r the 21 s t C e n t u r y 
P l a n n i n g F a c t o r s a n d t h e 2006-09 M T I P 

The Transportation Efficiency Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21) requires MPO's to 
describe how their activities address seven planning factors identified in the plan. The 
MTIP is one of the MPO activities that need to describe how those factors are addressed. 
The TEA-21 planning factors are: 

• Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling 
global competitiveness, productivity and efficiency; 

• Increase the safety and security of the transportation system for motorized and 
non-motorized users; 

• Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and for freight; 
• Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation and improve 

quality of life; 
• Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and 

between modes, for people and freight; 
• Promote efficient management and operations; and 

Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 

Following is a description of the how this MTIP addresses the TEA-21 planning factors. 

1. Suppor t the economic vitality of the metropoli tan area , especially by 
enabling global competitiveness, productivity and efficiency. 

All Transportation Priorities projects are evaluated on their impact on 
economic development in the primary 2040 land use areas of centers, 
industrial areas and inter-modal facilities. 

Special category for freight improvements calls out the unique importance for 
these projects. 

All freight projects evaluated on their impact on industrial jobs and businesses 
in the "traded sector." 

The OTIA program of state funding reserved $100 million state wide for 
projects that supported economic development and job creation, of which $44 
million was awarded to projects in the Metro area programmed in this MTIP. 

The OTIA program also awarded an additional $400 million statewide to 
supplement traditional funding of capacity projects that were prioritized by 
how the projects supported Oregon Highway Plan policies, including 



implementation of the state highway freight system and improvements to the 
efficiency of freight movement. 

2. Increase the safety and security of the transportation system for motorized 
and non-motorized users. 

• All Transportation Priorities projects evaluated on safety criteria, accounting 
for 20 of a possible 100 points in the technical evaluation. 

• Road modernization and reconstruction projects are scored according to 
relative accident incidence. 

• All Transportation Priorities projects must be consistent with regional street 
design guidelines that provide safe designs for all modes of travel. 

• ODOT has programmed more than $23.6 million of funding of projects in the 
Metro area in the Safety program, prioritized specifically by safety 
considerations. 

3. Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and for 
freight. 

• Measurable increases in accessibility to priority land use elements of the 
2040-growth concept is a criterion for all Transportation Priorities projects. 

• The Transportation Priorities program places a heavy emphasis on non-auto 
modes in an effort to improve multi-modal accessibility in the region. 

• Funding of highway capacity projects were prioritized by how the projects 
supported Oregon Highway Plan policies, including implementation of the 
state highway freight system and improvements to the efficiency of freight 
movement. 

4. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation and 
improve quality of life. 

• The MTIP conforms to the Clean Air Act. 

• The MTIP focuses on allocating funds for clean air (CMAQ), livability 
(Transportation Enhancement) and multi- and aitemative - modes (STIP). 

• Bridge projects in lieu of culverts have been fimded through the MTIP to 
enhance endangered salmon and steelhead passage. 

• "Green Street" demonstration projects fimded to employ new practices for 
mitigating the effects of storm water runoff. 



• All road projects scored on their commitment to planting street tree species 
that are high performers for storm water interception and summer energy 
conservation. 

• ODOT implements a $3 million state wide culvert restoration program 
statewide to prioritize projects to remove culvert barriers to fish passage on 
state highway facilities, some of which is implemented in the Metro area. 

Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across 
and between modes, for people and freight. 

• Projects funded through the Transportation Priorities process must be 
consistent with regional street design guidelines that integrate minimum 
acceptable facilities for all modes of travel. 

• The Transportation Priorities process funds categories of projects such as 
Boulevards and Pedestrian improvements that integrate multi-modal facilities 
in the public right-of-way where they do not exist or are substandard. 

• Freight improvements are evaluated according to potential conflicts with other 
modes and their impact on coimecting industrial areas with the regional 
freight network and inter-modal facilities. 

Promote efficient management and operations. 

• Transportation Priorities projects are scored according to relative cost 
effectiveness (measured as a factor of total project cost compared to 
measurable project benefits). 

• TDM projects are solicited in a special category to promote improvements or 
programs that reduce SOV pressure on congested corridors. 

• TSM/ITS projects are funded through the MTIP. 

Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 

• Reconstruction projects that provide long-term maintenance are identified as a 
fimding priority. 

• ODOT has prioritized funding of preservation and efficient operation of the 
existing transportation system, minimizing capacity investment to minimum 
allowed by state law. 
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Metro Staff Contacts 

Bicycle projects 
Bill Ba rbe r 
503-797-1758 
barberb(®metro.dst.or.us 

Boulevard projects 
Kim Ellis 
503-797-1617 
ellisk@metro.dst.or.us 

Freight projects 
John Gray 
503-797-1730 
aravi(®metro.dst.or.us 

Green Street projects 
Kelley Webb 
503-797-1894 
webbk(5)metro.dst.or.us 

Pedestrian projects 
Kim Ellis 
503-797-1617 
elliskOmetro.dst.or.us 

Roadway Capacity or 
Reconstruction projects 

Tom Kloster 
503-797-1832 
klostertOmetro.dst.or.us 

Regional Transportation 
Options projects 

Bill Ba rbe r 
503-797-1758 
barberb(a)metro.dst.or.us 

Transit Oriented Development 
projects 

Marc Guichard 
503-797-1944 
auichardm(5)metro.dst.or.us 

Transit projects 
Ted Leybold 
503-797-1759 
Ievboldt(a)metro.dst.or.us 

2006-09 Program Schedule 

April 2004 Project solicitation begins 
Applications released April 9, 2004 

July 2004 Project applications due June 30,2004 

August 2004 Technical rankings and draft environmental justice analysis released 
Public hearings held 

September 2004 Initial recommendation for public discussion (list of projects and 
programs with costs totaling more than available funds) 

October/November 2004 Public hearings held 

January 2005 Release recommended list of projects and programs funded with 
available revenues 

February 2005 Public hearing held 
Adoption of Transportation Priorities 2006-09 funding allocation 

July 2005 Full MTIP adoption with air quality conformity determination 

October 2005 Obligation of FY 2006 funding begins 

mailto:ellisk@metro.dst.or.us


Introduction A summary of the Transportation Priorities 2006-09 program and 
application materials for regional flexible funds for the years 2008 and 
2009 is included in this solicitation packet. Electronic copies of this packet 
are also available on Metro's website at www.metro-region.org/ 

The Transportation Priorities program is the regional process to identify 
which transportation projects and programs will receive these regional 
flexible funds. Metro anticipates allocating approximately $57.75 million of 
Surface Transportation Program (STP) and Congestion Mitigation / Air 
Quality (CMAQ) grant funds. 

Applications are due to Ted Leybold by 5:00 pm on Wednesday, 
June 30^, 2004. 

Summary of 
Transportation 

Spending 

Approximately $630 million is spent on transportation in the Metro region 
each year. This includes spending on maintenance and operation of the 
existing road and transit system, construction of new facilities to meet 
growing demand for additional capacity and service and programs to 
manage or reduce demand for new facilities. The following figure 
demonstrates how transportation funds are spent in this region. 

Annual Regional Transportation Spending 
$ 6 3 0 million 

Regional Flex 
Funds 

4V. 
Capital 

Projects 
25% 

Road, 
Highway, 

Bridge 
Maintenance 

36% 

Transit 
Operat ions 

35% 

These funds have been supplemented by one-time revenues from the 
Oregon Transportation Investment Acts that will provide $192 in highway 
and bridge funds, $22 million in road capacity funds and an as yet to be 
defined portion of $500 million statewide for highway, road and bridge 
projects. 

Regional flexible funds represent $29 million of the annual spending, or 
approximately 4 percent of the total amount of money spent on 
transportation in this region. These funds receive a relatively high degree 
of attention and scrutiny, because unlike most sources of transportation 
revenue that are limited to specific purposes, regional flexible funds may 
be spent on a wide variety of transportation projects or programs. 

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program 
Project Solicitation Packet April 9 .2004 
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Policy Guidance In July 2003, the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation 
(JPACT) and the Metro Council adopted new policy direction for the 
allocation of regional flexible funds. This policy was updated in March 
2004 by Metro Resolution 04-3431 in preparation for the 2006-09 
allocation process. In determining the new program policy, JPACT and 
the Metro Council reviewed the percentage of total regional spending that 
these funds represent, the wide range of transportation projects eligible to 
use these funds and the 2040 policies to link transportation investments 
to land use and economic goals. 

The primary policy objective for the Transportation Priorities 2006-09 
program is to leverage economic development in priority 2040 land-use 
areas through investments that support: 

2040 Tier I and II mixed-use areas (central city, regional centers, town 
centers, main streets and station communities) 

2040 Tier I and II industrial areas (regionally significant industrial areas 
and industrial areas), and 

2040 Tier I and II mixed-use and industrial areas within UGB expansion 
areas with completed concept plans 

Other policy objectives include: 

• emphasize modes that do not have other sources of revenue 

complete gaps in modal systems 

• develop a multi-modal transportation system with a strong emphasis 
on funding bicycle, boulevard, freight, green street demonstration, 
pedestrian, regional transportation options, transit oriented 
development and transit projects and programs 

meet the average annual requirements of the State Implementation 
Plan for air quality for the provision of pedestrian and bicycle facilities 

The Transportation Priorities 2006-09 program will address this policy 
guidance in two ways. First, the program provides a financial incentive to 
nominate projects that leverage economic development in priority 2040 
land-use areas. Projects that meet this threshold will be eligible for up to a 
full regional match of 89.73 percent. Other transportation projects that 
may have systemic transportation merit but do not meet the priority 2040 
land-use threshold will only be eligible for up to 70 percent regional match 
(see page 11 for further explanation of regional match eligibility). 

The second means by which the program will address the policy guidance 
is through the technical evaluation and ranking criteria. Forty points out of 
the possible 100 points technical evaluation score is dedicated to 
evaluation of the development of the land uses served by the candidate 
transportation project or program. 

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program 
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Transportation 
Priorities 2006-09 

program and regional 
flexible funding 

The amount of regional flexible funds available to be allocated is 
detemiined through the Congressional authorization and appropriation 
process. Funds are estimated to be available based on an authorization 
bill, currently named the Transportation Efficiency Act for the 21s , Century 
(or TEA-21), which grants spending authority for a six-year period. This 
authorization bill has been temporarily extended pending further action on 
a new authorization bill. 

Regional flexible funds are derived from two components of federal 
transportation authorization and appropriations process; the Surface 
Transportation Program (STP) and the Congestion Management / Air 
Quality (CMAQ) program. Approximately $57.75 million dollars is 
expected to be available to the Portland metropolitan region from these 
two grant programs during the years 2008 and 2009. Of this amount, $16 
million has been previously committed to development of light rail in the I-
205 conidor, the Beaverton-Wilsonville commuter rail project and 
development of the South Waterfront area in Portland. The Transportation 
Priorities program is the regional process to review this previous 
commitment and to identify which transportation projects and programs 
will receive the remaining $41.75 million available. 

Adjustments to the previous allocation of these funds for the years 2006 
and 2007 will also be made a s necessitated by delays in project 
readiness or special appropriations affecting those years. 

Type of funding 
available 

As mentioned, regional flexible funds come from two sources; Surface 
Transportation Program (STP) and Congestion Mitigation / Air Quality 
(CMAQ) funding programs. Each program's funding comes with unique 
restrictions. 

Surface Transportation Program f u n d s may be used for virtually any 
transportation project or program except for construction of local streets. 
STP grant funds represent approximately $35.25 million of the 
approximately $57.75 million available. 

Congestion Mitigation / Air Quality program f u n d s cannot be used for 
construction of new lanes for automobile travel. Additionally, projects that 
use these funds must demonstrate that some improvement of air quality 
will result from building or operating the project or program. CMAQ grant 
funds represent approximately $22.5 million of the approximately $57.75 
million available. 

As in previous allocations, the region expects to select a variety of 
projects so that funding conditions may be met by assigning projects to 
appropriate funding sources after the selection of candidate projects. 
Applicants do not need to identify from which program they wish to 
receive funding. 

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program 
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Eligible applicants 
and project cost limits 

Project applications may be submitted on behalf of eligible sponsors by; 
Metro, Tri-Met, SMART, Oregon DEQ, ODOT. Washington County and its 
cities, Clacl<amas County and its cities, Multnomah County and its 
eastern county cities. City of Portland, Port of Portland, and Parks and 
Recreation Districts. 

Washington County and its cities, Clackamas County and its cities, 
Multnomah County and its eastem cities, and the City of Portland will be 
assigned a target for the maximum amount of project costs that may be 
submitted for funding consideration. These jurisdictions shall work 
through their transportation coordinating committees to determine which 
projects will be submitted based on the target amount. To ensure a range 
of projects eligible for CMAQ funding from across the region, local 
transportation coordinating committees may only submit road capacity, 
reconstruction and bridge projects that total in project cost no more than 
60% of their target maximum cost for all project submissions. 

Table 1. Local Agency Application Cost Maximums 

Coordinating 
Committee 

Percent of 
IVIetro 

Population 
(year 2002) 

Total Cost 
Maximum for 

Applications 
($ millions) 

Total Cost 
" Maximum for 
Road Capacity, 
Reconstruction 

and Bridge 
Applications 
(60% of total) 

City and Port of 
Portland 

39.6% $33.1 $19.8 

Clackamas 
County and its 
cities 

18.1% $15.1 $9.1 

East 
Multnomah 
County and its 
cities 

9.6% $8.0 $4.8 

Washington 
County and its 
cities 

32.7% $27.3 $16.4 

Percent o f Metro population * $41.75 m * 2 

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program 
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Eligible projects 136 eligible for regional flexible funds, projects must be a part of the 
2004 Regional Transportation Plan's financially constrained system. To 
make a project not currently on the financially constrained list eligible for 
allocation of regional funds during this allocation process, JPACT and the 
Metro Council would need to approve a proposed amendment to the 
financially constrained project list. 

To be eligible for consideration for regional flexible funding in this 
allocation process, JPACT and the Metro Council may consider awarding 
funding to a project and amending the financially constrained system 
under the following general condition: 

• A jurisdiction may petition JPACT and the Metro Council to 
exchange a project that is currently in a publicly adopted plan for 
a project(s) currently in the RTP financially constrained network 
of similar cost (+ or - 1 0 % ) . The project must be detemiined 
"exempt" from air quality impacts. 

For further information regarding the RTP financially constrained network 
project list or the determination of air quality impact exempt status, please 
contact Ted Leybold at 503-797-1759. 

Application for freeway interchange projects and preliminary engineering 
of projects for addition of new freeway lanes are eligible. Projects to 
acquire right-of-way or to construct new freeway capacity are not eligible. 

Application for funding of regional transportation related programs such 
as planning, regional transportation options and transit-oriented 
development are eligible. 

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program 
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Preliminary screening "I • Project design must be consistent with regional street design 
criteria guidelines for its designated design classification. Vehicle facility 

design classifications may be found in Chapter 1 of the Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP). Regional street design guidelines may be 
found in Metro's Creating Livable Streets handbook. Green street 
design alternatives consistent with the design guidelines of the 
Creating Livable Streets handbook may be found in Metro's Green 
Streets: Innovative Solutions for Stormwater and Stream Crossings 
handbook. If you have any questions regarding classification of a 
candidate facility, contact Tom Kloster at 503-797-1832. 

2. Project design must be consistent with regional functional 
classification system described in the 2000 RTP. Chapter 1 of the 
RTP contains maps designating the motor vehicle, transit, freight, 
pedestrian, and bike systems. Projects that are proposed on facilities 
identified on these systems maps must be consistent with the 
associated system functions. 

3. Candidate projects must be included in the Financially Constrained 
system of the 2004 RTP or otherwise eligible for consideration to 
amendment of the Financially Constrained system, consistent with 
the process described in the above section "Eligible Projects." 

4. The total cost of submitted projects must be consistent with 
established cost targets for each coordinating committee: Clackamas 
County and cities. East Multnomah County and cities. City and Port 
of Portland, Washington County and cities. 

5. The applicant jurisdiction is in compliance with the Metro functional 
plan or has received an extension to complete compliance planning 
activities. If the applicant jurisdiction is not in compliance or has not 
received an extension, it must provide documentation of good faith 
effort in making progress toward accomplishment of its compliance 
work program. The work program documentation must be approved 
by the goveming body of the applicant jurisdiction at a meeting open 
to the public and submitted to Metro prior to the release of the draft 
technical evaluation of project applications by Metro staff. 

6. Statement that the project is deliverable within the funding time 
frame and brief summary of anticipated project development 
schedule. 

7. Projects of any amount, up to jurisdictional cost targets, may be 
submitted. Projects costing less than $200,000 are not encouraged 
because administrative costs of bringing a project to bid would be 
relatively high. Refinement of project definition or scope may be 
encouraged during the preliminary stage for small projects. 

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program 
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Public involvement Projects must meet Metro's requirements for public involvement. Projects 
must be identified in a plan that meets the standards identified in the 
Metro* Local Public Involvement Checklist (see page 33 of this packet). 

Furthermore, any public agency nominating a project must have its 
governing body identify that project(s) or program, in a meeting open to 
the public, a s their priority for application of regional flexible funds. 
Documentation of such action must be received by Metro staff prior to the 
release of a technical evaluation of the project(s). Adopting a resolution 
stating the intentions of the goveming body with regard to project priority 
for regional flexible funds is an example of a process that would satisfy 
this requirement. 

Technical ranking 
methodology 

Information about how projects within each mode will be ranked and other 
special instruction follow in the sections below. Consultant services may 
be retained to review candidate project applications for accuracy of 
scope, schedule and budget to ensure projects can be delivered a s 
described in the application and are ranked fairiy against other projects 
within the same mode ranking category. Metro staff will calculate a draft 
technical score for each project based on the information provided in the 
application and perfonnance of the project relative to the technical criteria 
and the other candidate projects within the same mode category. 

Project selection 
process 

The draft technical score and other qualitative considerations will be 
summarized within each modal category and presented to TPAC for 
review. Metro staff and TPAC will then make a recommendation to narrow 
the projects for further consideration to JPACT and the Metro Council. 
Metro staff and TPAC may not recommend further consideration of a 
project within a particular mode category that has a technical score of 10 
or more fewer points than another project not recommended for further 
consideration. 

JPACT and the Metro Council will recommend projects for further 
consideration and public comment, narrowing the candidate projects to 
approximately 150 percent of available funding. Further environmental 
information of remaining candidate projects may be required at that time. 
After the public comment phase has concluded, JPACT and the Metro 
Council may adopt further policy direction to technical staff regarding how 
to develop a technical recommendation on a final list of projects and 
programs for JPACT/Metro Council consideration. A final 
recommendation by Metro staff and TPAC and selection of projects by 
JPACT and Metro Council within available funding revenues will then be 
made. 
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Regional Match Eligibility 
Summary 

P r o j e c t s will b e d e t e r m i n e d eligible for different levels of regional 
m a t c h d e p e n d i n g on w h e t h e r t h e y directly a n d significantly benef i t a 
2 0 4 0 pr imary or s e c o n d a r y land u s e (central city, regional o r town 
cen te r , ma in s t ree t , s ta t ion communi ty or industrial a rea / in te r -moda l 
facility). P r o j e c t s tha t a r e d e t e r m i n e d to h a v e a direct a n d significant 
benef i t to t h e s e a r e a s will b e eligible for u p to 8 9 . 7 3 p e r c e n t regional 
m a t c h o n t h e pro jec t . O t h e r p ro jec t s will b e eligible for u p t o a 7 0 
p e r c e n t regional m a t c h . This de te rmina t ion will b e b a s e d o n t h e 
gu ide l ines outl ined be low within e a c h pro jec t ca t ego ry . Metro staff 
will m a k e a preliminary de te rmina t ion on m a t c h level b a s e d on a n 
ear ly s u m m a r y of t h e projec t tha t a d d r e s s e s t h e s e projec t 
defini t ions. J P A C T a n d t h e Metro Counci l m a k e t h e final 
de te rmina t ion on m a t c h eligibility. 

F igure 2 . Reg iona l Match 
Determinat ion 

Cantor. mdiMtrlat Aria Intonwodal FacHHy 

(U Project is located coinplê  wKhIn a 2040 centw, ; ! hdustrial ar^ or intefrnodalfactWy 'r . ^ r ; -
lU Project b kxsted cdmpletdy within a 1-inile buffer 
[y ^or pert of project Is hxiated beyond l-ntlTe buffer 

Road, transit and freight projects 
would be eligible for full regional 
match of 89.73% under project 
conditions 1 and 2 above. 

Bridge, Pedestrian and TOD 
projects would be eligible for full 
regional match of 89.73% under 
project condition 1 above. 

Planning and bicycle projects 
would be eligible for full regional 
match of 89.73% under project 
conditions 1 , 2 and 3. 

Other projects in these 
categories would be eligible for 
up to 70% regional match. 

Road Capaci ty , Road Recons t ruc t ion , and Transi t p ro jec t s : 
The following projects will be eligible for up to an 89.73 percent regional 
match: 

projects located in a Tier I or II2040 land-use area (other than 
corridors), 
projects fully within one mile of a Tier 12040 land-use area or town 
center if the facility directly serves that land-use area. 

All other projects will be eligible for up to a 70 percent regional match. 

Freight p ro jec t s : 
The following projects will be eligible for up to an 89.73 percent regional 
match: 

projects located in an industrial area, 
projects fully within one mile of an industrial area or inter-modal 
facility1 if the project facility directly serves the industrial area or inter-
modal facility. 

All other projects will be eligible for up to a 70 percent regional match. 

Bridge, Pedes t r ian , TOD and Green St ree t demons t ra t ion p ro jec t s : 
The following projects will be eligible for up to an 89.73 percent regional 
match: 

projects located in a Tier I or II2040 land-use area. 
All other projects will be eligible for up to a 70 percent regional match. 

RTO: 
S e e RTO technical evaluation sheet . 

Planning and Bicycie p ro jec t s 
All planning and bicycle projects will be eligible for up to an 89.73% regional 
match. 

1 An inler-modal facility Is a facility, terminal or rail yard as defined in the Regional 
Transportation Plan Figure 1.17. 

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program 
Project Solicitation Packet April 9 , 2 0 0 4 



Bicycle Technical Evaluation Criteria 
GOAL: Maximize Ridership (Usage) (25 points) 
What is the project's potential ridership based on travel shed, existing socio-economic data and existing 
travel behavior survey data consistent with 2020 modal targets? 

Numerical change between existing year riders and forecast year riders (10 points) 
To improve the accuracy of the numerical change measure, it is recommended that project submittals 
include "before" bike counts in order to calibrate actual existing year riders and estimated existing year 
riders in the Metro bicycle travel demand model. 

Points 
10 High 

7 Medium 
3 Low 

Total forecast year population and employment within one-half mile of the project (5 points) 
Points 
5 High 
3 Medium 
1 Low 

System connectivity (project completes a gap in the Regional Bikeway System) (10 points) 
Points 
10 High (for greater than 67 percent of bike trips to and within centers) 

7 Medium (for 34 to 66 percent of bike trips to and within centers) 
3 Low (for 0 to 33 percent of bike trips to and within centers) 

GOAL: Safety (20 points) 
Does the project address an existing deten-ent to bicycling? 

Target roadway a deterrent to bicycling (15 points) 

The staff resource to be used for this measure is the 2002 Metro "Bike There!" Map. The map rates 
roadways where bicyclists currently share the travel lane with motorists. The map uses a suitability rating 
to describe low, moderate and high motorized traffic volumes, based on fieldwork and existing traffic 
counts in the region. 

Points 
15 High auto speed and volume (daily traffic volumes greater than 10,000 and speeds greater 

than 35 miles per hour) 
8 Moderate auto speed and volume (daily traffic volumes of 3,000 to 10,000 and speeds of 25 

to 35 miles per hour) 
3 Low auto speed and volume (daily traffic volumes of less than 3,000 and speeds of less 

than 25 miles per hour) 

Other safety factors: Multi-Use Path 
Points 
5 Yes 
0 No 
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Bicycle Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued) 
GOAL: Address 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points) 

Regional Bikeway System Hierarchy from RTP (10 points) 
Points 
10 Regional access function 
7 Regional conidor function 
3 Bikeway connector function 

Region 2040 Land Use Designation (10 points) 
Points 
10 Central city, regional and town centers, main streets, industrial areas 
7 Corridors and employment areas 
3 Inner and outer neighborhoods 

Economic and Community Development (20 points) See Attachment C 

GOAL: Cost Effectiveness (15 points) 

Total project cost divided by ridership usage points 
Points 
15 Low cost 

8 Medium cost 
0 High cost 

Special notes and instructions for bike projects: 
l i s Provide specific alignment information for the entire project to facilitate ridership calculation. 
2. Direct any questions to Bill Barber at (503) 797-1758 or barberb@metro.dst.or.us. 
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Boulevard Technical Evaluation Criteria 

GOAL: Reduce motor vehicle s p e e d s (10 points) 

Implement design elements that will help to reduce automobile speeds 1 along boulevard segments, with a 
goal of reducing speeds to 25 miles per hour, or less. (10 points) 

Points 
10 5 or more design elements 

7 4 design elements 
3 3 design elements 
0 2 or fewer design elements 

GOAL: Enhance walking, billing and u s e of transit (15 points) 

Does project achieve optimum sidewalk width of at least 10 feet? (5 points) 

(Note: Candidate projects that are constrained by narrow right-of-way may obtain full 5 points upon demonstration 
that all practical means are employed to maximize sidewalk width including; narrowing travel lanes and center 
median, elimination of on-street parking on one or t)0th sides of street and transfer of bike facilities to parallel facility. 
Credit for transfer of bike lanes to a parallel facility may only occur if the parallel fadlity is in reasonable proximity and 
is included in the jurisdictions transportation system plan with bike preferential treatments and improvements.) 

Does project include design elements that enhance walking, biking and use of transit2? (10 points) 
Points 
10 7 or more design elements 
7 5 design elements 
3 3 design elements 
0 2 or fewer design elements 

GOAL: Implement proven green s treet e lements (10 b o n u s points) 

• Project includes planting of street trees consistent with the Trees for Green Streets handbook; see 
page 17 for tree species and page 56 for planting area dimensions. (5 points) 

• Project includes any of the Green Street design elements described in Section 5.3, other than street 
trees, of the Green Streets handbook. (5 points) 

1 Design elements that reduce automobile speeds include nan-owed travel lanes, on-street parking, reduced tum 
radii, street trees, curb extensions and signal timing. 

2 Design elements that enhance aitemative modes include transit amenities, landscaped buffer, curb extensions, 
raised pedestrian refuge median, increased pedestrian crossings (including mid-block crossings), bike lanes (on or 
parallel street), removing obstructions from the primary pedestrian-way and street amenities such a s benches, 
pedestrian scale lighting, public art, etc. 
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Boulevard Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued) 

GOAL: Improve Safety (20 points) 

Project corrects an existing safety problem and reduces potential for collisions involving pedestrians and 
bicyclists. Very wide roads with fast moving traffic make crossing difficult and dangerous. Factors such as 
high number of collisions involving pedestrians or bicyclists, traffic volume, posted speed greater than 30 
mph, number of travel lanes, road width, complexity of traffic environment1 and existence of sidewalks will 
be considered in determining critical safety problems. Project applications should document these factors. 

Project addresses a documented safety problem. (10 points) 
Points 
10 High 
7 Medium 
3 Low 

Does project address existing hazards to walking, biking and use of transit2 and reduce potential for 
collisions involving pedestrians arid bicyclists? (10 points) 

Points 
10 7 or more safety factors addressed 
7 5 safety factors addressed 
3 3 safety factors addressed 
0 2 or fewer safety factors addressed 

GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points) 

2040 Land Use (10 points) 
Points 
10 Central city, regional centers 
7 Town centers, main streets, station communities 
3 Corridors 
0 All other 2040 areas 

Regional Street design hierarchy (10 Points) 
Points 
10 Located in a boulevard designation 
7 Located in a street designation and a mixed-use area 
0 Located outside of above areas 

Economic and Community Development (20 points) - s ee Attachment C 

1 Complexity of traffic environment refers to number of driveways and turning movements in project area. 

2 Project includes actions to correct the following safety factors; travel speeds greater than 40 mph, lack of pedestrian 
refuge, more than 330 feet between marked pedestrian crossings, poor vertical delineation of pedestrian-way (e.g., 
no curb, intermittent curb, substandard width), numerous driveways, sight distance and high incidence of collisions 
with pedestrians and bicyclists. 
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Boulevard Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued) 

GOAL: Cost-Effectiveness Criteria (15 points) 

Implement maximum feasible, highest priority boulevard design elements at lowest cost. 

Points 
15 Low cost/effectiveness 
8 Medium cost/effectiveness 
0 High cost/effectiveness 

Note: Cost effectiveness = Total project cost is divided by use factor points (reduce motor vehicle 
speeds + enhance aitemative mode travel) 

Spcciai notes and instructions for boulevard projects: ; 
1. Under-grounding of utilities is not eligible for federal reimbursement nor may such costs be 

couiited a s local contribution toward matching fund requirements. 
2. Fill out and submit boulevard project checklist in Attachment D as part of project application. 
3. Direct anv Questions to Kim Ellis at (503) 797-1617 or ellisk@metro.dst.or.us. 
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Freight Technical Evaluation Criteria 
GOAL: Improve efficiency of the freight sys tem (25 points) 

Regional Transportation Plan Freight Designation: 
Points 
10 Main regional roadway route or railroad line or inter-modal yard 
7 Regional road connector or branch railroad line or spur 
3 Local freight route in local transportation plan 
0 Other 

Reduction in regional freight travel time, local freight travel time and regional freight VMT. 
Each worth: 

Points 
5 High 
3 Medium 
1 Low 
0 None 

GOAL: Addres se s 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points) 

Improvement of freight access to or within an industrial area or to an inter-modal facility. 
Project serving a: 
Regionally Significant Industrial Area or Inter-modal Facility: 

High = 15 points, Med = 10 points. Low = 5 points. None = 0 
Local Industrial Area: High = 10 points, Med = 5 points, Low = 1 point. None = 0 
Employment Area: High = 5 points, Med = 1 point. Low = 0 points. None = 0 
Measured by vehicle hours of truck delay or by rail volume and barrier size. 

Project reduces through freight traffic in mixed use areas or neighborhoods (Y/N - 5 points) 

Attachment C: Economic and Community Development (20 points) 
GOAL: Safety (20 points) 

Project improves safety, reviewing factors such as: 
• Truck movement geometry 
• Reduction in potential for freight conflicts with non-freight'modes 
• Accident rates at the location 
• Site distance improvements 
• Other relevant factors identified by the applicant 

GOAL: Cost effect iveness (15 points) 

Reduction in regional and local freight travel time and regional freight VMT versus project cost. 
Each worth: 

Points 
5 High 
3 Medium 
0 Low 

Special no tes and instructions,for freight projects: 
1. Metro will detennine the area of effect of a freight project and may collaborate with Portland State 

University to detemiine tHe traded sector reiationship of freight projects; ' ^ 
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2. Direct a n y ques t i ons to J o h n Gray a t (503) 797-1730 or grayi@metro.dst .or .us . 
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Green Street Demonstration: Retrofit Project Technical Evaluation Criteria • 
Note: Performance monitoring plan that includes before and after measurements of storm water v 
runoff quantity and quality is required for allocation of regional flexible funds to this project category. 
GOAL: Effective removal of storm water runoff from piped sys tem and infiltration of s torm 
water near source of runoff. (55 points) 

Size of project area (10 points) 
Points 
10 High 

7 Medium 
3 Low 

Design Elements (45 points) 
Preserving existing large trees and/or planting trees consistent with recommendations of 
Trees for Green Streets handbook (10 points) 
Removal of impervious surface area (High = 10 points, Medium = 7 points, Low = 3 points) 
Sidewalks and/or low traffic areas constructed with pervious material (10 points) 
Curb options consistent with handbook options (5 points) 
Use of Infiltration and/or detention devices (swale, filter strip, infiltration trench, linear 
detention basin, street tree well, engineered products) (10 points) 

GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (10 points) 

2040 Land Use Designation (10 points) 

Points 
10 Central city, regional centers, regionally significant industrial areas 

7 Town centers, main streets, station communities, local industrial areas 
3 Corridors 
0 All other areas 

GOAL: Enhance Safety (20 points) 

A panel of transportation professionals will rank projects based on a description of safety issues, 
including: 
• Crash rate per vehicle mile (use ODOT Rate Book when available): per vehicle for intersections. 
• Sight line distance improvements. 
• Vehicle channelization (turn pockets - new or replacing free left tum lane, refined vehicle lane 

definition at intersections, etc.). 
• Design elements to reduce speeds where speed is an identified safety issue and existing speeds 

are higher than appropriate for the street's functional classification. 
• Other relevant factors a s identified by the applicant. 

The professional panel will develop a sliding scale scoring system and assign between 0 and 15 
points to each project/program based on the issues listed above. 

New pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities added where no or substandard facilities previously existed. 
(5 points: 2.5 for each design element) 
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dreeh Street Demonstration: Retrofit Project Technical Evaluation Criteria 
(continued) ; /• . ' 
GOAL: Cost effect iveness (15 points) 

Amount of project area that is infiltrated versus project cost 
Points 
15 High 
8 Medium 
0 Low 

Special no tes and instruct ions for green s t reet demonstrat ion pro jec ts : ; 
1. Performance monitoring plan that includes before and after rneasurements of stomri water runoff 

quaritity and quality is required for allocation of regional flexible funds to this project category. 
2. Fill out and submit Green Street project checklist in Attachment E a s part of project application. 
3. Direct anv questions to Kellev Webb at (503) 797-1894 or webbk@metro.dst.or.us. 
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G r e e n s t r e e t D e m o n s t r a t i o n : New C o n s t r u c t i o n T e c h n i c a l Eva lua t ion Cri ter ia 
Note: Performance monitoring plan that includes before and aflet measurements'of storm water runoff 
quantity and quality is required for allocation of funds to this project category. • 
GOAL: Effective removal of s torm water runoff from piped sys tem and infiltration of storm water 
near source of runoff. (55 points) 

Size of project area (High, iVIedium, Low - 10, 7, 3 points) 

Design Elements (45 points) 
• Protect and restore existing habitat and native vegetation and soils. Including stream crossing 

designs of: 
- Number and location consistent with Green Street handbook guidelines 
- Bridge structures for crossings of hydraulic openings of 15 feet or greater 
- Stream simulation culvert designs for culvert crossings (10 points) 

• Planting trees consistent with Trees for Green Streets guide book (10 points) 
• Sidewalks and/or low traffic areas constructed with pervious material (10 points) 
• Curb options consistent with handbook options (5 points) 
• Use of Infiltration and/or detention devices (swales, filter strip, infiltration trench, linear detention 

basin, street tree wells, engineered products) (10 points) 
GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (10 points) 

2040 Land Use Designation 
Points 
10 Central city, regional centers, regionally significant industrial areas 
7 Town centers, main streets, station communities, local industrial areas 
3 Corridors 
0 Ail other a reas 

GOAL: Enhance Safety (20 points) 

A panel of transportation professionals will rank projects based on a description of safety issues, including: 
• Crash rate per vehicle mile on adjacent facility (use ODOT Rate Book when available) if new facility will 

accommodate trips from that facility and thereby reduce exposure to crash potential on that facility. 
• Design elements to encourage driving at posted speeds or expected posted speed for the street's 

functional classification. 
• Reduction in exposure to accident potential through the provision of an aitemative or more direct trip 

route. 
• Other relevant factors as identified by the applicant. 

The professional panel will develop a sliding scale scoring system and assign between 0 and 20 points to 
each project/program based on the issues listed above. 
GOAL: Cost effect iveness (15 points) 

Amount of project area that is infiltrated versus project cost 
Points 
15 High 
8 Medium' 
0 Low 

Special no tes and instructions for green street demonstrat ion projects: ' 
1. Performance monitoring plan that includes before and after measurements of storm water runoff 
! quantity and quality is required for allocation bf funds to this project category. 
2. Fill out and submit Green Street project checklist iri Attachment E a s part of project application. 
3. Direct any questions to Kelley Webb at (503) 797-1894 or webbk@metro.dst.or.us. 
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Green Street Demonstration: Culvert Project Technical Evaluation Criteria 
Note: Culvert must be on regional inventory of culverts on regional facilities identified a s inhibiting fish 
passage. A geomorphology analysis is r:equired as part of preliminary engineering of the project to prevent 
negative impacts. Design solution should be consistent with Green Street handbook design guidance. 
Multiple culvert projeds on the same stream system may be rated a s one project to maximize overall 
benefit to the stream system. " : : ' 
GOAL: Effectiveness (70 points) 

Type of fish passage solution (20 points) 

Fish banier replaced or retrofitted with: 
Points 
20 Bridge structure over natural hydraulic area 
13 Stream simulation culvert 

5 Repair of fish ladder, jump pools, etc. 

Amount of upstream habitat (stream miles) with improved fish passage (25 points) 
Points 
25 High 
15 Medium 
5 Low 

Quality of habitat at fish banier passage (10 points) 
Points 
10 
7 
3 

High 
Medium 
Low 

Presence of downstream fish barriers (15 points) 
Points 
15 
10 

5 
0 

None 
One 
Two 
Three or more 

GOAL: Cost effect iveness (30 points) 

Amount of habitat (stream miles) with new or improved fish access versus project cost (30 points) 

Special no tes and instructions for green street culvert demonstrat ion projects : 
1. Culvert must be on regional inventory of culverts on regional facilities identified a s inhibiting fish 

passage. 
2. A Igeomorphology analysis is required a s part of preliminary engineering of the project to prevent 

negative impacts of erosion or head cutting. 
3. Design solution should t>e consistent with Green Street handbook design guidance. 
4. Multiple culvert projects on the same stream system may be rated a s one project to maximize 

overall benefit to the stream system. 
5. Fill out and submit Green Street project checklist in Attachment E a s part of project application. 
6. Direct any questions to Kelley Webb at (503) 797-1894 or webbk@metro.dst.or.us. 
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Pedestrian TechhicaI Evaluation Criteria 
GOAL: Encourage Walking (25 points) 

Project will encourage walking a s a form of travel. The following elements will be considered in determining the 
projected increase in pedestrian mode share, consistent with 2040 modal targets: 

Project is located in an area with a high potential for pedestrian activity. (15 points) 
Points 

15 Most potential (within a Pedestrian district)1 

10 Moderate potential (along2 a Rail, Rapid Bus, Frequent Bus corridor3 and within a 1/4-mile of a 
major transit stop, school, civic complex or cultural facility) 

5 Less potential (along a Transit/mixed-use corridor location not specified above) 
0 Least potential (other areas) 

Project will correct a deficiency or significantly enhance the pedestrian system in the area such that new 
pedestrian trips will be generated. (10 points) 

Points 
5 Completes missing sidewalk link 
5 Removes pedestrian obstacles4 

GOAL: Addres ses 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points) 

2040 Land Use (20 points) 
Points 

20 Central city, regional centers, regionally significant industrial areas 
13 Town centers, main streets, station communities, local industrial areas 

5 All other areas 

Economic and Community Development (20 points) see Attachment C 

1 and 2 Refer to Figure 1.19 in the Regional Transportation Plan, which designates pedestrian districts and 
transit/mixed-use corridors. 

3 Refer to Figure 1.16 in the Regional Transportation Plan, which designates Rail, Frequent Bus, Rapid Bus corridors 
and major transit stops. 
4 Obstacles include missing curb ramps, >330' spacing between pedestrian crossing and lack of pedestrian refuges. 
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Pedestrian Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued) 

GOAL: Improve Safety (20 points) 

Project corrects a safety problem. Very wide roads with fast moving traffic make crossing difficult and 
dangerous. Factors such a s high number of collisions involving pedestrians, traffic volume, posted speed 
greater than 30 mph, number of travel lanes, road width, complexity of traffic environment1 and existence of 
sidewalks will be considered in determining critical safety problems. 

Project addresses a documented safety problem. (10 points) 
Points 
10 High 
7 Medium 
3 Low 

Project location includes factors that deter walking. (10 points) 
Points 
10 5 or more factors exist 
7 3-4 factors exist 
3 less than 3 factors exist 

GOAL: Provide I^Aobility at Reasonable Cost (15 points) 

Points 
15 Low Cost/increase pedestrian mode share 
10 Moderate Cost/increase pedestrian mode share 
5 High Cost/ increase pedestrian mode share 

Note: Cost effectiveness = Total project cost is divided by use factor points (increase pedestrian mode 
share) 

Special notes and instructions for pedestrian projects: 
1. nil out and submit pedestrian project checklist in Attachment F a s part of project application to indicate 

obstacles and safety factors that will be addressed by the candidate project. 
2. Direct any questions to Kim Ellis at (503) 797-1617 or ellisk@metro.dst.or.us. 

1 Complexity of traffic environment refers to number of driveways and tuming movements in project area. 

2 Factors that impact walking safety include: travel speeds greater than 30 mph, lack of landscaped pedestrian buffer, 
curb-to-curb widths greater than 70 feet, more than 20,000 ADT, more than 2 travel lanes, complex traffic 
environment, lack of sidewalks, poor pedestrian way delineation and lack of marked pedestrian crossings. 
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Roadway and Bridge Capacity Technical Evaluation Criteria 

GOAL: Reduce Congestion (25 points) 
(Project derives from Congestion Management System, consistent with 2020 per capita VMT targets) 

2000 V/C Ratio (pm peak 2 hour & direction) 2025 V/C Ratio (pm peak 2 hour & direction) 

Points Points 
10 >1.0 10 >1.0 

7 >0.9 7 >0.9 
3 <0.9 3 <0.9 

Project builds new street connection to any existing street or to any planned regional street (planned means 
defined in the regional transportation plan, local transportation system plan or an adopted concept plan). 
(Yes = 5 points. No = 0 points) 

GOAL: Implement Proven Green Street Elements (5 bonus points) 

• Project includes planting of street trees consistent with the Trees for Green Streets guidebook; see page 17 
for tree species and page 56 for planting area dimensions - or - new bridge is constructed consistent with 
the Bridge Design Principles summarized on page 96 of the Green Street guidebook. (2.5 points) 

• Project includes any of the Green Street design elements, other than street trees, described in Section 5.3 
of the Green Streets Guidebook. (2.5 points) 

GOAL: Benefit Transit or Freight m o d e s (5 b o n u s points) 

• Project is located on a regional transit route and will implement road-related capital elements of transit 
system in agreement with transit service provider (bus stop pads, signal priority, que-by-pass lanes, etc.). 
(2.5 points) 

• Project is located on a regional freight or freight connector route and will remove barriers to freight 
movements on the freight facility (turning radius, ITS to improve traffic flow, access management, etc.). (2.5 
points) 

GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points) 

Is a high proportion of travel on the project link seeking access to/from the mixed-use or industrial area? 

2040 Tier I land-use area: High = 10 points. Medium = 7 points. Low = 5 points 
2040 Tier II land-use area: High = 7 points. Medium = 5 points. Low = 3 points 
Other 2040 land-use area: High = 3 points. Medium = 0 points. Low = 0 points 

Are a high number of vehicles on the project link seeking access to/from the mixed-use or industrial area? 

2040 Tier I land-use area: High = 10 points. Medium = 7 points. Low = 5 points 
2040 Tier II land-use area: High = 7 points. Medium = 5 points. Low = 3 points 
Other 2040 land-use area: High = 3 points. Medium = 0 points. Low = 0 points 

Economic and Community Development (20 points) See Attachment C 
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Roadway and Bridge Capacity Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued) 

GOAL: Enhance Safety (20 points) 
A panel of transportation professionals will rank projects based on a description of safety issues, including: 
• Crash rate per vehicle mile (use ODOT Rate Book when available): per vehicle for intersections. 
• Sight line distance improvements. 
• Vehicle channelization (tum pockets - new or replacing free left tum lane, refined vehicle lane definition at 

intersections, etc.). 
• Design elements to reduce speeds where speed is an identified safety issue and existing speeds are 

higher than appropriate for the street's functional classification. 
• Reduction in exposure to accident potential through the provision of an aitemative or more direct trip route. 
• Other relevant factors a s identified by the applicant. 

The professional panel will develop a sliding scale scoring system and assign between 0 and 15 points to 
each project/program based on the issues listed above. 

New pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities added where no or substandard facilities previously existed. (5 
points: 2.5 for each design element) 
GOAL: Provide Mobility at a Reasonable Cost (15 points) 

Cost per vehicle hour of delay (VHD) eliminated in 2020: VHD eliminated = 2020 No-Build VHD - Build VHD 

Points 
15 
8 
0 

High 
Medium 
Low 

Special no tes and instructions for roadway capacity projects : 
1. Mainline freeway right-of-way or construction projects are not eligible for regional flexible funds. 
2. Provide safety related data and descriptions in project application section 6d. 
3. Project information regarding relief of congestion from spot improvements at intersections or interchanges 

is not included iri this measure a s that information is not uniformly available throughout the region. 
Applicants may provide such infonmation when known a s a part of the qualitative considerations in 
Attachment C. 

4. Direct any questions to Tom Kloster at (503) 797-1832 or klostert@metro.dst.or.us. 
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Roadway and Bridge Reconstruction Technical Evaluation Criteria 

GOAL: Project brings facility to current urban design s tandard or provides long-term nnaintenance 
(25 points) 

2002 Condition: 2012 Condition: 
(without earlier improvement) 

Points 
15 Fair 

Poor 
Very Poor 

Points 
0 
5 

10 

Fair 
Poor 
Very Poor 

10 
5 

OR 
2002 Condition: 

Points 
5 Fair 
3 Poor 
1 Very Poor 

Project adds urban design elements where current elements do not exist or are substandard. 
• Sidewalks (3 points) 
• Pedestrian crossing and/or transit stop improvements (3 points) 
• Bike facilities (3 points) 
• Storm water facilities (3 points) 
• Lighting (3 points) 

2012 Condition: 
(without earlier improvement) 

Points 
0 Fair 
3 Poor 
5 Very Poor 

GOAL: Implement Proven Green Street Elements (5 bonus points) 

• Project includes planting or preserving street trees consistent with the Trees for Green Streets guidebook; 
see page 17 for tree species and page 56 for planting area dimensions. (2.5 points) 

• Project includes any of the Green Street design elements, other than street trees, described in Section 5.3 
of the Green Streets guidebook. (2.5 points) 

GOAL: Benefit Transit or Freight m o d e s (5 bonus points) 

• Project is located on a regional transit route and will implement road-related capital elements of transit 
system in agreement with transit service provider (bus stop pads, signal priority, que-by-pass lanes, etc.). 
(2.5 points) 

• Project is located on a regional freight or freight connector route and will remove barriers to freight 
movements on the freight facility (turning radius, ITS to improve traffic flow, access management, etc.). 
(2.5 points) 
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Roadway and Bridge Reconstruction Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued) 

GOAL: Addres ses 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points) 

Is a high proportion of travel on the project linit seeking access to/from the mixed-use or industrial area? 

2040 Tier I land-use area: High = 10 points, Medium = 7 points, Low = 5 points 
2040 Tier II land-use area: High = 7 points. Medium = 5 points. Low = 3 points 
Other 2040 land-use area: High = 3 points. Medium = 0 points. Low = 0 points 

Are a high number of vehicles on the project link seeking access to/from the mixed-use or industrial area? 

2040 Tier I land-use area: High = 1 0 points. Medium = 7 points. Low = 5 points 
2040 Tier II land-use area: High = 7 points. Medium = 5 points. Low = 3 points 
Other 2040 land-use area: High = 3 points. Medium = 0 points. Low = 0 points 

Economic and Community Development (20 points) See Attachment C 

GOAL: Enhance Safety (20 points) 
A panel of transportation professionals will rank projects based on a description of safety issues, including: 
• Crash rate per vehicle mile (use ODOT Rate Book when available): per vehicle for intersections. 
• Sight line distance improvements. 
• Vehicle channelization (tum pockets - new or replacing free left tum lane, refined vehicle lane definition at 

intersections, etc.). 
• Design elements to reduce speeds where speed is an identified safety issue and existing speeds are 

higher than appropriate for the street's functional classification. 
• Other relevant factors a s identified by the applicant. 

The professional panel will develop a sliding scale scoring system and assign between 0 and 15 points to 
each project/program based on the issues listed above. 

New pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities added where no or substandard facilities previously existed. (5 
points: 2.5 for each design element) 
GOAL: Provide Mobility at Reasonable Cost (15 points) 
Cost per year 2020 vehicle miles traveled (VMT) (or VT at bridges, interchanges & intersections) 

CostA'ear 2020 Vehicles or VMT 

Bridge/Intersections 
Points 
15 <$.51 per vehicle 

8 $.51-.99 per vehicle 
0 >$1.00 per vehicle 

Interstate Projects 
Points 
15 <$.51 per vehicle 

8 $.51 -.99 per vehicle 
0 >$1.00 per vehicle 

Unk Improvement 
Points 

15 <$.33A/MT 
8 $.24-$.99 VMT 
0 >$.99A/MT 

Special no tes and instructions for roadway reconstruction projects : . 
1. Cost scales per vehicle or VMT will be updated to reflect current costs and/or points may be assigned 

for low medium and high cost to distinguish between candidate projects. 
2. Provide safety, bridge and pavement condition related data and descriptions in project application 

section 6d. 
3. Direct any questions to Tom Kloster at (503) 797-1832 or klostert@metro.dst.or.us. 
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Regional Transportation Options (RTO) Program: Financially Constrained System 
The Regional Travel Options (RTO) Program 5-Year Strategic Plan was adopted by Metro Council in January 
2004. Program components include: Collaborative Marketing, Employer Outreach, Regional Rideshare, 
Wilsonville/SMART TDM, Regional TMA Program, Region 2040 Initiatives Program, Regional Telework and the 
Business Energy Tax Credit (BETC) Program. Administration of a number of program components is currently 
under transition from TriMet to Metro. The RTO Financially Constrained System for FY 2006/07 through 
2009/10 represents a base program budget and will be included under the Metro Planning category. 

RTO Program: Preferred System Implementation 
The RTO Program Preferred System Implementation is described in the RTO Program 5-Year Strategic Plan, 
and describes new and expanded RTO program elements in addition to those described above in the RTO 
Financially Constrained System. RTO projects are programs added through Preferred System Implementation 
must be consistent with the RTO Program 5-Year Strategic Plan and would be ranked using the criteria 
described below. , - . 
Program/Project is descr ibed in the RTO Program 5-Year Strategic Plan: Yes = 10 points, No = 0 points 

GOAL: Increase Alternative (Non-SOV auto) Modal Share (35 points) 

Mode share increase for transit, bike, walk, shared-ride, telecommute or elimination of trip. 
Points 
35 High 
20 Medium 
5 Low 

GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points) 

Region 2040 Mapped Land Use Designation (10 points) 
Points 
10 Central City, Regional and Town Centers, Main Streets, Industrial areas 

7 Corridors and Employment Areas 
3 Inner and Outer Neighborhoods 

PLUS 

Number of Employers, Employees and the General Population Served By Project/Program (10 points) 
Points 
10 High 

7 Medium 
3 Low 

Economic and Community Development (20 points) See Attachment C. 

GOAL: Cost Effectiveness (15 points) 

Total Project Cost divided by Alternative Modal Share increase points 
Points 
15 Low cost 

8 Medium cost 
0 High cost 

Special no tes and instructions for RTO projects: 
1 • Direct anv questions to Bill Barber at (503) 797-1758 or barberb@metro.dst.or us. 
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TOD Technical Evaluation Criteria 

GOAL: Increase Mode Share (25 points) 

Will the TOD project increase the number of transit, bike and walk trips over the number that would be 
expected from a development that did not include these public funds for the TOD project? 

Points 
25 High - 50 percent or greater increase in non-auto trips 
13 Medium - 25 percent or greater increase in non-auto trips 

0 Low - less than 25 percent increase in non-auto trips 

GOAL: Density Criteria (20 points) 

How much does the TOD project increase the density of residential units and/or employment on the project site 
above the level that would result without these public funds? 

Points 
20 High - 50 percent or greater increase in persons per acre 
10 Medium - 25 percent or greater increase in persons per acre 

0 Low - less than 25 percent increase in persons per acre 

GOAL: 2040 Criteria (40 points) 

Is the project located in a Tier I 2040 mixed-use land-use area (10 points)? 
Points 
10 Central city or regional center 

5 Town center, main street or station community 
2 Com'dor 
0 Other 

Is the project located in an area projected in the 2040 Growth Concept to have a large increase of mixed-use 
development between 1996 and 2020 (10 points)? 

Points 
10 High change 

5 Medium change 
0 Low change 

Economic and Community Development: See Attachment C (20 points) 

GOAL: Cost-Effectiveness Criteria (15 points) 

Cost per VMT reduced 
Points 
15 Low costA/MT reduced 
8 Medium costA/MT reduced 
0 High costA/MT reduced 

Special no tes and instructions for TOD projects: 
1. Direct any questions to Marc Guichard at (503) 797-1944 or fluichardm@metro.dst.or.us. 
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Transit: Start-up Service Technical Evaluation Criteria 
Note: Applicant must demonstrate the ability and a commitment to continue new service after the expiration of 
application funding to be eligible for allocation of regional flexible funds. ̂  ^ ; 

GOAL: Increase Ridership (40 points) 

New Boardings per vehicle revenue hour 
Points 
40 High boardings per revenue hour 
20 Medium boardings per revenue hour 

0 Low boardings per revenue hour 

GOAL: Address 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points) 

Access to Centers, Central City, Regional and Town centers (10 points) 
Number of centers served 

Access to Mixed-Use development (10 points) 
• Forecast value of mixed-use index (High = 5, Medium = 3, Low =1) 
• Growth in forecast mixed-use index from current value (High = 5, Medium = 3, Low =1) 

Economic and Community Development - See Attachment C (20 points) 

GOAL: Provide Cost Effective Improvements (20 points) 

Cost/New Boarding 
Points 
20 Low Cost per new boarding 
10 Medium cost per new boarding 

0 High cost per new boarding 

Special notes and instructions for transit projects: 
1; Direct any questions to Ted Leybold at (503) 797-1759 or levboldt@metro.dst.or.us. 
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Transit: Capital Technical Evaluation Criteria 
GOAL: Increase Service Efficiency (20 points) 

Does the project include transit preferential and stop spacing treatments that reduce travel time and increase 
schedule reliability? Transit service hours saved. 

Points 
20 High transit service hours saved 
13 Medium transit service hours saved 

5 Low transit service hours saved 
0 No transit service hours saved 

GOAL: Improve p a s s e n g e r experience (20 points) 

Does the project include improved passenger amenities such a s shelters, benches, pad and sidewalk 
improvements, real time schedule information and other elements that improve the passenger experience 
through their entire trip? Maximize the number of passengers served by new amenities. 

Points 
20 High number of riders served by new amenities 
13 Medium number of riders served by new amenities 

5 Low number of riders served by new amenities 

GOAL: Address 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points) 

Project location 
Points 
20 Central City, regional center, regionally significant industrial area or inter-modal facility 
13 Town center, main streei, station community, local industrial area 

5 Inner and outer neighborhoods, employment area 

Economic and Community Development: - See Attachment C (20 points) 
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Transit: Capital Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued) 
GOAL: Provide Cost Effective and Regionally Coordinated Improvements (20 points) 

Cost effective transit improvement (20 points total) 

Cost/Service hour saved (10 points) 

Points 
10 Low cost per service hour saved 
5 IViedium cost per service hour saved 
0 High cost per service hour saved 

Cost/Riders served with new amenities (10 points) 

Points 
10 Low cost per rider served 
5 IViedium cost per rider served 
0 High cost per rider served 

-OR-

Coordination with regional, transit agency and local planning efforts (20 points total) 

Project is part of local Capital Improvement Plan with local resource contribution (5 points) 

Project is part of local Transportation System Plan (5 points) 
t 

Project is part of and consistent with description in transit agency capital improvement plan (5 points) 

Project is part of and consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan (5 points) 

Special notes and instructions for transit projects: 
Direct any questions to Ted Leybold at (503) 797-1759 or levboidt@metro.dst.or.us. 
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In addition to the technical measures of a project listed above, other project elements or impacts may be 
listed for consideration by decision makers. These include; public support, over-match of funding, 
finishing a critical gap in a mode networi<, protection of endangered species, relationship to other local or 
regional goals such a s affordable housing, environmental justice factors or any other consideration that 
makes a project unique. 

These considerations a s provided by the project applicant will be summarized and listed with the result of 
the technical rankings. Federal environmental justice factors will be identified by Metro staff analysis and 
summarized a s a part of these additional qualitative considerations along with public comments received 
during the public comment period and hearings. 

(Limit responses to 200 words or less.) 
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Attachment C: Economic and Community Development 
For projects serving mixed-use areas and inner/outer neighborhoods 
Up to twenty points will be awarded for how well a project leverages or complements development of a mixed-use 
community center. Consideration will be given to the maturity of the mixed-use area, the level of community 
commitment to achieve a dynamic, mixed-use, community center and the impact the proposed project will have on 
implementing a mixed-use area . 1 (20 points) 

1. P rogress in developing a mixed-use center 
A. Land Use Plan Implementation within the designated mixed-use area (5 points; 1 point each) 

Zoning adopted that: 
Allows vertical mixed-use development without variance or quasi-judicial approval 
Includes housing that meets regional targets for density and requires ground floor retail at key locations 

Development code regulations in place that support mixed-use development by: 
Allowing no setbacks from sidewalks 

. Requiring building entrance orientation to sidewalk or other public space 
Not allowing large blank walls adjacent to sidewalks or other public spaces 

B. Civic Investment within the mixed-use area (5 points; 1 point each) 

Public financial tools (urban renewal, LID's, general funds, etc.) are available or programmed to help 
locate mixed-use development in the area 

Please list: • 

Have/are civic infrastructure investments being made in the area (i.e. public buildings, parks, plazas, 
promenades, etc.) 

Please list: 

Have/are private investments being made in vertical mixed-use development or civic infrastructure 
Please list: 

Leadership: List key private, non-profit and public associations and/or individuals and briefly describe how 
they have demonstrated a commitment to the development of the mixed-use area as a community 
center. 

Activities: Describe other community or cultural activities (farmers market, street fairs, volunteer efforts) that 
are a part of your mixed-use area. 

2. Local objectives2 (10 points) 

Describe how this project would help implement or complement key local development plans and economic 
development policy objectives in the mixed-use area. 

Describe whether and how public financial tools are available to help implement the key economic development 
objectives (tax abatement for locating jobs or job training programs, etc.) in the mixed-use area. 
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Describe whether a market based implementation plan for this area has been developed.3 

(Limit responses to 500 words or less) 
1 Based on Metro's report "Ten Principles for Achieving 2040 Centers." 
2 Metro staff may revievir the regionally adopted job growth forecasted for the mixed-use area. 
3 A market-based implementation plan is a development strategy based on a market analysis of the location of the center, the market area or 
geography it serves, service competition from other areas for the target market, land values, density levels, access, price, quality and demand. 

Attachment C: Economic and Community Development 
For projects serving regionally significant industrial, local industrial and employment 
areas or inter-modal facilities 
Up to twenty points will be awarded for how well a project retains, leverages or complements development of 
traded-sector jobs based in the area. (20 points) 

1. Protection of and readiness of industrial a reas for industrial development 

A. Progress in protecting an industrial area for industrial uses (5 points) 
Does the industrial area have zoning or development code protection of the industrial area or inter-modal 
facility beyond Title 4 requirements (Those parcels recently brought within the UGB may qualify for these 
points if the adopted concept plan directs that such protections shall be developed prior to development 
occum'ng)? Yes = 5 points. No = 0 points 

B. Impact of project on desirability of area for industrial uses (5 points) 
Does the candidate project remove a barrier to a Tier B or D industrial parcel that elevates the parcel to Tier A 
parcel? Yes = 5 points. No = 0 points 

(For a description of industrial parcel Tier ranking and maps demonstrating the Tier ranking of industrial 
parcels, see the Regional Industrial Lands Study available on the Metro web site: www.metro-region.org. 
industrial parcels located within one-quarter mile of a road segment with "grossly unacceptable" congestion 
conditions in the 1999 RTP analysis of the Financially Constrained system were defined a s a Tier B or D 
parcel due to that transportation barrier and other possible factors.) 

2. Local economic and job development objectives1 (10 points) 

Describe how this project would help implement or complement key local development plans, economic and other 
policy objectives. Highlight any traded-sector2 and high-wage industry business retention or development plans, 
objectives or policies for the area. For regional policies and objectives, reference the Regional Industrial Lands 
Study or the MPAC Jobs Subcommittee Final Report. 

Describe whether and how public financial tools are available to help implement the key economic and job 
development objectives (tax abatement programs for locating jobs within an industrial area or job training 
programs, etc.). 

Describe how key associations and/or individuals have demonstrated a commitment to the development of the 
industrial area, particulariy for traded-sector businesses. 

(Umit responses to 500 words or less) 
1 Metro staff may consult with Portland State University to analyze the traded-sector relationship to a candidate project as well as analyze the 
regionally adopted job growth forecasted for the industrial area. 
2 A traded sector business is a business that sells its goods or services in markets for which there is national or international competition. 
These businesses have the ability to grow faster than the local economy and therefore can grow iot)s regardless of local market conditions. 

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program 
Project Solicitation Packet 33 April 9 , 2 0 0 4 

http://www.metro-region.org


rAttachment D: Boulevard Project Checklist 

GOAL: Reduce automobile speeds (10 points) 

1. Project includes design elements that reduce automobile speeds. (10 points) 

a. Current lane widths are narrowed? Yes • No • 

b. Curb extensions/"squeeze points" are constructed? Yes • N o D 

c. On-street parking is permitted? Yes • N o D 

d. Comer tum radii are engineered for slower tum movements? Yes • N o D 

e. Pedestrian crossings are demarcated with distinct texture/color/platform Yes • N o D 
treatment? 

f. Signals re-timed to progress at slower than current speeds? Yes • No • 

g. Other element(s)? Yes • No • 

GOAL: Eniiance walking, biking and use of transit (15 points) 

1. Sidewalks will be widened to 10 feet or more. (5 points) Yes • No • 

Candidate projects that are constrained by narrow right of way may obtain full 5 points upon 
demonstration that all practical means are employed to maximize sidewalk widths including: narrowing 
travel lanes and center median, elimination of on-street parking on one or both sides of the street and 
transfer of bike facilities to a parallel facility. Credit for transfer of bike lanes to a parallelfacility may 
only occur if the parallel facility is in reasonable proximity and is included in the jurisdictions 
transportation system plan with bike preferential treatments and improvements. 

2. Project includes design elements that enhance walking, biking and use of transit. (10 points) 

a. Are transit amenities provided? Yes • N o D 

b. Is a landscape buffer provided? Yes • N o D 

c. Are pedestrian refuges (curb extensions) installed at crossings? Yes • N o D 

d. Is a raised pedestrian refuge in a median installed? Yes • N o D 

e. Are pedestrian crossings increased? Yes • N o D 

f. Are bike lanes added (on or parallel to facility)? Yes • N o D 

g- Are obstructions (e.g., utilities) removed from the primary pedestrian-way? Yes • N o D 

h. Are street amenities provided? (e.g., benches, pedestrian 
scale decorative lights, railings, statuary, brick pavers, etc.) 

Yes • N o D 

i. Are pedestrian crossings marked? Yes • N o D 

j- Other elements? Yes • N o D 
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GOAL: Implement proven Green Street e lements (10 bonus points) 

1. Project includes planting of street trees consistent Yes • No • 
with the Trees for Green Streets handbook (5 points) 

2. Project includes any of the "green street" design elements described Yes • No • 
described in Section 53 of the Green Streets handbook. (5 points) 

GOAL: Improve safety (20 points) 

1. Project location has documented safety problem (e.g. accident data shows 
high incidence of collisions with pedestrians and bicyclists, 
speeding, etc.) (10 points) Yes • No D 

2. Project includes design elements to correct safety problems or reduce potential for collisions involving 
pedestrians and bicyclists. (10 points) 

a. provides sidewalks where none currently exist? Yes • No • 

b. reduces motor vehicles speeds (e.g., narrows lane widths, signal timing, 

reduces comer turn radii, raised intersection treatments)? 

c. provides a pedestrian refuge in a raised median 

e. consolidates driveways or reduces vehicle turning movements? 

f. improves poor vertical delineation of pedestrian-way (e.g., no curb, intermittent 
curb, substandard sidewalk width)? 

g. provides pedestrian-scale lighting? 

h. provides bike lanes on roadway that is designated as "high traffic area 
through street" or "Caution Area" on Bike There! Map 

j. Other elements? 

Yes • N o n 

Yes • N o n 

Yes • N o n 

Yes • N o D 

Yes • N o D 

Yes • No • 

Yes • N o D 
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Attachment E: Green Street Demonstration Project Checklist 

Yes • N o D 

Yes • N o D 

Yes • N o n 

Yes • N o D 

Yes • N o D 

Yes • N o D 

Yes • N o D 

GOAL: Include design elements that will intercept, infiltrate or detain stormwater 

1. Project preserves existing trees and/or plants trees consistent with Trees for Green Streets 
handbook? (See page 17 for tree species and page 56 for planting dimensions) 

2. Project removes existing impervious surface area? (Retrofit projects only) 

3. Project sidewalks and/or low traffic areas constructed with pervious material? 

4. Are curb options consistent with Green Street handbook options? (see pages 53-54) 
5. Does project use infiltration and/or detention devices (swale, filter strip, infiltration 

trench, linear detention basin, street tree well, engineered products) 

6. Is project area expected to infiltrate/evaporate most small storm events? 

7. Are soils in project area conducive to infiltration? 

8. Amount of public right of way with Green Street design features sq. feet 

GOAL: Design stream cross ings consistent with Green Street handbook guidelines 
(new construction only) 

1. Arehydrolicstreamchannelsof 15 feet or greater on a bridge structure? Yes • N o D 
2. Are hydrolic stream channels of less than 15 feet on a bridge structure or of a stream 

simulation culvert design? Yes • No • 
3. Is the spacing between stream crossings consistent with Regional Transportation 

Plan guidelines? Yes • No • 

GOAL: Enhance fish passage at barrier culverts 

1. Width of hydrolic channel at stream crossing linear feet 

2. Is the design solution to barrier culvert is a bridge structure? Yes • No • 

3. Is the design solution to barrier culvert a stream simulation culvert? Yes • N o D 

4. Is the design solution to barrier culvert a repair or retrofit of fish ladder, jump pools 
or other passage retrofit? Yes • No • 

If other, please describe 
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GOAL: Encourage walking 

1. Project completes missing sidewalk link? (5 points) Yes • N o D 

2. Project removes pedestrian obstacles? (5 points) 

a. missing curb ramps Yes • N o D 

b. greater than 330 feet between pedestrian crossings Yes • N o D 

c. lack pedestrian refuges Yes • N o D 

d. sidewalk occluded by utility infrastructure Yes • N o D 

e. large comer turning radii at intersections Yes • N o D 

GOAL: Improve safety 

1. Project location has documented safety problem (e.g. accident data shows 
high incidence of collisions with pedestrians, speeding, etc.) (10 points) Yes • No • 

2. Project includes design elements that correct safety problems or reduce potential for collisions with 
pedestrians: 

a. provides sidewalks where none currently e.xist? Yes • N o D 

b. reduces motor vehicles speeds (e.g., curb e.xtensions, signal timing, 

reduction of comer turn radii)? YesD N o D 

c. provides landscaped pedestrian buffer? Yes • N o D 

d. provides marked pedestrian crossings? YesD N o D 

e. consolidates driveways or reduces vehicle turning 
movements? YesD N o D 

f. improves poor vertical delineation of pedestrian-way (e.g., no curb, intemiittent 
curb, substandard sidewalk width) 

YesD N o D 

g- provides pedestrian-scale lighting YesD N o D 

h. Other elements? (such as improving sight distance at crossing locations, 
providing pedestrian refuge in raised median) YesD N o D 
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Overview of Public Comments 
December 2004 

This executive report provides a summary of public comments received on project and program 
funding applications for the Transportation Priorities 2006-09, Metropolitan Transportation 
Improvement Program (MTIP). All comments received during the public comment period, 
October 15 - December 6,2004, are summarized. 

Transportation Priorities 2006-09, Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept, is a regional 
transportation funding program that identifies the highest priority projects to be constructed, or 
programs to be funded, with federal transportation revenues over the next four years. Local 
jurisdictions and partners submitted transportation project applications by June 30, 2004 for 
funding consideration. Eligible projects include road reconstruction and capacity projects, 
transit improvements, bridge, replacement, boulevards, pedestrian improvements, bike and trail 
paths, green streets, freight, TOD and planning projects. 

Four public comment "listening posts" were held in October in Portland, Oregon City, Gresham 
and Beaverton to give residents the opportunity to speak directly to decision-makers. Other 
comments were received in the form of letters, e-mail, comment forms, post cards, faxes, 
petitions, web site responses and telephone hotline. The website comment option recorded 408 
comments during the comment period. In addition to comments, petitions were received on the 
Powerline Trail (North) project totaling 320 signatures. 

The Metro Council will hold a public hearing on the draft final project list, tentatively set for 
Thursday, Feb. 17,2005. (Please confirm the date and time with the Council Office, (503) 797-
1540, or check the web site at www.metro-region.org.) 

Comments in General 

The residents of the region spoke out in large numbers during the comment period. The 
number and wide range of comments indicates a continuing interest in the entire regional 
transportation system. 

More than 1,200 comments were received from residents and business owners around the 
region on the proposed transportation projects. A wide range of projects received comments, 
with the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Study and the Springwater Trail: Sellwood Gap receiving 
the most attention. 

Other Bike/Trail projects, including the Powerline Trail (North) and the Trolley Trail, also 
received a large amount of comments. Many Pedestrian, Road Reconstruction and Planning 
projects received a significant number of pedestrian comments, as well. 

The comments indicate public interest in every facet of transportation improvement throughout 
the region. The need for safety and revitalization were often cited as reasons for supporting 
transportation projects. Access to nature was another theme relating to trails and multi-use 
paths. Economic development was cited for freight and road projects. 
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Summary of Comments by Mode 

A total of 1,209 comments were received on the 2006-09 MTIP proposed transportation 
projects. 

Large Bridge Proiect 

A total of 108 comments were received on the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Study, with all 
but one in favor of a new bridge for safer cycling, walking and driving, and more efficient freight 
routing. The bridge was called "a death trap waiting to happen for cyclists" and vital for 
transportation connections. Some people wanted a new bridge in a new location, and one 
person thought the existing bridge should be preserved and widened. All comments agreed that 
there was an urgent need to do something about the dangerous condition of the Sellwood 
Bridge. 

Bike/Trail Proiects 

The bike/trail project category received 353 comments, the most comments of any mode 
category. Comments related to safety and connectivity of multi-use trails in the region. 

The Springwater Trail Sellwood Gap: SE 19th to SE Umatilla multi-use trail project 
received 107 comments, all but one in favor of the project. Many comments related to the 
elimination of dangerous road crossings on the trail. Cyclists and walkers expressed delight 
with the trail and their desire to close the gaps for easier, safer trail connections. 

The Powerline Trail (North): Schuepback Park to Bumtwood Drive in Beaverton received 
65 comments in favor of continuing this important multi-use trail in a growing area with few 
parks. The trail was seen as a vital comdor linking homes, shopping and transit while protecting 
greenspaces and wildlife. In addition, petitions totaling 320 signatures were received in favor of 
funding this trail project. 

The Trolley Trail: Arista to Glen Echo received 57 comments, all but one In favor of 
completion of this "long awaited' project. Comments mentioned the need for a safe, usable 
year-around linear park that would foster pride in the community and a leave a legacy for 
generations. It was also seen as a boon to Milwaukie Center revival. 

The Marine Drive Bike Lanes and Trail Gaps: 6 th to 185 th Avenue project received 47 
comments. Most comments were from cyclists who would use it more if proposed safety 
improvements were made. The trail was seen as providing scenic access along the Columbia 
River. It could be one of the best in Portland, if improved. 

The Rock Creek Trail: Orchard Park to Wllkens project received 26 favorable comments. 
This trail is seen as the spine of the trail network in Hillsboro; greatly needed in a dense and 
growing area. It would connect neighborhoods to employment, shopping, light rail, pari<s and a 
new library. 

The Springwater Trailhead at Main City Park received 21 comments in favor of providing 
needed facilities and connections to the Springwater Trail and light rail. It would provide a 
critical missing link in the path network. 
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The Powerline Trail (South): Barrows to Beef Bend Road project received 16 favorable 
comments. This trail is seen as providing an important multi-use corridor in an area lacking 
parks, sidewalks and north/south routes. 

Pedestrian Projects 

All pedestrian projects received 158 comments relating to safety and pedestrian links. 

The Capitol Highway: Multnomah to Taylors Ferry project received 59 comments asking for 
relief from a congested area devoid of paved sidewalks or shoulders on the roads. Safety was 
seen as a problem for walkers and cyclists, now using a dirt "goat" path. The path is seen as a 
vital link to schools, shopping, recreation and residential areas. One person said improving this 
path was a misuse of government funds. 

The Milwaul<ie Town Center: Main/Harrison/21st project received 48 favorable comments. 
Most were printed postcards that requested funding for a project that enhances the town 
center's livability and creates a pedestrian link to nearby parks. Some comments stressed 
safety improvements needed to reduce risks and improve mobility. 

The Tacoma Street: 6th to 21st Avenue project received 21 comments, most in favor of further 
improving safety and aesthetics on this street for pedestrians and bicyclists. Three comments 
were against this project, partly because of proposed curb extensions. 

Road Reconstruction Projects 

All road reconstruction projects received 101 comments, with the most interest in Lake Road 
and Naito Parkway improvements. 

The Lake Road: 21st to Hwy 224 project received 57 comments in favor of safety 
improvements to improve driving conditions and protect children with sidewalks and bike lanes. 
This project was seen as a multi-modal link that would help revive Milwaukie and improve 
connections to Clackamas Regional Center. 

The Naito Parkway: NW Davis to SW Market project received 25 comments, most in favor of 
reconstructing this street. Most comments expressed the need for street repair, sidewalks and 
bike lanes to increase traffic flow in an important part of downtown Portland next to Waterfront 
Park. 

Boulevard Projects 

All boulevard projects received 84 comments, with Burnside Street receiving the most 
comments for improvements leading to economic development and greater access. 

The Burnside Street: Bridge to E. 14,h project received 44 comments, most in support of 
safety improvements for cyclists, walkers and autos. One person stated the need to transform 
the area into a Gateway to the City, called for in the Central City Plan. Others supported the 
project as important to business and economic growth. A few comments against the project 
called for traffic calming signals for bikes, and adjacent one-way streets. 
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The Cornell Road: Saitzman to 119th project received 20 favorable comments to help make it 
safer for bikes. One person said it was a miserable intersection that needed high priority 
funding. Others said the street had dangerous traffic with no bike lanes. Safe, healthy bike 
routes were requested for westside cycling. 

The Kil l ingsworth: 1-5 Overpass & N Commercial to NE MLK project received 16 
comments, most in favor of improving the safety and access of this "long ignored" street. The 
project was seen as filling a missing link and promoting further residential and commercial 
growth in the area. One comment was against curb extensions. 

Planning Proiects 

All planning projects received 142 comments relating to the need for further planning for freight, 
trails, livable streets, bike information and transit. 

Bike Model and Interactive Map Reglonwlde received 43 comments, most in favor of the 
"Map Quest for bikes" project. Comments highlighted the usefulness as roads change; the 
convenience of trip planning and the assistance in finding safer routes. One person said it is a 
great, low cost idea. One comment said it is not a priority because it is not hard to read a paper 
map. 

The Willamette Shoreline - Hwy 43 Transit project received 39 comments, most in favor of 
funding this planning project. Bicyclists support the project for more bike lanes and less car 
traffic to dodge on Hwy. 43. This conidor is seen as being at or near capacity, with traffic 
increasing with development. Action is seen as critical for safety and access between the South 
Waterfront area and Lake Oswego. One person said there is little support in Lake Oswego for a 
rail line. 

I 
Multi-Use Path Master Plans, Lake Oswego to Milwaukie received 36 comments in favor of 
this planning project. Most comments wanted essential links in the trails system for livability, 
access, safety and recreation opportunities. A non-motorized river crossing was requested 
between Lake Oswego and Milwaukie. 

Transit Proiects 

All transit projects received 72 comments regarding the need for transportation links and access 
around the region. 

The Eastside Streetcar project received 24 comments, most in support of the streetcar line for 
livability, access and economic development throughout the Central Eastside area, including 
Lloyd Center, Oregon Convention Center and OMSl. Comments against the project said it 
would increase auto congestion and it ignored the Hawrthome Bridge as a more cost-effective 
crossing. 

South Metro Amtrak Station received 18 comments, most in favor of the enhancements to the 
existing train station and increased parking space. The project is seen as important for 
improving the popularity of Amtrak and supporting rail transport. Comments against the project 
stated that Amtrak should fund it and questioned whether it would ease auto congestion. 
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Transit Oriented Development Projects 

All TOD projects received 74 comments, most with praise for the program for helping to fund 
mixed-use transit-oriented projects around the region. 

The Regional TOD Urban Center Program received 24 comments in support of mixed-use 
projects in urban centers but not along light rail. One small developer was very happy with TOD 
as "a smart way to get smart growth." 

The Regional TOD LRT Station Area Program received 25 comments, almost all in support of 
this tool to develop higher density projects and promote creative land development. 

Freight Projects 

Fifty-four comments were received on the freight projects, with the N. Leadbetter Extension, 
Kinsman Road Extension and the Freight Data Collection projects each receiving 12 comments. 
Most comments requested completion of the projects for safety and better freight movement. 

Road Capacitv Projects 

All the road capacity projects received 40 comments, with the most comments (13) In support of 
the SE 172nd Ave. Phase I: Sunnyside to Hwy 212 project to increase traffic flow and aid 
economic development in the area. 

Green Streets Projects 

Fifteen comments were received on the Green Streets projects, with the most comments (11) 
on the NE Cully Boulevard project, which was seen as unsafe and in need of sidewalks for 
school children. 

Regional Travel Options Projects 

Eight comments were received on the Regional Travel Options programs and projects. The 
Three Travel Smart projects received 5 comments and the RTO Base program received 2 
comments. 

General Comments 

Some comments and suggestions were received that did not relate to a specific MTIP project. 
A total of 33 comments were general in nature. Some requested making bike paths and lanes 
safer and supporting bike commuters. Other comments related to the need for repairing and 
expanding roads for auto and freight movement 
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Transportation Priorities 2006-09 
Draft Final Public Comment Report 
Executive Summary 
March 9, 2005 

Overview of Public Comments 

This report provides a summary of final public comments received on project and program 
funding applications for the Transportation Priorities 2006-09, Metropolitan Transportation 
Improvement Program (MTIP). Comments ttiat were received during the final public comment 
period, December 7,2004 - February 22, 2005, are included in this summary. A few 
comments, from November and early December 2004, that missed the printing of the January 
public comment report, are included in this summary report. 

The January 2005 public comment report summarized comments received during the official 45-
day public comment period (October 15 - December 6, 2004) on projects recommended for 
further consideration. This draft public comment report summarizes comments received since 
that time and since the release of a recommendation by the Transportation Policy Alternatives 
Committee (TPAC). The complete timeline of meetings and decision points follows this report. 

Transportation Priorities 2006-09, Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept, is a regional 
transportation funding program that identifies the highest priority projects to be constructed, or 
programs to be funded, with federal transportation revenues over the next four years. Local 
jurisdictions and partners submitted transportation project applications by June 30, 2004 for 
funding consideration. Eligible projects include road reconstruction and capacity projects, 
transit improvements, bridge replacement study, boulevards, pedestrian improvements, bike 
and trail paths, green streets, freight, Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) and planning 
projects. 

During this final public comment period, a public hearing was held at Metro on February 17, 
2005. More than 80 citizens spoke directly to members of the Metro Council and Joint Policy 
Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT). In addition to this testimony, comments were 
received in the form of letters, e-mails, post cards, faxes, comment cards and telephone. 

The Metro Council is scheduled to take final action on transportation project funding at their 
regular meeting on Thursday, March 24, 2005. The Council will consider Resolution #05-3529, 
for the purpose of allocating $62.2 million of Transportation Priorities funding for federal fiscal 
years 2008 and 2009, pending air quality conformity determination. (Please confirm the date 
and time with the Council Office, (503) 797-1540, or check the Metro web site calendar at 
www.metro-region.org). 

The Final Public Comment Report will be published prior to the Metro Council meeting. For a 
copy, call Metro at (503) 797-1839 or check the Metro web site. 

Comments in General 

The wide range of comments received indicates broad interest in improving the entire regional 
transportation system, especially the Bike/Trail projects and Transit-Oriented Development 
programs. 

http://www.metro-region.org


A total of 274 comments were received from residents, govemments and business owners 
around the region during the final public comment period. Bike and trail projects received the 
most comments per mode, with the Powerline Trail (North) in Beaverton receiving the largest 
number of comments of any project. The Transit-Oriented (TOD) program received a 
considerable number of comments, as well, with the Regional TOD Urban Center Program 
receiving the most attention. 

Comments indicate significant public Interest in most facets of transportation improvement 
throughout the region. Reasons cited in many citizen comments Included safety concems, 
need for revitalization, access to nature, need for trail gap closures and connections, and need 
for economic development. 

Summary of Comments by Project Mode 

Bike/Trail Proiects 

The bike/trail project category received 101 favorable comments, the most comments of any 
mode category. Comments related to the need for safety, connectivity, access to nature and 
ability to commute by bike. 

The Powerline Trail (North) in Beaverton received the most favorable comments (41) in this 
category. Most were from residents who wanted to close gaps in the trail in a fast-developing 
area. The trail was seen as a vital north/south corridor for pedestrians and bikers, with the 
potential to protect greenspaces for wildlife. 

The Springwater Trail - Sellwood Gap: SE 19lh to SE Umatilla project received a 
considerable number of favorable comments (18). Most comments requested the elimination of 
dangerous road crossings on the trail. Many bikers and walkers were happy with the off-road 
trail and wanted easier and safer trail connections. 

The Marine Drive Bike Lanes & Trail Gaps; 6,h Avenue to 185 Avenue project drew 17 
favorable comments. Most were from bicyclers who wanted a safer bike lane on Marine Drive. 
It Is seen as a scenic route for recreation as well as commuting. 
Rock Creek Trail: Orchard Park to NW Wilkens received 14 favorable comments. The trail is 
important to Hillsboro residents, who say the trail network is needed in a dense and growing 
area. 

Other favorable comments were received on the Trolley Trail: Arista to Glen Echo (3), MAX 
Multi-Use Path (2), Jennifer Street: 106,h to 122nd (1), and the Powerline Trail (South) in 
Tigard (3). The Springwater Trailhead at Main City Park received 1 favorable comment. 

Transit-Oriented Development fTOD) 

The TOD category received a total of 37 favorable comments in the final comment period, most 
praising the program for encouraging mixed-use, transit-oriented development projects that help 
support the economy. 

Most comments (20) related to the Regional TOD Urban Center Program, which is seen as a 
valuable tool for helping to fund and develop mixed-use projects in urban centers around the 
region. 



The Regional TOD Light Rail Transit Stat ion Area Program received 8 favorable comments 
and the Gateway Transi t Center Redeve lopment received 4 favorable comments. The Site 
Acquisi t ion: Beaverton Regional Center project received 3 comments. TOD 
Implementat ion received 2 comments. 

Pedes t r ian Proiec ts 

The Pedestrian project category received 29 favorable comments, primarily for the Milwaukie 
Town Center and the Capitol Highway improvements. Safety and better access for pedestrians 
and bicyclists were cited as reasons for support. 

The Milwaukie Town Center : Main/Harrison/21 s t project received 12 favorable comments, 
many in the form of printed postcards requesting funding to enhance the town center's livability 
and create a pedestrian link to nearby parks. Some comments included safety improvements 
and improved mobility. 

The Capitol Highway: Multnomah to Taylors Ferry project received 12 favorable comments, 
describing their current condition as an unsafe "goat path" that becomes muddy in the rain. The 
new path is seen as a vital link between schools, shopping, recreation and residences. 

Other projects supported by favorable comments included the Tacoma Street: 6th to 21 s t 

project (2 comments), the ODOT Preservat ion Supplement - Powell: 50th to 1-205 (2 
comments), and the SE Hawthorne: 20 th to 50th project (1 comment). 

Road Recons t ruc t ion 

The projects in the Road Reconstruction category received 21 comments, most in favor of the 
Lake Road Recons t ruc t ion (11) and the 10th Avenue @ Hwy.B Intersec t ions (7). The 
Cleveland Street Recons t ruc t ion project received 3 comments. Most comments requested 
safety improvements to reduce traffic congestion and aid biking and walking. 

Transit Proiec ts 

The Transit project category also received 21 comments, with the most in favor of the Eas t s ide 
St ree tcar (13) for livability, access and economic development in the Central Eastside area. 

Other comments favored the South Metro Amtrak Station P h a s e II (5), the 
1-205 LRT, Commuter Rail, S. Waterfront Streetcar (2) and the Ash Street Extension (1). 

Road Capacity 

The Road Capacity category received a total of 19 comments, with the most comments in favor 
of the SE 172nd Avenue P h a s e I: Sunnys ide to Hwy 212 project (14). Reasons for supporting 
the projects included access to jobs for economic development and the need for safety 
upgrades. 

Other comments favored the Beaverton-Hillsdale Hwy/Oleson/Scholls Ferry Intersect ion 
(3), B o o n e s Ferry Road at Lanewood Street (1) and the C lackamas County ITS project (1). 



Planning Proiects 

The total comments for all Planning projects numbered 13, with the most comments favoring the 
Willamette Shoreline - Hwy 43 analysis (9). One comment was against the Willamette 
Shoreline project, stating that there was little support for the streetcar and a bike access study 
was needed. 

Other favorable comments included the Milwaukie LRT Supplemental EIS (2), the Multi-Use 
Path Master Plans (1) and the l-205/Hwy 213 Interchange Reconnaissance Study (1). 

Freight Proiects 

A total of 11 comments were received in favor of various freight projects, with the most 
comments (7) in favor of the N. Leadbetter Extension for better freight movement, less auto 
congestion and improved safety conditions. 

Other favorable comments were received in favor of the Kinsman Road Extension (2), the N. 
Lombard Slough Overcrossing (1) and the Freight Data Collection project (1). 

Green Streets Proiects 

A total of 7 favorable comments were received on one Green Street project: the NE Cully 
Boulevard: Prescott to Killingsworth improvements. Cully was said to be a fomier Indian trail 
that now needs sidewalks for school children and safer traffic conditions. 

Regional Travel Options 

The Regional Travel Options (RTO) category received a total of 6 favorable comments, with 4 
for the RTO Base Program and 2 supporting funding of the TravelSmart Projects. 

Large Bridge Categorv 

The Sellwood Bridge Replacement study received 4 favorable comments, asking for a safer 
river crossing for cyclists and cars. 

Boulevard Proiects 

Five favorable comments were received in the Boulevard category. Two comments were in 
favor of the Bumside Street: Bridge to W. 14,h project and three comments for the 
Killingsworth: 1-5 Overpass and N. Commercial to NE MLK project. 

General Comments 

Twelve general comments were received, most in favor of bike/trail projects, freight projects and 
transit. One comment was against more aitematives in Washington County, as they would not 
improve vehicular traffic. Another comment requested improved non-road alternatives to reduce 
autos. 

One comment consisted of two newspaper articles linking transportation to global warming. 
Another comment suggested the use of mini-buses to take passengers from the suburbs to the 
city to cut traffic congestion. Support for 1-5 conidor rail projects was requested, also. 



Transportation Priorities 2006-09 timeline and decision schedule 

Feb. - Mar. 2004 Policy direction finalized 

April 7 Metro Committee for Citizen Involvement reviews Public 
Involvement plan 

April 9 Transportation project solicitation begins 

June 30 Deadline for project applications 

July Technical rankings developed 

August MTIP subcommittee review of technical rankings 

Aug. 27 Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC) 
review of technical rankings and list of projects recommended for public 
discussion 

Sept. 9 Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) review of 
technical rankings and list of projects 
recommended for public discussion 

Sept. 21 Metro Council work session to review technical rankings and 
list of projects recommended for public discussion 

Sept. 24 TPAC action on list of projects recommended for public discussion 

Oct. 14 JPACT action on list of projects recommended for public 
discussion 

Oct. 15 Public comment period begins on list of projects 
recommended for public discussion 

Oct. 25 Public Listening Post, 4 to 8 p.m., Metro, Portland 

Oct. 26 Public Listening Post, 5 to 8 p.m.. Pioneer Community 
Center, Oregon City 

Oct. 27 Public Listening Post, 5 to 8 p.m., Multnomah County East 
Building, Gresham 

Oct. 28 Public Listening Post, 5 to 8 p.m., Beaverton Resource 
Center, Beaverton 

Dec. 6 Public comment period ends on list of projects recommended for public 
discussion 

Dec. 14 Metro Council work session to provide policy direction 
on narrowing initial list of recommendations to develop 
final program that matches available federal revenue 



Jan. 7,2005 TPAC - policy options for nan-owing to Final Cut List 

Jan. 18 Metro Council work session - policy discussion and direction to staff on 
narrowing to Final Cut List 

Jan. 20 JPACT action on policy direction to staff on narrowing to Final Cut List 

Jan. 28 TPAC discussion and potential action on Final Cut List 

Feb. 4 TPAC action on Final Cut List 

Feb. 10 JPACT briefing on TPAC recommendation 

Feb. 17 Joint JPACT/Metro Council public hearing on draft Final Cut 
List at 5 p.m. in Metro Council Chamber 

Mar. 3 Metro Council meeting on Final Cut List briefing and 
Council communication to JPACT members 

Mar. 15 Metro Council work session on Final Cut List briefing and 
Council communication to JPACT members 

Mar. 17 JPACT action on Final Cut List, pending air quality analysis 

Mar. 24 Council action on Final Cut List, pending air quality analysis 

April - June Programming of funds and air quality conformity analysis 

July Public review of draft MTIP with air quality confomiity analysis 

August Adopt Transportation Priorities 2006-09 MTIP program, 
including ODOT Metro Area STIP and federal transit 
funding: submit to govemor and USDOT for concunrence 

September Receive concurrence from USDOT 

October Obligation of FFY 2006 federal funding eligible to begin 



Appendix 5 

2004 Regional Transportation Plan: 
Resolution 03-3380A 
Ordinance 04-1045A 
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL 

FOR THE PURPOSE OF DESIGNATION OF ) RESOLUTION NO. 03-3380A 
THE 2004 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION ) 
PLAN AS THE FEDERAL METROPOLITAN ) 
TRANSPORTATION PLAN TO MEET ) Introduced by Councilor Park 
FEDERAL PLANNING REQUIREMENTS ) 

WHEREAS, federal law requires Metro to demonstrate every three years that its Regional 

Transportation Plan ("RTP") conforms to the Clean Air Act; and 

WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Transportation (Federal Highway Administration and the 

Federal Transit Administration) and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency last found the RTP to 

conform to the requirements of the Clean Air Act on January 26,2001; and 

WHREAS, federal transportation planning rules require Metro, as the Metropolitan Planning 

Organization ("MPO"), to identify a MPO Planning Boundary; and 

WHEREAS, a post-adoption air quality analysis must demonstrate conformity with the federal 

Clean Air Act for continued federal certification; and 

WHEREAS, the Metro Council has received and considered the advice of its Joint Policy 

Advisory Committee on Transportation and its Metro Policy Advisoiy Committee, and all proposed 

amendments identified in Exhibit "A" have been the subject of a public review period that began October 

31,2003, and ended December 10,2003; and 

WHEREAS, the Council held a public hearing on the 2004 RTP on December 4,2003; now 

therefore, 

BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council: 

1. The 2004 Regional Transportation Plan ("RTP") shall be the federal Metropolitan Transportation 
Plan. 

2. The map in Part I (Policy Update) of the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan Update shall be the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization Planning Area Boimdary for purposes of the federal Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan. 
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3. The Chief Operating Officer shall revise the 2004 RTP, attached and incorporated into this 
resolution as Exhibit A (Parts 1,2, and 3), as recommended by the Transportation Planning Advisory 
Committee to the Joint Policy Advisory Committee in "Summary of Public Comments: Receive October 
31,2003 through December 4,2003," dated December 5,2003, attached and incorporated into this 
resolution as Exhibit B, and in "Supplemental Public Comments: Received December 5,2003 through 
December 10,2003," dated December 11,2003, attached and incorporated mto this resolution as 
Exhibit C. 

4. The Chief Operating Officer shall submit this resolution, the 2004 RTP and Resolution No. 03-
3382 (the 2004 RTP/2004-07 MTIP Air Quality Conformity Determination), upon its adoption by the 
Council, to the U.S. Department of Transportation (Federal Highway Administration and the Federal 
Transit Administration) and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency prior to January 26,2004, for 
review for acknowledgement that these documents conform with the requirements of the Clean Air Act 

J 
ADOPTED by the Metro Council this ' ' day of December 2003. 

pprayed as to Form; 
David Bragdon, Council President 

DanicHs. Cooper, Metro A ibmey 
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL 

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE ) ORDINANCE NO. 04-I045A 
2000 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN ) 
("RTP") FOR CONSISTENCY WITH THE ) 
2004 INTERIM FEDERAL RTP AND ) Introduced by Councilor Rod Park 
STATEWIDE PLANNING GOALS ) 

WHEREAS, the Metro Council approved the 2000 RTP by Ordinance No. 00-869A (For the 

Purpose of Adopting the 2000 Regional Transportation Plan) on August 10,2000 as the regional 

'Transportation System Plan" ("TSP") required by state Goal 12 through the statewide plaiming Goal 12 

through the state Transportation Planning Rule ("TPR"); and 

WHEREAS, a key purpose of the regional TSP is to define a system of transportation facilities 

and services adequate to meet transportations needs and support planned land uses set forth ia the 2040 

Growth Concept, consistent with the requirements of other statewide planning goals; and 

WHEREAS, the Land Conservation and Development Commission approved and acknowledged 

the 2000 RTP and 2020 Priority System on July 9,2001, as the regional TSP for the Portland 

metropolitan region until the next RTP update; and 

WHEREAS, the Metro Council directed that the 2004 update to the RTP be narrowed in scope to 

only address federal planning requirements and approved the 2004 Interim Federal RTP by Resolution 

No. 03-3380A (For the Purpose of Adopting the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan as the Federal 

Metropolitan Transportation Plan to Meet Federal Planning Requirements) on December 11,2003; and 

WHEREAS, as a follow-up to the 2004 update. Exhibit "A" identifies consistency amendments to 

the 2000 RTP to address statewide planning goals and implement the 2004 Interim Federal RTP in 

anticipation of a major review of RTP policies and projects to be completed by 2007; and 
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WHEREAS, no major changes to policies and projects are proposed in Exhibit "A"; and 

WHEREAS, cities and counties in the region have made amendments to their transportation 

systems plans in order to comply with Metro's 2000 RTP, and these TSP amendments have generated 

proposed amendments to the functional system maps in the RTP, new transportation projects and studies 

and changes in the location, description, cost or timing of previously approved projects; and 

WHEREAS, Metro and cities and coxmties of the region have completed corridor studies and 

comprehensive planning pursuant to Title 11 of the Urban Growth Management Functional Plan, since 

adoption of the 2000 RTP, and these plans have generated proposed technical amendments to Chapter 6 

(Implementation) of the RTP; and 

WHEREAS, the Metro Council has received and considered the advice of its Joint Policy 

Advisory Committee on Transportation and its Metro Policy Advisory Committee, and all proposed 

amendments identified in Exhibit "A" have been the subject of a 45-day public review period; and 

WHEREAS, the Metro Council held public hearings on amendments to the 2000 RTP identified 

in Exhibit "A" on May 13 and July 8,2004; now, therefore 

THE METRO COUNCIL ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. Text and maps in Chapter 2 (Transportation) of the Regional Framework Plan ("RFP"), 
and Chapter 1 (Regional Transportation Policy) and Chapter 3 (Growth and the Preferred 
System) of the 2000 RTP are hereby amended as set forth in Part 1 (Policy Amendments) 
of Exhibit "A", attached and incorporated into this ordinance. 

2. Text and maps in Chapter 5 of the 2000 RTP are hereby amended as set forth in Part 2 
(Project Amendments) of Exhibit "A" to identify the scope and nature of the proposed 
transportation improvements that address the 20-year needs. 

3. Text in Chapter 6 (Implementation) of the 2000 RTP is hereby amended as set forth in 
Part 3 (Technical Amendments) of Exhibit "A" to demonstrate regional compliance with 
state and federal planning requirements and establish regional TSP and fimctional 
requirements for city and county comprehensive plans and local TSPs. 

4. Metro's 2000 RTP and these amendments to it, together with Titles 2 and 10 of the Uiban 
Growth Management Fimctional Plan, comprise Metro's 2000 RTP, adopted as the 
regional functional plan for transportation under ORS 268.390, and the regional 
transportation system plan required by state planning law. 
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5. The Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law in Exhibit "€B", attached and incorporated 
into this ordinance, explain how these amendments to the RTP comply with state 
transportation and land use plaiming laws and the RFP. 

7 / ^ 
ADOPTED by the Metro Council thi?^ day of July, 2004. 

vid Bragdon, Councifrresi&nt 

improved as to Form: 

a Bilhngteh, R e a d i n g Secretary Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

«y Administration Federal Transit Admlnistratton 
w w - in RdQion X 
i S ^ e ^ o r e ^ l r a o i ' 1 6 1 0 0 915 Second Avenue, Room 3142 
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206-220-7954 

March 5,2004 
W REPLY REFER TO 

HPL.3-OR 
90.220 

Mr. David Bragdon 
President 
Metro Council 
600 N.E. Grand Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736 

RE: Conformity Determination for the Fiscal Year 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and 
Fiscal Year 2004-2007 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) 

Dear Mr. Bragdon: ' • 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) have 
completed our review of the Portland Metro local conformity determination for the Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2004 RTP and FY 2004-2007 MllF, A joint FHWA/FTA air quality confonnity 
determination for the RTP and the TIP is required by Section 93.104 of the Environmental 
Protection Agency s (EPA) August 15,1997, Transportation Conformity Rule Amendments: 
Flexibility and Streamlining: Final Rule, 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93 (Transportation Conformity 
Rule) and the FHWA/FTA Metropolitan Planning Rule, 23 CFR 450. Our USDOT conformity 
determination is based upon Metro's conformity determination analysis and documentation 
submitted to our offices, by your March 4,2004, letter and attachments, as well as supplemental 
documentation. 

The Metro Council and Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation adopted the local 
confonnity determination on the FY 2004 RTP and FY 2004-2007 MTIP on March 4,2004. The 
local conformity analysis and supplemental documentation provided by Metro indicates that all air 
quality conformity requirements have been met. Based on our review, we find that the FY 2004 
RTP and the FY 2004-2007 M'llP conform to the applicable state implementation plan in" 
accordance with: 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93', the January 2,2002, Revised Guidance for Implementing 
the March 1999 Circuit Court Decision Affecting Transportation Conformity, and, the EPA's 
May 14,1999, Conformity Guidance on Implementation of the March 2,1999, Conformity Court 
Decision. This USDOT conformity determination has been developed in accordance with Oregon 
Administrative Rule (OAR) Chapter 340 Division 252, Transportation Conformity, which defines 
the procedures and frequency for demonstrating conformity within the State of Oregon. This 
federal conformity determination was made after consultation with EPA Region X, pursuant to the 
Transportation-Conformity Rule, 



This letter constitutes the joint FHWA/FTA air quality conformity determination for Metro's FY 
2004 RTP and FY 2004-2007 MTIP. If you have any questions regarding this federal conformity 

. finding, please contact Michelle Eraut, FHWA, at (503) 587-4716 or Jennifer Bowman, FTA, at 
(206) 220-7953. 

Sincerely, 

David O. Cox R. F. Krochalis 
Division Administrator Regional Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration Federal Transit Administration 

cc: 
FTA (Rebecca Reyes-Alicea, Jennifer Bowman) 
EPA (Wayne Elson) 
ODOT (Jill Vosper,- STIP Manager) 

(Vince Carrow, Environment) 
(Matthew Garrett, Region 1) 

DEQ (Dave Nordbeig) 
METRO (Andy Cotngno) 



Appendix 6 

Environmental Justice Report 



The Transportation Priorities 2006-09 program, administered by Metro, allocates the 
expected federal transportation funding from the Surface Transportation Program (STP) 
and Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality (CMAQ) to transportation agencies in the 
Portland metropolitan region. As these are programs and activities associated with 
Federal aid, the program activities must comply with Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights 
Act and the Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987 as required by Title 23 Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) Part 200, and Title 49 CFR Part 21. These activities also must comply 
with Executive Order 12898 of 1994 for Environmental Justice. 

The current allocation process chose from 73 applications totaling $130 million in costs 
to select projects and programs constrained to projected revenues in the years 2008 and 
2009 of $60.5 million. 

The program reviewed and updated the program objectives and the technical evaluation 
process. Upon completion of this review, the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on 
Transportation (JPACT) and the Metro Council adopted the program objectives. 

Application materials were updated to measure or describe the potential impacts or 
benefits of a particular project on the program objectives. Four geographic sub-areas of 
the region were provided targets for a cost amount of projects or programs for which they 
could apply and the agencies submitted project applications in July 2004. 

Agencies were required to have met strict public involvement requirements for the 
projects and programs for which they were applying for fimds (see Appendix 4). The 
project or program had to be derived from and adopted in a transportation plan that met 
minimum requirements for public outreach. This ensured that the local community had an 
opportunity to participate in the decision process that defined the scope and need of each 
candidate project. An additional outreach requirement was that the goveming board of 
the sponsoring agency adopt at a public meeting a statement indicating that the candidate 
project applications were their local priority local for Transportation Priorities 2006-09 
funding. 

Metro staff then completed a technical analysis and summary of qualitative issues on 
each of the project applications (other than planning study applications). To inform the 
decision process on environmental justice issues, an analysis was completed on the 
number and percentage of low-income and minority and ethnic populations in the areas 
surrounding the applicant projects. Summary tables of this analysis are attached as Tables 
1 and 2 respectively. 

Projects near populations with 35 - 45% of persons living at less than two times the 
federal poverty level were identified as impacting moderate concentrations of low-
income populations while projects near populations with 45% or more persons living at 
less than two times the federal poverty level were identifies as impacting high 
concentrations low-income populations. Projects were also identified that had 
concentrations of populations greater than 2.5 times the regional average population of 



Black, American Indian or Alaskan Native, Asian minority race or Hispanic origin in the 
area surrounding the project. 

Projects were also identified that had concentrations of low-income population in the area 
surrounding the project. Low-income was defined as an annual income of up to two times 
the federal poverty level. Projects that had moderate (35% to 45% of the area population 
at less than two times the poverty level) and high concentrations (45% or more of the area 
population at less than two times the poverty level) were identified. The data tables for 
the applicant projects are attached as Exhibits B1 and B2. 

Notes about the potential benefits and impacts to the populations by these projects were 
provided on the technical summary sheets were distributed at all public meetings and to 
decision makers. Display maps indicating which projects have potential benefits or 
impacts are also displayed at all public meetings and provided in hand-out form. 

This information was then used as a condition of approval of funding to the project 
applicants that may have a benefit or impact to a minority, origin or low-income 
population. Projects in a design or preliminary engineering phase are required to 
demonstrate that outreach and opportunities to participate in project design will be 
provided to the affected population. For construction projects, applicants are required to 
notify and make aware of construction mitigation choices to the affected population. 
These conditions of approval are provided in Appendix 7 of this MTIP document. 
Applicant jurisdictions must demonstrate compliance with or its plan to comply with the 
conditions of approval prior to Metro staff approving the project prospectus. Approval of 
the project prospectus must occur for the agency to be designated eligible to receive 
reimbursement of project costs. 

Of the seventy three project applications, fifty were projects in a specific location that 
could impact a potential concentration of low-income, minority or ethnic population. Of 
the fifty projects, four were identified as potentially affecting a significant concentration 
of low-income persons while another eight projects were identified as potentially 
affecting a moderate concentration of low-income persons. Of the four projects 
potentially impacting a significant concentration of low-income persons, three were 
selected for programming of fimds. Of the eight projects potentially impacting a 
moderate concentration of low-income persons, three were selected for funding with an 
additional project selected funding on the condition federal authorization amounts are 
adequate to ensure fimding of all selected projects. 

Of the projects selected for funding that may impact concentrations of low-income 
populations, only the Rose Biggi Boulevard project would have any displacements of 
private property associated with its construction. The displacement would be partial 
displacement of a commercial parking lot and is therefore not foreseen to have a negative 
impact on the low-income population in the vicinity of the project. None of the projects 
are known or expected to have any other negative impacts other than temporary noise and 
detour activities associated with project construction. When completed, the projects are 



expected to have positive impacts associated with improved transportation services they 
will provide to the area. 

Of the fifty projects that would be in a specific location, six would potentially impact 
significant concentrations of Black persons, one would potentially impact a significant 
concentration of American Indian/Alaskan Native persons, and nine would potentially 
impact significant concentrations of Hispanic populations. 

Of the six projects potentially impacting significant concentrations of Black persons, four 
were selected for funding. Of those projects, none are known or expected to have any 
negative impacts other than temporary noise and detour activities associated with project 
construction. When completed, the projects are expected to have positive impacts 
associated with improved transportation services they will provide to the area. 

The project potentially impacting a significant concentration of American Indian/Alaskan 
Native persons was selected for funding. It is not known or expected to have any negative 
impacts other than temporary noise and detour activities associated with project 
construction. When completed, the project, the Bumside Boulevard project is expected to 
have positive impacts associated with improved transportation services it will provide to 
the area. 

Of the nine projects potentially impacting significant concentrations of Hispanic persons, 
three were selected for funding with an additional project selected funding on the 
condition federal authorization amounts are adequate to ensure funding of all selected 
projects. Of those projects, only the Rose Biggi Boulevard project would have any 
displacements of private property associated with its construction. The displacement 
would be partial displacement of a commercial parking lot and is therefore not foreseen 
to have a negative impact on the Hispanic population in the vicinity of the project. Of the 
other three projects, none are known or expected to have any negative impacts other than 
temporary noise and detour activities associated with project construction. When 
completed, the projects are expected to have positive impacts associated with improved 
transportation services they will provide to the area. 



Table 1 Low-Income Populations Near Applicant Projects 

Pro jec t s Total Populat ion 2X Poverty Level Income or L e s s 
B d 1 0 5 1 - E Bumside (PE) 1462 780 h s a c S t 5 3 S 4 H a a 
Bd1260 - Killingsworth Street 6998 3331 
Bd3020 - SW Rosa Biggi 3434 1550 ' 45%". • • 
Bd3169 - E Baseline 10917 3506 32% 
Bd3184 • NW Comell Road (PE & ROW) 2452 316 13% 
Bk1009 - Springwater Trail; Sellwood Gap (PE/ROW) 4989 1200 24% 
Bk2052 - MAX Multi-use path 9651 3990 41,% J 
Bk2055 - Springwater Trailhead 1310 173 13% 
Bk3012 • Rock Creek Trail 5610 1413 25% 
Bk4011 - Marine Drive Bike Lanes and Trail Gaps 6965 1249 18% 
Bk5026 . Trolley Trail 12561 3061 24% 
BkS110 - SE Jennifer Street 975 195 20% 
Bk6020 - Powerline Trail (South) 14481 1948 13% 
Bk6057 - Washington Square Regional Center Trail 6327 2020 32% 
Fr2074 - NE Sandy Blvd. (PE/ROW) 4875 1400 . 29% 
Fr3016 - SW TualaUn-Sherwood Road ATMS 12253 2140 17% 
Fr3166 - Highway 8 - 10th Avenue Intersections rec 1948 765 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 9 % .. i 

Fr4063-N Lombard 2010 478 24% 
Fr4087 - N Leadbetter Extension 2010 478 24% 
Fr6065 - Southwest Herman Rod 1510 415 27% 
Fr6086 - Kinsman Road extension 4221 1020 24% 
G S 1 2 2 4 - N E Cully Blvd 10020 • 3645 
GS2123 - Beaver Creek Culverts 17322 4971 29% 
P d 1 0 8 0 - S E Hawthome 9966 2555 26% 
Pd1202 - SW Capitol Highway (PE) 6922 1356 20% 
Pd1227 - SE Tacoma Street 5102 1343 26% 
Pd2105 - Rockwood Ped to MAX 2586 1626 
Pd3021 - SW Scholls Ferry Road 5021 1303 26% 
Pd3093 - SW Murray Blvd (west side only) 6520 2337 
Pd3163 - Forest Grove Town Center 17249 5175 30% 
Pd5054 - Milwaukie Town Center 1598 368 23% 
Pd5209 - SE 129th Sidewalks and bike lane 8566 754 9% 
Pd6127 - SW Boones Feny Road 980 97 10% 
PI1003 - Milwaukie LRT Supplemental EIS 33353 9988 30% 
PI5016 - l-205/Hwy 213 Interchange Reconnaissance 1260 216 17% 
RC1184 - BH/Oleson/Scholls Ferry 6200 1386 22% 
RC2110 - Wood Village Blvd. 4137 1526 37% ] 
R C 3 1 1 4 - N E 28th Avenue 3614 788 22% 
RC5103 - Clackamas Co. ITS 4309 522 12% 
RC6014 - SW Greenburg Road 4502 1649 
R C 7 0 0 0 - S E 172nd Ave 1681 99 6% 
R C 7 0 0 0 - S E 172nd Ave 3561 487 14% 
RC8038 - Southwest Ash Street extension 2675 688 26% 
RR1012 - Sellwood Bridge Replacement 3589 504 14% 
RR1C53 - Naito Parkway 5617 2485 
RR1209 • NW 23rd Avenue 3588 1040 29% 
R R 2 0 0 1 - N E 242nd Ave. 4975 1131 23% 
RR203S - Cleveland SL 7784 2408 31% 
RR5037 - SE Lake Road 5907 890 15% 
Tri 106 - Eastside Streetcar (PE) 7716 3300 

Moderate Concentration of Low-Income Population : 

High Concentration of Low-Income Population = 



Tabia 2 Minority and Ethnic Populations Near Applicant Projects 

American Indian -
Proj tc ta 

Hispanic 
Population White Alone Black Alone Alaskan Alone Asian Alone Ethinlcty 

N/A 7.50% 1.80% 13% 
1462 1177 81% 93 6% 25 2% 36 2% 129 9% 
6998 2873 41% 2562 O T C ] 28 0% 332 5% 1018 15% 
3434 1990 58% 92 3% 44 1% 264 8% 963 28%'I 
10917 7757 71% 58 1% 90 1% 122 1% 3763 I 34% 1 
2452 2134 87% 23 1% 6 0% 167 7% 65 3% 
4989 4399 88% 123 2% 60 1% 163 3% 155 3% 
9651 7344 76% 276 3% 119 1% 239 2% 2024 F m i 
1310 1264 96% 17 1% 0 0% 10 1% 54 4% 
5810 4370 78% 148 3% 0 0% 559 10% 479 9% 
6965 5487 78% 559 E r e a 86 1% 283 4% 380 5% 
12581 11463 91% 91 1% 57 0% 165 1% 723 6% 
975 968 99% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 

14481 11747 81% 308 2% 118 1% 1315 9% 698 5% 
6327 5068 80% 87 1% 48 1% 300 5% 1203 19% 
4875 4036 83% 181 4% 36 1% 166 3% 277 6% 
12253 11101 91% 16 0% 96 1% 306 2% 1125 9% 
1948 1418 73% 0 0% 0 0% 5 0% 643 E335C1 
2010 1525 76% 232 12 1% 136 7% 12 1% 
2010 1525 76% 232 U 2 ? U 12 1% 136 7% 12 1% 
1510 1229 81% 0 0% 54 4% 86 6% 318 [ 3 B D 
4221 3794 90% 29 1% 0 0% 53 1% 453 11% 
10020 8265 83% 1025 r i o % - i 138 1% 582 6% 2158 D 2 ? G 
17322 12425 72% 1093 6% 248 1% 890 5% 2737 16% 
9968 8954 90% 121 1% 67 1% 468 5% 249 2% 
6922 6144 89% 95 1% 95 1% 250 4% 257 4% 
5102 4530 89% 108 2% 75 1% 190 4% 135 3% 
2588 1775 69% 110 4% 0 0% 88 3% 978 r m i 
5021 4480 89% 0 0% 6 0% 205 4% 331 7% 
6520 4878 75% 157 2% 65 1% 400 6% 1329 20% 
17249 13987 81% 53 0% 234 1% 318 2% 3018 17% 
1598 1518 95% 14 1% 8 1% 43 3% 25 2% 
8566 7282 85% 33 0% 32 0% 990 12% 156 2% 
980 898 92% 38 4% 11 1% 0 0% 59 6% 

33353 27922 84% 1044 3% 310 1% 2324 7% 1171 4% 
1280 1236 98% 0 0% 0 0% 24 2% 73 6% 
6200 5659 91% 0 0% 6 0% 205 3% 376 6% 
4137 2849 69% 0 0% 76 2% 130 3% 1130 C S S ] 
3614 2980 82% 74 2% 0 0% 193 5% 448 12% 
4309 3914 91% 0 0% 4 0% 153 4% 159 4% 
4502 3437 78% 87 2% 48 1% 213 5% 1147 
1681 1808 96% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 51 3% 
3561 3339 94% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 193 5% 
2675 2330 87% 0 0% 42 2% 68 3% 316 12% 
3589 3324 93% 39 1% 23 1% 81 2% 117 3% 
5617 4378 78% 463 194 E Z S ' d l i n 3% 266 5% 
3588 3157 88% 11 0% 58 2% 287 8% 109 3% 
4975 4199 84% 12 0% 74 1% 144 3% 313 6% 
7784 8358 82% 114 1% 122 2% 197 3% 1038 13% 
5907 5432 92% 14 0% 12 0% 196 3% 184 3% 
7716 6195 80% 529 7% 101 1% 290 4% 538 7% 

2.5 Umaa tha Raglonal Avaraga of Llatad Population 
Bd1051. E Bumside (PE) 
Bd1260 • Killingsworth Street 
Bd302a - SW Rose BIggI 
Bd3169-E Baseline 
Bd3184 • NW Comell Road (PE & ROW) 
Bk1009 • Springwater Trail: Sellwood Gap (PE/ROW) 
Bk20S2 - MAX Multkjsa path 
Bk20S5 • Springwater Trailhead 
Bk3012> Rock Creek Trail 
Bk4011 • Marine Drive Bike Lanes and Trail Gaps 
Bk5026.Troney Trail 
Bk5110-SE Jennifer Street 
Bk6020 • Powerilne Trail (South) 
Bke057 - Washington Square Regional Center Trail 
Fr2074 - NE Sandy Blvd. (PE/ROW) 
Fr3016 - SW Tualatin-Sherwood Road ATMS 
Fr3166 • Highway 8 - 10th Avenue Intersections rec 
Fr4063 - N Lombard 
Fr4087 - N Leadbetter Extension 
Fr6065 • Southwest Herman Bod 
Fr6088 • Kinsman Road extension 
GS1224-NE Cully Blvd 
GS2123 • Beaver Creek Culverta 
Pd1080 - SE Hawthome 
Pd1202 • SW Capitol Highway (PE) 
Pd1227 • SE Tacoma Street 
Pd210S - Rockwood Ped to MAX 
Pd3021 - SW Scholls Ferry Road 
Pd3093 • SW Mun^y Blvd (west side only) 
Pd3183 - Forest Grove Town Center 
Pd5054 - Milwaukie Town Center 
Pd5209 • SE 129th SIdewalka and bike lane 
Pd8127 • SW Boones Ferry Road 
PI1003 • Milwaukie LRT Supplemental EIS 
PI5018 - i-205/Hwy 213 interchange Reconnaissance 
RC11B4 • BH/Olason/Scholls Feny 
RC2110-Wood Vlllaga Blvd. 
RC3114>NE 2eth Avenue 
RC5103 - a a c k a m a s Co. ITS 
RC8014 - SW Greenburg Road 
RC7000-SE 172nd Ave 
RC7000 .SE 172nd Ave 
RC8038 - Southwest Ash Street extension 
RR1Q12-Sellwood Bridge Replacement 
RR1053 . Naito Parkway 
RR1209. NW 23rd Avenue 
RR2001. NE 242nd Ave. 
RR203S • Cleveland S t 
RR5037-SE Lake Road 
Trl 106 . Eastside Streetcar (PE) 

SIgnMcant Concentration o( Usted Population • t_ 
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Projects Serving Low Income Populations 

This map demonstrates project locations relative to concentrations 
of low-income populations. For puiposes of this study, low-income 
Is defined as families whose income Is less than twice the federal 
poverty level (e.o. $33,730 for a family of 2 adults and 2 children). 
Projects may have both negative impacts (such as displacements or 
Increased air pollution) and positive Impacts (such as increased 
service or improved amenities). All of the projects applying for 
Transportation Priorities 2006-09 funds have been analyzed and 
determined to be in conformance with federal air quality standards 
for the region and none of the projects will displace any residence or 
business. Therefore, while there may be other localized negative 
impacts such as temporary construction Impacts, these projects are 
generally viewed as a positive improvement to the commmities 
where they are located. 
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This map demonstrates project locations relative to concentrations 
of low-income populations. For purposes of this study, low-Income 
Is defined as families whose income Is less than twice the federal 
poverty level (e.g. $33,790 for a family of 2 adults and 2 children). 
Projects may have both negative Impacts (such as displacements or 
increased air pollution) and positive impacts (such as increased 
service or Improved amenities). All of the projects applying for 
Transportation Priorities 200&09 funds have been analyzed and 
determined to be in conformance with federal air quality standards 
for the region and none of the projects will displace any residence or 
business. Therefore, while there may be other localized negative 
impacts such as temporary construction Impacts, these projects are 
generally viewed as a positive improvement to the commLnrties 
where they are located. 

PBTcantag* of population at tti* 
2000 C*n«u* block group aggregation ifWOOi 
•< 2 tlfiMt th« F*dtra| Poverty Laval ' 

/—\ 98% to 46% 
I Lovr IncomtArM 

fiS7 Mora than 48% 
Vtry Lew Ineom* N%* 

I'4-at' ^ 
te: 

rA 5^^ 

Miles © 
I w r m 8 i $ 2 . 5 7 9 ^ 

froJaL Extant | 
n̂̂ act Coda 

» • .Z ; 

imi2izSi.4x iUlP 

ipfi 



Appendix 7 

Allocation of Regional Flexible Funds: 
Project Award Summaries and 

Conditions of Project Selection 



Metro Resolution No. 03-3335 

Metro Council JPACT Action 

B r i d g e 

Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Recommended for 2006-07 Funding 

pt2 WiDametla Greenway: RJvec Fonim to Rfver Parkway 
(RM« 03-3290) 

cbt Troftey Tial: Jeffefson to Courtney {PE to Glen Edw 
wtl Beaverton Powerilne Tral: LRT to Sdiuepbac* Part 
wt>3 Washingtan Sq. RC Trail: HaB to Hwy 217 (PE to 

Greenberg) 
Subtotal; 

n/a 
$0,844 
$0,431 

1 ptotfl N Macadam TOD {Re« • 03-3290) 
2 pbMI tQ2nd Ave; Weldler to Bwnside 
4 cbMl MdougMn; 1-205 to Hwy 43 Bridge 

r̂ a 
SI.000 
$3,000 

$4.000 Subtotal: $0.00 
No< Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding 

wb2 Rock Creek Tral: Amberwood to Gomel Kit Pass 
pb1 E. Bank TraVSpringwater Gaps (PE/RCW only) 
Mbl GceshanVFahview Tral: Bumside to Olviskm 

$0,216 
$1,049 
$0,630 

2 pbMl t02nd Ave: WeUlef to Bumside $2,350 
2 nOMJl Slaik SL Ph. 2a 190th to t9l8l $1,000 

rVambNdl Stark SL Ph. 2b 191si to tSTIh $0,600 
4 wnn9 Rose BiggI: LRT to Crescent $1,906 
6 pbMO Bunwida:W19lhtoE14ttt{P£or^) $2,000 
7 pbM3 Mlingsworlh: Intersleto to MLK (PE or#y) $1,000 
8 wWvdl Cornel: Murray to Saitzman (construcSon) $2,500 
8 wtiMl Cornel: Murray to Salzman (ROW) .$1,000 
B c±>N(Q Boones Ferry; Kruse to Madrona (PE and ROW) $2.550 

Subtotal: $15.108 

ptrl Broadway Brktge Span 7 palnling 

Subtotal: $2.500 
Mode Category Total; $3.556 Mode Category Total; $19.108 Mode Category Total; $2.500 

G r e e n S t r e e t s F r e i g h t Planrting 

Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Reeemmer»ded for 2006-07 Funding Recommended for 2006-07 Funding 
mgst YemMIRecon: 190^1 to 1979) 

2 pgtl Culy Blvd Recon: PE 

rva rphS kS/98W Connector Corridor Study 
TualaUrvSherwood Rd.: Hwy 99 lo Teton (PE only) 

wH Change lo: PE for I-&/B9W Corridor & Wash Ca 
Arterial Studies Fre+ghl Priority 

pn MUC Columbia to Lombard (P£ only) 
Va rpM Regional Freight Data CoflectkM 
8 pp«l2 SL Johns TC Ped lmproven>enls 

t/a rpmi Metro MPO required planning 

$2,000 

$2,000 
$0,500 
$0.967 

t/M rptn3 
t/» ipM 

PoweVFosier Corridor Plan (Phase 11} 
RTP Corrktor Plan • Next Prlcrtty Corrklor 

$1,709 

$0,200 
$0,500 

Subtotal; $5.967 Subtotal: $2.409 
Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Not Recommended for 2006-07 Fundirtg 

1 ingsS Beaver Creek Culverta: Troutdale. Cochran, Stark 
2 pgsl CulyGivdReoon: ROW/Construction 

3 •nos2 Civic Drive Recon: LRT to 13lh 

$1,470 
$1,700 

1 wfl Tuaietin-SherwoodRd.rHwy 99 to Teton (PE only) va rpM Livebia Communitiea on Major Streets $0,276 

>/a pptnl 
Union Station Multi-modai FadUty Deveiopmerrt $0,300 

Subtotal: $0.618 Subtotal: $0.576 
Mode Category Total: $4.643 Mode Category Total: $6.785 Mode Category Total: $2.985 

R o a d M o d e m i z a t i o n R o a d R e c o n s t r u c t i o n 

Recommended far 2006-07 Funding Recommer>ded for 2006-07 Funding RecomfT*er>ded for 2006-07 Fut>ding 

1 wpedl For. Grove TC Ped knprovements 
2 ppetfl Central Easlskte Bridgeheads 
6 pp*d2 SL Johrtt TC Ped knprovementa 

$0,900 

$1,456 
$0,967 

•Va crmt Boeckman Rd: 9Sth to Grahams Ferry 

6 mrmi 223rd Ave. Ralnwd Under Xing 
10 wrmfl lOttt Ave: E Main to Bas^ine 
11 pnni SW Macadam; Bancrafl to Gibbs (Res <03-3290) 
12 wrmS Murray Blvd; Schols Feny to Barrows 

$1,956 

$1,000 
$1,346 

n/a 
$0,986 

1 prrl Division: 6lh to 39lh (Streetscape plan to 60th) $2,500 

Subtotal; $5.288 Subtotal; $2.500 
Not Recommended tor 2006-07 Funding Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding 

wpadJ Hilsboro RC Ped knprovements $0,522 
wped3 regard TC Ped Improvements $0,203 
ppwfi Tacoma SI: 6B> to 21sl $1,278 
wped4 Merto Rd.: LRT Statran to 170th $0,271 
cpadt MolaRa Ave.: GafFney to Fir $0,800 

Subtotal: $3.074 

wm»4 Cornel Road: Evergreen to Belharfy (PE onty) $1,088 
wiBlO Greenberg Rd J Shady Larw to North Dakota $1,789 
wm7 Murray Blvd: Science Park to CorT>ell $1,811 

wrml2 BaseOne/JenkkwATMS $0,449 
mrmi 223rd Ave. Rairoad Under Xing $2,400 

wtibII Farmlngton Rd. Q Murray Intersection $2,618 
wrm3 Fannlngton Rd: 170th to 185lh (PE only) $1,197 
wrmi Highway 8 Intersection @ lOlh $0,797 
pmi2 SE Foster/Barbara Wekh kilersectkm $3,500 

I irnni Murray Blvd: Sdtols Ferry to Barmvs $1,593 
> crm5 Dackamas Railroad Xing Traveler Into $0,385 
I am4 Wtoonvlle Rd. Traveler Info $0,105 
s oms 1-205 Johnson Cr Blvd interchange design/PE $0,600 
i wrmS 185lh Ave.: WestviewHS to W Union (PE only) $0,581 
r crm2 Sunnyside Rd: 142nd to 152nd $4,000 
) wnn2 Farmlngton Rd.: 165th to 19eth (PE only) $1,005 
> crmS Kinsman Rd; Bartjer to Boeckman $1.000 

Subtotal: $24.918 

2 mrt 242nd AM.: GIsan to Stark 
3 crrl Lake Rd 21st to Hwy 224 (PE/ROW) 
4 pn2 SE 39lh: BtxnsWe to Holgate (PE only) 
5 prr3 W Bumside: 19th to 23rd 

$0,550 
$1,481 
$0,400 
$3,589 

Subtotal: $6.020 
Mode Category Total; $6.397 Mode Category Total; $30.206 Mode Category Total: $8.520 

R e g i o n a l T r a n s p o r t a t i o n O p t i o n s Amount T O D T r a n s i t 

Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Recommended for 2006-07 Fimdir>q Recommended for 2006-07 Fur>dinq 

n/a rUml RTO: TDM Core Program 
rt/« rWml RTO: TMA Assistance/Programs 

$1,000 
$0,818 

rVa rWmi RTO: 2040 toitiatives Programs $0,538 
m rMml RTaNon-Melro or TMAdmMslered TDM Programs $0,279 
1 pfttal Inters tale Ave. TravelSmart $0,300 
2 sWml MCorrktor TDM Plan $0.112 

Subtotal; $3.047 

ttfa itodi Meiro TOD Program 0 8 1 m0&-07 
itpdl MeBoTOD Program increase o(S.5m/yeer In 06-07 

1 nod2 Urban Center Program 

$2,000 
$1,000 

Metro Res. 03-3290; South Corridcr, 
Va rtrl Washington Co. Commuter Rail, North 

Macadam Development $16,000 
1 rtr2 Frequent Bus Corridors $2,250 
1 itr2 Frequent Bus corridors (RTO reserve account) $0,500 
4 B«2 Gresham Civic StaBon TOO $2,000 
5 rtrt Norti Macadam Trartsil Access (Res 8 03-3290 n/a 
J itrft North Macadam Infrasttuclura (Res 8 03-3290) rVa 

$4.000 Subtotal: $20.750 
Not Recommended for 2006-07 FurK<ir>q Not Recorrwneftded for 2006-07 Fundifwi Not Recontmended for 2006-07 Fundino 

nim rtdml RTO: TDM Core Program 
rVa rtdml RTO: TMA and 2040 InlflaUves 04-05 Add Back 

sidml t-S Corridor TDM Plan 
cMml Clackamas RC TMA Shuttle 

$0,500 
$0,500 

$0,112 
$0,129 

rtte Itodi Metro TOD Program restoration of S 25 m 04-05 
Ctrl Ciadcamas RC TOD/PftR (PE orly) 

$1,000 
$0,500 
$0,250 

Subtotal: $1241 Subtotal: $1.750 

fti2 Frequent Bus Corridors 
rt-3 Local Focus Areas 
ptii 102nd Bus Slops 
wm7 Gresham CMc Station TOO 
Ctrl South Meko Amtak StaBon 
iM Hybrid Bus Expsnsian 
sin Jan ben Beach Aocesa 

10 mkl Rockwood But/MAXXfer 

$4,859 
$1,205 
$0,135 
$1,450 
$0,700 
$2,244 
$0,449 
$0.382 

Subtotal: $11.424 
Mode Category Total: $4.288 Mode Category Total: $5.750 Mode Category Total: $32.174 

June 19.2003 Transportation Prfortties 2004-07 



Transportation Priorities 2004-07: 
Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept 

Conditions of Program Approval 

Bike/Trail 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

Boulevard 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets 
guide book (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002). 

(pbll) and (mbl2): The 102nd Avenue Boulevard and McLoughlin Boulevard: 1-205 to 
Highway 43 Bridge projects will incorporate stormwater design solutions (in addition to 
street trees) consistent with Section 5.3 of the Green Streets guide book and plant street 
trees consistent with the planting dimensions (p 56) and species (p 17) of the Trees f o r 
Green Streets guide book (Metro: 2002). 

Bridge 

No bridge projects have been nominated for funding. 

Green Streets 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets 
and Green Streets guide books (Metro; June 2002). 

(pgsl): The Cully Boulevard project must demonstrate that outreach will be provided to 
the Hispanic community located in the vicinity of the project alignment to encourage 
participation in the project design and construction mitigation prior to obligation of 
funds. 

Freight 

(pf l ) : The allocation will be conditioned to examine a route that includes a grade-
separated crossing of the Union Pacific main line in the vicinity of NE 11th Avenue, 
consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan. 

(wf l ) : The Tualatin-Sherwood Road preliminary engineering funding of $2 million will be 
placed in reserve until completion of Washington County's South Arterial Improvement 

Conditions of Approval 
Transportation Priorities 2004-07 1 May 23,2003 



Concept Feasibility Study and identification of an arterial project to serve freight needs in 
south Washington County. 

Planning 

(rpln4): The RTP Corridor Plan - Next Priority Corridor is conditioned on a project 
budget and scope being defined in the appropriate Unified Work Program. 

Pedestrian 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets 
guide book (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002). 

(wpedl) : The Forest Grove pedestrian project may expand the project scope area to 
include the portion of 21st Avenue and A Street that is within the designated town center 
and should address pedestrian crossings in addition to sidewalk improvements. 

(pped2): Both the pedestrian and freight elements of the St. Johns improvement shall be 
designed and constructed in tandem. The design process shall include involvement of 
community residents, businesses and area freight interests to ensure the design is 
consistent with the St. Johns truck strategy report and the adopted St. Johns town center 
and Lombard main street plans. 

Road Modernization 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets 
guide book (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002). 

(wnn6): The city of Hillsboro must demonstrate that outreach to notify and make aware 
of construction mitigation choices to the Hispanic conmiunity in the vicinity of this 
alignment prior to obligation of funds. The project will plant street trees consistent with 
the planting dimensions (p 56) and species (p 17) of the Trees f o r Green Streets guide 
book (Metro; June 2002). 

(wrm8): The Murray extension: Scholls Ferry to Barrows project will plant street trees 
consistent with the planting dimensions (p 56) and species (p 17) of the Trees f o r Green 
Streets guide book (Metro: 2002). 

(crm2): While the Sunnyside Road project from 142nd to 152nd is not designated to 
receive funds from the Transportation Priorities 2006-07 allocations, the Sunnyside Road 
modemization project from 142nd to 172nd is designated as the region's priority for future 

Conditions of Approval 
Transportation Priorities 2004-07 2 May 23,2003 



funding from new transportation revenues being considered by the 2003 Oregon 
Legislature (commonly referred to as OTIA III). 

Prior to construction of the Sunnyside Road; 142nd to 172nd segment, Clackamas County 
and affected cities shall work with the region to develop an updated comprehensive 
transportation strategy for the corridor connecting the Damascus town center and the 
Clackamas regional center. This strategy shall be coordinated with the concept planning 
for the Damascus urban growth boundary area and adopted in the regional transportation 
plan and local transportation system plan updates. Should funds become available for the 
construction of the segment between 142nd and 152nd prior to the completion of this 
planning work, construction could proceed in that segment. 

Road Reconstruction 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets 
guide book (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002). 

(prrl): The Division Street reconstruction project will incorporate stormwater design 
solutions (in addition to street trees) consistent with Section 5.3 of the Green Streets 
guide book and plant street trees consistent with the planting dimensions (p 56) and 
species (p 17) of the Trees f o r Green Streets guide book (Metro: 2002). 

Regional Travel Options 

(ptdml): Promotional material for the Interstate TravelSmart program will include 
language to be provided by Metro explaining the source of program funds and purpose of 
the Transportation Priorities program. 

(stdml): The 1-5 Corridor TDM Plan is subject to matching funds from the Oregon 
Department of Transportation and/or Washington State. 

(rtdml): The Regional Travel Options core program, TMA assistance and 2040 initiatives 
allocations for 2004-07 are subject to completion of a strategic work plan for the 
program. 

( tdml) and (rtr2): The 2006-07 allocation to the Regional Travel Options (RTO) core 
program represents a $500,000 reduction from the staff recommendation and from the 
current funding level. The Transportation Demand Subcommittee of TPAC is currently 
developing a strategic vision that may provide new direction for the delivery and 
administration of program elements. A work item will be added to the strategic vision to 
recommend how the program would allocate resources between all of the RTO program 
elements within this reduced budget amount for fiscal years 2004-07 and define what 
services would be delivered within this budget. 

Conditions of Approval 
Transportation Priorities 2004-07 3 May 23,2003 



The $500,000 reduction would be set aside in reserve for additional Frequent Bus capital 
improvements pending completion and JPACT and Metro Council review of the RTO 
strategic vision report. After review and approval of the RTO strategic vision report and a 
determination that these resources are sufficient, JPACT and Metro Council would agree 
on the allocation of the reserve account to Frequent Bus capital improvements. 

Transit Oriented Development (TOD) 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

(rtodl): Upon completion of a full funding grant agreement, station areas of the Airport 
MAX, Interstate MAX, 1-205 MAX, and Washington County commuter rail are eligible 
for TOD program project support. 

Transit 

Capital projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

Allocations to Interstate MAX, South Corridor planning and priority project 
development, Washington County commuter rail, and North Macadam development per 
Metro Resolution Nos. 99-2442,99-2804A and 03-3290 will be limited to actual interest 
and finance costs accrued and not those forecasted for cost estimating purposes as 
defined within the resolutions. Residual revenues will be reallocated through a 
subsequent MTIP update or amendment. 

( tdml) and (rtr2): The 2006-07 allocation to the Regional Travel Options (RTO) core 
program represents a $500,000 reduction from the staff recommendation and from the 
current fimding level. The Transportation Demand Subcommittee of TPAC is currently 
developing a strategic vision that may provide new direction for the delivery and 
administration of program elements. A work item will be added to the strategic vision to 
recommend how the program would allocate resources between all of the RTO program 
elements within this reduced budget amount for fiscal years 2004-07 and define what 
services would be delivered within this budget. 

The $500,000 reduction would be set aside in reserve for additional Frequent Bus capital 
improvements pending completion and JPACT and Metro Council review of the RTO 
strategic vision report. After review and approval of the RTO strategic vision report and a 
determination that these resources are sufficient, JPACT and Metro Council would agree 
on the allocation of the reserve account to Frequent Bus capital improvements. 

Conditions of Approval 
Transportation Priorities 2004-07 4 May 23,2003 



JPACT Recommendation RMolutlen No. 0&4329A 
AtUchmvntl 

Planning tmaurn B i k e / T r a l l 
hISSSSSWUIL 

Pedestrian Amount 

Recof f imend td f o r Funding ftocetnnwndotf for Funding Recomfnended f o r Fund ing 
"W P«i83 Forest Grove Town Center Pedestr ian $0,660 

Improvements 

M Ptf5054 Milwaukie Town Center Maln/Harrison/Z 1st $0,450 

74 Pdi202 SW Capitol Highway (PE): Multnomah to Taylors $0,530 
Ferry 

PWOOS Regbnal Frelglit Planning: Region wide $0,300 

PKKMI MPO Required Planning: Region wide $1,731 

P11003 MDwaukIa LRT Supplemental EIS: Portiand central 
d ty to Milwaukie town center 

$2,000 

PW053 MultMJse Path Master Plans: Lake Oswego to 
MilwauMe, Tonqubi Trafl, ML Scott * Scouter 's 
Loop 

$0,300 

PW002 Next Priority Corridor Study $0,500 

R1017 Wlllamete Shoreline - Hwy 4 3 Transit aftematfves 
analysis: Portland South Waterfront to Lake 
Oswego 

$0,688 

SuMotsI : 
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cut 

M Bhiooi Springwater Traii-Seilwood Gap; S E 19th $1,237 
to SE Umatina 

82 8k40ii Marine Dr. Bike U n e s & T r a 9 Gaps: 6th $0,966 
Ave. to 185th 

81 Bk205S Spdngwater Trailhead at Main City Park $0,310 

78 B)(20S2 MAX Multktse Path: Cleveland SUtlon to $0,890 
Rutjy Junction 

78 Bk6028 Trolley Trail: Arista to Glen Echo $0,742 
(Segments 5-6) 

73 Bk30i2 Rock Creek TraH: Orchard Park to NW $0,675 
Wilkens 

S3 Bk3C72 Powerfine TraB (north): Schuepback Park $0,600 
to Bumtwood Dr. (ROW) 

SuMoti l :" 15.420 
Not Recomm.nded for Furltier Consideration in Final Cut 

Subtotal : H . M O 
Not Recommended lor Further Consideration in Final Cut 

v> 
c 
o 
Q. 
o 
"3 > 
S 
H 
oO 
O) 
c flom c 
C 
ro 
Q. 

Livable Streets Update: Region wide $0,200 

8lka Model and Interactive Map: Region wide $0,201 

n/i P150M MultMJse Path Master Plans: S u l v a n ' s Gulch $0,290 

Piioir Wlllamete ShorBline • Hwy 4 3 Transit preliminary 
engineering: Portland South Waterfront to Lake 
Oswego $i ,.350 

Subtotal ; $2.041 

97 Bk9iio Jenr r fe rS t : 106th to 122nd $0,550 
es Bk30T2 Powerline Tra l (north): Schuepback Park $0,900 

to Bumtwood Dr. (Con) 
83 Bkioos SpringwaterTran-SeHwood Gap: SE 19th $0,372 

to SE Umatilla 

Pdi227 Tacorrra S t r ee t 6th to 21st 
Pd2ios Rockwood Ped to MAX: 188th Avenue and 

Bumside 

Pdtoia Transit S a f e Street Crossings 

PtJSOOT ODOT Preservation Supplement (Powell: 50th to I-
205) 

$1,402 
$1,400 

$0,500 

$0,250 

Not Recommended for Further Consideration in First Cut 
Subtotal : $1.822 

Not Recommended for Further Conslderabon in First Cut 
Subtotal : $3.552 

Not Recommended for Further Consideration In First Cut P11003 Milwaukie LRT SuppiementaJ EIS: Portiand central $1,725 
dty to Milwaukie town cerrter 

Ptsois |.20S/Hwy 213 Interchange Reconaissance Study $0,300 

P13121 Tualatin Valley Highway Corridor Study; Highway $1,900 
217 to Baseline Road 

iVi TD0009 Fuller Road at 1*205 $0,500 

63 Bk6057 Washington Square Regional Center $1,256 
Trail: Hwy. 217 to Fanno Creek I r an 

53 8kB020 powertlne Trail (South): Barrows to Beef $0,942 
Bend Rd. 

SublotsI : Subtotal ; $2.198 

68 Ptfi080 SE Hawthome: 20th to 50th $0,822 

63 Pd302i SW Scholls Ferry Road: Raieigh Hills town center $0,436 

68 Pdaoss SW Murray Blvd (west side only): TV Hwy to $0,923 
Farmlngton ( • bike lane) 

48 Pd5208 SE 129th Sidewalks and bike lane: Scott Creek L a $0,707 
to Mountain Gate Rd. 

n% Pd8007 ODOT Preservation Supplement (Powell: 50th to I- $0,250 
205) 

Subtotal! $3.138 
Mode Category Total; $11.968 Mode C s f gory Total; $3.44^ Mode Category ToUl; $8.330 

R e g i o n a l T r a v e l O p t i o n s TOD 
(ml1 worti 

R e c o m m e n d e d f o r Funding R e c o m m e n d e d f o r Funding R e c o m m e n d e d f o r Funding 

I Program management & administration 
I Regional marketing program 

I Regional avahjation 

I 1 TravelSmart 

$0,340 
$2,960 

$0,300 

$0.500 

M TM005 Regional TOO LRT Station Area Program 

85 TD0002 Regional TOD Urban Center Program 
66 TD0003 SKe acquisition: Beaverton reg ion^ 

center 

$3,000 
$1,000 
$2,000 

Subtota l : $4.100 
Not Recommended for Further Consideration In Final Cut 

Subtotal ; $8.000 

Triool 1-205 UTT, Commuter RaH, S Waterfront Streetcar $16,000 

Trl002 l '205 Supplemental $2,600 

Tr60S5 Frequent S u a Capital program $2,750 

Tritoo Eastside Streetcar (Con) $1,000 
$0.900 67 Tr6i26 South Wetro Amtrak Station: P h a s e II 

Not Recommended for Further Consideration In Final Cut 
Subtotal ; $23.250 

Not Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cut 
I 1 TravelSmart 

I Regional Vanpool fleet 

I 1 TravelSmart projects 

$0,500 

$0,503 

$0,500 

98 TD0002 Regional TOD Urban Center Program $0,500 
88 TD00C3 SHe acquisition: Beaverton regional $1,000 

center 
61 TD0004 Gateway Transit Center Redevetopment $0,500 
88 TD8005 Reglond TOD LRT Station Area Program $0,500 

Tr9i26 South Metro Amtrak Station: P h a s e 11 

RC8036 SW Ash s t ree t extension (PE-ROW) 

$0,250 

$0,639 

' Subtotal ; $1.503 
Not Recommended for Further Consideration In First Cut 

98 T00003 Regional TOD Urban Center Program 
Subtotal! 

$0,500 
$3.000 

Not Recommended for Further Consideration in First Cut 
Subtotal : $0.889 

Not Recommended for Further Corwideratlon in First Cut 
fVi 2 TravelSmart Projects 

Subtotal ; $1.000 
^Jode^CategorjfTotah^^WjSO^ 

Subtotal ; $0.000 
Mode C i t e g o r y Total: S9.000 

26 RC6036 SW Ash Street extension (constructton) 
Subtotal! $0.212 

Mode Category Totol; $24.351 



JPACT Recommendation RMohitlen N«. 0S4S2IA 
HI 

R o a d C i p a c t t y R o i d R«con t tn i c t Jon B o u l t v a r d 

$1,000 
R*commtnd»d for Funding 

RCaOU SW Gr*«nburg Road.Wishing ton Squ«r« 6r. lo 
Tiadtman 

ftCiiM B»av*rtOTvHiIl«dala Hwy/OU»or/Scholll Farry $1,000 
Intarvactlon (PE) 

MC70M SE 172nd Av«:Ph«M SunnytJdt to Hwy 212 $2,000 
(ROW1 

Subtotal: $4,000 

Racewmandad fof Funding Racowmandad for Funding 

FrsiM 10th Avanua at Highway 8 Intaraacttona 

RfOOM Clavaiand StJ NE Slarfc to SE Powal 

$0.S37 

$1,000 

103 043020 Roaa Blggt axtanaion: Craacont S t to Hal (PE) 

•7 B4toei Bumtida Straat BfVjga to E 14th (PE) 

•ft adisao KWngaworth: N Commardal to NE MLK (PE) 

$0560 

$1,650 

$0,400 

Not Racommandad for Furthar Conidaratioo In Final CJT" 
Subtotal! $1.HT 

Not Racoownandad tor Furthar Conajdarafaon In Final Cut 
Subtotal; $2.630 

Not Racoownandad for Furthy Conaidafatton In Final Cut 
$0,615 
$1,400 
$2,300 

$0,500 

$0,411 

RR10U Nalto Pa/1cway;NW Davta to SW Mtrtiat 
M PW30M Oavaiand SU NE Stark to SE Powal 

u RRS037 UkaRd:21st toHwy224 

$3,640 
$0,540 

$1,664 

$1,140 
$2,067 

$1,710 

$0,935 

$1,079 

$2.535 
I : $10.086 

o 
O) 
;g 
'C 
m 
o6 
0) 
•o 
ra o 
DC 

RC2110 Wood VlUaga Blvdj Arata to Halaay 
W8177 Boonaa Fany Road at Lanawood Straat 
KC7000 SE 172nd AvatPhaaa I; Sunnyslda to Hwy 212 

(ROW) 
KC4109 dacMmaa County rrS: Safaty and opantional 

Improvamanta at 4 railroad croaalnga 
^11*4 Baavarton^tnitd^a Hwy/Olaaon/Scholla Fany 

Intaraadkm (PE) 

0<UO2O Rom Biggi axtanskxc Craacant SL lo Hal (ROW) 
8 4 3 0 2 0 ROM Bfggi axtanskHt Craacant S t to HA (Con) 

641001 Bumalda Straad Brtdga to E 14th (PE) 

841290 Ningawoflh: l-S Ovarptaa 

Bdtsoo KUngtworth: N Commardal to NE MLK (Con) 

Subtotal: 
Not Racoffvnaodad for Fu'fthar Conaidfatioo In Fira< Cut' 

Subtotal: 
Not Raoonvnandad for Furthar Conaidaration In FIrat Cut 

«• 6491M Comal Road: Saitzman to 119th 
Subtotal: 

Not Racommandad for Furthar Conaidaration In FIrat Cut 
RC11M Baavarton-HUlidala Hwy/CXaaon/SctKXIa F ^ 

Intanactlon (PE) 
KC9114 NE 28th Avanua: Eaat Main to Grant v 

Sutrtotal;*" 

$1,489 

$1.662 

' Woda CaUgory Total; >9.426 

•1 RTOOd NE 242nd Ava^ Start to GOsan $0,640 

70 fWi2oa NW23rdAvanu«BumaldatoLovajoy $2.694 
Sutytotat; 

Mod a CataQory Total; $6.101 

07 B431M EBaaallnt:10thte20lh $2,447 

Subtotal:' $2.44T Uoda Caiagory total; HHW 
Fralght Larga Br idga Graan Striata 

Raoormnandad for Funding Raoommandad for Funding 
12.000 

Racommandad for Funding 

7f FfOej N Lombanl Stough ovarcroaalng $2,000 

77 Fr»l# SW Tualatln-Sharwood Road ATMS: f-5 to $0,341 
Highway 99W 61 M0a7 N Laadbattar Extanalon: N Bybaa Laka Ct to $1,600 
Martria Dr. 

67 Piaoaa Nnaman Road axlansior^ Baitar to Boackman $1,400 68 fraooa Frafght Data CoRactton Infraatmctura and Archhra $0,179 
Syatam: Approximatafy 50 Intarchingaa ragion 

Selwood Bnoga Raplacamant Typa. 
Stza & Locaton Study, Pranmlnary 13 cs2 in Baavar Craak Culvarta: Troutdala, Cochran, Starti $1,000 

SuHotal: $V720 
Not Racommandad for Furthar Conaklaration In Final Cut 

Subtotri; $2.000 
Not Racommandad for Furthar Conaidafation In Final Cut 

Sutrtotal:^ $1.000 
Not Raoommandad for Furthar Conaidaration In Final Cut 

$1,600 
Moei N Lombard: Stough ovarcroaaing $0,210 

rrW74 NE Sandy Bh^d. (PE/ROW): 207th to 236ft $0,630 

ftxioia Satwood Brtdga Rtpiacamant Typ*i 
Stza & Location Study, Pratlmlnary 
anvtronmantal 

081224 NE Cutty Bodavard: Praacott to Kntlngaworth $2,457 

682123 Baavar Craak Culvartr. Troutdala, Cochran, Stark $0,470 

Subtotal; $0.630 
Not Raoommandad lor Furthar Conaidaration In Ftrat Cut 

Subtotal? $1.600 
Not RecormySoqad for Furthar Conaidaration In Firat Cut 

SuWotal? $0.470 
Not Racommandad for Furthar Con^daraUon In Firat Cut " 

PMOM N Lombard: Slough ovarcroaalng $2,210 
'""*7 N Laadbattar Extanalon; N Bybaa Laka a to $1,200 

Marina Or. 
Praoai SWHarman Road: Taton to 106th Avanua $2.000 

Subtotal; $8.410 
Moda Catagory Total; $11.760 

Sut^otal; 
Meda Catagory Total:' iim Subtotal; $0.000 

Moda Catagory Total; $1.470 

Raoommandad Total: $63,111 
Expactad 2006-09 Fundng Authorlzad: $62,226 



Resolution No. 05-3529A 
Attachment 4 

Transportation Priorities 2006-09: 
Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept 

Conditions of Program Approval 

Bike/Trail 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

(Bk2052) The MAX multi-use path project fimding is conditioned on the demonstration 
of targeted public outreach activities in the project design phase and construction 
mitigation phase to the significant concentration of Hispanic and low-income populations 
in the vicinity of the project. 

(Bk3072) The Powerline Trail (Schuepback Park to Bumtwood Drive) funding is 
conditioned on the execution of the purchase option of the Mt. Williams property for use 
of right-of-way for the project. If the purchase option is not executed, Metro may rescind 
the fimds for fiiture reallocation. 

(Bk5026) The $.742 million in fimds committed to the Trolley Trail may be transferred to 
the 172" project if an altemate fimding source for Segments 5 and 6 is committed. 
Clackamas County will be seeking funds from a sewer project in this right-of-way as well 
as other County, regional, state or federal funds to finance this priority trail project. 

(Bkl009) The $1,237 million allocated to the Springwater Trail- Sellwood Gap is 
conditioned on the City of Portland committing sufficient funds to complete this segment 
of the Springwater Trail project, conditioned on committing funds to complete the NE 
Cully Blvd.: Prescott to Killingsworth Green Street project and conditioned on 
committing funds to fund the Gateway TOD project. 

Boulevard 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets 
guide book (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002). 

All projects will incorporate stormwater design solutions (in addition to street trees) 
consistent with Section 5.3 of the Green Streets guide book and plant street trees 
consistent with the planting dimensions (p 56) and species (p 17) of the Trees f o r Green 
Streets guide book (Metro: 2002). 

(Bd3020) The Rose Biggi project funding is conditioned on the demonstration of targeted 
public outreach activities in the project design phase and construction mitigation phase to 
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Resolution No. 05-3529A 
Attachment 4 

the significant concentration of Hispanic and low-income populations in the vicinity of 
the project. 

(BdlOSl) The E Bumside project fimding is conditioned on the demonstration of targeted 
public outreach activities in the project design phase and constmction mitigation phase to 
the significant concentration of low-income population in the vicinity of the project. 

(Bdl260) The Killingsworth project fimding is conditioned on the demonstration of 
targeted public outreach activities in the project design phase and construction mitigation 
phase to the significant concentration of Black and low-income populations in the 
vicinity of the project. 

Large Bridge 

(RRl 012) Funding of the Sellwood Bridge project is contingent on the programming $ 1.5 
million of STIP fimding and Multnomah County prioritizing the Sellwood Bridge as the 
first priority large bridge project for receipt of HBRR fimds after completion of the 
Sauvie Island bridge in 2007. Furthermore, the Type, Size & Location Study and 
Preliminary Environmental Assessment shall include addressing the connection between 
the bridge design and surrounding land use and transportation issues. 

Freight 

(Fr4063): Funding of the N Lombard project is contingent on the demonstration of a 
financial strategy that does not rely on large ( > $2 m) fiiture contributions from the 
Transportation Priorities process. 

(Fr4087): Funding for the Leadbetter over crossing project is contingent on the 
programming of $6 million in ODOT OTIA III fimding and $2 million of local match by 
the Port of Portland to the project. 

The N Lombard and N Leadbetter over crossing project fimding is conditioned on the 
demonstration of targeted public outreach activities in the project design phase and 
construction mitigation phase to the significant concentration of Black population in the 
vicinity of the project. 

Green Streets 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets 
and Green Streets guidebooks (Metro; June 2002). 

(GS1224): The Cully Boulevard project fimding is conditioned on the demonstration of 
targeted public outreach activities in the project design phase and construction mitigation 
phase to the significant concentration of Black, Hispanic and low-income populations in 
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Resolution No. 05-3529A 
Attachment 4 

the vicinity of the project. It is also conditioned on provision of results of the water 
quantity and quality testing as described in the project application. 

Planning 

(P10002): The RTP Corridor Plan - Next Priority Corridor is conditioned on a project 
budget and scope being defined in the appropriate Unified Work Program. 

Pedestrian 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets 
guidebook (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002). 

Road Capacity 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets 
guidebook (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002). 

(RC7001) The 172nd Avenue project fimding is conditioned on a project design that 
implements the transportation implementation strategies and recommendations of the 
Damascus/Boring concept plan. Based on the recommendations of the plan, the County 
may request, in coordination with the cities of Damascus and Happy Valley, a different 
arterial improvement location or scope. Furthermore, the $.742 million in funds 
committed to the Trolley Trail may be transferred to the 172nd project if an altemate 
funding source for Segments 5 and 6 is committed. Clackamas County will be seeking 
fiinds from a sewer project in this right-of-way as well as other County, regional, state or 
federal fiinds to finance this priority trail project. 

(RC 1184) The Beaverton-Hillsdale/Scholls Ferry/Oleson Road intersection PE fianding 
is conditioned on the provision of a redevelopment plan being completed for the area 
encompassed by the project constmction impacts in conjunction with PE activities. The 
scope of these activities will be adopted as a condition of approval in the final MTIP 
document. Demonstration of a financial strategy (not a commitment) for funding of right-
of-way and construction that does not rely on large fiiture allocations fi-om regional 
flexible fiinds is also required prior to programming of awarded fimds. 

Road Reconstruction 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets 
guidebook (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002). 
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Resolution No. 05-3529A 
Attachment 4 

(RR2035) Cleveland Avenue is conditioned on the provision of green street elements as 
described in the project application. Furthermore, the $1 million of funding can be spent 
on the full project from SE Powell Blvd. to SE Stark St. as long as the section in the 
Regional Center firom SE Powell Blvd. to SE Division St. is completed. 

(Fr3166) The $.837 million allocated to the 10th Avenue at Highway 8 intersection 
project in Cornelius is conditioned on sufficient fiinds made available through the 
reauthorization or TEA-21. If an amount of funds are not available to fiind this project, 
this project is not a commitment against the next MTIP allocation. 

Transit Oriented Development (TOD) 

All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

(TD8005): Upon completion of a fiill funding grant agreement, station areas of the 1-205 
MAX and Washington County commuter rail are eligible for TOD program project 
support. 

Transit 

Capital projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements. 

(TRl 106) The Eastside Streetcar project funding is conditioned on the demonstration of 
targeted public outreach activities in the project design phase and construction mitigation 
phase to the significant concentration of low-income population in the vicinity of the 
project. It is also conditioned on the securing of other fimding to complete the 
preliminary design and engineering costs of the project. 
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Public Notification Requirements 

Public Information Material 

All public information material (notices, mailings, press releases) shall include a 
statement describing the source of federal funding and the Metro logo. "This 
project funded in part through federal transportation funds distributed through 
Metro" would be an acceptable statement in meeting this requirement. The 
Metro logo is available through the office of Public Affairs and may be acquired 
by calling 503-797-1745. 

Public Sign Standards 

Standards for required signs may be obtained by calling Metro MTIP staff at 503-
797-1759. 

Road Projects (construction period only) 

Includes Capacity/Reconstruction, Boulevard, Freight, Bridge and Green Street 
Demonstration projects. 

Bicycle Projects (permanent) 

Transit Oriented Development (permanent) 



Appendix 8 

Project Programming by Fund Type: 
Surface Transportation Program (STP) 

Congestion Management/Air Quality (CMAQ) 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: CMAQ FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. P ro i ec t N a m e Funding Source 
ODOT Key 
No. Description Work piiase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Tota l 

Author i ty 

Oregon TBD SOUTH METRO AMTRAK STATION 
City 

14388 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
Non Hwy Cap 900,000 900,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

900,000 900,000 
103,009 

1,003,009 

COP TBD EASTSIDE STREETCAR; NW 10TH AVE (LOVEJOY ST - OMSl) 

14381 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
Non Hwy Cap 1,000,000 1,000,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

1,000,000 1,000,000 
114,454 

1,114,454 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: CMAQ FUNDED P R O J E C T S 

Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. P r o j e c t N a m e Funding Source 
ODOT Key 
No. DescripUon Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Tota l 

Author i ty 

THPRD 1104 BEAVERTON POWERUNE TRAIL (MERLO STATION TO SCHUEPBACK) 

13526 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
Const 767 ,600 767,600 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

767,600 767,600 
87 ,855 

855,455 

Mutt Co 

13528 

CENTRAL EASTSIDE BRIDGEHEADS 

REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
PE 272,500 
Const 700,000 

272,500 
700,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

272,500 700,000 972,500 
111,307 

1,083,807 

Metro TBD METRO RTO PROGRAM 

REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
Transit 987,000 883,000 1,870,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

987,000 883,000 0 1,870,000 
214,030 

2,084,030 

TriMet TBD TRIMET EMPLOYER PROGRAM 

REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
Transit 195,000 195,000 390.000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

195,000 195,000 390,000 
44 ,637 

434,637 

TriMet TBD TRIMET REGIONAL EVALUATION PROGRAM 

REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
Transit 100,000 100,000 200,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

100,000 100,000 200,000 
22,891 

222,891 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: CMAQ FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. P ro j ec t N a m e 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

VJork phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Tota l 

Au thor i ty 

TrilVlel TBD TRIMET BUS STOP DEVELOPMENT & STREAMUNE PROGRAM 

13490 
13491 
13509 
13508 

REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
NonHwyCap 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 5,500,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 5,500,000 
629,500 

6,129,500 

Metro TBD RAIL GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE 

TBD REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
NonHwyCap 3,165,708 7 ,367,485 8,918,841 9,078,325 28,530,359 

FEDERALTOTAL 3,165,708 7 ,367,485 8,918,841 9 ,078,325 28,530,359 
LOCALTOTAL 3,265,427 
GRAND TOTAL 31,795,786 

Metro TBD RAIL GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE (INTERSTATE MAX) 

13500 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
Non Hwy Cap 4 ,000,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

4,000,000 

4 ,000,000 

0 4 ,000,000 
457 ,818 

4 ,457,818 

SMART 1030 SMART RTO PROGRAM 

13487 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
NonHwyCap 121,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

121,000 

121,000 

121,000 
13,849 

134,849 

Milwaul^ie 1103 TROLLEY TRAIL (JEFFERSON TO GLEN ECHO) 

13471 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM 
Const 605,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

605,000 

605,000 

605,000 
69 ,245 

674 ,245 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1,2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Pro jec t Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authori ty 

NCPRD TBD TROLLEY TRAIL (SEARISTADRIVE.SE GLEN ECHO AVENUE) 

13471 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 742.000 742.000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

742,000 742,000 
84,925 

826,925 

Hinst>oco TBD ROCK CREEK TRAIL (ORCHARD PARK-NW WILKENS) 

14437 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 675.000 675,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 675,000 675,000 
77,257 

752,257 

Metro TBD METRO RTO PROGRAM 

14441 
14442 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Transit 1,800,000 1.800.000 3.600.000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 1,800,000 1,800,000 3,600,000 
412,036 

4,012,036 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Pro jec t Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

Total 
2006 2007 2008 2009 Authori ty 

Mult Co TBD SELLWOOD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 

TBD REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning (PD) 2,000,000 2,000,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 2,000,000 0 2,000,000 
228,909 

2,228,909 

Mult Co TBD BEAVER CREEK CULVERTS (TROUTDALE RD, COCHRAN & STARK) 

14438 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 
ROW 
Const 

110,500 
30,000 

859,500 

110,500 
30,000 

859,500 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 110,500 889,500 1,000,000 
114,454 

1,114,454 

COP TBD SPRINGWATER TRAIL (SE UMATILLA ST-SE19TH AVE) 

14407 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 
Const 

411,240 411,240 
825,760 825,760 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 411,240 825,760 1,237,000 
141,580 

1,378,580 

COP TBD MARINE DRIVE BIKE/TRAIL (NE6TH AVE-NE185TH) 

14409 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 
ROW 
Const 

246,970 246,970 
487,540 487,540 
231,490 231,490 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 246,970 719,030 966,000 
110,563 

1,076,563 

Gresham TBD MAX MULTI USE PATH (CLEVELAND STATION - RUBY JUNCTION) 

14413 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 890,000 890,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

890,000 890,000 
101,864 
991,864 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1,2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Proiec t Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authori ty 

COP TBD N LOMBARD (COLUMBIA SLOUGH O-XING) 

14408 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 
Const 

893.847 
1,106.153 

893.847 
1,106.153 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 893,847 1,106,153 2,000,000 
228,909 

2,228,909 

Wash Co TBD SW TUALATIN-SHERWOOD ROAD ATMS (HWY99W TO 1-5) 

14414 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 341,000 341.000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 341,000 341,000 
39,029 

380,029 

Port 

13990 

TBD N LEADBETTER EXTENSION O-XING 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 1.800.000 1,800,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 1,800,000 1,800,000 
206,018 

2,006,018 

Wilsonville TBD KINSMEN RD (SW BOECKMAN RD - SW BARBER ST) 

14429 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 
ROW 

500,000 
900.000 

500.000 
900,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 500,000 900,000 1,400,000 
160,236 

1,560,236 

COP 

TBD 

TBD FREIGHT DATA COLLECTTON INFRASTRUCTURE & ARCHIVE SYSTEM 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 179.000 179.000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

179,000 179,000 
20,487 

199,487 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1,2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. P ro jec t N a m e Funding Source 
ODOT Key 
No. Description Worit phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authori ty 

Comelius TBD 10TH AVE (N BASEUNE-N ADAIR) 

14392 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 
ROW 
Const 

180.630 
57,130 

599,240 

180,630 
57,130 

599,240 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

180,630 656,370 837,000 
95,798 

932,798 

Gresham TBD SE CLEVELAND ST (SE STARK - NE POWELL) 

14393 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 1,000,000 1,000,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 1,000,000 1,000,000 
114,454 

1,114,454 

Beaverton TBD SW ROSE BIGGI (SW HALL BLVD - SW CRESCENT ST) 

14400 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 580,000 580,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 580,000 580,000 
66,384 

646,384 

COP TBD BURNSIDE ST (BURNSIDE BRIDGE-E14TH AVE) 

14404 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 1,650,000 1,650,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

1,650,000 1,650,000 
188,850 

1,838,850 

COP TBD KILLINGSWORTH (N COMMERCIAL-NW MLK JR BLVD) 

14405 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 400,000 400,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 400,000 400,000 
45,782 

445,782 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1,2005 

Metre 
Sponsor ID No. Projec t N a m e Funding Source 
ODOT Key 
No. Description Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authori ty 

Beaverton 1131 ROSE BIGGI AVENUE (CRESCENT • MILUKAN) 

14057 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 671,122 671,122 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

671,122 671,122 
76,813 

747,935 

Gresham TBD SPRINGWATER TRAILHEAD @ MAIN CITY PARK 

14411 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 
Const 

34,000 
276,000 

34,000 
276,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

34,000 276,000 310,000 
35,481 

345,481 

Tigard 1042 SW GREENBURG ROAD (WASHINGTON SQ OR - TIEDEMAN AVE) 

11436 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 1,000,000 1,000,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 1,000,000 1,000,000 
114,454 

1,114,454 

Wash Co TBD OR10: OLESON/SCHOLLS FERRY RD INTERSECTION 

14389 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 
PE 

100,000 
900,000 

100,000 
900,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 100,000 900,000 1,000,000 
114,454 

1,114,454 

Clack Co TBD SE 172ND AVE (SE SUNNYSIDE RD - OR212) 

13477 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
ROW 
Const 

1,000,000 1,000,000 
1,000,000 1,000,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 1,000,000 1,000,000 2,000,000 
228,909 

2,228,909 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Projec t Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Wor1< phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authori ty 

Tigard 1105 WASHINGTON SQ. RC TRAIL (HALL - GREENBURG) 

13527 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 66,600 
ROW 
Const 

178,000 
141,000 

66,600 
178,000 
141,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

66,600 319,000 385,600 
44,134 

429,734 

Oregon 1089 MCLOUGHLIN BLVD PROJECT: I-205/RAILROAD TUNNEL 
City 

12460 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 3,000,000 3,000,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 3,000,000 3,000,000 
343,363 

3,343,363 

Miiwaulcie TBD MILWAUKIE TOWN CENTER (MAIN/HARRIS0N/21ST) 

14439 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 450,000 450,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 450,000 450,000 
51,505 

501,505 

COP TBD SW CAPITOL HWY (SW MULTNOMAH-SW TAYLORS FERRY) 

14440 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning (PD) 530,000 530,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 530,000 530,000 
60,661 

590,661 

Forest 
Grove 

1092 FOREST GROVE TOWN CENTER PED IMPROVEMENTS 

12481 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 340,000 
ROW 
Const 

90,000 
1,330,000 

340,000 
90,000 

1,330,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

340,000 90,000 1,330,000 1,760,000 
201,440 

1,961,440 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1; STP FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1,2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. P ro jec t Name 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authori ty 

COP 

13502 

1109 MLK O-XINGnURN LANES (COLUMBIA • LOMBARD) 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning (PD) 500,000 
PE 1.500,000 

500,000 
1,500,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

500,000 1,500,000 2,000,000 
228,909 

2,228,909 

COP 

13514 

1110 ST JOHNS PED/FREIGHT (IVANHOE: RICHMOND - N ST LOUIS) 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning (PD) 75,000 
PE 574,000 
ROW 74,000 
Const 1,211,000 

75,000 
574,000 

74,000 
1,211,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

75,000 574,000 1,285,000 1,934,000 
221,355 

2,155,355 

COP 

13529 

1113 DIVISION ST RECONSTRUCTION (6TH-39TH) 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 379,000 
Const 1,818,000 

379,000 
1,818,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

379,000 1,818,000 2,197,000 
251,456 

2,448,456 

Wilsonville 1083 BOECKMAN ROAD: CONNECTION TO TOOZE 

12868 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 1,956,000 1,956,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

1,956,000 1,956,000 
223,873 

2,179,873 

Hinsboro 1040 SE 10TH (E MAIN - SE BASEUNE) 

11434 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
ROW 493.500 
Const 852.000 

493.500 
852.000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

493,500 852,000 1,345,500 
153,998 

1,499,498 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Proiec t Name Funding Source 
ODOT Key 
No. Description Wofk phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authority 

Metro TBD TOD URBAN CENTERS PROGRAM 

14372 
14374 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Transit 500,000 500.000 1,000,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 500,000 0 500,000 1,000,000 
114,454 

1,114,454 

Metro 

14378 

TBD TOD BEAVERTON REGIONAL CENTER 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Transit 2,000,000 2,000,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 2,000,000 2,000,000 
228,909 

2,228,909 

Metro TBD PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE: GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Transit 834,292 632,515 381,159 221,675 2,069,641 

FEDERALTOTAL 834,292 632,515 381,159 221,675 2,069,641 
LOCALTOTAL 236,880 
GRAND TOTAL 2,306,521 

COP 1088 102ND AVE (NEWEIDLER-SE WASHINGTON) 

12461 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Const 400,000 400,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

400,000 400,000 
45,782 

445,782 

COP 1107 NE CULLY BLVD (PRESCOTT-KILLINGSWORTH) 

13506 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
PE 773,000 773,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 773,000 773,000 
88,473 

861,473 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1; S T P FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Pro iec t N a m e Funding Source 
ODOT Key 
No. Description Work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authority 

Metro TBD NEXT RTP CORRIDOR PLAN 

13516 
14402 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Ranning 500,000 500,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 500,000 500,000 

1,000,000 

1,000,000 
114,454 

1,114,454 

SMART 

13487 

TBD RTO PROGRAM: SMART TDM 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Transit 121,000 121,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

121,000 121,000 
13,849 

134,849 

ODOE 

13503 
13504 

TBD RTO PROGRAM: BUSINESS ENERGY TAX CREDrT/TELEWORK PROGRAM 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Transit 54,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

54,000 

54,000 

54,000 
6,181 

60,181 

Metro 

14443 

TBD TRAVELSMART 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Transit 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

500.000 

0 500,000 

500.000 

500,000 
57,227 

557,227 

Metro TBD TOD LRT STATION AREA PROGRAM 

14444 
14445 
14446 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Transit 2.000.000 1,000.000 1.000.000 4.000.000 

FEDERALTOTAL 2,000,000 0 1,000,000 1,000,000 4,000,000 
LOCALTOTAL 457,818 
GRAND TOTAL 4,457,818 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1,2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. Pro jec t Name Funding Source 
ODOT Key 
No. Description work phase 

2006 2007 2008 2009 
Total 

Authority 

Metro TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (TONQUIN TRAIL) 

14399 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 100,000 100,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 100,000 100,000 
11,445 

111,445 

Metro TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (SCOUTERS MT) 

14398 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 100,000 100,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCAL TOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

0 100,000 100,000 
11,445 

111,445 

Metro 

13483 

TBD I-5/99W CONNECTOR STUDY 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning - Alt Anal 2,100,000 
Planning - Land Use 400,000 

2,100,000 
400,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 2,100,000 400,000 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

2,500,000 
286,136 

2,786,136 

COP 

13483 

TBD SE DIVISION STREET STUDY (1OTH - 60TH) 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning (PD) 303,000 303,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

303,000 303,000 
34,680 

337,680 

Metro 

13483 

TBD POWELUFOSTER CORRIDOR PLAN 

REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 200,000 200,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

200,000 200,000 
22,891 

222,891 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS 

Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro Total 
Sponsor ID No. P r o j e c t N a m e Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Author i ty 
ODOT Key 
No. Oescription Work phase 

Metro 126 METRO CORE PLANNING 

13483 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
13516 Planning 800.000 828.000 853.000 878 .000 3.359,000 
14386 
14387 

FEDERALTOTAL 800,000 828,000 853,000 878 ,000 3,359,000 
LOCALTOTAL 384,453 
GRAND TOTAL 3,743,453 

Metro TBD REGIONAL FREIGHT PLANNING 

14382 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
14383 Planning 75,000 75,000 75,000 75 .000 300.000 
14384 
14385 

FEDERALTOTAL 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 300 ,000 
LOCALTOTAL 34,336 
GRAND TOTAL 334,336 

Metro TBD MILWAUKIE LRT EIS (PORTLAND - MILWAUKIE TOWN CENTER) 

14391 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 2.000.000 2.000.000 

FEDERALTOTAL 0 2,000,000 0 0 2,000,000 
LOCALTOTAL 228,909 
GRAND TOTAL 2,228,909 

Metro TBD OR43 WILLAMETTE SHOREUNE (PORTLAND - LAKE OSWEGO) 

14406 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 688,000 688,000 

FEDERALTOTAL 688,000 0 0 0 688,000 
LOCALTOTAL 78,745 
GRAND TOTAL 766,745 

Metro TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (MILWAUKIE - LAKE OSWEGO) 

14397 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM 
Planning 100.000 100.000 

FEDERALTOTAL 100,000 0 0 0 100,000 
LOCALTOTAL 11,445 
GRAND TOTAL 111,445 



Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program 
Table 4.1: FTA FUNDED TRANSIT P R O J E C T S 

Effective October 1, 2005 

Metro 
Sponsor ID No. P r o j e c t N a m e 
ODOT Key 
No. Description 

Funding Source 

Worit phase 

2 0 0 6 2 0 0 7 2008 2 0 0 9 
Total 

Authority 

TriMet 399 BUS AND RAIL PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE 

FTA SECTION 5307 (80/20) 13498 
13519 Non Hwy Cap 37 ,698.028 4 0 , 1 8 1 , 9 7 2 4 2 , 9 8 0 , 6 9 6 46 ,115 ,388 166,976,084 

FEDERALTOTAL 37 ,698 ,028 4 0 , 1 8 1 , 9 7 2 42 ,980 ,696 46 ,115 ,388 166,976,084 
LOCALTOTAL 41,744,021 
GRAND TOTAL 208 ,720 ,105 

TriMet 1085 TRANSrr ENHANCEMENT 1% 

FTA SECTION 5307 (80/20) 13499 
13518 Non Hwy Cap 376 ,980 4 0 1 , 8 2 0 4 2 9 , 8 0 7 4 6 1 , 1 5 4 1,669,761 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

376,980 4 0 1 , 8 2 0 4 2 9 , 8 0 7 4 6 1 , 1 5 4 1,669,761 
417 ,440 

2 ,087,201 

TriMet 388 RAIL PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE 

FTA SECTION 5309 (80/20) 13494 
13523 Non Hwy Cap 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

6 ,923,000 7 ,135 ,000 7 ,491 ,750 7 . 7 1 6 , 5 0 3 29 ,266 ,253 

6 ,923,000 7 ,135 ,000 7 ,491 ,750 7 , 7 1 6 , 5 0 3 29 ,266 ,253 
3 ,349,654 

32 ,615,907 

TriMet TBD 1-205 LRT LOCAL MATCH 

13718 
13719 
13720 

STATE STP FUNDS 
Con 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

7 ,499 .633 10 .500 .205 4 ,999 .756 

7 ,499 ,633 10 ,500 ,205 4 ,999 ,756 

0 22,999,594 

0 22 ,999,594 
2 ,632,406 

25,632,000 

TriMet 

13478 

1017 INTERSTATE MAX LIGHT RAIL 

FTA SECTION 5309 NEW STARTS (79.66/20.34) 
Con 18,292,550 

FEDERALTOTAL 
LOCALTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

18,292,550 

18.292.550 

0 18 ,292,550 
4 ,670,731 

22,963,281 
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M E T R O 

January 31,2005 

Oregon Transportation Commission 
C/0 Mr. Stuart Foster, Chair 
355 Capitol Street NE 
Room 126A 
Salem, OR 97301 

Dear Commissioners: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft 2006-09 State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP). The Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) 
and the Metro Council has identified the following issues for your consideration in the adoption 
of the STP. We look forward to fiirther coordination with you in the integration of the 
Metropolitan and State Transportation Improvement Programs. 

1. ^ Statewide STIP process guidelines for the presentation of project and program 
options, selection criteria and agency recommendation. 

Metro appreciates the efforts of Region One staff to identify both the projects and programs 
proposed for funding within each program category in the draft STIP and those projects that were 
considered but not proposed for fimding for the public comment period. This was a new level of 
effort by your staff to inform the public ^ d agency stakeholders of the potential trade-offs of 
fimding allocation recommendations. 

Metro encourages the OTC to adopt guidelines for the 2008-11 public comment draft STIP that 
identifies all projects eligible for consideration for funding, a methodology and analysis to 
recommend projects and programs (particularly in the "Modemization" category), and a 
recommendation of those proposed for fimding. This allows the public and stakeholder agencies 
to view the trade-offs and reasoning of ODOT staff and to suggest alternative priorities. Such a 
process would encourage more public participation, solicit comments that are more informed and 
create more public ownership of the ultimate allocation decisions made by the commission. 

K t t y e t ^ d P a p e r 
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• "We also recommend the Commission provide additional incentives, such as funding for projects 
and planning, to implement the policy objectives outlined in the proposed STA amendments. We 
have done this in the Metro region through our Boulevard Program. Since 1998, we have funded 
more than $20 million in boulevard projects through our Metropolitan Transportation 
Improvement Program, with nearly $9 million being awarded to boulevard projects on state 
highways in the Metro region." 

The next step to achieving this vision is to set up a structure within the department that identifies 
projects within these Special Transportation Areas for inclusion in the STIP and to organize 
program staff within the department that are trained to work with local agency staff to design and 
construct such projects. Metro is interested in working in partnership with ODOT on such a 
program in anticipation of projects for the 2008-11 STIP. 

Following are STA designated facilities within the Metro region: 

• St. Johns Town Center: Lombard St. from Mohawk to Lombard Way to Richmond to Ivanhoe 
to intersection of Ivanhoe and Philadelphia) 
• Macadam Avenue Main Street: Highway 43 from Bancroft to Taylors Ferry Road 
• Milwaukie town center 99E/McLoughlin Boulevard from Scott Street to River Road 
• Clackamas regional center: Highway 213/82nd Avenue from King Rd. to Sunnybrook St. 
• Lake Oswego town center: Highway 43 from McVey Ave. to Terwilliger Blvd. 
• Oregon City regional center 99E/McLoughUn Boulevard from 14th Street to railroad tunnel 
and the Highway 43 bridgehead area 
• Comelius Main Street: Highway 8 from 14th Ave. to 10th Ave. 
• Washington Square regional center: Hall Boulevard from Scholls Feny Rd. to Hemlock St. 

A capital program should also be developed to address missing or substandard pedestrian and 
bicycle facilities on state facilities in UBA and Commercial Centers areas. Such a program would 
prioritize fimding for such facilities to ensure that the transportation system is supporting our 
state and local planning goals. Such work could be coordinate with, but not dependent on. 
Preservation program projects to achieve cost-efficiencies and minimize construction impacts. 

4. Coordination of Preservation work and the provision of adequate pedestrian and 
bicycle facilities in urban areas. 

Again, Metro commends the efforts of Region One staff to ensure coordination of preservation 
work on urban area highways with to address substandard pedestrian and bicycle facilities 
through the Sidewalks in Preservation (SWEP) Program and other proposed programming. Your 
staff worked to identify which non-interstate facilities would likely be proposed for preservation 
work in 2008-09 to allow for early coordination with, local agency staff to identify potential 
improvements that could be coordinated with the preservation work. This coordination is critical 
to achieve economies of scale and to minimize disruption that would result from separate 
preservation and coi ta l improvement project timing. 
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will be important to upgrade bike/pedestrian facilities on this narrow bridge to the extent 
feasible. 

7. Further inter-agency coordination and public process to define the ODOT Region 
One Bicycle and Pedestrian program. 

The Bicycle and Pedestrian program for Region One is not yet defined in the STIP. Metro 
requeste that the state bicycle and pedestiian program staff brief TPAC and JPACT on the 
statewide program and specifically on the grant program award process. 

Additionally, if there is additional Region One sidewalks in preservation (SWIP) fimding 
remaining to be programmed in 2008/09 after addressing the SE Powell and NW Yeon projects, 
the list of potential projects, selection criteria and projects recommended for funding should be ' 
made available for review and comment by TPAC, JPACT and the Metro Council prior to final 
programming in the STIP. 

8. Programming of funds for Corridor Planning. 

The 2000 Regional Transportation Plan identifies eighteen transportation corridors in the Metro 
region needing fiirther planning work. These corridors are primarily defmed around the traffic 
movements on ^ d surrounding state highway and interstate facilities. The RTP demonstrated 
that these corridors have unmet transportation needs but lack clearly defmed strategies of projects., 
and programs to meet those needs. Corridor studies are needed to develop these strategies and 
provide definition to the projects and programs needed. This allows those projects to proceed 
into the environmental work and preliminary engineering. 

Metro has programmed regional funds to begin addressing these corridor plans. Phase I of the 
Powell/Foster corridor stiidy was recently completed and identified improvement needs for much 
of that corridor. The Highway 217 corridor plan is underway and funding is programmed for the 
I-5/99W connector study. Funding for the next priority corridor has been proposed for 
consideration of additional regional funds in 2008/09. 

As these corridor plans seek to define strategies that affect the capacity and operations of 
ODOT's highway and interstate facilities, Metro believes that ODOT should have both a 
financial and administrative stake in supporting the corridor planning effort. Metro requests that 
ODOT Region One planmng staff to have the capability to participate in two corridor studies and 
ODOT funding for one study in the 2008/09 biennium. Funding for such an effort could come 
&om ODOT planning funds or fi-om STIP fimding. Should ODOT decide to fimd this work from 
STIP resources, Metro suggests ODOT program $500,000 toward consultant services for 
completion of one corridor plan, conditioned on an equal contribution of regional funds toward a 
second corridor plan in the same time period. This level of planmng effort would continue an 
acceptable rate of progress toward completion of the corridor plans identified in the RTP and is 
withm the capacity of the region to complete planning work. Selection of the corridors for plan 
development would be selected through a prioritization process with participation frorn ODOT 
staff. 
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identify aitemative approaches of mitigation. Of particular concern is the potential effect of the Ir 
5/99W Connector combined with the Newberg-Dundee Bypass. 

13. Projects of Statewide Significance 

ODOT and the OTC have prioritized large interstate system capacity needs in the state through 
the designation of "projects of statewide significance". The list includes the following eight 
projects: 
• Highway 62 Corridor Units 2 & 3 (Medford to White City) 
• 1-5 to 99W Connector (Tualatin to Sherwood) 
• Sunrise Corridor 
• 1-5 Columbia River Crossing 
• 1-205 (Columbia River to 1-5) 
• Highway 20 
• Newberg-Dundee Bypass (Corvallis to Newport) 
• I-5/I-405 Loop (Portland) 

Recent federal earmarks and resources from the OTIA HI program have begun to address 
implementation of these projects. Further work is needed on the development of a statewide 
finance strategy to implement the remaining projects on this priority list. This list should not be 
expanded to include any new projects at this time. 

Sincerely, 

David Bragdon 
Metro Coimcil President 

Rex Burkholder 
Metro Councilor, District 5 
Chair, JPACT 

P a g e ? 
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T)regon 
Theodore R. KuIongOsK, Governor 

I 

Department of Transportation 
Region 1 

123 NW Flanders 
Portland, OR 97209-4037 

(503)731-8200 
FAX (503) 731-8259 

• July 26,2005 
I 

i David Bragdon, Metro Council President 
i Rex Buridiolder, IP ACT Chair 

Metro 
I 600 Northeast Grand Avenue 
I Portland, OR 97232 
I 
I 

Dear President Bragdon and Chair Burkholder: 

Thank you for taking the time to comment on the draft 2006-2009 Statewide 
I tasportaticn Improvement Program (STIP). As we prepare to adopt the 2006-2009 

• *w a i l t e < i t o express my appreciation for the insists submitted by Metro and 
I wanted to assure you that I have carefully considered each issue. 
I 

I ODOT Region i staff has met with staff from Metro ta discuss and follow-np on each 
issue. Your comments relating to the 2008-2011 STIP have been forwarded to the OTC 
for consideration, and many of these issues have been or are in the process of beine 
addressed through the STTP Stakeholders Committee. 

As we ajjproach the next SHP update I have directed Region 1 staff to develop a 
tt^spareirt process for project identification and sclcction and to engage the Joint Policy 
Advisoiy Commttee on Transportation and local jurisdictions during this process. I look 

j forward to receiving uqjut from Metro and our regional partners on the various 
• transportation projects that will be recommended for inclusion in the 2008-201 ] STIP. 

Over Ae past few yeais, significant strides have been made to improve our interaaencv 
coordmanon and integration of the STIP and MTIP. I vvant to commend Metro's efforts 
to accelerate the MlIP development proccss to meet ODOT's STIP fim.>TinPQ i look 

cSZ^«X0S^arc°gto"ngOTiaiteeisbiptoad^ 

Smcerely, 

Matthew Garrei 
Region 1 Manager 

form 734-J8S0 (1-03) 



600 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2736 

TEL 503 797 1700 I FAX 503 797 1794 

M E T R O 

May 18,2005 

TriMet Board of Directors 
4012 SE 17th Avenue 
Portland, OR 97202 

Dear Board President Passadore and Directors: 

The Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) has received a briefing on 
TriMet's 2005 Transit Investment Plan. This plan summarizes the five-year priorities for 
investment in the transit system, consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan. 

JPACT appreciates the efforts of TriMet to communicate its short-term plan for priority 
investments and for the opportunity to comment on these plans. The plan clearly outlines the 
competing opportunities for limited transit resources. Based on this information, JPACT offers 
the following comments for TriMet Board consideration. 

1. Provide further analysis of the TriMet TIPs progress toward implementing the Regional 
Transportation Plan. 

JPACT would appreciate further analysis and discussion concerning the following TIP-related 
topics in the near future: 
• a budget summary of revenue sources and operations and capital expenditures 
• a financial needs analysis to implement the RTP Financially Constrained and Priority systems 
(implementation of service hours, ridership and capital improvements) 
• the overall 5-year costs (capital and operating) and forecasted revenues of the proposed plan. 

2. Use the TriMet TIP and the analysis above to guide discussion of programming of funds 
in the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP). 

The Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Prograin programs all federal transportation 
funds in the region and documents the criteria and process used by JPACT and the Metro 
Council for prioritizing projects and programs to implement the regional transportation plan. 
The TriMet TIP should inform the JPACT and Metro Council deliberation on how to program 
federal transportation funds by demonstrating what transit services can be implemented at 
different levels of federal revenue investment in the transit system. 

This information would be used by JPACT and the Metro Council to consider what the priority 
emphasis should be in the next MTIP cyde and to measure progress in implementing the 
Regional Transportation Plan. 



3. Perform an analysis of the region's long-term high capacity transit system. 

The 2005 TriMet TIP identifies several high capacity transit projects in the region. TriMet should 
work with Metro to develop a high capacity transit master-planning effort to prioritize and 
implement the next phases of this system. 

4. Qarify description of process to identify and prioritize local service issues. 

While TriMet staff performed extensive outreach as part of the development of the Transit 
Investment Plan to citizens and local transportation agendes, it is not dear how this outreach, or 
other communication to TriMet staff, translated into the identification and prioritization of the 
areas identified as local service focus areas. Please darify how TriMet receives input on local 
service issues and how those commimications may effect the selection of local service focus areas 
to address local service issues. 

5. Clarify the scope of the North Qackamas focus area work. 

One local focus area identified in the Transit Investment Plan is the North Qackamas area. Please 
clarify the plan language to address the relationship of this effort to the locally preferred 
alternative of the South Corridor process, the start-up of 1-205 light rail service and the results of 
the Damascus/Boring concept planning effort, particularly transit service on Sunnyside Road. 

6. Update JPACT on implementation of the Elderly and Disabled Transportation Plan 

JPACT shares TriMet's concems about effective service to the elderly and disabled community as 
well as the rising costs assodated with TriMet's LIFT service. A briefing on these issues, the 
Elderly/Disabled Land Use Study, the State's competitive grant program for these services, and 
summary of TriMet's strategy for coordinating these services with other service providers in the 
region would be appredated. 

7. Work with Metro and TPAC to document efforts taken by local govemments lo align 
land use plans with transit goals and to assist in investing in transit-related capital costs. 

8. Consider in future updates of the plan aitematives for providing transit service in 
developing or lower-density areas. 

Again, thank you for considering these comments on the Transit Investment Plan. We look 
forward to continuing our cooperative working relationship to ensure the region receives the 
most effident and effective comprehensive transportation system. 

Sincerely, 

Rex Burkholder 
JPACT Chair 

C c Fred Hansen, Phil Selinger: TriMet 
Andy Cotugno: Metro 
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T R I @ M E T 

June 8,2005 

The Honorable Rod Park 
Metro Councilor 
Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation 
600 Northeast Grand Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736 

Subject: TriMet's Transit Investment Plan: 2005 Update 

Dear Councilor Park: 

The TriMet Board thanks JPACT for its May 18,2005 letter commenting on the 2005 
update to TriMet's Transit Investment and JPACT's on-going support for transit 
investments. The TriMet Transit Investment Plan presents the short-term strategy for 
continuing to develop attractive transit mobility options for the citizens of this region, 
building on the long-term vision contained in the Regional Transportation Plan 
Together, our results to date are noteworthy: 

- The TriMet service area ranks 29,h in population nationally, but 12lh in transit 
ridership. 

- TriMet has increased annual ridership for 16 straight years. 
TriMet carried 89 million rides last year, more than any other western system 
except Los Angeles. 

- Portland region residents took 79 transit trips per capita in 2002 - the most in any 
comparable western region, and twice the average of our peer systems. 

- TriMet ridership is growing faster than regional vehicle miles traveled, population 
growth, or employment growth. 

Over the last few years we have continued to progress even in an environment of fiscal 
constraint - with flat payroll tax receipts over the last 3 years. This has reduced our 
expected resources by oyer $30 million annualFy. To meet these challenges, we have 
reduced costs through aggressive productivity improvements, becoming the #1 fuel-
efficient transit operator in the nation, and finding new more efficient ways to operate. We 
have continued to develop our frequent service network, expanding it most recently with" 
the Line 57, our 16lh frequent service line. We have also brought new services to our 
customers through our web site and automated transit tracker systems. We have partnered 
with Metro and local jurisdictions to continue the development of the RTP high capacity 
transit system. 

This is our fourth transit investment plan - and your comments will help us to continue to 
develop this tool. In specific reply to your comments, I ofTer the following: 
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1. Relationship to the RTP: The 20-year Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is the 
foundation for TriMet's 5-year Transit Investment Plan (TIP). Indeed, the TIP , 
acknowledges that connection but should it do more to document specific results 
against the targets set out in the RTP. We will continue to develop analytical tools . 
and metrics to measure the transit program's performance for application to the 
2006 TIP update as well as how the investments in the MTIP and dedicated transit 
funds are being applied and translated into the transportation goals set out in the 
RTP. 

2. MTIP programming: As noted above, we will enhance future Transit Investment 
Plans with more quantitative measures of our performance toward RTP goals. The 
Board welcomes the opportunity to review with JPACT opportunities to use 
targeted federal funding for further development of our transit system We will 
continue to enhance the Transit Investment Plan to better make that connection to 
JPACT and to the community. 

3. High Capacity Transit Master Plan: The RTP identifies corridors to receive some 
form of high capacity transit, but does not provide specific priority or sequencing 
for those projects. With JPACT guidance, as well as leadership and support from 
Metro staff, we have maintained a development program that leverages scarce 
resources and has provided a near-continuous program of regional high capacity 
transit projects. Public private partnerships, local financing tools, and local support 
have influenced and allowed us to capitalize on opportunities as they developed. 
JPACT and its member jurisdictions have been partners in identifying these 
opportunities to advance projects and have also discussed the circumstances under 
which some projects have stalled. I welcome thoughtful approaches to master 
planning the next phases of the high capacity transit system. TriMet would be 
pleased to work with Metro to ensure that the forthcoming RTP update incorporates 
such an effort. 

4. How we set priorities for local service areas: The annual preparation of the Transil 
Investment Plan includes open house meetings with the community and regional 
meetings with local jurisdictions. We also receive customer comments regularly 
through 238-RIDE, our website, other public meetings, our budget advisory 
committee, TMAs, and other means. The process by which that input is received 
will be documented in the TIP. The input affirms or influences the incremental 
development of the TIP. Local areas are sequenced in the TIP on the basis of needs, 
opportunity to complement other transit or redevelopment efforts, and rotational 
considerations that over time consider each community. Focused and coordinated 
local area investments are most effective. 

Knowing that Metro conducts many outreach efforts across a host of activities, we 
would welcome coordinating such outreach efforts with you as a way to gain even 
more public input into our planning and decision. Like the Regional Transportation 
Plan, the Transit Investment Plan is based on a financially constrained future that 
includes the recently approved stepped payroll tax increase (1/100% annually for 
ten years) and status quo Federal funding. Opportunities for service increases are 
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thus limited, but the opportunities for service improvement, when paired with 
supportive locai investments, are significant. The TIP's local area focus is not just 
about increased service investment, but about smarter and more productive 
services, coordinated with local investments in streets, traffic control and new 
development. Local service plans are coordinated with high capacity transit 
projects as they come on line — recently in northeast Portland, in Clackamas County 
and along the Highway 217 /1-5 corridor of Washington County. 

5. North Clackamas Service Area: TriMet has been participating in the Damascus / 
Boring Concept Plan and recognizes this opportunity to promote transportation 
options from the ground up. This region has worked to bring light rail to Clackamas 
County and the 1-205 corridor. TriMet will continue to work with Metro, 
Clackamas County and local jurisdiction staff to address the need and opportunity 
to develop local and regional service that complement high capacity transit 
investments. We must do this within the reality of limited resources, while seeking 
to supplement those resources. Transit investments must be corriplemented with a 
local commitment to transit oriented redevelopment, pedestrian related 
infrastructure, and financial support for expanded transit operations. 

6. Elderly and Disabled Services: Maintaining mobility options for the elderly arid 
disabled communities remains a top priority of this Board. This program has been 
increasing seven percent annually as the size of this community and its needs grow. 
Over the long-term, this level of increase cannot be sustained through existing 
resources. For that reason, TriMet is a leader in providing.options for convenient 
and lower cost use of fixed route services for this population, yet there are limits to 
our ability to shift customers from door-to-door services. TriMet has received a 
grant under ODOT's Special Transportation Program to better understand trip 
making needs and factors influencing location choices of this population and its 
supportive services. We can increase mobility and reduce program costs if we can 
eliminate barriers and influence smart location-based decisions among the elderly, 
disabled and supportive institutions. Acting on these findings will clearly require 
local partnerships. TriMet staff would like to provide a review of its accessible 
transportation program and this important topic at a future meeting of the JPACT. 

7. Document local government alignment of land use and transit plans: The first 
priority of the TIP is "Building the Total Transit System". This concept addresses 
the door-to-door experience of the traveler and the travel mode decision-making 
process. A first consideration is getting to the bus stop or MAX station is having a 
safe and comfortable experience as a pedestrian. This region continues to make 
investments through the MTIP in providing appropriate amenities and information 
at bus stops, but sidewalks and safe street crossings are a first consideration of the 
would-be transit rider. TriMet works with local jurisdictions to coordinate these 
service and infrastructure investments, because the investment benefits are 
compromised when not coordinated. Jurisdictions have recognized this symbiosis 
in the development of Transportation Systems Plans. We applaud efforts to report 
on progress in implementing this important aspect of those plans and to promote 
the coordination of redevelopment and streetscape projects with public 
transportation services. 
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8. Service in Developing or Lower Density Areas; The T P addresses the popularity 
of Frequent Bus services. Frequent and reliable service provides an attractive travel 
aitemative in many urban and regional corridors, but cannot be sustained in less 
dense or poorly connected communities. Finding a cost effective, yet attractive, 
local public transportation service has been a nationwide industry challenge. 
TriMet has been forced to eliminate low-performing routes in the face of poor 
ridership. Even the most frequent service cannot be supported in less-urban parts of 
our region. Park-and-ride lots are one means to connect residents with transit 
services, but TriMet will continue to work with each community to find the best fit 
for local service that can be a popular trip making option for both local and 
regionally connected travel. 

The next update to the Regional Transportation Plan will be an opportunity to apply what 
we have learned over the past decade and to improve the framework for completing the 
region's high capacity transit system. It should explore new approaches to serving the less 
urban neighborhoods while continuing to reinforce the development of centers and main 
streets. 

We applaud JPACT's attention to these important questions and we welcome any further 
discussion on how, together, we continue to build a world-class public transportation 
system for the Portland region. Thank you. 

jeorge Passadore 
President, TriMet Board of Directors 
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STIP/MTIP Amendment Process 
Summary Table 



S T I P / T I P A M E N D M E N T S 

Type of Change OTC Approval 
Region 1 or 
State- wide Federal Action 

Full Amend-
ment 

Admin-
istrative 

Amend- ment 

Financial 
Plan/ Change 

only 

Region 1 
Project 

Delivery Une 
Team (RPDL7) 

Approval 

Metro Approval 
Process (for projects 

In the MPO) 
If It Is NOT In the STIP:;. J . : 3 i V:'; U.V'r ': ..•,U;r . r • v.-.' : -• 

Metro Approval 
Process (for projects 

In the MPO) 

1. Adding a state or federally funded (FHWA or 
FTA*) project or a project that requires an action by 

FHWA or FTA (any funding source), to the STIP 
If on state 

system • Approval if In 
first 3 years • MTIP Amendment 

(see exceptions) 

2. Adding a regionally significant project to the STIP 
(any funding source) 

If on state 
system 

y Approval If In 
first 3 years 

y' V MTIP Amendment 
(see exceptions) 

3. Adding a federally funded project that is funded 
with discretionary ^nds 

if on state 
system • Notification • Notification MTIP Amendment 

(see exceptions) 

4. Adding a non-federally funded project that 
doesnt Impact air quality conformity or require 

FHWA or FTA action to the STIP 
If on state 

system Notification V • MTIP Amendment 
(see exceptions) 

1- i ; ; i ; ;s, If it Is already in the STIP: ~ t f 

5. Deleting a state or federally funded project or a 
project that requires an action by FHWA or FTA 

(any funding source), from the STIP** 
If on state 

system • Approval if in 
first 3 years Y • MTIP Amendment 

(see exceptions) 

6. Major change in scope of a project with state or 
federal funds, or a project with CMAQ funds that 

requires a new CMAQ eligibility finding, or a project 
that requires a new regional air quality conformity 

finding 

If on state 
system 

Approval If In 
first 3 years Y MTIP Amendment 

(see exceptions) 

7. Advancing a project or phase of a project from 
the fourth year to the first three years of the STIP*** • Approval MTIP Amendment 

(see exceptions) 

8. Advancing an approved project or phase of a 
project from year two or three Into the cun'ent year 

of the STIP 
Notification Y Administrative 

adjustment 
9. Slipping an approved project or phase of a -

project from the current year of the STIP to a later 
year 

V Project Selection 

10. Adding PE or ROW phase to an approved 
project in the first three years of the STIP Notification Administrative 

adiirstment 
11. Combining two or more approved projects into 

one project Notification • Administrative 
adjustment 

12. Splitting one approved project into two or more 
projects Notification • Administrative 

adjustment 
13. Minor technical conrections to make the printed 

STIP consistent with prior approvals Notification • Administrative 
adjustment 

14. Adding FHWA funds to an approved FTA-
funded project Notification y Administrative 

adjustment 
15. Increasing or decreasing the federal funds of an 

FTA-funded project, without affecting fiscal 
constraint of the STIP 

Notification Y Administrative 
adjustment 

16. Increasing or decreasing the federal funds of an 
FHWA-funded project, without affecting fiscal 

constraint of the STIP 
• Project Selection 

'Funds from 49 USC Chapter 53 or 23 USC, excluding State Planning & Research funds, Metropolitan Planning funds, and most Emergency Relief fun 
"If a program has been delegated certain authority levels, OTC approval may not be required. 
" T h e federally approved STIP contains years one to three; year four Is informational only. 

Exceptions to Metro JPACT Resolution 
New projects (or deletions) within the following types of project categories or with the following conditions can be administratively added to the MTIP at 
The option of Metro staff in c a s e s where the proposed project is exempt from air quality conformity determination (per 40 CFR 93.134) or the proposed 
project is determined through interagency consultation (per 40 CFR 93.104 ( c ) (2)) to not require additional regional air quality analysis, with monthly 
notification to TPAC. 

Bridge repair or replacement projects - up lo $5 million 
Preservation projects on the interstate system - up to $5 million; on the highway system - up to $2 million 
Operations projects - up to $1 million 
Bicycle or pedestrian projects - up to $500,000 
Transit categories - Appropriations in excess of those programmed 

- HPP or other earmari^s consistent with adopted regional priorities paper adopted by JPACT 
Appropriations for projects/programs previously identified and approved by JPACT and the Metro Council by resolution a s regional priorities 
Emergency additions where an immanent safety public safety hazard is involved 
Addition of project details to previously approved generic projects such a s parts and equipment, street overlays, etc. 
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Eligibility Determination for 
use of CMAQ Funds 



Placeholder for US DOT approval letter 
(expected October 2006) 



600 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2736 

TEL 503 797 1700 ' FAX 503 797 1794 

M E T R O 

August 11,2005 

Ms. Michele Eraut Mr. Tom Radmilovich 
Federal Highway Administration Federal Transit Administration 
Equitable Center, Room 100 915 Second Avenue 
530 Center Street Federal Building, Suite 3142 
Salem, OR 97301 Seattle, WA 98174-1002 

Dear Ms. Eraut and Mr. Radmilovich: 

This letter summarizes proposed programming of CMAQ funding within the Portland 
metropolitan area with respect to funding eligibility. The Portland metropolitan area is designated 
a maintenance area for carbon monoxide (CO) and as an eligible recipient for CMAQ funding. 
Ciurently, the Oregon Department of Transportation allows Metro, as the area's Metropolitan 
Planning Organization, the authority to prioritize projects from our Regional Transportation Plan 
for a portion of the CMAQ funding made available to Oregon. 

Metro uses the project prioritization process for CMAQ funds to ensure the region meets its 
obligations for timely implementation of its Transportation Control Measures from the State 
Implementation Plan for Air Quality. 

Each project description ends with a technical analysis of air benefits expected for the projects. 
These calculations include both reductions in CO emissions as well as Hydro Carbons (HC) and 
Nitrous Oxide (Nox), precursors to ozone. Emission reductions of ozone precursors are included 
for informational purposes only as the Portland metropolitan area has recently been re-designated 
from an ozone maintenance area under the old I-hour standard to an attainment area for ozone 
imder the new 8-hour standard. 

The Metro Council is scheduled to act on this draft programming August 18,h, 2005 through 
adoption of the MTIP and its air quality conformity analysis. You will be provided copies of the 
document soon thereafter for approval. 

Sincerely, 

Ted Leybold 
Principal Transportation Planner 

CC: Marina Orlando, ODOT 
Linda Gehrke, FTA 



Methodology 

Forecasts of emission reduction benefits were calculated using the most detailed methods 
available, depending on project mode. Rail transit projects programmed for CMAQ funds utilized 
detailed Environmental Impact Statement data on expected air quality emission benefits. Bicycle 
projects utilized elements of the Stuart Goldsmith methodology used to calculate travel mode 
diversion in Seattle (Goldsmith, 1994). The central component drawn from the methodology is 
that based on before and after survey data for several bike projects, baseline bicycle mode share 
increases 26 percent on average with provision of enhanced bicycle travel lanes. 

All other projects utilized the following methodology based on Metro's travel demand model 
forecast of average weekday trips utilizing the project facility. 

1. Average weekday trips on facility (Metro travel demand model forecast) 
2. Convert AWD to Annual data (Multiply by 260 workdays) 
3. Calculate the % that were fonner drivers (Multiply by 60.74%: 2025 average vehicle 

mode split or 26% mode split increase for bicycle projects) 
4. Convert to VMT (Multiply former driver nimibers by average regional transit trip length 

of 5.47 miles or bicycle trip length of 2.1 miles) 
5. Convert into emissions reductions (grams per mile) using the following parameters: 

• Emission factor for HC = 1.341 
• Emission factor for CO = 6.66 
• Emission factor for Nox = 1.803 

1-205 /Por t l and M a l l P r o j e c t L R T - 517,700,000 

This project extends light rail from the Gateway regional center to the Clackamas regional center 
along 1-205 and adds light rail to the transit mall between Union Station and PSU in downtown 
Portland. 

Ozone and CO (carbon monoxide) are the primary pollutants coming from transportation sources 
in the metropolitan area. In 1997, the EPA approved the Portland Ozone Maintenance Plan, 
which included the "South/North LRT Project" as a Transportation Control Measure (TCM) to be 
built by 2007 in order to maintain clean air quality. Although the originally proposed 
"North/South LRT Project" failed in a 1999 ballot initiative, the Interstate MAX line now serves 
North Portland and the I-205/Portland Mall line will complete the southem section of 
"North/South LRT." Table 1 shows the project's air quality benefits. 
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Table 1:1-205/MaII L R T Emissions Reductions 

Forecast Ridership for 2025 and Emissions Reductions 
(tons/year) 

Project Annual Ridership VMT HC CO Nox 
l-205/Mall LRT 12,090,000 40 ,168,759 53,866,306 267,523,935 72,424,273 

Source: "Table 4.2-8: LRT Ridership, by No-Build and 1-205 Mall, Year 2025," South Corridor 1-2051Mall 
FEIS-Chapter 4, Transportation Impacts, 4-21. 

Wi lsonvi l l e /Beaver ton C o m m u t e r Ra i l - $4,467,000 

This project provides track and station improvements and rail vehicles to begin transit service on 
existing freight rail tracks. 

There are three potential sources of air pollution associated with the Commuter Rail, project: 
construction, diesel engine use, and vehicular traffic resulting from at-grade rail crossings. Aside 
from air quality benefits, this project will provide increased travel options in the heavily-traveled 
Oregon Highway 217 corridor in the region's growing west side. Table 2 shows the project's air 
quality benefits. 

Table 2: Wilsonville/Beaverton Commuter Rail Emissions Reductions 

Forecast Ridership for 2025 and Emissions Reductions 
(tons/year) 

Project Annual Ridership VMT HC CO Nox 
Wilsonville/Beaverton 

Commuter Rail 1,209,000 4 ,016,876 5,386,631 26,752,394 7,242,427 

Source; 'Tab le 3.1-9 Commuter Rail Ridership, by TSM and Commuter Rail, Year 2020" 
Wilsonville to Beaverton Commuter Rail Environmental Asses smen t , BRW, DKS a n d 
Associa tes , Dorman Company, U R S Corporation, 3-12. 

T r i M e t F r e q u e n t B u s - $5,400,000 

This project increases safe access to transit service and improves customer amenities at bus stops 
along Frequent and Rapid Bus Corridors identified in the Regional Transportation Plan. 

In the past, TriMet's only strategy for retaining ridership in the face of increasing system 
congestion was to add additional buses to maintain published headways. Increasing patronage 
required deploying even more buses, wdth associated increases in operations and maintenance 
costs. 

TriMet now takes a multifaceted approach that blends reduced headways, enhanced curbside 
amenities (ex. new shelters, real-time arrival signage, etc.) and more comfortable low-floor, air-
conditioned buses equipped with automated dispatch and diagnostic hardware/software arrays. 
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This approach allows TriMet to maintain existing ridership with less capital while increasing 
patronage using the same number of buses. Therefore, Streamline-related bus replacement and 
fleet expansion contracts targeted for improvement of high-demand transit routes are eligible for 
CMAQ funds. Table 3 shows the project's air quality benefits. 

Table 3: Tr iMet Frequent Bus Emissions Reductions 

Forecast Ridership for 2025 and Annual Emissions 
Reductions (tons/year) 

Project Annual Ridership VMT HC CO Nox 
TriMet Frequent Bus 80,600 267,792 359,109 1,783,493 482,828 

Source: Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Projects: Draft Technical Rankings, Metro, 2005. 

Eastside Streetcar: NW lO"1 AveJLovejoy St. to OMSl - SI,000,000 

With the success of downtown Portland's streetcar, the system will now expand to the city's inner 
east side. With an existing east-west MAX light rail line and several east-west bus routes, the 
streetcar would create an important north-south travel option for the area. Table 4 shows the 
project's air quality benefits. 

Table 4: Eastside Streetcar Emissions Reductions 

Forecast Ridership for 2025 and Annual Emissions Reductions 
(tons/year) 

Project Annual Ridership VMT HC CO Nox 
Eastside Streetcar 1,402,700 4,660,440 6,249,650 31,038,530 8,402,773 

Source: Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Projects: Draft Technical Rankings, Metro, 2005. 

South Metro Amtrak Station: Phase II - S900,000 

This project provides parking spaces and relocation of the old Oregon City Southern Pacific 
railroad depot building to the site to serve the new station. 

In the late 1990's, the region recognized a need for a second Amtrak passenger station in the 
south metropolitan area. A major attraction of an Amtrak passenger stop in Clackamas County is 
the availability of long-term parking, which is costly and scarce at Union Station in downtown 
Portland. Additionally, convenient access to increased train service is expected to remove inter-
city auto trips form the road network. 

In February 2000, the South Metro Amtrak Station siting study selected Oregon City as the new 
passenger rail site. It sits within the Oregon City regional center, ofiers mixed-use potential and 
is accessible by foot to a large number of attractions. The City of Oregon City spent its ovm 
funds build and open a platform and gravel parking lot by April 2004. The city now awaits the 
transfer of the city's historic railroad depot building and a paved 46-space parking lot to complete 
the project. Table 5 shows the project's air quality benefits. 
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Table 5: South Metro Amtrak Station Emissions Reductions 

Forecast Ridership for 2025 and Annual Emissions Reductions 
(tons/year) 

Project Annual Ridership VMT HC CO Nox 
South Metro Amtrak Station 32,500 107,981 144,802 719,150 194,689 

Source: Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Projects: Draft Technical Rankings, Metro, 2005. 

Provisional Section 

AUhough we are not programming CMAQ funds for these bike projects at this time, we seek 
approval to program them for CMAQ funding at a future date should we need to balance our 
allocation of fimds between fimding programs per the financial plan due to imforeseen 
circumstances. 

Eastbank Trail/Springwater Johnson Creek Bridge to SE Umatilla - $1,237,000 

This project completes the .9-mile missing link in the existing Springwater multi-use path 
providing a continuous 19-mile trail between Gresham and downtown Portland. Table 6 shows 
the project's air quality benefits. 

Table 6: Eastbank Trail/Springwater Johnson Creek Bridge Emissions Reductions 

Forecast Ridership for 2025 and Annual Emissions Reductions 
(tons/year) 

Project Annual Ridership VMT HC CO Nox 

Eas tbank Trail/Springwater 
Johnson Creek Bridge to S E 

Umatilla 593,060 323,811 434,230 2,156,580 583,831 

Source: Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Projects: Draft Technical Rankings, Metro, 2005. 

Marine Dr. -bike lanes & trail gaps 28,h to ISS"1- $966,000 

This off-street trail adjacent to Marine Drive makes a continuous 9.1-mile trail. Table 7 shows 
the project's air quality benefits. 
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Table 7: Marine Dr. Bike Lanes/Trails Emissions Reductions 

Forecast Ridership for 2025 and Annua! Emissions Reductions 
(tons/year) 

Project Annual Ridership VMT HC CO Nox 
Marine Dr. Bike 
Lanes/Trail Gaps 158,340 86,454 115,934 575,781 155,876 

Source: Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Projects: Draft Technical Rankings, Metro, 2005. 

MAX Multi-Use Path: Cleveland Station to Ruby Junction - $890,000 

This creates pedestrian connections to Rockwood, Civic Neighborhood and historic downtown 
Gresham. Table 9 shows the project's air quality benefits. 

Table 8: MAX Multi-Use Path Emissions Reductions 

Forecast Ridership and Annual Emissions Reductions 
(tons/year) 

Project Annual Ridership VMT HC CO Nox 

MAX Multi-Use Path: 
Cleveland Station to 
Ruby Junction 117,750 64,292 86,215 . 428,181 115,918 
Source: Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Projects: Draft Technical Rankings, Metro, 2005. 

Trolley Trail: Jefferson to Glen Echo - $1,586,000 

Constructs the northern (4.75 miles) of a 6-mile, multi-use path that follows an abandoned 
streetcar right of way between Milwaukie and Gladstone. Table 10 shows the project's air 
quality benefits. 

Table 9: Trolley Trail Emissions Reductions 

Forecast Ridership for 2025 and Annual Emissions 
Reductions (tons/year) 

Project Annual Ridership VMT HC CO Nox 
Trolley Trail: Arista to Glen Echo 153,140 83,614 112,127 556,872 150,757 
Source: Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Projects: Draft Technical Rankings, Metro, 2005. 

Rock Creek Trail: Orchard Park to Wilkcns - 5675,000 

This project creates a ten-foot wide multi-use path with three bridge crossings over Rock Creek. 
Table 11 shows the project's air quality benefits. 

Page 6 



Table 10: Rock Creek Trail Emissions Reductions 

Forecast Ridership for 2025 and Annual Emissions 
Reductions (tons/year) 

Project Annual Ridership VMT HC CO Nox 
Rock Creek Trail: Orchard Park 

to NW Wilkens 86,320 47,131 63,202 313,891 84,977 

Source: Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Projects: Draft Tecfinical Rankings, Metro, 2005. 
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Calendar of Activities 



M E T R O 

2006-09 Transportation Priorities: 
Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept 

- and -
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program 

Calendar of Activities 

June 30 

August 3 

August 12 

August 16 

August 27 

September 7 

September 9 

September 24 

September 29 /30 

October 5 

October 14 

October 15 -
December 6 

October 25 

2004 
Applications due to Metro. 

MTIP Subcommit tee: Review of project/program applications. 

JPACT: Review of draft ODOT s ta te transportation funding program. 

MTIP Subcommittee review and comment on draft Transportation 
Priorities technical scores. 

TPAC review of draft Metro Staff recommended First Cut List. 
(Distribute at meeting) 

Metro Council work session briefing on policies and relationship to 
S ta te transportation funding program (STIP). 

JPACT review of draft Metro Staff recommended First Cut List. 

TPAC action on First Cut List. 

Oregon Transportation Commission work on release of draft STIP for 
public comment . 

Metro Council work session on release of First Cut List. 

JPACT action on release of First Cut List. 

Public comment period, listening posts on First Cut List and ODOT 
STIP. 

Listening Post for public comment : 
Portland - Metro Council Chamber and Room 370 
600 NE Grand Avenue 
4 :00 pm to 8 :00 pm 
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October 26 

October 27 

October 28 

December 7 

December 16 

Listening Post for public c o m m e n t : 
Oregon City - Pioneer Communi ty Cen te r 
6 1 5 Fifth S t r e e t 
5 : 0 0 pm to 8 : 0 0 pm 

Listening Post for public c o m m e n t : 
Gre sham - Multnomah County Building East 
6 0 0 NE Eighth S t r e e t a t Kelley 
5 : 0 0 pm t o 8 : 0 0 pm 

Listening Post fo r public c o m m e n t : 
Beaver ton - Beaver ton Resource Cen te r 
12500 SW Allen Boulevard a t Hall Boulevard 
5 : 0 0 pm to 8 : 0 0 pm 

Metro Council work se s s ion : policy discussion and direction t o staff on 
narrowing to t h e Final Cut List. 

JPACT briefing on public c o m m e n t r epor t and policy discussion a b o u t 
direction to s taff on narrowing to t h e Rnal Cut List. 

January 7 

January 11 

January 20 

January 28 

February 10 

February 17 

March 3 

March 4 

2005 
TPAC: policy op t ions for narrowing to t h e Rnal Cut List. 

Metro Council work sess ion : policy discussion and direction t o staff on 
narrowing to t h e Final Cut List. 

JPACT action on policy direction to s taff on narrowing to t h e Final Cut 
List. 

TPAC action on Final Cut List. 

JPACT a p p r o v e r e l ease of TPAC Rnal Cut List for public hear ing - o r -
JPACT briefing on TPAC Recommenda t ion 

Public hear ing on d r a f t Final Cut List a t Metro Council. 

Metro Council briefing and communica t ion to JPACT m e m b e r s . 

Submi t air quality analys is methodology le t ter to consul ta t ion pa r tne r s . 

March 15 

March 17 

March 24 

Metro Council work sess ion briefing and communica t ion to JPACT 
m e m b e r s . 

JPACT action on Final Cut List pending air quality analysis . 

Metro Council action on Final Cut List pending air quality analys is . 
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April - May 

May 15 

June 1 

June 9 

June 24 

July 11 

July 20 

July 29 

August 10 

August 11 

August 18 

September 1 

October 

November 

Programming of f u n d s and projec± select ion. 

Modeling and air quality conformity analys is begins . 

Draft p rogramming submi t ted to ODOT for inclusion in d ra f t STIP. 

Air quality consul ta t ion mee t ing with air quality agency staff on air 
quality analysis m e t h o d s . 

TPAC: air quality consul tat ion mee t ing on air quality analysis m e t h o d s . 

30-day public review period begins of d r a f t MTIP with air quali ty 
conformity analysis . 

Air quality consul tat ion meet ing with air quality agency staff on 
analysis resul ts . 

TPAC: consul tat ion mee t ing with analys is resul ts . 

30-day public review of d ra f t MTIP with air quality conformity analys is 
ends . Mail repor t t o JPACT August 4 . 

JPACT: Recommend adopt ion of t h e 2 0 0 6 - 2 0 0 9 MTIP and air quality 
conformity de te rmina t ion in two s e p a r a t e resolut ions. The MTIP to 
include ODOT Metrp Area STIP and federa l t rans i t funding p ro jec t s . 

Metro Council: Adopt MTIP and air quality conformity de te rmina t ion in 
two s e p a r a t e resolut ions. The MTIP to include ODOT Metro Area STIP 
and federal t rans i t funding projects . 

Submi t MTIP to Governor for s igna tu re - inclusion in STIP. Submi t t o 
USDOT for conformity de te rmina t ion . 

Receive conformity de terminat ion approval f rom FHWA/FTA. FFY 
2006 pro jec t s eligible t o begin obligation of funds . 

Publish Final 2 0 0 6 - 0 9 MTIP d o c u m e n t . 

Updated7-28-05 
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Introduction 

The tri-county region generates 2.4 million tons of 
solid waste each year. 

Metro: 

» _ « . r 

Manages the region's solid waste system 

Goal - recycle 62% of region's solid waste by end of 2005 
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1 1 Regional System Fee Credit Program: 

I 
• Re-designed to encourage recovery at private facilities 

• Goal - improve recovery and boost recovery rate 

• Credit against Metro fees 

• Seven participating facilities 

• Cost $617,500 in 2005 and $1 million annually last four years 
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Regional System Fee Credit Program 
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Program should be dropped or substantially revised. 
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Eliminate Program 

Three primary reasons to eliminate program: 

1. Program not always achieving goal 

2. Some materials would be recovered without the program 

3. Other approaches may be more effective for recovery 



Eliminate Program 

m 

!fe4 
Si: 11 

f ^ Y 

r.fK 

1. Program is not achieving its goal 
• Facility recovery rates are declining 

D) 
C 
E 
o o 
c 

55% 

50% 

t « 40% 
o c 

P 35% 

25% 
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 

* Excludes source-separated materials 

-•—Facility 1 

-B— Facility 2 

-A— Facility 3 

-o— Facility 4 

, 3.% 

Recovery rate generally cannot be boosted by facilities with declining rates. 
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Eliminate Program 

1. Program is not achieving its goal 
• Recovery within the region 

Source 
Separated 
(1,120,837 

tons) 
91% 

Material 
Recovery 
Facilities 

359 tons) 
7% 

Metro 
Transfer 
Stations 

(26,073 tons) 
2% 

*• 
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91 % of recycling comes from individuals and businesses 
themselves - recovery facilities only account for 7%. 
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2. Recovery would likely continue without program 

Average Value/Cost of Recovered Materials 

1 * 
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Materials 
Value (Cost) 

Per Ton 
Alum/Copper/Brass $661.01 
Cardboard $68.66 
Hog Fuel $11.15 
Metal $69.63 
Other Paper $42.46 
Glass ($1.85) 
Rubble $0.00 
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Eliminate Program 

2. Recovery would likely continue without program 
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Recovery facilities have incentives to recover waste: 

• Can sell recovered materials to recyclers 

• Avoid disposal costs, taxes and fees on materials recovered 
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Eliminate Program 

3. Other approaches may be more effective 

• Source-separation efforts may be more effective ttian 
post-collection: 

• They motivate behavioral changes 

• Behavioral changes can reduce waste now and In future 

• Most labor to recycle done by individual generating waste 
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Eliminate Program 

The program's current cost - $617,500 - might be better 
spent on other recycling or conservation programs. 
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Substantially Revise Program 

If program retained: 

• Revise goal and establish performance measures 

• Revise and restructure eligibility criteria 

• Consider dropping inert materials from eligibility 

• Strengthen administrative procedures 

• Resolve other issues placing the program at risk 
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Substantially Revise Program 
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Revise program's goal 

* Facilities unable to boost recovery rate 
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Alternative goal - recover all materials as are economically 
feasible 
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Substantially Revise Program 

Develop performance measures 

r-A 

Should be specific and measurable 

Should have guidelines and timelines for reporting results 
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Substantially Revise Program 

Revise and restructure program eligibility criteria 

• Facilities now must recover at least 30% of wastes 
received to be eligible 

• Eligibility criteria are difficult to apply and open to 
manipulation 
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Revise and restructure program eligibility criteria 

• Application Issues 
• Source-separated materials or mixed dry waste? 
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Substantially Revise Program 

Revise and restructure program eligibility criteria 

• Application Issues 
• Eligible inert materials? 
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Substantially Revise Program 

Revise and restructure program eligibility criteria 

• Application Issues 
• Pre-or post-consumer waste? 
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Substantially Revise Program 

Current criteria open to manipulation 

• Facilities can manipulate tlie system by: 

• Accepting only fieavier materials 

• Accepting only highly recoverable loads 

• Re-characterizing loads 
r s 

mm 
I ; 



Substantially Revise Program 

Simpler options exist 
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Perform spot inspections of materials disposed by facilities 

Review processes at facilities 

n 1 
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Consider dropping inert materials from eligibility 

• Inert materials allowed one facility to receive 53% of the 
$6.3 million in total credits issued 

• Industry experts say these heavy materials would likely be 
recovered anyway 
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Substantially Revise Program 

Strengthen administrative procedures 

1. Develop a risk-based approach to conducting Financial 
Compliance Reviews 
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Substantially Revise Program 

I I Strengthen administrative procedures 

2. Fully automate application and reporting processes 
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PortMnd. OR 97232-2738 

RECOVERY RATE CALCULATION. 
REGIONAL SYSTEM FEE « EXCISE TAX 

FY 2004-05 CREOnrs APPLICATION 
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Substantially Revise Program 

Strengthen administrative procedures 

3. Document administrative procedures and update tliem 
regularly 
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Substantially Revise Program 

Other issues to be resolved 
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Discrepancies in source-separated materials reported 

Hauler reported tons 
Facility reported tons 
Difference 

14461 
293 

14168 
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Substantially Revise Program 

Other issues to be resolved 

• Uncollectible receivables 
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Eliminate or Revise Regional 
System Fee Credit Program 

Questions? 
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Reports can be viewed at: 
www.metro-region.org/auditor 

http://www.metro-region.org/auditor

