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M/IN(JTES OF THE METRO COUNCIL MEETING

S
Thursday, August 11, 2005

Metro Council Chamber

Councilors Present: David Bragdon (Council President), Robert Liberty, Rex Burkholder,
i 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, Planning Department introduced Matt Hastie, Cogan Owens Cogan, and Mia
Burke, Alpha Planning. 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.

52 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. Council 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 COMMUNICATION

Michael Jordon, COO, reminded the Council of this aftemoon’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 13" we would have our regular Council 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 | 8/11/05 | To: Metro Council ~ 081105¢-01
From: Matt Hastie, Cogan Owens and
Cogan
Re: 2040 Modal Targets Project
6.1 Background 8/9/05 To: Metro Council 081105¢-02
information From: Paul Couey, FAS Department

Re: Collaborative Leadership Initiative
Backgrounder
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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\confidential\?.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 | Portland, Oregon 97232-2736 '
(tel) 503-797-1700 | (fax) 503-797-1797

Date: August9, 2005
TO: Measure 27 Task quce,_ 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 the Measure 37 Task Force with 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 thls 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 assess the long-term 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 Iarge 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 37claims, 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 as 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 transferring 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 governments 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 assess the needs of
the agricultural industry and urban industries in Washington County. This project will
provide information on impacted areas and could identify areas crucial for protection of
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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 farmlands.
Currently, the amount of available federal money is modest, but Metro could take a lead
in an effort 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 problems. This prohibition of extending services (extra-territorial) 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 Advfsory 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 the capture of increased property values attributed to
government actions to fund the purchase of claims.

Establish a Work 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-term 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 governments 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 as appropriate.

I:\gm\community_developmentistaffineil\Measure 37\M37 recommendationsFinal.doc
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Metro
People places * open spaces

Metro serves 1.3 million people who live in Clackamas, Multhnomah and Washington
counties and the 25 cities in the Portland metropolitan area. The regional government
provides transportation and land-use planning services 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-region.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 Portland urban area.
Regulations of the United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) require the
MPO to develop a 20-year Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). The Plan must identify
revenue that can be reasonably anticipated over a 20-year period for transportation
purposes. Italso 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 RTP. 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 Portland urban area. The MTIP
process is used to determine which projects included in the Plan will 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 funded 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 must:

* describe the projects sufficiently to determine their air quality effects;

 identify the type of federal funding that will be used and the amount of local
matching funds;

e 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 urbanized 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 current program reflects a blending of the old and new programming
across the four years addressed in the document. The full four-year program is shown 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 counties, 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 County 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 funds 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 funds 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.

Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program 2006-09 Page 1-2



However, the 2006-09 MTIP also schedules both federal and state funds 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.

14  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-allocated 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 funding 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 2006 2007 2008 2009
Year
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 maximum transit
amounts 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 under
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 MTTP.

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 funding 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 thousands 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 Appropriatidns $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 Modemnization $11,060 $8,060 $2,104 $7,104 $28,328
Highway Preservation $12,191 $7,5651 $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 the
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 the 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, the 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 planning 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 STIP 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 funds) 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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Bike/Trail

Boulevards

Bridge

Freight

Green Street Demonstration Projects
Pedestrian

Regional Transportation Options
Road Modernization

. Road Reconstruction

10. Transit

11. Transit Oriented Development

ORXNS AR RN

Planning projects were also eligible 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);

e support of Metro’s Region 2040 Land Use goals (40 points);

e safety hazard correction (20 points); and

o 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

e Metro’s “Creating Livable Streets” Design Guidelines

e Environmental Justice considerations (see Appendix 6)

e the State Transportation Planning Rule (Goal 12)

e 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 safety 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 ensuring 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 I-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 fund revenues that are freed
from maintenance programs by this “bundling” practice.

JPACT and Metro Council comments on the 2005 Transit Investment Plan to the
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 the
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 funds, 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. Itis 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 under 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 funding 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 unnecessary 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 funds.

Policies

1. RTP Consistency - Projects included in the MTIP must be identified in or
consistent with the financially 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, the MTIP manager
may require a resolution for approval of the 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 the 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 monthly 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.

Funding 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 funds 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, obligation 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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ODOT PROGRAM HIGHLIGHTS

ODOT has proposed programming $383 million of state and federal funds to highway
capacity, 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

(in thousands of $)

SUMMARY OF ODOT PROGRAM
Programming of Funds by Type of Activity

PROGRAM CATEGORY

FY 06 FY 07 FY 08 FY 09 TOTAL

Capacity - Modernization '
(includes 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
(includes OTIA $) $46,838 $10,164 $22,060 $1,266 $80,328
Safety $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 funds
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 III program.

The previous two state legislative sessions have produced two transportation funding
measures whose future proceeds will be bonded, in part, for vehicle capacity 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
Sunset Highway and the Westside light rail project.

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

OTIA III funding is also programmed for final design and right-of-way work for an

extension of Highway 224 from 1-205 to 122™ Avenue. This project is the first phase of

the Sunrise Corridor project. As EIS work is completed in this corridor, an amendment

:ﬁ this programming of funds may be sought to implement the preferred alternative of
e 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 I-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 identitying reserve
accounts 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 bill 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).

Funding 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 programmed 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 I-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
Burnside Bridge.

4. Pavement oveﬂay of US 26 between SE 50" Avenue and 1-205 in FY 06.

5. Pavement overlay of OR 217 between the Sunset Highway (US 26) and SW 72™
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 bicycle/pedestrian
program. '

7. Pavement bverlay of I-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 t
manage traffic flow and reduce congestion. :

2.1.3 ODOT Bond Program (OTIA)

The OTIA I and II 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 Portland 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 152™ and 172™ Avenues in Clackamas County and several projects
to improve freight access to industrial lands and inter-modal facilities in north Portland.

22 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 funding will also be sought for the I-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 the 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 Burnside Street in the Portland CBD, and North Killingsworth Street.
Funding 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 incdluded 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 traithead improvements in Gresham’s Main
City Park, Rock Creek Trail in Hillsboro 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
connections 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 facilities 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 I-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 Scholls 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 innovative 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 funds to support the I-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 exchange 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 for Air Quality

Transit

¢ Interstate and I-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 Burnside
bridges where pedestrian access is currently prohibited. It will also create a new
pedestrian connection from Water Avenue to the Morrison Bridge, adding a total of
approximately .1 miles of new pedestrian facilities.

e 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 miles of infill sidewalk and pedestrian crossing
improvements.

* SE 92™ 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™ Avenue to Canterbury Lane will provide infill sidewalk pedestrian
crossing improvements along a 4.25 mile stretch of Barber Boulevard near the Tigard
town center. Total length of improvements has not yet been determined.

Bicycle

* The Trolley Trail project is funded 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 preliminary engineering to Glen Echo Street (additional 2.1 miles).

e The Beaverton Powerline trail project between the 158™ 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 Hall Boulevard and Highway 217 (.57 miles) and preliminary engineering
to Greenberg Road (additional .5 miles).

» The Morrison Bridge bike/ped project will 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: I-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 city.

* Marine Dr. trail gaps project will complete 1.50 miles of gaps on this trail, creating a
continuous trail from NE 28" Street to 181" 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 bicycle portion of the TCM
requirements.

* Rock Creek trail project will construct 0.80 miles of trail in east Hillsboro.

e SE 92™ 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 MTIP 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, especially by enabling
global competitiveness, productivity and efficiency;
- o 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 technical staff recommendations of a fiscally
constrained project selection recommendation, prior to final selection of projects by
JPACT and the Metro Council.

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.

Project 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 projects. The
relevant data was summarized and mapped for public comment meetings and decision °
makers to inform their decision process. The data was also used to condition approval
of funds to applicant agencies 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 Council 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 122™-172". PE to widen facility to five lanes.
* Scott Creek Lane pedestrian path (Happy Valley).
* SE 172" Avenue: Sunnyside to Highway 212. PE to widen facility to five lanes.

East Multnomah County
* Yambhill “Green Street” reconstruction: 190" to 197th
City of Portland

* Johnson Creek Boulevard: 36™ to 45" (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.

* I-5/Nyberg Interchange. Construction of widening of freeway over-crossing and
southbound on-ramp.
Washington County Commuter Rail Feasibility Analysis/PE.

. Sen&inal 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,

e 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: 10" to 19" (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.

e 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 fadility 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 3/31/05.
Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Metro 126 METRO CORE PLANNING
13483 Funds Metro planning  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
13516 activities, most of Planning 800,000 828,000 853,000 878,000 3,359,000
14386 which are required by
14387 federal and state
regulations to maintain
eligibility to receive FEDERAL TOTAL 800,000 828,000 853,000 878,000 3,359,000
funds. LOCAL TOTAL 384,453
GRAND TOTAL 3,743,453
Metro TBD REGIONAL FREIGHT PLANNING
14382 Establish an on-going REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
14383 programto ensure the o g 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 300,000
14384 region's freight needs
14385 are being met.
FEDERAL TOTAL 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 300,000
LOCAL TOTAL 34,336
GRAND TOTAL 334,336
Metro TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (MILWAUKIE - LAKE OSWEGO)
14397 Prepare master plan REGIONAL STP PROGRAM :
for multi-use pathsto  pjaning 100,000 100,000
define alignments,
prefiminary designs,
right-of-way impacts,
environmental FEDERAL TOTAL . 1] 100,000 0 0 100,000
assessments and cost LOCAL TOTAL 11,445
estimates. GRAND TOTAL 111,445
Metro TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (TONQUIN TRAIL)
14399 Prepare master plan  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
for multi-use paths to pyanping 100,000 100,000
define alignments,
preliminary designs,
right-of-way impacts,
environmenta! FEDERAL TOTAL 100,000 0 0 0 100,000
assessments and cost LOCAL TOTAL 11,445
estimates. ) GRAND TOTAL 111,445
Metro TBD MULTIUSE PATH MASTER PLAN (SCOUTERS MT)
14398 Prepare master plan  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
for multi-use paths 0 panning 100,000 100,000
define alignments,
preliminary designs,
right-of-way impacts,
environmental FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 100,000 0 100,000
assessments and cost LOCAL TOTAL 11,445
estimates. GRAND TOTAL 111,445
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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 3/31/05.

Effective October 1, 2005
Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Metro TBD 1-5/99W CONNECTOR STUDY
13483 Completes planning  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
‘f~°f'_‘l;°'a mﬁ‘-‘d Planning - At Anal 2,100,000 2,100,000
our-tane, m! . .
access highway Planning - Land Use 400,000 400,000
between Highway 99W
near Sherwood and I-5
near Tualatin and FEDERAL TOTAL 2,100,000 400,000 0 0 2,500,000
Wilsonville. LOCAL TOTAL 286,136
GRAND TOTAL 2,786,136
Metro TBD POWELLFOSTER CORRIDOR PLAN
13483 This process will REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
provide a set of Planning 200,000 200,000
feasible trans.
improvements for the
cormidor with
implementation, FEDERAL TOTAL 200,000 0 0 0 200,000
phasing & funding LOCAL TOTAL 22,891
strategies. GRAND TOTAL 222,891
Metro TBD NEXT RTP CORRIDOR PLAN
13516 Complete systems  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
14402 level planning work — ppapning 500,000 500,000 1,000,000
and identify a set of
improvement
altematives that can
be taken into project  FEDERAL TOTAL 0 500,000 500,000 0 1,000,000
developmentforthe  LOCAL TOTAL 114,454
selected cormidors. GRAND TOTAL 1,114,454
Metro TBD OR43 WILLAMETTE SHORELINE AA (PORTLAND - LAKE OSWEGO)
14406 Explore options for REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
enhancing bus service,  pianning £88,000 688,000
pedestrian, bicycle,
water transport or
passenger rail in order
to broaden access. FEDERAL TOTAL 688,000 0 0 0 688,000
LOCAL TOTAL 78,745
GRAND TOTAL 766,745
Metro TBD MILWAUKIE LRT EIS (PORTLAND - MILWAUKIE TOWN CENTER)
14391 Federally required REGIONAL STP PROGRAM .
work prior to Planning 2,000,000 2,000,000
completing
negotiations with FTA
to receive federal
transit funding for FEDERAL TOTAL 0 2,000,000 0 0 2,000,000
construction of the LOCAL TOTAL 228,909
project. GRAND TOTAL 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 3/31/05.

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key . .
No. Description Work phase
Metro TBD RAIL GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE (INTERSTATE MAX)
13500 Final ff?gional REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
commitment for Non Hwy Cap 4,000,000 4,000,000
Interstate MAX fight rail
line.
FEDERAL TOTAL 4,000,000 0 0 0 4,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 457,818
GRAND TOTAL 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 Con 18,292,550 18,292,550
the Rose Quarter to ¥
the Expo Center.
FEDERAL TOTAL 18,292,550 0 0 0 18,292,550
LOCAL TOTAL 4,670,731
GRAND TOTAL 22,963,281
Metro TBD PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE: GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE
Funding for debt REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
service costs for Transit 834,202 832515 381,159 221,675 2,069,641
Interstate MAX, 1-205
LRT, Washington
County Commuter Rail
and bus purchases. = FEDERAL TOTAL 834,292 632,515 381,159 221,675 2,069,641
LOCAL TOTAL 236,880
GRAND TOTAL 2,306,521
Metro TBD RAIL GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE
TBD Funds to be used for I- REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
205 LRT, Washmgton. Non Hwy Cap 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
PYO\"ide‘S track and FTA SECTION 5309 NEW STARTS (50/50)
station improvements o 20,000,000 20,000,000
and rail vehicles to
begin transit service on
existing freight rail )
tracks. FEDERAL TOTAL 20,000,000 0 0 0 20,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 20,000,000
GRAND TOTAL 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 3/31/05.

Effective October 1, 2005
Metro Total
Sponsor  ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
TriMet 399 BUS AND RAIL PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE
13498 Funds to maintain and FTA SECTION 5307 (80/20)
13519 ;ef"ibis" busandrall  Noq Hwy Cap 37,698,028 40,181,972 42,980,696 46,115,388 166,976,084
ee
FEDERALTOTAL 37,698,028 40,181,972 42,980,696 46,115,388 166,976,084
LOCAL TOTAL 41,744,021
GRAND TOTAL 208,720,105
TriMet 1085 TRANSIT ENHANCEMENT 1%
13499 1% of FTA Section FTA SECTION 5307 (80/20)
13518 5307 funds to be Non Hwy Cap 376,980 401,820 429,807 461,154 1,669,761
allocated to
improvement of bus or
rail transit amenities.
FEDERAL TOTAL 376,980 401,820 429,807 461,154 1,669,764
LOCAL TOTAL 417,440
GRAND TOTAL 2,087,201
TriMet 388 RAIL PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE
13434 FUDdS. to rr\aintafn and FTA SECTION 5309 (80/20)
13523 refurbish light rail Non Hwy Cap 6,923,000 7,135000 7,491,750 7,716,503 29,266,253
vehicles, tracking and
stations.
FEDERAL TOTAL 6,923,000 7,135,000 7,491,750 7,796,503 29,266,253
LOCAL TOTAL 3,349,654
GRAND TOTAL 32,615,907
TriMet TBD TRIMET BUS STOP DEVELOPMENT & STREAMLINE PROGRAM
13490 Increast‘es safe access REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
13491 totransitserviceand  on Hwy Cap 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 5,500,000
13509 improves customer
13508 amenities at bus stops
along Frequent and
Rapid Bus Commidors  FEDERAL TOTAL 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 5,500,000
identified inthe RTP. LOCAL TOTAL 629,500
GRAND TOTAL 6,129,500
TriMet 1099 JOBS ACCESS/REVERSE COMMUTE
Program toimprove  FTA SECTION 3037 (50/50)
transit access for Other 3,000,000 3,000,000
low/moderate income
households in the
Metro area.
FEDERAL TOTAL 3,000,000 0 0 0 3,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 3,000,000
GRAND TOTAL 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 3/31/05.

Effective October 1, 2005
Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase

SMART TBD BUS AND RAIL PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE

Funds to maintainand FTA SECTION 5307 (80/20)

refurbishbus and rail o, Hyy Cap 282214 300810 321,761 345228 1,250,013

fleet. (L.E.; for all but

sec. 5309 rail

modernization formula” : .

funds). FEDERAL TOTAL 282,214 300,810 321,761 345228 1,250,013
LOCAL TOTAL 312,503
GRAND TOTAL 1,562,516

SMART TBD TRANSIT ENHANCEMENT 1%

1% of FTA Section FTA SECTION 5307 (80/20)

5307 funds to be Non Hwy Cap 2,822 3,008 3218 3452 12,500
allocated to .
improvement of bus or
rail transit amenities.
FEDERAL TOTAL 2,822 3,008 3,218 3,452 12,500
LOCAL TOTAL ) 3,125
GRAND TOTAL 15,625
Metro TBD METRO RTO PROGRAM
14441 A set of strategies and REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
14442 programs "::' . Transit 987,000 883,000 1,870,000
encourage the use o
alternative modes to REGIO.NAL STP PROGRAM
driving alone inorder  Transit 1,800,000 1,800,000 3,600,000
to maximize efficiency
of existing
infrastructure. FEDERAL TOTAL 987,000 883,000 1,800,000 1,800,000 5,470,000
LOCAL TOTAL 626,066
GRAND TOTAL 6,096,066

Dept of TBD RTO PROGRAM: BUSINESS ENERGY TAX CREDIT/TELEWORK PROGRAM

Energy
13503 Provide tax incentives REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
13504 to employers Transit 54,000 54,000
implementing travel .
options
programs/Program to
market telework to FEDERAL TOTAL 54,000 0 0 0 54,000
employers. LOCAL TOTAL . " 6,181
GRAND TOTAL 60,181
TriMet TBD TRIMET EMPLOYER PROGRAM

Work with employers  REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM

in the Portland Region  1,.qit 195,000 195,000 390,000
to help them develop

successful travel

options programs that

reduce the number of FEDERAL TOTAL 195,000 195,000 0 0 390,000
vehicle miles traveled | OCAL TOTAL 44,637
by reducing drive alone GRAND TOTAL 434,637

commute trips.
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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 3/31/05.

Effective October 1, 2005
Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
TriMet TBD TRIMET REGIONAL EVALUATION PROGRAM
Collect, analyze and  REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
report on data for RTO gy 100,000 100,000 200,000
program activities and
impacts. Surveys ECO
affected employers
and evaluates Region FEDERAL TOTAL 100,000 100,000 0 0 200,000
2040 Centers progress LOCAL TOTAL 22,891
towards non-SOV GRAND TOTAL 222,891
modal targets.
SMART 1030 SMART RTO PROGRAM
13487 Regiona_l support of REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Wilsonville SMART Non Hwy Cap 121,000 121,000
transportation demand
management program
FEDERAL TOTAL 121,000 0 0 0 121,000
LOCAL TOTAL 13,849
GRAND TOTAL 134,849
Metro TBD TRAVEL SMART
14443 Program improye.s 'REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
efficiency of existing gy 500,000 500,000
trans. infrastructure in
atarget area thru
education of interested
persons on the FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 500,000 0 500,000
altematives. todrive  LOCAL TOTAL 57,221
alone car trips. GRAND TOTAL 557,227
Metro TBD TOD LRT STATION AREA PROGRAM
14444 Continuation of on- REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
14445 going support of the Transit 2,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 4,000,000
14446 Transit-Oriented
Development (TOD)
Program, which hel,
suﬁﬂate the e FEDERAL TOTAL 2,000,000 0 1,000,000 1,000,000 4,000,000
construction near rail LOCAL TOTAL 457,818
transit facilities. GRAND TOTAL 4,457,818
Metro TBD TOD URBAN CENTERS PROGRAM
14372 Fosters construction of REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
14374 infill, redev{e}opmenl Transit 500,000 500,000 1,000,000
and other joint
development projects
through public/private
partnerships in Metro's FEDERAL TOTAL 0 500,000 0 500,000 1,000,000
2040 mixed-use areas. LOCAL TOTAL 114,454
GRAND TOTAL 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 3/31/05.

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor  ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key )
No. " Description Work phase
Metro TBD TOD BEAVERTON REGIONAL CENTER
14378 Acquire site in REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Beavertonto facilitate  yp4ncit 2,000,000
a planned
development with
some combination of
ground floor retail FEDERAL TOTAL Y o 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

(Includes Port of Portland Projects)

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3/31/05.
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 TBD SE DIVISION STREET STUDY (10TH - 60TH)
13483 Planningto address ~ REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
mult-modal needs from  pyanning (PD) 303,000 303,000
SE 10th to SE 60th
Avenues.
FEDERAL TOTAL 303,000 0 o 0 303,000
LOCAL TOTAL 34,680
GRAND TOTAL 337,680
Poland 1113 DIVISION ST RECONSTRUCTION (6TH - 39TH)
13529 Reconstruction of REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
ﬁm'm PE 379,000 379,000
provemen as
pedestian ings. Const 1,818,000 1,818,000
curb extensions,
improved access to
paraflet bike routes and FEDERAL TOTAL 379,000 1,818,000 0 0 2,197,000
green sireets elements. | gcap TOTAL 251,456
GRAND TOTAL 2,448,456
Porland 1088 102ND AVE (NE WEIDLER - SE WASHINGTON)
12461 Thisproject wiladd ~ REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
bike lanes, sidewalks,  congy 400,000 400,000
median refuge istands,
new pedestrian
crossings, and
incorporate green street FEDERAL TOTAL 400,000 0 0 0 400,000
techniques. LOCAL TOTAL 45,782
GRAND TOTAL 445,782
Porttand 1107 NE CULLY BLVD (PRESCOTT - KILLINGSWORTH)
13506 Plan and design REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
reconstruction of Cully PE 773,000 773,000
Boulevard to urban
standards incorporating
innovative green street
design practices. FEDERAL TOTAL 0 773,000 0 0 773,000
LOCAL TOTAL 88,473
GRAND TOTAL 861,473
Porttand 1109 MLK O-XING/TURN LANES (COLUMBIA - LOMBARD)
13502 Ptanning and REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
;‘Qmﬂngmw Planning (PD) 500,000 500,000
prove truck
movements between PE 1,500,000 1,500,000
Lombard and Columbia
Boudevard at or near
MLK. FEDERAL TOTAL 500,000 1,500,000 0 0 2,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 228,909
GRAND TOTAL 2,228,909
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program

Table 4.1: CITY OF PORTLAND PROJECTS
(Includes Port of Portland Projects)

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3/31/05.

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 1110 ST JOHNS PED/FREIGHT (IVANHOE: RICHMOND - N ST LOUIS)
13514 Project addresses REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
IP:I::S‘"H" Safe:y ?"gt Planning (PD) 75,000 75,000
JOhnsmovemen s in St. 574,000 574,000
) ROW 74,000 74,000
Const 1,211,000 1,211,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 75,000 574,000 1,285,000 0 1,934,000
LOCAL TOTAL 221,355
GRAND TOTAL 2,155,355
Portland TBD SW CAPITOL HWY {SW MULTNOMAH - SW TAYLORS FERRY)
14440 Planning_and REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
engineering work to Planning (PD) 530,000 530,000
reconstruct the roadway
and add bicycle lanes,
sidewalks, street trees
and stormwater FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 530,000 0 530,000
facilities. LOCAL TOTAL 60,661
GRAND TOTAL 590,661
Portland TBD BURNSIDE ST (BURNSIDE BRIDGE - E 14TH AVE)
14404 Engineeringworkto  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM |
prepare a boulevard. PE 1,650,000 1,650,000
project for construction.
Bumside and Couch
Streets will be '
converted to one-way FEDERAL TOTAL 1,650,000 ] 0 0 1,650,000
streets.. LOCAL TOTAL 188,850
GRAND TOTAL 1,838,850
Portland TBD KILLINGSWORTH (N COMMERCIAL - NW MLK JR BLVD)
14405 Engineeringworkto - REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
prepare for treatments PE 400,000 400,000
that include ! '
reconstructing and
widening sidewalks and
pedestrian scale FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 [1] 400,000 400,000
improvements. LOCAL TOTAL 45,782
GRAND TOTAL 445,782
Portland TBD NLOMBARD (COLUMBIA SLOUGH O-XING)
14408 Reconstruction of a REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
bridge to adequately PE 893,847 893,847
support modern freight '
vehicle loads on the Const 1,106,153 1,106,153
primary route through
the region’s largest
industrial area. FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 893,847 1,106,153 2,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 228,909
GRAND TOTAL 2,228,909
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program

Table 4.1: CITY OF PORTLAND PROJECTS
(Includes Port of Portland Projects)
Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3/31108.

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor  ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Port of TBD N LEADBETTER EXTENSION O-XING
Portland
13990 Constructs a grade- REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
:meg ;?:;‘:ng Const 1,800,000 1,800,000
[
Northem Santa Fe OTIA {STATE FUNDS)
railroad tracks in North  Const 6,000,000 6,000,000
Portland to improve LOCAL FUNDS (PROVIDED BY THE PORT)
access to industrial Const 2,000,000 2,000,000
properties.
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 0 1,800,000 1,800,000
LOCAL TOTAL (Includes Overmatch) 8,000,000 8,000,000
GRAND TOTAL 9,800,000

Portland TBD FREIGHT DATA COLLECTION INFRASTRUCTURE & ARCHIVE SYSTEM

State

University

TBD Permanent count REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
dassification stalions  gongy 179,000 179,000
will be established at
more than 50 locations
to conduct real-time
truck counts. Datawil FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 179,000 [} 179,000
be archived at PSU.  LOCAL TOTAL 20,487

GRAND TOTAL 199,487

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

14407 Completes the 9-mile  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM

missing link in the PE 411,240 411,240

mfmdm Const 825,760 825,760

a continuous 19-mile

trail between Gresham

and downtown Portland. FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 411,240 825,760 1,237,000
LOCAL TOTAL 47,060 §30,740 577,800
GRAND TOTAL 1,814,800

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

14409 Off-street trail adjacent REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
to Marine Drive, making 246,970 246,970
a continuous 911 row 487,540 487,540
Const 231,490 231,490
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 246,970 719,030 966,000
LOCAL TOTAL 110,563
GRAND TOTAL 1'076_563

Portiand TBD EASTSIDE STREETCAR: NW 10TH AVE (LOVEJOY ST - OMS])

14381 Contribution toward the REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
constructionof 33.4 1,000,000 1.000.000
mile extension of the Non Hwy Cap o M
streetcar system from
the Peal District to the
east side of the FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 0 1,000,000 1,000,000
Portland Central City.  LOCAL TOTAL 114,454
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program

Table 4.1: CITY OF PORTLAND PROJECTS
(Includes Port of Portland Projects)
Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3/31/05.

Effective October 1, 2005
Metro . Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key :
No. Description Work phase
Poﬂland CENTRAL EASTSIDE BRIDGEHEADS
13528 Improves access to REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Hawthome, Morrison 272,500 272,500
and Bumnside bridges. et 700,000 700,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 272,500 700,000 0 0 972,500
LOCAL TOTAL 111,307
GRAND TOTAL 1,083,807
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program

Table 4.1: CLACKAMAS COUNTY PROJECTS

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3/31/05.

Effective October 1, 2005
Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Wilsonville 1083 BOECKMAN ROAD: CONNECTION TO TOOZE
12868 Build street to former  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
DammashState  const 1,956,000 1,956,000
Hosptial site to provide oy g syp pROGRAM
E/W arterial access to 1,956,000 1,956,000
new high density Const 1956, 1956,
redevelopment at a
regional street
standard. FEDERAL TOTAL 3,912,000 0 0 ] 3,912,000
LOCAL TOTAL 447,746
GRAND TOTAL 4,359,746
Oregon 1089 MCLOUGHLIN BLVD PROJECT: I-205/RAILROAD TUNNEL
City
12460 Constructs the first REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
phase of aboulevard  congt 3,000,000 3,000,000
retrofit of McLoughlin
Boulevard in
Downtown Oregon N -
City. FEDERAL TOTAL 0 3,000,000 0 0 3,000,000
_LOCAL TOTAL 343,363
GRAND TOTAL 3,343,363
Miwaukie TBD MILWAUKIE TOWN CENTER (MAIN/HARRISON/21ST)
14439 Improvements include  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
renovated block faces.  const 450,000 450,000
two travel lanes, bike
lanes, 15 foot
sidewalks, planter
strips, fighting, FEDERAL TOTAL ] o 450,000 ] 450,000
benches, ADA- LOCAL TOTAL 51,505
compliant sidewakks. GRAND TOTAL 501,505
Clackamas TBD SE 172ND AVE (SE SUNNYSIDE RD - OR212)
County
13477 Improves access to the REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
proposed Rock Creek  Row 1,000,000 1,000,000
industrial area by 1,000,000 1,000,000
widening 172™ to five
lanes and adding
sidewalks and bike
lanes. FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 1,000,000 1,000,000 2,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 228,909
GRAND TOTAL 2,228,909
Wisonville TBD KINSMEN RD (SW BOECKMAN RD - SW BARBER ST)
14429 Extends Kinsman REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Road to provide a PE 500,000 500,000
direct north-south
o jon for freight ROW 900,000 900,000
access to |5 for the
industrial areas in West
Wilsonville. FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 500,000 900,000 1,400,000
LOCAL TOTAL 160,236
GRAND TOTAL 1,560,236
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program

Table 4.1: CLACKAMAS COUNTY PROJECTS

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3/31/05.
Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name _ Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
NCPRD 1103 TROLLEY TRAIL (JEFFERSON TO COURTNEY)
13471 Constructs the northern REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
(1.6 miles) of a 6-mile,  const 605,000 605,000
multi-use path that
follows an abandoned
streetcar right of way
between Milwaukie and FEDERAL TOTAL 605,000 0 0 0 605,000
Gladstone. LOCAL TOTAL ‘ 69,245
GRAND TOTAL 674,245
NCPRD TBD TROLLEY TRAIL (SE ARISTA DRIVE - SE GLEN ECHO AVENUE)
13471 Phase It of the multi-  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
use path that follows an  conet 742,000 742,000
abandoned streetcar
right of way beh )
Milwaukie and
Gladstone. FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 0 742,000 742,000
LOCAL TOTAL 84,925
GRAND TOTAL 826,925
Oregon TBD SOUTH METRO AMTRAK STATION
City
14388 Project provides REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
parking lot Non Hwy Cap 900,000 900,000
improvements and
relocation of historic
Southern Pacific
railroad depot building FEDERAL TOTAL 0 900,000 0 0 900,000
to the site to serve the  LOCAL TOTAL 103,009
new station. GRAND TOTAL 1,003,009
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvemént Program

Table 4.1: MULTNOMAH COUNTY PROJECTS

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3/31/05.

Effective October 1, 2005
Metro Total
Sponsor  IDNo. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Gresham TBD SPRINGWATER TRAILHEAD @ MAIN CITY PARK
14411 Trailhead facilitiesin  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Gresham's Main City PE 34,000 34,000
Park that support use
of the existing trail Const 276,000 276,000
cormidor.
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 34,000 276,000 310,000
LOCAL TOTAL 35,481
GRAND TOTAL 345,481
Gresham TBD SE CLEVELAND ST (SE STARK - E POWELL)
14393 Reconstructs atobe  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
defined portion of Const 1,000,000 1,000,000
Cleveland Avenue
through the Gresham
regional center.
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 1,000,000 0 1,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 114,454
GRAND TOTAL 1,114,454
Multhomah  TBD SELLWOOD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT
County
T8D Planning and REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
preliminary engineering pg 2,000,000 2,000,000
mgi'e"';f“e"' o HBRR (State)
Bridge ng Seltwood -~ 0 8,000,000 8,000,000
ROW 4,800,000 4,800,000
MODERNIZATION (State)
PE 1,500,000 1,500,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 16,300,000 0 16,300,000
LOCAL TOTAL (Overmatch) 2,100,000
GRAND TOTAL 18,400,000
Multnomah TBD BEAVER CREEK CULVERTS (TROUTDALE RD, COCHRAN & STARK)
County
14438 Replace the three most REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
downstream cubverts, pp 110,500 110,500
;r:gtgv’;nlg e:i; ;;assage ROW 30,000 30,000
.| 1] tream
habitat on this tributary Const 859,500 859,500
to the Sandy River. LOCAL FUNDS
PE 257,000 257,000
ROW 70,000 70,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 110,500 889,500 1,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL (Overmatch) 257,000 70,000 327,000
GRAND TOTAL 1,327,000
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: MULTNOMAH COUNTY PROJECTS

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3/31/05.

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
S%onsor ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Gresham TBD MAX MULTI USE PATH (CLEVELAND STATION - RUBY JUNCTION)
14413 Pedestrian and bike REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
gonf;(ec;':;'scl?ewee" Const 890,000 890,000
ockwood, Civic
Neighborhood and LOCAL FUNDS 232200
historic downtown ROW v
Gresham light rail Const 100,000
stations.
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 890,000 0 890,000
LOCAL TOTAL (Overmatch) 232,200 100,000 332,200
GRAND TOTAL . 1,222,200
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation improvement Program

Table 4.1: WASHINGTON COUNTY PROJECTS

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3/31/05.
Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Hillsboro 1040 SE 10TH (E MAIN - SE BASELINE)
11434 Improves access to the REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Hi"stbor:yraeggena' ROW 493,500 493,500
center ing an
exclusive hbound Const 852,000 852,000
right-tum lane on 10"
Avenue for turns onto
Baseline Street. FEDERAL TOTAL 493,500 852,000 0 0 1,345,500
LOCAL TOTAL 153,998
GRAND TOTAL 1,499,498
Tigard 1105 WASHINGTON SQ. RC TRAIL (HALL - GREENBURG)
13527 ‘A 3,000 foot section of REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
atrail in the PE 66,600 66,600
‘r”efg"’fo'::i"';:tes‘j“am'fwm ROW 178,000 178,000
ultimately connectto ~ Const 141,000 141,000
the Fanno Creek Trail
on the west side of
Highway 217. FEDERAL TOTAL 66,600 - 319,000 0 0 385,600
LOCAL TOTAL 44,134
GRAND TOTAL 429,734
Forest 1092 FOREST GROVE TOWN CENTER PED IMPROVEMENTS
Grove
12481 Enhances pedestrian  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
safety and access to PE 340,000 340,000
';;":3‘" downtown  poy 90,000 90,000
’ Const 1,330,000 1,330,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 340,000 90,000 1,330,000 0 1,760,000
LOCAL TOTAL 201,440
GRAND TOTAL 1,961,440
Beaverton 1131 ROSE BIGGI AVENUE (CRESCENT - MILLIKAN)
14057 Extension of Rose REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Biggi Road in the Const 671,122 671,122
Beaverton regional
center.
FEDERAL TOTAL 671,122 0 0 0 671,122
LOCAL TOTAL 76,813
GRAND TOTAL 747,935
Beaverton TBD SWROSE BIGG! (SW HALL BLVD - SW CRESCENT ST)
14400 Engineeringworkto  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
extend Rose Biggi PE 580,000 580,000
Road in the Beaverton
regional center area.
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 o 580,000 0 580,000
LOCAL TOTAL 66,384
GRAND TOTAL 646,384
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program 2006-09 Page 4-16
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Table 4.1: WASHINGTON COUNTY PROJECTS

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3/31/05.

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro ’ Total
S%onsor ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key ’
No. Description Work phase
Tigard 1042 SW GREENBURG ROAD (WASHINGTON SQ DR - TIEDEMAN AVE)
11436 Roadway widening and REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
restriping, signal Const 1,000,000 1,000,000
modification and
extension of bridge on
Greenburg Road to
access to the FEDERAL TOTAL 1] 0 0 1,000,000 1,000,000
Washington Square * LOCAL TOTAL 114,454
regional center. GRAND TOTAL 1,114,454
Washington TBD OR10: OLESON/SCHOLLS FERRY RD INTERSECTION
County
14389 Planning and REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
engineering W°fkts : t:\°f Planning 100,000 100,000
improvements at the
Beaverton-Hillsdale PE 900,000 900,000
Hwy/Oleson/Scholls
Ferry intersection to
improve safety forall FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 100,000 900,000 1,000,000
modes of travel. LOCAL TOTAL 114,454
GRAND TOTAL 1,114,454
Cornelius TBD 10TH AVE (N BASELINE - N ADAIR)
14392 Road reconstruction  REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
with widened tuming g 180,630 180,630
rodiatinersecions  Row 57,130 57,130
lanes. Const 599,240 598,240
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 180,630 656,370 837,000
LOCAL TOTAL 95,798
GRAND TOTAL 932,798
Washington TBD SW TUALATIN-SHERWOOD ROAD ATMS (HWY93W TO |-5)
County
14414 Upgrade traffic signal REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
systems and install Const 341,000 341,000
video detection !
systems to monitor
traffic and improve .
traffic flow along FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 341,000 0 341,000
Tualatin-Sherwood Rd. LOCAL TOTAL 39,029
in Tualatin, GRAND TOTAL 380,029
Hillsboro TBD ROCK CREEK TRAIL (ORCHARD PARK - NW WILKENS)
14437 A ten-foot wide multi- REGIONAL STP PROGRAM -
use path with three Const 675,000 675,000
bridge crossings over
Rock Creek.
FEDERAL TOTAL [} (1} 675,000 0 675,000
LOCAL TOTAL 77,257
GRAND TOTAL 752,257

Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program 2006-09
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Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: WASHINGTON COUNTY PROJECTS

Final document will reflect programming in effect at time of printing, including amendments processed after 3/131/05.

Effective October 1, 2005
Metro Total
Sponsor  IDNo. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase

THPRD 1104 BEAVERTON POWERLINE TRAIL (MERLO STATION TO SCHUEPBACK)

13526 Aregional off-street  REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM

corridor that utilizes Const 767,600 767,600
Bonneville Power

Administration and

Portland General

Electric power line FEDERAL TOTAL 767,600 0 0 0 767,600
corridors and adjacent LOCAL TOTAL 87,855
properties. GRAND TOTAL 855,455
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Table 4.2.1
State Programming
PE Right-of- Utilitles Construction
KEY # PROJECT Yeoar Funds Year Way Funds Year Funds Year Funds Grand Total
ghway Capacity Projec
{Modernization and OTIA)
13718 {I-205/Mall Light Railunit 1 (no match) 0 0 0] 2008 7,500 7,500
12869 |2006 Mod Reserve 0 0 0] 2006 4,979 4,979
13719 2007 1-205 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
12078 |[I-5: Victory Bivd - 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 {2008 I-205 Light Rail Unit 3 (no match) 0 0 0] 2008 5,000 5,000
13955 {2008 Mod Reserve 0 0 0] 2008 Q 0
13964 [2009 Mod Reserve 0 0 0] 2008 1,458 1,458
13958 |{US308B: Pres/Mod Refinement Plan D-STIP 2008 100 0 0 0 100
13763 |US26: Connection to Springwater Industrial Area DSTIP 2008 2,000 0 0 0 2.000
13136 {I-5 Columbia River Crossing (Portland/Vancouver) 2003 4,901 0 0] 2008 5.000 8,901
12454 |OR-212/ 224 Sunrise Corridor (1-205 - Rock Creek) 2004 2,869 0] 2008 20,000 22,869
13301 [I-5: OR99W Tualatin - Sherwood Connector 2009 10,000 0 0 0 10,000
14017 [i-5 @N Macadam Access Improvements 2007 6,584] 2008 5,500 0] 2008 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 5374 5,374
I . TOTAL . - : DT R
Tocal Projects
(Modernization and OTIA)
12400 | Boeckman Rd: 95th Ave - 110th Ave (Wilsonvme) 2002 1,480] 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 Columbla Bivd - Lombard St Connector 2002 2,136] 2003 8,902 0] 2008 13.044 24,082
13987 _|NE 47th Intersection Rdway Improve (Portland) 0 0 0] 2008 3,330 3,330
13988 |NE Alderwood Alr Cargo Access Improve (Portland) 0 0 0] 2008 2,090 2,090
13989 {NE Comfoot Air Cargo Access Improve 0 0 0f 2008 830 830
13990 |North Leadbetter Extension Overcrossing (Portland) 0 [} 0] 2008 6,000 6,000
13991 |N. Going Street Bridge Replacement 0 [ 0] 2008 3,000 3,000
14008 |North Lombard Access Improvements (Portland) 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 [I-5: Capitol Hwy - Tualatin River 2004 843 0 2006 11,940 12,783
12837 |I-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 45,2968
13702 _[I-5: Wilsonville - Tualatin River 2006 256] 2007 50| 2008 6,000 6,308
13704 |1-405: Fremont Bridge - Marquam Bridge 2007 900] 0 2009 10,000 10,900
13703 |I-84:East Portland Freeway - 181st Avenue 2007 339] 2008 20 2009 7.815 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 : - } ]
Metropoitan Transportation Preservation | | | 1
Improvement Program 2006-09 | 12854 |OR217: Sunset Hwy - SW 72nd 2004 | 883] 2005 | 82 | of 2008 | 14,912 | 15877 Page 4-19




Metropoitan Transportation
Impravement Program 2008-09

Table 4.2.1
State Programming

PE Right-of- Utilitles Construction
KEY # PROJECT Year Funds Year Way Funds Year Funds Year Funds Grand Total
12872. |OR224: SE 17th Ave. « E, Portland Fwy, 2004 267 0] 2008 15,650 15,917
12855 |OR99E: Ksllogg Cr.« MP 9,19 2004 484] 2005 109 0] 2007 10,420 11,013
13712 _{US28: SE 51st Ave - 1205 2006 209] 2007 197 0] 2008 41,100 41,508
13709 |OR213: MP7.7 - MP 10.75 2008 198 0 o} 2008 33,005 33,203
13972 _|Reserve PE & RW Preservation 2008 2008 8,485 6,485
13707 |US286: North Plains » Comell Rd 2007 353] 2008 10 2009 9,528 9,889
13759 |Pedestrian & Bicycls Elements for Pres Projects 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 5,832 8,182
TOTAL 2008 10 292 23,407 23,710
TOTAL 2009 304 12,977 13,281
TOTAL
Safety
11931 |OR219 Hillsboro/Sitverton Hwy @ Farmington 2004 416] 2005 336 0] 2008 2,790 3.542
12904 |ORY9E: Pacific Hwy E @ Temitorial Road 2004 282] 2005 448 0] 2008 2,243 2,973
12883 |I-5 Nybarg Rd - Boone Bridge Section 2004 94 0] 2008 1,374 1,468
13742 |Reserve Utilities Safety 2008 2008 270] 2008 0 270
12878 |OR213: Conway Dr. - Henrld Rd 2004 830] 2008 1,267 0] 2007 3,983 5,880
13743 |Resarve Utilittes Safety 2007 2007 281} 2007 0 281
12840 [US26: Wildwood - Womms 2008 1,150] 2007 1,001 0] 2008 3.813 5,963
13764 12008 Sefety Project 2006 87] 2007 45 0] 2008 468 599
13729 [Uight Emitting Diode (LED) Signal Upgrade 2006 22 0 0] 2008 351 3713
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 Utilitles Safety 2008 [} 2008 292) 2008 0 292
13765 |2009 Safety Project 2007 90) 2008 47, o] 2009 487 623
13728 |OR 99E: MP 14.0 - MP 14.9 (Oregon City) 2007 359 0] of 2009 1,015 1,374
13730 |Reserve PE & RW Safety 2009 0 0 0] 2003 4,350 4,350
13731 }2009 Button Replacement Program 0 0 0] 2009 365 365
13975 |Reserve Utilittes Safety 2009 0 0] 2009 304§ 2009 Q 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 9497
TOTAL 2009 304 8,639 8,943
TOTAL
Hazard Elimination Frognm
13158 [Haisey / Weidier Pedestrian Comidor 2004 51 0 2006 249 300
13159 |US308: N Exeter Ave - N Gloucester (Portland) 2004 80 0| 2006 345 425
12150 _|Sandy 8Bivd Safety Improvements 2005 90 0 2008 658 748
13163 |SE 282nd Ave @) Stone St 2005 0] 2005 0 2008 558 558
13161 |Stafford Rd @ Mountain Road 2005 93] 2008 35 2007 474 602
TOTAL 2008, 0 35 1,808 1,843
TOTAL 2007 0 0 474 474
TOTAL 2008 0 0 0
TOTAL 2009 0 0) 0
TOTAL
Operations
10699 | Tratfic Signal Upgrade Unit 3 2004 82 0 2008 779 861
12865 |Reg 1 ATMS Hardware & Software (Ph 8) 2004 80 0 2008 929 1,009
13699 |Portland Ares Variable M ge Signs 2004 80 0 2008 820 900
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Table 4.2.1
State Programmin
PE Right-of. Utilitles Construction
KEY # PROJECT Year Funds Year Way Funds Year Funds Yaar Funds 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
13738 |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 & RW 0 0 2008 472 472
13788 2008 ITS Misc 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 2008 42 487
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 2,981
TOTAL -
Bridge
(HBRR and OTIA)
09350 |OR99E: MLK/Grand O-xing UPRR 02115 & 08905 Viaduct 1997 3,255] 2003 6,250 2008 32,059 41,564
13653 |Abandoned RR Br 08686 N Burgard St (Portiand) 2004 189] 2005 50 2008 1,208 1,445
13651 |Columbia Slough Br 25T12A NE 33rd Ave (Portland) 2004 240) 2005 50 2008 1,549 1,839
13649 |Johnson Cr Br 06135 Johnson Cr Bivd 2004 295| 2005 40 2006 1,650 1,985
13647 _|Council Cr Br 67B001 Susbauer Road (Comnelius) 2005 317] 2006 116 2006 1,850 2,282
13648 |Clach 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 12.228] 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 2008 828 828
Hillsboro RC Ped Project 2006 552 552
132568 |Tualatin River Bike Pedestrian Bridge 2004 180 2008 920 1,100
SE 92nd Avenue: Powell - Holgate 2008 1000 1,000
Waud Bluff 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 ] - - - -
Blke and Pedestrian
13977 |OR99W: 64th Ave - Canterbury Ln (sidewalk improvement) | 2006 86 0 0] 2008 568 654
13978 |2008 Bikeped Program Bucket 0 0 0] 2008 445 445
13979 12009 Bikeped Program Bucket 0 0 0] 2009 467 467
TOTAL 2005} 86| 568 654
TOTAL 2007 0
oraverment Program 2008-09 TOTAL 2008 435 445 Page 421
TOTAL 2009] 467 467 . .




Appendix 1

Conformity Determination of the MTIP to
the 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

) RESOLUTION NO. 05- 3599

)
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT )

)

)

Introduced by Deputy President Burkholder

PROGRAM AND THE I1-205/AIRPORT WAY
INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT.

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 Regional Transportation
Plan has been proposed to include improvements to the northbound on-ramp of the 1-205/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 1-205/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 Council this day of August 2005.

David Bragdon, Council President

Resolution No. 05-3599 Pagel



Approved as to Form:

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney

Resolution No. 05-3599 Page2
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04 RTP Project list as

Metro Region Transportation Project List Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
: Ul . el i!ﬁlsgmﬁmg
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
Construct LRT and improvements to downtown
Y 1001 TriMet 1-205 LRT Extension Gateway RC to Clackamas TC transit mall 2010
Y 1003 TriMet Milwaukie Light Rail Extension Rose Quarter to Milwaukie TC Construct LRT 2015
: Broadway-paintng, phase T SeISmic Felfoft, Siaewalk
replacements and resurface bridge deck and
' approaches; Bumside - deck rehabilitation,
Broadway and Bumside Bridge mechanical mprovemensts, painting and phase 1
N *1007| - Multnomah Co. (Improvements Broadway and Bumnside bridges seismic retrofit 2004-25
Study to define needed improvements for motor
N 1008/ ODOT/Metro  |I-5 South Corridor Study Highway 217 to Wilsonville/Charbonneau vehicle, truck and transit travel in corridor 2025
Construct shared-use path; improve
N 1009 Portland Springwater Trail Access Improvements (Sellwood Bridge to SPRR bicycle/pedestrian access 2010
N 1010 Multnomah Co. [Morrison Bridge Deck Replacement Morrison Bridge Replace deck on lift-span and bridge approach 2010
TMPISMENT TSCOMMENaauons TTOM SouuT WINanaus
Y 1012| Multnomah Co. (Sellwood Bridge Replacement Multnomah County Study 2010
PONIENT SUest Car - Prase 3a (RIVer
Y 1015| TriMetPortland [Place) PSU to Riverplace Construct street car 2010
N 1020 Various Red Electric Line Trail Willamette Park to Oleson Road Study feasibility of shared-use path 2010
VVIIAImens RIVEITEZSIDAnK ESpIanaus 10 1-2U5
N 1022 Portland |-84/Banfield Trail bike lanes Study feasibility of shared-use path 2025
- COMSTUCI TeW 1-5SB ON-ramp and 1-5 N8 On-ramp ar
Y 1024 oDoT I-5/McLoughlin Ramps McLoughlin to I-5 north at Division McLoughlin Boulevard 2025
T-5/INOIT MECaaanT ACCESS
Y 1025 oDOT Improvements NB I-5 to NB Macadam Avenue Construct new off-ramp 2015
ReqesIgN Nano PRWY a3 a Negnoomood Colector
and reconnect east-west local streets. Rebuild Ross
Island Bridge Ramps to separate regional traffic from
neighborhood streets and improve access to 1-405
N 1027| Portland/ODOT |South Portland Improvements South Portland sub-area and -5 2015
TMProve [JUS/KEry SUast INErenangeto calrm Tamce
N 1028| Portland/ODOT |Kerby Street Improvements Kerby Street at I-5 and improve local access . 2010
Extend SE Water Avenue from Carruthers to Division
v 1029 Portland SE Water Avenue Extension SE Water Avenue 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 fist as
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,

OTOIaNES NG, U3-T04SK, and O]
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast; RTP Year Projact
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
TNTPTOVE TOTAT STOET TBIWOTK 8Ny 1egioar actesys
Southemn Triangle Circulation Between the Ross Island Bridge - Hawthome routes in the area. Improve freeway access route
Y 1032 Portland Improvements Bridge/ Willamette River - SE Grand-MLK from CEID to I-5 SB via the Ross Island Bridge 2025
N 1035 Portland SW Columbla Street Reconstruction 18th Avenue to Nalto Parkway Rebuild street 2010
N 1036 Portland Broadway/Flint Arena Access Broadway/Flint at Rose Quarter Intersection realignment 2010
K o =
Y 1037 Portland Bybee Boulevard Overcrossing Bybee Boulevard/McLoughlin Boulevard with standard clearance 2015
R
Y 1039 Portland SE Belmont Ramp Belmont ramp of Morrison Bridge, eastside to the Central Eastside 2015
N 1046 Portland Transit Mall Restoration Central City Reduce maintenance and repair costs 2010
CONSTUCT IEW STEEY CONMETUOI oMY SE 7UT10 BT
N 1047 Portland SE 7-8th Avenue Connection Central Eastside Industrial District Avenue at Division Strest 2015
TITPTOMTENT PouUesuTanT any Do yUo UrSuTel Zateoss
improvements Identlfied in the South Waterfront
Framework Plan, Including overcrossings of I-5,
South Waterfront Pedestrian and improvements to Sheridan-Corbett and the Greenway
N 1048 Portland Bicycle Access Improvements South Waterfront District of the central city Trail 2010
TMPISIITENT T an S ITProvenTentS TUsTuey T UTe
) North Macadam Framework Plan, including central
N 1049 Portland South Waterfront Transit Improvements |South Waterfront District of the central city city transit hub and local bus service improvements 2015
TMPIEMeN T anSpUnEIUn anagement ared
Improvements identified in the South Waterfront
N 1050/ TriMetPortland [North Macadam TMA South Waterfront District of the central city Framework Plan (placeholder TMA) 2010
Boulevard design improvements including pavement
reconstruction, wider sidewalks, curb extenslons,
safer crossings, traffic signals at W 20th Pl and W
N 1051 Portland W. Bumslde Street Improvements W 15th to NW 23rd 22nd, and traffic management to limit motorist delays 2010
Implement street Improvements identified in the
South WaterfrontFramework Plan, including Bancroft,
Bond, Curry, River Parkway, Harrison connector, key
N 1052 Portland North Macadam Street Improvements  |South Waterfront District of the central city access intersections and other street improvements 2010
COMpIete DouBvara uesIg M proverments, uamy
bike lanes, pedestrian crossings and pavement
N 1053 Portland Nalto Parkway Improvements NW Davis to SW Market reconstruction 2010
* Includes all 2004 RTP financlally constrained system, all 2008-09 MTIP and locally funded projacts,
** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis, Page 2033 7/2812005




Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No, 03-3380A,

OFAMANCS N0, U3-TU35K, and O]
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? [Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
Broaaway/vveraier Improvaiments,
N 1054 Portland Phase Il and Il 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
- Uulmmmlu oo unuges o
connect the Eastbank Esplanade and Springwater
Eastbank-Springwater Trail Connector Corridor shared-use path, including new bridges over
N 1057 Portland (Three Bridges) Improvement Sellwood Bridge to SPRR McLoughlin boulevard and Johnson Creek 2010
VWRBAP FUITUre PNase Project VIOITISON BICYCTIS Patmnway; IMprove peassuTan
N 1062 Multnomah Co. (Implement. Morrison Bridge access 2010
N 1068 Portland SE Division Place/SE 9th Blkeway SE 7th Avenue to SE Center Street Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2025
TMprov " ’ '
Hawthome Boulevard Pedestrian parking, benches and parallel facility bike
N 1080 Portland Improvements 20th Avenue to 60th Avenue improvements 2010
RECONSTUCT WEST 8008 07 SE Granu at Drugeneay o :
. SE Grand Avenue Bridgehead _ provide sidewalks and urban standard turmn lanes for
Y 1082 Portland Improvements Central Eastside Industrial District vehicles and truck safety and access 2010
N 1084 Portland Clay/2nd Pedestrian/Vehicle Signal SW Clay Strest 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
POMIaNg SUgst Car - PIass 3¢
Y 1087| TriMetPortland [(Bancrofl) Gibbs Street to Bancroft Street Construct street car 2010
T
East Bumside/NE Couch Couplet and signals, widened sidewalks, curb extension, bike
Y 1089 Portland Street Improvements East 12th Avenue to Bumnside Bridge lanes, on-street parking and street trees 2015
TMPIEITENT & ONE-CoUPTET UeSIgN NTIUHTG eW UammT
W Bumside/NW Couch Couplet and signals, widened sidewalks, curb extension, bike
Y 1090 Portland Street Improvements Bumside Bridge to West 15th Avenue lanes, on-street parking and street trees 2015
TAENUTY TMProVEENTS 10 Meet auaonar
N 1095 Portland Union Station Multi-modal Center Study (North transit mall in Central City transportation services to Unlon Station, 2025
N 1096 Portland Barbur/I-5 Corridor Study 1-405 to Highway 217 Assess corridor Improvement options 2010
NaNo Parkway SUest ang Peaastman CONSTUCT SUSaISCaps IMprovamss INeiuanmy
N 1097 Portland Improvements Broadway Bridge north of Terminal one property [pedestrian amenities 2010
DaVelop and Tmplement an asital ram batween
Marquam Hill and South Waterfront District, Project
. implementers include Oregon Health & Science
Y 1098 Portland Aerial Tram Marquam Hill - South Waterfront District University, Portland Aerial Tram Inc, and others. 2010
* Includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects,
Page 3 of 33 7/28/2005

** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis.




Metro Region Transportation Project List

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

OTaaIE IS, U3 TUAS R, B O[T RB5 UFae 589
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast] RTP Year Project
Mode! Input? [Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
TMPIBMENT CENrar iy TSV IMprovements 1o
N 1100/ ODOT/Portland |Central City TSM improvements Central City - various locations arterials, 2010
COMMUMITANONS MTasTucturs; Tloseq CIreun TV
cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 1101 Portland SW Jefferson Street ITS At SW 18th Avenue monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015
COUMMUMCAONS TMTESTUCIUrS; CIoSEU CIea TV
Three signals between the Sellwood Bridge and |cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 1102 Portland Macadam Avenue ITS Hood/Bancroft monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015
COMMUITITANOITS TMTaSTUCIurg,; TIoSEU TIeu TV
Two signals at N. Greeley and at Interstate cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 1103 Portland N. Golng Street ITS Avenue monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015
COMMIUMICANONTS TMTaSTUTIUTS; TIOSEU TITU TV
Four signals between 1-405/Vaughn/23rd and cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 1104 Portland NW Yeon/St. Helens Nicolal Street monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010
COMMUMCANoNS TMTasTuciure; TIoSeq TITuN TV
SW-NW 14/16th - SW 13th/14th cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 1105 Portland Avenus ITS Six signals between SW Clay and NW Glisan monitoring and control of traffie flow 2015
Pormang SUestcar- Eastsigs, Pnass 1 CO 10
Y 1108 Portland (Lloyd District) Pear District to Lloyd District NE 7th Avenue/Oregon Street 2010
POManu Swsstear- Easwsias, Prnasg 2| [CONSTUTT STesT Tar oI INE Uregon SUest o vwarer
Y 1107 Portland (Central Eastside Industrial District) District Avenus 2010
N 1108 Portland Streetcar Feasibllity Study Inner eastside Portland neighborhoods Conduct a feasibllity study of streetcar service 2010
Seismic retrofit project will Include work o both the
substructure and superstructure to help minimize the
Y 1109 Portland Going Street Rail Overcrossing North Going Street at Swan Island risk of structural collapse In a major earthquake 2010
INTMerstale AVenuse 10 IV Basim Srestand N,
N 1113 Portland Golng Street Bikeway Lagoon to Channel Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2010
CONSTUCTIMpPToVETTEmS UTat Snancs Frequent BUS
N 1118 TriMet Sandy Boulevard Frequent Bus Sandy Boulevard service 2015
Sanoy BOWIaVaro/BurmSIoarTZUuT AVanus |
N 1119 Portland Intersection Intersection Redesign intersection 2010
ﬁwuvm 13 SIeel Wil TITunMMTmmouar ook varg
improvements including redesign of selected
Intersections to add turn lanes and improve
Sandy Boulevard Multl-Modal pedestrian crossings, bike lanes, on-street parking,
N 1120 Portland Improvements, Phase | 12th Avenue to 47th Avenus and safety improvements 2010
¢ includes al 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locafly funded projects,
** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis, Page 4 of 33 7/28/2005



. . » » 2004 RTP Project list as
Metro Region Transportation Project List Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Ul 3 (! @EHEEFFW“Q
- Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
NeTUm TgSurerwiarTimuiasouar gugrevara
improvements including redesign of selected
intersections to add tumn lanes and improve
Sandy Boulevard Multi-Modal pedestrian crossings, bike lanes, on-street parking,
N 1122 Portland Improvements, Phase Il 47th Avenue to 99th Avenue and safety improvements 2015
N 1126 Portland NE/SE 50s Bikeway NE Tillamook to SE Woodstock Retrofit streets to add bike lanes 2010
Hollywood TC Pedestrian District NE Halsey Street, NE 37th to 47th, Tillamook restriping, improved pedestrian crossings and
N 1130 Portland Improvements Street to I-84 connections to transit center 2010
CONSUrUCT IMprovements hat eNnanca Frequent BUS
N 1135 TriMet MLK/Lombard Frequent Bus PCBD to St. Johns Town Center service 2015
TPTETTIENT SIYNaT ang pegesuTar Crossmy
Lombard/St. Louis/lvanhoe Multi-modal improvements to improve pedestrian safety and
N 1137 Portland Improvements - Lombard Street/St, Louis/lvanhoe Streets freight flow 2010
VITWaUKIg TOWN CENET 10 ST JONMS TOWN | GONSUUCT IMPTOVEMems UTat ennance Frequent 8US
N 1138 TriMet Lombard/39th Frequent Bus Center service 2010
N REN0 10 N COUMbIE; St JONNS Broge 0 MLK
N 1143 oDoT N/ NE Lombard Bikeway 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
Lombard Street: MLK Jr. Boulevard to St. Johns |environment within the Pedestrian District such as
N 1150| Portland/ODOT |St, Johns TC Pedestrian District TC 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
SE YZNnar AVenus BIReway ana CONSIUCT STUBWAIK, TIoSSING MpProveIments, ana DIKe
N 1157 Portland Pedestrian Improvements SE Powell Boulevard to Foster Road lanes ' 2010
Peaesutan 1aciny Improvemasins 10 Key INKS
N 1158 Portland Lents TC Pedestrian District Lents Town Center Pedestrian District accessing th Foster-Woodstock couplet 2015
FOSIEr PEUeSTan ACCESS 10 1Tansi TMprova SI0eWalKs, TGNNg, Crossngs, DUS SNENers X
N 1159 Portland Improvements Powell Boulevard to Lents TC benches 2010
TIMPTETTEIT et TOWIT GETIETI DUSINTESS UISUTCT P 1alT
with new traffic signals, pedestrian amenities, wider
‘ 87th-94th Avenues and 92nd Avenue within the |sidewalks, pedestrian crossings, street lighting,
N 1160 Portland Foster-Woodstock, Phase | Foster-Woodstock couplet Increased on-street parking 2010
TMPISNTENT LBt T OWIT CEMNBr BUSTIESS DISUTCT PTam
87th-94th Avenues and 92nd Avenue within the |with new traffic signals, pedestrian amenities, wider
N 1161 Portland Foster-Woodstock, Phase Il Foster-Woodstock couplet sidewalks, pedestrian crossings, street lighting 2015
* Includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and [ocally funded projects,
** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 5 of 33 7128/2005



Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No, 03-3380A,

OTTTaNes 0. U3-TUSA, AN O[am B ETRes Ofpoty]
Quality Analysls
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Locatlon Project Description Operating**
TIMPTETTTETIT CeTT TOWIT CETTET DUSITESS UTSUTCT 1Al
with new traffic signals, pedestrian amenities, wider
sidewalks, pedestrian crossings, street lighting,
N 1182 Portland Foster Road Improvements 79th to 87th Avenues increased on-street parking, as appropriate 2025
=ZUSPOWBIT BOUTAVAra7DTvISION CONSTUTTIMprovaments 1o anow TUIl Trmng
Y 1163 oDoT Interchanges 1-205 and Powell Boulevard and Divislon Street [movements 2025
Perform a design study 1o evaluate modifications to
the existing overpass at I-205 and Powell Boulevard,
including full access ramps to and from |-205. The
study should also address impacts to the Interchange
influence area along Powell Boulevard, Division
N 1164 oDoT 1-205 Ramp Study - PE/EA 1-205/Powell to Diviston Street, and SE 92nd Avenue, 2010
N 1165 OoDOT 1-205 Ramp Right-of-way Acquisition 1-205/Powell to Division Acquire ROW 2010
PTOVIOE UaMC Sarety and PeusstTan ang Dicyce
Capitol Highway/Vermont/30th Avenue Improvements at this intersection and approaching
N 1168 Portland Intersection Improvement Capitol Highway at Vermont and 30th Avenue  |street segments 2015
PTOVI AR
N 1167 Portland Capltol Highway Improvements Sunset Boulevard to Barbur Boulevard implement Capitol Highway Plan 2015
N 1168 Portland Hillsdale Intersection Improvements BH Highway/Capitol Highway/Bertha Boulevard [Redesign the intersection with "boulevard design® 2010
SYV OIESOIMIO ASUTAVENTS; SVV AJUT AVENUS 10
N 1169 Portland SW Vermont Bikeway, Phase land Il [SW Terwilliger Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2025
N 1171 Portland SW 30th Avenue Blkeway BH Highway to SW Vermont Strest Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2025
N 1172 Portland SW Bertha Blkeway Improvements SW Vermont to BH Highway Widen street to add bike lanes 2010
Capnol, BH Hignway, BerTa, anda Neignoomood [GONSTUTt peassuTarn and STset IetworK
N 1173| Portland/ODOT |Hillsdale TC Pedestrian Improvements [streets Improvements 2015
SV BEavenon-Hmsuae Hignway consuuct NS0T
N 1176 Portland Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements  |Capitol Highway to 65th Avenue access to transit and bike improvements 2010
SV SUNSeTPBuasyIan ang Bieycla con TS TOr
N 1477 Portland Improvements Capitol Highway to Dosch Road access to transit and bike improvements 2010
COMMIUNICAUCTTS TMTaSTuTturs; TIOSEd CICUN TV
Three signals; at Terwilliger, Bertha Boulevard  {cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 1181 Portland Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway ITS and Shattuck Road monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015
* Includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2008-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
** Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis, Page 6 of 33 7/28/2005



Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
OTOMATICS N0, UZ-TU35A, and OramMa G kG5 OATo0Y]

Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model input? [Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
TEUTSTUIT MMETSTUUUIT TU TTTPTUVE SAalcly aimu 1eneve
traffic congestion (FC project to complete PE and
construct Phase 1 of project realigning Oleson Rd. to
BH Highway/Oleson/Scholls Ferry provide direct connections to Scholls Ferry Rd. and
Y 1184| ODOT/WashCo [Redesign BH Highway/Scholls/Oleson intersection BH Hwy) 2015
TMProve o uroan Stanoarag Widt DIKE Tanes; SITEWAIKS,
lighting, crossings, bus shelters & benches; signal at
Y 1185/ Washington Co. |Oleson Road Improvements Fanno Creek to Hall Boulevard 80th 2010
SYV 52N AVENUE al Beavenon-Hmsaalg [SVV 62ZNa AVEnUs at Beavanon-Hmsoans
N 1189 Portland Highway Highway Install median refuge to improve pedestrian crossing. 2010
SaTETy TTPTOVEITENTS; 1NCL. SIgNaNZauo 3t Gapior
Hwy/Taylors Ferry and Huber/Barbur and sidewalks
N 1193| Portland/ODOT (West Portland TC Safety Improvements |Barbur/Capitol/Taylors Ferry intersection and crossing improvements 2010
Barour BOUIBVara Peassan ACCESS 10 TMprova SIaewaIKs, Ignung, TroSsIMgs, DUS SNenars
N 1199| Portland/ODOT (Transit Improvements Downtown Portland to Tigard and benches 2010
SV Capnor Hignway Peqesuran ana CONSITUCT SIAeWAIKS, TMprove Crossings and DI
N 1202 Portland Bicycle Improvements Multnomah Boulevard to Taylors Ferry Road facilities 2010 .
N 1209 Portland NW 23rd Avenue Reconstruction Bumside Street to Lovejoy Street . |Rebuild street 2010
Garasi HomMerOIeSoIvIVIUnNoman
N 1211 Portland Improvements Multnomah Boulevard to 71st Avenue Reconstruct intersection, sidewalks, crossings 2010
SE 5ZN0 10 SE 82N0; SE 122N 10 POMant Cy
N 1212 Portland SE Division Bikeway limit Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2025
DIVISION SUSET 1Tansit IMprovamamns, TMProva SIIeWaIKs, IgNung, CrossNgs, bUS SNeners &
N 1214 Portland Phase | SE Grand Avenue to 136th Avenue benches 2010
TUeNUIy MMPToveTTeENS aioTy DenuT 1o ennancy
pedestrian access to transit, improve safety, and
enhancs streetscape such as traffic signals, lighting,
N 1219 Portland Belmont Pedestrian Improvements 25th Avenue to 43rd Avenue bus shelters, benches, and crossings 2015
PTarTana gevelop SUeetscaps and Uansporaton
N 1220 Portland Fremont Pedestrian Improvements NE 42nd Avenus to 52nd Avenue Improvements 2010
COTTSTUCT SUEBTTTPTOVENTENS 10 ITProve peuesuTan
connections to Interstate Max LRT and to establish a
) mainstreet character promoting pedestrian-oriented
N 1221 Portland Killingsworth Strest Improvements N. Interstate to NE MLK Jr. Bivd. activities 2010
Conswuctsrestscape anag yansponauon
N 1223 Portland NE Alberta Pedestrian Improvements  [NE Alberta - MLK Boulevard to 33rd Avenue improvements 2010
* includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2008-09 MTIP and locally funded projects,
Page 7 of 33 7/28/2005

** Dates in bold represent changs from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis.



Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No, 03-3380A,

Lo
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Descrlptlon Operating™
XU L)
Intersection improvements at Prescott. Bike lanes (
NE Cully Boulevard Multi-modal Prescott-Columbia). Sidewalks and crossing
N 1224 Portland Improvements NE Fremont to Columbla Blvd., improvements (Killingsworth -Fremont) 2015
Construct improvements to Russell (Williams -
Interstate), Albina & Mississippi (Russell - Interstate)
Russell Avenue, Albina Avenue, Mississippl to enhance ped connections from Eliot neighborhood
N 1225 Portland Lower Albina Area Improvements Avenue and Lower Albina dist to the LRT station 2015
Improvements to bridge to create a safe and pleasant
N 1226 Portland Killingsworth Bridge Improvements Killingsworth at I-5 crossing for pedestrians and bicyclists over I-6 2025
PTO[STT UBVEIoPMENT any IMpIEIEnTauon or
Tacoma Mainstreet Plan Phase ll, Spokane/Umatilla bike boulevard to complete
N 1227 Portland Spokane & Umatilla Bike Boulevard 7th Avenue to Tacoma Overcrossing Tacoma Malinstreet Plan 2010
COMMUNICAUONS TMTaSTuCturg; TIOSEY TRCU TV
Seven signals between Powell Boulavard and  |cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 1230 Portland NE/SE 122nd Avenue ITS Alrport Way monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015
COMMUmMCNoNs TTaSTuCIure; TIoSEy TTCUt TV
Four signals between Sellwood Bridge and SE  [cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 1231 Portland SE Tacoma Street ITS 45th/Johnson Creek Boulevard monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015
CONSTUCTIMPprovements nat ennancs Frequent BUs
N 1232 TriMet NW 23rd/Belmont Frequent Bus NW 23rd to Mt, Tabor via Belmont Avenue service 2010
} CONSTUCTITProvVeTents uval snarcs FIequent BUS
N 1233 TriMat Hawthome Boulevard Frequent Bus Hawthome Boulevard service 2010
ESTEONSIT a @NUSTapET UoUTeVary 10 proTiot
pedestrian-oriented uses and to create a safe,
pleasant pedestrian link to [-5 w/ new traffic light and
N 1234 Portland Lombard Street Improvements I-5 to Denver Street road access to Fred Meyer development 2010
Construct Improvements to Prescott & Skidmore
Prescott Statlon Area Street (Interstate-Maryland) & Maryland (Interstate-Prescott)
N 1235 Portland Improvements Prescott, Skidmore and Maryland streets to provide neighborhood focal point at LRT 2015
enTBUS CONSITUTT IMProvements Uit 8nnancs Frequant8os
N 1236 TriMet Improvements service 2010
COnSTUCTIMprovaments UTat snnancs Frequent 8US
N 1237 TriMet Fessenden Frequent Bus Improvements service 2010
COMMUMICIUOTTS MTaSTUTIure; CoSeu Ceut TV
cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 1239 Portland NE Sandy Boulevard ITS Bumside to 82nd Avenue monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010
* 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 analysls. Page 8 of 33 7/28/2008




Metro Region Transportation Project List

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

OrANANCS No, U%-TUA5A, and O]
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
COMMUMICATOITS MITasTutiure; CIOSET TICU 1V
cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 1240 Portland 82nd Avenue ITS Corridor 82nd Avenue: entire corridor within city limits monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010
COMMUMICAuoITs MrasTutiure; CIOSBU TICUt TV
cameras, variable messags signs for remote
N 1242 Portland MLK/Interstate ITS MLK/Interstate Avenus intersection monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010
C COMpIeta CUrD eXIensIons ana mearans
N 1245 Portland Improvements SW Barbur Blvd. to 49th Avenue recommended in the Capitol Highwayy Plan 2015
N 1246 Portland NE Kilickitat/Siskiyou Bikeway NE 14th Avenue to Rocky Butte Road Retrofit streets to add bike boulevard 2025
N 1247 Portland SE Holgate Bikeway, Phase | 28th Avenue to 136th Avenue Retrofit street to add bike lanes 2010
N 1248 Portland SE Holgate Bikeway, Phase Il 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 pedestrian safety and urban design issues 2010
NE PTescon Pe0esUTan ang Bicycls | f =ZU5] Tmprove
N 1253 Portland Improvements Sandy to I-205 sidewalks, lighting and crossings 2010
N 1259 Portland N/NE Skidmore Bikeway N Interstate to NE Cully Retrofit strests to add bike boulevard 2010
TMPpTova SITEWAIKS, YNNG, CTOSSMYS, bUS SNelers &
N 1263| Portland/ODOT |[Banfield SC Pedestrian Improvements |60th, 82nd, 148th, 162nd & Intersecting streets  |benches 2015
TTIPTOVE SITUBWaTKS, TgNUNg, CrossINgS,; DUS SMelers &
benches to improve ease of crossing and install curb
N 1264 Portland Ventura Park Pedestrian District Eastside MAX Station Corridor at 122nd Avenue |extensions at transit stops. 2010
NE G 'RECONSITUCT primary 1ocal mai SUest M Gaeway
N 1266 Portland NE/SE 99th Avenue Phases lland Ill | SE Washington Street to SE Market Street regional center 2015
NEW SIgnarana Turm 1ans o Lake Yara ot HWY
Y Portland/ODOT [US 30: Lake Yard Hub Access Entrance into Lake Yard 30. 2010
. REPIETE Z Tanc SIgas @ TUSUT & TUTUT AVE., CUTD
Linnton Community Bike and Pedestrian bulb-outs, sidewalks, and possibly adding pedestrian
N 1271 oDoT Improvements Harbor Avenue to 112th Avenue crossings 2025
: R a
N 1217 Portland NW Champlain Viaduct Reconstruction |NW Champlain/US 30 geofoam fill 2010
K - N CT
sidewalks and crossing improvements (Stark -
Schiller). Upgrade three pedestrian signals to full
signals, remodel two full signals, and provide
SE 39th Avenue Reconstruction, Safety channelization improvements to three other signals to
N 1278 Portland and Pedestrian Improvements Sandy Boulevard to Woodstock Boulevard improve safety at high accident locations 2010
* includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
Page 9 of 33 7/28/2005

** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis,



Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as

Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,

OIIMAITS NG, U3- 10RO, O U U“QEIBSWWQ
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? [Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
TETUMTSTUCTSTEe pavenent suuciure any
stormwater dralnage facilities, upgrade comer curb
ramps to ADA standards, improve pedestrian
N 1279 Portland Holgate Street Improvements SE 39th Avenues to 52nd Avenue crossings and add bike lanes 2010
Y 2000| Muitnomah Co. |Hogan Corridor Improvements Stark Street to Palmquist (Stark to Powell In FC) (Interim capacity improvements and access controls 2010
Upg
Y 2008| Multnomah Co. |Hogan Corridor Improvements Glisan Street to Stark Street and center tum lane/median 2010
TTPTETTTeNT Oateway Toegronar CereT piary winT
boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals,
i improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street
102nd Avenue Boulevard and lighting, bicycle lanes and muiti-modal safety
N 2008 Portland ITS/Safety Improvements, Phase 1 NE Weldler to NE Glisan Street Improvements 2010
TMPTETTTeT Oaeway TegIonar CeTner prarm wiuT
boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals,
within regional center between 1-205 and NE improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street
N 2010 Portland Halsey/Weidler Boulevard and ITS 114th Avenuse lighting and new bicycle facilities 2025
TMPTENTENTCaewdy Teguriarcermer prarm wiut
boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals,
within regional center between |-205 and NE improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street
N 2011 Portland Glisan Street Boulevard and ITS 106th Avenue lighting and new bicycle facilities 2015
TPTeTIeNT OAatgway Tegrorar CoTIetT pranT widT
boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals,
improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street
SE Stark/Washington Boulevard and lighting, bicycle lanes and multi-modal safety
N 2012 Portland ITS/Safety Improvements 92nd Avenue to 111th Avenue improvements 2015
N 2014 Multnomah Co. [(Glisan Street Bikeway 162nd Avenue to 202nd Avenue Widen to retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2010
TTPIONTOMm, Sawoway regonar verier prarmr wiar
boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals,
improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street
102nd Avenue Boulavard and lighting, bicycle lanes and multi-modal safety
N 2015 Portland |TS/Safety Improvements, Phase lI NE Glisan Street to SE Market Street improvements 2015
NE TSUTAVENUGT g
N 2017 Portland SE Stark/Washington Bikeway 92nd Avenus to 111th 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 blke lanes to existing strest 2025
NE 47th Avenue to NE 162nd Avenue (excluding
N 2019 Portland NE Glisan Bikeway sagment of 1-205 to NE 106th Avenue Retrofit bike lanes to existing strest 2010
* Includes all 2004 RTP finandclally constrained system, all 2008-09 MTIP and locally funded projects,
** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysls. Page 10 of 33 7/28/2005
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. - - - 2004 RTP Project list as
Metro Region Transportation Project List Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
OIaMaTes N, U3~ TUA5A, ahd O
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
G
N 2020 Portland District Improvements, Phase 1 Gateway Regional Center improvements in regional center 2010
G
‘N 2021 Portland District Improvements, Phase Il Gateway Regional Center improvements in regional center 2015
WIENage Wame Mranorn N TeSuear areds east ana
. west of Gateway & necessary street and utility work;
N 2022 Portland Gateway Traffic Management Gateway Regional Center improve connectivity 2015
TMPTENTENTS d WansporEuon Tanagement
assoclation program with employers (placeholder
N 2023| TriMet/Portland |Gateway TMA Startup Gateway Regional Center TMA) 2015
DIVISTON STeet Frequent BUS Caphar CONSTUCT IMPTOVEITEnts Nat enmnancs Frequent 8Us
N 2025 TriMet Improvements Gresham to PCBD service 2010
NEJSE Y9UT AVENUS PIase TNE Pacilic [INE Y9UT WO NE VWelaler 10 GISan SUgetana  [ReCoNSTUuCt primary 1ocal main STestin Gaeway =
N 2026 Portland Avenue NE Pacific Avenue from 97th to 102nd Avenue  [regional center 2010
N 2027| TriMet/Gresham |Civic Neighborhood LRT station/plaza |MAX line west of Gresham City Hall LRT station and retail plaza 2010
POWEN BOUIEVAra Improvements < East L]
Y 2028 oDOT County 174th Avenue to Eastman Parkway study recommendations 2010
Y 2029] Multnomah Co. |242nd Avenue Reconstruction Powell Boulevard to Bumside Road Reconstruct 242nd Avenue to five lanes 2025
BUIMSIO&THOGaN INETSecuon TMProve ISrSecuon by 300My a SoUTDouna Uougn
Y 2032| Multnomah Co. |Improvement Intersection of 242nd/Bumnside Street lane ' 2025
RECONSTUCT STEET ITOM STark SWeet 10 POWell
N 2035 Gresham Cleveland Street Reconstruction Stark Street to Powell Boulevard Boulevard 2015
RECONSTUTT STSST oM DIVISION SUSE 0 StEark
N 2036 Gresham Wallula Street Reconstruction Division Street to Stark Street Street 2025
N 2038 Gresham Walters Road Reconstruction Powell Boulevard to 7th Strest Reconstruct to improve access to Springwater Trail 2025
Reconsruct Regner Road oMM CIevelana w ey
N 2039 Gresham Regner Road Reconstruction Cleveland Street to city limits limits 2025
RECONSTUTT STELT 10 arEnars SEngaras, Ieiuaimy
bike lanes, sidewalks, drainage, lighting and traffic
Y 2041/ Multnomah Co. |257th Avenue Corridor Improvements  |Division Street to Powell Valley Road signals 2010
Z5TUT AVENUS TNETSeCon A f Ty,
N 2042| Multnomah Co. |improvements Intersection of 257th/Palmquist Road/US 26 bike and pedestrian movements 2010
Y 2044| Multnomah Co, |Orient Drive Improvements 282nd Avenue to 257th Avenue Improve Orient Drive 2025
* indudes all 2004 RTP financially constralned system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
Page 11 of 33 712872005

** Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis,




Metro Region Transportation Project List

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

OTOTANES N0, U3-TUA 5K, 3N O[O R Uffo0Y]
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? [Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
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
Butler Road to Highland Drive and Powell 2 of the Powell Boulevard/Foster Road Corridor
Y 2045| Multnomah Co. |190th Avenue Improvements Boulevard to 190th Avenue Study 2015
N 2047 Gresham Division Street Improvements Kelly Street to Bumside Street Complete boulevard design improvements 2010
N 2048 Multnomah Co. |Burnside Street Improvements NE Wallula Street to Hogan Road Complete boulevard design improvements 2010
US ZorSprmgwater IMmercnangs
Y 2051 oDoT 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 Grasham Gresham/Fairview Trail Springwater Trail to Marine Drive Springwater Trail connection 2010
Springwater Tralr ar Te2na AVenus ang Pisasant
N 2054 Gresham Springwater Trail Connections View/190th Ave. Provide bike access to reglonal trall 2025
SV WWaners RoawSprmngwatar Tran Upgraus peaesuan Signanto T rame signar ang
N 2055 Gresham Access SW 7th to Powell Boulevard 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
DUITISTOE, DIVISTOT, POWEN, CIVIC VVay, IasuTarn
Gresham RC Pedestrian and Ped-to-  |Pkwy, Maln Street, Cleveland and intersecting  |Improve sidewalks, lighting, crossings, bus shelters
N 2057| Gresham/ODOT |MAX Improvements strests and LRT stations areas and benches 2010
N 2058 Grasham Springwater Trail Pedestrian Access Eastman, Towle, Roberts, Regner, Hogan Improve sidewalks and lighting 2025
DIVISTON STSET PEUeSUTan 1o TTansi TMprove SIIEWEIRS, TgNUng; Trossmygs, bUS STENers
N 2059 Gresham Access Improvements 174th to Wallula Avenue and benches 2025
N 2065 Gresham Phase 3 Signal Optimization System-wide Optimize signals 2010
NEW T-ZUT VO UTFTamp al FZUarAnTport vwdy
interchange (Phase 1 In FC: modify signing, striping
channelization and signal timing for NB on-ramp) =
Y 2069 oDoT 1205 Interchange Improvement 1-205 NB/Alrport Way Interchange changed to full Improvement in FC system. 2010
VVIUEN =200 S5 0N amp at NIPU“ vvay, ”lUU“)
signing, striping channelization and/or signal timing
Y 2070 oDoT I-205 Interchange Improvement 1-205 SB/Alrport Way Interchange for the 1-205 NB on-ramp at Alrport Way 2010
VOIS STEsl [0 TIVE 1aIT8s WINT SIIGWZIKS ana DIRS
Y 2074] Multnomah Co, |Sandy Boulevard Widening 122nd Avenue to 238th Avenue lanes 2025
- TCTTEE 2008 R TP financiaty TS trateg Sy stenT, ;
** Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. - Page 12 of 33 7/28/2005



Metro Region Transportation Project List

Ol

2004 RTP Profect list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
2 gl 25T YRR

Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP . Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location 7 Project Description Operating*™*
CONSUUCT UMPToveIments Uiar ennance Frequent BUS
N 2076 TriMet 181st Avenue Frequent bus Gresham to Columbia South Shore service 2015
Y 2077| Multnomah Co. |181st Avenue Widening Halsey Street to EB on-ramp to |-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
a g
and two crossings; one north of Sandy and one south
Y 2081| Multnomah Co. [223rd Railroad Crossing Improvement |223rd Avenue/railroad bridge of 1-84 2010
Y 2084| Multnomah Co. |181st Avenue Intersection Improvement |181st Avenue/Glisan Street intersection Improve intersection 2025
v 2085/ Multnomah Co. |181st Avenue Intersection Improvement |181st Avenue/Bumside Road intersection Improve intersection 2025
NE Marnng DNverTZzia AVenus SIgNaNZauoTT, WIdeT aIks 10 NSET 8T WIT 1ans o
Y 2088 Portland Improvements NE Marine Drive/122nd Avenue intersection Marine Drive 2010
NE Warme DIVe 10 Kot ana NE GIISan o SE
N 2091 Portland NE/SE 148th Avenuse Bikeway Division Retrofit bike lanes fo existing street 2015
Z2UTSUZ02na AVenug CormaoT RECONSUUCT ana WIgen 1o Tres 1anes (Sanay 1o
Y 2099/ Multnomah Co. |Improvements Sandy Boulevard-Powell Boulevard 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 181st to 190th Complete boulevard design Improvements 2010
N 2103 Multnomah Co. [181st Avenus Improvements Glisan to Yamhill Complete boulevard design improvements 2015
N 2104 Multnomah Co. |Burnside Road Boulevard Improvements|181st Avenue to 197th Avenue Complete boulevard design improvements 2010
ROCKWOOT TG PEUesna anu Peg-1o- [ T8TSY, T85UT, Stark ana NEersecung Srests ana | y ; ; S
N 2105 Gresham MAX Improvements LRT station areas 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
FaIVIEW-WWOOod VITage TG PEaesuian — (Falview, Haisey, GIsanm ana neignoomooa | , , s )
N 2115 MultCo/FV/WV |Improvements streets and benches 2025
a
N 2116/ Multnomah Co. |Pedestrian Improvements NE Halsey Strest to Marine Drive Retrofit bike lanes and sidewalks on existing street 2015
Sanay BoUevarg BICyCla ana Pegasuran
N 2120/ Multnomah Co. |Improvements 162nd to Troutdale Retrofit bike lanes and sidewalks on existing street 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 13 of 33 7/28/2005




Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No, 03-3380A,

Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
Y 2123| Multnomah Co. |Stark Street Improvements 257th Avenue to Troutdale Road Widens street to five lanes 2010
TMpProv
Y 2124| Multnomah Co. Halsey Street Improvements - Troutdale |238th to 257th boulevard design improvements 2015
N 2125| Mult. Co./Troutdale | Troutdale TC Pedestrian Improvements |Road and benches 2025
TMprove SITeWaIKRS, Tgnung, TTossINgs, DUS SNEners
N 2128 Troutdale 25Tth Avenue Pedestrian Improvements |Cherry Park Road to Stark Street 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
US Z07JaCRSOIT STNoorRoaq
Y 3003 oDoT interchange Jackson School Road at US 26 Construct new Interchange 2010
COMpIeTe Pranting ard envIroITTeTtal WorTKs Yor
N 3004 oDoT US 217 EIS Study -5t0 US 28 Improvements In corridor 2015
COMPpIEtS Prantirg and environmantar Work 1or
Y 3005 oDOoT US 28 Refinement and EA Study Sylvan interchange to 185th Avenue Improvements In corridor 2010
wvom
through-lane and collector distributor system from
Y 3006 oboT US 26 Improvements US 26 between Sylvan and Highway 217 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 Comell Road to 185th Avenue Widen US 26 to six lanes 2010
Completes shared-use path along Rock Creek from
N 3012 Hillsboro Rock Creek Greenway Shared-Use Path| TV Highway to Evergreen Parkway Tualatin Valley Highway to Evergreen Parkway . 2010
BTONSON CToBK Greenway snarog-usg STy TeasIoNty Or COMmaoTr ana ConsTuct Snareg-usy
N 3013 Various Path Beaverton Creek to Powerline Trall path 2010
N 3014 Varlous Powerline Beaverton Trail Corridor Trall [Bronson Creek Greenway to Farmington Road  |Plan, design and construct shared-use path 2010
Baavenon Cresk Gragnway Cormaor STITY TeasIoNNy Or COMuor and ConsSuuttsNarsg-usa
N 3015 Varlous Study Rock Creek to Fanno Creek Greenway path 2010
ATy
N 3016| Washington Co. |Washington County ATMS Washington County and conduct needs analysis 2010
Boavenon Hnsuae Hignway- Frequent
N 3017 TriMet Bus Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway Improvements to enhance Frequent bus service 2010
* Includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, af 2008-09 MTIP and locally funded projects,
** Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 14 of 33 71282005




Metro Region Transportation Project List

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

OFAMaNES NG, U-TU35A, ang O]
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? [Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
{7/ CeTier, weuar Tuirs W0 TYUUReTT via
Westgate/Dawson; (2) Crescent: Cedar Hills to
Hall; (3) Millikan Way: Watson/Hall to 114th; (4)
Beaverton Connectivity Improvements I: (Broadway to 115th connection; (5) Electric to )
Y 3019 Beaverton East-West Whitney to Carousel to 144th - |Complete central Beaverton street connections 2010
[OTIUSE BIgYT VVESIYay [0 sroauway, (7] TZ0uT
Ave.: Center to Canyon; (8) 114th/115th: LRT to
Beaverton Connectivity Improvements II:[Beaverton-Hillsdale Hwy./Griffith Drive; (9)
Y 3020 Beaverton North/South Tualaway Ave.: Electric to Millikan Complete central Beaverton street connections 2010
2030 CENEIs ang S|uon Areas . [IXKegionar peaesuian Sysw@em I vwWasningon
N 3021| Washington Co. [Pedestrian System Infill County Fill In missing gaps in regional pedestrian system 2010
203U CENTers ang Stanon AIgas BICYTS
N 3022 Washington Co. |System Infill Regional bicycle system in Washington County [Fill in missing gaps in regional bicycle system 2010
IS8 Tans IMprovemant 1o Taangn roaq Wiy Segmant
Y 3020 Beaverton Lombard Improvements Broadway to Farmington to the north with pedestrian facilities 2010
VYISV 10 TIVE anes; IMersecuons IMprovemsns, aad
Y 3030 Beaverton Farmington Road Improvements Hocken Avenue to Murray Boulevard 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
CONSTUCT TWO/UITE8-1ans SXTSMSION WIUT NeTSecomn
Y 3033 Beaverton 125th Avenue Extension Brockman Street/Greenway to Hall Boulevard improvements, bike lanes and sidewalks 2010
CONSTUCT NIee-1ans exwension WITT DIKBWays and
Y 3034 Beaverton Hall Boulevard Extension Cedar Hills Boulevard to Hocken sidewalks 2015
VYIS 103 Tanes Wil DK 1anss and SIewaiks ana
Y 3035 Beaverton Hocken Avenue Improvements LRT to Beaverton Creek reconstruct bridge 2010
Y 3038 Beaverton Center Street Improvements Hall Boulevard to 113th Avenue Widen to thres lanes with bikeways and sidewalks 2025
VVIUETT STEE( W0 dCCOMMIouats Z auuiuonar Tanes
between Tualatin Valley Highway and Farmington
Y 3039 Beaverton Hocken Avenue Improvements Farmington Road to Millikan Way Road to allow tum lanes 2015
CUITTPTeTS UUTevary UTSIYIT TTMTPTUvVENTeTILS TToiaunTyg
crosswalks and intersection improvements, lighting
and fumiture replacement, create pedestrian plazas
and park entries, add turn lanes, bike lanes, and
N 3041 Beaverton Hall/Watson Improvements Allen Boulevard to Cedar Hills Boulevard sidewalks 2010
UDUT/BTavenony | TV Hignway Poassutan ACCasS 10 IMProve SIeWaIKS, TgINg, CTIossMys, DUS SIanars
N 3042 TriMet Transit Improvements Murray to Highway 217 and benches 2015
N 3045 Beaverton Farmington 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 conformity analysis, Page 15 of 33 7/28/2005



Metro Reqgion Transportation Project List

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

CTONTaNeS No, VA= TUSSA, IS O G RBs U 559
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
N 3046 Beaverton Hall Boulevard Bikeway BH Highway to Cedar Hills Boulevard Retrofit to Include bike lanes 2010
N 3047 Beaverton Watson Avenue Blkeway BH Highway to Hall Boulevard Retrofit to Include bike lanes 2010
UOWNTOWIT BBavaron PeussSuTan/Bike | ; s X ngs,
N 3049 Beaverton Improvements Avenue/110th Avenue/Cabot Street bus shelters and benches 2010
VVasnCo/B8avVerton [Hal BOUBVaryvvarson PeussuTan-o- TMprove SIBWalKS, TIgnung, TrosSmgs, DUS STeners
N 3051 TriMet Transit Improvements Cedar Hills Boulevard to Tigard TC and benches 2015
N 3052 Beaverton 110th Avenue Pedestrian Improvements |B-H Highway to Canyon Road Fill In missing sidewalks 2010
N 3053 Beaverton 117th Avenue Pedestrian Improvements (light rail transit to Center Street Improve sidewalks, lighting, crossings 2010
N 3055| ODOT/Beaverton |and Blcycle Improvements 91st to Hwy. 217 Financlally Constrained) and benches; strip; bike la;ws ' 2025
UenNBy ROay BIRe/Peaastan TMprova SIOBWaIKs, Trossmys ang T oieyers
N 3057 Beaverton Improvements Nimbus Avenue to Scholls Ferry Road network gaps 2025
TMpIaNTants & Uansporausn Mmanagenment
N 3058| TriMetBeaverton |Beaverton Regional Center TMA Beaverton Regional Center association program with employers 2010
TBTCONMSTT STYNars o TV HIgNWay TTonT 2U9TT
v 3081| ODOT/WashCo |TV Highway System Management - |TV Highway from Highway 217 to 209th Avenue to Highway 217 2015
Y 3083| Washington Co, |Mumay Boulevard Improvements TV Highway to Allen Boulevard Signal coordination 2010
Y 3067| Washington Co. [185th Avenue Improvements West View High School to Springville Road Widen to five lanes with bike lanes and sidewalks 2015
: Fanno CTesk Graanway Snareg-uss -
N 3071| WashCo/THPRD [Path Gresnwood Inn to Scholls Ferry Roag Completes Fanno Creek Greenway shared-use path 2010
N 3072| Tualatin Hills PRD (Beaverton Powerline Shared-Use Traill |Fammington Road to Scholls Ferry Road Construct multl-use trail within powerline easement 2010
RETOI 0 INCI0UE DIKG 1angs; INersetuom T iamnaes
Y 3074 Beaverton Hall Boulevard Bikeway 12th Street to south of Allen Boulevard at Allen Boulevard 2010
TMpTrove SIBWalKs, TGNUNg, trossgs, DIKa 1anes,
N 3075 Beaverton/WashCo [Cedar Hills Boulevard Improvements  |Butner Road to Walker Road bus shelters and benches 2010
Y 3078 Beaverton Allen Boulevard Improvements Highway 217 to Westem Avenue Widen to five lanes with bike lanes and sidewalks 2025
ReTon 10 MNeIUad DIRG Tanes ana M missmyg
N 3079 Beaverton Allen Boulevard Blke/Ped Improvements {Western Avenuae to Scholls Ferry Road sidewalks 2015
ZUSUT AVENUE 10 ZZTUTAVENUS, 2Z7Imar | VWIgBIT {0 INreg Tanss any sxX1ent o Baseine WinT
Y 3091 Hillsboro Quatama Street Improvements Bassline sidewalks and bike lanes 2015
BeUTany/Kalser Roaa 10 EVargras RoawRoTtk | a
N 3092| Washington Co. [Powerline/Rock Creek Trall Creek Greenway pedestrians just north of US 26 2010
~TEIUTSY B Z00% R TP TITanciay Corswamsy syswn, |
** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis, Page 18 of 33 7/28/2005



Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No, 03-3380A,

OTIMane No. U3-TU457, and O
Quality Analysls
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project |
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
N 3004 Hillsboro Comell Road Bikeway Elam Young Parkway (W) to Ray Circle Retrofit to include bike lanes 2010
FUITT SIOeWAIK gaps ana extena o Mgt ran eastsios
N 3095] Washington Co. |170th Avenue Pedestrian Improvements |Merlo Drive to Elmonica light rail station only . 2010
N 3008 Washington Co. |Walker Road Bike/Ped Improvements  |Canyon Road to Cedar Hills Boulevard Retrofit to include bike lanes and sidewalks 2025
Y 3009| Washington Co. |1st Avenue/Glencoe Road Lincoln Street to Evergreen Road Widen to thres lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes 2010
Y 3102| Washington Co. |Baseline Road Improvements 201st to 231st Avenue Widen to three lanes with bike lanes and sidewalks 2010
Y 3104 Hillsboro NW Aloclek Drive Extension NW Amberwood Drive to Comelius Pass Road |New three-lane facility with sidewalks and bike lanes 2010
Y 3105 Hillsboro E/W Collector 185th Avenue to west of Comelius Pass Road  [New 3-lane facility 2010
Y 3106 Washington Co. |228th/231st/234th Connector Lois Street to Dogwood Street New 3-lane facility and bridge 2010
VWIOEIT O TIVE Tanes, ITuumg Druys; STUeWaIKS ang
bike lanes (sidewalk on eastside and bike lanes only
Y 3107| Hillsboro/WashCo, [SW 205th Avenue Improvements LRT to Baseline Road in financially constrained system) 2015
- TMPToVa SIBWaIRS and peaestnan crossmgs ana -
N 3111| Washington Co. [First Avenue Improvements Grant Street to Glencoe High School make transit improvements 2010
K
turn lanes and signal phasing at 1st’/Oak and
Y 3142 oDoT First Avenue Improvements Oak Street to Baseline Street 1st/Baseline 2010
Y 3113 Hillsboro 10th Avenue Improvements Main Street to Baseline Road Add right tum lane and widen sidewalk 2010
VWIDEIT 10 W88 Tanes WIlT SIIeWalKS, DIKe Tanes;
Y 3114 Hillsboro NE 28th Avenue Improvements Grant Street to East Main Street strest lighting and landscaping 2010
Kewmgmnway] BIrOORWOUT AVENTUSIVVITTIT
_ Tualatin Valley Highway/Brookwood Hazel intersection and roadway improvements to
Y 3118 Hillsboro Avenue Intersection Alignment Tualatin Valley Highway at Brookwood Avenue |Alexander Street 2010
TMPIEMEants & Tansporauon management
N 3123| TriMet/Hillsboro |[Hillsboro Regional Center TMA Startup |Hillsboro Regional Center association program with employers 2010
VVIOBIT 10 TIVE Tanss MCluaing SIaewalKs and DIRS
Y 3126| Washington Co. |Comelius Pass Road Improvements TV Highway to Baseline Road lanes 2010
UDUTTHIISDOT07 TMPToVe STIeWaIKS, TGNy, TrossMgs, DUS STENers
N . 3127 WashCo Hillsboro RC Pedestrian Improvements [18th, 21st, Oak, Maple and Walnut streets and benches 2010
Y 3128| Washington Co. |Comell Road Improvements Arrington Road to Main Street Widen to five lanes 2025
* includes all 2004 RT# financially 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 Project List

2004 RTP Project list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No, 03-3380A,

OTaITANTS WO, U3~TUASA, and Ol oM G REE Do 09
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? [Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
VDB IO TIVE Tans s TCIUamg SIISWalks ana bikg
Y 3131 Washington Co. |Evergreen Road Improvements 25th Avenue to 253rd Avenue lanes 2010
VVasSnINgon Co.7 [COMeNus Pass Roag mercnangs CONSTUTT 8as10oUna on-ramp, Wasmoouna on-ramp
Y 3133| oDOT Improvement US 26/Comelius Pass Road and southbound auxillary lane 2010
Wi s
Y 3134| Washington Co. [Comelius Pass Road Improvements TV Highway to Basellne Road and signals at Johnson and Francis 2010
WITSN IO Ve 1anas NCIUamy SIaoWalks and DIRY
Y 3135/ Washington Co, [Comelius Pass Road Improvements Baseline Road to Aloclek Drive lanes 2010
VYIIBITYO I8 1anss MTuoing SIOeWaIKS ang DK
Y 3137] Washington Co, |Brookwood Avenue Improvements TV Highway to Baseline Road lanes ) STt C 2010
CUISTUCT TWO*RITTY TTOV UVOICTUSSIITY WIUT STUSWHIRY
and bike lanes to better connect areas north and
v 3139 Hillsboro US 26 Overcrossing - Sunset 1A NW Bennett Avenue to NW Wagon Way 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
VVIOEN WO Ve Tangs Mciuting SIaBWAIRS and DIk
Y 3143| Washington Co. |Walker Road Improvements Cedar Hills to 158th Avenue lanes 2015
VVITBIT 10 VG 1anes NCIUaNg STISWAIKS and DIRg
Y 3144| Washington Co. [Walker Road Improvements 158th Avenus to Amberglen Parkway lanes 2015
Y 3147 Hillsboro 25th Avenue Improvements Comell Road to Evergreen Widen street to three lanes with bike lanes 2015
VVITBIT 10 Ue8 1anss MTuomy SIgEWaIKS ana DIKS
Y 3148 Washington Co. {Walker Road Improvements Highway 217 to Cedar Hills Boulevard lanes 2015
Relocate westbound on-ramp to construct westbound
ODOT/MWashington to southbound loop ramp and widen overcrossing to
Y 3149 Co. Shute Road Interchange Improvements |Shute Road and US 26 accommodate additonal southbound through lane 2010
UPgrans Tame comronars ana msEn CC TV Cameras
Y a150| Washington Co. |Comell Road System Management 10th Avenue to Multnomah County line and monitoring stations 2010
CXET BESENy TONT TIEwTer IUau W SUnseTorve
(Highway 47) as a two -lane arterial facility with left-
tumn lanes at major Intersections, traffic signal at 47
Y 3153| Forest Grove |David Hill Road Connector Thatcher Road to Highway 47 (Sunset Drive) and bike lanes 2010
VWIISIMTIO Ues 1anss MOuUoing DIRe 1anes, signars
Y 3157 Washington Co. |Sunset Drive Improvements Unlversity Avenue to Beal Road and sidewalks 2010
VMM RO COMBNuS-SThemmm Roaq R
Y 3158| Washington Co. (Improvements Forest Grove northem UGB to Roy Road and Comelius Schefflin Road 2010
¢ indudes all 2004 RTP financlally constrained system, all 2008-09 MTIP and locally funded projects,
** Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis, Page 18 of 33 712872005



Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as
Amendad by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
el 2GSRI

oram.
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP ] Year Project
Model Input? {Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
UDUT/FOTest COMpIets DoUIsvarg aesign IMmprovements {UTTA
Y 3159 Grove Highway 8 Improvements - Forest Grove|B' Street to Cornelius city limits project in FC) 2015
VErooorn Road INersacion
N 3160| Washington Co. |Improvement at Highway 47 Intersection safety improvement 2015
UDUT/FOIEsT  [FOresSUGIove TG Peasstman | ; , ) , [TMProve SITeWalKs, Tgnung, Trossings, DUS STEers
N 3163 Grove Improvements and Intersecting streets and benches ’ 2010
FOrgsStGIove 10 HSaale via TV HIgNnWay and B=[Provias IMprovaInents ay oniancs requant bus
N 3164 TriMet TV Highway Frequent Bus H Highway service 2004-25
TNCrease WIming Taan, a0y provectey W ianes, and
Highway 8 Intersection Reconstruction - (Intersection of 10th Avenue and Highway 8 improve pedestrian crossings to support freight
N 3166/ Comelius/lODOT |10th Avenue - [couplet at Baseline and Adair access and improve pedestrian and vehicle safety 2010
CTedg TTEW TETSECTUIT Dy UTe angrmy or TouT
Avenue/20th Avenue at Highway 8; improve S, 20th
Highway 8 Intersection Realignment - |Intersection of 19th/20th Avenue and Highway 8 {(including RR crossing) to S. Alpine and improve N.
N 3167| Comelius/ODOT |19th/20th Avenuse at initiation of couplet 19th to RR crossing north of N, Davis) 2010
MTIEIRTLIUT geuImeu y TNMPTUVeTITES aiiad VUTTVETSTUTT
of pedestrian signal to full mode signalization for
improved Main Street District circulation and
Highway 8/14th Avenue Intersection Intersection of 14th Avenue at Highway 8 couplet [Improved pedestrian safety on Adair and Baseline
N 3168 Comelius/ODOT |Improvements (Adair and Baselins) streets 2010
WU pouovarad uesignT TMRPTUVOTTIOTIS U
Baseline, 11th, 12th, 13th, 14th, and 17th Avenues,
and pedestrian alley within the Adair/Baseline
v 3169| Comelius/ODOT [Main Street Couplet improvements Highway 8 couplet from 10th to 19th Avenue couplet In Main Street District 2010
N 3170| Cormelius/ODOT |West Couplet Enhancement 1st Avenue to 10th Avenue Complete boulevard design improvements 2015
'N 3171|Comelius/Wash Co.|North Davis Street Reconstruction 15th Avenue to 10th Avenue Reconstruct street to urban standards 2015
CONSTUCT TONSCIOT Toaaway WItT TeT=TarT 1ans av
Y 3172| Forest Grove |23rd/24th Avenue Extension Hawthorne Ave. to Quince St. (Hwy. 47) Hawthorne 2010
CONSTUCTS ON=road pauTway 1o IMprove DICYTia and
N 3178| Washington Co, |Westhaven Road Pathways Morrison to Springcrest pedestrian access to Sunset transit center 2015
COMaIrRoag IMpProvermsis = VWest
Y 3182| Washington Co. |Cedar Mill 143rd Avenue to Murray Boulevard Widen to five lanes with boulevard design treatment 2025
Y 3183/ Washington Co. |[Comell Road Improvements Murray Boulevard to Saltzman Road Widen to three lanes with bikeways and sidewalks 2010
; VVITEIT YO YIVE 1anas Wit INersecuon Mprovamnent at
Y 3185/ Washington Co. |Bames Road Improvement Saltzman Road to 11Sth Avenue Saltzman 2010
5= VI
Y 3186/ Washington Co. (Cedar Mill US 26 to Comell Road Comell/Murray intersection 2010
~ITCITYeS A 2004~ R TP nanciaty ConsTatned Systemn;
** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 19 of 33 7/28/2005



Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No, 03-3380A,

OIS N3, U3- TUA5A, and UomeE G RS A 559]
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
Y 3188 Washington Co. |Saltzman Road Improvements Comell Road to Laldlaw Road Widen to three lanes with sldewalks and bike lanes 2010
Cotarvnr Towrmrecentercocar CONSTUC auamonariocar roaa connetuons 1o
N 3192| Washington Co. |Connectivity, Phase 1 Varlous locations in the town center improve traffic circulations 2010
N 3195 Washington Co. [Saltzman Pedestrian Improvements Marshall Road to Dogwood Road Construct sidewalks on west side of road 2010
BeEuTany BoUevVara Tmproverments, :
Y 3197| Washington Co. [Phase 1 Bronson Road to West Union Road Widen to three lanes with bike lanes and sldewalks 2010
COmen Roaq IMprovenTamts = East
v | 3204| WashingtonCo. [Tanasbourne _  _ __ __ |179th Avenue to Bethany Boulevard __ __ {widen to five lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes— | —— 2010—
Tanasoourns TG Pouesan TMprova SIaEWAIKS, TgNung, CrossIngs, DUS SNeners
N 3208 Washington Co. |Improvements Comell, Evergreen Pkwy and intersecting streets {and benches : 2025
Y 3216] Washington Co. |185th Avenue Improvements TV Highway to Bany Road Widen to three lanes 2015
Y 3217| Washington Co. |Fammington Road Improvements 185th Avenue to 209th Avenue Widen to thres lanes 2015
Y Hillsboro Alrport Road Brookwood to 48th 3 lane road Improvement 2010
Y Hillsboro Cherry Lane 231st to Comelius Pass Extend 3-ane road. 2010
Y Hillsboro Davis Road Hillsboro Extend 3-lane road to 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 to Walker Road 2010
CONSTUCT IMProvaments tnat enhancs Frequsnt Bus
N 4001 TriMet Kilingsworth Frequent Bus Swan Island to Clackamas TC service 2015
Modemize freeway and ramps to improve access to
the Lloyd District and Rose Quarter (Greeley ramp
v 4004 oDoT I-5 Reconstruction and Widening Greeloy Stroet to [-84 improvements in financially constrained system) 2010
Y 4005 ODOT I-5 North Improvements Lombard Street to Expo Center/Delta Park Widen to six lanes 2010
COTSTUTT TUN OTeCthoiT JCCess Mercangs Uasey Or
recommendations from 1-5 North Trade Corridor
Y 4008 oDoT 1-5/Columbia Boulevard Improvement  {I-5/Columbia Boulevard interchange Study 2015
Y 4007| Multnomah Co. |[Sauvie Island Bridge Replacement Sauvie Island Bridge Replace substandard bridge 2010
5 TTa08 oMoy Swuay ang T1er T
N 4009 oDoT DEIS 1-405 (OR) to 1-205 (WA) Plan improvements to I-5 to benefit freight traffic 2010
TTnciudes all 2004 RTP linancially constrained system, all 2006-03 MTIP and locally funded projects.
** Dates In bold represent changs from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis, Page 20 0f33 7/28/2005



Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
2 RUE T ST

[®(
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
NE 61T W0 33M AVENUS ana Gamenpein o | KONt DIKS 1anes Yo eXISuNyg Srasy, on-STest pamns
N 4011 Portland NE Marine Drive Bikeway Vancouver Way in missing locations 2010
CONMUMICATONTS MTasTuCtiure; TIoseq TIrcurt TV
Six signals: at junction, MLK, Interstate, Greeley,|cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 4012 Portland N/NE Lombard/Killingsworth ITS Portsmouth and Philadelphia/lvanhoe monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015
PTOVIAS SUael access oM J3rd AVENUS N SV
N 4017 Port SW Quad Access 33rd Avenue Quad 2010
Y 4021 Port Alrport Way Improvements, West 82nd Avenue to PDX terminal Widen to three lanes in both directions 2015
) PTOVIUE TTEE-TIOW CONIBCUOT O GOIUImoTE
) East Columbia/LLombard Street Columbia/US 30 Bypass: NE 82nd Avenue to |- [Boulevard/82nd Avenue to US 30 Bypass/I-205
Y 4022| Portland/Port [Connector 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
COMMUMITATONS MTaSTuCture; ToSew CIrca TV
cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 4029 Portland PDXITS Traffic signalization monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010
Relocate AITpON Way eXITToauway ana consuuciew
N 4031 Port Airport Way return and Exit Roadways |Airport Way retum roadway 2015
AITpOTT VVay Terminar enrance roagway R
N 4032 Port relocation PDX terminal entrance to maintain access and circulation 2010
AIpOTTVVay 8asTIsIminar actess )
N 4033 Port roadway PDX east terminal Construct Airport Way east terminal access roadway 2015
TPTOVE TUQU TUTTIOUUIUIT UETWETTT LUIUTTTIOTa
Boulevard and Lombard in the vicinity of MLK Jr.
Lombard-Columbia Connection near Columbia Boulevard and Lombard Street near  [Boulevard to 11/13th Avenue to facilitate freight
v 4037/ Portland/Port |MLK Jr, Boulevard MLK movement, PE only in FC system. 2010
B2ZNT AVENUSTAIISTWOoT Road uorrsuucrnswmrn‘ranes—rssmva‘ammy Tame
Y 4038 Port Improvement 82nd Avenue/Alderwood Road Intersection signal 2010
N 4039 Port NE 92nd Avenue NE 92nd/Columbia Boulevard/Alderwood Improvement to be defined 2025
VVIOETT ana CNanmenzZe INE GO BoUevara o
47th Avenue Intersection and Roadway facilitate truck tuming movements; add sidewalks and
Y 4040 Portland Improvements at Columbia Boulevard bike facilities 2010
COIUMDIa BOUIBVara7AIIETWood
Y 4041 Portland Improvements at Alderwood Road intersection Widen and signalize intersection 2010
COIMTooT ROAy IMErsecion
N 4042 Port Improvement Alderwood/Comfoot intersection Add signal, improve tum lanes at intersection 2010
* includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
Page 21 of 33 7/28/2005

** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis.



Metro Region Transportation Project List

[(

2004 RTP Project list as
Amanded by Metro Resolution No, 03-3380A,

Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
I3raTVIANTTe DIva TNersSecuon STNANZe 33WWaANTG UNve INErSeCuoT Tor weignt
N 4043 Portland Improvement NE 33rd and Marine Drive movement 2015
Columbia BOUIGVara ar 8Zna AVeNUg SoUTooung] 0, 3 SBTIgM
Y 4044| Port/Portland |Columbia/82nd Avenue Improvements |ramps tun lane and signalize 2010
AITPOIT yWWayrZzZna AVenus ATT B TeTT U 1ang, moany rame signarang
Y 4045| Port/Portland  |Improvements Alrport Way at 122nd Avenue reconstruct island 2010
N 4046 Portland NE Alderwood Blkeway NE Columbia Boulevard to Alderwood Trall Retrofit bike lanes to existing street 2015
N 4049 Portland NE 82nd Avenue Blkeway _|Columbla Boulevard to AlrportWay ____ [Retrofit bike lanes to existing street ————————1——2010——
N 4050 Portland N/NE Columbla 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
PouBSTam any BICyCIo ATCESS | g Roagana e
N 4053 Port Improvements terminal building Provide pedestrian and bicycle access to the terminal 2010
N TOIUMYI TP e0asUTar ImprovaIments,
N 4054 Portland Phase | and Phase Il Swift to Portland Road; Argyle Way to Albina Construct sidewalk and crossing improvements. 2010
AINransTComIooT RO TNETSeTuon
N 4055 Port Improvement Alrtrans and Comfoot Road Provide channelization, construct new traffic signal 2010
COmMmMuMCauonsS TIMTasuTUCUre; TIOSET TITUn TV
cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 4058 Portland Columbia Boulevard ITS Six signals between N, Burgard and [-205 monitoring and control of traffic flow 2015
COMMUMCAUONTS TMTaSTUCIUre; TIOSET CIICUIT TV
Three signals between N, Portland Road and NE |cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 4057 Portland N/NE Marine Drive ITS 185th Avenue monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010
COMIUMICANONS TMTaSyuCiure; CIOSET TICuN TV
Three signals between 1-205 and NE 158th cameras, variable message signs for remote
N 4058 Portland NE Alrport Way ITS Avenue monitoring and control of traffic flow 2010
BZNU AVETIUS PEUESUTam ACCEsS
N 4059 Port Improvements Alrport Way to Alderwood Road Provide pedestrian improvements 2010
R
N 4060| PortPortland  |Lightrail station/track realignment PDX terminal double tracking) 2015
CoOMparg Swreenrom RIVergate soulsvara
Y 4063| ©OODOT/Portland |N.Lombard Improvements (Purdy) to south of Columbia Slough bridge Widen street to three lanes 2010
N 4084 Port Marine Drive Improvement, Phase 2 Rail overcrossing Contruct rail overcrossing . 2025
* includes all 2004 RTP financlally constrained system, all 2008-08 MTIP and locally funded projects,
** Dates in bold represant change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysls, Page 22 of 33 7/28/2005




Metro Region Transportation Project List

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

OraMancs NO. UF-TUS5K, and Olam R e RBS AP o8 Y]
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? {Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
CONTSUUCTOVETpass ToNT oI omioara
intersection into South Rivergate entrance to
separate rail and vehicular traffic. Project includes
Y 4065| Port/Portland  |North Lombard Overcrossing South Rivergate motor vehicle lanes, bike lanes, and sidewalks, 2010
. (9] - 10
N 4067 Port Regional Share Portland State-wide issus, project is outside Metro region 2010
N 4072 Portland N. Force/Broadacre/Victory Bikeway N. Marine Drive to N, Denver Signed bikeway connection to I-5 river crossing 2025
Kelsy POINT Park ACCeSS TTallayu Vg
N 4073| Portland/Metro [Loop Trail Vicinity of Kelley Point Park Construct shared-use path 2010
DEEImNTe TeaSIoMty Or SITarag-usy pautorragonar |
N 4076 Various Columbia Slough Greenway Trail Study |Kelly Point Park to Blue Lake Park significance ' 2010
N 4082 Port/RR Ramsey Rail Complex South of Columbia Slough bridge Construct six tracks and one mainline track and lead 2010
E PTOVI
N 4084 Port Access Improvements Mt. Hood Avenue to Marine Drive Mt. Hood Avenue and Marine Drive 2010
Termnar area BICyCls and PeaesuTan i PTOVI
N 4085 Port Improvements Southside of PDX terminal to 82nd Avenue terminal and 82nd Avenue south of Airport Way 2015
PTOVH
N 4086 Port PIC Bike and Pedestrian Improvements |Portland Intemational Center Alderwood Road and Mt. Hood LRT station 2010
(eaaDensr STest EXIENSIoN ana Graos
Y 4087 Port 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
TTansIt center any park-ana-1ag CONSUUCT, €Xpana ana/or Upgrags Uansit SEnons
N 5001 TriMet upgrades Various locations in subarea and park-and-rides throughout subarea 2004-25
Y 5007 oDOT Highway 212 Rock Creek to Damascus Construct climbing lanes to 172nd Avenue 2010
Willamette River to West Linn in Clackamas Willamette River and 10th Street) - PE/ROW in
N 5013 oDOT 1-205 Climbing Lanes County financlally constrained system 2025
Oraue separay suumnoounu Tignway 219 at
Washington Street and add a northbound lane to
Highway 213 from just south of Washington Street to
Y 5016 oDoT Highway 213 Grade Separation Washington Street at Highway 213 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.
Page 23 of 33 7/28/2005
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Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Projectlist as
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,

OTITANTs N3, U3-TUSSA, aNng Ul E Res eo59]
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? [Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
Access management, sidewalks and capacity
) improvements including (adding one lane in each
Y 5020 oDOoT Highway 213 Improvements Clackamas CC to Leland Road direction north of Canyon Ridge Drive in FC system) 2015
CO e (16
Y 5021 oDoT Highway 224 Extenslon 1-205 to Highway 212/122nd Avenue Highway 212/122nd Avenue interchange 2015
RECONSTUC 1-203 SOUTTOOUTTY ON-ramp Y0 TIgnway
1-205/HIghway 213 Interchange 213 to provide more storage and enhance freeway
Y 5023 oDoT Improvement 1-205 at Highway 213 operations and safety 2015
—— e e —_— e e L e — e e —— - o - e — — — [GONTaOr anayss WU rZUT W T T ZTTO MveT oo o -
develop and complete the environmental process
that would determine selected alternative and
ODOT/Clackamas : develop phasing recommendations adequate to
N 5024 County Sunrise Project Supplemental EIS 1-205 to Rock Creek support future ROW acquisition 2010
ODOT/CIacRamas EV: orma
N 5025 County Sunrise Corridor Unit 2 Locational EIS  |Rock Creek to US 28 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
CONQUTTETS COrMaor analysis 10 gy 1ong-term
N 5027| Metro/ODOT  |I-205 South Corridor Study- EIS 1-5 to Highway 224 transit and road improvements 2015
N 5033 Various Willamette River Greenway Study Sellwood Bridge to Lake Oswego Study feasibility of corridor 2010
CONSUTUCT IMprovaments 1at ennancs Kapia BUs
N 5035 TriMet McLoughlin Boulevard Rapld Bus Milwaukle TC to Oregon City TC service 2015
TXECONSTUCT STEET W TTaTOW U averanes anu DNy
lanes and add sidewalks, landscaped median, curbs,
storm drainage and left tumn refuges at some
N 5037] Milwaukie/ClackCo |Lake Road Improvements 21st Avenue to Highway 224 intersections 2015
N 5040 Mitwaukle Railroad Avenue Bike/Ped Improvement (37th Avenus to Linwood Road Retrofit bike lanes and sidewalks 2015
N 5041 Milwaukie 37th Avenue Bike/Ped Improvement Highway 224 to Hamrison Street Retrofit bike lanes and sidewalks 2025
Lt [ A— AQT B TIgNTTUNT 1ans, agy EB gt Tarm1any, aod
Y 5045/ Co.JMilwaukie |Improvements Linwood/Harmony/Lake Road intersection WB left tun lane and grade separate UPRR 2015
MCLOUGNITT BOUIaVara Improvemanis=
N 5048 oDoT Milwaukle Harison Street to Kellogg Creek Complete boulevard design improvements 2010
CONSTUCT SIOEWAIRS O T7UT AVENUS O provias uan
N 5052 Milwaukle 17th Avenue Trolley Trail Connector Springwater Corridor to Trolley Trail connection 2010
* Includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2008-09 MTIP and locally funded projects,
** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 24 of 33 7/28/2005



Metro Region Transportation Project List

Ul

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

Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast; RTP - Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
CUTTQUCT TE o =1
connection across Willamette River in conjunction
with evaluating bridge as a freight connection and
N 5053 Region Tillamook Branch Trestle Trail Study Milwaukie TC to Lake Oswego TC possible future commuter rail connection 2010
Boulevard design, including wider sidewalks,
N 5059 Milwauklie King Road Boulevard Improvements 42nd Avenue to Linwood Avenue bikeway, median treatment and access management 2015
TMpIemams a4 wansporEuon Management
N 5062| TriMetMilwaukie |Milwaukie TMA Startup Milwaukie town center area association program with employers 2025
VVITETT 0 TIVE Tanss 10 Mprove Sarsty and
Y 5066| Clackamas Co. |East Sunnyside Road Improvements 122nd Avenue to 172nd Avenue accessibility to Damascus 2015
JONNSON Creek BOUBVATT TErenangs
Y 5087| Clackamas Co. |Improvements Johnson Creek Boulevard at I-205 Add loop ramp and NB on-ramp; realign SB off-ramp 2025
. VVIOEN 10 TIVE Tanes 10 Mprova Sarety ana
Y 5069]| Clackamas Co, |Harmony Road Improvements Sunnyside Road to Highway 224 accessibility 2015
Y 5070| Clackamas Co, |Otty Road Improvements 82nd Avenue to 92nd Avenue Widen and add tum lanes 2010
EXWSNa WINZm Uy Road as TWo-1ana conector 1o
Y 5071| Clackamas Co, (William Otty Road Extension 1-205 frontage road to Valley View Terrace 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. |Monteray Improvements 82nd to new overcrossing of 1-205 Widen to five lanes from 82nd to 1-205 2010
EXI8Na NeW Tee-1ans crossing over =205 10 Improve
Y 5074| Clackamas Co. [Causey Avenue Extension Causey - over 1-205 to new east frontageroad  [east-west connectivity 2025
Y 5076| - Clackamas Co. |Fuller Road Improvements Johnson Creek Boulevard to Otty Road Widen street and add tumn lanes 2010
Y 5077| Clackamas Co. [Summers Lane Extension 122nd Avenue to 142nd Avenue route to Sunnyside 2025
VVIOEI 10 ThIEs 1anss WItT STOsWaTKS ana DIKS [anes;
Y 5080 Clackamas Co. |Fuller Road Improvements Harmony Road to Monroe Street 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
. Wi " g J
N 5082| Clackamas Co. |82nd Avenue Multi-Modal Improvements |Clatsop Road to Monterey Avenue lanes and traffic signals 2015
Crackamas KRG BIKe/PeuesuTarn
N s085| Clackamas Co. |Corridors Clackamas RC existing and new developments [Provide bike and pedestrian connections in the RC 2025
B2ZNa AVENUS BOUISVAra USSIg
N 5086/ Clackamas Co. (Improvements Monterey Avenue to Sunnybrook Street Complete boulevard design improvements 2010
* 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 25 of 33 7/28/2005




Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No, 03-3380A,
e R AT o]

OTOMANTS 180, U3~ TOA5A; and U]
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
Ol
Y 5087| Clackamas Co, |Waest Sunnybrook Road Extension 82nd Avenue to Harmony Road e/w route to Sunnyside Road 2025
N s089| Clackamas Co. |Sunnyside Road Bikeway SE 82nd Avenue to [-205 Restripe to include bike lanes 2015
N 5000| Clackamas Co, (Lawnfleld Road Blkeway SE 82nd Dr, to SE 97th Avenue Widen to Include bike lanes 2025
N 5091| Clackamas Co. [Causey Avenue Bikeway 1-205 path to SE Fuller Restripe to Include bike lanes 2015
N 5092| Clackamas Co, |SE 90th Avenus Bikeway SE Causey to SE Monterey Construct bike lanes 2025
N 5093| Clackamas Co., |SE 97th Avenue Bikeway SE Lawnfleld to SE Mather Construct bike lanes 2025
N 5094| Clackamas Co. |CRC Trail Clackamas Regional Park to Phillips Creek N Clackamas shared-use path 2015
CONueTY {3TUU,U00
N 5095 Clackamas Co. |Phillips Creek Greenway Trall Causey Avenue to Mt. Scott Greenway feasibility study in FC only) 2010
COMSTUCTIMprovemsnts Nat 8NMancs Frequent BUS
N 5098 TriMet King Road Frequent Bus Clackamas Reglonal Center service 2015
ConsSUTuCTIMpProveaments Mat snnanca Frequent 8US
N 5099 TriMet Webster Road Frequent Bus Clackamas Reglonal Center service 2015
N 5100/ Clackamas Co. |Fuller Road Pedestrian Improvements [Harmony Road to King Road Improve sidewalks 2010
N 5101| Clack. Co/ODOT (Improvements and Intersecting streets and benches 2025
AQVancay ransponaus SySen managsmment ana
N 5103| Clackamas Co, |Clackamas County ITS Plan County-wide Intelligennt transportation system program 2010
Y 5108 Clackamas Co. [SE 82nd Drive Improvements Highway 212 to Lawnfield Road Widen to five lanes to accommodate truck movement 2025
N 5109]| Clackamas Co. [82nd Drive Bicycle Improvements SE Jennifer Street to Fred Meyer Widen to include bike lanes 2015
N 5110] Clackamas Co. [Jennifer Street Bicycle Improvements  |SE 106th to 120th Avenus Widen to include bike lanes 2010
SE VMONToe STeslo SE JONMSun Trask
N 5117| Clackamas Co. |Linwood Road Bike Lanes Boulevard Widen to include bike lanes 2010
N 5128 Oregon City  |South Amtrak Station Phase 2 Oregon City Amtrak Station Improve Amtrak station 2010
N 5132 Oregon City  |Main Street Extension Highway 99E to Maln Street Widen to include bike lanes 2010
CONSTUTT oW WO Tang Tiinor anarar Wity SITOewaiks
Y 5133 Oregon City Washington/Abemethy Connection Abemethy Road to Washington Street and bike lanes 2015
* Includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects,
** Dates in bold represent changa from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysls. Page 26 of 33 7/28/2005




3 »
. - . . 2004 RTP Project list as
Metro Region Transportation Project List Amended by Mo Resoluion No. G3-3360A,
VIl 3
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast] RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating™*
VICCOUGNITT BOUISVara IMprovements
N 5135/ ODOT/ClackCo |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 Street 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 Abernathy to Highway 213 Complete boulevard design improvements 2025
CONSITUCT IMProvements tnat snnance Frequent 8us
N 5142 TriMet Mollala Avenue Frequent Bus Oregon City to Clackamas Community College  service 2015
Ol [VICCOUGNINY, TWaIM, VWWasnngwon, 70y, surana | ’ K "
N 5143| ODOT/TriMet |Improvements . nelghborhood streets and benches 2025
Oregon Ty RU RIVEF ATCESS TIMPTovi
N 5144 | Oregon City/ODOT (Improvements McLoughlin Boulevard 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
: TMPISIENTS 3@ Tansponauon managermant
N 5150| TriMet/Oregon City |Oregon City TMA Startup Program Oregon City Regional Center association program with employers 2025
N 5152 Oregon City  |Willamette River Shared-Use Path Clackamette Park and Smurfit Construct shared-use path 2015
bmmromn
Y 5154 Clackamas Co. |3 boundary ' Widen to 4 lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes 2025
UTeeT SUeet TNajur arneiiar QusIgT, wiaermr o ive
lanes, improve access management, and provide
Beavercreek Road Improvements, sidewalks and bike lanes to connect multi-family and
Y 5156| Clackamas Co. |Phase 1 Highway 213 to Molalla Avenue commercial/ employment areas 2015
SUECTSCAPE MPTrovETTTENS, MCIuuTTg WiteTny
sidewalks, sidewalk infill, ADA accessibility, bike
Mollala Avenue Streetscape lanes, reconfigure travel lanes, add bus stop
N 5157 Oregon City  |Improvements 7th Street to Highway 213 (9 segments) amenities, streetscape 2004-25
CONSUUCT IMPTOvVeIments uat ennance Frequent BUS
N 5161 TriMet Macadam Frequent Bus Lake Oswego to PCBD service 2015
N 5165| Lake Oswego |Willamette Greenway Path Roehr Park to George Rogers Park 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 Avenuse to location TBD Relocate transit station 2025
SWay pr VICY
N 5172 18D Lake Oswego Trolley Study between Lake Oswego and Portland between Lake Oswego and Portiand 2010
* includes all 2004 RTP financlally constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects, .
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** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis.



Metro Region Transportation Project List

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

Or et s 1Y |
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
ATT aUXITary 1anss as partor pavermnent pressrvauory
Y 5199 oDoT 1-205 Auxiliary Lanes I-5 to Stafford Road project 2010
Y 5204| Clackamas Co. (Stafford Road Stafford Road/Rosemont intersection Realign intersection, add signal and right tum lanes 2010
. FEASIOMY STUTY MU CONTSTUTTOIT OF UTTUBTCroSSITg Or
Clack. Co./Happy Sunnyside Road to Mt. Talbert (feasibility study of
N 5207| Valley/NCPRD [Mt. Scott Creek Trall Sunnyside Road to Mt, Talbert $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
SCONTTEEK Lang Peuesuian
N 5211| HappyValley |Improvements SE 128th Avenue to Mountaln Gate Road Construct pedestrian path and bridge crossing 2010
PEaK- Tym
Y 6000/ WashCo/TriMet |Beaverton-Wilsonville Commuter Rail  |Wilsonville to Beaverton existing rail corridor : 2010
CONuuCt STy ana CompIeta envITommantar esgn
N 6004 oDpoT [-5/99W Connector Corridor Study 1-5 to 99W work for -6 to 99W Connector. (See Project 6141) 2010
FIgNWay ZT7 UVererossmy~=cascaaa PTOVIOE T TTEW CONNECUOIT ITONT NIMDUS 15
Y 6011| ©ODOT/Migard [Plaza Nimbus to Locust Washington Square south of Scholls Ferry Road 2025
Y 6015 TigardWashCo [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
STNoNS FeITyTAIGN ITerSetuoTy
Y 6018| Washington Co, |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 Powerline Shared-Use Trail |Scholls Ferry Road to Tualatin River Greenway  (Plan, design and construct multi-use path 2010
TMPTEMTeNT P PropTany TSM STategres SuTTas Siynar
interconnects, signal re-timing and channelization to
Y 6025| Washington Co. (Scholls Ferry Road TSM Improvements |Highway 217 to 125th Avenue improve traffic flows 2010
w3 TMPTEMEnts a Tansponauon managermant
N 6028| TriMetWashCo |TMA Startup Program Washington Square Regional Center assoclation program with employers 2010
CONSTUCTIMPIovements Uvar snmancs Frequent sus
N 6029 TriMet Hall/Kruse Frequent Bus Tigard-Lake Oswego-Kruse Way 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
* indudes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2008-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis, Page 28 of 33 7/28/2005



2004 RTP Project list as

Metro Region Transportation Project List gy ey o Resluon N, 0333804
. Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? {Number] Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
Y 6041 Tigard 72nd Avenue Improvements Hunziker Road to Bonita Road Widen to five lanes 2015
Y 6042 Tigard 72nd Avenue Improvements Bonita Road to Durham Road Widen to five lanes with bikeways and sidewalks 2015
Y 6045 Tigard Dartmouth Street Improvements 72nd Avenus to 68th Avenue Widen to four lanes with tumn lanes 2015
N 6056 oDOT Intersection Improvements : 99W/Hall Boulevard Add tumn signals and modify signal 2015
N 6057 Tigard ‘(,svreenbelt 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 ::rvlce 2015
Y 6065 Tualatin Hemman Road Improvements Tualatin Road to Cipole Road gc;ewalks : 2010
Y 6066| ODOT/Tualatin ;?);:it ) ° Nyberg Road/I-5 interchangs. Widen Nyberg Road/I-5 interchange 2010
N 6070/ ODOT/WashCo [Lower Boones Ferry Boones to Bridgeport Sidewalk, bikeway, interconnect signals 2010
Y 6071| Washington Co, |Tualatin-Sherwood Road Improvements |99W to Teton Avenue ivr;,tlertie signals at Oregon and Cipole streets ' 2015
Y 6073 Tualatin 124th Avenue Improvements ) Myslony Street to Tualatin-Sherwood Road ;gewalks 0 2015
Y 6076 Tualatin Myslony/112th Connection Myslony to Tualatin-Sherwood Rd. @ Avery Extend 3 lane road with sidewalks and bike lanes 2010
wasnco/ruaauny Nl 8 f s - s y y ]
N 8079 oDOT Tualatin TC Pedestrian Improvements  |Sherwood, Sagert and neighborhood streets and benches 2010
rliroad troste across Tualatin River to Tualatin town

N 6080| Tualatin/Durham |Tualatin River Pedestrian Bridge Durham City Park to Tualatin Community Park  |center 2010
N 6081| WashCo/Tualatin ;\gprovements - 65th Avenue to I-5 Complete sidewalks and bike facllities 2010
N 6083| TriMet /WashCo |Tualatin Town Center TMA Startup Tualatin Town Center ggsoclation program with employers ' 2010
Y 6086 Wilsonville Kinsman Road Extension Kinsman Road to Boeckman Road Two-lane extension 2010
v e0sg| Wilson./WashCo |Elligsen Road Improvements Canyon Creek to Parkway Center Improve Elligsen 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

* includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-03 MTIP and locally funded projects. Page 29 of 33 712872005

** Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis.




Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as

Amended by Metro Resolution No, 03-3380A,

[®/(
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Madel Input? |Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
Y 6093 Wilsonville Barber Street Extension Barber Street at Kinsman Road Extend Barber Street as 3 lanes to 110th 2015
TOWIT CBNETr LOOp BIRS ang PeussuTan
N 6105 Wilsonville Improvements Parkway to Wilsonville Road Retrofit street to add bike lanes and sidewalks 2015
; R u
N 6109 Washington Co, |Beef Bend/175th Avenue Realignment |Beef Bend at 175th Avenue road with 175th Avenue 2025
VVasnngron CONSTUCT Z-1aNTs GXTeNSIon WITT STeWaIKs and DIKe
Y 6119| Co.Beaverton |Teal Boulevard Extension Barrows Road to Scholls Ferry Road lanes to town center loop and Barrows Road 2010
Beaverton/WashCo Scholls Ferry Road to Barrows Road at Walnut | Construct 2-lane roadway and bridge, additional tum
Y 6121 Mgard Murray Boulevard Extenslon Street lanes at intersections, bike lanes, and sidewalks 2010
Y 8122 Beaverton Davies Road Connection Scholls Ferry Road to Barrows Road Three lane connection with bikeways and sldewalks 2015
Widen to five lanes with sidewalks and blke lanes;
Boones Ferry Corridor Stugy completed in 2000 with
Lake Grove Town Center study work continuing in
2003/04 funded by City. Project will be broken into
Y 6127| Lake Oswego |Boones Ferry Road Improvements - Kruse Way to Washington Court three phases; upper, middie and lower. 2015
N 6120| Clackamas Co. |Bangy Road Intersection Improvements [Bangy Road/Bonita Road intersection Add traffic signal and tum lanes 2015
N 8130/ Clackamas Co. (Bangy Road Intersection Improvements (Bangy Road/Meadows Road intersection Add traffic signal and tumn 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
VVISONVITG RO371-5 INErcnange Col T ROV oMy M
N 6138| ODOT/MWilsonville {Improvements (Phase 1 and 2) Town Center Loop to Boones Ferry Road ramps (financially constrained system) 2010
[al = e
' on recommendations from 1-5/99W Arterial
connection study that protects through traffic
Y 6141| ODOT/WashCo |[I-5/99W Connector: Phase 1 Arterial I-5 to 99W movements between these highways. 2015
Y 6142 Durham Upper Boones Ferry Road Improvement (Durham Road to Tualatin River Widen to 3 lanes with sldewalks and bike lanes 2010
N 7000| Clackamas Co. [172nd Avenue Improvements Foster Road to Highway 212 Widen to five lanes 2025
I
Y 7001| Clackamas Co. |[Sunnyside Road Improvements 172nd Avenus to Highway 212 and constrained 2015
* Includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2008-09 MTIP and locally funded projects,
** Dates In bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis, Page 30 of 33 7/28/2005



Metro Region Transportation Project List

2004 RTP Project list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No, 03-3380A,
OB RGBS AT o8] -

UTAanes ING. UA-TUA5A, and O]
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? {Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
SE Barbara Welch Road. Widen and determine the
appropriate cross section of Foster Road from SE
Barbara Welch Road to Jenne Road by completing
Phase 2 of the Powell Boulevard/Foster Road
Corridor Study in order to meet roadway, transit,
Y 7006 Portland SE Foster Improvements SE 122nd Avenue to Jenne Road pedestrian and bike needs : 2015
Boulevard/Foster Road Comidor Study (#1228),
construct a new north-south capacity improvement
project in the vicinity of SE 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
Y 7007| Portland/Gresham (SE 174th North/South Improvements  |SE Foster to Powell Boulevard 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 construct bike lanes 2025
N 7044| Clackamas Co. [SE Monner Bike Lanes SE 147th to 162nd Avenue Widen to construct bike lanes 2025
v 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 Construct improvements that enhance Frequent bus s 2015
Y 70341 Gresham/Mult, Co |Foster Road Extension New north extension of Foster Road 2015
v 7035| Gresham/Mult, Co |Glese 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
UpQrads SUeetIo Uroar SEnaaras Wity SIaewalks
Y 7037| Gresham/Mult. Co |172nd Avenue Improvements Glese Road to Butler Road and bike lanes 2025
UpQrags SUrsetto Uroan Stanaaras Wit STaewalks
N 7038| Gresham/Mult. Co |172nd Avenue Improvements Bulter Road to Cheldelin Road and bike lanes 2025
UpQrags STest o Urpan Stanaaras Wit STaswalks
N 7039] Gresham/Mult. Co |Giese Road Improvements 172nd Avenue to 182nd Avenue and bike lanes 2025
Upgrags SUest 1o Uroal Stangaras WITT S[aEwalks
N 7040| Gresham/Mult. Co (Giese Road Improvements 182nd Avenue to 190th Avenue and bike lanes 2025
Y 7041| Gresham/Mult. Co [Foster Road bridge Foster Road Construct bridge crossing 2025
* includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2008-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
Page 31 of 33 7/28/2005
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Metro Reqgion Transportation Prdject List

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

OTAManta o, U3-T0A5A; and O]
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP Year Project
Model Input? [Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
Y 7042| Gresham/Mult. Co |Glese Road Extension bridge Giese Road Construct bridge crossing 2025
Y 7043| Gresham/Mult. Co |Butler Road Bridge Bulter Road Construct bridge crossing 2025
BICYTIs Travel Demany Foracasunyg DBVEIop Tegionar bICYCs Uavel Gemana 1orecasung
N 8000 Metro Model Region-wide model 2010
v 14
N 8001 Metro Pilot Project Region-wide Encourage bicyclist, pedestrian and motorist safety 2010
. PTIOVIOS SITOWST, TOCKST any Storags Tacmes 10T DIKS
N 8002 Metro Expand "Blke Central® Program Selected Reglonal Centers and Town Centers  |commuters 2015
CRT SW@UOIT ATaa Fres BIK8™ PToT
N 8003 Metro Project LRT Station Areas throughout the reglon Administer free bike program in station areas 2025
N 8004 TriMet LRT and Transit Station Bike Parking  [Selected LRT Station Areas and transit centers |Administer and maintain bicycle lockers 2015
FISXIDIg TUNaINg progrant o 16verags vans-onsnisa
N 8005 Metro Reglonal TOD Projects Reglon-wide development 2004-25
FEUESTNAN/BICY T IMprovemems (o IMpIEMENT DICYTIE ANy PEUESUTAT BNMTanceTemns a5
ODOT Preservation/Maintenance part of preservation and maintenance projects on
N 8007 oDOoT Profects Varlous locations in reglon ODOT facilities 2004-25
N 8025/ TriMeUSMART |Transit Center Upgrades Region-wide in the region 2004-25
N 8028 TriMet Vehicle Purchases 1.5% per year expansion Vehicle purchases to brovid,e for expanded service 2004-25
N g8032] TriMetYSMART |Bus Operating Facllities Reglon-wide Bus operating facilities 2004-25
TTansItSEanons, IMprovey passenger amenues, Dus
N 8035| TriMeUSMART Frequent/Rapld Bus Improvements Baseline Network priority and reliability improvements 2025
| o .
N 8038 TriMet Tri-Met Park and Ride Lots Baseline Network stops and stations 2004-25
Park-ana-Iog Yacmues 10 561ve DUS ana commuter
N 8042 SMART SMART Park and Ride Lots SMART district rall station 2004-25
N 8043| TrMet/SMART [Bus Stop Improvements Reglon-wide Bus stop improvements reglon-wide 2004-25
N go4s| TriMeUSMART |Bus Prority Treatments Reglon-wide Bus Priority Treatments 2025
LU
Priority Pedestrian Access to Transit access to transit - sidewalks, crosswalks, ADA
N 8049 TriMet Improvements Reglon-wide Improvements 2004-25
* includes all 2004 RTP financlally constrained system, afl 2008-09 MTIP and locally funded projects,
** Dates in boid represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis, Page 320133 7/28/2005




. » » .
- - - - 2004 RTP Project list as
Metro Region Transportation Project List Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380,
Quality Analysis
Travel Forecast| RTP -~ i Year Project
Model Input? [Number| Sponsor Agency Project Name Project Location Project Description Operating**
RegIONTar ermpioyer ouueac; wansitmarkeurny;
vanpool and carpool, station cars and car sharing
N 8050/ Metro/SMART [SMART TDM Program SMART district programs 2004-25
REgIONar SMpIoysr CUTEacH, Wanst Mmarkeung,
vanpool and carpool, station cars and car sharing
N gos2| Metro/TriMet  |Reglonal Travel Options TDM Program |Financially Constrained programs 2004-25
T
N 8053| Metro/TriMet  [Region 2040 Initiatives Region-wide In locations with high regional significance 2004-25
CONUNUs Provision of ECU MIormauon cleanngnouss
N 8054 Metro/DEQ ECO Clearinghouse Region-wide services 2004-25
TTansSpoNauon Managerment T
N 8055 Metro/TriMet  [Associations Innovative Programs Region-wide in locations with high regional significance 2004-25
Future Transportation Management Future implementation and sustainability of TMA's
N 8056 Metro/TriMet  |Associations Start-Up and Sustainability |Region-wide 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 Reglon-wide Purchase five vehicles per yeaf 2010
*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 33 of 33 7/28/2005
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Federal Transportation
Planning Factors



Transportation Equity Act for the 21* Century
Planning Factors and the 2006-09 MTIP

The Transportation Efficiency Act for the 21% 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.

Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan 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.

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 modemization 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.

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.

Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation and
improve quality of life.

» The MTIP conforms to the Clean Air Act.

e The MTIP focuses on allocating funds for clean air (CMAQ), livability
(Transportation Enhancement) and multi- and altemnative — modes (STIP).

» Bridge projects in lieu of culverts have been funded through the MTIP to
enhance endangered salmon and steelhead passage.

» "Green Street" demonstration projects funded 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 connecting industrial areas with the regional
freight network and inter-modal facilities.

Promote efficient management and operétions.

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
funding 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 Barber
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
grayi@metro.dst.or.us

Green Street projects

Kelley Webb
503-797-1894
webbk@metro.dst.or.us

Pedestrian projects

Kim Ellis
503-797-1617
ellisk@metro.dst.or.us

Tom Kloster

Roadway Capacity or
: . 503-797-1832
Reconstruction projects klostert@metro.dst.or.us
Bill Barber

Regional Transportation
Options projects

503-797-1758
barberb@metro.dst.or.us

Transit Oriented Development
projects

Marc Guichard
503-797-1944
quichardm@metro.dst.or.us

Transit projects

Ted Leybold
503-797-1759
leyboldt@metro.dst.or.us

2006-09 Program Schedule

Project solicitation begins

April 2004 Applications released April 9, 2004
July 2004 Project applications due June 30, 2004

Technical rankings and draft environmental justice analysis released
August 2004 Public hearings held

Initial recommendation for public discussion (list of projects and
September 2004 programs with costs totaling more than available funds)
October/November 2004 Public hearings held

Release recommended list of projects and programs funded with
January 2005 available revenues

Public hearing held
February 2005 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

troduction A summary of the Transportation Priorities 2006-09 program and

In 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 Approximately $630 million is spent on transportation in the Metro region
Transportation 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.

Spending

Annual Regional Transportation Spending
$630 million

Regional Flex
Funds
4%

Road,
Capital Highway,
Projects , Bridge
25% Maintenance
36%

Transit
Operations
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 1 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 1l mixed-use areas (central city, regional centers, town
centers, main streets and station communities)

2040 Tier | and |l industrial areas (regionally significant industrial areas
and industrial areas), and

2040 Tier | and 1l 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 forup 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

Project Solicitation Packet
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Transportation The amount of regional flexible funds available to be allocated is
Priorities 2006-09 determined through the Congressional authorization and appropriation
roaram and regional process. Funds are estimated to be available based on an authorization
prog . g bill, currently named the Transportation Efficiency Act for the 21* Century

flexible funding (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 [-
205 corridor, 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 as necessitated by delays in project
readiness or special appropriations affecting those years.

Type of funding As mentioned, regional flexible funds come from two sources; Surface
available Transportation Program (STP) and Congestion Mitigation / Air Quality
(CMAQ) funding programs. Each program’s funding comes with unique
restrictions.

Surface Transportation Program funds 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 funds 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
Project Solicitation Packet 3 April 9, 2004



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, Clackamas 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

. Total Cost "
- Maximum for
Road Capacity,
Reconstruction ‘'
_-and Bridge -
‘ ‘ . Applications
R R s ] (60% of total)
City and Port of 39.6% $33.1 $19.8
Portiand
Clackamas 18.1% $15.1 $9.1
County and its
cities ‘
East 9.6% $8.0 $4.8
Multnomah »

County and its
cities ‘
Washington 32.7% $27.3 $16.4
County and its
cities

-Total Cost:
Maximum fo
I

Coordinating |
‘Committee:

Percent of Metro population * $41.75m * 2

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program
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Eligible projects To be 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:

e Ajurisdiction 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 — 10%). The project must be determined
“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
Project Solicitation Packet 5 April 9, 2004



Preliminary screening 1. 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, as 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 governing body with regard to project priority
for regional flexible funds is an example of a process that would satisfy
this requirement.

Technical ranking Information about how projects within each mode will be ranked and other

methodology 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 as
described in the application and are ranked fairly 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 performance of the project relative to the technical criteria
and the other candidate projects within the same mode category.

Project selection The draft technical score and other qualitative considerations will be

process 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.

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program
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Regional Match Eligibility
Summary

Détérmination

{1} Profect s located completely with
= ; industrial aréa or intermodal fac

d

e Road, transit and freight projects
would be eligible for full regional
match of 89.73% under project
conditions 1 and 2 above.

e  DBridge, Pedestrian and TOD
projects would be eligible for full
regional match of 89.73% under
project condition 1 above.

e Planning and bicycle projects
would be eligible for full regional
match of 89.73% under project
conditions 1, 2 and 3.

e  Other projects in these
categories would be eligible for
up to 70% regional match.

Projects will be determined eligible for different levels of regional
match depending on whether they directly and significantly benefit a
2040 primary or secondary land use (central city, regional or town
center, main street, station community or industrial area/inter-modal
facility). Projects that are determined to have a direct and significant
benefit to these areas will be eligible for up to 89.73 percent regional
match on the project. Other projects will be eligible for up to a 70
percent regional match. This determination will be based on the
guidelines outlined below within each project category. Metro staff
will make a preliminary determination on match level based on an
early summary of the project that addresses these project
definitions. JPACT and the Metro Council make the final
determination on match eligibility.

Road Capacity, Road Reconstruction, and Transit projects:
The following projects will be eligible for up to an 89.73 percent regional
match:
- projects located in a Tier | or 11 2040 land-use area (other than
corridors),
- - projects fully within one mile of a Tier | 2040 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 projects:
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
facility 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, Pedestrian, TOD and Green Street demonstration projects:
The following projects will be eligible for up to an 89.73 percent regional
match:

-  projects located in a Tier | or Il 2040 land-use area.
All other projects will be eligible for up to a 70 percent regionatl match.

RTO:
See RTO technical evaluation sheet.

Planning and Bicycle projects
All planning and bicycle projects will be eligible for up to an 89.73% regional
match.

! An inter-modal facility is a facility, terminal or rail yard as defined in the Regional
Transportation Plan Figure 1.17.

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program
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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 deterrent 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

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program
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iBicycle 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 corridor 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

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program
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Boulevard Technical Evaluation Criteria =~ -5 7

GOAL: Reduce motor vehicle speeds (10 points)

Implement design elements that will help to reduce automobile speeds' 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, biking and use 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 both sides of street and transfer of bike facilities to paralle! facility.
Credit for transfer of bike lanes to a parallel facility 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.)

Does project include design elements that enhance walking, biking and use of transit?? (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 street elements {10 bonus 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)

! Design elements that reduce automobile speeds include narrowed travel lanes, on-street parking, reduced tum
radii, street trees, curb extensions and signal timing.

2 Design elements that enhance alternative 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 as benches,
pedestrian scale lighting, public art, etc.
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‘Boulevard.Technical Evaluation Criteria (continuéd)

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 environment' 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 transit® and reduce potential for
collisions involving pedestrians and 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) — see Attachment C

' 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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BouneVafd Techmcal 'EV'aIUa_tikoh Criteria (contmued) e

GOAL: Cost-Effectiveness Criteria (15 points)

Implement maximum feasible, highest priority boulevard design elements at lowest cost.

Points

15 Low cost/effectiveness
8 Medium cosVeffectiveness
0 High cost/effectiveness

Note: Cost effectiveness = Total project cost is divided by use factor points (reduce motor vehicle
speeds + enhance alterative mode travel)

Speclal notes and instructions for boulevard projects: ST :
4 1. Under-groundmg of utilities is not eligible for. federal relmbursement nor may such costs be
g counted as local contribution toward matching fund requ:rements
2. Fill out and submit boulevard project checklist in Attachmént D as part of pro;ect appllcahon
3. Dlrect any questlons to Klm Ellis at (503) 797-1617 or elhsk@metro dst.or.us.
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Project Solicitation Packet 13 April 9, 2004


mailto:ellisk@metro.dst.or.us

Freight Technical Evaluation Criteria;

GOAL: Improve efficiency of the freight system (25 points)

Regional Transportation Pian 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: Addresses 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-modat 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 effectiveness (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

';Speqlal notes and instructions fpr freight projects:
1. vill detennlne the ar‘ aof effect ofa frenght project and may ‘collaborate with Portland State’
- University to determine the traded Sector ‘relationship of freight projects.’
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| 2. Direct any questions to John Gray at (503) 797-1730 or grayj@metro.dst.or.us.
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:Green Street. Demonstration:.
,:Note Performance m ', g’ i
‘runoff. quantity and quality is'required: for allocation of regional flexible. funds to this project categ:

GOAL: Effective removal of storm water runoff from piped system and infiltration of storm
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 turn 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 as 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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on: Retrofit Project Technical Evaluation Criteria

T

GOAL Cost effectlveness (15 pomts)

Amount of project area that is infiltrated versus project cost

Points

15 High
8 Medium
0 Low

-Special notes and instructions for green street demonstration projects: '
1. Performance monltonng plan that includes before and after measurements of storm water runoff
; quanmy and quality is requ:red for allocation of reglonal flexible funds to this project category
2. Fill'out and submit Green Street project checklist in Attachment E as part of project application.
3. Dnrect any questuons to Kelley Webb at (503) 797-1894 or webbk@metro dst.or.us.
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;quantlty and quality is requ1red for allocation of funds to this project categor

GOAL: Effective removal of storm water runoff from piped system and infiltration of storm water
near source of runoff. (55 points)

Size of project area (High, Medium, Low — 10, 7, 3 points)

Design Elements (45 points)
* Protect and restore existing habltat and native vegetation and soils. Including stream crossing

" designs of:

- Number and Iocation 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
Paoints :
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 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 alternative or more direct trip
route.

» Other relevant factors as |dent|f' ed 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 effectiveness (15 points)

Amount of project area that is infiltrated versus project cost

Points
15 High
8 Medium.

0 Low

3 _nd mstructlons for. green ﬁtreet demonstratlon pro;ect :

3. Direct any questions to Kelley Webb at (503) 797-1894 or webbk@metro dstorus. LD
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‘Green Street Demonstration: Culvert Project Technical Evaluation Criteria
Note Culvert must be oni reglonal mventory of culverts on reglonal facnlltles identified as inhibiting fish

passage. A geomorphology analysis is requured as part of prellmmary engineering of the project to prevent

negative |mpacts Desrgn solution should be consistent with Green Street handbook design guidance.
Multiple culvert pro;ects on the same stream system may be rated as one pro;ect to maximize overall

benefit to the stream system.

GOAL: Effectiveness (70 pomts). -
Type of fish passage solution (20 points)

Fish barrier 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 barrier passage (10 points)
Points
10 High
7 Medium
3 Low
Presence of downstream fish barriers (15 points)
Points
15 None
10 One
5 Two

0 Three or more

GOAL: Cost effectiveness (30 points)

Amount of habitat (stream miles) with new or improved fish access versus project cost (30 points)

Special notes and instructions for green street culvert demonstration projects:

1. Culvert must be on regronal mventory of culverts on regional facilities identified as mhlbmng fish

passage.

2. 0A geomorphology analysns is requnred as part of prellmmary engmeenng of the project to prevent

negative impacts of erosion or head cutting.

overall benefit to the stream system

Design solution should be consnstent with Green Street handbook desrgn gurdance
. Multiple culvert projects on the same stream system may be rated as one projectto maxrmlze

- Fill out and submit Green Street project checklist in Attachment E as part of project application.
Dlrect any questlons to Kelley Webb at (503) 797-1894 or webbk@metro dst.or.us.

oo sw.
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‘Pedestrian:Technical Evaluation Criteria’

GOAL:. Encourage Walking (25 points)

Project will encourage walking as 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)’
10 Moderate potential (along? a Rail, Rapid Bus, Frequent Bus corridor® 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 obstacles*

GOAL: Addresses 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

a2 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.
* 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 as high number of collisions involving pedestrians, traffic volume posted speed
greater than 30 mph, number of travel lanes, road width, complexity of traffic environment' 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 Mobility at Reasonable Cost (15 points)

Points

15 Low Cost/increase pedestrian mode share

10 Moderate Cost/increase pedestrian mode share
5 High CosY/ 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. Fill out and submit pedestrian project checklist in Attachment F as 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.

' 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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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 VIC Ratio (pm peak 2 hour & direction)
Points Points
10 >1.0 10 >1.0
7 >0.9 7 >0.9
3 <0.9 3 -<09

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 modes (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 facmty (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 Il 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 | land-use area: High = 10 points, Medium = 7 points, Low = 5 points

2040 Tier Il 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 andBndgeCapacnty Technical Evaluatlon Crlterla (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 (turn pockets — new or replacing free left turn 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 alternative 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 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. (S
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 High
8 Medium
0 Low

"Special notes and instructions for roadway capacity projects: - : :
1. Mainline freeway right-of-way or construction projects are riot eligible for regnonal ﬂexlble 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 mterchanges
_isnot mcluded in this measure as that information is not umfonnly available throughout the region.
Applicants may provnde such mformatlon when known as 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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GOAL: Project brings facility to current urban design standard or provides long-term maintenance

(25 points) :
2002 Condition: 2012 Condition:
' (without earlier improvement)
Points Points
15 Fair 0 Fair
10 Poor 5 Poor
5 Very Poor 10 Very Poor
OR
2002 Condition: 2012 Condition:
(without earlier improvement)
Points _ Points
5 Fair 0 Fair
3 Poor 3 Poor
1 Very Poor 5 VeryPoor

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)

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 modes (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 Evaltation Criteria (continued)

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 | land-use area: High = 10 points, Medium = 7 points, Low = 5 points

2040 Tier Il 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 | land-use area: High = 10 points, Medium = 7 points, Low = 5 points

2040 Tier Hl 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.

+ Sightline distance improvements.

» Vehicle channelization (turn pockets — new or replacing free left turn 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 as 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)

Cost/Year 2020 Vehicles or VMT

Bridge/Intersections Interstate Projects Link Improvement

Points Points Points

15 <$.51 per vehicle 15 <$.51 per vehicle 15 <$.33/VMT
8 $.51-.99 per vehicle 8 $.51-.99 per vehicle 8 $.24-$.99 VMT
0 >$1.00 per vehicle 0 >$1.00 per vehicle 0 >$.99/VMT

Special notes and instructions for roadway reconstruction projects: . .
1. Cost scales per vehicle or VMT will be updated to reflect current costs andlor points may be assigned
for low medium and high cost to distinguish between candidate pro;ects
2. Provide safety, bndge and pavement condition related data and descnphons in project application
: section 6d.’
3. Directany questlons 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 Trave! 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.

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 pomts)
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

ESpeclal notes and mstructlons:fb proj :
’ ns fo Biil Barber at (503) 797-1758
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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 frips

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 | 2040 mixed-use land-use area (10 points)?
Points
10  Central city or regional center
5 Town center, main street or station community
2 Corridor
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 cost/VMT reduced
8 Medium cost/VMT reduced
0 High cost/VMT reduced

Speclal notes and mstructlons for TOD projects:
1 Dlrect any questnons to Marc Guichard at (503) 797-1944 or qunchardm@metro dst.or.us.
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pli nt to conti
“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

Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program
Project Solicitation Packet 28 April 8, 2004


mailto:levboldt@metro.dst.or.us

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 passenger experience (20 points)

Does the project include improved passenger amenities such as 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 L.ow 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 street, 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: Capita ion Criteria (contintied)

GOAL: Provide Cost Effective and Regionally Coordinated Improvements (20 points)
Cost effective transit improvement (20 points total)

CosUSeNice hour saved (10 points)

Points

10 Low cost per service hour saved
5 Medium 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 Medium 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)

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)
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Attachment B: Additional Qualitative Considerations " -

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 network, protection of endangered species, relationship to other local or
regional goals such as affordable housing, environmental justice factors or any other consideration that
makes a project unique.

These considerations as 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 as 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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mic and Community Development

E‘For projects serving mixed-use areas: andmnerlouter ‘neighborhoods -

Up to twenty points will be awarded for how well a project leverages or complements development of a mlxed-use
community center. Consideration will be given to the maturity of the mixed-use area, the leve! of community
commitment to achieve a dynamlc mixed-use, community center and the impact the proposed project will have on
implementing a mlxed -use area. ' (20 points)

1. Progress 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 objectives? (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.®

(lelt responses to 500 words or less)

Based on Metro's report “Ten Principles for Achieving 2040 Centers.”

Melro staff may review 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 Economlc and Commumty Development

For pro;ects servmg reglonally 5|gn|f' icant mdustrlal Iocal mdﬁstrlal and employment
areas or intér-modal facilities

Up to twenty points will be awarded for how well a project retalns leverages or complements development of
traded-sector jobs based in the area. (20 points)

1. Protection of and readiness of industrial areas 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
occurring)? 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 as a Tier B or D
parcel due to that transportation barrier and other possible factors.)

2. Local economic and job development objectives' (10 points)

Describe how this project would help implement or complement key local development plans, economic and other
policy objectives. Highlight any traded-sector? 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, particularly for traded-sector businesses.

(Limit 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 intemnational competition.
These businesses have the ability to grow faster than the local economy and therefore can grow jobs regardless of local market conditions.
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Attachment D: Boulevard

GOAL:

1.

GOAL.:

Reduce automobile speeds (10 points)
Project includes design elements that reduce automobile speeds. (10 points)

Current lane widths are narrowed?

Curb extensions/’squeeze points” are constructed?

On-street parking is permitted?

Comer turn radii are engineered for slower turn movements?

Pedestrian crossings are demarcated with distinct texture/color/platform
treatment?

“Signals re-timed to progress at slower than current speeds?

Other element(s)?

Enhance walking, biking and use of transit (15 points)

Sidewalks will be widened to 10 feet or more. (5 points)

Yes O
Yes O
Yes O
Yes O
~YesO

Yes O
Yes O

Yes O

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 parallel facility 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.

Project includes design elements that enhance walking, biking and use of transit. (10 points)

a. Are transit amenities provided?

b. Is a landscape buffer provided?

c. Are pedestrian refuges (curb extensions) installed at crossings?
d. Is a raised pedestrian refuge in a median installed?
e. Are pedestrian crossings increased?

f. Are bike lanes added (on or parallel to facility)?

Are obstructions (e.g., utilities) removed from the primary pedestrian-way?

Are street amenities provided? (e.g., benches, pedestrian
scale decorative lights, railings, statuary, brick pavers, etc.)

i Are pedestrian crossings marked?

j.  Other elements?
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Yes O
YesO
Yes O
Yes O
Yes O
Yes O
Yes O
Yes O

Yes O
Yes O
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No O
No O
NoO
No O
NoDO

No O
No O

No O

NoO
No O
NoO
No O
No O
NoO
NoO
No O

NoO
No O




GOAL: Implement proven Green Street elements (10 bonus points)

1. Project includes planting of street trees consistent
with the Trees for Green Streets handbook (5 points)

2. Project includes any of the “green street” design elements described
described in Section 5.3 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 O

Yes OO

YesO

No O

No O

No O

2. Project includes design elements to correct safety problems or reduce potential for collisions involving
pedestrians and bicyclists. (10 points)

a.

b.

provides sidewalks where none currently exist?
reduces motor vehicles speeds (e.g., narrows lane widths, signal timing,
reduces comer turn radii, raised intersection treatments)?

provides a pedestrian refuge in a raised median
consolidates driveways or reduces vehicle turning movements?

improves poor vertical delineation of pedestrian-way (e.g., no curb, intermittent
curb, substandard sidewalk width)?

provides pedestrian-scale lighting?

provides bike lanes on roadway that is designated as "high traffic area
through street” or “Caution Area” on Bike There! Map

Other elements?
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Li?\ttachmentt,E Green treetDemonstratlonPro;ectCheckhst

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) YesO NoO
2.  Project removes existing impervious surface area? (Retrofit projects only) YesD NoO
3. Project sidewalks and/or low traffic areas constructed with pervious material? YesdO NoO
4. Are curb options consistent with Green Street handbook options? (see pages 53-54) YesOO NoQO
5. Does project use infiltration and/or detention devices (swale, filter strip, infiltration

trench, linear detention basin, street tree well, engineered products) Yesd NoQ
6.  Isproject area expected to infiltrate/evaporate imost small storm events? YesOO NoO
7.  Aresoils in project area conducive to infiltration? YesO NoO
8.  Amount of public right of way with Green Street design features sq. feet

GOAL: Design stream crossings consistent with Green Street handbook guidelines
(new construction only)

1. Are hydrolic stream channels of 15 feet or greater on a bridge structure? _ YesO NoO
2. Are hydrolic stream channels of less than 15 feet on a bridge structure or of a stream

simulation culvert design? YesO NoO
3. Isthe spacing between stream crossings consistent with Regional Transportation

Plan guidelines? Yesd NoO

GOAL: Enhance fish passage at barrier culverts

1. Width of hydrolic channel at stream crossing linear feet
2. Isthe design solution to barrier culvert is a bridge structure? YesO NoO
3. Is the design solution to barrier culvert a stream simulation culvert? YesO NoO
4. Isthe design solution to barrier culvert a repair or retrofit of fish ladder, jump pools

or other passage retrofit? Yesd NoO

If other, please describe
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Attachrent F: Pedestrian Project Checklist = -

GOAL: Encourage walking

1.  Project completes missing sidewalk link? (5 points)

2. Project removes pedestrian obstacles? (5 points)

a. missing curb ramps
b. greater than 330 feet between pedestrian crossings
c. lack pedestrian refuges
d. sidewalk occluded by utility infrastructure
e. large comer turning radii at intersections
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)

2. Project includes design elements that correct safety problems or reduce potential for collisions with

pedestrians:

a. provides sidewalks where none currently exist?

b. reduces motor vehicles speeds (e.g., curb extensions, signal timing,
reduction of corner turn radii)?

¢. provides landscaped pedestrian buffer?

d. provides marked pedestrian crossings?

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. Other elements? (such as improving sight distance at crossing locations,

providing pedestrian refuge in raised median)
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Metro

People places ® open spaces

Clean air and clean water do not stop at city limits or county lines.
Neither does the need for jobs, a thriving economy and good transporta-
tion choices for people and businesses in our region. Voters have asked
Metro to help with the challenges that cross those lines and affect the 24
cities and three counties in the Portland metropolitan area.

A regional approach simply makes sense when it comes to protecting
open space, caring for parks, planning for the best use of land, managing
garbage disposal and increasing recycling. Metro oversees world-class
facilities such as the Oregon Zoo, which contributes to conservation and
education, and the Oregon Convention Center, which benefits the
region’s economy.

Your Metro representatives

Metro Council President — David Bragdon

Metro Councilors — Rod Park, District 1; Brian Newman, deputy council
president, District 2; Carl Hosticka, District 3; Susan McLain, District 4;
Rex Burkholder, District 5; Rod Monroe, District 6.

Auditor — Alexis Dow, CPA

Web site: www.metro-region.org
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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 mterest 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.

MTIP Public Comment Report Section 1 Page 1
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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 Project

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 Projects

The bikef/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 19" 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 Burntwood 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 corridor 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™ to 185" 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 Wilkens 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, parks 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 Milwaukie Town Center: Main/Harrison/21% 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: 6™ to 215 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: 21° 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" 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: Saltzman to 119" 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 Killingsworth: 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 Projects

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 Regionwide 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 saiditis 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 corridor 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.

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 Projects

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
Lioyd Center, Oregon Convention Center and OMSI. Comments against the project said it
would increase auto congestion and it ignored the Hawthorne 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 Capacity Projects

All the road capacity projects received 40 comments, with the most comments (13) in support of
the SE 172™ Ave. Phase |: 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 TraveI.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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People places * open spaces

Clean air and clean water do not stop at city limits or county lines. Neither
does the need for jobs, a thriving economy and good transportation
choices for people and businesses in our region. Voters have asked Metro
to help with the challenges that cross those lines and affect the 24 cities
and three counties in the Portland metropolitan area.

A regional approach simply makes sense when it comes to protecting open
space, caring for parks, planning for the best use of land, managing garbage
disposal and increasing recycling. Metro oversees world-class facilities
such as the Oregon Zoo, which contributes to conservation and education,
and the Oregon Convention Center, which benefits the region’s economy.

Your Metro representatives

Metro Council President — David Bragdon

Metro Councilors — Rod Park, District 1; Brian Newman, deputy council
president, District 2; Carl Hosticka, District 3; Susan McLain, District 4;
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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 that 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, governments 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 concemns,
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 Projects

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 19" 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" 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" to 122" (1), and the Powerline Trail (South) in
Tigard (3). The Springwater Trailhead at Main City Park received 1 favorable comment.

Transit-Oriented Development (TOD)

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 Station Area Program received 8 favorable comments
and the Gateway Transit Center Redevelopment received 4 favorable comments. The Site
Acquisition: Beaverton Regional Center project received 3 comments. TOD
implementation received 2 comments.

Pedestrian Projects

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% 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: 6" to 21°
project (2 comments), the ODOT Preservation Supplement - Powell: 50" to 1-205 (2
comments), and the SE Hawthorne: 20" to 50" project (1 comment).

Road Reconstruction

The projects in the Road Reconstruction category received 21 comments, most in favor of the
Lake Road Reconstruction (11) and the 10" Avenue @ Hwy.8 Intersections (7). The
Cleveland Street Reconstruction project received 3 comments. Most comments requested
safety improvements to reduce traffic congestion and aid biking and walking.

Transit Projects

The Transit project category also received 21 comments, with the most in favor of the Eastside
Streetcar (13) for livability, access and economic development in the Central Eastside area.

Other comments favored the South Metro Amtrak Station Phase Il (5), the
I-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 172" Avenue Phase I: Sunnyside 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 Intersection
(3), Boones Ferry Road at Lanewood Street (1) and the Clackamas County ITS project (1).



Planning Projects

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 1-205/Hwy 213 Interchange Reconnaissance Study (1).

Freight Projects

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 Projects

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 former 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 Cateqory

The Sellwood Bridge Replacement study received 4 favorable comments, asking for a safer
river crossing for cyclists and cars.

Boulevard Projects

Five favorable comments were received in the Boulevard category. Two comments were in
favor of the Burnside Street: Bridge to W. 14™ project and three comments for the
Killingsworth: I-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 alternatives 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 I-5 corridor rail projects was requested, also.



Transportation Priorities 2006-09 timeline and decision schedule

Feb. — Mar. 2004

April 7

April 9
June 30
July
August
Aug. 27

Sept. 9

Sept. 21

Sept. 24

Oct. 14 -

Oct. 156

Oct. 25

Oct. 26

Oct. 27

Oct. 28

Dec. 6

Dec. 14

Policy direction finalized

Metro Committee for Citizen Involvement reviews Public
Involvement plan

Transportation project solicitation begins

Deadline for project applications

Technical rankings developed

MTIP subcommittee review of technical rankings

Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC)

review of technical rankings and list of projects recommended for public
discussion

Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) review of
technical rankings and list of projects

recommended for public discussion

Metro Council work session to review technical rankings and
list of projects recommended for public discussion

TPAC action on list of projects recommended for public discussion

JPACT action on list of projects recommended for public
discussion

Public comment period begins on list of projects
recommended for public discussion

Public Listening Post, 4 to 8 p.m., Metro, Portland

Public Listening Post, 5 to 8 p.m., Pioneer Community
Center, Oregon City

Public Listening Post, 5 to 8 p.m., Muitnomah County East

- Building, Gresham

Public Listening Post, 5 to 8 p.m., Beaverton Resource

Center, Beaverton _

Public comment period ends on list of projects recommended for public
discussion ' :

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

Jan. 18

Jan. 20
Jan. 28
Feb. 4

Feb. 10
Feb. 17

Mar. 3

Mar. 15

Mar. 17
Mar. 24
April — June
July

August

September

October

TPAC - policy options for narrowing to Final Cut List

Metro Council work session - policy discussion and direction to staff on
narrowing to Final Cut List

JPACT action on policy direction to staff on narrowing to Final Cut List
TPAC discqssion and potential action on Final Cut List

TPAC action on Final Cut List

JPACT briefing on TPAC recommendation

Joint JPACT/Metro Council public hearing on draft Final Cut
List at 5 p.m. in Metro Council Chamber

Metro Council meeting on Final Cut List briefing and
Council communication to JPACT members

Metro Council work session on Final Cut List briefing and
Council communication to JPACT members

JPACT action on Final Cut List, pending air quality analysis
Council action on Final Cut List, pending air quality analysis
Programming of funds and air quality conformity analysis
Public review of draft MTIP with air quality conformity analysis
Adopt Transportation Priorities 2006-08 MTIP program,
including ODOT Metro Area STIP and federal transit

funding; submit to governor and USDOT for concurrence

Receive concurrence from USDOT

Obligation of FFY 2006 federal funding eligible to begin



| Appendix 5

2004 Regional Transportation Plan:
Resolution 03-3380A
Ordinance 04-1045A

US DOT letter certifying conformity
| (March 5, 2004)



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 ycars that its Regior;al
Transportation Plan (“RTP”) conforms to the Clean Air Act; and

WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Transportation (Federal Highway Administration and the
Federa! Transit Administration) and the US 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 planniné 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 A

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 public review period that began October
31,2003, and ended December 10, 2003; and

WHEREAS, the Council held a public hearing on the 2064 RTP on December.4, 2003; now
therefore,

BEIT RESOLVED that the Metro Council:

1. The 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (“RTP”) shall be the federal Metropolitan Transportation
Plan.

2. The map in Part 1 (Policy Update) of the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan Update shall be the
Metropolitan Planning Organization Planning Area Boundary for purposes of the federal Metropolitan
Transportation Plan.

Page 1 of2-  Resolution No. 03-3380A
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3. The Chief Operating Officer shall revisc the 2004 RTP, attached and incorporated into this
resolution as Exbibit 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 into this resolution as

Exbibit 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.

e
ADOPTED by the Metro Council this / / day of December 2003.

o

David Bragdon, Council President

aved as to Form:
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE ) ORDINANCE NO. 04-1045A
2000 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN )
- (“RTP”) FOR CONSISTENCY WITH THE )
2004 INTERIM FEDERAL RTP AND )
)

STATEWIDE PLANNING GOALS

Introduced by Councilor Rod Park

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 planning 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 p]anﬁed land uses set forth in the 2040
Growth Concept, consister;t with the requirements of other étatewide 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 upda‘te 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 Adoéting the 2004 Regional Tmnsportafion 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

Page 1- Ordinance No. 04-1045A
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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 counties 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 functional
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 Urban
Growth Management Functional 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.

Page 2 - Ordinance No. 04-1045A
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5. The Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law in Exhibit “CB”, attached and incorporated I
into this ordinance, explain how these amendments to the RTP comply with state
transportation and land use planning laws and the RFP.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council thi day of July, 2004,

10./I\

vid Bragdon, Council President

Approved as to Form:

e

Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Amey

a4
Jding Secretary

Page 3 - Ordinance No. 04-1045A
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

‘;Q-“ - "%‘o’ .
& >
g % Federal Highway Adminlstration Faderal Transit Administration
a = Oregon Division . Reglon X
5 & 530 Center Strest, Suite 100 915 Second Avenus, Room 3142
£ £ Salem, Oregon 97301 Seatlle, Washington 98174-1002
Trares of 503-399-5749 206-220-7954
March 5, 2004
INREPLY REFER TO
HPL.3-OR
90.220
Mr, David Bragdon
President
Metro Council o
600 N.E. Grand Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736

RE: Conformity Determination for fhe Fiscal Year 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and
Fiscal Year 2004-2007 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP)

Dear Mr. Br;agdon:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) have
completed our review of the Portland Meiro local conformity determination for the Fiscal Year
(FY) 2004 RTP and FY 2004-2007 MTIP, A joint FHWA/FTA air quality conformity

* 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
conformity 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 MTIP conform to the applicable state implementation plan in’
accordance with: 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93; the January 2, 2002, Revised Guidance Jfor 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,
878 St
David O. Cox R. F. Krochalis
Division Administrator : Regional Administrator
Federal Highway Administration Federal Transit Administration
ccC:
FTA (Rebecca Reyes-Alicea, Jennifer Bowman)
EPA (Wayne Elson)
ODOT (Jill Vosper; STIP Manager)
’ (Vince Carrow, Environment)

(Matthew Garrett, Region 1)
DEQ (Dave Nordberg)

METRO (Andy Cotugno)



__Appendix 6

Environmental Justice Report
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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 funds (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 governing 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 funds. 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 funding 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 Burnside 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
Projects Total Population 2X Poverty Level Income or Less

Bd1051 - E Bumnside (PE) 1462 780 :
Bd1260 - Killingsworth Street 6998 3331
Bd3020 - SW Rosa Blggi 3434 1550
Bd3169 - E Baseline 10817 3506
Bd3184 - NW Comell Road (PE & ROW) 2452 - 316
Bk1009 - Springwater Trail: Sellwood Gap (PE/ROW) 4989 1200
Bk2052 - MAX Multi-use path ) 9651 3990
Bk2055 - Springwater Traithead 1310 173
Bk3012 - Rock Creek Trail 5610 1413
Bk4011 - Marine Drive Bike Lanes and Trail Gaps 6965 1249
Bk5026 - Trolley Trall 12561 3061
Bk5110 - SE Jennifer Street 975 195
Bk6020 - Powerline Trail (South) 14481 1948
Bk6057 - Washington Square Regiona! Center Trail 6327 2020
Fr2074 - NE Sandy Blvd. (PE/ROW) . 4875 1400
Fr3016 - SW Tualatin-Sherwood Road ATMS 12253 2140
Fr3166 - Highway 8 - 10th Avenus Intersections rec 1948 765
Fr4063 - N Lombard 2010 478
Fr4087 - N Leadbetter Extension - 2010 478
Fr60865 - Southwest Herman Rod 1510 415
Fré086 - Kinsman Road extension 4221 1020
GS1224 - NE Cully Bivd . 10020 * 3645
GS2123 - Beaver Creek Culverts 17322 4971
Pd1080 - SE Hawthome 9966 2555
Pd1202 - SW Capitol Highway (PE) 6922 1356
Pd1227 - SE Tacoma Street 5102 1343
Pd2105 - Rockwood Ped to MAX 2586 1626
Pd3021 - SW Scholls Ferry Road 5021 1303
Pd3093 - SW Mumay Blvd (west side only) 6520 2337
Pd3163 - Forest Grove Town Center 17249 5175
Pd5054 ~ Milwaukie Town Center 1598 368
Pd52089 - SE 129th Sidewalks and bike lane 8568 754
Pd6127 - SW Boones Ferry Road 980 97
PI1003 - Milwaukle LRT Supplemental EIS 33353 9988
PI5016 - I-205/Hwy 213 Interchange Reconnaissance 1260 216
RC1184 - BH/Oleson/Scholls Ferry 6200 1386
RC2110 - Wood Village Blvd. - 4137 1526
RC3114 - NE 28th Avenue 3614 788
RC5103 - Clackamas Co. ITS i 4309 522
RC6014 - SW Greenburg Road 4502 1649
RC7000 - SE 172nd Ave 1681 99
RC7000 - SE 172nd Ave 3561 487
RCB8038 - Southwest Ash Street extension 2675 688
RR1012 - Sellwood Bridge Replacement . 3589 504
RR1053 - Nalto Parkway 5617 2485
RR1209 - NW 23rd Avenue 3588 1040
RR2001 = NE 242nd Ave. 4975 1131
RR2035 - Cleveland St. 7784 2408
RR5037 - SE Lake Road 5907 890
Tr1106 - Eastside Streetcar (PE) 7716 . 3300

Moderate Concentration of Low-Income Population =}
High Concentration of Low-Income Population =




Table 2

Minority and Ethnic Populations Near Applicant Projects

American Ind!an - Hispanic

Projects Total Population White Alone Black Alone Alaskan Alons Aslan Alone Ethinicty
2.5 times the Reglonal Average of Listed Population N/A 7.50% 1.80% 13%
Bd1051 - E Bumside (PE) : 1462 177 81% 93 8% 25 2% 38 2% 129 9%
Bd1260 - Killingsworth Street 6998 2873 41% 2562 [37%.] 28 0% 332 5% 1018 15%
Bd3020 - SW Rose Biggl 3434 1990 58% 92 3% 44 1% 264 8% 963 BY.
Bd3169 - E Baseline 10917 7757 71% 56 1% 90 1% 122 1% 3763 %
Bd3184 - NW Comell Road (PE & ROW) 2452 2134 87% 23 1% 8 0% 167 7% 65 3%
Bk1009 - Springwater Trall: Sellwood Gap (PE/ROW) 4989 4399 88% 123 2% 60 1% 163 3% 155 3%
Bk2052 - MAX Multi-uss path 9651 7344 76% 278 3% 119 1% 239 2% 2024 [21%3
Bk2055 - Springwater Traithead 1310 1264 96% 17 1% 0 0% 10 1% 54 4%
Bk3012 - Rock Creek Trall 5610 4370 78% 148 3% 0 0% 559 10% 479 9%
Bk4011 - Marine Drive Bike Lanes and Trall Gaps €985 5467 78% 559 8% e 1% 283 4% 380 5%
Bk50286 - Trolley Trail 12561 11463 91% 91 1% 57 0% 165 1% 723 6%
Bk5110 - SE Jennifer Street 975 966 99% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Bk6020 « Powerlina Trall (South) 14481 11747 81% 308 2% 116 1% 1315 9% 698 5%
BkB057 - Washington Square Regional Center Trall 8327 5068 80% 87 1% 48 1% 300 5% 1203 19%
Fr2074 - NE Sandy Bivd, (PE/ROW) 4875 4038 83% 181 4% 38 1% 166 3% 2n 6%
Fr3016 - SW Tualatin-Sherwood Road ATMS 12253 11101 91% 16 0% 98 1% 306 2% 1125 9%
Fr3166 - Highway 8 - 10th Avenue Intersections rec 1948 1418 73% 0 0% 0 0% 5 0% 643
Fr4063 - N Lombard 2010 1525 76% 232 12 1% 136 7% 12 1%
Frd087 - N Leadbetter Extension 2010 1525 76% 232 | 12% ] 12 1% 138 7% 12 1%
Fr6065 - Southwest Herman Rod 1510 1229 81% 0 0% 54 4% 86 8% 318 [21%1
Fr6086 - Kinsman Road extension 4221 3794 90% 29 1% 0 0% 53 1% 453 1%
GS1224 - NE Cully Bivd 10020 8265 63% 1025 T10%7} 138 1% 582 6% 2158 [22%1
GS$2123 - Beaver Creek Culverts 17322 12425 72% 1093 6% 248 1% 890 5% 2737 16%
Pd1080 - SE Hawthoma 9968 8954 80% 121 1% 87 1% 468 5% 249 2%
Pd1202 - SW Capitol Highway (PE) 6922 6144 89% 95 1% 95 1% 250 4% 257 4%
Pd1227 - SE Tacoma Street 5102 4530 89% 108 2% 75 1% 190 4% 135 3%
Pd2105 - Rockwood Ped to MAX 2586 1775 69% 110 4% 4} 0% 88 3% 978 j
Pd3021 - SW Scholls Ferry Road 5021 4480 83% 0 0% 8 0% 205 4% 331 7%
Pd3093 - SW Murray Blvd (west side only) 6520 4878 75% 157 2% 65 1% 400 6% 1329 20%
Pd3163 « Forest Grove Town Center 17249 13987 81% 53 0% 234 1% 318 2% 3018 17%
Pd5054 - Mitwaukle Town Center 1598 1518 95% 14 1% 8 1% 43 3% 25 2%
Pd5209 - SE 129th Sidewalks and bike lane 8566 7282 85% 33 0% 32 0% 990 12% 156 2%
PdB127 « SW Boones Ferry Road 980 898 92% 38 4% 11 1% 0 0% 59 6%
P11003 - Milwaukle LRT Supplemental EIS 33353 27922 84% 1044 3% 310 1% 2324 7% 11711 4%
P15016 - -205/Hwy 213 Interchange Reconnalssance 12680 1238 98% 0 0% 0 0% 24 2% 73 6%
RC1184 - BH/Oleson/Scholls Ferry 6200 5659 91% [} 0% 8 0% 205 3% 378 6%
RC2110 - Wood Village Bivd, 4137 2849 69% 1] 0% 76 2% 130 3% 1130 [T37%
RC3114 - NE 28th Avenue 3614 2980 82% 74 2% 0 0% 193 5% 48  12%
RC5103 - Clackamas Co. ITS 4309 3914 91% 0 0% 4 0% 153 4% 159 4%
RC8014 - SW Greenburg Road 4502 3437 76% 87 2% 48 1% 213 5% 1147 5%
RC7000 - SE 172nd Ave 1681 1608 96% 0 0% 4] 0% 0 0% 51 3%
RC7000 - SE 172nd Ave 3581 3339 94% 0 0% [+] 0% 0 0% 193 5%
RC8038 « Southwest Ash Street extension 2675 2330 87% [ 0% 42 2% 68 3% 316 12%
RR1012 - Sellwood Bridge Replacement 3589 3324 93% 39 1% 23 1% 81 2% 117 3%
RR1053 - Naito Parkway 5617 4378 78% 463 [ 8% 1 184 [T 3% ] 177 3% 266 5%
RR1209 « NW 23rd Avenue 3588 3157 88% 1 0% 58 2% 287 8% 109 3%
RR2001 « NE 242nd Ave. 4975 4199 84% 12 0% 74 1% 144 3% 313 6%
RR2035 - Cleveland St. 7784 8358 82% 114 1% 122 2% 197 3% 1038 13%
RR5037 - SE Lake Road 5007 5432 92% 14 0% 12 0% 198 3% 184 3%
Tr1108 - Eastside Streetcar (PE) 7718 8195 80% 529 7% 101 1% 290 4% 536 7%

Significant Concentration of Listed Population = ___ ]



Projects Serving Low Income Populal

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 [s lass than twica the federal
poverty level (e.g. $33,750 for a family of 2 adults and 2 children).
Projects may have both negative impacts (such as displacements or
increased alr pollution) and positive impacts (such as increased
service or improved amenities), All of the projects applying for
Transportation Priorities 20068-09 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 negstive
Impacts such as temporary construction impacts, these projects are
generally viewed as a positive Improvement to the communities
where they are located,
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] Transportation Priorities 2006-09

Projects Serving Low Income Populations

This map demonstrates projact locations relative to concentrations
of low-incoma populations. For purpeses of this study, low-income
is defined as families whose incoma is less than twice the federal
poverty leve! (8.g. $33,790 for a family of 2 adults and 2 children).
Projects may have both negativa 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 — ;‘m’dﬁ?
business, Therefore, while there may be other localized negative
impacts such as temporary construction Impacts, thess projects are (o~ [wrms | $2.579)
generally viewed as a positive improvement to the communities projet Extent
where they are located,
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Appendix 7

Allocation of Regional Flexible Funds:
Project Award Summaries and
Conditions of Project Selection



Metro Resolution No. 03-3335

Metro Council JPACT Action

June 19, 2003

s Requesied i Recuested s Requested
Bike/Trall Amount Boulevard Amount Bridge Amourd
{milions of 5} {misons of 5} {mitons of $)
Recommended for 2008-07 Funding Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Recommended for 2008-07 Funding
1 pb2 Willametls Greenway: River Forum 1o River Parkway
{Res # 03-3290) na |1 pod1 N Macadam TOD (Res # 03-3290) na
2 bt Trolley Tsall: Jofherson o Courtey (PE o Glen Echo  $0.844 {2 pomat 102nd Ave: Weldler \o Bumside $1.000
3 wb1 Beaverion Powerline Trall: LRT 10 Schuepback Park ~ $0.431 | 4 cbivat McLoughiin: 1-205 1o Hwy 43 Bridge $3.000
4 wbd Washington Sq. RC Trait: Hall o Hwy 217 (PE lo
Greenberg) $0.388
Subtotal: $1.661 Subtotal: $4.000 Subtotal: $0.00
Not for 2006-07 Funding Not for 2006-07 Funding Not Recomma: for 2006-07 Funding
5 wh2 Rock Creek Trall: Amberwood o Comelius Pass $0.218 | 2 ponvat 102nd Ave: Weldler to Bumside $2.350
6 po1  E. Bank TreitSpringwater Gaps (PE/ROW only) $1.049 [ 2 mbiat Stark St Ph. 2a 150th o 1215t $1.000
7 wbl Gresham/Fairview Trat: Bumside lo Division $0.630 |va mbivay Stark SL Ph. 2b 1918l to 1971h $0.800 pbri  Broadway Bridge Span T painting $2.500
4 wmd Rose Biggh LRT 1o Crescent $1.908
6 poivad Bumside: W 19th 1o E 14t {PE only) $2.000
7 pbivd2 Kiingsworth: Inlersiale 1o MLK (PE only) $1.000
. 8 wohdt Comel: Mumay lo Satzman (construction) $2.500
8 whivd : Murray \o Sahzman (ROW) . $1.000
% cbvaz Boones Ferry: Kruse lo Madrona (PE and ROW) $2.550
Subtotal: $1.895 Sublotal:  $15.108 Subtotal:  $2.500
Mode Category Total: $3.556 Mode Category Total: _$13.108 Mode Category Total: _ $2.500
b Green Strests Requested Freight il | ] Planning Reqursies
{midons of $} {mihans of §) forihons of 5)
Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
1 mgst Yamhit Recor: 180t bo 197t $0.450 [va rpins F5/98W Conmector Corvidor Study $0.500 fva rpint Metro MPO required planning $1.709
Tuslatin-Sherwood Rd.: Hwy 99 to Telon (PE only}
1 wh Chenge to: PE for -5/88W Comidor & Wash Co.
2 pgst Cully Bivd Recon: PE $0.773 Aneral Studies Freight Priority $2.000 fva mind PowekFosler Corridor Plan (Phase Il) $0.200
2 pft MLK: Columbia to Lombard (PE onty) $2.000 fva mina RTP Comidor Plan - Next Priarity Comidor $0.500
/s rping Regional Freight Data Collection $0.500
6 ppedz Si Jobns TC Ped Improvements. $0.967
$1.223 $5.967 $2.409
Not for 2006-07 Funding Not for 2006-07 Funding Not for 2006-07 Funding
1 mos3 Beaver Creek Culverts: Troutdale, Cochran, Stark $1470 |1 wit  Tusletin-Sherwood Rd.: Hwy 3 lo Teton (PE anly) $0.818 |va pin2 Livable Communities on Major Streets 0.276
2 pgst Culy Bivd Recon: ROW/Construction $1.700
s point
3 mge2 Civic Drive Recon: LRT lo 13th $0.250 Union Station Mul-modal Facillty Development  $0.300
Subtotal: $3.420 Subtotal: $0.818 Subtotal: —_$0.576
Mode Category Total: $4.643 Mode Category Total: $6.785 Mode Category Total: __$2.985
Requested Requested
5 Pedestrian Amourt ! Road Modernization Amount E Road Reconstruction Amoued
{mikons of $} {milions of $) {rmimons of §)
Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
1 wpeat For. Grove TC Ped improvements $0.900 fva omt  Boeckman Rd: 85th to Grahams Ferry $1.956 |1 pw1  Division: 6ih 1o 30th {Stresiscape pian o 60th)  $2.500
2 poedt Centrol Easlside Bridgsheads $1.456 [ 5 mm1 223rd Ave. Raitroad Under Xing $1.000
& pped2 St.Johns TC Ped Improvements $0.967 10 wim8 10th Ave: E Main 1o Baseline $1.346
1 prmt  SW Macadam: Bancrofl to Gibbs (Res # 03-3290) na
12 wim8 Murray Bivd: Scholis Ferry to Barrows $0.986
Subtotal: $3.323 Subtotal: $5.288 Subtotal: $2.500
Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
3 wped2 Hilsboro RC Ped improvements $0.522 |1 w4 Comel Road: Evergreen 1o Bethany (PE only) $1.088 12 mmt 242nd Ave.: Glisan 1o Stark $0.550
4 wped3 Tigard TC Ped Improvements $0.203 | 2 wm10 Greenberg Rd: Shady Lane 1o North Dakota $1.783 |3 om  Lake Rd 215t to Hwy 224 (PE/ROW) $1.481
5 ppedd Tacoma St 6th ko 21st $1.278 |3 wm7 Murray Bivd: Science Park fo Comell $1.811 J4 pn2  SE 29th: Burnside o Holgals {PE only) $0.400
7 wpeot Merlo Rd.: LRT Station to 170th $0.271 | 4 wm12 Baselinalenkins ATMS $0.449 Is pma W Bumside: 19th o 23rd $3.589
8 cpedt Molafta Ave.: Gafiney lo Fir $0.800 [ 5 mnm1 223rd Ave. Radroad Under Xing $2.400
6 wim11 Farmington Rd. @ Muray intersection $2.618
7 wm3d Fanmington Rd: 170th to 185th (PE orrly) $1.197
8 w1 Highway 8 inlersection & 10th $0.797
9 pm2 SE Fosler/Barbara Welch ntessection 3.500
12 wam8 Murray Bivd: Scholls Ferry (0 Barrows $1.593
13 am5 Clackamas Raitroad Xing Traveler Info $0.385
14 ome Wisomvile Rd. Traveler Info . $0.105
15 amb 1205 Johnson Cr Bivd Interchanga design/PE $0.600
18 wimS  185th Ave.: Westview HS to W Union (PE only) $0.581
17 am2 Sunnyside Rd: 142nd 1o 152nd $4.000
18 w2 Farmington Rd.: 185th W 198th (PE only) $1.005
19 om3  Kinsman Rd: Barber lo Boeckman 1.000
Subtotal: $3.074 Subtotal: $24.918 Subtotal: __ $6.020
Mode Cat Total: $8.397 Mode Category Total: _$30.208 Mode Cat Total: __ $8520
(aque slad sind esquasiad
3 Reglional Transportation Options Amount 3 TOD Amount 3 : Transit Amount
{millions of $) {enions of §} (mallions of $)
Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
Metro Res. 03-3290; South Comridor,
pva i Washinglon Co. Commuter Rafl, North
we ndm) RTO:TDM Core Program $1.000 |va nost  Meko TOD Program @ $1 m 06-07 $2.000 Macadam Development $18.000
nwa nom) RTO: TMA Assistance/Programs. $0.818 [va nodt Mebo TOD Program increase of $.5 m/ yeer 0607 $1.000 |+ a2 Frequent Bus Coridors $2.250
1 a2 Frequent Bus comidors (RTO reserve account)  $0.500
e ndmi RTO: 2040 Initistives $0.538 [ 1 nos2 Urban Center Program $1.000 |4 ww2 Gresham Civic Station TOD 2.000
s nomt RTO: Non-Metro or TM Adminisiered TOM Programs  $0.279 S m8  North Macadam Transh Access (Res # 03-3290 n/a
1 pdm1 interstale Ave. TravelSmart $0.300 7 ar3  North Macadam Infrastructurs (Res # 03-3290) na
2 wdmi +5 Corridor TDM Pan $0.112
Subtotal: $3.047 Subtotal: $4.000 SuMotal:  $20.750
Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
elio rogram wcrease of 5.5 m per year n
s ndmt RTO: TOM Core Program $0.500 |va nod1 0405 $1.000 1 w2 Frequent Bus Coridors $4.859
wa ndmt RTO: TMA snd 2040 Inltialives 04-05 Add Back $0.500 |va ntodt Metro TOD Program resioration of $.25 m 04-05 $0.500 |2 3 Locel Focus Areas $1.205
2 ot Clackamas RC TOD/PSR (PE only} $0.250 |3 prt 102nd Bus Stops $0.135
2 sdml 15 Conidor DM Plan $0.112 4 we2 Gresham Civic Station TOD $1.450
3 cidm1 Clackamas RC TMA Shuttie $0.129 6 cr2 South Me¥o Amrak Staon $0.700
. 8 4 Hybrid Bus Expension $2.244
9 e Janzen Beach Access $0.449
10 mit Rockwood Bus/MAX Xfer 0.382
Subtotal: $1.241 Subtotat: $1.750 Subtotal: _$11.424
Mode Category Total: $4.288 Moda Category Total: $5.750 Mode Cateqory Yotal: $32.174

Transportation Priorities 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 meef Metro signage and public notification requirements.

All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets
guide book (Metro; 2™ edition; June 2002).

(pbl1) and (mbl2): The 102™ Avenue Boulevard and McLoughlin Boulevard: I-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 for
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
(pf1): 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 11" Avenue,

consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan.

(wfl): 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

(rpIn4): 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; 2™ edition; June 2002).

(wped1): The Forest Grove pedestrian project may expand the project scope area to
include the portion of 21* 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; 2™ edition; June 2002).

(wrm6): The city of Hillsboro must demonstrate that outreach to notify and make aware
of construction mitigation choices to the Hispanic community 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 for 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 for Green
Streets guide book (Metro: 2002).

(crm2): While the Sunnyside Road project from 142" to 152™ is not designated to
receive funds from the Transportation Priorities 2006-07 allocations, the Sunnyside Road
modernization project from 142™ to 172™ 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; 142™ to 172" 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 142™ and 152™ 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; 2™ 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 for Green Streets guide book (Metro: 2002).

Regional Travel Options

(pfdml): Promotional material for the Interstate TravelSmart program will incvlude
language to be provided by Metro explaining the source of program funds and purpose of
the Transportation Priorities program.

(stdm1): The I-5 Corridor TDM Plan is subject to matching funds from the Oregon
Department of Transportation and/or Washington State.

(rtdm1): 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. '

(tdm1) 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.

(rtod1): Upon completion of a full funding grant agreement, station areas of the Airport
MAX, Interstate MAX, I-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.

(tdm1) 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.

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

'Planning & Travel Options

. Requestsd Requested ;- Requested
.5 Planning Amount ,§ " Bike/Trall Amount § ) Pedestrian T Amount
- {mitions of ) (e oth) - imBors o) 4
Recommended for Funding Recommended for Funding Recommended for Funding
93 Bk1003 Springwater Trai-Setiwood Gap: SE 18th $1.237 | 0 Pd3183 Forest Grove Town Center F $0.660
va  P1000S  Regional Freight Planning: Reglon wide $0.300 to SE Umatita ™ ents
. |v Pooet MPO Required Planning: Region wide $t791 % Bor Marine Or Bike Lanes & Trall Gaps: 6th $0.968 | o5 pysose Miwaukie Town Center: Maln/Harrisorv21st $0.450
‘|va  P11003  Milwaukie LRT Supplemental EIS: Portiand central $2.000 ’ 74 Pd1202 SW Capitol Highw: : Muftnomah to Taytors $0.530
oity o Mbwaukis toun conlor 81 B Springwater Trallead st Main City Park  $0.310 Famy o PE)
T |va P03 Mutti-Use Path Master Plans: Lake Oswego to $0.300| 16  Bi2052 MAX Muft-use Path: Cleveland Stationto  $0.890
Milwaukle, Tonquin Trail, Mt. Scott = Scouter's Ruby Junction
Loop
78 BkS028 Trofley Trail: Arista to Glen Echo $0.742
va P00z Next Priority Comridor Study $0.500 (s,g,,‘,'enu 54)
na  PHOIT Willamete Shoreline - Hwy 43 Transit atematives 73 BKk3012 Rock Creek Tralt: Orchard Park to NW $0.675
analysls: Portiand South Waterfront ta Lake $0.688 Wilkens
Oswego
$3 Bk0T2 Powerline Trall (north): Schuepback Park  $0.600
to Bumntwood Or. (ROW)
Subtotal: __ 35519 Subtotal:__ 335.420 Subtotal:__ 31.640
Not R ded for Further Gonsideration in Final Cut Not R ded for Further Consid in Final Cut NotR ded for Further Consids in Final Cut
e Pocos  Livable Streets Update: Region wide $0.200] 67 Bk5110 Jennifer St: 106th to 122nd $0.550 | 7¢ Pd1227 Tacoma Street: 6th to 21st $1.402
85 BkXT2 Powerfine Tral (north): Schuepback Park  $0.800 | 78 Pd2105 Rockwood Ped to MAX: 188th Avenue and $1.400
e P18000 Bike Model and Interactive Map: Region wide $0.201 to Burntwood Dv(' (Cu?|) opb Bumside
s P50s3  Mult-Use Path Master Plans: Sullivan's Guich $0.290 B3 Butoow Zpggmél;:"“w Gap: SE 16th se.372 |, Pd101¢ Transit Safe Street Crossings $0.500
s P11017 Willamete Shoreline = Hwy 43 Transit prellminary wa Pg8007 ODOT Preservation Supplement (Powell: S0th to 1 $0.250
engineering: Portiand South Waterfront to Lake . 205)
Oswego $1.350
Subtotal: $2.041 Subtotal: __ $1.822 Subtotal; _ $3.552
Not R d for Further C: Tn First Gut Not for Further Consideration in First Cut Not R ded for Further Consideration In First Cut
Ve PI1003  Milwaukie LRT Suppiemental EIS; Portiand central $1.725| 63 Bas0ST Washington Square Regional Center $1.256
city to Milwaukle town center . Trail: Hwy, 217 to Fanno Creek Trall o Peiow SE Hawthome: 20th to 50th $0.822
na  PI5018 |-205/Hwy 213 Interchange Reconalssance Study $0,300| 59 Bks020 ::::HR':.. Trail (South); Barrows to Beef $0.942 8 Pas21 SW Scholls Ferry Road: Raleigh Hills town center $0.438
s P13121 Tualatin Valley Highway Comidor Study: Highway $1.900 50 Pd3093 SW Murray Bivd (west side only); TV Hwy to $0.923
217 to Baseline Road Farmington (+ bike fane)
40 Pd5209 SE 129th Sldewalks and bike lane: Scott CreekLn,  $0.707
va TDO0OS Fuller Road at 205 $0.500 to Mountain Gate R,
we Pds007 ODOT Preservation Supplement (Powell: 50th to |- $0.250
205)
Subtotal: ~_ $4A8 Subtotal:— 32998 Subtotal: 35138
Wode Gategory Yotal: _ $11.963 s Category ? Wods Caisgory Total: 38,330
. . § Ruquested - Roquesied R N - Requestad |
§ - - - Reglonal Travel Options Amount ,§ TOD Amount ,§ : = - Transit - - Amount
' [milons of §) Jmiors of §} - — {mions of §)
Recommended for Funding Recommended for Funding Recommendsed for Funding
$8 TD005 Regional TOD LRT Station Area Program
wa Program management & adminlstration $0.340 $a.000 |V MO0 1-205 LRT, Commuter Rall, $ Waterfront Strestcar ~ $16.000
s Reglonal marketing program $2.960| 8 TD00Z Regional TOD Urban Center Program $1.000 |wa Tricoz 1-205 Supplementat $2.600
] : Beaverton region y
nia Regional svaluation $0.300 iﬂ:t;emdslﬂon. Be al §2.000 93 Y8038 Frequent Bus Capital program $2.750
na 1 TravelSmart $0.500 &1 Tritos Eastside Streetcar (Con) $1.000
67 Trs126 South Metro Amtrak Station: Phase It 0.900
Subtotal: $4.100 Subtotal: _ $6.000 Subtotal: _$23,250 |
Not Recommended fof Further Consideration In Final Cut Not R ded for Further C d in Final Cut ecommen for Further ideration in Final
wa 1 TravelSmart $0.500| 95 TD0002 Reglonal TOD Urban Center Program $0.500 | 57 3126 South Metro Amtrak Station: Phase It $0.250
8 TD0003 Site acquisition; Beaverton reglonal $1.000
na Reglonal Vanpod! flset $a.503 contar 28 ROX38 SW Ash Street extsnsion (PE-ROW) $0.639
s 1 TravelSmart projects $0.500| &0 TD0004 Gateway Transit Center Redevalopmant $0.500
o8 _ TD#0S Reglonal TOD LRT Station Ares Program  $0.500
95 TD0002 Reglonal TOD Urban Center Program $0.500
Subtotal: $1.503 Subtotal: __ $3.000 Subtotal: _ $0.889
Not Racommended for Further Consideration in First Cut Not for Further C: in First Cut Not Recommendad for Further Consideration in First Cut
s 2 TraveiSmart Projects $1.000 28 RC3038 SW Ash Street extenslon (construction) $0.212
Subtotal; $1.000 Subtotal: _ $0.000 Subtotal: —_$0.217

Mode Category Total: 36.603

Mods Category Total: __ $9.000

Wods Category Total: — $24.351

Resolution No. 05-35290A4
Attachment 1



JPACT Recommendation

Requested Roquesied
j Road Capaclty Amant i Road Reconstruction Amourt ! Boulevard Aot
{rilions of §) B (eliors of §) - (miliora of §)
Recommended for Funding Recommendsd for Funding Recommended for Funding
[T RRT 5W R p
4 S Greenbourg Rosd:Weshingion Squars Dr. 1o $1.000T 4y rarse 10th Avenue st Highway 8 Intersections  $0.837 (162 8320 Rose Bigg! extension: Crescent St. 1o Hall (PE) $0.580
8 RCIM4 !uvm(l:gdo Hwy/Oleson/Scholls Ferry $1.000 83 RR2038 Claveland St.: NE Stark to SE Powsdl $1.000 | 97 m4t0s1 Bumside Strest: Bridge to E 14th (PE) $1.850
&2 RCT000 (";;Ec;\;ﬁm Ave:Phase |; Sunnyside to Hwy 212 $2.000 5 8a1200 Kiffing th: N Commercial to NE MLK (PE) $0.400
Subtotal: $4.000 Subtotal:  $1.037 Subtotal:  $2.630 |
Not R ded for Further Consideration in Final Cut Not R d for Further G in Final Cut Not R ded lor Further Consideration in Fini f
68 RC2110 Wood Village Bivd.: Arata to Halsey $0.815] 1 RR1063 Naito Parkway:NW Davis to 5V Market $3.840 843020 Rose Biggl extension: Crescent St to Hall (ROW) $1,140
83 Poe1z7 Boones Ferry Road st Lanewood Strest $1.400| 89 mm203s Cleveland St: NE Stark to SE Powsll $0.840 843020 Rose Biggl extension: Crescent St. to Hatt (Con) $2.087
Reroo (S:O%z"‘ Ave:Phase |; Sunnyside to Hwy 212 $2300( o) prsosr Lake Rd: 21810 Hwy 224 $1.884 | 41051 Bumside Street Brdge 0 E 14th {PE) $1.710
% Res10s s
Clackamas Cun;y 'I'T:u fdnmy and operstional $0.500 Bat200 Kifing : 1§ Overpass $0.638
o5 RCIIM EﬂuMavH(l:gm Hwy/OlesorvScholls Ferry $0.411 841200 Kiingsworth: N Commercial to NE MLK (Con) $1.679
89 83184 Comell Road: Saltzman to 119th 2.538
(7] Subtotsl: ™ 35478 [ ) X
Q Not R d for Further Consid i First Cut Not R d for Further Consid  in First Cut Not R ded for Further Consideration in First Cut
of = e—rr Femy $1489] 31 oot NE 2420 Ave.: Stark to Glisan $0.840 {87 Bestes E Baseline: 10th to 20th $2.447
7O [ moae NE 28th Aveaus: East Mainto Grant $1.682| 10 AR100 NW 23rd Averue: Bumeideto Lovejoy  ___ $2.884
ey Subtotal: Subtotal: Subtotal: 24T
m Wods Category 2 Node Category Tolal: __ 38107 Wode Calegory Tolal: 315187 |
ARaquested Raquested Ragquesied
w ! Freight Amourd l Large Bridge Amourt i Green Streets Amourt
{rvBore of ) {miliors of §) im of n
m Recommended for Funding Recommendaed for Funding Recommended for Funding
- Ti FRTGIT Sekwood Briogs Replacement. Type, $2.000
o Frao83 N Lombard: Slough overcrossing $2.000 Stze & Locstion Study, Prefiminary §3 G£2123 Beavar Cresk Culverts: Troutdale, Cochran, Stark $1.000
snvironmental
° P08 SW Tualatin-Sharwood Road ATMS: -8 to $0.341
m Highway 29W
Fr087 N Lsaddetter Extension: N Bybes Lake Ct.to $1.800
Marine Dr,
ST Pe0sé | Road ion: Barber to Boec) $1.400
83 F008  Freight Data Collection infrastructure and Archive $0.179
System: Approximately 30 interchanges region
wide
Subtotal: 11941 Subtotal: ™ 32000 Subtotal: — 31,000
Not R Jed Tor Further Conalderation In Final Cut Nol R ded for Further Consld in Final Cut Nol R ded Tor Puriher Considerallon in Final Cut
RR1017_ Seliwood Bridge Replacement: Type, $1.600
T8 P08 N Lombard: Siough overcrossing $0.210 Size & Location Study, Preliminary 80 681224 NE Cully Boulsvard: Prescott to Kilfingsworth $2457
snvironmental
0 F2o74  NE Sandy Bivd, (PEROW): 207th to 238th $0.830 682123 Beaver Creek Culverts: Troutdsle, Cochran, Stark $0.470
Subtotal; __30.830 Subtotal: $1.800 Subtotal:  $0.470
Not R ded lor Furiher Conald n First Cit Nol Recommended Tof Further Gonsideration m First Gut Not R ded for Further Consideration in First Cut
rr083 N Lombard: Slough overcrossing $2.210
Pra08? N Leadbetter Extension: N Bybee Lake Ct 1o $1.200
Marine Dr,
43 Fro088  SW Herman Road: Teton to 108th Avenus $2.000
Subtotal: [ 1250 Subtotal: __30.500 Subtotal: 10,000
Wode Category Yolal: A WMode Category Tolal: . e Category Tolal:
Recommended Total:  $83.118

Expected 2008-09 Funding Authorized:  $62.228

Resolution Ne. 05-3520A
Attachment {



Resolution No. 05-3529A
Attachment 4

Transportation Priorities 2006-09:
Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept

Conditidns of Program Approval

Bike/Trail
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.

(Bk2052) The MAX multi-use path 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 Hispanic and low-income populations
in the vicinity of the project.

(Bk3072) The Powerline Trail (Schuepback Park to Burntwood 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 funds for future reallocation. . :

(Bk5026) The $.742 million in funds committed to the Trolley Trail may be transferred to
the 172" project if an alternate funding 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.

(Bk1009) 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; 2™ 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 for 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

Staff Report to Metro Resolution 05-3529A 1 Transportation Priorities 2006-09



Resolution No. 05-3529A
Attachment 4

the significant concentration of Hispanic and low-income populations in the vicinity of
the project.

(Bd1051) The E Burmnside 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.

(Bd1260) The Killingsworth 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 Black and low-income populations in the
vicinity of the project.

Large Bridge

(RR1012) Funding of the Sellwood Bridge project is contingent on the programming $1.5
million of STIP funding and Multnomah County prioritizing the Sellwood Bridge as the
first priority large bridge project for receipt of HBRR funds 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) future 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 funding and $2 million of local match by
the Port of Portland to the project.

The N Lombard and N Leadbetter over crossing 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 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 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 Black, Hispanic and low-income populations in

Staff Report to Metro Resolution 05-3529A 2 Transportation Priorities 2006-09



Resolution No. 05-3529A
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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; 2™ 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; 2™ edition; June 2002).

(RC7001) The 172" Avenue project funding 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 172" project if an alternate
funding 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.

(RC 1184) The Beaverton-Hillsdale/Scholls Ferry/Oleson Road intersection PE funding
is conditioned on the provision of a redevelopment plan being completed for the area
encompassed by the project construction 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 future allocations from regional
flexible funds is also required prior to programming of awarded funds.

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; 2™ edition; June 2002).
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Resolution No. 05-3529A
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(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 from SE Powell Blvd. to SE Division St. is completed.

(Fr3166) The $.837 million allocated to the 10™ Avenue at Highway 8 intersection
project in Cornelius is conditioned on sufficient funds made available through the
reauthorization or TEA-21. If an amount of funds are not available to fund 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 full 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.

(TR1106) 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 funding 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 Total
Sponsor  ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Oregon TBD SOUTH METRO AMTRAK STATION
City
14388 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Non Hwy Cap 900,000 900,000
FEDERAL TOTAL . 0 900,000 0 0 900,000
LOCAL TOTAL 103,009
GRAND TOTAL 1,003,009
COP TBD EASTSIDE STREETCAR: NW 10TH AVE (LOVEJOY ST - OMSI)
14381 ) REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Non Hwy Cap 1,000,000 1,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 0 1,000,000 1,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 114,454
GRAND TOTAL

1,114,454




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: CMAQ FUNDED PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005
Metro . Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
THPRD 1104 BEAVERTON POWERLINE TRAIL (MERLO STATION TO SCHUEPBACK)
13526 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Const 767,600 767,600
FEDERAL TOTAL 767,600 0 0 0 767,600
LOCAL TOTAL 87,855
GRAND TOTAL 855,455
Mult Co CENTRAL EASTSIDE BRIDGEHEADS
13528 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
PE 272,500 272,500
Const 700,000 700,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 272,500 700,000 0 0 972,500
LOCAL TOTAL 111,307
GRAND TOTAL 1,083,807
Metro TBD METRO RTO PROGRAM
REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Transit 987,000 883,000 1,870,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 987,000 883,000 0 0 1,870,000
LOCAL TOTAL 214,030
GRAND TOTAL 2,084,030
TriMet TBD TRIMET EMPLOYER PROGRAM
REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Transit 195,000 195,000 390,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 195,000 195,000 0 0 390,000
LOCAL TOTAL 44,637
GRAND TOTAL 434,637
TriMet TBD TRIMET REGIONAL EVALUATION PROGRAM
REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Transit 100,000 100,000 200,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 400,000 100,000 0 0 200,000
LOCAL TOTAL 22,891
GRAND TOTAL 222,891




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: CMAQ FUNDED PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
TriMet TBD TRIMET BUS STOP DEVELOPMENT & STREAMLINE PROGRAM
13490 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
12‘;:; Non Hwy Cap 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 5,500,000
13508
FEDERAL TOTAL . 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 5,500,000
LOCAL TOTAL 629,500
GRAND TOTAL 6,129,500
Metro TBD RAIL GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE
TBD REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Non Hwy Cap 3,165,708 7,367,485 8,918,841 9,078,325 28,530,359
FEDERAL TOTAL 3,165,708 7,367,485 8,918,8\41 9,078,325 28,530,359
LOCAL TOTAL 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 4,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 4,000,000 0 0 0 4,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 457,818
GRAND TOTAL 4,457,818
SMART 1030 SMART RTO PROGRAM
13487 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Non Hwy Cap 121,000 121,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 121,000 0 0 0 121,000
LOCAL TOTAL : 13,849
GRAND TOTAL 134,849
Milwaukie 1103 TROLLEY TRAIL (JEFFERSON TO GLEN ECHO)
13471 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Const 605,000 605,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 605,000 0 0 0 605,000
LOCAL TOTAL 69,245
GRAND TOTAL 674,245




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor  ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase .
NCPRD TBD TROLLEY TRAIL (SE ARISTA DRIVE - SE GLEN ECHO AVENUE)
13471 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 742,000 742,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 0 742,000 742,000
LOCAL TOTAL 84,925
GRAND TOTAL 826,925
Hillsboro TBD ROCK CREEK TRAIL (ORCHARD PARK - NW WILKENS)
14437 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 675,000 675,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 675,000 0 675,000
LOCAL TOTAL 77,257
GRAND TOTAL 752,257
Metro TBD METRO RTO PROGRAM
14441 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
14442 Transit 1,800,000 1,800,000 3,600,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 1,800,000 1,800,000 3,600,000
LOCAL TOTAL 412,036
GRAND TOTAL 4,012,036




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS |

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Mult Co TBD SELLWOOD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT
T8D REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning (PD) 2,000,000 2,000,000
FEDERAL 1:OTAL k 0 0 2,000,000 0 2,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 228,909
GRAND TOTAL 2,228,909
Mult Co TBD BEAVER CREEK CULVERTS (TROUTDALE RD, COCHRAN & STARK)
14438 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 110,500 110,500
ROW - 30,000 30,000
Const 859,500 859,500
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 110,500 889,500 1,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 114,454
GRAND TOTAL 1,114,454
COP TBD SPRINGWATER TRAIL (SE UMATILLA ST - SE 19TH AVE)
14407 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 411,240 411,240
Const 825,760 825,760
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 411,240 825,760 1,237,000
LOCAL TOTAL 141,580
GRAND TOTAL 1,378,580
corP TBD MARINE DRIVE BIKE/TRAIL (NE 6TH AVE - NE 185TH)
14409 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE - 246,970 246,970
ROW 487,540 487,540
Const 231,490 231,490
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 246,970 719,030 966,000
LOCAL TOTAL 110,563
GRAND TOTAL 1,076,563
Gresham TBD MAX MULTI USE PATH (CLEVELAND STATION - RUBY JUNCTION)
14413 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 890,000 890,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 890,000 0 890,000
LOCAL TOTAL 101,864
GRAND TOTAL 991,864




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor  ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
COP TBD N LOMBARD (COLUMBIA SLOUGH O-XING)
14408 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 893,847 893,847
Const 1,106,153 1,106,153
FEDERAL TOTAL 1] 0 893,847 1,106,153 2,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 228,909
. GRAND TOTAL 2,228,909
Wash Co TBD SW TUALATIN-SHERWOOD ROAD ATMS (HWY99W TO I-5)
14414 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 341,000 341,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 341,000 (] 341,000
LOCAL TOTAL 39,029
GRAND TOTAL 380,029
Port TBD NLEADBETTER EXTENSION O-XING
13990 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 1,800,000 1,800,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 0 1,800,000 4,800,000
LOCAL TOTAL 206,018
GRAND TOTAL 2,006,018
Wisonville TBD KINSMEN RD (SW BOECKMAN RD - SW BARBER ST)
14429 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 500,000 500,000
ROW 900.000 900,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 500,000 900,000 1,400,000
LOCAL TOTAL 160,236
GRAND TOTAL 1,560,236
coP TBD FREIGHT DATA COLLECTION INFRASTRUCTURE & ARCHIVE SYSTEM
TBD REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 179,000 179,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 179,000 0 179,000
LOCAL TOTAL 20,487
GRAND TOTAL 199,487




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor  ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key .
No. Description Work phase
Comelius  TBD 10TH AVE (N BASELINE - N ADAIR)
14392 . REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 180,630 180,630
ROW 57,130 57,130
Const 599,240 599,240
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 180,630 656,370 837,000
LOCAL TOTAL 95,798
GRAND TOTAL 932,798
Gresham  TBD SE CLEVELAND ST (SE STARK - NE POWELL)
14393 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 1,000,000 1,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 1,000,000 0 1,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL N 114,454
GRAND TOTAL 1,114,454
Beaverton TBD SW ROSE BIGGI (SW HALL BLVD - SW CRESCENT ST)
14400 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 580,000 580,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 580,000 0 580,000
LOCAL TOTAL 66,384
GRAND TOTAL 646,384
cor TBD BURNSIDE ST (BURNSIDE BRIDGE - E 14TH AVE)
14404 FREGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 1,650,000 1,650,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 1,650,000 0 0 0 1,650,000
LOCAL TOTAL 188,850
GRAND TOTAL 1,838,850
COP TBD KILLINGSWORTH (N COMMERCIAL - NW MLK JR BLVD)
14405 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 400,000 400,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 0 400,000 400,000
LOCAL TOTAL 45,782
GRAND TOTAL

445,782




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005
Metro Total
Sponsor  ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2 20 Auth
O ey ) 9 008 09 ority
No. Description Work phase
Beaverion 1131 ROSE BIGG! AVENUE (CRESCENT - MILLIKAN)
14057 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 671,122 671,122
FEDERAL TOTAL 671,122 0 0 0 671,122
LOCAL TOTAL 76,813
GRAND TOTAL 747,935
Gresham TBD SPRINGWATER TRAILHEAD @ MAIN CITY PARK
14411 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 34,000 34,000
Const 276,000 276,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 34,000 276,000 310,000
LOCAL TOTAL 35,481
GRAND TOTAL 345,481
Tigard 1042 SW GREENBURG ROAD (WASHINGTON SQ DR - TIEDEMAN AVE)
11436 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 1,000,000 1,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 0 1,000,000 1,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 114,454
GRAND TOTAL 1,114,454
Wash Co TBD OR10: OLESON/SCHOLLS FERRY RD INTERSECTION
14389 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 100,000 100,000
PE 900,000 900,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 100,000 900,000 1,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 114,454
GRAND TOTAL 1,114,454
Clack Co TBD SE 172ND AVE (SE SUNNYSIDE RD - OR212)
13477 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
ROW 1,000,000 1,000,000
Const 1,000,000 1,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 1,000,000 1,000,000 2,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 228,909
GRAND TOTAL 2,228,909




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program

Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor  ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Tigard 1105 WASHINGTON SQ. RC TRAIL (HALL - GREENBURG)
13527 REGIONAL STP PRéGRAM
PE 66,600 66,600
ROW 178,000 178,000
Const 141,000 141,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 66,600 319,000 0 0 385,600
LOCAL TOTAL 44,134
GRAND TOTAL 429,734
Oregon 1089 MCLOUGHLIN BLVD PROJECT: -205/RAILROAD TUNNEL
City
12460 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 3,000,000 3,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 3,000,000 0 0 3,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 343,363
GRAND TOTAL 3,343,363
Milwaukie TBD MILWAUKIE TOWN CENTER (MAINIHARRISbNIZ1ST)
14439 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 450,000 450,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 450,000 0 450,000
LOCAL TOTAL 51,505
GRAND TOTAL 501,505
CcOoP TBD SW CAPITOL HWY (SW MULTNOMAH - SW TAYLORS FERRY)
14440 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning (PD) 530,000 530,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 530,000 0 530,000
LOCAL TOTAL 60,661
GRAND TOTAL 590,661
Forest 1092 FOREST GROVE TOWN CENTER PED IMPROVEMENTS
Grove
12481 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE - 340,000 340,000
ROW : . 90,000 90,000
Const 1,330,000 1,330,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 340,000 90,000 1,330,000 0 1,760,000
LOCAL TOTAL 201,440
GRAND TOTAL 1,961,440




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 ‘Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
copP 1109 MLK O-XING/TURN LANES (COLUMBIA - LOMBARD)
13502 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning (PD) 500,000 500,000
PE 1,500,000 1,500,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 500,000 1,500,000 0 ] 2,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 228,909
GRAND TOTAL 2,228,909
cop 1110 ST JOMNS PED/FREIGHT (IVANHOE: RICHMOND - N ST LOUIS)
13514 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning (PD) 75,000 75,000
PE 574,000 574,000
ROW 74,000 74,000
Const 1,211,000 1,211,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 75,000 574,000 1,285,000 0 1,934,000
LOCAL TOTAL 221,355
GRAND TOTAL 2,155,355
CcoP 1113 DIVISION ST RECONSTRUCTION (6TH - 33TH)
13529 REG!ONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 379,000 379,000
Const 1,818,000 1,818,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 379,000 1,818,000 0 0 2,197,000
LOCAL TOTAL 251,456
GRAND TOTAL 2,448,456
Wilsonville 1083 BOECKMAN ROAD: CONNECTION TO TOOZE
12868 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 1,956,000 1,956,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 1,956,000 0 1] 0 1,956,000
LOCAL TOTAL 223,873
GRAND TOTAL 2,179,873
Hillsboro 1040 SE 10TH (E MAIN - SE BASELINE)
11434 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
ROW 493,500 493,500
Const 852,000 852,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 493,500 852,000 0 1] 1,345,500
LOCAL TOTAL 153,998
GRAND TOTAL 1,499,498




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro e Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Metro TBD TOD URBAN CENTERS PROGRAM
14372 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
14374 Transit 500,000 500,000 - 1,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 500,000 0 500,000 1,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 114,454
GRAND TOTAL 1,114,454
Metro TBD TOD BEAVERTON REGIONAL CENTER
14378 ) REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Transit 2,000,000 2,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 2,000,000 0 ] 2,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 228,909
GRAND TOTAL . 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
FEDERAL TOTAL 834,292 632,515 381,159 221,675 2,069,641
LOCAL TOTAL 236,880
GRAND TOTAL 2,306,521
cop 1088 102ND AVE (NE WEIDLER - SE WASHINGTON)
12461 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
» Const 400,000 400,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 400,000 0 0 0 400,000
LOCAL TOTAL ‘ 45,782
GRAND TOTAL 445,782
cop 1107 NE CULLY BLVD (PRESCOTT - KILLINGSWORTH)
13506 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
: PE - 773,000 773,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 773,000 0 0 773,000
LOCAL TOTAL 88,473

GRAND TOTAL 861,473




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005
Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Metro TBD NEXT RTP CORRIDOR PLAN
13516 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
14402 Planning 500,000 500,000 1,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 500,000 500,000 0 1,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 114,454
GRAND TOTAL 1,114,454
SMART TBD RTO PROGRAM: SMART TDM
13487 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Transit 121,000 121,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 121,000 0 0 0 121,000
LOCAL TOTAL ’ 13,849
GRAND TOTAL 134,849
ODOE TBD RTO PROGRAM: BUSINESS ENERGY TAX CREDIT/TELEWORK PROGRAM
13503 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
13504 Transit 54,000 54,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 54,000 0 0 0 54,000
LOCAL TOTAL 6,181
GRAND TOTAL 60,181
Metro TBD TRAVEL SMART
14443 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Transit 500,000 500,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 [ 500,000 0 500,000
LOCAL TOTAL 57,227
GRAND TOTAL 5§57,227
Metro TBD TODLRT STATION AREA PROGRAM
14444 REG!ONAL STP PROGRAM
14445 Transit 2,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 4,000,000
14446
FEDERAL TOTAL 2,000,000 0 1,000,000 1,000,000 4,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 457,818
GRAND TOTAL 4,457,818




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor  IDNo. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
QODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Metro TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (TONQUIN TRAIL)
14399 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 100,000 100,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 100,000 0 0 100,000
LOCAL TOTAL 11,445
GRAND TOTAL 111,445
Metro TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (SCOUTERS MT)
14398 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 100,000 100,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 100,000 0 100,000
LOCAL TOTAL 11,445
GRAND TOTAL 111,445
Metro TBD I-5/99W CONNECTOR STUDY
13483 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM .
Planning - Alt Anal 2,100,000 2,100,000
Planning - Land Use 400,000 400,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 2,100,000 400,000 1] 0 2,500,000
LOCAL TOTAL 286,136
GRAND TOTAL 2,786,136
COP TBD SE DIVISION STREET STUDY (10TH - 60TH)
13483 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning (PD) 303,000 303,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 303,000 0 0 0 303,000
LOCAL TOTAL 34,680
GRAND TOTAL 337,680
Metro TBD POWELUFOSTER CORRIDOR PLAN
13483 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 200,000 200,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 200,000 0 0 0 200,000
LOCAL TOTAL 22,891
GRAND TOTAL 222,891




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor 1D No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
Metro 126 METRO CORE PLANNING
13483 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
:32;2 Planning 800,000 828,000 853,000 878,000 3,359,000
14387
FEDERAL TOTAL 800,000 828,000 853,000 878,000 3,359,000
LOCAL TOTAL 384,453
GRAND TOTAL 3,743,453
Meto . TBD REGIONAL FREIGHT PLANNING
14382 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
::g Planning 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 300,000
14385
FEDERAL TOTAL 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 300,000
LOCAL TOTAL 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
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 2,000,000 0 (] 2,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 228,909
GRAND TOTAL 2,228,909
Metro TBD OR43 WILLAMETTE SHORELINE (PORTLAND - LAKE OSWEGO)
14406 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Ptanning 688,000 688,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 688,000 ] (] 0 688,000
LOCAL TOTAL 78,745
GRAND TOTAL 766,745
Metro TBD MULTIUSE PATH MASTER PLAN (MILWAUKIE - LAKE OSWEGO)
14397 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 100,000 100,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 100,000 o 0 (] 100,000
LOCAL TOTAL 11,445
GRAND TOTAL 111,445




Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program

Table 4.1: FTA FUNDED TRANSIT PROJECTS

Effective October 1, 2005

Metro Total
Sponsor  ID No. Project Name Funding Source 2006 2007 2008 2009 Authority
ODOT Key
No. Description Work phase
TriMet 399 BUS AND RAIL PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE
13498 FTA SECTION 5307 (80/20) .
13519 Non Hwy Cap 37,698,028 40,181,972 42,980,696 46,115,388 166,976,084
FEDERAL TOTAL 37,698,028 40,181,972 42,980,696 46,115,388 - 166,976,084 -
LOCAL TOTAL 41,744,021
GRAND TOTAL 208,720,105
TriMet 1085 TRANSIT ENHANCEMENT 1%
13498 - FTA SECTION 5307 (80/20)
13518 Non Hwy Cap 376,980 401,820 429,807 461,154 1,669,761
FEDERAL TOTAL 376,980 401,820 429,807 461,154 1,669,761
LOCAL TOTAL 417,440
GRAND TOTAL 2,087,201
TriMet 388 RAIL PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE
13494 FTA SECTION 5309 {80/20) :
13523 Non Hwy Cap 6,923,000 7,135,000 7,491,750 7,716,503 29,266,253
_ FEDERAL TOTAL 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 1-205 LRT LOCAL MATCH
13718 STATE STP FUNDS
:g;;g Con 7,499,633 10,500,205 4,999,756 0 22,999,504
FEDERAL TOTAL 7,499,633 10,500,205 4,999,756 0 22,999,594
LOCAL TOTAL 2,632,406
GRAND TOTAL 25,632,000
TriMet 1017 INTERSTATE MAX LIGHT RAIL
13478 FTA SECTION 5309 NEW STARTS (79.66/20.34)
Con 18,292,550 18,292,550
FEDERAL TOTAL 18,292,550 ()} 0 0 18,292,550
LOCAL TOTAL 4,670,731
GRAND TOTAL 22,963,281
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600 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE l PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2735
*TEL 563 797 1700 FAX 503 7287 1797

_ January 31,2005

Oregon Transportation Commission
C/O Mr. Stuart Foster, Chair

355 Capitol Street NE

Room 126A

Salem, OR 97301

Dear Commissioners:

Thauk 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 STIP. We look forward to further coordination with you in the integration of the

. Metropolitan and State Transportation Improvement Programs.

1. Statewide STIP process gnidelines 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 funding for the public comment period. This was a new level of
effort by your staff to inform the public and agency stakeholders of the potential trade-offs of
funding 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 “Modernization” category),anda
recommendation of those proposed for funding. 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.

Recycled Paper
www.metro-reglon.org
TDD 797 1804

aet o4 eremrreansnen b e beea st aramrri on 0 0



- “We also recommend the Commission provide additional incentives, such as funding for projects
and planning, to mplcment the pohcy 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/McLoughlin Boulevard from 14th Street to railroad tunnel
and the Highway 43 bridgehead area
» Cornelius Main Street: Highway 8 from 14th Ave. to 10th Ave.
* Washington Square regional center: Hall Boulevard from Scholls Ferry 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 funding 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 (SWIP) 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 capital 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
requests 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) funding
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 further planning work. These corridors are primarily defined around the traffic
movements on and surrounding state highway and interstate facilities, The RTP demonstrated
that these corridors have unmet transportation needs but lack clearly defined strategies of projects,
and progtams 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 programmied regional funds to begin addressing these corridor plans. Phase I of the
Powell/Foster corridor stidy 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
1-5/99W 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 planning 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
from ODOT planning funds or from STIP funding. Should ODOT decide to fund 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 planning effort would continue an
acceptable rate of progress toward completion of the corridor plans identified in the RTP and is
within 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 from ODOT
staff. ' : :
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identify alternative approaches of mitigation. Of particular concem is the potential effect of the I-
5/99W Connector combined with the Néwberg-Dundee Bypass.

13.  Projects of Statewide Significance

ODOT and the OTC have prioritized large interstate system capacity needs in the state through.
the desxgnatlon of “projects of statewide significance”. The list includes the following elght
projects:
* Highway 62 Corridor Units 2 & 3 (Medford to White City)
*I-5 to 99W Connector (Tualatin to Sherwood)
_* Sunrise Corridor
» I-5 Columbia River Crossing
» 1205 (Columbia River to I-5)
*» Highway 20
* Newberg-Dundee Bypass (Corvallis to Newport)
* I-5/1-405 Loop (Portland)

Recent federal earmarks and resources from the OTIA Il 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 ) Rex Burkholder
Metro Council President Metro Councilor, District 5

Chair, JPACT
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17:39 FAX 1 503 731 8259 ODOT RG 1-FLANDERS @o02/002

' Cregon | ' Department of Tx‘anspo;:;tci’gr;

_ . 123 NW Flanders
Theodore R Kulongoski, Govenor Portland, OR 972094037
(503) 731-6200
FAX (503) 731-8259
- July 26, 2005

David Bragdop, Metro Council President
Rex Burkholder, JPACT Chair ‘

" Metro

- ——

!
.
H
.

600 Northeast Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232

Dear President Bragdon and Chair Burkholder:

Thank you for taking the time to comment on the draft 2006-2009 Statewide
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). As we prepare to adopt the 2006-2009
STIP, I wanted to express my appreciation for the insights submitted by Metro and
wanted to assure you that I have carefully considered each issue.

ODOT Region i staff has met with staff from Metro to discuss and follow-up 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 ot are in the process of being
addressed through the STIP Stakeholders Committee.

As we approach the next STIP update, T have directed Region 1 staffto developa
transparent process for project identification and selection and to engage the Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transportation and local Jurisdictions during this process. I look
forward to receiving input from Metro and our regional partners on the various '
transportation projects that will be recommended for inclusion in the 2008-201] STIP.

Over the past few years, significant strides have been made to improve our interagency
coordination and integration of the STIP and MTIP. I want to commend Metro’s efforts
1o aceelerate the MTIP development process to meet ODOT’s STIP timelines. 1look
forward to the continued strengthening our partnership to address the transportation
challenges of the region.

SincemIV"—
| — e f

Matthew Garre

Region 1 Manager

Form 734-1850 (1-03) B




600 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE l PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2736

TEL 503 797 1700 FAX 503 797 1794

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 Program 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 cycle 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. Clarify 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 agencies, it is not clear 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 clarify how TriMet receives input on local
service issues and how those communications may effect the selection of local service focus areas
to address local service issues.

5. Clarify the scope of the North Clackamas focus area work.

One local focus area identified in the Transit Investment Plan is the North Clackamas 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 concerns about effective service to the elderly and disabled community as
well as the rising costs associated 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 appreciated.

7. Work with Metro and TPAC to document efforts taken by local governments to 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 alternatives 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 efficient and effective comprehensive transportation system.

Sincerely,

Rex Burkholder

JPACT Chair

Cc Fred Hansen, Phil Selinger: TriMet
Andy Cotugno: Metro
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TRI@MET

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 f
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" in population nationally, but 12'" 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 i
constraint — with flat payroll tax receipts over the last 3 years. This has reduced our o
expected resources by over $30 million annually. To meet these challenges, we have Ll
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 P
the Line 57, our 16™ frequent service line. We have also brought new services to our i
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, 1 offer the followmg

Tri-County Metropolitan Transportation District of Oregon » 4012 SE 17th Avenue, Portland, Oregon 97202 ¢ 503-238-RIDE . TIY 503-238-5811 o trimet.org
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1.

Relationship to the RTP: The 20-year Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is the
foundation for TriMet’s S-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.

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.

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. T 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.

How we set priorities for local service areas: The annual preparation of the Transit
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 local 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 / I-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 comiplemented 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 and
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.

e e S T
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8. Service in Developing or Lower Density Areas: The TIP addresses the popularity
of Frequent Bus services. Frequent and reliable service provides an attractive travel
alternative 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 leamed 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.

eorge Passadore
President, TriMet Board of Directors
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STIP/MTIP Amendment Process
Summary Table



STIP/ TIP AMENDMENTS

constraint of the STIP

Region 1
Project
Admin- Financlal Delivery Line Metro Approval
Region 1 or Full Amend- Istrative Plan/ Change | Team (RPDLT)] Process (for projects
Type of Change OTC Approval] State- wide [Federal Action ment Amend- ment only _‘_ﬁpproval in the MPO)
Jifiis NOT In'the STIP: . 7.0 o b Mo FOrartirs il BRI BRICEEIGEIE DS AT ITIRRIGE R A
1. Adding a state or federally funded (FHWA or ) ;
FTA") project, or a project that requires an action by] ltson ‘s;:e / :‘:g:gv:;:risn J h:;z: :;n;n :g;g;t
FHWA or FTA (any funding source), to the STIP e P
2. Adding a regionally significant project to the STIP]  if on state l Approval if in { / MTIP Amendment
(any funding source) system first 3 years {see exceptions)
3. Adding a federally funded project that is funded if on state e ) MTIP Amendment
with discretionary funds system ( Notification ( Notification (see exceptions)
4. Adding a non-federally funded project that ’
doesn't impact air quality conformity or require ":Z‘s:':e Notification ( ( “g;g:z::g;‘:;‘
FHWA or FTA action o the STIP ¥
i+ If it Is already in the STIPz: BN R ARSI Erl Bt et} R A T
5. Deleting a state or federally funded project, or a
project that requires an action by FHWA or FTA y :nsf:nte { l;lp:sptrgval :: { / l\(ﬂ:el::;gznpg;esr;l
(any funding source), from the STIP** 4 ye
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 Ifso ns[seiz:e { ?.?f{gva;:r'sn / hgel: Q;ncgn :ronnes';t
that requires a new regional air quality conformity Y Y P!
finding
7. Advancing a project or phase of a project from MTIP Amendment
the fourth year to the first three years of the STIP***] { Approval { (see exceptions)
8. Advancing an approved project or phase of a . .
project from year two or three into the current year Notification / Adg?mltsr:am{e
of the STIP adjusimen
9. Slipping an approved project or phase of a -
project from the current year of the STIP to a later { Project Selection
year
10. Adding PE or ROW phase to an approved NN Administrative
project in the first three years of the STIP Notification v adjustment
11. Combining two or more approved projects into ificati Administrative
one project Notification / adjustment
12, Splitting one approved project into two or more Notification { Administrative
projects adjustment
13. Minor technical corrections to make the printed e Administrative
STIP consistent with prior approvals Notification / adjustment
14. Adding FHWA funds to an approved FTA- W Administrative
funded project Notification v adjustment
15. Increasing or decreasing the federal funds of an| L . .
FTA-funded project, without affecting fiscal Notification / AdnTmlstrahve
constraint of the STIP adjustment
16. Increasing or decreasing the federal funds of an
FHWA-funded project, without affecting fiscal v Project Selection

*Funds from 49 USC Chapter 53 or 23 USC, excluding State
**If a program has been delegated cerfain authority levels, OTC approval may not be required.
***The federally approved STIP contains years one 1o three; year four is informationat 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 cases where the proposed project is exempt from air quality conformity determination {per 40 CFR 93.134) or the proposed

Planning & Research funds, Metropolitan Planning funds, and most Emergency Relief fun

project is determined through interagency consultation (per 40 CFR 93.104 ( ¢ ) (2)) to not require additional regional air quality analysis, with monthly

notification to TPAC.

Bridge repair or replacement projects - up to $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 earmarks 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 as regional priorities
Emergency additions where an immanent safety public safety hazard is involved
Addition of project details to previously approved generic projects such as 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

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.
Currently, 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 1-hour standard to an attainment area for ozone
under the new 8-hour standard.

The Metro Council is scheduled to act on this draft programming August 18™, 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)
. Convert AWD to Annual data (Multiply by 260 workdays)

3. Calculate the % that were former 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 numbers 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
s Emission factor for CO = 6.66
¢ Emission factor for Nox=1.803

1-205/Portland Mall Project LRT - $17,700,000

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 1-205/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/Mall LRT Emissions Reductions

Forecast Ridership for 2025 and Emissions Reductions

(tons/year)
Project Annual Ridership VMT HC cO Nox
I-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 I-205/Mall
FEIS-Chapter 4, Transportation Impacts, 4-21.

Wilsonville/Beaverton Commuter Rail - $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

(tonslyear)
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: "Table 3.1-9 Commuter Rail Ridership, by TSM and Commuter Rail, Year 2020"
Wilsonville to Beaverton Commuter Rail Environmental Assessment, BRW, DKS and
Associates, Dorman Company, URS Corporation, 3-12.

TriMet Frequent Bus - $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, with 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: TriMet 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 10" Ave/Lovejoy St. to OMSI - $1,000,000
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 il 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 - $900,000

This project provides parking spaces and relocation of the old Oregon City Souther 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, offers mixed-use potential and
is accessible by foot to a large number of attractions. The City of Oregon City spent its own
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 Reductlons

(tonslyear)

Project Annual Ridership VMT HC CcO 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
Although we are not programniing 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 funds between funding programs per the financial plan due to unforeseen
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
(tonslyear)
Project Annual Ridership VMT HC co Nox
Eastbank Trail/Springwater

Johnson Creek Bridge to SE

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" to 185"- $966,000

This off-street trail adjacent to Marine Drive makes a contmuous 9.1-mile trall 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 Annual Emissions Reductions

(tonslyear)
Project Annual Ridership VMT HC CcO Nox
Marine Dr. Bike
Lanes/Trail Gaps 158,340 86,454 115,934 575,781] 155,876

Source: Transportation Priorities 2008-09 Projects: Draft Technical Rankings, Metro, 2005.
MAX Multi-Use Path: Cleveland Station to Ru'by 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
(tonslyear) '

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 CcO

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 Wilkens - $675,000

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.
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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 Technical Rankings, Metro, 2005.
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METRO

2006-09 Transportation Priorities:
Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept

, - and -
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program

Calendar of Activities

2004
June 30 Applications due to Metro.
August 3 | MTIP Subcommittee: Review of project/program applications.
August 12 JPACT: Review of draft ODOT state transportation funding program.
August 16 ' MTIP Subcommittee review and comment on draft Transportation

Priorities technical scores.

August 27 TPAC review of draft Metro Staff recommended First Cut List.
(Distribute at meeting)

September7 Metro Council work session briefing on policies and relationship to
State transportation funding program (STIP).

September 9 JPACT review of draft Metro Staff recommended First Cut List.
September 24 TPAC action on First Cut List.

September 29/30 Oregon Transportation Commission work on releaée of draft STIP for
public comment. :

October 5 Metro Council work session on release of First Cut List.

October 14 JPACT action on release of First Cut List.

October 15 -

December 6 Public comment period, listening posts on First Cut List and ODOT
STIP. :

October 25 Listening Post for public comment:

Portland - Metro Council Chamber and Room 370
600 NE Grand Avenue
4:00 pm to 8:00 pm

Updated7-28-05



October 26

October 27

October 28

December 7

December 16

January 7

January 11

January 20

January 28

February 10

February 17
March 3

March 4

March 15

March 17

March 24

Listening Post for public comment:

Oregon City — Pioneer Community Center
615 Fifth Street

5:00 pm to 8:00 pm

Listening Post for public comment:

Gresham - Multnomah County Building East
600 NE Eighth Street at Kelley

5:00 pm to 8:00 pm

Listening Post for public comment:
Beaverton - Beaverton Resource Center
12500 SW Allen Boulevard at Hall Boulevard
5:00 pm to 8:00 pm

Metro Council work session: policy discussion and direction to staff on
narrowing to the Final Cut List.

JPACT briefing on.public comment report and policy discussion about
direction to staff on narrowing to the Final Cut List.

2005

TPAC: policy options for narrowing to the Final Cut List.

Metro Council work session: policy discussion and direction to staff on
narrowing to the Final Cut List.

JPACT action on policy direction to staff on narrowing to the Final Cut
List.

TPAC action on Final Cut List.

JPACT approve release of TPAC Final Cut List for public hearing - or -
JPACT briefing on TPAC Recommendation

Public hearing on draft Final Cut List at Metro Council.

Metro Council briefing and communication to JPACT members.

Submit air quality analysis methodology letter to consultation partners.
Metro Council work session briefing and communication to JPACT
members.

JPACT action on Final Cut List pending air quality analysis.

Metro Council action on Final Cut List pending air quality analysis.
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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 funds and project selection.
Modeling and air quality conformity analysis begins.
Draft programming submitted to ODOT for inclusion in draft STIP.

Air quality consultation meeting with air quality agency staff on air
quality analysis methods.

TPAC: air quality consultation meeting on air quality analysis methods.

30-day public review period begins of draft MTIP with air quality
conformity analysis.

Air quality consultation meeting with air quality agency staff on
analysis results.

TPAC: consultation meeting with analysis results.

30-day public review of draft MTIP with air quality conformity analysis
ends. Mail report to JPACT August 4.

JPACT: Recommend adoption of the 2006-2009 MTIP and air quality
conformity determination in two separate resolutions. The MTIP to
include ODOT Metro Area STIP and federal transit funding projects.
Metro Council: Adopt MTIP and air quality conformity determination in
two separate resolutions. The MTIP to include ODOT Metro Area STIP
and federal transit funding projects.

Submit MTIP to Governor for signature - inclusion in STIP. Submit to
USDOT for conformity determination.

Receive conformity determination approval from FHWA/FTA. FFY
2006 projects eligible to begin obligation of funds.

Publish Final 2006-09 MTIP document.

Updated7-28-05
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Eliminate or Revise
- Regional System Fee
Credit Program

August 2005

Alexis Dow, CPA
Metro Auditor

Senior Auditor
Debbie DeShais, CPA



Introduction

The tri-county region generates 2.4 million tons of
solid waste each year.

| Metro:
. Manages the region’s solid waste syStem

* Goal - recycle 62% of regioh’s solid waste by end of 2005




Introduction

egional System Fee Credit Program:

¢ Re-desi‘g ned to encourage recovery at private facilities
+ (oal — improve recovery and boost recovery rate

+ Credit against Metro fees

o Seven participating facilities

B 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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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

1. Program is not achieving its goal
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Eliminate Program

1. Program is not achieving its goal
+ Recovery within the region

Material
Recovery
Facilities

Source Metro
Separated " Transfer
(1,120,837 Stations
tons) (26,073 tons)

91% 2%

91% of recycling comes from individuals and businesses
themselves — recovery facilities only account for 7%.




Eliminate Program

2. Recovery would likely continue without program

Average Value/Cost of Recovered Materials

Value (Cost)
Materials 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




- Eliminate Program

Recovery would likely continue without program

+ Recovery facilities have incentives to recover waste:
» Can sell recovered materials to recyclers

* Avoid disposal costs, taxes and fees on materials recovered




Eliminate Program
Other approaches may be more effective

+ Source-separation efforts may be more effective than
post-collection:

* They motivate behavioral changes
» Behavioral changes can reduce waste now and in future

* Most labor to recycle done by individual generating waste




Eliminate Program

The program’s current cost — $617,500 — might be better
spent on other recycling or conservation programs.




Substantially Revise Program

If program retained:

+ Revise goal and establish performance measures
+ Revise and restructure eligibility criteria

+ Consider dropping inert materials from eligibility

> 1. Strengthen administrative procedures

* Resolve other issues placing the program at risk




Substan'tially Revise Program

Revise program’s goal

&1 ¢ Facilities unable to boost recovery rate

+ Alternative goal — recover all materials as are economically
feasible




Substantially Revise Program

.| Develop performance measures

+ Should be specific and measurable

+ Should have guidelines and timelines for reborting results



Substantially Revise Program

Revise and restructure program eligibility criteria

+ Facilities now must recover at least 30% of wastes
received to be eligible

* E||g|b|||ty criteria are difficult to apply and open to
manipulation
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‘Substantially Revise Program

Revise and restructure program eligibility criteria

+ Application Issues
« Eligible inert materials?




‘Substantially Revise Program

Revise and restructure program eligibility criteria

+ Application Issues
* Pre- or post-consumer waste?




Substantially Revise Program

Current criteria open to manipulation

* Facilities can manipulate the system by:
* Accepting only heavier materials
* Accepting only highly recoverable loads

* Re-characterizing loads



Substantially Revise Program

Simpler options exist

+ Perform spot inspections of materials disposed by facilities

* Review processes at facilities




Substantially Revise Program

Consider dropping inert materials from_ eligibility

+ |nert materials allowed one facility to receive 53% of the -
- $6.3 million in total credits issued

+ |ndustry experts say these heavy materials would likely be
recovered anyway




Substantially Revise Program

Strengthen administrative procedures

1. Develop a risk-based approach to conducting Financial
Compliance Reviews




Strengthen administrative procedures

Substantially Revise Program

2. Fully automate application and reporting processes

RECOVERY RATE CALCULATION,
REGIONAL S8YSTEM FEE & EXCISE TAX
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Substantially Revise Program

Strengthen administrative procedures

3. Document administrative procedures and update them
regularly




Substantially Revise Program

Other issues to be resolved

+ Discrepancies in source-separated materials reported

Hauler reported tons 14461
-Facility reported tons 293
Difference 14168



Substantially Revise Program

Other issues to be resolved

+ Uncollectible receivables




Eliminate or Revise Regional
System Fee Credit Program

- Questions?

Reports can be viewed at:
“www.metro-region.org/auditor



http://www.metro-region.org/auditor

