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BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF METRO RESOLUTION NO. 81-226
CONCURRENCE IN AN AMENDMENT TO
THE CLARK COUNTY REGIONAL
PLANNING COUNCIL'S TRANSPORTATION

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

Introduced by the Joint
Policy Advisory Committee
on Transportation

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Service District (Metro) is the
designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the Oregon
portion of the Portland/Vancouver urbanized area and the Clark
County Regional Planning Council (RPC) is the designated MPO for the
Washington portion; and | |

WHEREAS, Metro and RPC have entered into a Memorandum of
Agreement specifying mechanisms to ensure adequate coordination of
tfansportation policies, plans and programs; and

WHEREAS, In accordance with the Metro/RPC Memorandum of
Agreement, the State of Washington has requested concurrence by
Metro of an amendment to the RPC FY 1981 Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP); and

WHEREAS, This project is of interstate significance and
has been reviewed by Metro staff; now, therefore, |

BE IT RESOLVED |

1. That the project described in Exhibit A is concurred
in by Metro Council and is consistent with the policies, pians, and

programs of the Metropolitan Service District.
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. That the Clark County Regional Planning Council be

advised of this concurrence.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this 26th gday of February, 1981.

-

) g )
(2 Mtz

Qigsiding Officer

BP/ga
2049B/206A

Res. No. 81-226
Page 2 of 2



EXHIBIT A

JOUN SPELLMAN

W. A BULLEY
Governor

Secretary

STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Ottice of District Administrator - e 4200 Main Street, P.O. Box 1717 e Vancouver, Washington 98668

11 February 1981

Mr. Charles Williamson

JPACT Chairman

Metropolitan Service District
Portland, OR

Dear Mr. Williamson:'

We request that the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for the
Urban Area of Clark County be amended to include an additional project.
The project is a pavement overlay on I-5, starting at Burnt Bridge Creek
and going north to I-5's intersection with I-205. Attached are the
appropriate project information forms and a vicinity map showing the
limits of the project.

Because of reductions in both State and Federal funding, we have had to
make adjustments to our program. It is important for us to advance this

project into the 1981 program at this time so that preliminary engineering
can begin.

Ordinarily, TPAC would review this request and make a recommendation to
this committee. We ask that JPACT take action at .this time so that we
can proceed with this project without delay.

Very truly yours,

R.%. CARROLL, P,E,
District Administrator

RLC:1z
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TO: Metro Council ( (7

FROM: Executive Officer

SUBJECT: Metro Concurrence in an Amendment to the Clark County
Regional Planning Council's Transportation Improvement
Program

I. RECOMMENDATIONS :

A. ACTION REQUESTED: Recommend Council adoption of the
attached Resolution concurring in the addition of an I-5
pavement overlay project in Clark County's Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP).

Ba POLICY IMPACT: This action will be consistent with the
Memor andum of Agreement between Metro and Clark County
Regional Planning Council (RPC).

C» BUDGET IMPACT: None
II. ANALYSIS:

A. BACKGROUND: The State of Washington has requested that
Clark County's TIP be amended to include a pavement
overlay project on I-5 (Burnt Bridge Creek to I-205).

This project will correct deficiencies existing on the
wearing surface of the facility between the noted termini.

The Memorandum of Agreement calls for coordination between
Metro and RPC on projects having interstate significance.
Since the project is on Interstate 5 and will impact
traffic flow on the facility during the construction
period, Washington Department of Transportation has
requested Metro's concurrence.

B. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: Reductions in State and Federal
funding require adjustments to Clark County's TIP.

Ce CONCLUSION: Metro staff recommends concurrence, in accord
with Committee actions.
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