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STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1667 FOR THE PURPOSE
OF ADOPTING THE FY 1993 TO POST 1996 TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AND THE FY 1993 ANNUAL ELEMENT

Date: August 20, 1992 Presented by: Andrew Cotugno

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS
Proposed Action

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and FY 1993 Annual
Element serve as the basis for receipt of federal transportation
funds by local jurisdictions, the Oregon Department of Transpor-
tation (ODOT) and Tri-Met.

This publication of the TIP reflects a number of changes from
that of last year, particularly due to the new Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA), Metro Council approved
resolutions, and administrative adjustments approved during the
past year and to be approved by this resolution. The primary
importance of the annual TIP update is to consolidate all past
actions into a current document and set forth the anticipated
programs for FY 1993. The FY 1993 program reflected herein is a
first step in establishing actual priorities for FY 1993. A
number of future actions will result in refinements to the mater-
ial presented.

Adoption of the TIP endorses the following major actions:

. Past policy endorsement of projects is identified in the TIP
(including projects to be funded with Interstate, Interstate
Transfer, Federal-Aid Urban and Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) funds, as well as new highway funds available from ISTEA
in the form of the Surface Transportation Program, the National

Highway System Program, and the Congestion Mitigation/Air
Quality Program.

New Projects:

I-5 - Seismic Retrofit Five Bridges Phase 1 - seismic retrofit
bridges: 8782, 8583, 8573, 8574, and 8575.

I-5 - Boones Ferry Road to Commerce Circle (Wilsonville) -
construct connection in conjunction w/Stafford Interchange,
install signal.

I-84 -~ Halsey Street Undercrossing Bridge #13516 - repair/
replacement of worn deck expansion joints and bearings.




I-84 - I-84 at 82nd Avenue Park-and-Ride Lot - construct a
park-and-ride facility.

I-84 - Argay Downs Soundwall (Portland) - construct soundwall.

OR-99W -~ SW Hamilton to Beaverton/Hillsdale Highway Junction
Guardrail - install guardrail.

I-84 - Gateway Park and Ride Lot - construct a park-and~ride
facility.

OR-43 - Taylors Ferry Road to I-205 Metropolitan Area Corridor
Study (MACS) - Transportation System Management.

OR-210 Scholls Highway northbound at Highway 217 Left Lane -
widen for left-turn lane.

I-205 - I-205 at Glisan Northbound; at NE Glisan southbound -
widen to 4 lanes each. SB: 1left-turn lane, 2 through lanes,
right-turn lane; NB: left-turn lane, left-turn through lane,
through lane, right-turn lane.

US-30B ~ St. Johns Bridge Joint Repair - replace sidewalk and
repair joints.

US-30B - Sandy Boulevard MACS - develop Transportation System
Management project.

OR-43 Oswego Highway Retaining Wall/Bikeway-McVey to Burnham
construct a retaining wall and a bikeway.

OR-210 - Scholls at Beef Bend Road - left-turn refuge -
construct a left-turn refuge.

I-205 - Columbia Blvd Southbound On-ramp - widen and restripe
ramps for turn lanes.

OR-8 - Tualatin Valley Overlay - 110th to 160th - replace
curbs/sidewalks, construct handicap ramps, overlay roadway.

OR-8 Tualatin Valley Highway -Beaverton/Tigard Highway to 117th
- remove signal, raise median and widen roadway.

I-405 East Fremont Bridge Approach - reconstruct joints and
restore decks on bridge. .

Sunnybrook Split Diamond PE - construct overcrossing of I-205
at Sunnybrook Street with miscellaneous ramps and auxiliary
lanes.




Regional Surface Transportation Program Reserve - reserve for
FY 1992 of $8,596,711 allocated by FHWA projected to $60.9
million over the six-year life of the Act.

Allocation of $22 million of Regional STP funds, $22 million of
ODOT STP funds and $22 million of Tri-Met Section 9 funds to
provide a one-third matching share for the extension of the
Westside project to Hillsboro.

Inclusion of the full-funding contract for Section 3 funds for
the Westside Corridor project.

High-Capacity Transit (HCT) Studies (Resolution No. 91-1456) -
Because of the large amount of HCT planning underway or
proposed, it is important to organize activities to allow for
the most efficient conduct of the work, to ensure participation
by the jurisdictions affected by the decisions that must be
made and to ensure proper consideration of functional and
financial trade-offs between corridors. In particular,
functional trade-offs and coordination is required to take‘into
account the effect of one project on other parts of the HCT
system and financial limitations dictate that careful
consideration be given to defining regional priorities before
committing to construction.

In the fall of 1987, JPACT evaluated the work which had been
completed to that time and determined that the Westside,
Milwaukie, and I-205 corridors have the highest priority and
should be advanced within a 10-year timeframe. The Barbur and
I-5 corridors were determined to be a lesser priority and
recommended to be constructed in a 20-year timeframe. The
Macadam Corridor need was determined to be beyond the 20-year
timeframe.

In 1990, JPACT endorsed a resolution to advance the Hillsboro
Corridor, an extension of the Westside Corridor from 185th and
Baseline Road to downtown Hillsboro into Alternatives Analysis.
In 1991, JPACT further refined the region's HCT planning
priorities by endorsing a resolution that advances the I-205
and Milwaukie corridors and the I-5 North and I-205 North
corridors into concurrent and coordinated Preliminary
Alternatives Analyses.

JPACT has endorsed a Regional HCT Study that will examine long-
term systemwide issues, concentrating on CBD alignments,
operations and maintenance requirements, updating forecasts on
future rail corridors and extensions, and establishing regional
criteria and priorities for further HCT development.

Objectives of these studies will be to:




1. Continue planning and design on the region's No. 1
priority, the Westside and Hillsboro Corridor projects.

2. Determine the region's next HCT transit corridor(s) to
advance into Alternatives Analysis. The results of the
study will be a statement of the transportation problems
within the priority corridor, a description of a handful of
most promising alternatives that respond to those problems,
preliminary cost-effectiveness analysis of those alterna-
tives, a corridor financial strategy, and a scope and
budget for Alternatives Analysis. The study will also
result in an action plan for the mid and long-term develop-
ment of transit in the remaining corridors.

3. Reassess the remaining high-capacity transit corridors
identified in the RTP. This assessment will develop an HCT
system plan and staging strategy, determine systemwide
infrastructure and operational needs, and help determine
long-term needs and staging strategy in the Portland CBD.
All forecasts will be performed with a common model and
horizon year, using the 1988 travel-forecasting model and
new 2010 land use data.

4., Develop system financing strategies and corridor financing
plans that are consistent with the conclusions of the
Regional HCT Study and the Preliminary AA Studies.

Approximately $5.7 million of Interstate Transfer highway and
transit funding is programmed for FY 1993. The TIP includes a
fixed program amount for the Metro region of $517,750,487
(federal) based upon the original amount for the withdrawn
freeways (Mt Hood and I-505), $731,000 of additional transit
withdrawal value in April 1987 added by Section 103(c) of
Pub.L. 100-17, and $16,366,283 made available by the recent
I-205 Buslane withdrawal. Currently, the additional withdrawal
values can only be applied to transit projects. At the end of
the federal fiscal year, all unbuilt projects and their unused
funds for FY 1992 will automatically shift to FY 1993.

The final transit/highway appropriation needed to complete the
Interstate Transfer Program has been estimated at $15,165,874.
This amount, when combined with remaining unspent appropria-
tions, provides some $34.4 million available to complete the
Interstate Transfer Program which was begun in 1977. The $34.4
million is allocated to highway projects of $14.4 million and
transit projects of $19.9 million.

Some $7.4 million of FTA Section 3 "Trade" funds are programmed
in FY 1992 marking the completion of the "Trade" program upon
approval of outstanding grant applications. Some $0.6 million
has been earmarked for shelters, $5.0 million for the Transit
Mall Extension North, $1.6 million for replacement buses, and
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$0.2 million for contingencies.

. The maximum allowable use of FTA Section 9 funds for FY 1993
operating assistance is included (estimated to be $4.6 million)
which is less than that for FY 92. The Section 9 Program is
projected in the TIP on a continuing basis through post 1996
based upon the Transit Development Plan and its revisions
adopted by Tri-Met.

. Private enterprise participation for FTA Section 3 and Sec-
tion 9 programs is in accordance with Circular 7005.1. This
requires that a local process be developed to encourage private
providers to perform mass transportation and related services
to the maximum extent feasible. See Attachment.

. An amendment is included for the Westside LRT project in the
TIP to make it consistent with Tri-Met's grant application.
Tri-Met and FTA are in the final stages of negotiating the FFa,
with original cost estimates and construction plans undergoing
revision. The SDEIS estimate (federal) of $489.5 million (1990
dollars) was refined to $522.4 million (1990 dollars), and has
further been revised to $505.6 million. This current amount

. has been escalated to year of construction dollars amounting to
$692.3 million (federal).

. On May 11, 1989, the Metro Council adopted Resolution No. 89~
1094 calling for withdrawal of the I-205 buslanes and allowing
for substitution of light rail as an eligible project.

The amount of federal funds finally authorized by the with-
drawal for a transit project in the I-205 corridor was
$16,366,283. This amount will be included in subsequent
substitution cost estimates used to apportion funds appropri-
ated from the general revenue funds for the Interstate
substitution transit projects authorized under Section

103 (e) (4) of Title 23 United States Code.

. An evaluation of transit financial capacity demonstrates that
there are sufficient resources to meet future operating defi-
cits and capital costs.

. The former STA expired on September 30, 1991 and a new one was
adopted by the U.S. Congress and signed into law December,
1992. A new Act is considered every 4-6 years. The new Act
promises significant changes from the past program and will
have a profound impact on the 1993-1998 and future Six-Year
Programs. This TIP therefore continues to carry the former
funding categories as well as new funding sources.

TPAC has reviewed the FY 93 to post 1996 Transportation Improve-
ment Program and the FY 93 Annual Element and recommends approval
of Resolution No. 92-1667.
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The Metro TIP describes how federal transportation funds for
highway and transit projects in the Metro region are to be obli-
gated during the period October 1, 1992 through September 30,
1993. Additionally, to maintain continuity from one year to the
next, funds are estimated for years before and after the Annual
Element year and include carryover (unspent) funds. Final
vouchered projects (those which have undergone final audit) are
aggregated to one line item as are completed projects. Completed
projects are defined as those which are or will shortly be
entering the final audit stage.

This FY 1993 TIP is a refinement of the currently adopted TIP and
is structured by the following major headings:

Interstate Transfer Program
Federal Transit Administration Programs
Federal-Aid Urban System Program and the Regional Surface Trans-
portation Program
Other Programs - Interstate, Primary, Bridge, Safety, State
Modernization, State Surface Transportation, National Highway
System, Bike, etc.

New funding programs added in the year:

Regional Surface Transportation Program

State Surface Transportation Program (Includes Transportation
Enhancement Program)

State Surface Transportation Program (Safety)

National Highway System Program

State Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality Program

Regional Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality Program

INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM

The FY 1993 Interstate Transfer Program of approximately $5.7
million represents the full funding need and this, together with
the projects that slip from FY 1992, is well within the level of
funding the region currently has available. The noted amount is
earmarked for FHWA highway projects. Priorities will be estab-
lished from among the full FY 1992 and FY 1993 programs later in
the year based upon a closer estimate of project needs. Projects
not funded in FY 1993, should there be insufficient funds, will
be delayed; however, they will be considered for implementation
and funding in FY 1994.

A number of revisions to last year's Annual Report and to the
overall project allocations are incorporated including a variety
of minor transfers due to cost overruns and underruns. Schedule
changes to the Interstate Transfer Program consist of:




Project
City of Portland

N.W. 23rd Avenue/Burnside
--'R/W and Construction

Multnomah County

I-84 - 223rd Avenue (Fairview)
-= 207th Avenue connector

Clackamas County
Beavercreek Rd. Extension

McLoughlin Corridor Reserve

rom

1992

1992

1992

To

1993

1993

1993

The McLoughlin Reserve was established in March 1986 through

. 89-1135 allocated the
final $3,002,610 McLoughlin Interstate Transfer Reserve to seven
projects. The projects and funding status as of June 30, 1992

Resolution No. 86-632. Resolution No

are:

Proiject

Johnson Creek Boulevard
(32nd Avenue to 45th Avenue)

Harrison Street (Highway 224 -
32nd Avenue), P.E. Only

Johnson Creek Boulevard
(Linwood Avenue to 82nd Avenue),
P.E. Only; augmented with Sunnyside
Road funds

45th Avenue (Harney to Glenwood),
P.E. Only

LRT Studies in Milwaukie Corridor
Hawthorne Bridge LRT study

McLoughlin Corridor Highway

$1,000,000

$ 50,000
$ 50,000
$ 50,000
$ 560,000
$ 5,000
$1,287,610
$3,002,610

Schedule

Post 1996

Post 1996

1992

Obligated

Obligated
Obligated

Obligated



Overall Program Status

Projects using remaining highway funds are:

Mcloughlin PE . . ¢« . ¢« ¢ ¢« &+ « & o & $ 920,721
Transit Mall Extension. . . . . . . . 2,917,200
Marine Drive. . « « « ¢« ¢« ¢« ¢ « « o & 2,370,698
Airport Way, Unit 4 . . . . . . . . . 722,000
Hawthorne Bridge. . . « e e o e o 725,922
223rd Connector (207th) e e e e s e s 2,637,581
Johnson Creek Boulevard . . . . . . . 897,150
Miscellaneous/Reserves Under $500,000 3,255,702

$14,446,974
And those using remaining funds on the transit side are:

McLoughlin Blvd. Alternatives Analysis . § 987,950

I-205 Buslane Withdrawal . . . . . . . . 15,941,283
Tri-Met Transit Reserve. . . . . « « « 3,000,000

$19,929,233
During the past year, the transit/highway portions (authority) of
the Interstate Transfer Program has been adjusted through the
" following actions:

Transit to Highway Transfers

Metro Planning (Transit).....eceveeeveceencess..—$43,305
Metro Planning (Highway) «..ccteteeevscecceeeeess $43,305

Highway to Transit Transfers

Convention Center Area Program...............=-$2,000,000
Marine Drive Project.....ceceveeeececeacaessa=$1,000,000
Tri-Met Transit Account........ic000teeeeeee. $3,000,000

The City of Portland will complete the Convention Center Area
Program using Tri-Met local capital funds in compensation for the
above highway to transit transfers. The reduction of Marine
Drive funds is offset by an equal increase to the project under
the Federal-Aid Urban Program.

A revised Interstate Substitute Cost Estimate of net funds needed
to complete the program has been prepared for 1992. This revised
estimate will be used in apportioning FY 1993 (or later year)
funds for substitute highway and transit projects. Metro has
submitted the following estimate to USDOT:

Final Amount of

Funds Required

Highway - L] - L] L] L] L - - » L) - . L] . $ 4’316’789
Transit . . . . « v v v v v e . .. 10,849,095

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION PROGRAMS

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) carries out the federal
mandate to improve urban mass transportation. It is the prin-
cipal source of federal financial assistance to help urban areas
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(and, to some extent, non-urban areas) plan, develop and improve
comprehensive mass transportation systems. The FTA's programs of
financial aid include, but are not limited to, the following:

Section 3 discretionary and formula capital grant program at
80 percent federal, 20 percent local funding.

Section 3 "trade" Letter of Intent at 80 percent federal, 20
percent local funding.

Section 9 formula grant program covering capital and oper-
ating expenses at 80 percent federal, 20 percent local for
capital funding, and 50 percent federal for operating
expenses. For FY 1993, only $5.5 million is programmed in
order to set aside funds for use on the Westside LRT Project
in FY 1994 and FY 1995.

Section 3 Discretionary

There still remains available funds under the former discretion-
ary program which the TIP has been carrying for specified proj-
ects:

Bus Purchases ' $ 2,500,000
Banfield Retrofit Program
Operations Control 5,700,000
Double Tracking 9,100,000
Ruby Junction Expansion 4,100,000 -

Under terms of the Full-Funding Agreement, a $5.8 million balance
is still available and has been programmed for FY 1993. Tri-Met
plans to request these funds to partially apply to the Banfield
Retrofit projects. Also included in the Section 3 Discretionary
program for FY 1993 is $1.0 million for the Hillsboro Corridor to
conduct preliminary engineering and development of civil and
systems engineering to the 30% level.

Section 3 "Trade" Funding

These are funds committed through a $76.8 million Section 3
"Letter of Intent" issued May 14, 1982. The funds are restricted
to bus capital purposes under the terms for which they were
awarded to the region but are flexible as to the particular bus
capital purpose. )

The $76.8 million program in the TIP is predicated on a Letter of
Intent extension to 1992 and is currently allocated as itemized
in Exhibit A and summarized below:



Firm projects with approved grants $69,391,120

Project applications in 1992

Bus Purchases 1,597,144
Passenger Shelters 612,951
Mall Extension 4,992,410
Contingencies 206,375
Total.l.'..I.O.Q'...'.C......'..Ql.'l..l$76'800’000

Bus Purchase - the $1.6 million will allow procurement of

approximately eight liquified natural gas (LNG) replacement
buses.

Passenger Shelters - the $0.61 million will procure approximately
250 replacement shelters.

Transit Mall Extension North - this project uses a combination of
"trade" and Interstate Transfer funds; it calls for reconstruct-
ing 16 blocks on NW 5th and 6th Avenues between and including
West Burnside and NW Irving Streets.

Program Status

The 'trade' program will be completed in FY 1992 upon approval of
the above grant applications, and will be carried in the TIP
until such time as final audit has been performed. Twenty-three
projects have been implemented using the $76.8 million with more
than half of the trade program represented by the $20 million
applied to the Banfield program and some $26 million to bus
purchases.

Section 9

These funds are committed to the region through a formula
allocation. There is considerable flexibility on the use of the
funds, although there is a maximum allowable level that can be
used for operating assistance ($4.4 million for the Portland/
Vancouver region for FY 1992), and the remainder is generally
intended for "routine" capital purposes such as bus replacement
and support equipment. Actual funding levels over the years are
subject to amounts provided in the ISTEA, any carryovers, annual
appropriations, and fluctuations in the formula distribution.
Funds, except for operating expenses and projects of imperative
nature, plus carryovers will be set aside for the next several
years in order to accumulate some $22 million for application to
the Hillsboro Extension of the Westside Light Rail.

Section 9 Projects of Interest
Bus Dispatch System

This project will provide a new computer-aided dispatch system
for fixed route buses. The project replaces many elements of the
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radio dispatch system currently in use in the bus dispatch

center, at radio base stations and on-board buses while retaining

components that are still functional and have not completed their
useful life. The existing system is becoming difficult to

" maintain, has limited functionality and cannot be expanded or

changed to meet Tri-Met's current and future needs.

Tri-Met is currently developing procurement specifications of the
project and plans to select a vendor by April 1993. Project
completion date is expected to be August 1994.

Hillsboro Corridor Preliminary Engineering/Final Environmental
Impact Statement

Section 9 and Section 3 funds are identified for expenditure on
PE/FEIS for the Hillsboro Corridor Locally Preferred Alternative,
to be selected in April 1993.

Preliminary Engineering includes development of civil and systems
engineering to the 30 percent level. Engineering work will also
include design of mitigation measures identified in the DEIS for
the Locally Preferred Alternative.

The FEIS includes responding to comments received on the DEIS,
defining plans to mitigate the adverse impacts associated with
the Locally Preferred Alternative and evaluation of the results
of the mitigation plans identified in the DEIS. The FEIS
completed federal environmental review requirements in antici-
pation of application for a federal grant to implement the
Locally Preferred Alternative.

% % % %

Westside Corridor LRT

In April, Resolution No. 92-1598 amended the TIP and endorsed an
overall Westside Light Rail Transit funding package which recog-
nized the commitment of $44 million in Surface Transportation

Program funds and $22 million of Section 9 funds for the Hills-
boro extension.

In July, Tri-Met submitted a revised grant application to the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) for constructing the
Westside Light Rail.

MILESTONES

Major milestones which directly supported the grant application
and negotiations with FTA for the terms of a Full-Funding
Agreement (FFA) have been accomplished:

In summer 1991, local jurisdictions formally committed funds
under the terms of the regional compact. Total amount of
the compact funds is $21 million.

11




v

In July 1991, Tri-Met and the Oregon Department of Transpor-
tation completed an intergovernmental agreement for the
state's portion of the local match.

In August 1991, the Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS) was published.

In November 1991, the Record of Decision (ROD) was issued by
UMTA for the Westside Project, reflecting the completion and
satisfaction of National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA)
requirements.

In November 1991, FTA approved Tri-Met's request for a
Letter of No Prejudice for final engineering and design and
right-of-way acquisition.

As Tri-Met and FTA are in the final stages of negotiating the
FFA, the original cost estimates and construction plan are under
revision.

The SDEIS estimate of $489.5 million in $1990 was revised to
$522.4 million in the FEIS and has been further refined to $505.6
million. The latest reduction reflects a combination of deletions
and deferrals of project elements. The grant application reflects
year-of-expenditure dollars in the attached table.

The program in the TIP reflects the noted changes and is phased
by year:

1992 $ 14.4 million
1993 $ 85.0 million (Annual Element
: . year)
1994 $104.0 million
1995 $104.0 million
1996 $104.0 million
post 96 $103.6 million
Total Section 3 $515.0 million

Funding Plan

The grant application requests a total of $515 million in Sec-
tion 3 funding as reflected above. Matching funds and local
funds advanced to maintain the construction schedule will come
from the following regional resources:

State Funds $114 million
Tri-Met General Obligation Bonds 79 million
Regional Compact Funds 12 million
Surface Transportation Funds (region) 22 million
Surface Transportation Funds (state) 22 million
Section 9 Capital Grants 22 million
Interest 6 million

Total Non-Section 3 277 million

LN AN N N NN AN
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Local funds beyond the project match requirements could be
advanced to allow the project to be completed according to the
construction sequencing plan. These funds would be reimbursed by
subsequent appropriations of Section 3 funds. The actual amounts
advanced and reimbursed will depend on annual federal appropria-
tions.

Low-Floor Vehicles

In April 1991, public testimony at hearings on the Westside
Project cited requirements of the 1990 Americans with Disa-
bilities Act (ADA) in seeking an alternative to Banfield-style
mechanical lifts.

In April 1992, the Tri-Met Board of Directors authorized the
inclusion of low-floor level boarding light rail vehicles in the
Westside Project and the grant application. Tri-Met is seeking
separate funding for the extra costs associated with low floor
vehicles. In the absence of additional funds, Tri-Met will
purchase fewer (29) vehicles and use available funds to pay the
low-floor "premium." If no successful bidder emerges from the
procurement process, Tri-Met will purchase standard high-floor
vehicles and install mini-high platforms to comply with ADA
requirements. _

Activities in 1993
Major activities scheduled for 1993 include:

bid, award and begin work on tunnel construction contract
bid, award and begin work on LS 6 construction contract
conclude procurement process for light rail vehicles

bid and award contract for provision of track materials
acquire majority of right-of-way

. L[] . .

REQUIREMENTS SUMMARY

19908 Exp Yr $
Cost Elements

Right-of-Way#* 42.4 48.2
Alignment Preparation 88.0 125.3

Tunnel 78.0 112.8
Track Materials 10.1 11.6
Electrifications, Signals, Communications 32.1 49.3
Stations and Park and Ride Lots 30.1 33.2
Operations Facility and Equipment 12.3 17.0
Light rail vehicles 56.6 79.7
Engineering and Construction Management 92.2 122.4
Design and Construction Contingency 63.8 91.6
Interim Financing Costs 1.2
TOTAL PROJECT REQUIREMENTS 505.6 692.3
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RESOURCES SUMMARY

Partnership Funding Amount
Section 3 New Start*=* 515.0
State Funds 86.0
Tri-Met G.O. Bonds 79.3
Regional Compact Funds 12.0
TOTAL PROJECT RESOURCES 692.3

*Right-of-way estimate in 1992§

**Under the terms of the 1991 Intermodal Surface Transportation Act (ISTEA),
the project will receive $515 million in Section 3 funds. The timing of
these funds is uncertain; the region will advance local funds to accommodate
the construction schedule and be reimbursed from future Section 3
appropriations, if necessary.

FEDERAL-AID URBAN SYSTEM AND REGTONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION
PROGRAMS

The FAU program has been eliminated under the ISTEA and replaced
by the STP program through which the Metro region receives annual
allocations. There still remains FAU balances amounting to some
$4.8 million for the City of Portland, and $3.3 million for the
region. The largest shareholder for the region is Clackamas
County with $1.6 million retained for the Lower Boones Ferry Road
-~ Madrona to SW Jean project -- and $933,000 for the McLoughlin
Boulevard-Harrison Street through Milwaukie CBD project which is
largely undefined at this time.

Resolution No. 92-1644 has established administrative options and
procedures between Metro and ODOT for use and exchange of the
remaining FAU funds for an equal amount of STP funds. This would
have the effect of releasing the FAU funds for their use in other
areas of the state and avoiding potential lapse. In exchange,
the state would provide the region with new STP funds having an
availability of four years.

Highlights of the resolution provide for the following:

Metro may request of ODOT that FAU fund balances be
exchanged for STP funds and that any remaining amounts
currently programmed for FAU projects in the TIP be
allocated to corresponding projects under the STP Progranm.

Metro and ODOT's Salem Program Section will mutually
establish the Metro areas's annual authority and six-year
obligation authority in order to assure compatibility
between Metro and statewide program ceiling limitations.

Annual programmed amounts may vary from annual allocations

by mutual agreement of ODOT and Metro subject to ODOT's
ability to accommodate shifts relative to the statewide
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program and subject to the region's assurance that future
authority will be available on a one-for-one basis.

The remaining FAU funds which may be exchanged for STP funds
consist of those allocated to projects and to reserve accounts.
Under the ISTEA, suballocation of STP funds is not allowed;
therefore, in the exchange process, specific projects must be
identified and reserve funds allocated to specific projects.
Balances remaining for individual jurisdictions as of June, 1992
are as follows:

City of Portland....ceoeeeececscnsncseses$4,785,146
Multnomah County....ccceeceeecssscccncnns 11,587
Clackamas CoOUNtY . veeeertesncescenensncsses 2,921,801
"Washington County......ciieiiiiiinaceens 74,523
Pri-=Met...ccceiceeceteecscsesesssssosnsssss 53,178
(o) 5 o s O 63,477
Regional ReServVe...cccsssseccocscnssassaes 178,685

TOtAl.eeeeeeeassenneneseannsaees 58,088,397

Under agreement with Tri-Met, the City of Portland has deleted
the Transit Mall Rehabilitation project and transferred the
balance of $800,000 in authority to the Marine Drive project
along with $200,000 of authority from its FAU reserve account.
The combined amounts offset a similar transfer under the
Interstate Transfer Program of $1,000,000 from highway to
transit, thus making the Marine Drive project allocations
unchanged. The Transit Mall Rehabilitation Project was not
eligible for use of FHWA funds and the City will now use the
exchanged Tri-Met local capital funds for its rehabilitation.

OTHER PROGRAMS
The Six-Year Transportation Improvement Program

The Highway Division in the past has biennially published a Six-
Year Highway Improvement program which has essentially targeted
highway improvements. That publication has now been replaced in
keeping with the broad interest of ODOT and the direction being
set at the national level. The current publication, the 1993-
1998 Six-Year Transportation Improvement Program, lists major
activities expected to be under way over the next six years by
the Aeronautics, Highway, Public Transit, and Rail programs. The
state highway projects listed in Metro's TIP were extracted from
ODOT's proposed TIP (May 1992) and comprise the 'other programs'
section.

Metro has initiated a continuing process to establish priorities
for the development of a unified recommendation for projects of
regional scope to the Oregon Transportation Commission for
inclusion in ODOT's 1993-1998 Six-Year Program. This process
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incorporates the previous prioritization efforts conducted for
the 1991-1996 Six-Year Program as well as an evaluation of the

new project proposals relative to the ranking criteria adopted by
JPACT.

The prioritization process concerns itself with three basic cate-
gories of project proposals:

Category 1 -- previously prioritized projects already included in
‘the current (1993-1998) Six-Year Program;

Category 2 -- previously prioritized projects not contained in
the current Six~Year Program; and

Category 3 =-- new project proposals to be folded into the overall
prioritization.

Regional Priorities and the S8ix-Year Transportation Improvement
Program

As noted above, the process to date has been based on the pre-
vious Surface Transportation Act. The new Act provides much
greater flexibility by allowing funds to be applied to a variety
of alternative transportation improvements. These alternative
improvements, taking advantage of new funding flexibility, have
not been fully explored or evaluated. Although projects recom-
mended for funding in the Portland region are high priority, they
have not been assessed in light of these new possibilities.

Resolution No. 92-1578 endorsed comments and recommendations
regarding the Oregon Department of Transportation's (ODOT) 1993~
1998 Six-Year Transportation Improvement Program which is to be
adopted by the Oregon Transportation Commission (OTC) in July,
1992. 1In the JPACT comments, it was requested of ODOT to flag
specific new projects in the adopted Six-Year Program in order to
allow the region to work further with ODOT to consider alterna-
tive projects by October, 1992. This would allow money to be
temporarily committed to a project, with a final review step
before it becomes a final commitment, and with Resolution No. 92-
1578 acting as an amendment to the Six-Year Program at that time.

In general, projects identified in the Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) represent the region's highway project needs over the
next decade. As a result, an essential need is seen for these
projects to be included in the program elements of the new Six-
Year Program, whether construction, project development, or
reconnaissance. Projects listed for construction in the existing
(1991-1996) Six~-Year Program are recommended to retain their
present status and schedule.

*x % * % *
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The 1993-1998 Six-Year Transportation Improvement Program must
demonstrate a balance of projects and resources. The proposed
program was in excess of the funds the state would receive over
the six years and required reductions to achieve a balance. To
this end, and to identify state STP funds in the amount of $22
million for the Westside Light Rail Transit Project, ODOT
reviewed comments and recommendations made on the proposed
program of May, 1992. Resolution No. 92-1647 accepted the ODOT

changes to the May program necessary to achieve the reduction and
highlighted the following projects:

Year Highway Project New Status

93 I-5 Tualatin Park-and-Ride Tri-Met

93 Us-26 SW Center - SW 76th LRT Increased scope
93 I-5 W Marquam Intch-Marguam Br Added to Program
93 I-5 Seismic Retrofit Added to Program
94 I-5 Boones Fy-Commerce Circle Added to Program
94 I-84 223rd to Troutdale Reduced Scope

96 99E MLK/Grand - SE Harold Deferred to Dev
96 OR-208 209th to Murray Deferred to Dev
96 99E Milwaukie Park-and-Ride Tri-Met

96 Us-26 Westside LRT Added to Program
96 OR-43 West Linn Park-and-Ride Tri-Met

96 99E Harold - Tacoma Deferred to Dev
97 US-30B N Columbia-Lombard/60th Deferred to Req
98 I-5 Hood - Terwilliger Deferred to Req
98 Us-26 185th - Cedar Hills Reduced Scope

98 I-205 Sunnybrook Interchange Added to Program

The Other Programs section of this TIP has retained last year's
funding structure as well as adding the new funding sources
arising from the ISTEA. Thus, some projects appearing in this
section may not fully be categorized to the proper funding source
because of carryover funds to FY 1992 and assignment of new

funding. This section of the TIP is organized by the following
funding sources:

Federal-Aid Interstate

Federal-Aid Interstate 4R

Federal-Aid Primary

Highway Bridge Replacement

Hazard Elimination System

State Modernization

State Operations

Bikeways

Access Oregon Highways

State Surface Transportation Program

State Surface Transportation Program (Safety)
National Highway System Program

State Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality Program
Other Funding Programs
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ACTIVITIES OF REGIONAL INTEREST
Regional Transportation Plan

The revised RTP, adopted in January 1992, is the "umbrella
document" which integrates the various aspects of regional
transportation planning into a consistent and coordinated
process. The RTP which was revised in FY 1992 identifies the
long-range (20-year) regional transportation improvement
strategy and 10-year priorities established by JPACT and defines
regional policies, goals, objectives and system plan elements.

The TIP relates to the RTP as an implementing document, identi-
fying improvement projects consistent with the RTP that are
authorized for funding within a five-year timeframe. Projects
are identified for funding in the TIP at the request of local
jurisdictions, Tri-Met and ODOT. These capital improvements must
be consistent with the RTP policies, system element plans and
identified criteria in order to be eligible for inclusion into
the TIP for funding. All projects are retained in the RTP until
implemented or a no-build decision is reached, thereby providing
a permanent record of proposed improvements. Projects that are
dropped from the TIP due to insufficient funds are maintained in
the RTP for funding consideration at a later date. It is from
priorities and proposed improvements found to be consistent with

the RTP that projects appearing in the TIP and its Annual Element
are drawn.

Regional Priority-8etting Process

A process to address regional transportation priorities and
funding issues related to them has been implemented by JPACT in
the form of Resolution No. 89-1035. The resolution represents a
major milestone in reaching a consensus among jurisdictions in
the Portland region on how to fund key transportation priorities.
It represents an important starting point for seeking implemen-
tation of the proposals by the Legislature, affected boards and
commissions and ultimately by the voter.

To implement the program, priorities must be established to guide
specific funding decisions now and in the future. Criteria for
setting these priorities will be as follows:

Improvements that correct severe existing traffic problens
will have top priority.

Improvements that correct traffic problems anticipated in
the next decade and improvements that correct access
capacity deficiencies that constrain development areas
during the next decade will have next priority.

Regional corridor improvement will give priority to options
which reduce costs by increasing people-moving capacity.
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Those options include ramp metering, signal improvements,
access control and high occupancy vehicle lanes.

Large projects will be broken into manageable parts so that
the most critical part is given priority for construction.

Consideration should be given to the region "reserving" a
portion of available funds in order to be able to provide
needed transportation improvements which quickly respond to
economic development opportunities.

Criteria

Criteria adopted by JPACT in 1989, were used for prioritization
of highway and transit projects proposed for inclusion in the
1991-1996 and 1993-1998 ODOT Six-Year Transportation Improvement
Program. Metro has initiated a continuing process to establish
priorities for the development of a unified recommendation for
projects of regional scope to the Oregon Transportation
Commission for inclusion in ODOT's Six-Year Programming effort.

With the adoption of the Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act (ISTEA), the federal project funding categories
have been restructured to provide for increased local flexibility
in funding decisions. This flexibility allows for local areas
to determine whether federal funds will be directed toward
highway or transit projects. In addition, two new categories,
Transportation Enhancement and Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality,
were developed which can provide funding for alternative trans-
portation projects. Two separate ranking processes, each with
unique criteria, have been developed for these two categories.

Regional Priorities and the Six-Year Highway Improvement Program

In June 1991, Metro submitted to ODOT results of a technical
ranking process for establishing the Portland metropolitan area's
priority highway projects for inclusion in ODOT's 1993-1998 Six
Year Transportation Improvement Program. Priority state highway
projects were ranked in three categories: Interstate, Access
Oregon Highways (AOH), and Other Highway Projects.

In general, the projects represented the region's highway project
needs over the next decade as identified in the Regional Trans-
Transportation Plan (RTP). As a result, an essential need is
seen for these projects to be included in the program elements of
the new Six-Year Program, whether construction, project develop-
ment, or reconnaissance.

Specifically recommended was for ODOT to identify the region's

highway project priorities in the 1993-1998 Six-Year Program as
follows:
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Construction

All projects identified as a "high" priority (greater than 18
points) are recommended for construction. Of these, particular.
attention should be given to the following projects:

. I-5: Greeley to N. Banfield (Phases 3 and 4). At a
minimum, it is absolutely essential that elements related to
the construction (phasing, right-of-way acquisition, local
access, etc.) of a new Blazer arena be integrated into the
program.

. Highway 99W: Pfaffle to Commercial (Phase 1) and I-5 to
Pfaffle (Phase 2). While Phase 2 ranked higher, Phase 1 is
the preferred initial project.

In addltlon, the following projects which did not score hlgher
than 18 points should be programmed for constructlon or require
special consideration:

. I-205: Highway 24 Interchange. This project provides
necessary staging for and is complementary to Phase 1 of the
Sunrise Corridor.

. Highway 43: At Terwilliger Extension. If appropriate, this
project should be constructed in conjunction with the Lake
Oswego Trolley project. At the very least, an overall
solution for the area should be defined through the Six-Year
Program's Project Development Section and integrate both
with the trolley and with ODOT's Highway 43 Metropolitan
Area Corridor Study (MACS). The study should also define
specific local access and circulation issues related to the
trolley.

Project Development

Projects scoring between 14 and 17 (medium) points in the ranking
and those scoring 18 or greater and not programmed for construc-
tion should be programmed for project development and/or right-
of-way.

Transportation Enhancement

Transportation Enhancement funds are available for a broad range
of transportation-related uses including bicycle or pedestrian
facilities, scenic developments, highway beautification, historic
enhancement or mitigation of water pollution due to highway
runoff. Potential enhancement projects were solicited from
jurisdictions throughout the region and were ranked during
special TPAC meetings held in May of 1992. Six projects were
recommended for inclusion in the 1993-1998 Six Year Program
including:
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. Springwater Corridor. This project includes bike/pedestrian
trail enhancements, trailhead development and safety
improvements.

. Columbia River Scenic Highway Interpretive Panels. This
project covers the design, illustration, fabrication and
installation of panels interpreting the cultural, historic
and natural resources along the highway.

. Fanno Creek Bike Path. Extension of an existing off-street

bicycle pathway adjacent to Fanno Creek between Highway 217
and Scholls Ferry Road.

. Clackamas/Willamette River Bike Path. This will develop a
bike path along the Clackamas and Willamette Rivers in the
northern portion of Oregon City.

. Oregon Electric Right-of-Way. Acqulsltlbn and development

of a bicycle/pedestrian pathway between S. W. 92nd and Oleson
Road.

. Willamette Shore Trolley Extension. Extend trolley to
downtown Lake Oswego.

A specific Transportation Enhancement Program will be developed
for inclusion in both the Regional Transportation Plan and future
Transportation Improvement Programs.

Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality

Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality (CMAQ) funds are available for
use in urban areas which are determined to be in non-attainment
for Carbon Monoxide (co) or Ozone. As a non-attainment area, the
Portland region is eligible for these funds, which must be used
for transportation projects which contribute to the attainment of
federal air quality standards. \

The TPAC Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Subcommittee
recommended to the state that the OTC fund a maximum of two years
of the CMAQ to allow time for the region to complete work on the
Governor's Task Force on Automobile Emissions and Metro's TDM
study. These two studies will develop projects which directly
relate to the CMAQ Program objectives. With this recommendation
in mind, the TDM Subcommittee developed the following project
priorities for inclusion in the 1993-1998 Six-Year Plan:

. Tigard Park-and-Ride.
. Willamette River Bridge Access Study
. Courtney Avenue Bike/Pedestrian Link

. Pedestrian to Transit Study
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. Neighborhood Rideshare Co-op
. Bikes on Transit

A specific Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality Program will be
developed for inclusion in both the Regional Transportation Plan
and future Transportation Improvement Programs.

Park-and-Ride Facilities

Tri-Met has prioritized and submitted park-and-ride lots
associated with state highways. Given the complex nature of
acquiring park-and-ride sites, certain actions on the sites
should be taken as follows:

. MAX Expansion - 82nd Avenue park-and-ride FY 1994.
. MAX Expansion (Gateway) - FY 1995.
. Lake Oswego Site - attempt to resolve site issues.

Western Bypass 8tudy

The Western Bypass Study area extends from the Sunset Highway
(U.S.26) south to the I-5/I-205 interchange between Tualatin and
Wilsonville, from Highway 217 west to the Chehalem Hills.

The study is addressing the development and evaluation of
alternatives to serve circumferential travel in the sub-region.
These are to include bypass, arterial improvement, transit and
demand management as possible options.

In FY 1991, the public involvement process was initiated and the
Statement of Purpose and Need was adopted.

In FY 1992, six strategies were developed and evaluated for
traffic effects. Two strategies were proposed for deletion
(Outer Bypass (Highway 219 alignment)) and a transit-only (light
rail) alternative. Four alternatives were developed by mixing
strategy elements, and the traffic impacts were evaluated along
with the effects of Travel Demand Management actions.

During the year, in a separate process, 1000 Friends of Oregon
developed an alternative land use scenario in conjunction with a
transit-only scenario.

In FY 1993, a decision on the alternatives to carry through the
EIS process will be made, including the possibility of including
the 1000 Friends of Oregon alternative following evaluation of
its traffic impacts. The DEIS will be completed and, hopefully,
a Locally Preferred Alternative will emerge.
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High=-Capacity Transit Studies (Resolution No. 91-1456)

Because of the large amount of HCT planning underway or proposed,
it is important to organize activities to allow for the most
efficient conduct of the work, to ensure participation by the
jurisdictions affected by the decisions that must be made and to
ensure proper consideration of functional and financial trade-
offs between corridors. In particular, functional trade-offs and
coordination is required to take into account the effect of one
project on other parts of the HCT system and financial limita-
tions dictate that careful consideration be given to defining
regional priorities before committing to construction.

In the fall of 1987, JPACT evaluated the work which had been
completed to that time and determined that the Westside,
Milwaukie, and I-205 corridors have the highest priority and
should be advanced within a 10-year timeframe. The Barbur and I-
5 corridors were determined to be a lesser priority and recom-
mended to be constructed in a 20-year timeframe. The Macadam
Corridor need was determined to be beyond the 20-year timeframe.

In 1990, JPACT endorsed a resolution to advance the Hillsboro
Corridor, an extension of the Westside Corridor from 185th and
Baseline Road to downtown Hillsboro into Alternatives Analysis.
In 1991, JPACT further refined the region's HCT planning pri-
orities by endorsing a resolution that advances the I-205 and
Milwaukie corridors and the I-5 North and I-205 North corridors
into concurrent and coordinated Preliminary Alternatives
Analyses.

JPACT has endorsed a Regional HCT Study that will examine long-
term systemwide issues, concentrating on CBD alignments, opera-
tions and maintenance requirements, updating forecasts on future
rail corridors and extensions, and establishing regional criteria
and priorities for further HCT development.

Objectives of these studies will be to:

1. Ccontinue planning and design on the region's No. 1 priority,
the Westside and Hillsboro Corridor projects.

2. Determine the region's next HCT transit corridor(s) to
advance into Alternatives Analysis. The results of the
study will be a statement of the transportation problems
within the priority corridor, a description of a handful of
most promising alternatives that respond to those problens,
preliminary cost-effectiveness analysis of those alterna-
tives, a corridor financial strategy, and a scope and budget
for Alternatives Analysis. The study will also result in an
action plan for the mid and long-term development of transit
in the remaining corridors.
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3. Reassess the remaining high-capacity transit corridors
identified in the RTP. This assessment will develop an HCT
system plan and staging strategy, determine systemwide
infrastructure and operational needs, and help determine
long-term needs and staging strategy in the Portland CBD.
All forecasts will be performed with a common model and
horizon year, using the 1988 travel-forecasting model and
new 2010 land use data.

4. Develop system financing strategies and corridor financing
plans that are consistent with the conclusions of the
Regional HCT Study and the Preliminary AA Studies.

Regional HCT Priorities

Regional consensus has been developed around a comprehensive
transit and highway program requiring a broad set of local,
regional, state and federal actions to implement. Regionwide
support for MAX expansion has been demonstrated with interest in
advancing HCT planning in a number of corridors. Technical
studies have shown that expansion is or will be viable in the
Sunset, Milwaukie, I-205, I-5 North and Barbur corridors. As
such, development of a regional HCT system is the long-range
vision described in the Regional Transportation Plan.

. Westside and Hillsboro Corridors

The Westside Corridor is clearly the state's and region's
number one priority. This has been the case since 1979 when
it was established as the next priority after the Banfield LRT
and has been reconfirmed on numerous occasions, most recently
at the January 18, 1990 meeting of JPACT.

In 1979, when the Westside Alternatives Analysis was initi-
ated, it was concluded that the segment from 185th Avenue to
Hillsboro should also be advanced into the Alternatives
Analysis when the land use plans and population and employment
densities increased to the point where light rail extension
would be viable within a 15-year timeframe. JPACT has’
concurred that the Westside Corridor to Hillsboro is the
region's number one priority; first on May 11, 1989 when they
agreed to pursue the Hillsboro segment; again in October 1989
when they approved the Unified Work Program and grant appli-
cation for the Hillsboro Corridor Alternatives Analysis; and,
finally, on January 18, 1990 when they reconfigured the
region's LRT priorities.

The Westside Corridor to Hillsboro is viewed as one corridor
with a question remaining on where the western terminus will
be located. The first segment from downtown Portland to 185th
Avenue is in final design. The second segment from 185th
Avenue to Hillsboro is in Alternatives Analysis comparing the
merits and environmental consequences of a No-Build, TSM, LRT
Hillsboro CBD and LRT Fairplex alternatives.
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A Draft Environmental Impact Statement will be completed in FY
1993 and the region will adopt a Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA). If LRT is selected as the LPA, it will be advanced
into Preliminary Engineering and a Final Environmental Impact
Statement will be completed.

I-205/Milwaukie ~- The region has determined that the next HCT
transit corridor to advance into Alternatives Analysis will
have a terminus in Clackamas County, either in the I-205 or
Milwaukie Corridor. The region has agreed further that the
process for determining which of the two corridors will
advance as the region's priority corridor will be determined
by conducting a Preliminary Alternatives Analysis, a transi-
tional systems level study. During FY 1992, the region agreed
upon the organizational and legal structure by which to
conduct and manage the study and also agreed upon a detailed
Work Plan. Most of the study elements will be completed
during FY 1993, including the identification and description
of transportation problems within the corridors; development
of a series of methodologies describing how the key study
decisions will be made; definition of a wide range of
alternatives followed by a narrowing to and description of a
small set of most promising alternatives (including No-Build,
TSM and various LRT and other HCT options); selection of a
priority corridor; preliminary assessment of the potential
cost-effectiveness of those alternatives; and a systemwide
financial plan. The region will develop a scope and budget
for the Alternatives Analysis in FY 1994.

I-5/I-205 Portland/Vancouver -- The region has agreed with
Clark County, Washington to conduct an Alternatives Analysis
for the I-5 North and I-205 North corridors from Portland into
Clark County. The I-5/I-205 Portland/Vancouver Preliminary AA
is being coordinated and will proceed on a schedule concurrent
with the I-205/Milwaukie Preliminary AA. While the objectives
of the studies are similar, the I-5/I-205 study will determine
whether a North Corridor should advance into AA concurrent
with or following a Southeast Corridor AA. A key objective of
this study is the development of a corridor financial strategy
consistent with the Regional Systemwide Financial Plan.

Regional HCT System - The Regional Transportation Plan defines a
long-range vision for an HCT system in the Portland region. The
objectives of the Regional HCT Study include the following:

.

Finalize Regional HCT System Plan and staging strategy based
upon adopted RTP.

Determine sketch-level systemwide infrastructure and opera-
tional needs.

Determine Portland CBD requirements and staging strategy.
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A separate Regional HCT Financing Plan will develop financing
options for constructing the HCT corridors, either as a regional
system or individual corridors until the system is completed.

Major work activities and accomplished timelines in the past
fiscal year include interim LRT Plan development, and advancing
the Portland CBD element of the Regional HCT Study as a Pre-
Alternatives Analysis Study, with the same timeframe as the I~
205/Milwaukie Pre-Alternatives Analysis and the I-5/I-205
Portland/Vancouver Pre-Alternatives Analysis.

Expected work activities for the Regional HCT Study in FY 1993
include the following:

. Define a regional LRT system that could be presented to the
community, and give the community something to compare it to:

- Determine the cost of a regional LRT system

- Determine options for how the region would finance the
system

- Determine how implementation of the system would be staged

- Compare the costs and benefits of implementing the system
to an alternative

. Refine alternatives to be considered in the Portland CBD:

- Determine what new connections will be made in the CBD

- Determine how a downtown HCT system would support the
various regional system alternatives

- Compare alternative modes (bus & rail) in the Portland CBD

= Carry promising CBD alternatives forward to AA/DEIS

In summary, the region's HCT priorities are clear -- the Westside
Corridor to Hillsboro is the number one priority. Next, we wish
to initiate Alternatives Analysis in either the I-205 or
Milwaukie Corridors and to determine whether the I-5 North or I-
205 North corridors should advance into AA concurrently with or
following the I-205 or Milwaukie Corridor AA. These priorities
are being followed for purposes of seeking federal funds, state
matching funds and identification of local or regional revenue
sources.

Other Studies
Projects of Interstate Significance

A Bi-State Policy Advisory Committee has been established between
Oregon and Washington jurisdictions for the purpose of resolving
problems of mutual concern. The committee provides a forum for
policymakers form the two states to express views and discuss
metropolitan problems of interstate significance. Metro is
currently involved in several projects which support these func-
tions including a high-capacity transit study and I-5 and I-205
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corridor improvements. The Interstate and Glenn Jackson (I-205)
bridges provide the links across the Columbia River in the
metropolitan area. The need for additional river crossing
capacity across the Columbia River is an active issue and is
continually being monitored by the responsible plannlng agencies
on both sides of the river.

Air quality is also of interest to both sides of the river as the
Portland-Vancouver airshed is classified as non-attainment for
both ozone and carbon monoxide. ‘A Bi-State Subcommittee meets on
an ongoing basis to share information and to coordinate air
quality planning activities.

. Bi~-8tate Study - The current emphasis on bi-state trans-
portation needs are focusing on high-capacity transit (see
Regional HCT Priorities). However, the Bi-State Trans-
portation Study focuses on short and long-term transportation
system management and other relatively inexpensive methods to
improve the operational efficiency of the I-5 and I-205
corridors (freeways, arterials, and transit) from I-84 north
into Washington. The study is also evaluating the ability of
the 2010 "recommended" RTP system to meet future year travel
demands; and is assessing the impacts of bi-state accessi-
bility on regional economic development patterns and reviewing
economic factors influencing bi-state travel patterns. Study
recommendations will be completed early FY 93.

Air Quality/Demand Management Planning

The Portland-Vancouver area is classified as non-attainment for
carbon monoxide and ozone. As such, the area is subject to 1990
Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA) emission reduction targets, to
attainment deadlines for the two pollutants, and for the
submittal of an updated SIP and air gquality maintenance plan.

Two inter-related studies are or will examine measures to meet
CAAA requirements. Both studies recognize the interrelationships

between improving air quality by reducing reliance on the single
occupant automobile.

. Governor's Task Force on Automobile Emissions in the Portland
Area - In response to a directive from the 1991 Oregon
Legislature the Task Force is studying alternatives for
reducing motor vehicle emissions in the region through market
(pricing) and regulatory approaches. The task force will
report to 1993 legislative interim committees in order that
recommendations can be reviewed for appropriate or necessary
legislative action. Identified strategies will forwarded for

regional review for inclusion in the RTP, SIP, and maintenance
plans.

. Transportation Demand Management (TDM) S8tudy - The Regional
Transportation Plan recommends a balanced system of highways/
arterials, transit, and TDM strategies to meet transportation
needs over the next 20 years. Following, and incorporating
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the work of the Governor's Task Force, a full set of TDM
policy, program, and strategy recommendations will be de-
veloped for inclusion in the RTP. The TDM study will expand
on the analysis of the Governor's Task Force, as necessary,
and will provide the mechanism for regional and local review
and implementation.

Area and Corridor Studies

Metro is the responsible agency for conducting comprehensive
transportation studies which have regional or multi-jurisdic-
tional issues or implications. The Northwest Subarea Trans-
portation sStudy is the only current such study underway. The
purpose of the study is to analyze existing (1990) and forecast
(2010) travel demand in an area north of the Sunset Highway from
approximately NW 109th in Washington County to NW Westover in the
City of Portland. The study is focusing on methods to better
facilitate access and circulation within the study area and to
address regional traffic using. study area arterials and collec-
tors. Alternatives analysis are emphasizing non-single occupant
vehicle solutions including transit, TDM, and TSM measures, as
top priorities. Study recommendations will be completed in FY 93
for RTP and TIP consideration.

The Willamette River Bridge Crossing Study (Southeast Corridor
Phase 2) will begin in FY 93. The study will evaluate travel
demand across the river south of the Marquam Bridge. Information
and alternatives will coordinate with the I-205/Milwaukie Pre-AA
study and ODOT's I-405 Reconnaissance Study.

Oregon Transportation Planning Process

The ongoing Oregon Transportation Plan (OTP) Process is intended
to result in the development of a transportation policy and a
comprehensive, long-range plan for a multimodal transportation
system for the state which encompasses economic efficiency,
orderly economic development, safety and environmental quality.
The OTP will guide all future state transportation planning,
programming, and financing decisions. The OTP also fulfills the
state's requirement to provide a Transportation System Plan
(TSP)as part of the State Transportation Planning Rule 12. The
rule requires that metropolitan areas and local governments
develop TSPs consistent with the State TSP. Consequently, the

OTP will in part guide the development of the regional TSP (or
RTP) .

Sunset Highway Improvements

In addition to the Westside LRT, over $100 million in highway/
transit-related construction improvements are planned in

the Sunset Highway Corridor between the Zoo and Highway 217.
These changes will be managed by ODOT. Construction of highway
improvements will be coordinated with construction of the light
rail program. The highway improvements using state funds have
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been approved by the Oregon Transportation Commission, and the
TIP has been revised to reflect the following project orienta-
tion:

US-26 - CEDAR HILLS BLVD INTERCHANGE TO SW 76TH AVENUE....'93
US-26 - SW 82ND PLACE (GOLF CREEK ACCESS ROAD)...¢.¢¢ce0...'93
US-26 - HIGHLANDS (ZOO) INTERCHANGE..:.:tcceeceoscseccccsccees 93
US-26 = SYLVAN INTERCHANGE TO HIGHLANDS INTERCHANGE.......'94
US~26 - CAMELOT INTERCHANGE TO SYLVAN INTERCHANGE.........'95
US-26 - BEAVERTON/TIGARD HIGHWAY TO CAMELOT INTERCHANGE...'96

GENERAL

. Past policy endorsement of projects is identified in the TIP
(including projects to be funded with Interstate, Interstate
Transfer, Federal-Aid Urban and FTA funds), thereby providing
continuing eligibility for federal funding.

. The current status through June 30, 1992 of Interstate Trans-
fer and Federal-Aid Urban projects is accounted for, including
past obligations and the anticipated FY 1993 funding level.

. On May 11, 1989, the Metro Council adopted Resolution No. 89~
1094 calling for withdrawal of the I-205 bus lanes and
allowing for substitution of light rail as an eligible
project. The amount of federal funds finally authorized by
the withdrawal for a transit project in the I-205 corridor was
$16,366,283. This amount was based on the federal pro-rata
share of the costs included in the 1987 Interstate Cost
Estimate for the added lanes on I-205 between Foster Road
(milepost 17.79) and Marine Drive (milepost 24.88). The
amount made available by this action will be included in
subsequent substitution cost estimates used to apportion funds
appropriated from the general revenue funds for the Interstate
substitution transit projects authorized under Section
103(e) (4) of Title 23 United States Code.

+ Private Enterprise Participation -- In accordance with UMTA
Circular 7005.1, recipients of FTA funding are required to
develop a process for considering the capability of private
providers to perform mass transportation and related support
services. They are also required to provide periodic docu-
mentation on the results of implementation of the policy.
This requirement falls both on Metro as the Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) and Tri-Met as the principal
provider of transit services and FTA grant recipient.
Specifically, Metro is required to adopt a policy which
provides for consideration of private enterprises in local
transit service planning, ensure a fair resolution of disputes
and certify at the time of submission of the annual Trans-
portation Improvement Program that the local process is being
followed. The policy is intended to respond to the above
requirements while recognizing that the principal responsi-
bility for involving the private sector should rest with
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Tri-Met since it is the only operator in the Portland region.

In accordance with these requirements, Tri-Met's compliance
with the policy to ensure private sector participation is
demonstrated and endorsed by Resolution No. 92-1667.

+ Financial Capacity -- On March 30, 1987, UMTA issued Circular
7008.1 which requires transit agencies and MPOs to evaluate
the financial ability of transit agencies to construct and
operate projects proposed in the TIP. Tri-Met's Finance
Administration has conducted an analysis of the District's
ability to fund the capital improvements appearing in the TIP.
The results show that Tri-Met has the financial capacity to
fund the capital projects as programmed.

+ Air Quality -- Clean Air Act of 1990 - Interim Conformity.
The TIP has been found to comply with the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990 and the Phase I Interim Conformity
Guidelines. The TIP has been found to be consistent with the
most recent estimates of mobile source emissions; provides for
the expeditious implementation of transportation control
measures; and contributes to annual emission reductions
consistent with Section 182(b) (1) and 187(a)(7) of the Act.

The TIP is in conformity with the Oregon State Implementation
Plan (SIP) for Air Quality adopted in 1982. An update to the
ozone plan in 1985 demonstrates attainment of the standard by
the end of 1987. All projects specified in the SIP as neces-
sary for attainment of these standards are included in the
TIP. In addition, the TIP has been reviewed to ensure that it
does not include actions which would reduce the effectiveness
of planned transportation control measures.

. Certification of the Urban Transportation Planning Process --

~ ODOT and Metro have certified that the planning process
carried out by Metro is in conformance with requirements
established as a prerequisite for receipt of federal highway
and transit funding. This certification is documented in
Resolution No. 92-1582 and its attachments.

State Clearinghouse Review

The FY 1993 TIP has been submitted to the Oregon State
Clearinghouse for review.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 92-
1667. .
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ATTACHMENT A

POLICY ON PRIVATE ENTERPRISE PARTICIPATION IN
THE URBAN MASS TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM

TRI-MET DOCUMENTATION OF COMPLIANCE FOR FY 93

INVOLVEMENT OF THE PRIVATE SECTOR

Projects included in the FY 93 annual element of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
have been identified through the annual Tri-Met budget process. The Tri-Met budget undergoes
extensive review by a seven member Citizens Advisory Committee and a public hearing on the
proposed budget is convened by the Tri-Met Board of Directors.

The grant application process for all capital projects includes direct mailing to private
transportation providers of notices of opportunity for public hearing on the proposed projects.
Further opportunity for comment on the projects by private sector representatives is afforded
when the Transportauon Policy Alternatives Committee and the Joint Policy Advisory Committee
on Transportation review the projects prior to approval of the TIP.

-Finally, the competitive procurement process for purchase of equipment or vehicles, and
provision of services or materials for the TIP annual element projects includes distribution of
notices of bid advertisements or requests for proposals to prospecﬁve private sector
bxdders/proposers

All major capital projects are examined prior to formulatlon of site plans to be certain that Jomt
development possibilities are maximized from the inception of the project. This analysis focuses
on possibilities in the area of obtaining contributions from propérty owners and developers, and
in being certain that air nghts may be utilized without undue economic penalty to the private
development.

In order to increase coordination and information sharing with the private sector, the Oregon
Transit Association is continuing to expand membership of private transportation providers.
PROPOSALS FROM THE PRIVATE SECTOR

Tri-Met has received no unsolicited proposals from the private sector during the last year. Tri-
Met spent $3,797,470 on contracted transportation services in FY 91-92.




FY 93 Private Enterprise Documentation CTIP)
August 26, 1992
Page 2

DESCRIPTION OF IMPEDIMENTS TO HOLDING SERVICE OUT FOR COMPETITION

The major impediment to contracted transportation is the labor contract which requires all
vehicles on lines of the District to be run by Tri-Met operators.

A copy of fully allocated Tri-Met costs by route is attached (Attachment A). Tri-Met has
actively sought to contract out additional bus service at each of the last four labor negotiations.
Tri-Met estimates the District would save between 18% and 25% of fully allocated costs per
vehicle hour by contracting with the private sector (Attachment B).

DESCRIPTION AND STATUS OF PRIVATE SECTOR COMPLAINTS

Tri-Met has received no private sector complaints regarding privatization in the past year.

PRIVATE ENTERPRISE PARTICIPATION POLICY

Dispute Resolution Process: A protest based upon Tri-Met's Private Enterprise Participation
Policy must be received in writing by the Executive Director of Operations or his designee no
later than 10 working days following any decision or recommendation. The decision of the
‘Executive Director of Operations can be appealed by written communication to the General
Manager or his designee within 10 working days of receiving notice of the Executive Director’s
decision. Tri-Met must in each case render a decision within 10 working days of receipt of the

protest or appeal.

The protest or appeal must be in writing, include a detailed explanation of the basis of the protest
or appeal, and state the course of action that the protesting party thinks Tri-Met should take.
Any interpretation of FTA regulations can be appealed to FTA following the Tri-Met steps.

This dispute resolution process is not applicable to RFQ/RFP or bid protests which have their
own procedures.



foute Name

QresloyNermont
Fessenden/Oivision
Interstate/Hawthorne
Unlon Avenue
15th/Jackson Park
Broadway/Powell
J3rd/Harold
Barbur/Sandy
MLTabor/23rd Avenue
213y/Holgate
QGlisan/Woodstock
East & West Burnside
Parkrose

San Rafael

Halgey
Qresham-~Glisan
Stark

Market-Main
Lake/\Webster
Estacada

Oalfleld

MeLoughiin

River Road

Oregon City

South Shore
Tualatin

Boones Ferry Road
Lewis & Clark

Johns Landing
PCCIFramont
Taylors Ferry
Garden Home
Coungil Crest
Farmington/185th
8H Highway
Raleigh Hitls
Schalls Ferry

Forest Grove

Cedar Hills

Leahy Road
Washington Pask
Beaverton-Cedar Hills
12th Avenus
80th-122nd Avenue
82nd-Klilingsworth
3eth-Lombard
Broadway-Lovejoy
Beavarton-Lake Oswago
Canby
Rockwood-Gresham
Hollywood
Sandy-8oring

SW 198th Avenue
Rock Creek
Wilsonvilie~Tualatin

Pay Time
Minutes

$152,014.8
$472,204.7
$426,836.1
$128,081.0
$205,887.2
$327,040.1
$172,037.8
$451,308.4
$346,413.5
$309,022.3
$301,768.9
$284,830.4
$58,800.7
$32,028.7
$69,140.2
$44,188.8
$133,288.9
$74,200.3
$78,850.7
$116,680.8
$100,328.0
$137,203.2
$30,876.7
$106,084.0
$40,862.6
$25,0680.8
$32,920.5
$27,841.4
$174,873.1
$2687,582.4
$85,883.4
$83,368.4
$45,608.0
$77,988,7
$96,101.9
$38,372.1
$87,788.3
$324,714.3
$107,658.0
$16,010.7
$22,076.7
$88,040.
$159,545.3
$308,528.2
$336,681.2
$408,308.2
$202,997.8
$116,712.8
$43,930.6
$27,241.7
$16,721.3
$11,228.0
$35,837.8
$40,841.1
$41,397.1

$8,019,187

Vahicle
Miles

$89,438.5
$260,740.0
$230,243.0
$56,048.4
$137,438.1
$170,617.3
$96,250.4
$261,358.7
$163,222.1
$178,419.9
$164,761.6
$163,880.8
$31,431.8
$20,414.0

$60,360.2°

$30,228.8
$82,723.2
$48,671.7
$42,743.9
$110,150.3
$64,258.5
$104,648.7
$22,396.1
$80,610.2
$30,448.0
$27,606.6
$30,204.4

- $16,261.7

$97,643.7
$144,0286.1
$40,269.2
$52,254.3
$19,779.9
$51,092.1
$53,749.9
$22,244.7
$50,683.5
$238,038.0
$67,504.3
$10,324.8
$9,311.1
$48,023.2

$73,398.6

$202,783.4
$198,458.8
$247,480.3
$88,078.7
$75,082.4
$33,560.7
$16,841.4
' $5,263.8
$16,400.3
$31,137.4
$31,600.3
$45,138.1

$4,726,272

Bus Day
Equiv.

$24,000.4
$74,721.7
$69,808.3
$17,493.2
£39,018.8
$485,248.0

$32412.5 .

$42,9065.¢
$50,800.9
$49,906.7
$44,321.8
$30,015.8

$9,653.6

$8,151,0
$14,826.7

$8,042.9
$20,872.7
$17,318.7
$16,761.8

$24,080.4

$19,543.5
$28,008.6
$6,682.9
$20,677.7
$11,167.7
$3,376.8
$3,376.8
$4,151.0
$20,184.4
$38,049.4
$13,623.4
$16,316.3
$8,942.9
$12,346.6
$19,107.2
$11,1607.7
$17,020.4
$53,979.4
$20,677.7
$3,375.8
83,009.8
$16,082.4
$24,211.2
$45,543.3
$42,227.9
$63,003.0
$26,828.3
$18,496.5
$6,761.7
$6,583.9
2,719
$2,701.9
$11,162.7
$13,960.6
$11,182.7

$1,308,192

FULLY ALLOC 2D BUS COSTS -

Weekday
Pk. Veh

$23,021.4
$63,311.6
$48,796.5
$13,763.4
$23,022 1
$41,290.2
$30,279.4

$55,063.5

$41,290.2
$44,042.8
$38,837.6
$33,032.1
$8,258.0
85,5054
$13,763.4
$8,258.0
$19,260.7
$18,518.1
$18,516.1
$22,021.4
$19,268.7
$24,774.1
$5,606.4
$10,268.7
$11,010.7
$8,258.0
$8,268.0
$5,506.4

- $24,774.1
. $33,032.1
$11,010.7
$13,763.4
$8,268.0
$11,010.7
$18,616.1
$11,010.7
$16,516.1
$49,648.2
$19,268.7
$8,268.0
$2,752.7
$13,783.4
$19,288.7
$35,784.8
$33,032.1
$41,200.2
$22,021.4
$18,616.1
$5,505.4
$5,506.4
$2,762.7
$2,762.7
$11,010.7
$13,783.4
$11,010.7

$1,134,103

Subtotat

$287,651.8
$870,083.9
$7683,883.0
$216,188.0
$808,250.9
$637,995.5
$331,015.9
$830,624,2

$500,616.7

$582,300.8
$549,370.8
$611,648.1
$107,604.2
$84,007.1
$147,700.6
$01,585.5
$265,006.6
$166,709.7
$154,871.2
$272,812.8
$203,308.8
$204,620.6
$64,361.1
$226,540.7
$93,488.9
$69,200,0
$70.767.7
$65,749.4
$326,076.2
$481,680.1
$130,678.7
$166,691.5
$82,678.9
$152,434.1
$186,476.1
$80,796.3
$181,807.2
$871,277.9
$215,190.5
$41,000.3
$38,100.3
$168,709.2
$276,423.8
$500,820.7
$613,440.0
$761,088.7
$338,921.3
$226,007.6
$89,760.3
$85,172.3
$27,620.8
$32,170.4
$89,153.3
$100,154.4
$108,713.8

$16,188,764

Overhead
Ratle

$71,240.7

$215,785.4
$189,201.7
$63,312.1
$126,423,0
$145,676.3
$82,008.8
$205,786.3
$148,324.7
$144,286.7
$136,107.8
$126,760.3
$26,740.8
$16,880.0
$36,815.0
$22,600.2
$83,415.6
$38,824.7
$38,369.2
$67,580.1
$50,301.8
$72,901.9
$15,046.4
$56,126.2
$23,161.8
$17,168.5
$19,762.4
$13,891.9
$80,784.8
$119,308.3
$32,376.0
$41,040.9
$20,483.1
$37,766.4
$45,961.3
$20,016.9
$45,042.8
$166,308.4
$53,315.5
$10,397.9
$9,441.5
$41,302.0
$68,483.7
$146,330.4
$161,979.1
$188,081.5
$83,967.4
$66,191.4
$22,237,0
$13,608.9
$8,820.6
$2,672.6
$22,087.7
$24,813.2
$20,003.7

$3,762,603

Fully Allocated
Quarterly Costs

$358,792.5
$1,006,760,3
5962,884.7
$268,498,1
$631,673.3

$733,670.8

$413,024.7
$1,038,410.8
$738,041.3
$726,677.6
$885,484.4
$638,408.4
$134,674.7
$79,977.1
$184,405.8
$114,278.7
$319,082.0
$196,584.4
$193,240.4
$340,401.7
$263,790.6
$387,612.5
$80,308.4
$282,085.9
$116,6850.7
$88,458.5
$99,630.0

$49,681.3

$406,860.0
$800,877.3
$163,061.7
$208,741.4
$163,160.0
$190,199.5
$231,426.4
$100,812.2
$226,849.8
$837,686.3
$268,816.0

$62,087.2

$47,650.8
$208,011.3
$344,907.6
$738,970.9
$765,419.1
$837,170.2
$422,888.7
£282,000.0
$111,083.4

$68,841.1

$34,350.3

$40,162.8
$111,41.0
$124,067.¢
$136,647.2

$18,849,267

Fully Allocated
ANNUAL COSTS

$1,436,170
$4,347,077
$3,811,539
$1,073,992
52,526,693
$2,634,683
$1,852,009
$4,145,642
$2,047,765
$2,008,710
$2,741,908
$2,653,634
$538,899
$316,008
$737,622
$457,103
$1,277,528
$782,138
$772,562
$1,381,807
$1,015,183
$1,470,450
$321,228
$1,130,664
$486,603
$345,826
$398,120
$278,245
$1,627,440
$2,402,609
$862,207
$826,968
$412,640
$760,768
$926,706
$403,249
$907,399
$3,360,345
$1,074,060
$209,469
$190,203
$832,045
$1,379,630
$2,947,880
$3,061,677
$3,748,881
$1,691,656
$1,131,096
$447,974
$276,366
$137,401
$160,600
$444,084
$490,870
$542,680

$75,797,030

Attachment«A'

Full ot

Veh Hr

$51.48
$60.48
$43.01
$46.22
$45.99
874
$61.91
$63.86
$45.92
$50.44
$49.40
$48.74
$49.81
$54.46
$58.96
$568.72

- $51.67

$59.48
$65.36
$62.68
$55.98
$57.67
$65.80
$56,37
$83.43
$76.68
$66.89
$63.37
$60.81
$47.88
$62.93

- $63.83

$50.16
$52.99
$61.71
$62.47
$65.19
$56.73
$63.79
$88.62
$44.34
$50.93
$46.52
$61.77
$48.64
$40.61
$44.49
$52.45
$66.66
$68.37
$43.93
$77.14
$69.99
$88.69
$72.83

$51.38

Enlrn;tod Private

Sector Costs

$1,076,376 -
$3,260,308 -
$2,858,854 -
$805,494 -
$1,896,020 =
$2,201,012 -
$1,239,074 -
$3,109,202 -
$2,210,82¢4 -
$2,180,032 -
$2,066,463 -
$1,916,226 -
$404,024 -
$239,031 -
$563,217 -
$342,827 -
$968,148 -
$686,003 -
$679,721 -
$1,021,206 -
$761,372 -
$1,102,837 -
$240,919 -
$847,088 -
$349,082 -
$259,369 -
$208,600 -
$208,684 -
$1,220,680 -
$1,802,632 -
$489,155 -
$620,224 -
$309,480 -
$670,598 -
$694,279
$302,437 -
$880,549 -
$2,512,769 -~
$805,645
$167,101 -
$142,683 -
. $624,034 -
$1,034,722 -
52,210,910 -
$2,296,267. -
$2,811,611 -
$1,268,668 -
$848,007 -
$335,980 -
$208,620 -
$103,061 -
$120,457 -
$333,723 -
$374,903 -~
$406,042 -

$60,847,772. ~

$1,176,839
$3,664,603
$9,125,462
$880,674
$2,071,888
$2,408,440
$1,364,721
$3,399,426
$2,417,168
$2,383,502
$2,248,389
$2,093,980
$441,733
$262,325
$604,850
$374,824
$1,047,673
$641,353
$633,829
$1,116,617
$842,433
$1,205,789
$263,405
$6827,144
$382,614
$283,577
‘$326,458
$228,161
$1,334,601
$1,970,878
$634,809
$678,112
$338,385
$623,854
$769,079
$380,684
$744,067
$2,747,283
$880,729
$171,764
$166,087
$682,277
$1,131,207
$2,417,262
$2,610,576
$3,073,918
$1,387,076
$0828,237
$367,338
$225,799
$112,660
$131,700
$364,870
$400,804
$444,923

$82,163,504



A. Range of Savings from Contracted Services

Minus
Maximum: : Administrative
Costs
Tri-Met Cost Savings
with Full Maintenance :
Savings ‘ $32.26
Private Sector Costs* $17.45 - 20.32
(Range) $12.00 - 15.00 $9.30 - 12.30
Minimum:
Tri-Met Cost Savings
w/o Full Maintenance
Savings $29.72
Private Sector Costs* $17.45 - 20.32
(Range) $9.42 - 12.40 $8.50 - 12.12
Likely:
Tri-Met $30.00
Private Sector 20.00
' $10.00 $7.30

B. Tri-Met Administration Costs per Platform Hour (First Year Costs)

Manager: $37,000 * 1.4 = $51,940
Analyst: $30,000 * 1.4 = 42,000

$93,946 =+ 34,684 annual platform hours
$2.70/platform hour

C. FY88 Tri-Met System Operating Costs Per Hour = $48.46

*Based on current contracts with private providers.

Summer 1989



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING THE ) RESOLUTION NO. 92-1667
FY 1993 TO POST 1996 TRANSPORTATION )
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AND THE FY 1993 )

)

- ANNUAL ELEMENT

Introduced by Rena Cusma
Executive Officer

WHEREAS, Projects using federal funds must be specified in
the Transportation Improvement Program by the fiscal year in
which obligation of those funds is to take place; and

WHEREAS, In accordance with the Metropolitan Service
District-Southwest Washington Regional Transportation Council
(formerly Intergerrnmental Resource Center of Clark County)
Memorandum of Agreement, the Transportation Improvement Program
has been submitted to the Southwest Washington Regional
_Transportation Council for review and comment; and

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Service District must certify
compliance with the proposed policy on private enterprise par-
ticipation in the Federal Transit Administration Program; and

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Service District must evaluate
the program of transit projects included in the Transportation
Improvement Program to ensure financial capacity to fund the
capital improvements; and

WHEREAS, Some 1992 Annual Element projects may not be
obligated by the end of FY 1992 and the exact time for their
obligation is indeterminate; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED:

1. That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
adopts the FY 1993 Transportation Improvement Program for the

urban area as contained in the attachment to this Resolution




nmarked Exhibit A.

2. That projects that are not obligated by September 30,
1992 be au;omatically reprogrammed for FY 1993 for all funding
sources.

3. That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
allows funds to be transferred among projects consistent with the
Transportation Improvement Program Project Management Guidelines
adopted by Resolution No. 85-592.

4. That the Transportation Improvement Program is in
conformance with the Regional Transportation Plan, Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990 and the Interim Conformity Guidelines and the
1982 Air Quality State Implementation Plan (Ozone and Carbon
Monoxide) and that the planning process meets all requirements of
Title 23 -- Highways and Title 49 -- Transportation of the Code
of Federal Regulations.

5. That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
finds that Tri-Met has complied with the requirements of the
region's Private Enterprise Participation Policy, adopted in
August 1987. Documentation is shown in the Attachment to the
Staff Report.

6. That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
finds sufficient financial capacity, as certified by Tri-Met and
as demonstrated in the adopted Transit Development Plan, to
complete the projects programmed for FY 1993 and incorporated in
the Transportation Improvement Program. |

7. That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

hereby finds the projects in accordance with the Regional




Transportation Plan and, hereby, gives affirmative Intergovern-

“mental Project Review approval.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District
this day of

, 1992.

Jim Gardner, Presiding Officer
BP:1lmk
92-1667.RES

9-8-92



Exhibit A
" TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Proposed Program for Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996

Effective October 1, 1992

DRAFT

August 21, 1992

Metropolitan Service District




Interstate Transfer Prograns




Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program’
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Area
. In Federal Dollars
“ffective October 1, 1992 -
i Interstate Transfer Program
emject Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated . 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 Post 1996 RAuthorized

Category I Projects

(2121 Finaled Vouchered project‘s*****************************t**t**ttt******t******o 0000000%00000*khkkkkkhkhkhhkkkkkkhkktktk +*CLOSED

Pre Eng 347, 648 [} [} 0 4 o} ] 347,648
' Rt—of~Way 1,339,429 [} [} s} o o o 1,339,429
Constr 5,879, 244 o] 0 Q o 0 [«] 5,879, 244
Non~Hwy Cp [ ] o o ] o 0 0
Operating 155,015 o 0 [+] [} "] [+] 15%,015
Reserve o 0 o Q o] 0 [+] ]
8ys: Study Q [e] 0 o] 0 s] 0 o]
Pre AA 0 o ¢] [ [\] 0 0 (o}
‘Total 7,721,336 0 ] 0 o 0 0 7,721,336
*%%2 RESERVE FOR OREGON DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (ODOT)********************107 *00-Q00***00000*VARvaAr** nak d kk kA k kQkh ik
Reserve [4] o 1] o 0 [¢] © 884,986 884,986
Total - (¢} 0 0 [ - 0 : ] 884, 986 884,986

*%%3 BANFIELD TRANSITWAY — HIGHWAY FUNDS* * ARk dhdttdkhdthtdrdt kA dddkhb bk ktddkd* %115 *B80-900*** 00000+ FAPGE* Ak 2A Ak kA A AR KO A K

Pre Eng 5,506,103 26, 482 o o .o o 191 5,532,776
Rt-of—Way 7,929, 650 0 0 o 0 o -} 7,929, 650
Constr 14,151, 927 ~34,032 0 o 0 [ o 14,117,895
Total 27,587, 680 -7,550 o 0 [} o 191 217,580,321

*akq4 BANFIELD TRANSITWAY — TRANSIT FUNDS (T)A**Ahkdkhdhhdddh Ak kktk kb bk k kkhh k4 h #2116 *BO0~JOOX¥*00QDO* TRAGS¥ * X2k khkk kA Qs ko

Pre Eng : 10,956, 546 o] [} 0 o [+] 4] 10,956, 546
Rt-of-Way 13,371,853 o [+] 0 o ] [+] 13,371,853
Constr 120,384,576 o [} 0 o [\] [/} 120,384,576
Total 144,712,975 ] 0 0 ] ] 0 144,712,975
*%%% METRO SYSTEM PLANNING — wW/s coggmog(m) AARRREEARERRRRRAARRREARCRARARRNARINN]]T F10013*H** 0069 THTRAVAT A nak ¥ Ak kX kORERL
Pre Eng 2,194,266 [} [} -] /] [} 2,194,266
., Total 2,194,266 0 ] Q 1] o] [} 2,194,266
*‘»**5 BANFIEID TRANSITWAY ~ METRO PLANNING (T)*****t**********tt****i—***********t:_la *80—404***00000*TRAVAT X 2Rk kXX kR E KO RK KK
Pre Eng 300,050 0 [+] ] o o 4] 300,050
Total 300,050 [} 0 [ ] o 0 300,050
*%%7 PRI-MET TECHNICAL STUDY — 5 WORK ELEMENTS (T) *XAX+ Rk xkt Xkt k XXX XX XX KX XN KAAN] 20 *BO~404*+*00000FTRAVATr**nat* *kkkx k¥ Qrk*x
Pre Eng 428,000 ] 4] o o ] 0 428, 000
Total 428,000 0 o . o o 3 o Q 428, 000
*#%8 METRO PLANNINGH#®#tkttthkhkdhkikhhhddid sk dkkk kk hhk kKA AR R AN ARRARFKRRRKNINL26 *BO—404*¥¥00000*VARVAT Ak na* kX kX KX ROR k¥
Pre Eng 2 314,004 49,495 o o /] ] [} 2,363,499
Total 2,314,004 49,495 [+] [+] ] 0 Q 2,363, 499
*%%+9 MOLOUGHLIN CORRIDOR — ML KING/GRAND AVE VIADUCT TO SE RIVER ROAD** ¥ % k% A ¥ % %127 *77—-159%*¥Q00346*¥FAP26 ¥ ¥ IR kkkkk kk kJhk ki
Prxe Eng 1,497,579 920,721 o [¢] 1} o o} 2,418, 300
Total 1,497,579 920,721 4] 0 : 0 0 0 2,418, 300
*%10 MCLOUGHLIN BOULEVARD LRT ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS AND DEIS (T) ***wdkkwdtkkddist]28 *00—000%**Q0000*FAP26 kK LEX A XX XA XA XDk k%
Alt Anal 0. o [+] 987, 950 0 0 0 987, 950
Total Q 0 o 987, 950 ¢} 0 0 987, 950
**1] MCLOUGHLIN BOULEVARD SOUTHEAST CORRIDOR STUDY (T) ***sdkkdskkhrrdhhk btk kkkkh]130 *00—000***00000*TRAZE ¥ L E«Akk ik kk kQ#ks
Pre Eng 100,000 [+] (o] o : ] o] 0 100, 000
Total 100,000 0o [+] 4] 0 4] [} 100, 000
*%12 MCLOUGHLIN BLVD PHASE I — TACOMA OVERPASS AND HARRISON/RIVER RDY*#*kk*k ¥ &Ak¥]34 *77-159a%*04872*FAPZEGX* X 1E*FAhhhdhkguhhk
Rt—of-Hay 8, 296,000 394,825 [} (4] o ] 4] 8, 690, 825
Total 8,296,000 394,825 ] /] 0o ] [/} 8, 690,825
*%13 MCLOUGHLIN BLVD PHASE II — TACOMA TO HIGHWAY 224%%kkddkdkkhbdkkhkkrdhkhdddkh] 36 *¥TT7-159D* V048 T3*AFAP26***IEA KA ARk Ak SRk k+
Constr 9,675,867 224,133 o 0 0 [s] 1] 9, 900, 000
Total 9,675,867 224,133 0 o 0 ] 0 9, 900, 000
**14 POWELL BIVD — 52ND AVE TO 92ND AVE — SECTION II**kikdddbikthkdddadkddkdkadt]64 *76—012%%*001134FAP24*X k26t kwkkhkgukwsk
Pre Eng 515, 641 [¢] o [s] +] [+] [+] 515, 641
Rt-of-Hay 6,697,690 o 0 0 0 [+] [} 6,697, 690
Constr 4,020,853 4] (o) [} 0 ] [\} 4,020,853
Total 11,234,184 o] (s} [0} [} 0 o 11,234,184
4
$E4

Annual Elenment Year



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized RArea

In Federal Dollars
"ffective October 1, 1992 -
i Interstate Transfar Program
<roject Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993

1994 1998

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Category I Projects
{Continued)

*%15 YEON/ VAUGHN/ NICOILAT/ WARDWAY AND ST HELENS ROAD RECONSTRUCTION*#*¥#kki%4%269

*79-038* ¥ *QOL29*VARVAL**T26¥ kkkk kA kQhk k&

Pre Eng 1,985,482 [] ] 1] : 0 0 (/] 1,585, 482
Reserve 1] /] [+] 0 ] [+] 251, 504 251,504
Total 1,985, 482 0 ] 0 [} (1] 251, 504 2,236,986

*%16 BANFIELD LRT STATION AREA PLANNING FROGRAM (T)**kdkdhhdidkkkhhkhrddhhhkhkdean250
Pre Eng 1,028,075 4] [+] o 0
Total 1,028,075 [¢ 0 [} ]

**17 TRI-MET RIDESHARE PROGRAMA AR Ak kdk A drkhdd kA kA kA A AR AR KRR AR kAR ARk AR AR AR IR AN 205
Operating 1,704,433 0 103, 578 ) [¢] o
Total 1,704,433 0 103,578 [+] 0

#%18 PORTLAND/ VANCOUVER CORRIDOR ANALYSIS...BI-STATE TASK FORCE (T)***‘********Slo
Pre Eng 72,311 [+] Q . . [s] o]
Total 72,311 0 [} 1] [}

*#%19 CONVENTION CENTER AREA TRANSIT / HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS (T)%tddkdkikddkkdthkittr3gs
Pre Eng 100, 000 o [+] o 0
Total 100,000 0 ] o o

*%20 METRO TECHNICATL ASSISTANCEX*whkddkdkddkdd kA dd kb AR ARk ARAAAAAXRARE AR AX AR A bR X420

*BO~S00* k01 SB4 N PTRAGB* d k2 hdkkk ik kkkQhikd
] 0 1,028,075
] [ 1,028,075

*G0—3LI* A X021 SIAVARvAr tnatkrddkkkhkQhsk ks
] 0 1,808,011
o] 0 1,808,011

*80=032***Q0000*TRAVar** J2 6% kkhxkhxQhhkh
] o] 72,311
o 0 72,311

*00~000* **CO000* TRAVAr** T2 64 ¥k Ak kX RQR# kX
[} 0 100, 000
[} 0 100,000

*BO~404 XX Q0000 VARvar**nak kA kkAQhhtk

Operating 65,878 36,000 o 0 [+] [ ) 101,878
Total 65,878 36,000 [} o o [} 0 101,878
*%21 MCLOUGHLIN CORRIDOR TRANSIT ANALYSIS (T) ****t****t*t***i*i******k*‘*****t*t*sae. *00—~000* **00000*TRAE* ¥ A IE*kkkkk Ak hQhh ko
Pre Eng 130,853 0 0 o Q [} ] 130,855
Total 130,855 [} [1] ] L] 0 0 130,855

**22 LIGHT RATIL VEHICLE PURCHASE (T)*%kkddhhddddthddtdkedkd bt tdtd ket t bkt b kedt 695
Non-Hwy Cp

*00-~000***00000*OR*varst*nathkrtakth kOt td

2,863, 490 0 o ) o 0 0 2,863,490
Total 2,863,490 o 0 0 0 0 0 2,863,490
*%23 NW NICOLAI ST ~ NW 29TH TO NW 24TH********l‘*******i**t********************731 *79—033***00129*!‘&09302*726********0****
Rt—of-Hay 39,063 [ 0 0 0 0 0 39,063
Constx 2,173,166 [ 0 ‘ o o o . 0 2,173,166
Total 2,212,229 0 [ o [ 0 0 2,212,229
**24 NW YEON AVE ~ NW ST EELENS RD TO NW RWICOTAIR AR R ARARRRREAAN AR NI AP ARRRAARAANTIS *79—038***00364*!‘“1****2“**ﬂi****o*t**
Rt—of-Way 760, 217 242, 855 0 [ 0 0 0 1,003,072
Constr 9,844,232 —4,060 0 0 ) 0 0 9,840,172
Reserve 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,406,487 1,406, 487
Total 10, 604, 449 238,795 0 o 0 0 1,406,487 12,249,731

*%25 NW ST HELENS RD — NW KITTRIDGE TO NW 31ST AVE*#®wdidadkkdikhddrknbkrdrkddtrdt734
Rt—of-Way 1%0,552

(-]

*79-038*** Q036 THFAUI296% T26* *kknkkhwhk ki

o 0 0 0 o 150,552

Constr 1,679,640 o o [} [} [ [+} 1,679,640

Reserve [} o 0 [+] 0 [\] 43,998 43,998

Total 1,830,192 0 0 ] 0 [+] 43,998 1,874,190
*%26 VAUGHN ST / WARDWAY ~ NW 31ST AVE TO NW 24TH AVER* Ak rkdk R hkt A d kAR kA kXA A **A* T35 %79-038% A Q038 THFAUI2GE6* T26X Ak Ahhk kI

Constr 1,001,675 (4] 0 ] Q [+] ] 1,001,673

Total 1,001,675 4] 4] [+] 0 ] [¢] 1,001,675

*%27 FRONT — YEON CONNECTIONAARArAkkhAkkkhkdhkikdhkhkhrdddhkddhkrdhhrhkdrkhdrhrdtdwi®T3g
Rt—of~Way 1,003,071 0

*79-038* 40058 E6XFAUIIOO* T26h k Rk kh hQhk kst

[} ] 0 0 o 1,003,071

Constr 4,444,932 169,990 0 0 0o 0 o 4,614,922

Resgexve 0 0 o [} [} 0 68,260 68, 260

Total 5,448,003 169, 990 o o o - 0 68, 260 5,686,253
*%28 REGIONAL RESERVEX X kA AhAkkhhkhdhkthhhhdhtdkdddhhhhtdthdtdrthhhd etk kb ek c 755 *00-000%**00000*VARVArtkna*k kR kk Ak £0khkt

Reserve 0 o [} 0 0 0 11,802 11,802

Total o [+ o 0 0 0 11, 802 11,802

*%20 PHASE I ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS (T) A *adkkdtkdhdhhhhkkd ak kb kb bk bk bk bk ke kR hh*x 765
Pre Eng 230,000 o Q o, Q

*80=-404***00000*TRAvarttnaktktk ket k xQh kit

0 0 250,000
Total 250,000 ] o 0 0 [ o 250,000
**30) BANFIELD TRAFFIC MONITORING PROGRAM* * & kA Xk k ks kX kAR ARAKRA AR FNKA AR ERANRACRTT] *101BI*A 4R 0LBOGKFAPGEF * A Jhkkkhhk kk k(e
Constr 108,963 74,496 o [} ] [} 0 193,459
Total 108,963 74,496 4] o [+} o o 183,459
+
Liid
Hit

Annual Element Year



Metropolitan Service District

Transportation Improvement Program

Fiscal Yeaxs 1993 to Post 1996
In Federal Dollars
“fective October 1, 1992 )
] Interstate Transfer Program
-~ roject Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 19892 1993

1994 1995

Portland Urbanized Ares

1996 Post 1996  Authorized

Category I Projects
{Continued)

*#3] SUNSET LIGHT RAIL PROGRAM (T)*#kkkkhkkddkdtihdhhbdcdbbdbhbhhhhbbdothrrbrdsnsT73
Pre Eng 500,004 0 o [¢] [+]
Total 500, 004 0 0 ] 0

**32 NW TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT PROGRAMA® &kt kdwik sk hkkkhd th w ¥k k%802
Pre Eng 81,537 60,498 o o 0
Total 81,537 60, 498 o o . o

*%33 TRANSIT MALL EXTENSION NORTH ~ W BURNSIDE ST TO NW IRVINGr**dkakddadddtikt*g§22

Pre Eng 270,300 40, 900 0 0 0
Constxr 1} 2,876, 300 [ o . 0
Total 270,300 2,917,200 0 0 0
*%34 SUNSET HYIGHWAY RAMP METERING**dkkkkkdkhkdhhhkdthddhdhdbdddhtdtdhrdbdrtrddkddg27
Pre Eng 32,848 7,152 [¢] [/} ) 0
Consty 358, 250 25 371,725 o 0
Total 391,098 7,177 371,725 [} 1]

*%35 TRI-MET RESERVE ACCOU‘NT******"*****i************************t*************903
Resexrve . o [+ I [+] [+] s}
Total Q s} o Q Q

*%36 I—-205 BUSLANES WITHDRAWAL RESERVE (T) dREE KA A AR AR AA AR RN R A A kRN AR NNGOT
Resarve 0 o o 0 [}
Total 0 0 [} 0 [+]

*%x37 I-205/MILWAUKIE PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVE ANALYSES (T)**®xhakkkdkkhdk*kk kv kk* 4939
Pre AA 997,050 4] 1] 0 . 0

Total 997,050 Q 1) 0 B ’ [¢]
Total Category I

247,707, 965 5,085, 760 475,303 987, 950 0

[ 4
(34
it
Annual Element Year

*10033% % *%00000*TRA2 T ** 4T h* kk sk khk Qs kot
0 o 500,004
o o 500, 004

*84—0L6**¥02358*VARVAT * T2 6%k kkkkk kOt A
0 0 142,035
0 o 142,035

*91—-009*** 06356 *FAUIILL*T26% krkkdkhgak ok

] 1} 311,200
0 0 2,876,300
Q Q9 3,187, 500

*1O23L U X ANQ2235FFAP2 Th A kL Thh Rk AR AR GTRANR

0 0 40, 000
0 0 730, 000
0 0 770, 000

*00-000% k¥ 00000k hkkygrrhnghhthrdkhxQihk ki
[v] 3,000,000 3,000,000
Q 3,000,000 3,000,000

*00-000%**QDODO*TRAZ0S5** G4k hkhhkw k1 Ghhds
] 15,941,283 15,941,283
[} 15,941,283 15,941,283

*00—000***00000*OR*29—~90nath kkkkkkk Ok khk
0 ] 997,050
[} ] 997, 050

2] 21,608,511 275,865,509



Metropolitan Serxrvice District

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 - .
In Federal Dollars
“ffective October 1, 1992 o
| Interstate Transfer Program:
¢roject Description h
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Yeaxr
Obligated 1992 1993

1994 - 1995

Transportation Improvement Program

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

City of Portland Projects

*#%38 Finaled Vouchered projecgs****t******:********u»mthv***i*****&************t**o 0000000*00000 kkkkrhhAkrIh kA hkhkkhkhkkkn

Pre Eng 1,246,823 0 [¢] o " [}
Rt—of-Way 1,111,410 -1 [+] X o
Constr 24,613,209 ) [} ] [
Reserve 0 (4] o] 0 1}

Total 26,971,442 -1 0 o 0

**39 N COLUMBIA BIVD — 0.25 MI W OF TERMINAL RD TO W OSWEGO AVEH* A% wk*# ¥+ xkr&kat0

Rt—of-Way 327,636 o o 0 0
Constr 2,857,047 0 0 0 0
Total 3,184,683 0 o 0 0

*%40 I-5 —~ GREELEY/I-5 CONNECTION ~ LANDSCAPINGH***r&xARtk ks a & kk XA kAR k¥ XAXNCAXKR D]
Constxr 93, 668 0 o [ 4]
Total 93,668 0 o] [+] [¢]

##41 HOLLYWOOD DISTRICT IMPROVEMENTS/NE SANDY BIVD — 37TH TO 47THr**wkedkrdiesid2g

Pre Eng 306,967 0 Q [+] o
Rt-of-Way 197,304 o o o 0
Constr 2,610,577 0 ] 4] 4]

Total 3,114,846 o o 0 o

*%42 ARTERTAT, STREET 3R PROGRAM******‘***********************t*'*****************43

Pre Eng 214,832 o 0 o 3]
Constyrx 5,800,526 [} ] ] [}
Total 6,015,358 o o ] [+]

**43 NCLOUGHLIN NEIGHBORHOOD TRAFFIC CIRCUL&TION**************************;*****153

Pre Eng 19,000 27,530 (] ] 0
Constr 1} 100, 980 (] [:] "0
. Total 19,000 128, 510 [+] 0 , [+]

*#44 SE DIVISION CORRIDOR ~ DIVISION/CLIN‘I‘ON/HARRISON**************************189
Pre Eng 23,139 [} 4] 4] 0
Total 23,139 [+] 4] o 0

**‘S SW BROADWAY — SW 4TH TO SW G6THY Yt hkddthkhktkddddkkdbdthbtbkbbddbdbddkdbrdhhtir200

Pre Eng 98,012 ] 0 Q <]
Constr 403,933 14,311 0 [+] 0
Total 501,945 14,311 Q Y 0

*%46 BEAVERTON HILLSDALE HWY({ OR10) — CAPITOL HWY TO SCHOLLS FY RD¥*##¥kddkakd4t243

Pre Eng 298,044 [+] 1] [} ]
Rt—of-Way 476,620 740 0 0 Q
Constr 1,668,241 3,478 (V] 0 o]

Total 2,442,905 4,218 o (] [\]

*%47 ST HELENS ROAD RECONSTRUCTION — WEST CITY LIMITS TO NW KITTRIDGEX**kkkaitk27]

Pre Eng 62,165 4] o [+] o]
Constr 161,565 26,270 ] [\] ]
Total 223,730 26,270 o ] 0

. **48 W BURNSIDE ROAD/ TICHNER DRIVE INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT**#*kidkkkdkkdkkktdn282

Pre Eng 27,972 o 0 ] 0
Rt~of-Way 69,820 0 0 ] 0
Constr 464,840 0 0 o 0

Total 562,632 0 0 0 0

*%49 NORTHWEST PORTLAND TRANSPORTATION STUDY*khakdhhhhhkhhhhdhihkddithbdtdtvkttk285
Pre Eng 26,804 [+] Q [+] [\]
Total 26,804 (3] o ] [+]

*%50 NW FRONT AVENUE RECONSTRUCTION — NW GLISAN TO NW 26TH AVEX**tttddddtkdh k4286

Pre Eng 243,537 ] 0 [+] V]
Rt—of~Way 113,373 v] o 0 [s]
Constzr 4,200,481 [\] [} ] 0
Total 4,557,391 o [¢] (] 1]
3
4
et

Annual Element Year

0 0 1,246,823
o 0 1,111,409
[} 0 24,613,209
0 0 o
0 [ 26,971, 441

*75-019%* X)L EODXFAUIISEX 123k hk ks kQhk ki
: 0

0 327,636
0 0 2,857,047
] S0 3,184,683

*76-009*+* 00305+ FAUVAr A T26+ # h kk kk ¥ Qdkwtk
s 0 0 93, 668
o 0 93, 668

*T9—0TLhk**O0LLS*FAUGI26* SO Ak d kkkh A2k kit

0 .0 306, 967
o 0 197,304
0 o 2,610,577
0 o 3,114,848

*10050%* 4%k QL 568 VARvaAr** 72 6% k* k£ Qh kb

Q 0 214,832
'] 0 5,800, 526
0 0 6,015,358

*80~08L ¥ A 02BLSAVARVAL** T2EX kA A h ek k QAN ks

o 0 46,530
0 [} 100, 980
0 0 147,510

*78—069***D03BIXFAUGBOOK T26* ¥k kkhk kQhk Kk
0 ] 23,139
0 : 0 23,135

*10092%* ¥+ 00582*FAUIBAS+T2 EhRXRAN AN LAkt

0 0 98,012
0 -1, 554 416,690
[¢] ~1,3554 314,702
*78—050%**x0038IVFAUG228* 40k khkh ks
0 0 298,044
[} ~740 476, 620
0 a 1,671,719
0 —740 2,446,383

HTGw0ETHHRQ2LOTHFAPL AR R 2k kk ko ek k Shkkw
0

o 62,165
0 o 187,835
° - ) 250, 000
*79—058* **00000*FAUSI2 G 5IH+h kkkk k£ *Qh ¥+ %
0 0 21,972
o 0 69, 820
° 0 464,840
0 0 562, 632

*79~035*%**0L088AVARVArk** 7264 ¥k kxkk kQhk ik
[¢] -2,007 26,797
[ -2,007 26,797

*B0—~006***QD58B8*FAUSI0Q* T2 6* ¥k kktkQhk ik

[} 0 243,537
a 0 113,373
0 Q 4,200,481
o [+] 4,557,391



Metropolitan Service District

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 -
i In Federal Dollars
‘ffective October1l, 1992 ‘
P e Intexstate Transfer Program
Project Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993

1954 1895

Transportation Improvement Program

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

City of Portland Projects
(Continued)

*%51 MARINE DRIVE WIDENING TO FOUR LANES- - I-5 TO RIVERGATEAXA*xA* A& kX Ak AR ¥ ¥ k*208

Pre Eng © 1,742,976 650, 498 0 o] 0
Rt-of~-Way 5,525,000 o] 0 0 0
Constr 3,680,818 0 1,720, 200 0 0
Total 10,948,794 650,498 1,720, 200 ] [+]

*%52 NE PORTLAND HWY IMPROVEMENT TO FOUR LANES — NE 60TH AVE TO I-20S%%kdaxwxak301

Pre Eng 298, 577 o] [+] Q 0

Rt—of-Way 225,649 0 0 V]

Constr 2,651,998 0 ) o (o]
Total 3,176,224 o [+ o} [+]

**53 SW TERWILLIGER BLVD — BARBUR BLVD TO TAYLORS FERRY RD#¥ddkkdddkkdkhkddtirtt309

Pre Eng 546, 668 0 o o [+]
Rt~of-Hay 23,477 -0 o] o 0
Constr 1,349,321 181,267 0 o ]

Total - 1,919,466 191, 267 [ o] o]

*%54 CONVENTION CENTER AREA TRANSIT / HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS (T)*k#*#*kwktksdnsnrs353
Reserve . 0 [} 0 o . 0
Total o o o [} ]

*%5% SW BERTHA BLVD ~ SW VERMONT TO BARBUR BLVD*tkkkkhkdkkhddiddhddhhdk kb tiat 515

Pre Eng 183, 880 . 0 [+] 4] o .

Rt—of-Way 16,150 ] o} 0 0

Consatx 1,334,549 ~27,204 1] [+] ]
Total 1,534,579 ~27,204 [} [ [¢]

*%%6 82ND AVENUE — SISKIYOU. TO BROADWAYA®*rkkddkkkddkdhkhkdkdhkhddhbhdbrhhhthrkderr55]

Pre Eng 46,546 o ° 0 °
Constr 201,357 ° ° o
. Total 247,903 °c o o o

*¥%7T NW 23RD AVE / BURNSIDE* % kRt ktdkhhhkkhkhhhhkhkdthdhtdbbthdtdrdddikddhirtdd kb ddAv626

Pre Eng 95,624 56,258 ] 0 o
Rt—of~Way 192,100 0 o o] [/}
Constr - [} 0 . 480, 386 [} [+]

Total 287,724 56,258 480, 386 o 0

*h88 NW 213T/22ND - Tﬂum TO FRONTHakkkhkhhkdkdhdhhrhdbatdkdtdrdbktdhdbdbdkdakkk k630
Pre Eng 112,710 o] ] [¢] o]
Total 112,710 .0 ] [o] [+]

**59 NW INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS — 22 LOCATIONS**#&xkxkawiddikhthrthdrtktrsrcng3]

Pre Eng 33,000 68,285 o -] ]
Constx 126,270 118,590 o o 4]
Total 159,270 186,875 [ o [+]

*%60 CITYWIDE SIGNAL SYSTEM ANALYSISkAARARkaAkdhhkk kddhkkhd b AN ke Ak kv bk b Ak Rk kA * G660

Pre Eng 1,039,873 o 0 0 o
Constx 2,841,830 32,670 o ] o]
Total 3,881,703 32,670 Qo o 0

**61 CBD TRAFFIC SIGNAL REPLACEMENTS UNIT B — BANFIELD LRT CORRIDOR®**&kkkididt§62

Pre Eng 110,276 o 0 o 0
Constxr 1,077,626 Q [+] o 4]
Total 1,187,902 o o [} [}
*%62 COLUMBIA BLVD ~ DELAWARE TO CHAUTAUQUA RRXINGS**tktdkkdtidhhhhihhbddtrtddnT]D
Pre Eng 118,150 [+] o (4] [+]
Total 118,150 o 0 L] [

*%63 NORTHWEST RIDESHAREA XX AR AX A KRN AR KR AR A X AN AXARRAAAE A AART AR A AN RRAA KA AN X RANT2T
Cperating 32,519 0 o o 0
Total 32,519 0 o [+] 0

*%64 BANFIELD FIRE LINE®kkkkkkhkkkkdktbkhkhdhtdhddhhkbthddtdrtddbttrrbbrdbrdrbrrdrtidTRg

Pre Eng 15,842 [} Q o] 0
Total 15,0842 0 o [} o]
§
14
Hitt

Annual Element Year

*79-056** 00458 FAUIGE 241 20% kkkk kk kD dkk k&

o [ 2,393,474
0 -2, 550, 000 2,975,000
o 0 5,401,018
0 -2, 550, 000 10,769,492

*79—055%**D0BE8LA*FAUIIEE 123 % khkkkkwghhhk

0 0 298, 577
0 0 225, 649
0 -134, 488 2,517, 510
0 -134, 488 3,041,736

*FO~01L5% ¥ % Q0709 *FAUIIEL* 726 kh Ak k kA Okt hk

o -20,000 526, 668
o -23,477 4]
[} 1) 1,540,588
0 ~43, 477 2,067,256

*00—000* ¥*Q0000* TRAVAL** T26% ¥ & £k kkkQhk ks
]

) ]
] Q 4]
*84~0T8* ¥ X 02535FFAUSL20% 7264 d kA h kX Qhkkh
0 ] 183,880
] —4,905 11,245
] ] 1,307,345
o -4,905 1,502,470

*79-049a**Q0T324FAUOTL3* 6B+ ¥ Ak Ak kA XQhk kX

0 0 46,546
0 0 201, 357
0 0 247,903

*10093%* 4% 00733 FAUII26* 726X ¥ Ak k kA hQh kA *

1] 1} 151, 682
0 [ 192,100
L] 0 480, 386
o [4 824,368
*101264* ¥ %00 TAIXFAUIBLTHT2ZEX AN AN KA HQhh
[} -58, 480 54,230
¢} ~58,480 54,230
*10017****00545*VARV8I**725********0****
[+} o 101, 285"
o 0 244,860
0 0 346,145

*89-027%** 05128 VARvVaAr** T2 6 ¥k hkhhkkOkkkk

0 0 1,039,873
0 0 2,874, 500
0 0 3,914,373

*B4~09L** ¥ QU 0QOAVARVATF A 2k kXA XK AAX KAk ket

[+ ] 110,276
o 0 1,077, 626
0 (] 1,187,802

*1013LW*A*00TEB*FATIDSEX T26% Wk kkhkQhiwk

o 0 118,150
o 0 118,150
*10090%+** 00000 VARVAL* ¥ 726  kkhkkkkQh ki
o 0 32,519
o 0 32,519

*G0—S00%** Q0000 *FAPGB* A X 2k Ak khkkk ke Qh Ak ik
0 0 15,842
0 [ 15,0842



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Area

In Federal Dollars
“fective October 1, 1992
! Interstate Transfer Program
eroject Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993

1994 1995

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

City of Portland Projects
{Continued)

**65 SW VERMONT STREET — 30TH AVENUE TO OLESON ROADA*#¥drtiAwddkkddtdnddhkdttadn726
Pre Eng 208,930 0 [ 0 [\]
Total 208,930 0 o] 0 0

*%66 MARQUAM RAMP ST IMPROVEMENTS — SE WATER, YAMHILL, TAYLOR, CLAY*#***akkkaw®727

*L0133*%**02013*FAUIBIBN T26* A *kAk*Qhkd
o -89, 715 119,215
o -89, 713 119,215

*LO0L32* XA *Q14Q124FAUIBGEX T26% AxhhkkhkhQkhkk

Pre Eng 102,834 o 0 o [} [ 0 102, 834
Constr 876,076 0 o o 4} o -3,110 872, 966
Total 978,910 ] [ 0 o [ -3,110 975,800

**67 B2ND AVENUE — DIVISION TO CRYSTAL SPRINGS — UNITS 1 & 2¥%ddddkdkibddkwddhddi 730

*7 9—04%**00700*!109713*68*********4****

Pre Eng 623,209 —-137,732 (o] o o] [+] -€,833 478, 642
Rt-of-Way 2,125,000 [s] o o 4] ] -1,312,835 812,165
Constr 1,094,143 137,732 4] o 0 D] [ 1,231,875

Total 3,842,352 o ] o [+] 1] -1,319,670 2,522,682

*%68 NW FRONT AVE — GLISAN TO COUCH ( EVERETT-FRONT CONNECTOR )****************751

*10140** XX QL250*FAUS300* 726 khhkakkOhh bk
Q

Pre Eng 291,123 0 L] Q o} —23,440 267,683
Constr 2,024,513 o} 0 0o [+ [¢] o] 2,024,513

Total 2,315,636 o [} 0 0 [+ ~23,440 2,292,196

**69 N VANCOUVER WAY — ML KING AVENUE TO MARINE DRIVE** kA kdkd kst ddkd kb ddddd k24 d 4762 *1QL49* k%4 QLS55+ FAUSIEO* T2 *k kA kQhkkw

Pre Eng 239,869 0 0 1] [} [¢] c 239,869
Rt—of-Way ] Q [} 0 o] 0 o .0
Constr 2,470,712 [} 0 [ [+] 0 [ 2,470,712

Total 2,710,581 o [¢] o [} [¢] 5] 2,710, 581

*%70 BANFIELD FREEWAY ~ CITY BRIDGE REPAIR WORKA®* kXA A& XXX AA Ak Ak Ak Ak kA kk k42 XG0
Constx 149,403 [+] o 1] [¢]
Total 149,405 0 (2] 1] 0
**71 SIGNAT, MODIFICATIONS (3) — NORTH po}u‘mt********tt****t*******tt****&****e4o
Pre Eng 53,850 4] o ]
Total 53,850 0 o 4] . o]

**T2 NEW CBD TRAFFIC sImLs(_’,) ARAXRE AR EAREARRAAATR AR AR AN AA AR AR AR RN ERGL]

*80—900***00DOO*FAIB«G***Z**********0****
o 149,405
0 0 149,405

*34—001***02362*%3:**726********0****
e ~4,493 49,357
o] —~4,493 49,357

*84—003***02363*VARVAr** T26% kxkkkkkQhk kX

Pre Eng 16,543 o (4] : [} 1] [s] ‘0 16,543
Constr 274,030 o [} 0 o [} a 274,050
Total 290,593 [+] o o [+] [+ ] 290, 593

**73 SIGNAL REPLACEMENTS (22 ) *****************************i‘*****‘****************8‘2

*84-002¥** 02364 *VARVAL* ¥ T264 kudkkkxQhkrw

Pre Eng 32,689 o o o (4] o o 32, 689
Constr 680,957 o] 1] o o ] =300 680, 657
Total 713,646 0 v} 0 o 0 -=300 713, 346

*%74 NE HOLLADAY LRT TRAFFIC SIGNBLS &k stk kshtkakdhhh kAN AAAKAXARARKXRAARRERNUNGLT
Constr 422,546 o [+] [} ]
Total 422,546 0 [+] ] o]

**75 NE LOMBARD / COLUMBIA BLVD VIA NE 60TH AVENUE*****************************854
Pre Eng 212,925 0 [+] ] o
Total 212,925 o o [} [+}

**76 NE GERTZ/13TH — VANCOUVER WAY TO MERRITT/FALIO***#kikkkkkkdhikinkidkhktrddragyy

*84—092**¥*00000*FAUSOQI* T2 6 kxkkxk kO hk ks
o o 422, 346
o [} 422, 546

*80—011***0083B*FAUIILT*1 234 kkkd kk kGl ki
] -80,272 132,653
[ ~-80,272 132,633

*84—051*k** 02464 *FAUIICLA 726k ¥k kkkQhk ko

Pre Eng 169,856 o o ] o ] o} 169,856
Constr 1,143,101 [¢] o [+ o [} -30, 961 1,112,140
Total 1,312,957 0 [} 0 0 [} ~30,961 1,281,996

**77 AIRPORT WAY UNIT DESIGN ~
Pre Eng 1,660,424
Total 1,660,424

I-205 TO 1BLST AVE®Akkkkkhkkhthhhhrkhkhknckhrrkkx§5g
—-37,362 o 0 o
-37,362 ] 0 o

#%78 ATRPORT WAY EMBANRKMENT (2/5) *#dkhkkahhkikhhhhdhhhrrhdhbhhihkddrhdhttrbt bt k4859
Constr 3,012,041 o] ] o] 4]
Total 3,012,041 0 0 v} o

**79 ATRPORT WAY — I-20% TO 138TH AVENUE (1/5)%dkdkdhdkdkhkhhkhkkh kbt rdkdk Xk ¥k *§60

*B84~-022% k023554 FAUIGGA* T2EX 2k hk kA KO Kk kK
] ] 1,623,062
0 V] 1,623,062

*B4—022b**04112*FATIFEA* T26% ke hkkQhk ke
0 - —555,418 2,456,623
o} ~3535, 418 2,456,623

*84-~022a%*O0S001L FAUISELA* 726X kkkkkk k Ok ¥k

Constr 4,383,014 0 0 o o 0 -124,149 4,258,865
Total 4,383,014 0 0 o o 0 124,149 4,258,865
*
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Annual Element Year



Metropolitan Sexvice District

Transportation Improvement Program

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996
In Federal Dollars
'ttect.;tve October 1, 1992
: Interstate Transfer Program
Zroject Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993

1994 1995

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

City of Portland Projects
{Continued)

**80 ATRPORT WAY UNITS II AND III — NE 138TH AVE TO 181ST AVE (5/5)*%kikkkkwswakgel

Constr 6,559,156 96,900 ¢} 0 0
Pending [+] [} o a 0
Total 6,559,156 96,900 1] [¢] o]

*%81 45TH AVENUE — HARNEY TO GLENWOOD®*A* Ak kdkkt Ak hkhdA Nk Rk khk kA kA kA kb khhkkk ¥ %006
Pre Eng 46,750 3,250 o] Q [+]
Total 46,750 3,250 o o 0

**g2 ATRPORT WAY — THREE
Constr 1,762,655
Total 1,762,655

STRUCTURES ~ 158th AVE TO 181ST AVE (3/5)*t*tkkswkswiskols
-7,657 o o 0
~7,657 0 o o

*%*83 ATRPORT WAY WETLAND MITIGATION — NE 158TH AVE to 181ST AVE (4/5)*%xtkkksx*k920

Constx . 0 722,000 0 0 o
Total o 722,000 0 ] 0
Total City of Portland

101,998,702 2,040,803 2,200, 586 0 0
4
Liid
4t

Annual Element Year

#84~0220** 050024 FAUI964* T26* *h kkkk kQhh ki

0 0 6,656,056

0 327, 670 327, 670

0 327, 670 6,983,726
*91-015***06358*FAUSTOB* T2E- Kk kh kk kO Ak o

- o 0 50, 000

[+ ) 50,000

*84~022c**033B4*FAUISEA* 726X Ak k ke kI QX kkk
Q o] 1,754,998
o] o 1,754,998

*84~022d** 05598 FAUII64A T2 6 vk kkkkk QR ¥ k%

o] ) o 722,000
o] o 722,000
[¢] -4, 699,509 101, 540, 582




Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program :
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 ) Portland Urbanized Area
In Federal Dollars g
‘ffective October 1, 19952 -
; Interstate Transfer Program

froject Description

Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year _ ) B

Obligated 1992 1993 1994 1995 . T 71996 Post 1996 Authorized

Multnomah County Projects

*%84 Finaled Vouchered Projectathhhkikkdhkhkhtahdhdhdhk kk Ahd N kAR AR KX X XRRIN KA KA NANANAXO ooooooo*ooooo**********t********t*t****c},osm

Pre Eng 184, 980 o} o] o} o -, 0 o] 184,980 .

Rt—of-Way 87,463 o] [+] [+] 0 ° ] 0 87,463

Constrx 5,751,147 [s] o] [+} <] 0 0 5,751,147

Reserve o o o [ 0 [} 0 o]

8ys Study ] 0 ° 0 0 0 0 ]
Total 6,023,590 0 [»] (4] 0 o Q 6,023,590

*%B85 242ND AVENUE ~ 23RD STREET TO DIVISION STREET (GRESHAM)**ddddwddddkrtddsdd]38 *B5~053%**0368THFAUSSTTA T2 EA hkkkha kO kkkk

Pre Eng 89,394 1] 0 [ [¢] [« IR Q 89,394
Constr 554,361 [+] ] 0 o] o - 0 554,361
Total 643,753 [¢] [+] [} Q o] o 643,755

*%86 257TH AVE IMPROVEMENT & EXTENSION — COLUMBIA HWY TO STARK ST¥d*sakakddidda]139 *8§0-048%**0054 6 FAUOBBIXT26 K kkknknk(ukhy

Pre Eng 193,822 o [+] i [} [ [ . 193,822
Rt-of-Way 752,971 1] 0 0 0 ] 0 752,971
Constr 2,325,237 o 0 o 0 0 o] 2,325,237
Resarve o ] 0 o o o 50,000 50,000

Total 3,272,030 o a 0 ] /] 50,000 ‘3,322,030

*%87 2218T/223RD — POWELL BLVD TO FARISS RD — UNITS 1 & 2%«ddhddddudddhdaddswdu205 *77-078***0L688*FAUIBET*T2EN ¥k khhkaQahid

Pre Eng 283, 968 o 0 o 0 [ o 283,968
Rt—of-Way 1,156,670 o 0 0 ) [ o 1,156,670
Constr 1,879,806 0 0 [ 0 0 0 1,879,806
Reserve [ o o [ ] o 27, 637 27, 637

Total 3,320,444 0 0 0 0 o 27,637 3,348,081

**88 221ST AVENUE — POWELL THﬁOUGH JOHNSON CREEK BRIDGE — (1 & 2)%dddwdkdkdddaddd] ] *78-0L2%**00590*FAUISETHT26XwhkkkkkQhhnk

Pre Eng 274,787 [0} 0 0 (1] 0 [ . 274,787
[Re-of-Way 248,639 ¢} [} [ [} [+} /] 248, 639
Constr 2,275,366 0 [} 0 0 0 [ 2,275,366
Reserve o [¢] [+] Q 0 [¢] 40,457 40, 457

Total 2,798,792 0 0 , ] o 0 40,457 2,839,249

#*%g9 SANDY BLVD CORRIDOR — 99TH AVE TO 162ND AVEN###kkdhkdkwakkddd kb kXA kb kh ¥ ¥244 %7804 9% * 00110+ FAUGOGEH SO* & ¥k w A L ki
0

Pre Eng 77,415 [ > o 0 0 77,415
Rt-of-Way 12,836 —790 0 o 0 0 ) 12,046
Constr 471,623 0 0 o o 0 0 471, 623
Total 561,874 ~-790 0 0 ) o 0 561,084
#+90 MT HOOD AT BIRDSDALE( POWELL/ 190TH INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT)*&* ks #k4¥*X%%203 *77-064%*¥*00366XFAPR4H *H2ER* A4 kk AR L0444k
Pre Eng 361,918 0 0 0 0 ) o ~3,248 358,670
Rt—of-Way 571,693 0 0 o [ ] 3,043 568, 650
Constr 1,404,287 0 0 ] o ] 30, 540 1,434,827
Total 2,337,898 0 0 o 0 o 24,249 2,362,147

*%91 BURNSIDE ST ~ STARK TO 223RD AVE (BANFIELD FUNDED: STARK TO 199'1‘}1**********294 *76—034%**00132*FAUIB22* 726k kkhhkkkQhhtk

Rt—of-Way 222,417 0 0 0 ] 0 222,417

Constr 1,754,683 0 1] 0 o 4] 0 1,754,683

Reserve +] [} Y] o o] (4} €5, 269 65,269

Total 1,977,100 o o o 0 5] 65,269 2,042,369
*¥92 US30B ~ NE PORTLAND HWY AT NE 158TH — SIGNAL/CHANNELIZE®**kkdkshskkhkhddkx 404 *78—049C**0209 1 FAUDIEE*L2BH Mk khkhk O xk ke

Constx 63,4532 3,179 ] 0 0 ] 0 66,631

Total 63,4352 3,179 ] o 0 [J o] 66, 631
_**93 HAWTHORNE BRIDGE EAST APPROACH RBMPS REPLACEMENT (§2757C) **#AX &tk xdhtdt A4 506 *B4—~09T**¥*¥02914*FAUIIEEHT26x khkhekkkQnh sk

Consatr 1,274,078 725,922 o [} 0 ] 0 2,000,000

Total 1,274,078 725,922 0 ' [+] 0 4] L] 2,000,000
**94 NORTH MAIN RECONSTRUCTION(GRESHAM) — DIVISION TO POWELL**dkdkddtddkaddddan54] *8B—0L4***04863¥FAUISTI*T2EH khkhkk kQhwwk

Constrx 47,097 0 o} 0 o 0 4] 47,097

Total 47,0987 Q [} 0 [} 0 0 47,097
**95 SCHOLLS/SKYLINE IMPROV'EMENTS = CANYON CT TO RAAB RD (I)%#dddddktndddddddhkddgl] #84—-014C* 025864 FAUI23BA T2 hhhkkhkGhthw

Pre Eng 54,272 o Y [+} 0 o 54,272

Total 0 54,272 [} o 0 o] "] 54,272

)
+
e
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Annual Element Year



Metropolitan Service District
- Transportation Improvement Program . ’ .
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Area
In Federal Dollars

iffective October 1, 1982

) Interstate Transfer Program
Project Description

Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year

Obligated 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996

Post 1996 Authorized

Multnomah County Projects
(Continued)

*%96 SE STARK STREET — 242ND AVENUE 'ro 25TTH AVENUE## A% &k k% Ak *ndd k¥ kAR AR KRAEWRGST *10206* 4 *k%02036*FAUIBLON T2EA K ¥ ¥R # % kD %k k¥

Pre Eng 16,594 o 0 a 0 25, 906 42, 500
Constr 1,306,481 10,039 o o o 0 0 1,316, 520
Total 1,323,075 10, 039" 0 0 o ) 25, 906 1,359,020

*%97 SE STARK STREET ~ 221ST AVENUE TO 242ND AVENUEX®*dddkkkd kb dhkhdhbhkhddddddkr*xg44 *85—054***03SGS*FAUQE]_O*726********0****

Pre Eng 132,855 o o o o] v} 0 132,855
Rt-of-Way 263, 500 0 0 o] 0 0 [} 263, 500
Constr 1,366,740 0 [o] o [¢] 0 [+} 1,366,740
Reserve [»] o] ] o] 0 0 127,704 127,704
Total 1,763,095 o] 0o o] (o] 0 127,704 1,890,799
*%9g8 NE SANDY BLVD TO NE GLISAN ST ~ 223RD CONNECTOR (207TH) A*kkkkkkhkkrhhAd*kk§EL *BO—025% % ¥ 0514 I*FAUIBETH 726  kkkkkd kO khkk

Pre Eng Q . 0 o o} 0 [} 0 0
Constr o [} 2,006, 207 - Q 0 [} 2,006, 207
Raserve o o} 631,374 v} 4] 1] 0 631,374
Total (o] ] 2,637,581 0 0 1] ] 2,637,581

Total Multnomah County
25,406,280 792,622 2,637,581 4] o +] 361,222 29,197,705

“
¥
4
Hitd

Annual Element Year



Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996

‘ffective October 1, 1952

iject Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year

obligated

1992

Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program

In Federal Dollars

Interstate Transfer Program

1993 1994 1995

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Clackamas County Projects

*%99 Finaled Vouchered Projectart itk kxkkx kAR AR KX XXARERIRRRIAKA RN AR ERRF AN AN AR RRANKQ 0000000% 00000 *hkkdFkkkkk kb khkk ke hkh kR ¥

Pre Eng 311,529 [+] 4] o] 0
Rt~of<Way 184,790 [} 0 0 0
Constr 4,001,053 ¢} 0 o ]
Reserve 0 0 ] 0 o
Pending V] o] (<] ] ]

Total 4,497,372 0 [+} 0 Lo

+100 LOWER BOONES FERRY RD — MADRONA TO SW JEAN®®Akwiikkkhikddhkhdhhdhkhkhrkkdhkdit68

Rt-of-Way 616,984 0 o o 0
Constxr 456,129 o o o 0
Total - 1,073,113 0 o] 0 o}

*101 SUNNYSIDE ROAD - STEVENS ROAD TO 122ND UNIT Ikwkkskdnwkdddddddwdddbbdkddnkddat77

Pre Eng 24,075 (] [5) [|] [+
Rt~of-Way 121,950 (4] (] [ ]
Constr 338,292 [ 0 0 [

Total 484,317 .0 0 (] [

%102 HIGHWAY 212 IMPROVEMENTS (I-205 EAST TO HIGHWAY 224) vdwkshkrikdkrtdeddddin]ng

_Pre Eng 487,891 [} 0 0 [}
Rt—of-Way 2,878,114 ] [s] Q [+]
Constr 4,994,657 ~71,745 ] o o
Reserve o] 0 o o] /]

Total 8,360,662 -71,745 0 [+] 0

+*103 OREGON CITY BYPASS — PARK PLACE TO COMMUNITY COLLEGEX*#h*ktddkkkdntikkddats]125

- Pre Eng 1,167,420 [} ] ] [}
Rt-—of-Way. 5,077,369 o 0 4] o
Constxy 16,386,959 9,789 0 ) o

Total 22,631,748 9,788 o] 4] [}

%104 STATE STREET CORRIDOR ( OR43) — TERWILLIGER TO LADD*#d#ddkdkkkddkkdkitadkir]3s

Pre Eng 247,612 o ] (4] [1]
Rt—of-Way 576,772 o o] 4] (4]
Constr 1,063,213 -177,120 [+] [+] [s]
Reserve ] o] 1] o 1]

Total 1,887,597 ~177,120 o o 0

*10%5 JOANSON CK BLVD IMPROVEMENT — CASCADE HWY N TO LESTER INTCHG*X#%tkwkdkukkikkq05

Constr 872,360 0 0 [} []
Reserve [«] 1] ] 0 o]
Total 872,360 0 0 o] . [¢]

*106 OATFIELD ROAD AT JENNINGS AVENUE INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT® ¥ ¥ ##%%% %k dwit¥k 438

Pre Eng 78,607 ] [ 0 0
Constr 29,214 o o 0 [
Total 107,821 ) o o 0

*107 KING RD AND 42ND (PORTION) ~ 44TH TO 42ND/MONROE SE OF 42ND** Ak kk kA Rk kXXX 500

Pre Eng 34,360 o o 0
Constr 189,813 o o o [}
Total 224,173 0 [ 0 "0

*108 RAILROAD AVENUE/HARMONY ROAD ~ B82ND TO MILWAUKIE:CBD ~ UNIT XI##¥#kkkkakdkhdh553

Pre Eng 307, 546 ] ] [¢] [}
Rt—-of-Way 151,300 0o 0 ] 0
Constr 1,341,873 -37,995 o o 0

Total 1,800,719 —37,995 o ] [}

*109 82ND DRIVE — HWY 212 TO GLADSTONE/I-205 INTERCHANGE®*kkkiddkkdkdkdhkdntins 578

Pre Eng 645,999 [ 0 0 o}

Rt~of~Way 965, 600 ] 0 0

Constr 2,531,001 262,567 0 4} 4]
Total 4,142,600 262,567 0 Q [¢]

*110 THIESSEN/JENNINGS CORRIDOR - OATFIELD RD TO JOHNSON RD(REVISED)***********SSl

Pre Eng 164,517 /] Q
Total 164,517 0 [} D D
&
e
4

Annual Element Year

a o 311, 529
[s] o 184,790
0 o] 4,001,053
o [¢] [}
(<} -0 0
4] o] 4,497,372

*Q0-104**¥QOETTAFAUSLTI*TOItkkkk kA hdkkk
o

0 616, 984
0 0 456,129
0 0 1,073,113

K TT-14T***00127T*FAUSTLIEX TOBA Ak kXXX KNk kst

0 0 24,075
0 43,732 165, 682
0 0 338,292
0 43,732 528,049

KT T=03 TRk RO0IGL YA FADTAR XN ] TIhkd kkdkkdOQdkdok

] 0 487,891
0 [ 2,878,114
4] [ 4,922,912
0 90,271 90,271
0 90,271 8,379,188

*76—007***01570*FA218***160********ot***
] 1,167, 420
0 5,077, 369
o 16,396, 748
] 22, 641, 537

(- - -]

*TT—0E68* XX QOISO FAUISESA I hr kb kR Ghhkk®

0 o 247, 612

0 o 576,772

0 o 886,093

0 .400, 000 400, 000

o 400,000 2,110, 477
*B6-07 64 *¥0IIFSHFAUGTOAXTOI* +# *k kA KOk ¥

o o 872, 360

) 29, 650 29, 650

o 29, 650 902, 010
*78-116**%01182%FAUIEESH TOZ**# #¥ Kk kD sk

0 o 78, 607

0 0 29,214

o o 107,821

*B5-053***¥0I626*FAUITLA*TOIk ke kk ek ko kk

o 15,640 50,000
o o] 189,813
] 13, 640 239,813

*10037****‘0070S*FAUQ']Oz*ng*********o****

0 o 307, 546
0 [ 151, 300
0 o 1,303,878
0 o 1,762,724

*10051AX* 00500+ FAUSEII*TOIkk ke kkkQhhrak

[} ] 645, 999
0 0 965, €00
o 0 2,793,568
[} 0 4,405,167

*10052** ¥ % Q2024 *FAUICIBX TOIh Ak kk Rk KGRk ko
0 (o} 164,517

0 (o] 164,517



Metropolitan Service District

Transportation Improvement Program

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996

In Federal Dollars

"ffective October 1, 1992 .

Interstate Transfer Program

Project Description

: Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993

1994 19983

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Clackamas County Projects
{Continued)

*3111 RAILROAD AVENUE/HARMONY ROAD - B82ND/SUNNYSIDE REALIGNMENT — II***kwxkkdak**764

Pre Eng 69,937 [} 0 4] L]
Rt—of-~Way 454,074 o 0 ] ]
Constrx 540,025 o Q [v] v}
Raserve 0 0 o] ] o]

Total 1,064,036 0 [} [} 0

*112 RAYLROAD AVENUE/HARMONY ROAD PHASE IV — SUNNYBROOK EXTENSION**#¥ddkkbkhhktkxT69
Pre Eng 138,549 311,451 o ] L]
Total 138, 549 311,451 V] 0 ' Q

*113 SUNNYSIDE ROAD ~ STEVENS TO 122ND — UNIT IIwdkdkdddkddkbkdkkhkdadhddrrcdkdivitg3g

Pre Eng 124,611 o o s} : Q
Rt-of-RWay 212,189 o ] o} o
Constr 1,182,225 0 0 . o [+]

Total 1,519,025 o o [ 4]

+114 HUBBARD ROAD EXTENSION TO CLACKAMAS HIGHWAYXA#ddktad Ak kb kdk kkkk Akt Xk kXXX ¥4G3Y

Pre Eng 48,835 [¢] . [+} 0 o
Constr 315,486 0 [+] 0 [+]
Total 364,321 0 0 0 o

*11% HIGHWAY 43 @ MCKILLICAN / HOOD AVENUE WIDENING***%##dkxrkkhddshkhkdbhhirsings3

Pre Eng 70,762 3] 4] (4] [s]
Rt—of-Way 25,113 1] [1] [} [+
Constx 225,547 ] [s] 0 3]
Resgerve 4] (4] o [4] [+
Total 321,482 o 0 0 [+]
%116 BEAVERCREEK RD EXT (RED SOILS) — BEAVERCREEK RD TO WARNER — MILRE#**#d+dakakg55
Pre Eng 140,046 o] 4] [+] 0
.constr 0 o 354,214 2] 0
! Total 140,046 0 354,214 o © 0
*117 JOHNSON CREEK BLVD — 32ND AVENUE TO 45TH AVERUEX*¥&kddkk Rk kdkhddrdhdkh k%902
Pre Eng 102,850 [} ) [} ° ]
Constx [+] 0 [+] ] 0
" Total 102,850 0 (o] 0 0

*118 BARRISON ‘STREET — HIGHWAY 224 TO 32ND AVENUE*®dktidthkkdrkdddddwddbddb et 904

Pre Eng (1] o ] o} [}
Total o 0 (o] 0 0
*119 JOHNSON CREEK BIVD — LINWOOD AVENUE TO 82ND AVENUE**&kkkkkkhkkkdkdkktk kA ¥k *905
Pre Eng Q 207,308 o] o 0
Total [¢] 207,308 . 0 1] 0

Total Clackamas County
49,897,308 504,255 asq, 214 0 0
$
Hi
i

Annual Element Yaear

*10037** A *QOE660XFAUSTIBXTO3hdhdkkkk kO dk

° o 69,937
o ) 454,074
0 0 540,025
o 676 676
0 676 1,064,712

*E6~083AK¥04180*FAUSTIGH TOIN Ak kdkhkQuk ks
0 0 450,000
o 0 450, 000

*TT=14T***Q0385*FAUSTLIB* TO3*hkhkkkkQhhkk

0 0 124, 611
] 0 212,189
] 0 1,182,225
0 0 1,519,025

*102364* ¥+ Q2L 40*FAUSTIO& TOI Xk kh Xk kQhkkdr

0 o 48,835
0 ° 315, 486
o 0 364, 321

*10252%*4%k009T6X¥FAUISESX Ik kk kb Ik

Y] 0 70,762
0 [ 25,173
Qo 0 225,547
[+} 7,082 7.082
Q 7.082 328, 564

*10249** % *023 TS5+ FAUSTLAZ* TOIHkhhhdkk Ok

/] 0 140,046
] 0 354,214
[} 0 494,260

*¥9L-014***0635T*FAUSTO4 X TOIkh k kA X Ak N kK

4] -2,850 100,000
¢ 900, 000 800, 000
o] 897,150 1,000, GO0

*00—000* **00000+FAUITLA* TOI* kkk ks k xQkht®
o . 50,000 56,000
o 50,000 50,000

*00—-000* **00000*FAUSTO4* TO3Ahhk kh kA hw ko

0 0 207, 308
o 0 207, 308
0 1,534,201 52,289,978



Metropolitan Sexrvice District
) Transportation Improvement Program -
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 . Portland Urbanized Area
In Federal Dollars .
“ffective October 1, 1892
Interstate Transfer Program
Project Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Yeax ) -
Obligated 1982 1993 1994 1995 1996 Post 1996 ° Authorized

Washington County Projects

*120 Finaled Vouchered Projectat#rxtdkaxkantxak kxkk AN kkkkh R Ak kX KX XK AR AR AR KX XXXKNXND 0000000500000 F** k kkk kx4 ¥k ¥ Ak & &k ok kk % &+ ¥ CLOSED

Pre Eng 212,501 0 o o 0 0 o 7 212,501
Rt-of-Way 329,293 o o o 0 o o - 329, 293
Constr 13,056, 943 0 0 o 0 0 0 13,056,943
Raserve 0 0 0 o o 0 o o

Total 13,598,737 0 0 o 0 1] 0 13,598, 737

%121 ALLEN BLVD RECONSTRUCTION ~ MURRAY BLVD TO HWY217#ddkkkksdkddddhdkrdhdk kb kA ddd93 *80—-085¥*+ 00306 FAUS0GG*ng*t A adkrkkQhh k¥

Pre Eng 94,911 0 0 o] 0 s} Q 94,911
Rt—of-Way 1,512,382 ] 3] 0 0 [ 0 1,512,382
Constr . 1,676,030 L] o] 0 o o [¢] 1,678,030
Total 3,285,323 0 [} o 0 o] o 3,285,323
*122 SW BARNES ROAD — HIGHWAY 217 TO SW 84TH — PHASE IXdkkwdrddddddkdddddkkrddkdrgl *77—070***00469*FA0932 BF T34k kh ke khQhhhd
‘Pre Eng 62,186 [} [} o [¢] 0 [¢] 62,186
Rt—of-Way 143,720 [] ' V] 0 ] Q [ 143,720
Constxr 843,437 [} a ] (o} [} [¢] 843,437
Total 1,049,343 0 [} [} Q o o 1,049,343
*123 SW JENKINS/158TH — MURRAY BLVD TO SUNSET HIGHWAY#R* Ak Ak dd ik ddddd Atk AN ARAANGT #7704 6% **00850*FAUSQ3O  na*d kk sk khk kQhkdk
Consty 1,764,919 c 0 o [+] [¢] 0 1,764,919
Tetal 1,764,919 4] [o} 0 0 [} [} 1,764,919
%124 HIGHWAY 217 AND SUNSET HIGHWAY INTERCHANGE M *dkkhhAdhrhkkkkdhdhkrtrrdhkdddds] 2] *79—076***00376*1‘”27***144*******69****
Pre Eng 506,912 o] 0 0 [} [¢) 0 506, 912
Rt—of-Way 1,934,681 o o] [¢] [} o 0 1,934,681
Constr 6,944,864 [} 0 [ [+ 0 0 6,944,864
Total 9,386,457 [} (o] [ [} [} [o] 9,386,457

'}:25 CORNELL ROAD RECONSTRUCTION — E MAIN TO ELAM YOUNG PARKWAY#A+4&&4ks¥¥*x¥%132 ¥80-038XA+001394FAUSO224TZAH kA AARAKQK#4
ra Eng 155, 945

) o 0 0 0 -0 155,945
Rt-of-Way 159,293 0 0 o o 0 26,007 185, 300
Constr 2,665,471 0 0 0 o 0 0 2,665,471

Total 2,980,709 0 0 0 0 0 26,007 3,006,716

*126 OR8 ~ . .TUALATIN VALLEY HIGHWAY AT 185TH SMT**************************_"**207 *TE-Q2T***DOIBOAFAPI2A XX 2Ok bk k4 Tk ok

Pre Eng 183,477 [} [} [ 0 o ] 183,477
Rt—of-Way 994,422 [} [} (4 0 V] 4] 994,422
Constrx 970,866 a ] o o o] o 970,866
Total 2,148,765 ] o] o o ] o 2,148,765
*127 HWY 217/72ND AVE INTCHG —~ PE & CONSTRUCTION — §2*kkdtthtd Ak trdkdndnddhh bt dk208 *¥G0—QTOk**0LETE*FAP TONANL AR Nk hkdhhThkh%
Pre Eng 286,778 o] (o} 0o o 0 L] 286,778
Rt—of-Way 233,750 o] [+} o 0 [} o 233,750
Constr 948,734 0 ] 0 [ 0 o 948,734
Total 1,469,262 0 o} V] o 0 o ©1,469;262
*128 FARMINGTON RD CORRIDOR( OR208) TSM =~ 185TH AVE TO LOMBARD AVE***kd kX kkd*¥ 4236 *78—05TAK¥QLSTOXFAUSOGE*142*khhhhhkkQhk ks
Pre Eng 80,917 o 0 [ v} o 80,917
Constr 151,337 0 o 0 '] o] \] 151, 337
Total 232,254 "] o] 0 0 o] L] 232,254
%129 HALL / MCDONALD INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS* %%k kkkwdkddhkh ke kd kk kR A X kA kA AN Ak 396 ¥85-024***037L9*FATUIOILNLALhdhhkhkkhk kGAk Kk
Conatr 321,713 0 o o o ] ¢ 31,713
Total 31,713 [} [+] o [ (o} ] 31,713
*130 OR99W - PACIFIC HIGHWAY WEST AT CANTERBURY LANEX****kdktkh Ak ddh kv kb Ak AR A AN L69 *85-006% %% 02933+ FAPVAT* LWk kA ek JOhkkn
Constrx 31,126 0 o] 0 0 0 o} 31,126
Total 31,126 [+ 0 o o o 0 31,126
%131 CORNELL ROAD PHASE II — ECL TO CORNELIUS PASS ROAD¥#dddkkddkddddddkkid kA kit 585 *10060**+*00T38%FAUSQ22* TILh ko hhhkahkik
Pre Eng 404, 643 v} Q [ 0 ° 0 404, 643
Constr 2,281,853 ¢ 1] [+} 0 0 127,500 2,409,353
Total 2,686,496 0 o o 0 [} 127, 500 2,813,996
*132 MUORRAY BLVD — JENKINS ROAD TO SUNSET HIGHWAYX*%kkhkkdkhthkkdhkhkkakhkdhkkkkat 586 *10059%***00549*FAUIOETHTI4hkk ke kr k] hh ik
Pre Eng 662,431 0 (o} 0 o} o 0 662, 431
Rt—of-Way 1,865,000 o] ] ] Q 4] o] 1,865,000
Constr 4,763,033 0 o o} Q o [} 4,763,033
‘ Total 7,290,464 0 o] o o 0 ] 7,290,464
L
1
e

Annual Element Year



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 ‘ N
In Federal Dollars
"“gfecuve October 1, 1992 Co :
Inters.t-ate ‘'Transfexr Program
~roject Description :
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated ©1992 1983

1994 1995

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Washington County Projects
{Continued)

#133 GREENBURG ROAD AT TIEDEMAN AVENUE - SIGNAL***tikakdkdddkthhdkkardkdddade st 725

Pre Eng 11,349 0 0 o o
‘Constr 25,380 ° o 0 0
Total 36,729 o 0 o 0 0

%134 NW 185TH ~ ROCK CREEK BLVD TO TV HIGHWAY** Wk kkahkkakhahhkhAn sk Ak *AX KR IR T 52

Pre Eng 818,445 ] o 0 0
Rt-of-Way 2,953,750 0 o 0 0
Constx 4,736,218 ] o 0 0

Total 8,508,413 [¢] ] 0 [+]

*135 OR8 TV HIGHWAY - SHUTE PARK TOQO SE 21ST AVE — HILLSBORO®®k#kkkkdkkhhkhkhkdtedtg28

Rt—~of-Way 1,195,100 o (o] 1¢] [+]
Constr [} [} .0 0 o
Total 1,195,100 0 [} Q 0

*136 SCHOLLS FERRY ROAD / HALL BOULEVARD INTERSECTION#*#*k¥kk&itkixthktihkdthdh skt t§29

Pra Eng 131,632 ] o] 4] 0
Rt-of-Way 234,432 80, 228 o 0 [+
Constr 651,464 ~-599 ] o 0

Total 1,017,528 79,629 o Q o

*3137 BALL BOULEVARD ~ ALLEN TO GREENWAYXA* AR hhkdtkdkdkhkkhkhhktdkkhkkkddhrdbkbdtkh kit kv g§30Q

Pre Eng 127,500 0 ] 0 Q
Rt—of-Way 633,250 0 8] ] o
Total 760,750 0 1] o [¢]
*138 WASHINGTON COUNTY msgm****kt********i—t*********t*t**********t***&**ttt*g:;s
Rasarve o] ] Q Q 4]
Total o 0 (o} 0 ]

*139 CORNELIUS PASS ROAD — SUNSET HIGHWAI TO CORNELL ROAD*#*k#kdkdkhkdkhkdkkk 24567
lconstr 75,000 [+] 0 [
Total 75,000 0 o ] o

*140 OR210 — SCHOLLS FERRY RD — MURRAY BLVD TO FANNO CREEK*#¥dkikkkhdthddat®st4875
Constrx 814,937 0 V] 0 0
Total 814,937 0 o o o]

Total Washington County

58,364,025 79,629 [+ o 0

L
11id
L 23]
Annual Element Year

*BE6—03TH*HO4LISAFAUS20TH T34k tkdhkh k] dhkk

] o 11,349
0 o 25,380
o] o 36,729

*10128% ¥ %01 304*FAUSOAI* T34* kA khhhnOhhnd

0 0 818,445
0 0 2,953,750
o 0 4,736,218
0 0 8,508,413

*79“853***00691*?&32***29********11****

0 0 1,195,100
0 0 0
[\ 0 1,195,100

*B5—QLlO*** 02353+ FAUI2344 L43*hrhkkhhhGhkdwk

] o 131, 632
0 0 314, 660
0 o 650, 865
0 o 1,097,157
*10237+%+%02354%FAUSOOI* TRk katkha a Lk wi
0 0 127, 500
0 0 633, 250
0 0 760, 750
*0o—QOo**toOooO*mvart*m*********0****
0 259, 349 259, 349
0 259, 349 259,349
*89~020% ¥+ 0S183FFAUIOSIX TI4h whkd kk k0 k4w
Q 0 15,000
0 0 75, 000

*86-0TTHNHOI290*FATI234 %14 bk kk ke kThhkw

[+ 203 815, 140
] 203 815,140
o] 413,059 58,856, 713



Metropolitan Service District
e . Transportation Improvement Program
 Fiscal Yeatrs 1993 to Post 1996 : ) Portland Urbanized Area
R : In Federal Dollars
“fective ‘October 1, 1892
i e Interstate Transfer Program
rroject Description
’ Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year

Obligated 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 Post 1996 Authorized
Report Total
483, 374,280 8,503,089 5,667, 684 987, 950 ] [} 19,217,484 517,750,487
&
+He
it

Annual Element Year



Federal Transit Administration Programs




Metropolitan Service District

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 19396
In Federal Dollars
‘ffective October 1, 19952 !

Transportation Improvement Program

Portland Urbanized Area

Federal Transit Administration Program

Project Description
Estimated Grant Award by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated Anticipated 1993

1994 | -199%

Post 1996

1996 Authorized

Federal Transit Administration-Sect

3

***] Finaled Vouchered projecta********************************t*******t*********fo" CO00000*000O0H %tk ek etk de ks vk sk sk ok sk ook ok ek sk ses e

Constx 381,773 0 o o o

Non-Hwy Cp 30,248,883 ) o o 0"

Other 133,602 . o o 0 0
Total 30,764,259 o 0 o 0

*kx2 BUS PURCHASES*hkdkkkkkddkdhkkhkkdkdhddkhhdkkhbkbdkkrkddhwdbdhbbrdrdtbbbdk bbb drat] 54

Non-Hwy Cp 11, 688,618 o 4] 2,500,000 0
Supt Serv 11,382 [¢] (/] 0 R [}
Total 11,700,000 0 o 2,500,000 [¢]

**%3 BANFIELD RETROFIT — OPERATIONS CONTROLAKAARKF AR AR AR RN R AR AT X Rhkdhobk kbbb h k2] 5

Non—Hwy Cp o] ] o 5,700,000 [»]
Total (1] 0 0 5,700,000 0
*x*4d BANFIEID RETROFIT — DOUBLE TRACKINGrk® khkkkkkhdkthkkhdbhdbbbhhkdddbdbkdbdddd k2] 7
Non—Hwy Cp a [} 0 9,100,000 ]
Total [4] ] o} 9,100,000 0

**+*% BANFIELD RETROFIT ~ RUBY JUNCTION EXPANSION*###kkdkkdbdhikhkihtstthkhtrhtss2]18
Non-Hwy Cp 0 ) 0 4,100, 000 0
Total o ° . o 4,100, 000 o

**%6 HILLSBORO CORRIDOR PE/FEIStkhkhtdhkkhhhhkhkh ki kdd bk kk kA RX AR AR oA AR AN AR R AN * 260
Pre Eng 0 0 1,000,000 0 [+]
‘Total o o 1,000,000 0 o

**#7 CONVENTION CENTER AREA TRANSIT / HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT'S (T)*d*kaddkndaddidddr3g3

re Eng 212,874 [s] R [+] 1] [+
‘RE=of-Way 280,575 © o] o o
Constr 1,888,328 -0 o] 4] 0
Othexr 118,220 [+] [+] 1} [}
Total 2,499,999 o /] 0 1]

*%*8 BANFIELD LRT CAPITAL GRANT — (FFA) B L L L LTy L V1
Non—-Bwy Cp 66,815,675 o 5,789, 828 o 0
Total 66,815,673 0 5,789,528 V] o

*% %9 PROJECT BREBRKEVEN* ®dkakdhddkdhkhkddkhhkhkkkkrkthhkkhbbkdhdbbdddttdrthrtdthddkddgos

Othex. [} c [} 13,500,000 0
Total o [¢] 0 13,500,000 [}
Total Federal Transit Administration-Sect 3

111,779,933 ] 6,789, 528 34,900,000 0
L 4 &
4 (113
Hitt [2g12]

Annual Element Year

o} 0 381,773
0 o} 30,248,883
0 o 133, 602
o} [+ 30,764,259

KRRKA AR A VALTA KA KRR QOO DOARORKKO3~003Ghkhkhhkhw

0 0 14,188, 618
0 0 11, 382
0 o 14,200,000

KRR RN RRGALERERRRGOODO R *QR¥*+03—003GHk kk ke kk
Q - [»] 3,700,000
[ ] 5,700,000

ARARR R AR KRy rh kX0 0000 ¥ *OR** 030000+ th Ak kk ki
¢} 0 9,100,000
0 0 9,100,000

Kk AhER AR AR yarhk kr ke AQO000 YA ORA* 03 —0000* K dkk kkdik
: 0 0 4,100,000
0 0 4,100,000

KAAKERARA AR EX ARk AQQOQO* A TRARQODOE*kkkk ke dekehk
0 .0 1,000,000
[+] a 1,000,000

KRR RA ARy re ke ¥ Q0000 TRA* O3 -003Th Rtk kst kik

o o 212,874
0 0 280, 575
0 ) 1,888, 328
[} 0 118, 221
4} 0 2,499,999

KAI KRNk GGk Ak AN X000 00 FFAPAOI-0025  kkkkhkwk
[+] 0 72,605,203
[v] 4] 72, 605,203

KRR RA AR AT rhkkk k00000 * *OR** Q000 *hhhkhk khhi

0 o 13, 500, 000
0 [¢] 13,500, 000
0 o 153,469,461



Metropolitan Service District
. . Transportation Improvement ‘Ptogram
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996
. In Federal Dollars

7ffective October 1, 1992

Project Description : .
Estimated Grant Award by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated Anticipated 1993

1994 1995

Portland Urbanized Area

Federal Transit Administration Program

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Federal Transit Administration-Trade

***9 DEVEIOPMENT OF TIGARD TRANSIT CENTERA A XA XA AN A AR AR XA AT LT AL bk rkkkbwn]3]

Pre Eng 91,311 L 0 o] [¢] 0
Rt-of~-Way 423,527 [+] : [+] o o]
Constr 520,701 Q L] o] o

Total 1,035,539 ] 4] o] o

*#%10 MILWAUKIE TRANSIT STATION DEVELOPMENT* *dkhddkkkkhddhk ik kh kd AR Rk kA kA kka kb vkt +144

Pre Eng 483 ¢} o] o] [»]
Constx 12,042 o 0 o o
Total

12,5325 o o 0 0

*%1] OREGON CITY TRANSIT STATION* kdkkkkhk ki dhhkhkdkdikkkwdkddk kb hkdhhbbktr ke kb bkkkrn]lS]

Pre Eng 126,892 -0 -0 o [¢]
Rt-of—Way 173,570 4] .0 [} [¢]
Constr 685,852 [+] [¢] [} [

Total -0 0 [+] [+]

986,314

*%12 BUS PURCHASESKhdkhkkkhkdkkhkrdkkkkkrhdrtbdbhdbrbrrkdddrddrhbdbdhhbribbdkrdbdrrt] s

Ron—Hwy Cp 24,241,823 1,597,144 o ] ]
Supt Serv 166,582 o 0 o 4]
Total 24,408,408 1,597,144 0 o 4]

#%13 PASSENGER SHELTERS**Ahththhhk kARt ArAdkthd b d bk hd bk dhd bkt kdh kA d bk Rk kX ¥4 * X380
Non—Hwy Cp 4] 612,951 Q o Q
Total 0 612, 951 [} 4] [0}

*%14 TIGARD PARK~AND-RIDE***kdkkhkhkhkhkthkdhdhddbddbhttbdbdddtdhdhbdbhbhbbbbbbtbk ekt {3y

Pre Eng 44,000 (4] o o] . [+]
. Conatx 353, 600 [+] o (o] -0
Total 397, 600 . o 0 [+ [+]

*%15 PARK—AND-RIDE LOT ENGINEERING (3) ~ MILW/OC/TIGK*Akkndkkkhkkrtdhkhhhbhnkkrdrht {53
Pre Eng 35,999 o] o [+] o
Total 35,999 o o o] o

**1 6 TRANSIT TRANSFER PROJECTAX XA A A AR ARARAARARRAAAARNAAXARKEEXAERXAKN KRR XK AR XRANTTE

Pre Eng 265,183 o o [+] ] 0
Constx 1,189,245 0 o 4] Lv]
Total 1,454,428 0 .0 o ’ [+]

*%17 WEST BURNSIDE / MORRISON TSM IMPROVEMENTS* k& wkkkdkakkkhdah bbbk k ket khdk bk ak §00

Pra Eng 10,200 o (] 4] [¢]
Consty 68,040 o ) ] 0 o
Total 78, 240 [} 0. V] [+]

*%18 ROUTE TERMINUS SITES****************?{***********t*******t***t***********tt685
Non-Hwy Cp o [ 0 D] 0
Total 0 [¢] 0 0 ]

**19 NORTH TERMINAL FMILITY*****************************************k*******f*ss6

Pre Eng 107,394 V] 0 0 o]
Rt-of-Way 331, 361 -0 o [+] g
Consatxr 866,400 o 0o o o]

Total 1,305,356 - Q [+] ] o]

*%20 BEARVERTON PARK—AND-RIDE STATIONARAAAAkAAkddkkkdddkdk Wk tkdhdkh kb kb Ak btk kA A+ TOL

Pre Eng 99,200 0 0 [+] Q
Rt-of~-Way 160,271 -0 L] o [}
Constx 360,800 [¢] o [} Qo

Total 620,271 -0 [»] 4] [}

*#*%2]1 SUNSET TRANSIT CENTER AND PARK-AND—RIDE STATIONA**XtkkkktkdkkkkkkthkkkikdtaxT02

Pre Eng 320,435 o] o] 0 o]
Rt—of-Way 2,542,248 ] 0 0 [
Constx o D] 0 o o
Supt Serv '] ] o o] ]
Total 2,862,683 o [v] 0 o]
¥ 4
e £+
44 §ELE
Annual Element Year

RRARRKRAKARVITAR AN A KOO0 00RFOR¥* 03 =002 T k*kkkkkrn

0 0 91,311
o 0 423,527
[} 0 520,701
o 0 1,035,539

KEKHEKRAAKYI YR AR AR ROOOQ0**OR* 03 —DOZ TR e A A kk sk

o s} 483
[} a 12,042
[s] o 12,525

ARENRERERNGQTRER R R KOO0 00N ¥ ORN*QI—002 T A kh kk kk %k

] o] 126,891
o ] 173,570
] 0 685,852
o ] 986,312

KhkRRA AR Ay k* kkXGOC00 **OR*¥GO—-0000* k¥ hk kot sk

[} 0 25,838,970
0 1] 166,582
o b} 26,005,552

ARRRRAAKRXQO—000** X000 00 *TRA* 0000k kk ARtk kkkk
0 0 612,951
[} [} 612,951

IRk KRR R yarh ek kX048 2L X FAT* 030035 khdkkhwsk

] 0 44,000
[} [+] 353,600
0 o 397,600

HRAKRRAARRT YRR AR ARQO0O00FHORY #0300 35 kA k ki ks

1] s 36,000
] 0 36,000
KERRAF AR IR GALA ARk RKQQO00 A ORA}*03—003SH Ak krkk ki
0 0 265,183
0 0 1,189,245
0 [} 1,454,428
HhRKAXNAXXGZZEX RN R AOGO000F A FAUX QI ~002T**h kkkk ik
0 0 10, 200
0 o €8,040
0 ) 78, 240
KA IERKERERVATA KA XA XKQO000*XORAXVOOO KR Tk kk Rk ks
1] 0 1]
[t] 0 0

HEARRKRR ARG * kA * X000 00* *ORVAO3~003S5* kk kA kst kk

0 0 107,395

0 0 531, 561

0 ] 866, 400

o ] 1,505,356
**********var******ooooo**oR**oa—ooss****t****

[+ 0 99,200

[ 0 160,271

o o 360, 800

0 0 620,271

KhARRARERRGAL AR RN ROD000 KA ORI ¥ 0F—002 Tk kR kR XK KX

] ] 320,435
[} [«] 2,542,248
o 0 0
[} 0 0
0 Q 2,862,683



Matropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996
In Federal Dollars
‘"ffective October 1, 1992

Portland Urbanized Area

Federal Transit Administrat 1on' Progran

Project Dascription
Estimated Grant Award by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated Anticipated 1993

1994 1983

1996 Post 1986 Authorized

Federal Transit Administration-Trade
(Continued)

**22 WESTSIDE BUS GARAGE ~ PHASE ITI (MERLO RORD) dh#sddssahsihbhkihbdibsihddtwsT04

Pre Eng 70,710 o 0 Q 0
Constr 434,386 [o] 0 [ 0
Total 505,097 [¢] 0 [} [¢]

**#23 WASHINGTON COUNTY TRANSIT TSM IMPROVEMENTS*dhkdtiktdkdkddrdddhhdtdrtddbdrrk705

Pre Eng 128,996 0 o [} [}
Rt—-of-Way 256,000 o] [+] o] o
Constr 819,547 0 o] o] o

Total 1,204,543 Q [¢] o [+)

*%24 WESTSIDE BUS GARAGE ~ PHASE TI*A*AX* kA ARARARAX KA RKRARRKRARRAXNAAAA XA R AN G ARTOE

Constx 5,926,841 o o 0 0
Non-Hwy Cp 473,909 o o 0 0
Total 6,400,750 0 0 N 0 0

_ %%2%5 SUPPORT SERVICE — RELOCATION & APPRATISAL COSTS / COST ALLOCATION®*****%ia¥707
Other 623,853 -0 0 0 0
Total 623,853 -0 0 o 0

-#%26 PARTS AND EQUIPMENT. ..MAINT VEHICLES/SHELTERS/ACCESS STOPS/ETCHX**Akkdkik%7T6
Non—-Hwy Cp o ] 0 4] 0
Total [s] ] Q [+] 0

*%27 HILLSBORO TRANSIT CENRTER WITH PARK-AND-RIDEX**A XA XA kkhkddhthdidkkrkhkk bk ks k4803

Pre Eng 208,726 o 0 o 0
Rt—of~Way 534,370 [} 0 [} 0
Constrx 1,070,752 o o [} 0

Total 1,813,848 4] 1] [+ 0

*%28 BEAVERTON TRANSIT CENTERA Ek*A kAR AN AN ARAERAAAARAERARARR AR IR ARAARRAAANR AR RAAL[OE6

\Pre Eng 298, 642 ° o o 0
‘Rb-of-Hay 827,634 0 o o o
Constr 1,924,933 -0 0 o o

Total -0 ) o o

3,051,209

*#%29 WESTSIDE TSM — LOVEJOY RAMPRkkkt Ak kd AA Ak Ak AR AARA AR IA AR AR XA AA AR RREINRAAAAXZ0O

Pre Eng 1 0 o <] [}
Constr 1 [} o o [+}
Total 2 0 0 ] [

*%30 WESTSIDE TSM — SYLVAN BUS PULLOUTK #h kk kA kkkk kA AR RA KA A AR AR A AR AR AR e A A AR AARRGLS

Pre Eng 1 Q o] 0 0
Constx 1 0 o [} [}
Total 2 o o o [}

**31 TRANSIT MALL EXTENSION NORTH — W BURNSIDE ST TO NW IRVING##*#¥hkkkdkhtskatridtg822

Pre Eng 725,440 o o Q o
Constr o 4,961,280 ] | 4]
Supt Serxrv o] ©31,130 o L] 1]

Total 725,440 4,992,410 o a 0

*¥32 SECTION 3 TRADE CONTINGENCY***kkhkkARhrd kR ARk hR AR XA ARKR AR AR ARRERAARRRRRKRN*G2S
_Othex 312,345 206,374 o [} 1]
Total 312,345 206,374 /] o} 0

#%33 BANFIELD TRANSITWAY -
Constr 20,150,000
Total 20,150,000

(FFA) XM AR AR KRR R AR A KRR AR R AN AR IR AR R AR AR R RNAG2E6
o} o ] 0
0 0 o [

**34 GLISAN STREET BUS LANEA Kk k Ak kdkkkhkd bk kb ki k kA kk bk kb bk Ak wdkhhkdb kb bk bk bt e ¥ g51

Pre Eng 6,663 0 [¢] 0 [¢]
Constr 1 0 [+ o] 0
Total 6,664 1] ] 0 0

*%35 SPECTAL MEEDS TRANSPORTATION MINI-BUSES*# ks skkskddhhskhhi s bt khshhkd k& xr897

Non-Hwy Cp 1,200,000 0 0 o o
Total 1,200,000 0 0 0 o
[ ] [ 4
4+ £+
Hitt HEEE

Annual Element Year

KRRREAKRXRVATH AN KR AG0000* *ORXA03—002 Tk kk kkkk ki

[} Q 70,711
o 0 434,387
o 0 505,098

RRRRRR R AR LH*d A AR OO000 X RORNROI-Q02 Thhk kb hkhk

0 0 128,996
o o 256,000
0 0 819, 547
0 0 1,204,543

AR KK IRya LAk kA *O0000*RORA* 03 -002 Thhk kk ¥k ko

(] 0 5,926,841
0 a 473,909
0 o 6,400,750

AARRRR AN IR gtk Ak k00000 X *ORAXOI~002 Thh bk Rk Ak
[+] 0 623,853
0 0 623,853

ARRKARRRRRYALTh kA AR Q0000 F*ORK A 0000,k kkrkkkk kk ki
(4] (4] o
(o] ] 4]

RKEAIKERRRAVATARRRANODO00 Y HORK YOI~ 02 Thkkkkkkwk

0 0 208, 726

0 0 534,370

0 ° 1,070,753

0 0 1,813,849
**********var******00000**0R**03—0035*********

0 0 298, 642

0 0 827, 634

0 0 1,924,933

0 0 3,051,209

KRXRRRRAERGArk kAR A RO O000 KR OR**03—002 TH *hkhkkkk

[+] o 1
o 0 1
] 0 2

KRERI AR E Ny YR kAR A2 Q0000 K *OR**0I—002TA khhk ke kk

4] o] 1
4] o 1
] 4] 2

KEKAKAARANGILL A AXNO G356 FATUX03—~003 5 hkhkkdrkk

o /] 725, 440
[+] ] 4, 961, 280
o o 31,130
o] ] 5,717,850

KRR R RS ARy H A Ak ¥ 00000 *QRA*OI~003IB* kkhk kst k

0 ] s1i8,720
o 0 518,720

Kk H AR RAAEEEAR AR AR RQO000 R A FAP*O3~002 54 kkh Ak
4 o 20,150,000
0 0 20,150, 000

Kk R AR AR ARG 4R AR AQOOQOAAFATRO3~003 5h ki k sk

0 /] 6, 663
o} o 1
0 o 6, 664

hhEk kX REARYIPR AR ROQD00RAORAKQOQ OOk Rk Rk kkkkk
0 0 1,200,000
[4] 0 1,200,000



Metropolitan Service District

Transportation Improvement Program

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Area

. In Federal Dollars
Tffective October 1, 1992

; Federal Transit Administration Program
Project Description

Estimated Grant Award by Federal Fiscal Year

Obligated Anticipated 19983 1994 1995 1996 Post 1996 Authorized
Federal Transit Administration-Trade
(Continued)
**36 INFORMATION/COMMUNICATION EQUIPMENTRX #kk kAR ARRK kAR KR kA kd kAR AR ARAXAXRRKXANGIG dh kb dkdkygrdkd k k00000 ¥ ORY* D000 Kk kA kk kk ok ke
Non-Hwy Cp 0 4] [} [ 0 0 o [}
Total (4] (4] [+] (4] 0 [+ o] ]

Total Federal Transit Administration-Trade

69,391,120 7,408, 879 ] 0 0 o 0 76,800,000
i £
i H
Lilili HEEt

Annual Element Year



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program - N .
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 ) : Portland Urbanized Area
. In Federal Dollars .
-'i.!ective October 1, 1992 )
: Federal Transit Administration Program
Project Description
Estimated Grant Award by Federal Fiscal Year . . .
Obligated Anticipated 1993 1994 19985 1996 - Post 1996 Authorized

Federal Transit Administration-Sect ¢

*#*37 Finaled Vouchered Projectstrtkikhdhdiaidihidkt kkad kb kb ke hk kA RRERFXXXRFRRANNQ 0000000 %0000k Ak EFk kA KR Ak IR kR hRhRAEAFRFIAKK

Other ) ] [+ [ 0 o P o °
Total [N 0 [ o] o} [¢] - o 0
*%38 METRO PLANNINGA A RX kAR ARk kA Rk Ak kAR R R ARk AR AR ARk ddek ko kR A AR AR * AR A AR I26 KX AR AR A hhyarkrk k k¥ Q0000 ¥ A VARK QOO0 Fh hkkk kk ke k
Pre Eng 533, 664 0 [+] [+] [+] 4] 0 533,664
Total 533,664 o} 0 0 [¢] (o} 4] 533, 664
**39 WESTSIDE LIGHT RAIL EXTENSION TO SW 185TH AVENUE**®kaxkkthkkhkhkdkdwshhkrdkdtdk206 *******************00000**TRA*OO—OOOO****;****
Non-Hwy Cp o . [¢] 0 11,000,000 11,000,000 [¢] 0 22,000,000
Total 0 4] [ 11,000,C00 11,000,000 o - 0 22,000,000
*%40 BUS DISPATCH CENTER REPTLACEMENTA %k dt dok kot sk ok ot ek kb ke dot ok dek Ak kAN 219 Wk ok ke dk Ak kg rkk k#0000 00 * XORI* 00 QO *h ek ko #8 Ak
Non~Hwy Cp 0 [¢] 300,000 5,200,000 0 [} 0 5, 500, Q00
Total [} 0 300,000 5,200,000 0 o [} S, 500,000
*#%4]1 PROPERTY ACQUISITION - SE 17TH AND BOISE ST...LAND AND BUILDING***dkdd ks dd {42 ***k kA kA Xdvarsk* Xk *Q0000**ORY*GO—000 3k ki drkkkdd
Non~Bwy Cp 69,396 [¢] (o} 0 [} [ 69,396
Total 69, 356 o 0 : o 0 0 0 €9, 396
**42 BUS PURCHASE ~ STANDARDS (T)*thkkkhhkhhkk dh kA * A kXA XK AXKRRRERARLA R AR AR RRAAARLSZ *RANAA LRIV yar A+t kA A ¥ 00000 % *TRAX GO—XOLG* khkhhk ki
Won-Hwy Cp 12,865,149 »] [¢] 0 (4] 18,220, 000 [ 31,085,149
Total 12,865,149 [} [:] 0 0 18,220,000 0 31,085,149
#%43 BANFIELD LRT — VARIOUS SUPPORTING PROJECTS =~ (FFA)Akdthdknddddtdsdhkdhtkavtnlds2 **********63******rooooo**pap*go.xobg***t*t***
Constr 7,096,000 o} ¢ o ] ] 0 7,096,000
Total 7,096,000 0 [+} 0 0 [} 0 7,096,000
#*44 BUS LAYOVER FACILITY AT W BURNSIDE AND SW TICKNER*************************516 **********9326*****00000**?&0*90-—x007*********
‘Constr 10,681 0 [ o (o} Q 10, 681
Total 10,681 o O [} - o [} 0 10,681
*%kgS hAN’ETELD PARR~AND~RIDESA* A AR AA AR AR A I AR RAARERAE KR I AR F R AR RAA R R CRRRARKRKLETS kR ke kAR RS ANGLAF AU A R FDC000RHFATRvarcdk bk ki kdkrkn
Other’ o [} [+] 0 o] 0 800, 000 800, 000
Total [ 0 +} [} [¢] 0o 800, 000 800, 00C
‘#%46 ROUTE TERMINUS SITESK ARt Ak kAN KA R RR A A XX AR KA AN ANRNRRERR AR AR AR RA AR R AAAARARREGES kA AR RA KAy rhk kA A X¥QO0 00 A *OR** GO-X0L O hd kR kk sk
Non-Hwy Cp 350,852 0 (¢ [ [+] [¢] [} 350,852
Total 350,852 (o} 0 ] o] ] : ] 350,852
*%47 LIGHT RAIL VEBICLE PURCHASE (T)*#hkkhkhAkhkdthkdkdthdkdkh kb d kAt Ak Ak kA XK A AKX AN EYS AR RN N A AR KA garhkkkkk FOOCQ0**OR** GO~NO3 Sk kkkh kk k&
Non—-Rwy Cp 16,011,872 0 0 0 0 [} (] 16,011,872
Total 16,011,872 o ] [ [} [} : o 16,011,872
*+48 PARTS AND EQUIPMENT...MATNT VEHICLES/SHELTERS/ACCESS STOPS/ETCA**kkxttix*k7TTE **********var******ooooo**on**onﬁo************
Non-Hwy Cp 11,159,751 0 ¢ o 0 0 )] 11,159,751
Total 11,159,751 0 [¢] o [} [¢] [} 11,159,751
*%49 SPECIAL, NEEDS TRANSPORTATION (INCL SNT INFO SYSTEM) **#A %Akt kkhkdkkk kdk kA ¥ AX 77T dk Ak kkdhkdyarikx* ¥k *00000**ORA* JO—-X01I¥ khkkhhkk
Non-Hwy Cp 2,216,734 0 [} 0 0 [} 1] 2,216,734 '
Total 2,216,734 0 4] 0 0 o} [} 2,216,734
*%50 MAINFRAME COMPUTER AND COMPUTER EQUIPMENTH* k&R witdhkhkddkkkkkkk Ak kA A Xk Ak kTTE ARk kN Kk kyarkk* ¥k k00000 ¥ *OR¥* 9O-XKO 3L ¥k kkkk ko
Non—-Hwy Cp 747,840 ] o 0 0 [s] [} 747,640
Total 747,840 [} V] 0 [} 0 /] 747,840
*%51 TELECOMMUNICATION NETWORK SYSTEM AND EQUIPMENT *kkdkdikkkhdbidddh btttk ke kT80 dhhkhkk stk kkyarkt*d* *00000**OR* % 90-X00Shhkkkkkkw
Non~Hwy Cp 277,417 (3} 0 0 0 (4] 4] 277, 418
Total : 277,417 [} [} 0 ) ] o 277,418
*¥*%52 MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEMS* Ak hkdhkk kA kdkkhk Ad bk kkkd A dd ke kh ko kR k ke kkk k78] kR hk kk kA A Ay rh kA X Q0000 ¥ XORA* 90 -KOO S Ak kkkkkk
Non—-Hwy Cp 1,010,327 o 0 0 1] o o 1,010, 327
Total 1,010,327 ] Q [ [} 0 0 1,010,327
**53 UNIFIED WORK PROGRAMAA AN AN KAARKRAAARAARRACAAARRRAARR AR RXAR SR AR ERARARRRARRTHD Ak d b kA RN gar* Ak k¥ ¥ Q0000 YORM* 9O0—0 00N kA kkh k3
Other 6,052,273 o (o} 0 o 0 [+] 6,052,273
Total 6,052,273 o 0 [ o [ 0 6,052,273
L ] L
#4$ (iid
fHEd4 14

Annual Element Yearx



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 B
In Federal Dollars

“fective October 1, 1992 o

i

rroject Description
Estimated Grant Award by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated Anticipated 1993 .

1994 1995

Portland Urbanized Area

Fedéral Transit Administration Program

1996 Post 1996  Authorized

Federal Transit Administration-Sect
{Continuad}

*#54 HTLLSBORO ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS/DEIS (UWP) d*¥kadikahdatristrhkkbkteknatensrT83

Pre Eng o] +] 550,000 v} 0
Alt Anal 1,625,504 [s] ] o o
Total 1,625,304 ¢

550, 000" 0 [}

** %% 122ND AND BURNSIDE pm—m—uDE*t******t**i;****************t**t**********’]as

Pre Eng 64,000 [} . o [} ]
Rt—of-Way 1,304,846 ] o ] . o
Constr 631,630 [+] ] o o

Total 2,000,476 o o] -0 o]

*k56 WESTSIDE PE AND FEIS (UWP)******************‘*******************************786
Won—Hwy Cp 4,493,865 -0 ’ 0 0 0
Total 4,493,865 -0 . 0 3} 0
**5'] SECTION ] OPERATING PR«;RAM*******************'k***************************924
Operating 41,323,316 0 4,610,000 4,840,000 5,080,000
Total 41, 323,316 0 4,610,000 4,840,000 5,080,000

*%58 LIGHT RAIL VEHICLES ~ AIR CONDITIONING RETROFITH*##¥kkadhkhh¥dtskhhnth k896

Non~Hwy Cp [} 0 0 0 ' o]
Total ] Q 0 Q (o]
*%59 RUBY JUNCTION STORAGE TRACK**hhkkkkkkrkhthikiokhhhikkddhkhdkdrbbhrbdrthtkdd®§99
Constr [ o 0 ] 0
Total 4] o o] 4] o

*%60 WESTSIDE RAILL INITIATIVES,*kkddkkhdkdkhkdhtd kA ARk hkdbhhkkdAb btk rrddkdk k900
Other B [¢] [} 0 [+] [+]
Total (] o] o o] i [}

*61 LINE SECTION DOUEBLE TRACKING************t*t***t*ittt*t*****************:***901
i

Constr [¢] ) [} ’ [ (] 0
Total 4] D] © o V]

Total Federal Transit Administration—-Sect 9

107,645,118 ] 5,460,000 21,040,000 16,080,000
¢ +
i Liii
Hitt Liiiii

Annual Element Year

KRR AR ARKIVALR AR R ERGOOOORF ORI XOO0OFkkkkk k ke kit

] s} 350,000
1] Q 1,625,504,
0 0 2,175,504

ARAKREAARE QTGN A AR GOQ OO **FAU* Q0 —X00S* Ak kkkhr ks

[ 0 64,000
0 0 1,304,846
o 0 631, 630
0 0 2,000,476

FRRA KA RF RNy TH AL AKGOCO0R¥ORA A TO-KOIS+ Akt hkkkd
0 o 4,493,865
4] [s] 4,493,865

KRR KRR RGP A ARARROQQOOAHORFHO000 Kk kkkkkkkhs

5,340,000 1] ‘61,193,316

5,340,000 [ 61,193,316
**********var******ooooo**ok**go_kozat*t****t*

o 2,410,000 2,410,000

] 2,410,000 2,410,000

Kh Ak FA R AR PEAERARO0000 R AORXAXNO000*F kA khkkhk kit

Q Q o]
0 o} o
ARARRR AR RRTALH R AARQO000R*ORA X TO00*HH A kh kkkkkt
1] o] o
0 o] ]

HA AR ERRR AT LREKARKOOOQ0 KA ORMEOCO0 A A Ak ke kh ks k

4] o ]
Y] o] o
23,560,000 3,210,000 177,195,118



Metropolitan Sexvice District
) : Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Areas
S In Fedaral Dcllars
7 ‘ffectiveé October 1, 1992 .
o Fedexal Transit Administration Program
<roject Description
- Estimated Grant Award by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated Anticipated 1893 1954 1995 1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Federal Transit Administration-Sect 3

**62 WESTSIDE LIGHT RAIT, EXTENSION TO SW 185TH AVENUEX* kA d Ak Ak kkkkkk kR kA RXRARH206 AAKKKAA AKX AN RNANXODO0 0O M TRAX 00 ~00Q0* k& ks

< Non-Hwy Cp o 14,400,000 85, 000, 000 104,000,000 104,000,000 104, 000,000 103, 600, 000 515, 000, 000
Total 0 14,400,000 85,000,000 104,000,000 104,000,000 104,000,000 103, 600,000 515, 000, 000
Total Federal Transit Administration-Sect 3

[¢] 14,400,000 85,000, 000 104, 000, 000 104,000,000 104,000,000 103, 600, 000 515, 000, 000
¢
4 §
(134 114
HEeE 434

Annual Elenent Year



Metropolitan Service District
’ : Transportation Improvement Program .
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portiand Urbanized Area
. In Federal Dollars

“ffective October 1, 1992
H Federal Transit Administration Program
Zroject Description

Estimated Grant Award by Federal Fiscal Year B
Obligated Anticipated 1993 1994 1995 1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Report Total ' .
289,016,171 21,808,879 102, 449, 528 154,740, 000 120,080,000 127,560,000 106, 810, 000 922,464,579

¥ L
H H
i 4

Annual Element Year



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program

Obligations Through 09/30/92
ptid.r

9/16/92
age 1

Obligated 19383 1994 1995 1996 1997 Post 1997 Authorized

L} DBE TRAINING PROGRAMY S *dv st hw s vk h bt r v st h ok AW P h kb v e drF ko dw kb ko h ok kh ke a vk 7g8q “'00—000““*00000"TRA26-‘200l"“"""**""‘*‘

Federal Transit Adminstration — Sec. 20

Jther 0 15,000 0 0 0 0 75,000 150,000
Total ¢} 75,000 o 0 0 0 75,000 150,000
Report Total

0 75,000 o} d] 0 o) 75,000 150,000

ref: Step 1 funding authorlzed at $75,000; Step 2 funding requires additional authorizatilon from FTA.
bl

PREVIOUSLY APPROVED BY RESOLUTION NO. 92-1559



Federal-Aid Urban & Regional Surface Transportation Programs




Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996

. In Federal Dollars
ffective October 1, 1992 ' :
P L Federal Aid Urban System Program
£roject Description T . :
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1982 1993

1994 1995

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

City of Portland FAU System Projects

*#%%1 Finaled Vouchered PXojectahkadaais ikt da k¥ Ak # ¥k kKX EXKXXKXXKRAKKCXXKAXAXO0 000000000000 4% * Kk kok Ak ¥k ko ¥ ¥ ¥R KK % X % % % #CLOSED

Pre Eng 1,573,743 o . o ] 0
Rt—of-Way 401,968 2 o 0 ]
Constx 6,376,238 0 o ] ]
Non~Hwy Cp 131,555 o 0 0 ]
Operating 217,108 o o o ]
Pending o o o o 0

Total 8,700, 612 0 ) ] o

*##%2 Completed Projects not VOUChETedRk kA kkkkkhd s Ak sk kA Ak AR KR AXKAEN KRN R I KX ARIARNSL 0000000 00000+ * ¥ £ XA R HHH XX AN kA AR *A AR A AN KR AN

Pre Eng 710,047 180 1} [¢] 0
Constrx 1,686,839 : o o [} [+]
Reaserve o Q 0 h o [+]

Total 2,397,666 180 [} ) o ]

*%%3 CYITY OF PORTLAND FAU CONTINGENCY*******************************************44
Reserve o o] [} o 0
Total [+] [+ (4] ] 2]

*%#4 MARINE DRIVE WIDENING TO FOUR LANES — I~5 TO RIVERGATE#*#%#* kA% ks k*xtkk*208

Constr o o 1,000,000 0 [+]
Total 0 [¢] 1,000,000 o] . o
**%5 COLUMBIA BLVD (BNRR) BRIDGE #9685 EMERGENCY REPAIRS®¥*#dkdddkkkdkdkdkdhdadr303
Pre Eng 4,238 o] : [} 0 0
Constr 346,351 -19,538 0 [} 0

Total 350,589 -19,538 [} 4] [

*%*%x§ WILLAMETTE GREENWAY TRAIIL PROGRAM********‘******************************"**575

re Eng 61,500 . ] [} 0 [
Constx D] ] . 4] 4] o
Total 61,500 .0 (o} 0 [

*%#7 ATRPORT WAY UNITS IX AND III ~ NE 138TH AVE TO 181ST AVE (5/5) #**ksxixkkxwtg6l
Reserve o 439,272 o ] o
Total o 439,272 0 0 [¢]

**';8 NW 9TH AVENUE IMPROVEMENTS — GLISAN TQ FRONTA*sdkdtkkdddkdddhrdddddbhdhkredsgeq
Constx 372,304 7,696 0 (o] [+}
Total 372,304 7,696 o} . 4] o

***%9 MOLTNOMAH BLVD CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENTS ~ QLESON RD TO BARBUR BLVD**k kX *#***%§69

Pre Eng 104,465 1,135 o] o o}
Rt~of-Way o § 3,965 a [] o
Constr 695,099 63,777 Q o} o]

Total 799,564 68,877 [+] ] a

*#%10 EAST BURNSIDE STREET CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENTS — 9TH AVE TO 82ND AVEX**kxiiid+870

Pre Eng 89,575 23,625 o o] 0
Rt-of-Way 116,671 369 [ D] 0
Constr 241,469 84,131 [} [+] [}

Total 457,715 108,125 [} [»] 0

*%*]11l INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM*®dkhkkkhkdhkhkhkhkhkkdkbdkrddhdbhrbbhdttrhbhhbbkdwg7]

Pre Eng 11,059 ] ] ] [+]
Constx 87,99%0 17,010 o 0 o]
Total 99,049 17,010 o o ]

*%12 CENTRAL SIGNAL SYSTEM EXPANSTIOR PROGRAMI*akkdddkdisidkhkibdthddhktdhkhddiadsg72

Pre Eng 38,552 0 0 0 0
Constx 0 309,448 0 4} 0
Total 38,532 309,448 [¢] 0 0

*%13 DOWNTOWN MALL REHABILITATION PROGRAM®® kdkkkdkhrkhdkhthhkhdddhdhkAthkkdhkrkdd kkg73

Pre Eng o] 0 [+] 0 o
Constx o 0 0 4] o
Total 4] 0 (4] o 0
$
e
L]

Annual Element Year

0 o 1,573,743
0 [J 401, 968
0 4} 6,376,238
0 o 131, 555
0 ) 217,108
0 [} o
0 ) 8,700, 612

] 0 711, 027
[ 0 1,686,839
0 0 0
) o 2,397,866

*00—000*** 00000 VARVAL** 726k kkkkkQhr k¥
o 843, 609 843,609
o 843, 609 843, 609

*TG—056* ¥ X 00458 ¥ FAUIIE2F L 20* *kkk kk k2 k ke
0 0 1,000,000
0 0 1,000,000

*GT—002%*¥04218¥FAUISS 6X T2 EX A kAR RO R R AR

[+} 0 4,238
] 0 326,813
o 0 331,051

*1001B¥* ** Q0240 VARVALr** T26* Ak tdkhkkAQhkhh

0 o 61, 300
] 330, 000 330, 000
o 330, o0 391, 500

*84-022e**05002*FAUIOG4* T26X kakk bk kQhk ki
0 o 439,272
0 [ 439,272

*B89-020%*¥ 05123 FAUSOBIX TR kR kkkh £Q Rk k
0 [} 380, 000
0 [+ 380, 000

*8I—022* ¥ ¥ 0512 T FAUQLCART2E6x ¥k kkkkkQhkkk

0 o 105, 600
0 o 3,965
0 ¢} 758,876
0 0 868, 441

*B9—021 %k *0S1L26%¥FAUIB22% 726 ¥k khkkhkQhkkw

[+] s} 123, 200
0 0 117,040
o o] 325, 600
a o 565, 840

*BI9~023 %X QSL 25V VARVAr** 7265k kA kA k) ik ki

0 [+ 11,059
o o 105, 000
0 0 116, 059

*89-028¥ * ¥ 05200+ VARVAT** T2EX Ak kdkhk kO ki

0 0 38, 552
0 0 309, 448
0 0 348,000

*89-032%**053B4*FAUS341# 726  hhkk ke AQhkkk

[+] Q [s]
0 0 [\]
0 Q 0



Matropolitan Service District
. Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Area
. In Federxral Dollars
‘ffective October 1, 1992
i Federal Aid Urban System Program
froject Description '
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993 1954 1995 1996 Post 1996 Authorized

City of Portland FAU System Projects
{Continued)

*%]14 HOLLADAY AVE — ML KING AVE TO NE 9TH AVE ( GREELEY — BANFIELD) #*#d&xkk&x#¥890 *§4-024d*¥*04958¥FAUOSSOI*T26¥ ¥ * kkkhkQkkkk
[

Constr o 89,320 0 0 0 0 89, 320
Total o 89,320 0 o o o o 859, 326
#*15 LLOYD BLVD — GRAND AVE TO NE 11TH AVE ( GREELEY — BANFIELD)¥#**s#4#+kk 45 #¥E9L *B4-024CH*049TOFFAUIS0ZN T2 6+ H R4 kX O ¥4 &
Constx 231,160 -16,082 . o [+] ¢} (<] [¢] 215,078
Total 231,160 -16,082 [+] o 4] o] a 215,078
*%16 DEVELOPMENT RESERVE® M ® &%tk k& dkhh Ak hk skt Ak kk kAt kA Ak A A RK KR ER AR EXAREEARARGLO *00~000* ¥ 00000*FAUVAL* ¥ TZEA Nk kA kh DNk ke ke
Reserve e 0 o ° 0 0 856, 013 856, 013
Total = | 0 0 0 o 0 o 856,013 856, 013
*%17 ¥Y 90-91 ROAD REHABILITATION PROGRAM (#9)*********************************930 *89—0333**05650‘*1‘}\0‘]&:**726********0****
Pre Eng = 180,372 -43, 507 o o o - 0 0 136, 865
Constr - 567,057 86,143 0 ° o o 265,080 918, 280
Total 747,429 42, 636 o o o o 265, 080 1,055,145
**]1 g IMERSECTION SAFETY Pkwm***********************************************931 *00—000***00OOO*FAUvar**726********0****
Pre Eng ] 16,700 o 0 ¢} [+] [o} 16,700
Constx o 163, 700 o 0 0 o o 163, 700
Total - o - 180,400 o 0 o P o 180, 400
**19 SIGNAL SAFETY MRWM&TS************************************t***********932 *91—003***ose“*rauva:**‘]z6********0****
Pre Eng 37,200 -23, 200 o _ 0 0 o 0 14,000
Constr o 136, 480 ° 0 0 o o 136, 480
Total 37,200 113,280 : o o 0 ° 0 150, 480
**20 RW 13TH AVENUE INTERSECTIONS IMPROVEMENT®¥#wdkddkkdhdkdbkhdkdkkdhtdtdtkhddkddt933 ¥00-000%* 00000 FAUvaArk* 726X AhkkakkQhhrk
Constr ° 150, 000 0 o o ° o 150, 000
Total 0 150,000 0 o o o 0 150, 000

 Total City of Portland FAU System :
- 14,293,360 1, 490, 624 1,000, 000 0 ) o 2,294,702 19,078, 686
1
$
4
Fi2idd

Annual Element Year



{
Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Area
In Federal Dollars

“ffective October 1, 1992 .
: . Federal Aid Urban System Program
~roject Description

Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year :
Obligated 1992 1993 15894 19983 1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Multnomah County FAU System Projects

**21 Finaled Vouchered Projectstrtikikikikrdtdiidkhkhddihkbdbhhhdhddhddtdh btk dd %0 0000000%00000%kdhdkskahkhhdhbhdrhhihhdn

Pre Eng 316,442 o 0 [+} ] [} 0 316,442
Rt—ot-Way 9,201 Q [} o [+ (] 0 9,201
Constx 1,086,181 (¢} [¢] [} (o} 0 0 1,086,181
Reserve [+] ] 4] o} [+} o] [} ’ ]

Total 1,411,824 [} [} [¢] o 0 o} 1,411,824

*%¥22 HAWTHORNE BRIDGE EAST APPROACH RAMPS REPIACEMENT (fzv.'rm) Fhkhkkkh kR kR AR506 *84-097***02914*!‘1\179366*726********0****

Pre Eng 97,250 [} 0 (] . 0 97,250
Constr 2,056,437 ] o 0 o 0 0 2,056,437

Total 2,153,687 V] (/] (¢} . [} 1] [+} 2,153,687

\

*#*23 NORTH MAIN RECONSTRUCTION (GRESHAM) ~ DIVISION TO POWELL*#ddkwhdkdkdddhiknn54] *88"014***04863*!‘1\09879*726********0****

Pre Eng 55,383 [ 0 ] o 0 55,383
Constr 417,030 1] [¢] Q o] ] 0 417,030
Resarve 0 [+] [} o] 0 0 11,3587 11,587
Total 472,413 Q o] Q Q o] 11, 587 484,000

Total Multnomah County FAU System
4,037,924 Q 0 [+] o /] 11,587 4,049,511

L
He
4t

Annual Element Year



Metxcpolitan Sexvice District -
Transportation Improvement Program . R
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Brea
In Federal Dollars -
" “ffective October 1, 1992 - -
H Federal Aid Urban System Program
<roject Description . -
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year :
Obligated 1992 1993 1994 1995 1986 Post 1996 l\u'f;,horiz_ed

Clackamas County FAU System Projects

*+24 Finaled Vouchered Projoctg*®hadkahih ikttt kx kkw ikt dkd ekt ke hkkd Rt kA kk kkkh kA %0 0000000%00000 % k% kx k& ks kdek k¥t ko weok *k k¥ CLOSED

Pre Eng 248,064 1] ] [} 0 0 [} - 248,064
Rt-of-Way 74,366 (4] 4] [ ;] o [} 74,366
Constr 2,449,968 4] 0/ 4} o [} [} 2,449,968
Reserve o] o] o (] o] Q o] o]
Total 2,772,398 [ ] 4] o 0 0 2,772,398
*%25 Completed Projects not Vouchered®*t ki khkkdkka kX XAk dAANAAARXARAAXFAXXNAHAN] 000000000000 hkhdduhhhdhhdhhkdh kb bk bhAhAddtdr
Pre Eng 73, 546 ] [’} o [+} 0 0 73, 546
Constr 195, 517 —50,766 4} [} 0 1} 4 144,751
| Total 269,063 -50,766 0 ] [+] 0 3} 218, 297
*%28 LOWER BOONES FERRY RD — MADRONA TO SW JEANAFFAAR A XA AR AXA L ARARAAAARAXA AR IAXGH *80—104***00677*FP.09473*703********0****
Pre Eng 333,762 16, 238 [¢] [ ] a [} 350,000
Rt-of~Way 239, 924 210,076 [+] [] [ o ] 550, 000
Constx 659,470 [ 1,216, 609 (1] [} Q o - 2,876,079
Total 1,333,156 226,314 1,216, 609 ] 2] 0 [} 2,776,079
*%2°7. HARMONY ROAD ~ LAKE ROAD TO 82ND DRIVEM Ak dkkd Ak At A d Ak kb khdk kb A bk dd ik dkd® 479 *10051IBA** Q501 THFAUSTO2* TOI Rk * Wk kk ) hk kot
Pre Eng 36,992 1] 4] ] [} 0 [} 36,992
Total 36,992 ° <] [¢] 0 0 0 36,992
*%28 82ND DRIVE ~ HWY 212 TO GI‘ADSTQNE/I—ZQ_', INTERCHANGE* # & dd bk kkkk kot kdk vt hk 578 *100519***00500*FA09653*703********0****
Rt~of~Way 162,581 86,993 [ [¢] 1] 0 ] 249,574
Constr 631,383 0 ] [+] (] 0 [} 631,383
Total 793,964 86,993 o . 1] [|] 0 ¢} 880, 957
*%29 RATLROAD AVENUE/HARMONY ROAD PHASE IV - SUNNYBROOK EXTENSION#*x*dkAkkk*k#*7T69 *86-083%**04180%FAUITIER TOIA Ak kkkkkQhi
Pre Eng [ 0 : 210,249 1] (] 1] o 210,249
Total [«) 0 210, 249 L] 1] 0 0 210, 249
*%30 BEAVERCREEK RD EXT (RED SOILS) ~ BEAVERCREEK RD TO WARNER — MILNEA****#d %tk 855 *10249%***0237SKFAUGTL2XTOIK* ¥ khkkhkQuhkhd
Constx [+] [4 172,930 0 o . ] 4} 172,930
Total o 0 172, 930 1] o o o 172, 930
*#31 MCLOUGHLIN BOULEVARD — HARRTSON STREET THROUGH MILWAUKIE CBD#*#*#%kdk***¥k¥892 ¥#G0—063***0S5G5LAFAP2EF A h IR dkkhhdkhk kGhhrrs
Pre Eng ] 100,000 /] '] [ 0 0 100, 000
Reserve [¢] [4 [+] (1] 4] [} 833,000 833,000
Potal [] 100, 000 ] (] [ 0 833,000 933, 000
Total Clackamas County FAU System
5,205,573 362,541 1,599,786 1] o 0 833,000 8,000,902

L
HHi
Hitd
Annual Element Year



Metropolitan Sérvice District
Transportation Improvement Program

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 X )
. In Federal Dollars
Qffective October 1, 1992 N :
; . Federal Aid Urban System Program
Zroject Description - v ‘

Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993

1994 1995

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Post 1996 Autherized

Washington County FAU System Projects

*%32 Finaled Vouchered PIoOJeCES*¥thakhakkkkkkdkt kN kX dd AR AN K RIX NN KX RU KKK XAKANNXRNKO 0000000% 00000 KK * X AN XX ** XX KA XU AARK KX XA NN

Pre Eng 3513, 692 o o -0 4}
Rt-of-Way 184,602 0 o] ~i Q [+]
Constx 975,404 o 0 ‘0 [¢]
Reserve o ‘0 y 0 o 0

Total 1,673,698 o 0 (4] 4]

*%33 Completed Projects Not VoucChereditkddk Xtk kdk Ak kdddkttddhdt kb bk b dk kA A khkdkxa %] 000000000000 Mk kkdkhhkhhkh bk k kA XX XXKE KX R AR

Pre Eng 507, 907 o ] ] 4]
Constr 1,201,202 ] o ’ ] ]
Total 1,709,109 o 0 o 4]
**34 CORNELL ROAD RECONSTRUCTION — E MAIN TO ELAM YOUNG PARKWAYW*kadkkkkadkdhdtdd]32
Constr 258,367 [+] 0 o 0
Total 258,367 Q 1] o 0

**35 BVTN/TUALATIN HWY AT SW BRIDGEPORT ~ SIGNAL/CHARNELIZE*tkkdkakkkkkdd*kikkx395
Constrx 169,868 o 0 o] L]
Total 169,868 ] o L] ]

*%36 HALL / MCDONALD INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS****kikkikkksdrhdrkhkhhkidkkddddrd*396

Rt—of-Way 2,232 ] 0 o 0
Constx 112,475 ] o a [}
Total 114,707 [¢] [¢] 0 0

*%*37 E STREET ~ PACIFIC AVENUE TO 23RD AVENUEX®#% k¥ kA *khdkkdhkhhkhkhahkxkk bk ki heS72

Constr 178,052 4] Q 0 [+]
Total 178,052 [+] ] s ] 8 [¢]
*%38 WASHINGTON COUNTY RESERVEA KRR kkhhkkdhkkrthrdtbhhdkdbddbddddbbdrkk kbbb dttdgl 6
‘Reserve 0 [ 0 - '] ")

Total o 0 ] <] 4]

**39 MAPLE STREET AT TUALATIN VALLEY HIGHWAY - SIGNAL*®&dddkdkdddddddddtisbhtiddt866
Constr 73,892 0 (s} o} 0
Total 73,892 o 4] o [}

' Total Washington County FAU System
4,177,693 Q [+] [¢] 0

L 4
44
L iid
Annual Element Year

[ [} 513,692
[4 -] 184,602
0 5} 975, 404
0 0 0
0 0 1,673,698

o o 507, 907
0 0 1,201,202
0 0 1,709,109

*G0~03G***O0LIGAFAUDOZ2* TH4* k£ * R KOk hk

o 0 258, 367
o 0 258,367

*10251*** %0208 9*FAUSOOLI* 141 ¥ hxdskhkgukhk
. [+] 142 170,010
[} 142 170,010

*EH-024***037LSYFAUSCOI* 14Tk knwdkkkGhutk

0 293 2,525
] o 112,475
o] 293 115,000

*86—020%** 02426 FAUIOL 2R T34* ¥k kkhk kQhr kst

o] 1,948 180, 000

[+] 1,948 180, 000
*00—600***OOOOO*VARvar**na*********0****

] 67,352 67,392

o 67,392 67,392
*G9-0LE6*+*04622*FAUTS032* T4,k kA XX RD Rk ks

] 5,183 79,075

0 5,183 79,075

[+] 74,958 4,252,651



Matropolitan Service District
. i - . Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 . Portland Urbanized Area
o s In Federal Dollars
“ffective Octcber 1, 1992 .
: G Federal Aid Urban System Program
~sroject Deéscription
! Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Tri-Met FAU System Projects

*%40 Finaled Vouchered Projectsts radhasdkd ¥ kkdk k¥ kd R h XKL X XX XRKX AN KRAXXRAA AR N 4D 0000000%Q0000* * A ¥ Ak R A* R KR Xk RN Kk Ak Kk %k ¥+ CLOIED

Constr . -© 1,110,747 : [ 0 0 o 0 0 1,110,747
Non-Hwy Cp .~ 126, 395 [¢] 3} ] /] [+} 0 126,395
Total . 11,237,142 o o [ 0 i [} 0 1,237,142
**41 TRI-MET RIDESHARE PROGRAMK kkkrdkhdkkkhdd kbbbt dh kb kkddkkkd bbbk bbbkttt d]102 *80—-043**2QOQ00*VARvarrtvna***kk kvt kQhkdk
Operating 838, 027 o 53,178 [\ 0 0 0 891, 205
Total 838,027 o 53,178 [ [ 0 o 891, 205

*%42 LIGHT RAIL VEHICLE PURCHASE (T)*#% A% AR kndkadkd kAR bk b dh b Ak kAT ARARAARRNEAXEDS *D0—000* **O0000*OR* VAL *nak* ** Ak kkkQhkkk

Non~Hwy Cp 850,000 ) [¢] (o} o 1] -0 0 850,000
Total 850, 000 0 o o 0 [*] ] o 850, 000
Total Tri-Met FAU System .

- 2,925,169 : [ 53,178 [} o o o 2,978, 347
L ]
He
44

Annual Element Year



Metropolitan Servica Distriat
Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996
) In Federal Dollars
‘ffective October 1, 1992
eroject Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993

Federal Aid Urban System Program

1994 1995

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Highway Diviasion FAU System Projects

**43 Finaled Vouchered Projects************************'**************************0

Pre Eng 227,478 o o] o] o]
Rt~of-Way 94, 226 0 o 0 0
Constr 812, 390 [«] o a 0o

Total 1,134,094 0 o] ‘0 0

*%44 STATE STREET CORRIDOR ( OR43) — TERWILLIGER TO LADD*#*kikkdkdkkdkhdhdkddhikrs]133
Consatr 0 0 [s] o] 0
Total 0 L] ] a 0
*%45% OR210 ~ SCHOLLS HWY AT 135TH AVE — SIGNAL/REALIGNMENT***k*kkkisxkhkekkkdksk39Q
Constr 81,435 v} 4] o [}
Total 81,435 o 0 o 0

*%46 US26 — MT HOOD HWY AT PAIMQUIST/ORIENT RD — GRADE/PAVE/SIGNAL**&k&kkkwkit«x397
Constyr 358 [+} ] o 0
Total 358 o ] o 0

**47 HIGHWAY 43 @ MCKILLICAN / HOOD AVENUE WIDENINGH* Ak kkkkdhhhhhkhkdddhkhdkkkd k¥t g53
Constr 77,413 ] 0 ] [}
Total 17,413 [+] g ] +]

*+48 OR210 — SCHOLLS FERRY RD - MURRAY BLVD TO FANNO CREEKX*dsikwkkitdrkswbdkdncatg7]

Constx 2,393,794 -0 0 0 o
Total 2,393,794 o . [¢] ] [}
Total Highway Division FAU System

3,687,054 (o} [} o [}

i

&
Hi
44

Annual Element Year

ooooooo*ooooo*****t********************CLOS

[} 0 227,478
0 [+] 54,226
/] o 812,390
o o] 1,134,094

*7T-068* ¥ X 00359+ FAUSS6SkIkktkkkk kA Ghwhdk
Q 22,000 22,000
o 22,000 22,000

*BO~112* 4 *Q0046¥FAUI234 4143 wddd kT Rk wk
o 28,451 109,886
o 28,451 109,886

*10234 ¥ %%k k014 TOXFAPOBTI* 26k hhhk I JRAak
L] 11,470 11,828
1] 11,470 11,828

*102%82% % **Q0STEXFAVISEIH ARk kdkk k] Adki
0 1,353 78,766
o] 1,353 78,766

*BE—QTTH* O3 290%FAUI 234 ¥ 143k kdkkkk kT hakk

o] 203 2,393,997
[»] 203 2,393,997
o 63,477 3,750,571



Metropolitan Service District
‘Transportation Improvement Program

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Area
. In Federal Dollars

ffective October 1, 19592 .

! . Federal Aid Urban System Frogram
Exoject Description . ‘
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993 : 1994 1995 1996 Post 1956 Authorized

Metro Region and FAU Reserve Projects

**49 Finaled Vouchered Projectsr® ¥ axd ket kAR Ak AR XX AL XX RR AL KR ELXEXRRRIRAKAXRX KR KD 0000000*C0000 kX Ak k kX LXK XX XA XX XA %k ¥ W CLOSED

" Pre Eng 463,280 1} g [+} 0 4} o 463,280
Rt-of-Way 318,162 o [+] [+] 0 0 [+] 318,162
Constxr 1,147,655 2] Q [+] ] o 0 1,147,655
Pending 0 0 0 1] 0 [ o [}

Total 1,929,097 ] o] o] o] o] 2] 1,929,097
* %50 UNALLOCATED FEDERAIL~AID URBAN ms******t************‘***tt*************t*ll‘ *00—000***00UDQ*VARVar**na*********o****

Raserve o [s] [4] [+] - [+] o 178,685 . 178, 685
Total 4] o (4] 4] [¢] Y] 178,685 178, 685

Total Metro Region and FAU Resexve
1,929,097 1] [s] [¢] ] 0 178,685 2,107,782

¢
Hi
Eiiid

Annual Element Year



Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996

“ffective October 1, 1992

~roject Description

Metropolitan Service District

Transportation Improvement Program
In Federal Dollars

Federal Aid Urban System Program

Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year

1996

Portland Urbanized Area

Obligated 1992 19%3 1994 1995 Post 1896 Authorized
Metro Region Total
21,962,550 362, 541 1,652,966 o [ [ 1,161,707 25,139,764
Report Total :
. 36,255,910 1,853,165 2,652,966 [¢] 0 o 3,456,409 44,218,450
¢
$
Hie
s

Annual Element Year



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Regional Surface Transportation Program Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/92
“p.x
/92
laya 1

Cbligated . 1992 . 1993 1994 1995 1996 Post 1996 Authorized

re*]1 REGIONAT SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM RESERVE*A*#dkkddkhkitskkdddhttddtd 100 *Q0-000*%**00000* narnarsrnakirdkrirdOrdhd

Reserve 0 8,346,711 10,404,832 o 0 9,360,519 10,455,251 38,567,313
Total 1] 8,346,711 10,404,832 0o Q 9,360,319 . 10,455,251 38,567,313
k%2 METRO Pmm@*****t*****t**;*#{*‘t*****************ﬁt***********t*t*******izs *80—404***Q0000*VARvark naktdtkkkkkkQhkkkk
Pre Eng 282,602 15,200 o] 1] o o o 297,802 *
Total 282,602 15,200 Q o] Q [+] 0 297,802
%43 WESTSIDE LIGHT RAIL EXTENSION TO SW 185TH AVENUE**************************206 *00—000***00000*TRAX % %% knak +k kkkk dk Gk k&t

Non-Hwy Cp 4] o] 0 0 0 o o [}
Total o o L] . 4] o o] 0 [

avqd WESTSIDE LIGHT RAIL EXTENSION TO BILLSBQRQ***************t****************z‘s *00~000* **0 6595 ¥ TRA A A AN ¥ A XAk kAR Ok ke ki

Non~Hwy Cp ] v] 0 11, 000 Q00 11,000,000 1] a 22,000,000
Total [¢] 0 o4 11,000,000 11,000,000 4 [¢] 22,000,000
Total

282, 602 8,261,911 10,404,832 11,000,000 11,000,000 9,360,519 10,455,251 ° 60,865,115



Other Programs




Metropolitan Service District

- Transportation Improvement Program o -

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Area
In Faderal Dollars -

*fective October 1, 1592 )

[ State Highway Pxogram

groject Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year S :
Obligated 1992 1993 1994 19895 1996 Post 1996 - Authorized

Federal-Aid Interstate Projects

#¥%] I~5 — E MARQUAM INTCHG (SE WATER AVE RAMPS) — (L) ®dwdwkdddidrkdhdbdkedrtth345 t']6—011***05697*!‘“5****1;—*******3‘01***#******

Constr 0 o [ 0 [} 0 17,794,600, , 17,794,600
Total 0 [¢] o . .0 [¢] [ 17,794, 600 17,794, 600
***3 I-84 — NE 181ST AVE TO 223RD AVE — WIDEN, NEW INTCHGS**d*kddkddkakdhkddskdd372 *¥84-0233V¥00T78THFATBAN A A2k H Ak kkk k1 Thhkk sk ke kot
Pre Eng 1,132,646 [} &) [¢] [} 0 [ 1,132,646
Constx [¢] [} 26, 680, 000 ] o [\ [ 26, 680, 000
Total 1,132,646 o 26,680,000 o o +] 0 27,812, 646
Total Federal—Aid Interstate Projects .
’ © 1,132,646 [¢] 26,680,000 s} ] ] 17,794, 600 45,607, 246
i
\
L
tH \
HiH

Annual Elenent Year



Metropolitan Service District
) , Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 : -

In Federal Dollars
fective October 1, 1992 I
: Si;jate Highway Program
Project Description '

Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1983

1994 1995

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Past 1996 Authorized

Federal-Aid Interstate 4R Projects

#*%%3 T-205 - AIRPORT WY TO COLUMBIA BILVD ~ WIDEN SB ON-RM{P ADD AUX Lk*#xkk¥x**306
Constr o 460, 000 0 Q Q
Total o 460, 000 [v] . [+] 0
*dkg Y-% ~ EAST MARQUAM INTERCHANGE GRAND AVE/ML KING AVE RAMPS (III)#*w&wikwikx320
Constr o 0 [} 0 [+]
Total ) 0 o [ [}
*4k%k% T-% —~ NB CONNECTION TO SB Y-405(8958E) — DECK RESTORATIONAkkkkkkkkikkkdktx336
Constx 0 [+] [o] o] 0
" Total 0 0 . [o] o 0
*kkg I-5 ~ TERWILLIGER BLVD INTERCHANGE OVERCROSSING/RAMPS*hdkkddkkkkkdikktkt¥*3I60
Constx 0 11,868,000 0 [ 0
Total o 11,868,000 0 0 0
**k%] I8 ~ STAFFORD INTERCHANGE**************"*********************************403
Pre Eng 654,463 129, 000 o o] Q
Rt—of-Way 2,003,941 o] 0 o [\
Conatx 0 o 0 +] 8,447,352
Total 2,658,404 129,000 0 0 8,447,352
*%&*g I-5 ~ GEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATION OF PAVEMENT SUBSIDENCE MP287%*dhkdkdhdkheds T2
Constx [} [4] [¢] 737,760
Total o 0 [} 0 737,760
*kk9 I~205 — AT SANDY BIVD WEST BOUND CONNECTION**************’Ik****************682
Pre Eng 38,548 [+] a Q o
Constxr 0 36Q,000 o [+] [+]

; Total 38,548 360,000 [ [¢] o
**10 I-5 — UPPER BOONES FERRY TO I-205 INTERCHANGE**A*kkasadkkdkhdhdwhkhddi ki 876
Pre Eng 145,230 164, 595 o 1} ]
Constr ] 3,128,000 [+] ] 0
Total 145,230 3,292,595 0 0 [}
*%11 I~5 ~ AT HIGHWAY 217/KRUSE WAY INTERCHANGE CONNECTION#***kwkkkkkdkkktkrrirs853
Constr o Q o [¢] 38,824,620
Total o 4] o [ 38,824,620

*%12 I-84 - UPRR ( CRAHAM ROAD) BRIDGE §6967 mpmcmm***********************911
Constx 0 2,631,200 0 0
Total 0 2,631,200 o 0 0

*%13 I-84 COLUMBIA RIVER HBIGHWAY — 223RD AVENUE TO TROUTDALEX**kkAktdAkdk b kst 927
Constrx o ] [s] 29,049,300 1]
Total [¢] [o} o] 29,049,300 Qo

**14 REGIONAL RAMP METERING, TRAFFIC IOOP REPAIR, AND MESSAGE SIGNINGh*wkkkk**4927

Constx o] 875, 840 [+] 0 4]
Total (4] 875, 840 o] [} o
Total Federal—-Aid Interstate 4R Projects .

2,842,182 19,616,635 [s] 29,049, 300 48,009,732

3
il
Hd
Annual Element Year

*BE-062N kX OB2TOXFAT205* ¥ G4* Ak kkdwd 24k kkkthkdh
o] 0 460, 000
o} 0 460,000

T E=0LLRARDOSGTHFATSHAXRLI A Ak kbt k JOL bk dd ek ke
[»] 53,856, 480 53,856, 480
o] 53,856, 480 53,856, 480

A1021THH*HOLLBOAFATS*H AR Lk AR Ak A kA QIR Ak Rk ke
1] 1,420,188 1,420,188
[s] 1,420,1¢e8 1,420,188

*84—~0SSF*¥0LOASAFAUIIGIXLE *k kk kX kD QT RAkh kb ko
0 o 11,868, 000
0 0 11,868, 000

KBE=0GLANNQI2TIAFALSH A A A I H kAR XARNIGEA A XA NI RN kK

0 o 783,463
[} o} 2,003,941
o o] 8,447,352
[ a 11,234,736

*85-003***02910*;}\15****1********237********n-*
0 o 737,760
0 [} 737,760

*BE-058**XQLOSOAFAT205F X G YA RR Ak Rk 24k h kAR AN AR

0 0 38, 548
0 [} 360, 000
0 0 398, 548

*BL=127* ¥ *Q24 G FATSAR AR Ak h kAR A A 2GOk kb hdhkh

o] 0 309,825
o ] 3,128,000
] 0 3,437,825

*BE-056X K KQI2TTAFATSA A kAT Ak k kA XA K2 G2 kA kA R Ak kKK
[+ o] 38,824, 620
o] [+] 38,824, 620

*00~000*** 03342+ FAUOBS I QA Ak kk kR ] GrA AR AR RRKE
0o 0 2,631,200
] 0 2,631,200

*B4-023b* %04 T3BAFATEBR** kb kAt kdh] Shkdkihkhhd
0 0 29,049, 300
o] 2] 29,049,300

*G0—039**0BS0I*VARVATk varktthk b dkQkk stk hhdid

0 [+} 875, 840
0 ¢} 875,840
0 55,276,668 154,794, 517



Metropolitan Service District

: . . Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Area

L ) In Federal Dollaxs
sfective Octcober 1, 1992 -
P State Highway Program
- rrojéct Description

— Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Yeaxr

Obligated 1992 1993 1994 1995 ) 1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Federal-Aid Primaxry Projects

**15 ';E_UALATIN VALLEY HWY ~ HILLSBORO SIGNALS (13 LOCATIONS’*********************876 *B4—034***03334*FAPI2H A 2GRk hk ANk  Ihd Ak ke kot
3 O .

Constr o 686, 400 o o o 0 686, 400
Total o 686, 400 4] 1] 0 Q [ I €86, 400
Total Federal-Aid Primary Projects

o] 686, 400 [v] [v] o 0 [¢] 686, 400
L 3
£
1444

Annual Element Year



o

‘*%21 REGIONAL PAVEMENT, DECK RESTORATIONS, AND EXPANSION

Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996
In Federal Dollars
%fective October 1, 1992

State Highway Program '

<roject Description

Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year

Obligated 1992 1993 1994 19983

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Highway Bridge Replacement Projects

*%16 I-5 - SEISMIC RETROFIT FIVE BRIDGES — PHASE Lokkksskhddadhskioh’d ddadhksr #4220
Constr [ o 832,000 ) 0
Total o 0 832, 000 0 0

x*17 03-303 -~ ST JOHNS BRIDGE JOINT REPAIR*******************t****t*t**********245
Constr o [+ o o o
Total (4] 0 0 s} [+]

**x18 HAWTHORNE BRIDGE (§27357E) PHASE II -~ SERVICE LIFE EXTENSIONA*#*%**%¥kkkkixktdxl07

Pre Eng 95,960 o 0 [} 0
Constr 9 1,240,000 0 ° 0
Total 95,960 1,240,000 0 ] o

**19 HAWTHORNE BRIDGE EAST APPRORCH RAME’S REPLACEMENT (#2737C) **¥*kkkkxkk kk k& kx4 %506

Pre Eng 248,240 1] o ]
Constr o] 1, 040,000 (] . 0 0
Total 248,240

1,040,000 o] . [+] ]
**20 I-5 — W MARQUBM INTCHG TO MARQUAM BRIDGE — RETROFIT CORNECTIONS**&kkutiktkx925
Constxr ] 7,392,000 o 0
Total O 0 7,392,000 o 0

JOINT REPAIRV**k*s¥#¥%928

Constr o o o 896,000 o
Total o Q 0 896,000 0
Total Highway Bridge Replacement Projects

344,200 2,280,000 8,224,000 896,000 [}
£
1
s

Annual Element Year

920014 A QEAETHEATSH A ok L ik bk kr ¥ FO2NA Rk kA k# kit
[ ] 832,000
0 o 832,000

*00~000***06022%FAUOOSERL23  wktdhkh] kkkhkkhkkdik
Q ‘1,160,000 1,160,000
o] 1,160,000 1,160,000

*85—0373'*04069*FAU9366*726*’*******Q**********

o o 95, 960
o [ 1,240,000
) 3} 1,335, 960

*G4~09TAk %% Q291 44 FAUOZEE* T26 Xt *hhhkkQhkhkrdhhrAn

0 0 248, 240
0 0 1,040,000
0 0 1,288, 240

*O0=-05ThkhkOSTLEAFATSH AWk Lk khk kRN EFTOOX KA AR RN AN
0 v] 7,392,000
[+} o 7,392,000

*90—-053%**04340*VARVAT ¥t vark*rrkkhkOrkkhhdthdn

[} o] 896, 000
Q o] 896, 000
0 1,160,000 12,904, 200



. Metropolitan Service District

Transportation Improvement Program

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996
In Faederal Dollars
“fective October 1, 1992
H ' : State Highway Program
~roject Description
‘Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Cbligated 1992 19983

1994 1993

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

Hazard Elimination System Projects

*%22 OR213 - CASCADE HWY SO — ABERNETHY RD TO BEAVERCREEK RD#*#kd¥dkkddtdddadetin203
Constr o 549,000 s} 0 0
Total [¢] 549,000 ] 0 0

**23 SE STARK STREET AT SE 202ND AVENUE — SIGNAL UPGRADE#**#kkkk k¥ dkkkdk k¥ hxa*209

Pre Eng ] 18,000 0 0 0
Constr o 176,400 [ o o
Total [+] 194,400 o] [ ¢] 0

*%24 BEAVERTON TUALATIN HWY @ SW WASHINGTON DRIVEk®kkdkdkkddkhkhddkbdhdhkbdkbdhardd2]]

Rt—of-Way 0 31,500 [+ ¢} a
Constr o 207, 000 0 o o
Total o 238, 500 ] [ o

*%25 OR—-99E — PACIFIC HIGHWAY EAST AT LOMBARD (PORTLAND)**%kktkhdkdktktttrddaxar259
Conatr - a o 360,000 [¢] o]
Total ¢ 0 360, 000 [+] [+]

**26 BEAVERTON/TUALATIN HWY AT SW OAK — SIGNAL/LEFT TURN LANES*¥*kxkkdkkakkdiansqdlq

Constr o 190,000 ] o 0
Total 0 190, 000 0 L] [»]
*%27 HAZARD ELIMINATION PROJECTS AT OR UNDER $100,000%%kkkhdkkdrkkkdechrtrkirsr522
Constx [+] (<] 225,000 o ]
Total o] 0 225,000 [o] o]
**28 OR210 — SCHOLLS HWY AT SW JAMIESON ROAD — LT TURN REFUGE**tdkkkkkrkdkarddw*r§77
Constx o [+] 144,000 o o
Total 4] 0 144,000 ] o

*29 NE HALSEY STREET AT NE 148TH AVE — SIGNAL UPGRADE**®kkttdkhkdhbdddkikd ki add k909
Constr 0 109,800 4] [} : o
Total 0 109,800 [+] ] o]

Total Hazard Elimination System Projects

o 1,281,700 729,000 '] ]

L
4
144
Annual Element Year

*9I 001 ***QSB2I*FAPTEN R kI SOR ANk Ak kWO ke kR Kk kb ek

o] 0 549,000

[¢] 0 549,000
*91—011**¥*¥06366FFATISLO* T26R hkkkkkk(Qkhkhhhkhkhk

: (s} [ 18,000

o o} 176,400

0 o 194, 400

*BE~0PBXAHOIELI*FauG0S L 141w kdkkkkrgakhkhkdkhd

] o} 31,500
[¢] Q 207,000
o (4] 238, 500

AR ARAR RN INOESELAFAP G RH IEA* A * A A ;A ARk h A hr Rk

0 ) 360,000
0 ) 360,000

*84—066***00764*FAU9091*141********4**********
0 0 190, 000
° 0 190, 000

ARRNNRRRANOEIVOVVARVArt A va Tk A A kAR kO h bk hkhk kot
] o 225,000
0 0 225,000

*86—112***039L G*FAUI2I4* 143 h sk kkk ] Dk kkkkknk
0 [ 144,000
) [¢] 144,000

*89—040***05825*FA09858*726*#******0******4****

[ o 109, 800
0 0 109, 800
0 0 2,010,700



Figcal Years 1993 to Post 1996
'_tective Octobexr 1, 1992

. reject Description

Metropolitan Sexvice District

In Fedaral Dollars

Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
. Obligated 1992 1993

1994

State Highway Program

Transportation Improvement Program

1995 .

Portland Urbanized Area

1996 Post 1996 Authorized

*%30 I-205 - COLUMBIA BLVD SOUTHBOUND o“-m**'****************t*****i********vzss

Consatxr
Total

State Modernization Projects

0 o o
0 o o

o
o

4]

o

*%31 OR—8 TUALATIN VALLEY HWY — BEAV/TIGARD HWY TO 117THr#*wdkdastardihkiiakkinind240

o
o

o]

o.

0

o]
0

-0

]

0

Constr [+] [+] [o]

Total o Q o]
#*32 OR213 CASCADE SOUTH — E PORTLAND FREEWAY TO HOLCOMB BOULEVARD®#*#ddddiddustd92]
.Constxr o - 750,000 o :

Total o 750,000 0
#%33 OR208 — FARMINGTON ROAD — 209TH AVENUE TO MURRAY BOULEVARD**%##kkkskkakiaw934
Constr o 0 ]

Total [} L] [}

Total State Mcdernization Projects

0 750,000 ]

$
(it
Lia23
Annual Element Year

0

Q-

*Q0—000**¥OSBEL*FAY205% v G4 hhkkrhkkk 24 kdkhhhktokd
368,880 0 368,880
368,880 0 368, 880

*00~000***06L3L*FAPI2V AN 20k A kA kR Ak k IRR KR KRR AKX
4,074,400 0 4,074, 400
4,074,400 [+] 4,074,400

*90—001***05625*?“78***160********0******t***

0 o 750,000
0 o 750, 000

*QE-OEON Y A3 2 TOVFAUSOGERLA2 A Kk kA kBAA KA AR *kkh

3,880, 000 o o 3,880,000
3,880,000 ) 0 3,880, 000
8,323,280 o 9,073, 280



Metropolitan Service District
: coe N Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996
oo In Total Cost Dollaxs
Tfective October 1, 1992 .
i o State Highway Program
zxoject Description v
: Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated " .~ - 1992 1993

1994 1995

Portliand Urbanized Area

19926 Post 1996 - Authorized

State Operations Projects

*%34 US30BY — ST JOHNS BRIDGE pnmmg******tt*i:***‘***t**********.*****t**t*****202
Constr 0 . 2,822,000 (] 0 0
Total o .~ 2 822,000 v} 0 +]

**35 BEAVERTON TUALATIN HWY @ SW WASHINGTON DRIVE******************************211

Pre Eng 0. 43,820 ] [+} ]
Total [+] 43,820 o [+} o}
*%*36 I~84 — HALSEY STREET UNDERCROSSING BRIDGE #13516*#*xrdiddkhkdhkhhhhtedbdiandd]
Constr o 315,000 ] ¢ o
Total 4] 315, 000 . o Q o

**37 OR-99W — SW HAMILTON TO BEAVERTON/HILLSDALE HWY JCT - GUARDRML***********224
Constyx 4] (] 290,000 o]
Total 0 e 290, 000 0 o]

*#38 OR-8 ~ TUALATIN VALLEY OVERLAY - 110TH TO 160'!&***************************234
Constr 0 o] o} o]
Total ] o . 0 [+] o

*%39 OR-8 — TUALATIN VALLEY HWY AT MARKET CENTRE ENTRANCE*®#**¥kdddikdkdsdddtdsiir257
Constr - 0 o 500, 000 o 0
Total 1] ] 500,000 0 [o}

*%40 I-405 — FREMONT BRIDGE/RAMPS DECK RESTORATION AND JOINT REPAIR®**dddkkkin*377

Constr . 0 1,390,000 4] 4]
Total o : ) 1,390,000 o 0
*%41 STATE FINANCED PROJECTS AT OR UNDER $100, DO0*#ki &t sk hkahkhshshshkshihhhnngl2
fre Eng 0 25, 000 0 o o
sonstxy . 0 290, 000 0 [v] ]
Total 0 315, 000 o 0 0
**42 HAYARD ELIMINATION PROJECTS AT OR UNDER $100,000%****ki* &k kX kh AR k& AXXKXXK522
‘Constr o 195, 700 ° 0 0
Total 0 195,700 o 0 0

*%*43 HALL BOULEVARD AT BURNHAM STREET - SIGNAI.********************‘-’************728
Constx ] 130, 000 o] o 0
Total 0" 130,000 .o o o

**44 OR8 TV HWY — CANYON LANE TO WALKER ROAD — TRAFFIC SIGNALS**kkdiskdkkrddkidkgl2
Constr [ 270,000 0 [+ ]
Total o 270,000 0 ] Q

*%45 OROOW PACIFIC HWY WEST AT 124TH AVENUE — SIGNAL/REATLIGN*#%kdkdkkhadkkhkhkAkit0]4
Constr 0 a o] o]
Total o 4] 4] 0 0

**46 OR217 BEAV/TIG HWY ~ SUNSET HWY TO I-5 — RAMP METERING***# &tk kkkkskkk£knk 015
Constr [} 0 450, 000 ] [+]
Total ] 0 450, 000 o o

**47 REGIONAL RAMP METERING,
Constr 0
Total (1]

TRAFFIC LOOP REPAIR, AND MESSAGE SIGNING*****k%kk*xx927
800, 000 o 0 o
800, 000 V] 0 ]

*%48 REGCIONAY, PAVEMENT, DECK RESTORATIONS, AND EXPANSION JOINT REPATRW®*kkkddik*g28
Constr o 0 200,000 0 0
Total 0 /] 200, 000 0 0

*%49 REGIONAL GUARDRATL IMPROVEMENTSk®xkkkkkdkdhkkkrkhhhbhrdkdhdrbdrhhbd ikt rkk k520

Constr (] o 0 920, 000 [+]
Total [ [} 0 920,000 0
Total State Operations Projects

0 4,891, 520 2,839,000 920,000 0o
+
4
e

Annual Element Year

*91—010***05797*FAU9966*123******i*l*ﬁt*******
0 0 2,822,000
‘0 0 2,822,000

*a5—088***03611*23\19091*141********‘****~******
0 o 43,820
o 0 43,820

*92~009 Ak QQ00CHFAT 2N Ak 24k k Ak kkkk kGhrhkhk ko k&
0 o 315,000
0 o 315,000

AR R AN ARQGO20XFAPGA Ak I Wk kAR AR A DRk kb kR kkkr
0 [+] 290, 000
o [+ 290,000

*00—000* kA (5B 50 FAP 32k 29k k kk kkheok de Bk ke de ek
1,020,800 (o] 1,020,800
1,020,800 ] 1,020, 800

ARRRARRRANQEBTORFAPI2A Ak 20k khk ke hk kGhhkhkdhkhk
0 Q 500, 000
o] o 300,000

i87—007***05855*5‘31405**61*********4***'******
0 o 1,390, 000
0 0 1, 390, 000

*79—04gc**OQQOQ*VARvar**va:***t****o**********

0 0 25,000
o 0 290,000
0 0 315,000

*BB—041%* % 04955 *VARVAr ¥ var* *kkd kkkQhkkhhrkkkx
0 0 185,700
0 o 195,700

*BH—0330 Ak X 03913 FAUIOILAT4IR A Ak kkkGrohhkdk kb kR
o] o 130,000
o 0 130,000

*90—00T* A %04 40LAFAPI2* Xk 20hkkh A vk k kQkhkhhhkk ko
4] o 270,000
0 0 270,000

*00~000* **OS30LAFAPO kA ITWA K XAk A A XL Ik A AR A RNR
870,000 [ 870, 000
870,000 0 870, 000

*9Q0—-056%* **01497*FAE79***144********7**********
o 0 450,000
o 0 450, 000

*90—-03B*** 0438 L VARvartdkvarkr e kAt xQhkhkr kAt kot
o ' 0 800, 000
o] [ 800,000

*90-052* ¥+ 05623 VARvVArthvark *h kA Ak Okt khkh kR kw
0 [ 200, 000
[} 4] 200, 00¢

*90—04B%¥** 05321 *VARVARY*varkktkrkkaQhkkthrhhhk

v} [ 520,000
o [ 920,000
1,890,800 o] 10,532, 320



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Area
' In Total Cost Dollars
fective October 1, 1992 -
! State Highway Program
Project Description
) Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
‘Obligated 1952 1993 1994 1995 1956 Post 1896 Authorized

Bikeways Projects

*%50 OR~43 OSWEGO HWY RETAINING WALL/BIKEWAY -~ MCVEY TO BURNHAMAAk&dasddksasia®23] #00—000%**06130%FAUSSESHIhhkhdht ket Thrkhhdtkddr

Constrx 0 0 0 [} 387,200 ] ] 387, 200
Total o o o] o 387,200 ] o 387, 200
*%81 BIKEWAY PROJECTS**kdkkhkkkkkkdkhddhddkrdrkddkhkhdbkdktrdddnhrddddbdhkkdkrkttrir384 *10169D* ¥ *03949*VARvarkknakrkhkddkhQhkhskdkhthh

Constr [¢] 200,000 400, 000 840, 000 160,000 o o 1,600,000
Total 0 200, 000 400, 000 . 840,000 160,000 ] o 1,600,000

Total Bikeways Projecta
0 200,000 400, 000 840,000 547,200 o] (4] 1,987,200

$
i
Hite

Annual Element Year



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program .
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 Portland Urbanized Area
In Total Cost Dollars
‘ffective October 1, 1992 .
: State Highway Program
froject Description
.Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 Post 1956 Authorized

Access Oregon Highway Projects

*%52 MCLOUGHLIN BLVD PHASE I — TACOMA OVERPASS AND HARRISON/RIVER RD*¥*#tkikkkdd]34 +77-159a%*04B72%FARP26* ¥ *lEkwthhdhdhghhhhbdidd

Constrx : ] 9,500, 000 0 L] o o o} 9,500,000

Total ] 9, 500,000 o ] 0 o (¢} 9,500, 000
#**53 PACIFIC HIGHWAY WEST AT EDY / SCHOLLS ~ SIX CORNERS**h*kdha Ak ik k k¥ kX ke k{63 *¥0G~040% ¥ *0435GHFAPI** kX LWA & hk bk ik L 5okt ok bk dok ek

Rt—of-Way 0 2,000,000 ] D] 0o ] - [} 2,000,000

Constr : 0 2,800,000 0 o] [ 0 o 2,800,000

Total 0 4,800,000 ' <] (] [} 0 0 4,800,000
**54 WESTERN BYPASS ~ PHASE I — SUNSET HWY TO PACIFIC HWY**®X A&k hxkAkkkk*h*¥T20 *BE~0LI**¥O5124*VARLDAX K TIGXkd kA k* KON A AR Kb hk k&

Pre Eng o 1,037,500 0 o 0 Q 0 1,037,500

Total [J 1,037,500 o 1] o [} 0 1,037,500

Total Access Oregon Highway Projects
o 15,337,500 o o (] 0 ] 15,337,500
N
4
H
Lididd

Annual Element Year



Metrepolitan Service Digtrict

Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996
In Federal Dollars
‘fective October 1, 1992
: State Highway Progranm
- roject Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993

1994 1995

Transportation Improvement Program

Poftland Urbanized Area

1996 ..  Post 1996  Authorized

State Surface Transportation Program Projects

**55 WESTSIDE LIGHT RAIL EXTENSION TO SW 185TH AVENUE******#*******************206
Non-Hwy Cp o 0 +] ] ]
‘Total (] ] [+] [} . 0

**86 I-84 — I—84 AT 82ND AVENUE PARK AND RIDE LOT##k#dkwkddkddskdddtddhhhhkdhtsdd22
Constr o o] 216,000 0 ]
Total o o] 216,000 1] o]

**%7 T-84 — ARGAY DOWNS SOUNDWALL (PQRTIAND)********t*******t*t********tt******zz:g
Constr 0 117, 000 1] o]
Total o 0 117,000 ] o]

**58 I-84 — GATEWAY PARK AND RIDE LOT***kkakthkkkkkk ket e kA kA XA R AR XA RN RRARARREREXR2D 5
Constrx o o] Q 664, 000 ]
Total e} o 2} 664,000 0

*%359 OR~-210 - SCHOLLS A’.l‘ BEEF BEND ROAD — LEFT TURN REFUGE*X#*dkkkdddkkhk kA d*d*n 23D
Constr ‘o o o o 580,800
Total o] . ] 0 o 580,800

*%60 OR-~99E MCLOUGHLIN BLVD PH IV — SE HAROID ST TO SE TACOMA ST INTCR*®#¥wkikx241
Constx o 0 : 0 [+ 0
Total [+] 0 0 [+] V]

**61 US26 — SUNSET HIGHWAY OVERLAY ~ STOREY CREEK TO CORNELL ROAD*#dkddthkksdkt267

Constr () 0 0 2,411,200 0
Total 0 [+ 0 2,411, 200 0
*+%62 I~205 —~ WILLAMETTE RIVER BRIDGE ICE DETECTORS* ¥ *ARkREAAXEAXRAKEAREINKAAKNTI2
Jonstx o ] ] 0 ]
‘rotal 0 0 o [ 0

*%63 I~405 EAST FREMONT BRIDGE APPROACHA A Ak ARk dd R kkd ke kA kA kX RAARAA R XX NANXTTE

Constr o o ) 0 720,000
Total 0 0 0 0 720,000
**6‘ UsS26 — SUNSET / NW 185TH AVE INTERCHANGE**********************************426
Constx o s, 427,000 0 0 o

Total 0 5,427,000 0 0 0

**65 REGIONAL RAMP METERING, TRAFFIC LOOP REPAIR, AND MESSAGE SIGNING**********927
-Constx o o 990, 000 [}
Total [¢] 0 990, 000 0 [}

**66 REGIONAL PAVEMENT, DECK RESTORATIONS, AND EXPANSION JOINT REPATR**hikwtxkw028
Constx (o] 0 522,000 (o} o
Total 0 0 522,000 o [}

Total State Surface Transportation Program Projects

Q 5,427,000 1,845,000 3,075, 200 1,300,800

L]
E3id
[iiids
Annual Element Year

*OD—OOO***OOOOO*TRA*****na*********o**********
22,000, 000 L 1} 22,000,000
22,000,000 o 0 22,000,000

**********o5243*FA134***2****Q—**t**:.**********
0 ] 216, 000
o 0 216,000

KARAIAARRNOSTACHFATBAR KR 2 kA AR AR AR KT oA AR AR AR AR

. 0 ’ Q 117,000
[} [+} 117,000

too—ooa***06241*FAIB4***2**********6**********
0 0 664,000
o o 664,000

*00—-000* A%k 04 440*FAUO234 %143k khhrhkk Shhdhhkdhdan

(<] Q 580,800
o o 580, 800

*00~000* kX048 THAFAP 26k LER kb d Ak hk kAR kA KR kk Ak
3, 667, 200 0 5,667, 200
5,667,200 o 5,667,200

*90-027dAXOIEEI*AFAP2TA XK LTRR KRR RX GOF N kA Rk Ak AR

0 o 2,411,200

-0 [} 2,411,200
*86—099***03230*FAIZ05**64****'****9**********

156,774 0 156,774

156,774 [} 156,774
*00—000***0585E*FAI405**61*********4**********

[ [} 720, 000

] o 720,000

*BE—0L3*** 0084 THFAP2TH AN 4T hhh kb khk GAR kR h Rk khsk ok
] [} 5,427,000
o - c 5,427,000

*90—022***05278*VARvar**var********0**********
0 o 990,000
[v] o} 990, 000

*90—040***0434s*vnayar**var********0**********

[ o - 522,000
0 0 522, 000
27,823,974 0 39,471,974



.. Metropolitan Service District
) Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 . Portland Urbanized Area
. ) In Federal Dollars
“sfective October 1, 1992 >
i : State Highway Program
.zrojact Description .
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal.Year
Obligated 1992 . -1993 1994 1995 1996 Post 1986 Authorized

State Surface Transportation Program (safety) Projects

*%67 I~205 ~ I-205 AT GLISAN NORTHBOUND;AT NE GLISAN SOUTHBOUND*®k*#kkkkkhsk**%227 #00~000***05857¥FAT205* ¥ G4AN**hkh kA 2 Ak kA kh kh ke

Constrx o] [+] n b o 451,878 0 ] 451,878

Total ) o 0 [} 451,878 4] ) 0 451,878
*%68 OR—-210 SCHOLLS HIGHWAY NORTHBOUND AT HIGHWAY 217 LT LANE®k*khkAkdkddwddkidd242 *00-000**+*06010*FAUI234*143* Ak Ak h kA Ghhhkhk ki

Constr v] 0 [} 0 | [s] o 316,800 316,800

Total 4] [} [¢] o Q 0 316,800 316,800
**69 OR210 — FANNO CREEK TO BEAVERTON/TIGARD HWY (TIGARD)**kkkddddhkkddhkikhkdddd¥g83] #86~-049%*+(03908*FAUI2I4* 143Xtk akkQdrhhk bk ko

Rt—of-Way o 30,000 e ) 0 (] [} o 30,000

Constr (4] [+ 792,000 o . 0 o 1] 792,000

Total" [¢] 390,000 792,000 ] 4] Q 0 822, 000
*%70 OR42 - OSWEGO HIGHWAY AT JOLIE POINTE RQAD**irw*********t****t******—****t**884 *85—054***03939*FA09565*3*********10**********

Constx 0 o 0 400,000 . 0 o 0 400, 000

Total o] 0 0 404G, 000 4] 0 [+] 400,000

Total State Surface Transportation Program (Safety) Projects
0 30,000 792,000 400,000 451,878 0 316,800 1,990,678
’
$45
[iiid]

Annual Element Year



Metropolitan Serxrvice District
: : Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 . Portland Urbanized Area
. S In Federal Dollars

“ffective October 1, 1992

; State Highway Program

froject Description )

. Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year .
Obligated 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 - Post 1996 Authorized

National Highway System Program Projects

#%71 US—26 — MURRAY ROAD TO HIGHWAY 217*N*rakhkkhkdhkdhhhdhkkhk kA ke Ak kX AXAX AR R UEAX 256 *00—000  k* 06021 AFAR2TH** GThkkdkhhk EThk ke kk Wk ke
[v] [} Q o Q (4] 16,380,000 16,380,000
o 0 [+] [+ 0 [+] 16, 380, 000 16,380,000

*%72 I-205 — COLUMBIA RIVER TO NE FATILING GRADING/LNDSCPGX*#*#*¥ddkkkkkkhhkhkhkdddk334 ¥§T—009* ¥+ 025LL*FAT205% % GAX*kx t kA% 2Fkk ke kk Ak ek

Constr o o] 1,729,400 [« () o [} 1,720,400

Total o} 0 1,720,400 [+] 0 ) 0 1,720,400
*%73 I~5 ~ BOONES FERRY RD TO COMMERCE CIRCLE (WILSONVILLE)**#*akdkdadkdkdhdd* ¥ 406 *86-061a**¥06023% Faghk Ak kk Qadk kA * kA28 6k kR kk ks den

Constz o} o o 756,204 0 [¢] 0 756,204

Total . 0 o] [§] 756,204 0 (] o 156,204
*%74 OR8 TV HIGHWAY — SHUTE PARK TO SE 21ST AVE -~ HILLSBORO**#*ddddkkkAkkd k& ¥ A% §28 ¥79-085b*¥* (5024 % FAP324 ¥+ 20% kb dkk x kLI Ak kkhkskk

Constr A ¢) o [¢] 4,092,000 0 (] [ 4,092,000

Total [} s} 0 4,092,000 ] o o 4,092,000
**75 I-205 — E PORTLAND FREEWAY AT SUNNYBROOK INTERCHANGEX**d&ktAdddkhAkkA Ak ¥ A 4B65 *G6~Q024 ¥ O34 FAL205* 4NN khkkh bk Ihthhhhthirk

Constr - 0 o o 1] o 0 20,011, 740 20,011, 740

Total 0 o [} 0 : 0 o} 20,011, 740 20,011, 740

Total National Bighway System Program Projects
4] 0 1,720,400 4,848,204 o ] a6, 391, 740 42,960, 344
¥
(3
Hitt

Annual Element Year



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 : : Portland Urbanized Area
In Federal Deollars
fective October 1, 1592 .
: State Highway Program
zxoject Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1953 1994 1995 1996 Post 1996 Authorized

State Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality Program Projects

**76 OR~43 — TAYLOR’'S FERRY ROAD TO I~205 (MACS)*hkdkkshhkhdhbbhddhhdbhbkedddnan226 *00-000***05853*5‘&09565;’3**********2**********

Conatr o o 0 1,390, 400 o 0 ° 1,390, 400

Total o ] 0 1, 390, 400 o o ° 1,390,400
*%77 US~30B — SANDY BLVD METROPOLITAN AREA CORRIDOR STUDY*#&&¥A k% X% #akk&#4k*k230 *00~000% **062394FAUDI2E6* 5%k &k khhkkORARE kA kh kot
Constr o o 0. o 3,880,800 0 o 3,880,800

Total 0 o o o 3,880,800 o ° 3,880,800
*#7¢ SUNSET HWY AT VISTA RIDGE TUNNEL MESSAGE SIGNING (III)*#*tt#akdddisntstak386 +101430***01B92%FAPZTH*hkThh kb kb hhT ks bk dhhknk
Constr o o 0 1,320,000 o 0 ° 1,320,000

Total o 0 0 1,320,000 o 0 0 1,320,000

*%79 OR217 BEAV/TIG HWY — SUNSET HWY TO I-5 — RAMP METERTNGH**kdk kst dd ket ¥% 915 %00~056A**0623L*FAPTOF ¥ X 144X KAkt hk THR NN Rk h bk k
Constr 0 o] 540,000 . [} o o o 540,000
Total 4] [} 540,000 - [¢] o 0 (4} 540,000

**80 REGIONAL RAMP METERING TRAFFIC LOOP REPATR, AND MESSAGE SIGNING#**#*¥*kdk¥4927 *90-047%*+04383*VARVAT* ¥ VAT* ¥ A Xk hkkQhddhddhhk

Constr . o, (4] 460,000 [} 4] 0 460,000
Total 0 o 0 460,000 0 0 o 460,000
Total State Congestion mtigation/Air Quality Program Projects

o 540,000 3,170,400 3,880,800 ] o 7,891,200
L
e
Hite

Annual Elemant Year



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996
‘ In Federal Dollars
ffective October 1, 1992 .
! State Highway Program
froject Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year
Obligated 1992 1993

1994 1995

Portland Urbanized Area B

1996 Post 1996 Authorized -

Other Funding Programs Projects

**8]1 US-26 — CEDAR HILLS BLVD INTERCHRNGE TO SW 76TH AVENUE®**kkkkkdwddkdrtkerd’247
Constx [+] [+] 3p, 800, 000 0 . [+]
Total (4] [ 30,800, 000 ] Q
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Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Fiscal Years 1993 to Post 1996 T Portland Urbanized Area

In Total Cost Dollars
"ffective October 1, 19952 T
j ) State Highway Program
froject Description
Estimated Expenditures by Federal Fiscal Year

Obligated 1992 1993 1994 R 1995 1996 Post 1596 Authorized
report total
4,319,028 50, 500, 755 94, 540, 400 53,069,104 112, 690, 410 41,978,054 110,939,808 468,037, 559
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MEIRO  Memorandum

‘Portland, OR 97201-5398
503/221-1646

Date: Septembef 16, 1992
To:  JPACT

From: K%ﬁdrew C. Cotugno, Planning Director

Re: Resolution No. 92-1668 -~ For the Purpose of Reaffirming
the Intent to Pursue a Local Option Vehicle Reglstratlon
Fee

‘The above referenced resolution is scheduled for adoption at the
JPACT meeting tomorrow. At the request of the Metro Executive
Officer, I have made proposed changes to the resolution as
reflected in the attachment for consideration by JPACT.

The changes reflect a concern that is premature to commit to
referring a measure to the voters without having completed the
work to define the program and in advance of the upcoming '93
Legislative session. As a result, these changes suggest
proceeding with the work program outllned in the resolution and
- scheduling consideration of whether or not to refer a measure to
the voters after the '93 Legislature adjourns. Other parts of
the resolution remain the same, including:

. Continued recognition that the region is interested in a local
option vehicle registration fee for arterial-related improve-
ments;

. The'previous deadline for Metro to take action of November
1992 is deferred to November 1993; and

. If a decision is not made to refer a measure to the voters by
November 1993, JPACT will have to recommend how to proceed,
including the possibility of separate county local option
registration fees. .

If these are acceptable changes to JPACT, I recommend proceeding

with adoption to allow the proposed work .program to begin. If

further consideration is needed, I recommend referring the matter
back to the JPACT Finance Commlttee scheduled to meet Monday,

September 21, 1992. :

ACC:1lmk

Attachment

ecycled Paper



STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1668 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
REAFFIRMING DEFERRING THE-INTENT-T©0 PURSUELT OF A LOCAL
OPTION VEHICLE REGISTRATION FEE FOR ARTERIAL-RELATED
IMPROVEMENTS

Date: September 8, 1992 Presented by: Andrew Cotugno

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANAT.YSIS

Proposed Action

Adoption of Resolution No. 92-1668 would:

1. Reaffirm Defer Metro's intent—to—seek pursuit of voter
approval e£ for a local option vehicle registration fee for
arterial-related improvements;

2. Extend the intended deadline from November 1992 to November
1993; and

3. Adopt a work program to develop the program of projects and
prepare for the vote and allocate $350,000 of "“Surface
Transportation Program" (STP) funds.

Background

In January 1989, Metro adopted a comprehensive funding strategy
encompassing five major elements:

- Major Highway Improvements

- LRT Expansion

- Arterial Improvements

- Expanded Bus Service

- Road Maintenance and Preservation

" The local option vehicle registration fee was the key proposal
for funding arterial improvements. Upon approval of the Oregon
Legislature of enabling legislation, Metro established its intent
to use this authority in July 1990 by Resolution No. 90-1301.
Progress has been made in each category with the exception of the
local option fee.

In July 1992, JPACT considered whether to recommend proceeding
with the local option fee at the November 1992 ballot. At that
time, it was recognized that insufficient time existed to put
together a credible program and that it was preferable to wait
until after the '93 Legislature deals with transportation funding

recommendations resulting from the Oregon Transportation Plan and
Roads Finance Study.

In addition, it was recognized that this program needs to be



integrated with the funding strategies for the other areas,
including allocation of STP funds, funding for alternative modes,
(such as bikes, pedestrians, transit and demand management) and
funding for the next regional LRT corridor.

The schedule for the local option vehicle registration fee work
program is designed to complete development of the program of
pro;ects by March 1993 in order to then allow consideration of

‘ funding
strategles. At—%he—%&melf a de0151on is made to proceed with
referring of the measure to the ballot, it will also be necessary
to execute an 1ntergovernmental agreement ‘'with the three
counties, Portland and Tri-Met. According to law, since multiple
jurlsdlctlons were given the authority to ask the voters for the
fee, it is necessary to execute an intergovernmental agreement
specifying which jurisdiction will proceed, at what fee level and
for what purpose. Execution of that agreement will be sought

based upon the program of projects that is referred to the
voters.

The proposed Metro budget included a work element in the Trans-
portation Department to develop this program via the use of
interfund borrowing to be paid back through proceeds from the
fee. This allocation of STP funds is in lieu of interfund
borrowing.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF REAFFIRMING ) RESOLUTION NO. 92-1668
DEFERRING THEINTENT-$O PURSUEIT )

OF A LOCAL OPTION VEHICLE REGIS- ) Introduced by

TRATION FEE FOR ARTERIAL-RELATED ) Councilor Richard Devlin
IMPROVEMENTS )

WHEREAS, The Regional Transportation Plan, adopted by
Ordinance No. 92-433, identifies a comprehensive transportation
improvement program which includes a significant need to adopt
new funding mechanisms; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 89-1035 adopted a comprehensive
financing strategy for major highway corridors, LRT construction,
urban arterials, and expanded transit operations; and

WHEREAS, Oregon Revised Statutes, Chapter 864, allows Metro
to seek voter approval for a local option vehicle registration
fee subject to execution of an Intergovernmental Agreement with
Multnomah, Washington and €lark Clackamas Counties; Tri-Met; and
the City of Portland defining the fee amount and purpose; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 90-1301 established Metro's intent to
seek, by November 1992, a local option vehicle registration fee
to establish an Arterial Fund; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District:

1. Reaffirms Defers its—intent—te-seek pursuit of voter
approval ef for a local option vehicle registration fee for
arterial-related improvements.

2. That the program will be defined and referred a decision

made on whether or not to refer a measure to the voters on or



before November 1993.

3. That the overall program structure will be integrated
with a comprehensive transportation funding strategy for the
state and region and will be consistent with the framework
described in Exhibit A.

4. That up to $350,000 of Surface Transportation Program
funds are allocated to commence a work program consistent with
Exhibit B and the FY 93 Unified Work Program is amended

accordingly. The final amount is subject to local government

contributions.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1992,

ACC:1lmk
92-1668.RES
9-8-92



EXHIBIT A

CONCEPT DRAFT OF INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
ON A REGIONAL VEHICLE REGISTRATION FEE FOR ROADS

Timeframe

1.

The A decision will be made on whether or not a regional
measure shall will be referred to the ballot on or before
an election date of November 1993.

The épecific’election date will be determined in

accordance with the procedures set forth in this inter-
governmental agreement.

This intergovernmental agreement terminates effective
December 1, 1993 unless the regional Vehicle Registra-
tion Fee measure has passed.

Purpose of Vehicle Registration Fee

1.

Revenues from the Vehicle Registration Fee must concern
arterials, collectors or other improvements designated by
JPACT as required by ORS. Consideration will be given to
arterial improvements to benefit bike, pedestrian and ‘
transit modes.

Amount of Fee

1.

The regional Vehicle Registration Fee shall be an amount
equal to the state fee.

Annual Allocation of Proceeds to Redgional Arterial Funds

1.

Metro shall establish five distinct sub-funds to the
Regional Arterial Fund.

a. The Multnomah County Regional VRF Fund
b. The Clackamas County Regional VRF Fund
. The Washington County Regional VRF Fund

c
d. The City of Portland Regional VRF Fund
e

. The Regional Allocation VRF Fund

Prior to allocating gross proceeds to the five funds,
Metro is appropriated one-tenth of 1 percent of gross

proceeds (net of deductions by DMV) for administrative
costs.

Three-quarters of the remaining net proceeds will be
allocated to the four jurisdictional sub-funds (a through

d) on the basis of their pro-rata share of regional
vehicle registrations.



4. The remaining one-quarter of the net proceeds shall be
allocated to the Regional Fund (Fund e).

5. Interest earnings derived from each sub-fund shall accrue
to that sub-fund and be allocated and disbursed in
accordance to the procedures of that sub-fund.

Allocation of Revenue in Funds to Projects

1. Monies within the Regional Arterial Fund may be disbursed
only for a program of projects recommended by JPACT.

2. The Metro Council may choose to accept the recommendation
or remand it to JPACT for revision.

Procedures for Ballot Measure

1. JPACT shall recommend a reselution measure to place the
regional Vehicle Registration Fee on the ballot. This
reselutien measure is to specify the precise Vehicle
Registration Fee program and election date.

2. The Metro Council may choose to accept the recommendation
or remand it to JPACT for revision.

Amendments to Intergovernmental Adgreement

1. This intergovernmental agreement may be amended by mutual
agreement of the signatories.

Termination of Intergovernmental Agreement

1. This intergovernmental agreement may be terminated by the
written request of two-thirds of the signatories. Termi-
nation of the intergovernmental agreement will terminate
the regional Vehicle Registration Fee effective at the

beginning of the calendar year following the termination
request.

92-1668.RES
ACC:1mk
9-16-92



EXHIBIT B

REGIONAL ARTERIAL FUND
WORK PROGRAM

1. September - November, 1992
Define Program Structure
Preliminary Selection of Projects

2. December, 1992 - Polling
Public Involvement
Consult with DMV regarding Procedures

3. November, 1992 - February 1993
Engineering Cost Estimates
Planning Context/Justification
Project Descriptions/Purpose
Public Involvement

4. January, 1993 - March, 1993
Financial Analysis
Delineation of Address Records for DMV
Draft Ballot Measure

-65. Aprit March, 1993 - Polling

56 Mareh April, 1993 - Preliminary Assessment of BalletDbate
Financing Options

7. June/July, 1993 (after Legislative session)
Final-bDetermination—ef BalletPate Final Decision on Finan-
¢cing Options
JPACT/Metro Council Referral-Acetion decision on whether to
refer a measure to the voters

8. July, 1993 - Public Information Program

Resource Requirements
Metro Staff

Project Management . . . 0.25

Project Selection. . . . 0.15

Public Involvement . . . 0.50

Address Records. . . . . 0,10
1.00 FTE . . . .$ 75,000

Consultants

Polling (@ $25,000 ea.) . . . . « « « « 50,000
Engineering Consultant. . . . . . . . . . 40,000
Planning Consultants. . . . . . . . . . . 25,000
Graphics/Report Printing. . . . . . . . . 40,000
Information Brochure. . . . . . . . . . . 17,500
Newspaper Insert. . . . . . . . . . « . . 44,000
Video for Cable TV. . . . . + « +« « « « . 50,000
Project Signs . . . . . « . + ¢ ¢« ¢ o . . 8,500
$350,000

ACC:1mk
9-16~92/REGART.OL



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Pregram
Obligations Through 09/30/92
rptid.r
0%/16/92
P 1

Obligated 1993 1994 1995 19%6 1997 Post 1997 Authorized

**%] DBE TRAINING PROGRAM* *#dkkwhkkhkhhkhhkhkhhhhkhhdhhrdhbhhdhddhrdhdhdb bk rdk A anin*784 *bO‘OOQ***OOOOO*TRAZG‘ZOOl*"************

Federal Transit Adminstration - Sec. 20
Other 0 75,000 [¢] 0 o 0 75,000 . 150,000
Total o} 75,000 0 0 0 s} 75,000 150,000

Report Total
0 75,000 0 0 4] 0. 75,000 “150,000

xief: Step 1 funding authorized at $75,000; Step 2 funding requires additional authcrization from FTA.

ff)t’(//buj'/(? éé///o ed by el hon  Qz- 1559
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STAFF REPORT

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 92-1670 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE 1993 UNIFIED WORK PROGRAM TO
PROVIDE FOR TRANSPORTATION AND LAND USE MODELING IMPROVE-

MENTS
September 3, 1992 - By: Andrew Cotugno
Keith Lawton
| BACKGROUND

The Region 2040 project has developed three regional growth
concepts. Concept "A" accommodates expected regional growth by
assuming that existing policies will remain largely unchanged.
It assumes that growth will occur within the constraints of
existing comprehensive plans and that growth that cannot be
provided for within the current Urban Growth Boundary will occur
outside the UGB in patterns similar to current development
patterns. It is a "base case" or "reference alternative" which
provides a point of departure for other 'growth concepts.

Metro Technical Services staff have been preparing to computer
model this concept and have developed and refined many aspects of
both the transportation model and the spatial interaction model
through LUTRAQ project assistance.

However, given the effort, time and cost required for this
modeling effort, it was concluded in the initial Region 2040
Phase I scope of work that only this one concept would be
modeled.

It is clear that if specific model problems can be resolved,
‘there are several advantages to modeling the three concepts.
First, by modeling three concepts, the concepts could be more
rigorously shaped to better ensure that if a concept were
ultimately adopted as Metro's preferred concept, it would have
been tested for its ability to function. 1In addition, modeling
would help ensure that consistency among concepts was probable.

One of the major obstacles to modeling more than one concept is
the amount of time required for computer runs. With the improve-
ments that would be developed in this project, run times would be
greatly reduced and the sensitivity of existing models would be
much better understood. From this, Metro will learn the thresh-
old of sensitivity of the models, therefore, when they are appro-
priate to run. In addition, speed increases will allow many more
technical reviews and answers to "what if" queries that will
become major questions raised by the Region 2040 effort.

The Federal Highway Administration has indicated interest in
funding this modeling effort as a means to test hypotheses they
have about the level of modeling needed nationally to comply with
land use aspects of the 1991 Intermodel Surface Transportation



Efficiency Act (ISTEA). Sufficient funding of modeling is likely

to be available from
staff learn that the
available. However,
federal fiscal year,
on this amendment is

this source. Only very recently did Metro
funding source for this prospective grant is
it is available only until the end of the
September 30. Accordingly, favorable action
necessary if funding is to be secured.

TPAC has reviewed this UWP amendment and recommends approval of
Resolution No. 92-1670.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution 92-1670,
approving an amendment to the FY 1993 Unified Work Program, as
indicated on Attachment "A."

MT:1mk



TRANSPORTATION AND LAND USE
MODELING TIMPROVEMENTS FOR REGION 2040 CONCEPTS

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

This project will provide speed improvements to the transporta-
tion model (EMME/2) and its links to the spatial interaction
model (DRAM-EMPAL), as well as providing insight to the sensi-
tivity of the combined models. The major local application at
this time will be to improve Region 2040 growth concepts by
increasing the number of computer-generated scenarios and pro-
viding answers to more of the expected "what if" questions than
would otherwise be possible. This analysis is needed prior to
the commencement of Phase II of the Region 2040 project.

RELATION TO PREVIOUS WORK

Work Program Prior to FY 92-93., Improvements to the transporta-
tion model have been made almost continuously for many years.
This year's UWP includes travel model refinement -- but not to
the extent of this project.

OBJECTIVES

Work Program for FY 92-93. The purpose of this project is to: 1)
develop and make operational the set of integrated transportation
and land use projection models at Metro; and 2) test the sensi-
tivity of the combined process to various levels of feedback and
degrees of equilibrium. The information and reports generated
are for national distribution and need to consider generic issues
as well as local concerns.

Anticipated Work Program after FY 92-93. None at this time,
although system improvements will continue to be used.

PRODUCTS AND TARGETS

Task 1 Scoping - October 1992

Task 2 Existing Model Improvements - November 1992

Task 3 New Procedure Development/Computer Runs - November 1992
Task 4 Draft Report - December 1992

Task 5 Final Report - January 1992

EXPENDITURE ALLOCATION REVENUES

Personal Services: $ 45,000 FHWA: $225,000
(FTE 1.0) . TOTAL: §225,000
Materials & Services: $175,000
Computer (M&S): $ 2,750
Capital oOutlay $ 2,250
Transfers $ 0

Contingency $ 0
TOTAL $225,000



Attachment "A"
Transportation and Land Use Modeling for Three Region 2040 Concepts

Scope of Work
Introduction
The following description outlines the scope of work for a research project on equilibrium
properties in the travel projection process. The research will be conducted by the
Metropolitan Service District, Portland, Oregon (Metro), with the cooperation of the Oregon
Department of Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration.

The purpose of this grant is to: 1) develop and make operational the set of integrated
transportation and land use projection models at Metro and, 2) test the sensitivity of the
combined process to various levels of feedback and degrees of equilibrium. The information
and reports generated are for national distribution and need to consider issues generic to most
transportation models as well as local concerns.

The major local application at this time will be to improve Region 2040 growth concepts by
increasing the number of computer generated scenarios, providing answers to more of the
expected "what if* questions than would otherwise be possible. This analysis is needed
prior to the commencement of Phase II of the Region 2040 project.

Task 1 described below will be completed by Metro, ODOT and FHWA staff. Task 2 will
be completed by contractors, in conjunction with Metro staff. Tasks 3 and 4 will be
completed by contractors exclusively. )

Tasks

Task 1 Scoping - This task will provide a detailed scope of work for carrying out this
project, including a schedule for completion of all tasks and subtasks. The issues to be
addressed will be identified in detail and will include, but not be limited to: 1) feedback
between assignment and mode choice; 2) assighment and distribution; and 3) assignment and
land use. Types of testing to be done will be identified such as highly constrained and
unconstrained networks. The scope of work will also include cost estimates and the level of
effort needed for each task. Approximately $15,000 has been allocated for this task.

Task 2 Existing Model Improvements - This task will include the development of a tightly
integrated procedure which links Metro’s transportation network model (EMME/2) with its
spatial interaction model (DRAM/EMPAL). The objective will be to reconcile different

zone/scale requirements of each process and to create enough speed for practical sensitivity
analysis.

Task 3 New Procedure Development/Computer Runs - Task 3 will develop test objectives,
procedures, and evaluation measures for model tests identified in task 1. Measures will
include changes in at least the following: VMT, VHT, PMT and PHT. Model test runs will
also be completed within this task.

Task 4 Draft Report - A draft report will be included within this task. Copies of the draft
report will be provided to FHWA, ODOT and Metro. This task schedule will include



adequate time for responses to the draft.

1

Task 5§ Final Report - This task will include responding to comments about the draft report
and completing and delivering the final report.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

*

FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING AN

) RESOLUTION NO. 92-1670
AMENDMENT TO THE 1993 UNIFIED WORK )

)

)

PROGRAM TO PROVIDE FOR TRANSPORTATION

Introduced by
AND LAND USE MODELING IMPROVEMENTS

Councilor Richard Devlin

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Service District approved
Resolution No. 92-1575, which approved the Fiscal Year 1993
Unified Work Program; and

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Service District approved the FY
1991-1992 Budget which provided for Region 2040, Phase I and also
approved Resolution No. 91-1530, which provided for a wprk pro-
gram for Region 2040, Phase I; and
| WHEREAS, The Region 2040 work plan anticipated modeling only
one Region 2040 concept; and

WHEREAS, It is the conclusion of TPAC and JPACT that model-
ing three Region 2040 concepts, instead of the original work task
to model only a "Reference Case," would substantially and matef-
ially improve the understanding of regional growth alternatives
and the differences between them; and

WHEREAS, The amendment of the Unified Work Program and the
completion of the proposed scope of work would allow for improved
modeling capability; now, therefore

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the FY 1993 Unified Work Plan is amended as indicated
on Attachment "A."

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service District

this day of , 1992,

Jim Gardner, Presiding Officer



FULL FUNDING GRANT AGREEHENT NEGOTIATIONS

Tri-Met and the Federal Transit Administration continued
their FFGA negotiations in Portland on Thursday, September
4. The basis of these negotiations was the draft FFGA
provided to Tri-Met by the FTA on August 20, 1992 and the
recommended changes submitted to the FTA by Tri-Met on
August 28, 1992. The Aaugust 20, 1992 draft had previously
incorporated many of the concepts that have been under
discussion for months.

Extensivéénegdtiations between Tri~Met and the FTA also took

place over the phone on Monday (8/31), Tuesday (9/1), and
Wednesday (9/2).

The Tri-Met and FTA negotiating teams completed a "Last
Final Draft" document on 6:30 p.m. on Thursday, September 4.

Below, is a summary of the status of the negotiations as
they relate to the Region‘s objectives.

< i : The FFGA should provide for a federal
share of $515 million of Section 3 funds with a match ratio
of 75% federal/25% local for the LPA to 185th.

Status: Achieved. The FFGA does provide for a
$687,993,333 million Project (hereinafter rounded to $688
mllllon) with federal assistance of $516,754,519 million
(75%-25%) (hereinafter rounded to $516 mllllon) for the LPA
to 185th. The agreement outlines a proposed federal funding
achedule anticipating the receipt of the entire $516 million
within the current authorization.The total Project cost is
$688 million and fthe local share is $172 million.

The FFGA also provxdes for a Construction Sequencing
Plan, the 1mplementat10n of which will be at Tri-Met’s
discretion, to build "interim termini" (Murray/Sunset) in
the event that federal appropriations fall short of our
expectations. ‘The phrase "MOS" is not mentioned.

Objicctiwve: The FFGA provides for amendment of the
agreemant for the Hillsboro Extension subject only to

omplxance with applicable environmental laws and the
gelection of the Preferred Alternative. '

Status: Partially achieved. Section 7B of the FFGA
does provide for an amendment for the Hillsboro extension
subject to the satisfaction of federal "requirements" and
congress making funds available for the Project.



Page 2

The issues that were not resolved in the agreement are:
(1)Is the 1/3-1/3-1/3 funding plan for the Hillsboro
Extension adequately secured. The FTA did not want to
include any reference to the funding plan in the FFGA
because of "NEPAY concernsg; they take the position that
Attachment 6 to the FFGA fully protects Hillsboro. Tri-
Met’s position is that the funding plan should be
acknowledged in the FFGA or the Grant Award letter; (2) Is
Hillsboro exempt for the '"new starts" criteria by virtue of
the Interrelated Project prOV1$10n of the ISTEA? - FTA says
no; Tri-Met believes that it is; (3) Does a Congressional
tgarmark" make the issue of the "new starts" criteria moot
because the Project is mandated by Congress? FTA’s chief
legal counsel says ''yesY; Tri-Met says “yes". The issue,
then, is where should this be memorialized? FTA says
Ygide letter"; Tri-Met would accept a side letter uf_would
strongly prefer a reference in the Recitals to “Interrelated
Projects”.; (4) Will a Technical Corrections bill exemptlng
Hillsborco from the "new starts" criteria make this issue
moot; Yes, but it is a timing issue

These four issues were not resolved during the FFGA
negotiations and will not be addressed in the agreement.

3 i~r « The use of STP and Section 9 funds does
pot diminish the $516 million Section 3 authorization. That
ig, to the extent that actual appropriations are less than
the $516 million authorized (or any other federal monies
authorized during the ISTEA) and if Tri-Met advances STP or
Section 9 funds, Tri-Met wants to "recapture" the authorized

Section 3 funds and apply them to Hillsboro or the deferred
alements.

Statug: Achieved. See Attachment 6 to the FFGA.

[o- & wi | - The FPGA will provide for amendment for
the "Deferred Items" in the event of cost savinge or
additional appropriations and will allow Tri-Met to
construct such elements and be reimbursed.

:+ Achieved. Section 7A of the FFGA provides for
amendment to the FFGA for the deferred items in the event of
cost savings or additional appropriations. Attachment 10
and the internal LONP contained in Section 10 of the FFGA
permnit Tri-Met, with the c¢oncurrence of the FTA, to
construct the deferred itemse and to be reimbursed, subject
to the availability of funds at the end of this
authorization.



Page 3

Objective - The FFGA will permit Tri-Met to purchase either
low floor cars or high floor LRVs, depending upon cost.

i Status: Achieved. Attachment 2 to the FFGA entitled
"project Description" authorizes Tri~Met to purchase either
29 low floor IRVs or 29 high floor LRVs.

Oy jective - CAPRA is $25 million.

Status: Achieved.

¢

Ob-jectixwe - Interim financing costs are an
eligible project expense.

Status: Adhieved.

Ol jectiwve - No additional environmental work, if
the LPA to 185th is built in accordance with the FEIS.

Status: Achieved.
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: (ﬁ“wﬁv{' SCHEDULE OF FTA FUNDS FOR THE PROJECT
A . X .
@Qﬁ The Intermo Surface Transportation Efficency Act of 1991 (ISTEA)

authorizes §$51 illion Section 3 new start funds for the Westside

Light Rail Project~_ If these funds are appropriated within the
time period of the authorization, the fund flow schedule would be
as follows: o
Table I . '

FY Amount (Section 3) 4

92 $-34,310600 FIY 205, 0® W v

83 $ 64,500,000
| S4 $104,000,000.

95 $104,000,000

96 $108,000,000 . .

97 g $120,190,000 F 121, 1490,0° Ll T

% 515, 445,000 L W

TOTAL : -$515,6665060

——

: FTA and Tri-Met recognize that, due to national budgetary

¢ considerations, funds may not be appropriated at the rate f
indicated on Table I. In that event, Tri-Met will add Surface tXW
Transportation Project (STP) funds and Sections 9 funds to the 7
project between 1994 - 1996 in the total amount of $66 million.
The addition of these STP and Section 9 funds would not iaefease{}m§36

. the total obligation of the FTA to the project. Table II reflects

i a modified fund flow with the addition of STP and Section 9

: funds with a $50 million rate of Federal funds. Table III

reflects a $70 million rate of flow of Federal funds.

Table II %\Y4,305,°% U’%

FY . AmoqﬁE(Section 3) Amount (STP/Sec 9) *
92 \$I43T05000
93 ' $50,000,000
94 $50,000,000 . $22,000,000
95 $50, 000,000 $22,000,000
96 $50,000,000 $22,000,000
97 $50,000,000
98 $50,000,000
99 $50,000,000
2000 $50,000,000 _
2001 $50,000,000
2002 $50,000, 000 9 el
2003 —%F——fﬁﬁhfﬁﬁk%gfhgm\
TOTAL $515 000,000 $66,000,000
%?§i§,QQS,ooo

L
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FY Amount (Section 3) Amount (STP/Sect. 9)«*
92 $ 7 ’
93 $64,500,000
94 $70,000,000 $22,000, 000
95 $70, 000,000 $22,000, 000
96 ' $70,000, 000 $22,000, 000

97 $70,000,000 |
98 $70,000,000 &
99: $70,000,000, by “ywO

2000 —516,3190-000 313

TOTAL $Ei5T000,008 $66,000,000
1515, 445,000 - UG

% L ‘rc the exkent Yhet TR\'M@T':CGMMITS sven gTP'g(’"“A/“K Sech"'ﬂq Fonds fothe Pocic.

- J
T"‘) : o LFuA yw 15,905,060 . LFU vy
' 4\{«‘.‘1‘1& and Tri-Met agree that'if%; when the entireﬁg-Sl'—S‘—‘g'-iJ.-;iqn of

Section 3 Federal assistance contemplated by this greement is
appropriated and made available for the Westside project, such
'.fupon agreement of FTA and Tri-Met, may be used for any

i e transit project in the then adopted Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP).



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING
TRI-MET'S FINANCING PLAN FOR THE
WESTSIDE LIGHT RAIL PROJECT Introduced by

) RESOLUTION NO. 92-1680

)
WHICH INCLUDES ADVANCING THE ) Councilor Richard Devlin

)

)

)

REGION'S HILLSBORO EXTENSION
ALLLOCATED FUNDS TO THE 185TH
PROJECT

WHEREAS, By Resolution No. 89-1035, an overall funding
approach for the Westside Corridor Light Rail project (Project)
was established based upon 75 percent federal shafe and one-half
the local match from the region and one-half from the state; and

WHEREAS, By Resolution No. 90-1300, the region's share of
local match was identified through Tri-Met General Obligation
bonds and Regional Compact funds; and

WHEREAS, By Resolution No. 92-1646, the region committed $15
million of Tri-Met's General Obligation bond proceeds allocated
for the Portland/Clackamas extension for use as CAPRA for the
Projéct; and

WHEREAS, The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act (ISTEA) of 1991 provided a $515 million commitment toward a
Full-Funding Grant Agreement (FFGA) during the next six-year
period; and

WHEREAS, By Resolution No. 92-1598, an overall funding
approach for the Hillsboro Extension was established based upon
one-third federal Section 3 share, one-third state/regional
share, and one-third federal Surface Transportation funds

("flexible funds") and Section 9 funds share; and

WHEREAS, Federal appropriations may not be available to meet



the construction schedule of the Project; and

WHEREAS, The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) requires
Tri-Met to demonstrate its ability to build the Project in the
event federal appropriations are forthcoming at a rate slower
than needed to meet the Project construction schedule; and

WHEREAS, Tri-Met developed a financing plan to meet FTA
requirements which requires all local and state funds currently
allocated for the Hillsboro and Portland/Clackamas extensions
including flexible funds to be advanced to the Project, used as
CAPRA or used for interim borrowing support for the Project; and

WHEREAS, FTA will sign an FFGA pledging $516 million (a 75
percent share) for the Westside project to 185th Avenue, said
FFGA including a prdvision to amend its terms to include the
extension of the Project to downtown Hillsboro; and

WHEREAS, The FFGA recognizes that, to the extent that
flexible funds are committed to the Project due to slower federal
funds appropriation than set forth in the FFGA, the Section 3
federal assistance contemplated in the FFGA may be used for any
federally eligible transit project in the then adopted
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), including the Hillsboro
Extension; and

WHEREAS, It is necessary to finalize the Westside Light Rail
financing plan in order to receive federal funds under the FFGA
between Tri-Met and FTA; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

That the Council of the Metropolitan Service District:

1. Endorses the financing plan submitted by Tri-Met that



provides that flexible funds allocated for the Hillsboro
Extension by Resolution No. 92-1598 will be advanced to the
Westside project in the event that reduced annual federal
appropriations of Section 3 funds warrant their use. The

specific funds committed will be as follows:

. $22 million from Regional flexible funds;
. $22 million from ODOT flexible funds; and
. $22 million from Tri-Met Section 9 funds.

2. That, in the event Tri-Met is required to use flexible
funds and Section 9 funds because the appropriation of federal
Section 3 funds falls short of those contemplated in the FFGA,
when said Section 3 funds are made available, they shall be used
for any federally eligible transit project in the then adopted
TIP and they shall be reserved for the Hillsboro Extension
subject to completion of EIS requirements.

3. That the advance of flexible funds and Section 9 funds
from the Hillsboro Extension to the Westside Project is subject
to assurances from the Federal Transit Administration that the
'Hillsboro Extension remains eligible for the benefits provided by
ISTEA for a new rail start project which is limited to one-third
Section 3 funding and treatment of the Hillsboro Extension as an
"interrelated" project, including:

a. Exemption from New Starts criteria;

b. Expedited federal implementation; and

c. Treatment of the Hillsboro Project as an amended

Westside Corridor Project from downtown Portland to

downtown Hillsboro with an integrated financing plan



and a single project cost-effectiveness rating.

4. Any advance of local and state non-federal funds for
cash flow purposes, including the $30 million from Tri-Met
General Obligation bond proceeds currently allocated to the
Hillsboro Extension, is subject to repayment with interest

through future federal appropriations for the Project.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service

District this day of , 1992,

Jim Gardner, Presiding Officer

AC:1mk
92-1680.RES
9-16-92
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Dear Brianx

thank you for suggesting that we put on paper our intentions to
paint the final strokes on the Waesteide Full Funding Grant
Agreement. I know from your agsurances over the phone that we
are close to making both sides vary happy with an excellent
project agreement.

The 4nitialing of the f£inal draft of the FFGA by Trl-Met and
federa) Transit officiale is a welcome accomplishment. All those
involved in the negotiations are to be commended for thelr
efforts to econcluda this process 5o that construction ¢f the
Nesiside Project can be initiated.

Your pupport, a8 gxpressed in your June 3rd letter Lo Tri-Met,
for the financing plan for the Hillsboro Extension &s developad
by the regional governments has also beaan eancouraging.

This jnnovative plan raducas the section 3 request to 1/3 the
total cost of the extension. It was developad in anticipation of
the assurances oxpressged in your June 3rd letter, These
assurances partain to the exemption of the lillsboro extension
from the new gtart criteria and PTA's expeditlous review of the
projact.. The Environmental Impact Statement (ELIB) ls expected to-

© contain 173, 1/3, 1/3 financing plan and will raflect the
agsurancas you have made.

However, there is concarn remaining ragarding Hillshoro due to
the revised plan in the FFGA. ‘This concern needs to be addregsed
in order for the region to proceed with the EIS, which is
cxpectad to be completed by the end of the year.

It is my understanding that the F¥YOA propogeg té advance S¢P and
section 9 monies as well as local funds from the Hillsboro
extension to the project to S£.W, 185th, if it is determined that

insufficient funds are appropriated to complete the base projedt
by the schaduled Aate. '
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what is neaded is an acknowledgament that 1f and when that action
takas place that the 1/3, 1/3, 1/3 concept for Hillsboro ramains
intact and can be reflectad in the RIS, and that the advancing of
these monies i&s only a temporary altaration in the form of the
financing plan, rather than its substance, in order to
accommodate faderal cash flow shortfalls.

Pleagse conflrm that the assurancés contained in the dJune 3rd
Jatter will still be in force, that thege assurances will still
apply to the Hillsboro extension if monies are advanced, and that
the Hlllsboro extension will proceed through the EIS process on
the basis of the proposed financing plan.

Pleage alse confirm my understanding that future section 3
appropriations that may be provided by Congrect as a
ralmbursement for $TP, Section 9 as well ag local funds may
therefore ba expendad for the Hillgsboro extension, as well as
other eligible transit projact in the region.

sincerely,

Mark O. Hatfiald

U. 5. Senator
MOH/mav



METRO

2000 S.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-3398

Memorandum

503/221-1646
-Date: September 10, 1992
To: JPACT

- From: PCZ;drew C. Cotugno, Planning Director

Re: ISTEA Congestion Pricing'Demonstration Program

Introduction

The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA)
"includes a $25 million grant program for funding up to five
congestion pricing demonstration projects nationwide. As a
result, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) recently sponsored a
symposium on congestion pricing which was attended by several
representatives from transportation planning agencies in Oregon
including the City of Portland, Washington County, ODOT and ,
Metro. The goal of the symposium was for FHWA and FTA to receive
feedback on their proposed rules for solicitation of ISTEA
congestlon pricing pilot pro;ects. FHWA antlclpates that it will
issue final rules and solicit project applications in late
September or early October, 1992.

FHWA and FTA are seeking to fund congestion pricing pilot
projects which have a good chance of successful implementation.
_They see public and political support as critical to a project's
success. Because this concept is fairly new and still largely
theoretical, FHWA and FTA have taken the attitude that these
pilot progects are for "learning, not prov1ng "

Oregon attendees at the congestlon pricing symposium formed an ad
hoc congestion pricing work group, chaired by Metro staff, to
begin a preliminary investigation into the fea51b111ty of
applying to FHWA for qrant funds to conduct a congestion pricing
demonstration program in the Portland region (see Attachment A).
The "“learning, not proving" attitude expressed by FHWA and FTA
provides an ideal framework for completing the "front-end"
development work necessary to conduct a successful demonstration
project. 1In addition, the grant funds provide the opportunity to
obtain the necessary resources.

Why Oregon?
The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) and

the Oregon Transportation Plan call for maximizing the use of the
capacity available on the existing transportation system. ISTEA

reycled Paper
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requires MPOs, in coordination with the state, to develop a
Congestion Management System (CMS) plan which describes actions
which will be taken to ensure the maximum utilization of the
existing roadway capacity. There are a variety of measures which
might be considered for inclusion in a CMS plan, including
flextime, transit improvements, HOV lanes and congestion pricing.

The OTP includes several references to pricing programs that
charge road users commensurately with the total costs of
operations and improvements. Such programs may include: highway
tolls, road access pricing and peak period highway pricing.

These marginal pricing concepts are presented in the OTP among
potential actions which could be taken to address numerous
objectives for the highway system. '

The State Transportation Planning Rule 12 mandates a 20 percent
reduction in per capita VMT by the year 2010. Congestion
pricing, because of its potential for reducing trips and/or
shifting people to alternate modes, is and will likely be
considered as a strategy to help achieve Rule 12.

In addition, the Governor's Task Force on Vehicle Emission
Reductions is considering the potential benefits and costs of
"congestion pricing" as a strategy to improve air quality by
reducing VMT and vehicle trips in the Portland region.

Background

Congestion pricing is the application of user surcharges on
congested highway facilities during peak periods. 1Its goal is to
relieve congestion by discouraging some trips and shifting others
to alternate destinations, times or modes of travel.

Until recently, congestion pricing has been largely an academic
concept with limited real world applications. This is evidenced
by the fact that there are no large-scale, existing congestion
pricing programs in the world, with the exception of Singapore
(Singapore has a cordon pricing scheme which charges vehicles to
enter the CBD). A similar cordon scheme is used in Norway;
however, it is oriented to revenue generation rather than
congestion reduction.

However, several regions in this country have existing toll
facilities (bridges, tunnels and roadways) which are good
candidates for the implementation of peak period pricing. The
introduction of advanced technology toll collection systems such
as AVI (automated vehicle identification) is successfully in use
today on several such facilities. For example, the Oklahoma
Turnpike uses a system with an encoded card which is read by
electronic sensors located on highway signs and overpasses.
Oregon has been using AVI for several years to implement its
weight-mile taxes on trucks. The AVI technology can be modified
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to vary fees based on time of day, level of congestion and
vehicle occupancy.

Demonstration Program Process

Oregon's grant application to FHWA will emphasize the need to
conduct a thorough "demonstration" to fully evaluate the merits
of congestion pricing as a TDM strategy. Because it is just as
plausible that the demonstration may show negative benefits as
well, a "decision point" will be built into the process so that
after the development work is completed, a "go, no go" decision
for implementation can be made. The following process is
proposed:

Development Phase (two years)

First, the grant funds will be used to conduct the necessary
development work and pre-planning to effectively recommend a
pilot project. The development phase will include data
collection and evaluation, state and local jurisdiction
coordination, an effective public/ private information
campaign aimed at educating the public and gaining support
for the demonstration project, and the development and
analysis of alternative congestion pricing concepts. This
phase will require up to two years to complete.

Decision Point

The grant application will include a request for a "decision
phase" prior to implementation. At this time, based on an
assessment of the development work, a decision for continua-
tion or termination can be made.

Implementation Phase

The implementation phase will focus on implementing a pre-
ferred "congestion pricing" demonstration program in the
Portland region. The development phase will identify the
type and location of demonstration project for this region.
This phase will also develop appropriate project monitoring,
evaluation and feedback mechanisms in order to learn as much
as possible about all elements of the project.

Public Involvement

Throughout the various phases of the demonstration proposal,
an active public involvement process will be integrated into
the work scope.
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Scope

It is recommended that the demonstration proposal be geographi-
cally narrow in scope rather than broad based. This is because
it is important that the public learn the potential benefits (and
costs) of a congestion pricing scheme; otherwise, their accep-
tance will be questionable. For this reason, fixing a known
problem and using the revenues in an affected corridor may be
better than a regionwide "shotgun approach." The ad hoc group
discussed several potential locational situations and approaches
that might meet this criteria and may benefit from a congestion
pricing demonstration project. Examples are:

. Project on arterial/collector streets to manage overflow on
neighborhoods :

. Project on an existing freeway to pay for high-capacity
transit in the same corridor

. Parking fees to manage business impact on neighborhood
traffic

. Pricing based on miles traveled versus the use of a "cordon
line"

. Use of a phase-in approach. This can be accomplished by
targeting one corridor or facility initially. Then as travel
patterns and behavior adjust to the pricing scheme, addi-
tional corridors or facilities can be brought under the
pricing mechanism.

Based on concerns surfacing in other areas of the country, what
principles should be followed to help ensure success of a
congestion pricing demonstration program in Portland?

Implementation Issues

+  Program Objectives - A congestion pricing program could have
multiple objectives such as: reducing congestion, improving
air quality, raising revenues for transportation in general
on a particular facility, mode shift or elimination of
unnecessary trips. The program purpose, goals and benefits
must be clearly understood by the legislature, public and
local jurisdictions.

. Equity - The issue of who pays and who benefits is a critical
one in considering the implementation of a congestion pricing
scheme. Will lower income groups pay an inordinate share of
the cost of a pricing program through decreased mobility and
decreased employment opportunities? If so, what needs to be
done to eliminate the inequity? The project should provide
equity among the various income groups in the region as well
as the business community that uses the affected roadways.

. Use of Revenues - Revenues collected through a pricing
program could be used to improve corridor roadway facilities
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and/or to pay for pricing system operations. Legal questions
remain concerning whether or not revenues could be used to
fund alternative transportation, or whether they are dedi-
cated to the Highway Trust Fund under Oregon's Constitution.

. Public Acceptance - A pricing program needs to have public
support in order to succeed. Without public support,
enforcement will be a problem and the political will to
successfully implement a program will not exist.

. Alternatives - Adequate transportation alternatives must be
available (i.e., transit and rideshare) along with incentives
for HOV use.

. Neighborhood Infiltration - Any corridor recommendation must
not divert traffic onto neighborhood streets.

. Enforcement ~ The program must be enforceable while providing
for basic privacy rights of drivers.

. Program Evaluation - An effective evaluation and monitoring
program must be part of the proposed demonstration project.

A more complete listing of recommended principles for conducting
a successful congestion pricing pilot program for this region is
included in Attachment B. Attachment C contains specific ques-
tions which will be answered during the development phase of the
program leading to the decision point.

Application Process

FHWA and FTA are expected to issue a final rule and solicit
demonstration projects by early October. Submittals are antici-
pated to be due by the end of the year. Any process for sub-
mitting a grant application to FHWA will involve Metro acting as
the lead agency to begin discussions with the region's policy
groups and elected officials about potential benefits, costs, and
issues related to congestion pricing. In addition, the following
list identifies groups to be brought into the process. If a
decision to apply for a grant is made, their endorsements would
be sought.

DEQ and the Governor's Task Force on Vehicle Emissions
Tri-Met

The Growth Council

DOE

Transportation 2000

Road Finance Group

Other interested groups (i.e., 1000 Friends, Oregon
Environmental Council, Oregon Trucking Association and the
Automobile Association (AAA))
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The process will also be sensitive to bi-state issues and involve
appropriate agencies, policy groups, and elected officials. The
formal application would be forwarded through TPAC and JPACT to
the Metro Council for approval. Actions required in the TIP must
be approved by ODOT. It is intended that affected jurisdictions,
within a corridor proposed for a congestion pricing project,
would provide their endorsements for a congestion pricing demon-
stration program and ultimately become co-applicants to FHWA.

TPAC Discussion

TPAC reviewed this information at its meeting of September 4.

Its recommendation was to have JPACT discuss and provide
direction on the potential pursuit of a congestion pricing
demonstration project for the Portland area. TPAC generally felt
that the issues and questions be further investigated prior to a
decision being made as to whether to pursue a grant.

TPAC recognized the potential controversy inherent in congestion
pricing and thus endorsed the cautious approach and process as
identified in this memorandum. In addition to the political
issues, their concern was whether congestion pricing is appro-
priate for this area and at this time. It was noted that the
economic climate may be inappropriate for congestion pricing
given that the region is heavily involved in a number of trans-
portation financing activities. Included are strategies related
to transit capital and operations and urban arterial funds.

Also, it was felt that other incentive-based programs may be more
effective in meeting regional transportation needs and that
congestion pricing may be more effective as fall-back strategy.
There was also discussion regarding work program and staffing
considerations required to develop issues and apply for the

grant, and ultimately, develop and implement the demonstration
project.

Regarding staffing, Metro can further explore issues and take the
lead in developing the grant. The implication on the work pro-
gram would be an approximate two month delay to the Regional
Transportation Demand Management Study. Work program
requirements for development and implementation would be covered
through the grant.

Despite their concerns, TPAC felt that JPACT should be given the
opportunity to discuss congestion pricing. TPAC also felt that
further investigation of the identified issues is necessary
before any determination of the viability of congestion pricing
for the Portland area can be made.

Next Steps

With JPACT approval, Metro will begin to brief the county
coordinating committees on the topic and continue discussions
with the ad hoc Congestion Pricing Committee, with broader
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.regional representation. 1In addition, work will begin on
evaluating the public's support for conducting a "congestion
pricing" demonstration project in the region. This is a critical
element of the entire process.

To meet the anticipated application deadline, and with regional
approval, Metro and the committee will proceed to develop cri-
teria and evaluate the pilot project proposals. The goal will be
to identify one or two projects for further development and
possible submittal for a congestion pricing pilot project grant.
Metro and the committee will also work to refine the principles
for a Portland area congestion pricing project and expand on the
questions and issues related to such a project (Attachments B and
C). As these issues are addressed, the information will be for-
warded to JPACT for its review. JPACT will also review pilot
project proposals and be responsible for approving a grant
request., o

Action

TPAC and the ad hoc Congestion Pricing Committee are requesting
general JPACT approval to continue investigation of a potential
demonstration proposal consistent with the process identified
with the process identified in this memorandum.

Depending on the nature of the project proposal, there may be
some legislation required from the state. Currently, Oregon
Statutes do not allow the collection of tolls from public
roadways. It is anticipated FHWA and FTA will weigh very
strongly whether an agency has the legal and jurisdictional
authority to implement the project proposal.

MH:RL: 1mk
Attachments



ATTACHMENT A

CONGESTION PRICING AD HOC GROUP

NAME ORGANTZATION PHONE
Mike Hoglund Metro 220-1181
Lavinia Wihtol City of Portland 796-6982
John Cullerton Metro '221-1646, x278
Andy Back Washington County 640-3519
Eric Herst Oregon Trucking Association 289-6888
Kate Deane City of Portland 796-7569
Steve Dotterrer city of Portland 796-7731
Rod Sandoz Clackamas County 650-3272
Ted Spence oDoT 6533216
Ed Pickering Multnomah County 248-5050
Rich Ledbetter Metro 221-1646, x196
Mark Becktel Portland Dept. of Transp. 796-7732
Dave Williams ODOT 653-3119
Andy Cotugno Metro 220~-1152

(Eric Herst of the Oregon Trucking Association was a visitor at
the August 20 meeting of the Committee.



ATTACHMENT B
PRINCIPLES FOR CONGESTION PRICING PILOT
F’roject must have a clear purpose, goals and benefits to users
Public understanding of project purpose, goals and benefits to users
Legislative understanding of project purpose, goais and benefits to users
Use existing citizen involvement structures

‘Build in flexibility - need to be able to make modifications to the projéct as
needed to make project work and address acceptability concerns

Equity among income groups
Equity among the region
Equity to businesses that must use the roadway
Transportation alternatives must be available - i.e. transit and ride share.
Incentives for high occupancy vehicles
Enforceable |
Privacy of drivers insured
Evaluation:

Control testing

Mitigation

Volume

Benefits to users

Technology for tolling roads must be evaluated



ATTACHMENT C

QUESTIONS REGARDING CONGESTlON PRICING

General Questions

Sponsorship/Lead Entity of Pllot Apphcatlon

Source of match

Toll Road and Parking Fees

L]

Pros & Cons - Tolls vs. Parking Solution
Winners & losers - ldentify.

Impact on out of area drivers:
- How does the project affect tounsm‘?
- How will out of area drivers (tourists and other visitors) pay?

‘Impact on neighborhoods - Is traffic shifted into neighborhoods?

Impact on smaller roads - How much ftraffic is shifted onto non-toll roads?

Two control projects: implement a project that has some similar conditions
such as availability of transit but that has enough different factors to provide
a good comparison about the conditions needed to make congestion pricing
work.

" Impact on radial suburb/CBD vs. suburb/suburb

Tolls during peak or all day

Amount charged & basis - i.e. should rates be based on: true cost of
congestion or change of behavior or revenue needed to fund transit.

How to implement - one toll or every mile

Revenue use
- Compensation of those adversely affected by congestnon pricing?
- Transit capital and operations?
- Highway improvements - general vs. congestion related like HOV
lanes?
- Demand management programs?
- Pedestrian and bicycle improvements?
- Land use planning?

Administration - collection of tolls and distribution of revenue

Where should toll go: new arterials or lane expansion or existing facility;
hlghways or collectors?

Specific initiation - time limited rather than continuing.



Project Configuration

. Can project be construction mitigation?
. Tolling the smaller streets less on the Sunset
. Toll that matches transit service

Additional questions/concerns:

. Legality:
: - Use of revenue for non-road purposes.
. Double taxation
. Amount of congestion needed to qualify for a project: communities with

severe congestion problems vs. communities who want to prevent congestion.

. What items will be available for funding?



MEIRO

2000 S.W. First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398
503/221-1646

Memorandum

Date: September 8, 1992
To: JPACT _
From:%ékhdrew C. Cotugno, Plannihg‘Diréctor

Re: Update on Governor's Task Force on Vehicle
Emissions in the Portland Area

Staff will provide an update at the September 17 meeting’
regardlng recent and upcoming activities regardlng the
Governor's Task Force on Vehicle Emissions in the Portland
Metropolitan Area. Attached for your review prior to the
meeting are the following two items.

1. A summary of tables as presented to the Task Force at
their August 26 meeting. . Tables 3.4 and 3.5 have been
presented to JPACT prev1ously and prov1de an absolute
measure of effectiveness for the various emission
reduction strategies relative to hydrocarbons and
nitrogen oxides, respectively. Tables 4.1 and 4.2
provide a modified cost-effectiveness measure .for each
strategy. Numbers in parenthesis show a net societal
benefit. ' Tables 4.1 and 4.2 assume a value of time of
$4/peak hour and $2/off-peak hour. Attachments A-1
and A-2 assume a value of time of $6/peak hour and
$4/off-peak hour. The value-of-time assumption is
important, since when the value is lower, the cost of
using a slower, alternative mode is higher. Thus,
time-sensitive strategies are less effective given a
higher value of time.

Table 5.1 identifies four proposed packages for the
Task Force to consider for meeting emission reduction
targets of 44 percent for hydrocarbons and 25 percent
for nitrogen oxides. Packages 1 and 2 include ex-
tensive pricing strategies, but return positive
benefits to society. Packages 3 and 4 are primarily
technological (i.e., cleaner vehicles and fuels), but
have a net cost to society. Table 5.1 time values
range from $0 to $6/peak and $4/off-peak. Table 5.2
summarizes the specific costs and benefits identified
in Table 5.1.

cled Paper
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2. A copy of a letter dated September 3, 1992 from DEQ to

the Task Force which includes a DEQ interpretation of

- whether certain strategies are "approvable" by the

~ Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as part of the

- region's air quality strategy. According to the EPA,
California Reformulated Fuels is only an acceptable
strategy "if no other measure would bring about timely
attainment, or if other measures exist and are tech-
nically possible to implement, but are unreasonable or
impracticable." DEQ has concluded that the other
strategies provide a reasonable and practicable alter-.
native. :

DEQ has also concluded that emission reductions from
two-cycle outboard motors do not provide much promise

. and that the Task Force not consider regulatory strat-
egies for this class of engine.

The DEQ letter also notes that the Task Force is
scheduled to meet September 22, all day if necessary,
to finalize their recommendations for submittal to
appropriate legislative interim committees. The Task
Force recommendations will be reviewed by JPACT in
October.

ACC:MH: 1mk
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TABLE 3.

'MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSION REDUCTION STRATEGY ANALYSIS FOR THE PORTLAND AREA: PERCENT CHANGE FROM 2010 BASE CASE ~4

SCENARIO: 2.2%/YR VMT GROWTH, COMMITTED NETWORK 28-Aug-92
INDIVIDUAL STRATEGY ANALYSIS RESULTS . SORT ORDER: HYDROCARBON EMISSION REDUCTION POTENTIAL
TR WHO OS] E m NOR-AUTO
ETRATEGY FREQ PURPOSE [PAYS FEE LEVEL INCENTIVES ~2 HC o% VMT TRIPS | SHARE ~3| ENERGY l
T OENULATED GASOLINE, CA FHASETL AL VS AN AT 2 %[ NA. o EL -15 - . B 3 T4}
REFORMULATED GASOLINE, FED PHASE Il {ONGOING{ALL USER $0.08-0.20/GAL NA 20.6% -5, -10.14 1% -1.2% 0.5% ? 4l
ENHANCED UM PURGE & TRANSIENT ONGOING |ALL __Juser TEST/REPARCOST - INA -17.5% -9.0% - -6.0% o, 0.0% 0.04 0.6%
VMT/SMOG TAX ONGOING [ALL . USER $0.07/MILE AVG USEDAUNUSED ~8| -14.8/4.6%1 -145/53%] +17.3/-50% | -9.6/-1.0% -8.4/-1.3% 7.0/0.5% | -11.4/-3.0%
" IREFORMULATED GASOUNE, FED PHASE | __ [ONGOING [ALL USER $0.04-0.11/GAL NA -10.4% 0.7% .74 0.6 0.7% 0.3% 74
PARKING FEE ONGOING JNONWORK JUSER - $0.80/SPACEMR USED/UNUSED | -0.9/84%1 -8.3/8.7%]| ~ 0.0/-50%] 8.0/57%] -13.3/8.0%] 9.5/14% | 8.0/-5.7%
CAUFORNIA LEV PROGRAM ONGOING [ALL USER VEHICLECOST - NA . 0.6 22, -8.2% 0.0% 0.0 0.0% 774
PARKING FEE ONGOING {WORK USER S6/SPACE/DAY USEDAUINUSED D2/43%] -83-30%) -109-80%1 .7.7/36% 8.1/-2.9% 4.4/1.2% | -7.5/-0.8%
[CONGESTION PRICING " JONGOING JALL USER $0.30/MILE USED/UNUSED -8.8/68%( -7.8/81%| -10.2/-86% | -7.1/4.7% -5.7/-3.7% 39M.8% | 74/-4.7%
ENHANCED /M PRESSURE TEST ONGOING [ALL USER TEST/REPAIRCOST___[NA : 8.2% 0. 00" - 0.0% 0.0 0.0 D.9%
ADD-ON TO FUEL TAX ONGOING | ALL USER $1,50/GALLON UNUSABLE 819 -7.6% -8.3% -7.2% -8.9% EXE? -44,6%
DFF-ROAD VEHICLE EMISSION STDS ~ 8 ONGOING JALL USER VEHICLE COST NA 75% 0 -9.4% 6.0 0.0% 0.04 74
DEF-ROAD VEHICLE TAX CREDIT ~8 ONGOING | ALL TAX-PAYER _|LOST TAXES NA - 759 [y -8.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.04 7 ~e
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE -~ |ONETIME JALL DEVELOPER |SERVICE COST USED . 5.4% B.4% -8.6% -8,0% -8.6% 5.9% -5.0%
LAND USE ~7 ONE TIME JALL DEVELOPER ] SERVICE COST . |USED -8.4 544 -6.6% -5.04 -6.8 5.8% -5.0%
FARKING FEE —|ONGOING [ NONWORK [PROVIDER | $700/SPACENYR USED/AUNUSED e S -5.4/0% -4.7/0% -8.3/0% 7.7/0% 4.7/0%
ARKING FEE ONGOINGIWORK - IPROVIDER _ | $700/SPACE/YR USED/UNUSED -5.8/0% -8.0/0% 8.7/0% -4.5/0% -3.7/0% 3.9/0% -4.5/0%
ARKING FEE . ONE TIME [NONWORK_{PROVIDER __ {$13,000/8PACE USED/UNUSED 4.3/0% 13.5/0% -3.6/0% -3.3/0% -8.0/0% 5.5/0% 3.3/0%
PAY-AS-YOU-DRIVE INSURANCE ONGOING JALL USER $0.45/QALLON UNUSABLE _ 239 3.1% -3.4 3.0% -3.4% 1.3% 19.5%
. ONE TIME | NONWORK _|NA NA NA 2,7% 2.4% -2.5% -2.4%4 3.4 0.6% 2.4
ONE TIME | WORK PAOVIDER  |$13,000/SPACE USEDAUNUSED <1.8/0% | <1.4/0% | -1.8/0% | ~1,2/0% -1.0/0% | 0.8/0% | -1.2/0%'
ONETIME|WORK _ INA NA NA -1.3% .29 -1.5% -1.1% 0.9% 0.4% -1.1%)
MPLOYER TRIP REDUCTION PROGRAM ONGOING [WORK —|EMPLOYER | PROGRAM COST NA .29 -1.1% 1.4% .0 . .09 0.4% 1.0%|
|RTP ROAD AND TRANSIT NETWORK ~8 NA ALL NA NETWORK COST NA . 0.8 0.0% -1.6% 0.8 03% 0.19d 0.6%!
{EDUCATION ~9 ONGOING | ALL NA PROGRAM COST [NA -1 -1 -1 - - | ~

NOTES:

1. ANALYSIS BASED ON THE BEST AVAILABLE INFORMATION ON THE PREDICTED IMPACTS OF THE STRATEGIES. THE RESULTS FOR THE INDIVIDUAL STRATEGIES ARE NOT ALWAYS ADDITIVE.
FOR STRATEGIES WITH A RANGE OF FEES, ONLY THE HIGH FEE LEVEL WAS ANALYSED, THE TABLE SHOWS THE EFFECT OF STRATEGIES APPLIED TO THE 2010 BASE SCENARIO.

2. FOR STRATEGIES THAT GENERATE REVENUE, THE TABLE INDICATES PERCENT CHANGES WITH AND WITHOUT USE OF THE REVENUE FOR TRANSPORTATION INCENTIVE PROGRAMS.
3. NON-AUTO SHARE INCLUDES TRANSIT, WALK AND BICYCLE. 1T 13 EXPRESSED AS AN ABSOLUTE CHANGE FROM THE 10.1% SHARE IN THE 2010 BASE CASE. TRANSIT ACCOUNTS FOR 2.9%

OF THE 10.1% NON-AUTO SHARE IN THE 2010 BASE CASE. TRI-MET'S STRATEGIC PLAN WOULD INCREASE TH!S TO 8.4% TRANSIT SHARE. THUS, A 5.5% ABSOLUTE INCREASE IN NON-AUTO
SHARE (EQUAL TO 15.6% TOTAL NON-AUTO SHARE) WOULD ACHIEVE TRI-MET'S STRATEGIC PLAN, ASSUMING WALK AND BICYCLE TRIPS DO NOT INGREASE.

4. ENERGY USE IMPACT 1S UNCLEAR DUE TO POSSIBLE MIGHER ENERGY USE AT THE REFINERY FOR REFORMULATED FUELS AND POSSIBLE FUEL ECONOMY LOSS FOR THE LEV AND OFF-ROAD PROGRAMS.

5, REVENUE FROM THIS FEE MAY BE UNUSABLE FOR TRANSIT PENDING AN OREGON SUPREME COURT DECISION.
8. EMISSION REDUCTIONS ARE EXPRESSED AS AN EQUIVALENT REDUCTION OF ON-ROAD VEHICLE EMISSIONS.

7. ONLY APPLICABLE (F A PRIC!NG STRATEQY BUCH AS THE IMPACT FEE OR PAI‘-'IKING FEE IS IMPLEMENTED.

eLL-€ aﬁed

8. THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN {RTPF) WAS NOT DESIGNED AS AN AIR QUALITY STRATEQY, BUT AS A COMPREHENSIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN TO ACHIEVE MOBILITY AND
ACCESSIBILITY, THE ATP WILL NEED TO BE REVISED TO INCORPORATE THE MAINTENANCE PLAN, SIP CONFORMITY, THE LCDC TRANSPORTATION PLANNING RULE AND REGION 2040,

8. EMISSION AND TRAVEL REDUCTIONS NOT QUANTIFIASLE, BUT EDUCATION COULD BE MIGHLY IMPORTANT IN ENSURING FULL SUCCESS OF OTHER STRATEGIES.

25-Aug-92 . GOVERNOR'S TASK FORCE ON MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSION AEDUCTIONS 1N THE PORTLAND AREA



TABLE 3.5

MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSION REDUCTION STRATEGY ANALYS!S FOR THE PORTLAND AREA: PERCENT CHANGE FROM 2010 BASE CASE 1

SCENARIO: 2.2%/YR VMT GROWTH, COMMITTED NETWORK 25-Aug-62
INDIVIDUAL STRATEGY ANALYSIS RESULTS SORT ORDEA: NITROGEN OXIDES EMISSION REDUCTION POTENTIAL
TAF WHO o1 ERISSIONS T RO NONAGTO
TRATEGY FREQ PURPOSE  IPAYS FEE LEVEL INCENTIVES "2 HC NOx COoj . vn% TRIPS SHARE ~0 ENEHGY‘\
TN AL USER VERICLE COoT 500 R 5 5. 3 5054 L}
REFORMULATED GASOLINE, CA PHASE 1 ONGOING JALL USER $0.14-0.28/GAL NA__ -23.1% -15.4% -13.5% 1.5 1,79 0.7% 774
i ONGOING FALL USER SOO7MILEAVG "AVG USED/UNUSED ~8| -14.0/-46%t -148.53% -17.3/-50%] -9.6-1.0% -8.4/-1,3% 7.0/0.5% | -11.4/-3.0%
ONGOING | AUL USER [TESI/MEPAIRCOST _ [NA 475 0.04 -6.04 0.0% 0.0% 0.0 0.6
ONGOING | NONWORK_{USER . | S0.80/SPACE/HA USED/UNUSED | -0.89/8.4% | B.aB.I% ] 0.0/5.5% | B.0/57%| -19.0/8.0% 8.5/1.4% | B.0/57%
ONGOING |WORK USER $S/SPACE/DAY USEDAINUSED 02/-43% | 8.-0.0% | -10.9/5.0% | -7.7/-0.6% -6.1/-2.5% 4.4/1.2% | . -7.5-0.6%
[CONGESTION PRICING ONGOING |ALL USER £0.30/MILE USED/NUSED 8.8/.568% | -7.8/5.1% | -10.2/8.6% | <7.1/47% 5.71-3.7% 3.9/1.8% ) -7.1/-4.7%
LOD-ON TO FUEL TAX ONGOING | ALL USER $1.50/GALLON UNUSABLE 819 7.5% .8.9%] .7.4% -8,39 3.1% ~44.6%
REFORMULATED GASOLINE, FED PHASE i ONGOING JALL USER $0,08-0,20/GAL NA -20.6% -8.8% 10,19 -1,1% -4,2% 0.5% TA4)
BEVELGPMENT IMPAGT FEE ONE TIME {ALL DEVELOPER_|SERVICE COBT [USEQ BAR 5.4% X 5.0 569 58 5.0
LAND USE ~7 . ONE TIME JALL DEVELOPER |SERVICE COST USED X -5.4% -8, .5, -8, 5.9 -5.0°
PARKING FEE ONGOING [WORK PROVIDER | STOG/SPACE/YR “JUSEDAINUSED -5.6/0% -£.0/0% —8.7/0% -4.5/0% 370%) - 3.3/0% 4.5/0%
PARKING FEE ONGOING [ NONWORK _[PROVIDER __ {$700/SPACE/YR USED/UNUSED 6.0/0% - -4.9/0% 5.4/0% -4,7/0% -8.3/0% 7.7/0% -4.7/0%
5 ONE TIME [NONWORK_|PROVIDER | $13,000/SPACE USED/UNUSED ~4,3/0% 3.3/0% -3.5/0% -3,3/0% -8.0/0% 5.5/0% 3.3/0%
ONGOING|ALL.__ USER $0.45/GALLON UNUSABLE 3.9% 3,1% 3.4% 23.0% -3.4% 1.3 19,3
ONE TIME [NONWORK_{NA A NA 274 2.4% 2.5 2.4 -3.4% 0.54 2.4
ONE TIME (WORK PROVIOER __[$13,000/SPACE USED/UNUSED -1.5/0% | 1.4/0% | -1.8/0% 1.2/0% -1,0/0% 0.6/0% 1.2/0% ||
ONE TIME JWORK NA NA INA : -1,3% -1.2% -1.8 1,1 -0.8% 0.4% ERE
EMPLOYER TRIP REDUCTION PROGRAM ONGOING JWORK EMPLOYER | PROGRAM COST NA -1.23 4.4% -1.4% -1.0% -8.0% - 0.4% +4.0%
REFORMULATED GASOUNE, FED PHASE | ONGOING JALL USER " 1$0.04-0,11/QAL NA ) -10.4 079 .74 -0.5% -0.7% 0.2% 2”4
ENHANCED ™M PRESSURE TEST ONGOING JALL USER TESI/REPAIRCOST  INA 8.2% 0.0 ~ 0.0 0.0% 0.0 0.6% -0.3%)
ROAD AND TRANSIT NETWORK ~8 NA ALL NA __ NETWORK COST [NA -0,6% 0.0% -1,6% 0.6! -0.3 0.1 0.8%
[OFF-ROAD VEHICLE EMISSION STDS ~6 ONGOING |ALL USER VEHICLE COST NA i -7.5% 0.0% -0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0 7274
EFF-HOAD VEHICLE TAX CREDIT 8 ONGOINGIALL . [TAX-PAYER [LOSTTAXES NA 7.5% 0.0% -9.4% 0.0% — 0.0% 0,0% ? ~4
DUCATION ~9 ONGOING | ALL NA PROGRAM,COST NA . - | - - - - -

NOTES:

1. ANALYS!S BASED ON THE BEST AVAILABLE INFORMATION ON THE PREDICTED IMPACTS OF THE STRATEGIES. THE RESULTS FOR THE INDIVIDUAL STRATEGIES ARE NOT ALWAYS ADDITIVE.
FOR STRATEGIES WITH A RANGE OF FEES, ONLY THE HIGH FEE LEVEL WAS ANALYSED. THE TABLE SHOWS THE EFFECT OF STRATEGIES APPLIED TO THE 2010 BASE SCENARIO.

2. FOR STRATEGIES THAT GENERATE REVENUE, THE TABLE INDICATES PEACENT CHANGES WITH AND WITHOUT USE OF THE REVENUE FOR TRANSPORTATION INCENTIVE PROGRAMS.

3, NON-AUTO SHARE INCLUDES TRANSIT, WALK AND BICYGCLE. [T IS EXPRESSED AS AN ABSOLUTE CHANGE FROM THE 10.1% SHARE IN THE 2010 BASE CASE. TRANSIT ACCOUNTS f'=OR 2.9%
OF THE 10.1% NON-AUTO SHARE iN THE 2010 BASE CASE. TRI-MET'S STRATEGIC PLAN WOULD INCREASE THIS TO 8.4% TRANSIT SHARE, THUS, A 5.5% ABSOLUTE INCREASE IN NON-AUTO
SHARE (EQUAL TO 15.6% TOTAL NON-AUTO SHARE) WOULD ACHIEVE TRI-MET'S STRATEGIC PLAN, ASSUM!NG WALK AND BICYCLE TRIPS DO NOT INCREASE.

4, ENERGY USE IMPACT IS UNCLEAR DUE TO POSSIBLE HIGHER ENERGY USE ATTHE REFINEHY FOR REFORAMULATED FUELS AND POSSIBLE FUEL ECONOMY LOSS FOR THE LEV AND OFF-ROAD PHOGHAMS

)
>3
% 5. REVENUE FROM THIS FEE MAY 8E UNUSABLE FOR TRANSIT PENDING AN ORéGON SUPREME COURT DECISION.
@

8. EMISSION REDUCTIONS ARE EXPRESSED AS AN EQUIVALENT REDUCTION OF ON-ROAD VEHICLE EMISSIONS,

L

g’ 7. ONLY APPLICABLE IF A PRICING STRATEGY SUCH AS THE IMPACT FEE OR PARKING FEE 13 IMPLEMENTED.

8. THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTF) WAS NOT DESIGNED AS AN AIR QUALITY STRATEQY, BUT AS A COMPREHENSIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN TO ACHIEVE MOBILITY AND
ACCESSIBILITY. THE RTP WILL NEED TO BE REVISED TO INCORPORATE THE MAINTENANCE PLAN, SIP CONFORMITY, THE LCOC TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AULE ANO REGION 2040,

9. EMISSION AND TRAVEL REDUCTIONS NOT QUANTIFIABLE, BUT EDUCATION COULD BE HIGHLY IMPORTANT IN ENSURING FULL SUCCESS OF OTHER STRATEGIES.

28-Aug-92 GOVEANOR'S TASK FORCE ON MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSION REDUCTIONS (N THE PORTLAND AREA



SCENARIO: 2.2%/YR YMT GROWTH, COMMITTED NETWORK

INDIVIDUAL STRATEGY ANALYSIS RESULTS

SORT OADEA: $/TON HC+NOx REDUCED (TOTAL MONETARY PLUS TIME CO STS)

TABLE 4.1

MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSION REDUCTION STRATEGY ANALYS!S FOR THE PORTLAND AREA: PERCENT CHANGE FROM 2010 BASE CASE ~1

25-Aug-92

TIME VALUE: $4/HR PEAK; $2/HR OFF-PEAK

S/TON HG +NOxX REDUCED
Lm TRP WHO cosT/ REVENUE/ EMISSIONS MONETARY
TEGY FREQ PURPOSE  |PAYS FEE LEVEL INCENTIVES ~2 HC NOX CcO VMT [MONETARY ~3{ +TIME ~3
FARKING FATIO ONE TIME | WORK A NA TR T FC TR -1.1% 108, 150,854
PARKING RATIO ONETIME [NONWORK _|NA NA ] NA 27% -2.4% -2.5% 2.4 ($121,518} {§121,053)
ADD-ON TO FUEL TAX ONGOING |ALL USER $1.60/GALLON UNUSABLE -8.1% -7.54 8.3 -7.4% (882,443) (863,509)
EMPLOYER TRIP REDUCTION PHOGF!AM ONGOING |WORK EMPLOYER  |PROGRAM COST NA -1.29 «1.4% -1.4% -1.04 ($24,474) (869,623)
PARKING FEE ONGOING [WORK USER . $6/SPACE/DAY USED/UNUSED 02/-43% |  8339%[ -10950%] -7.7.36% (§35,914) ($61,112)
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE ONE TIME |ALL DEVELOPER |SERVICE COST . USED - 8.4% -5,4% -8,6% -5.0% (549,813) " (845,047)
LAND USE "4 ONE TIME [ALL DEVELOPER [SERVICE COST USED 6,49 -5.4% -6.6% S.0% - (549,813 (845,047)
PARKING FEE ONGOING {WORK PPOVIDER - [$700/SPACE/YR USED/UNUSED +5.8/0% -5.0/10% 8.7/0% -4.5/0% ($21,092) (541,994)
PARKING FEE ONE TIME [WORK PROVIDER __ |$13,000/SPACE USEDAUINUSED -1.5/0% +1.4/0% -1.8/0% 1.2/0% [~ . (621,902)] . (541,853)
ICONGESTION PRICING ONGOING [ALL USERA $0.30/MILE USEC/UNUSED -8,68/-5.6% 78/-51% | -10.28.6%] -7.1/-4.7% $33 (833,889} 1!
IPARKING FEE ONE TIME [NONWORK | PROVIDER  [$13,000/SPACE USED/UNUSED -4.3/0% -3.5/0% -3.8/0% -3.3/0% (656,672) ($23,084)
AY-AS-YOU-DRIVE INSURANCE ONGOING JALL USER 50.45/GALLON UNUSABLE 3.3 3.1% -3.4% -3.0% $2,233 ($9,044)
NHANCED UM PRESSURE TEST (ONGOING [ALL USER TEST/REPAIR COST NA -8.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% $1,700 $1,700
VMT/SMOG TAX ONGOING fALL 'USER $0.07/MILE AVG USED/UNUSED A5 | «14.9/-4.6% | -145.53% -12.2/50% [ -0.6/-1.0% $15,889 $1,723
OFF-ROAD VEMICLE EMISSION STDS ~8 ONGOING |ALL USER VEHICLE COST NA 7.5% 0.0 -0.4%0 0.0% _ $2,000 $2,000 |
IOFF-AOAD VEHICLE TAX CREDIT ~6 ONGOING [ALL TAX-PAYER  |LOST TAXES NA -7.5% 0.0 -9.4% 0.0% $2,000 $2,000
IREFORMULATED GASOLINE, CA PHASE If ONGOING [ALL USER $0.14-0.28/GAL NA -23.1% -15,4% 13.5 -1.5% $3,678 $2,756
NHANCED /M PURGE & TRANSIENT (ONGOING JALL USER |TEST/REPAIR COST NA_ -17.5% -9,0% 8.0% 0.0% $3,300 $3,300
IPARKING FEE ONGOING [NONWORK | USER 1$0.00/SPACEMRA USED/UNUSED -0.9/-8.4% -8.3/57%].  -80/590%[ -8.0/57% (518,562) $3,427
REFORMULATED GASOLINE, FEQ PHASE Il ONGOING [ALL USER $0.08-0.20/GAL NA -20.6% 5, -10.1 1.1 $4,869 $3,922
FEFORMULATED GASOLINE, FED PHASE | ONGOING JALL USER $0.04-0.11/GAL ~INA -10.4% 5.7 2.7% -0.6% $8,284 $4,062
ICALFORNIA LEV PROGRAM ONGOING: JALL USER VEHICLE COST NA -9.8% .22.0%4 -8.2% 0.0 $7,700 $7,700
PARKING FEE i ONGOING |[NONWORK | PROVIDER __ |$700/5PACE/YR USED/UNUSED -8.0/0% | 4.9/0% -5.4/0% -4.7/0% ($212) $32,490
AROAD AND TRANSIT NETWORK ~7 NA ALL NA NETWORK COST NA -0,8% 0.0% -1, 0. $1,749,803 $1,749,803
DUCATION ~8 ONGOING [ALL NA [PROGRAM COST NA -] - -1 < - =

NOTES:

1, ANALYSIS BASED ON THE BEST AVAILABLE INFORMATION ON THE PREDICTED IMPACTS OF THE STRATEGIES. THE RESULTS FOR THE INDVIDUAL STRATEGIES ARE NOT ALWAYS ADDITIVE.
FOR STRATEGIES WITH A RANGE OF FEES, ONLY THE HIGH FEE LEVEL WAS ANALYSED. THE TABLE SHOWS THE EFFECT OF STRATEGIES APPLIED TO THE 2010 BASE SCENARIO,

2. FOR STRATEGIES THAT GENERATE REVENUE, THE TABLE INDICATES PERCENT CHANGES WITH AND WITHOUT USE OF THE REVENUE FOR TRANSPOHTATION !NCENTIVE PROGRAMS, COST PER TON
AND NET COST INFORMATION IS SHOWN WITH USE OF REVENUE ONLY.

3. MONETARY COST INCLUDES FEES, TAXES, TRANSIT COSTS, ROAD COSTS, VEHICLE USE CDSTS. EMPLOYEE BENEFITB AND PARKING SPACE COSTS. TIME COSTS INCLUDE CONGEST!ON AND
ADDED TRAVEL TIME ON TRANSIT, VALUES IN () REPRESENT NEGATIVE COSTS OR NET SAV(NGS. .

ez-i obed

4 ONLY APPLICABLE IF A PRICING STRATEGY SUCH AS THE IMPACT FEE OR PARKING FEE IS IMPLEMENTED,
8, BEVENUE FROM THIS FEE MAY BE UNUSABLE FOR TRANSIT PENDING AN OREGON SUPREME OOUHT DECISION.

8. EMISSION REDUCTIONS ARE EXPRESSED AS AN EQUIVALENT REDUCTION OF ON-ROAD VEHICLE EMISSIONS.

7. THE REGIONAL TRANSPOATATION PLAN (RTP) WAS NOT DESIGNED AS AN AIR QUALITY STRATEQY, BUT AS A COMPREHENSIVE TRAN SPORTATION PLAN TO ACHIEVE MOBILITY AND

ACCESSIBILITY. THE RTP WILL NEED TO 8E REVISED TO INCORPORATE THE MAINTENANCE PLAN, 8P CONFORMITY, THE LCDC TRANSPORTATION PLANNING RULE AND REGION 2040.

8. COST ESTIMATE OF $1 MILLION. BENEFITS NOT QUANTIFIABLE, BUT EDUCATION COULD BE HIGHLY IMPORTANT IN ENSURING FULL 8 UCCESS OF OTHER STRATEQIES.

25-Aug-92

i
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SCENARIO: 2.2%/YR VMT GROWTH, COMMITTED NETWORK

INDVIDUAL STRATEGY ANALYSIS RESULTS

TABLE 4.2

MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSION REDUCTION STRATEGY ANALYS!S FOR THE PORTLAND AREA: PERCENT CHANGE FROM 2010 BASE CASE ~ 1

25-Aug-02

SORT ORDER: $/TON HC4+NOx REDUCED (TOTAL MONETARY PLUS TIME CO 8TS)

TIME VALUE: $4/HR PEAK; $2/HR OFF-PEAK

NET MONEIAHY COST BMM) NET MONETARY + TIME COST (SMV)
TRIP WHO cosT/ REVENUE/ NET NET
ETRATEGY FREQ _ [PUAPOSE _|PAYS FEE LEVEL INCENTIVES ~2 _[HOUSEHOLO|BUSINESS |GOVERNME | SOCIETAL JHOUSEHOLD| BUSINESS [GOVEANMEN | SOCIETAL
FARKING FATIO ONE TIME [WORR. NK K A 5 k2L &5 21 6]
PARKING RATIO ONE TIME|NONWORK NA NA NA sen]  (s91) 1$14) ($138) 1550) ($31) (814) (8126)
ADD-ON TO FUEL TAX ' ONGOING [ALL USER [$1.50/GALLON UNUSABLE 5208 ) {$487) (§282) $167 50 ($487) (5320)
MPLOYER TRIP AEDUGTION PHOGRAM ONGOING | WORK EMPLOYER _| PROGRAM COST NA__ __ (628) $0 $17 59) ($43) 50 817 827)
ARKING FEE ONGOING {WORK USER $6/3PACE/DAY USED/UNUSED §61)  (5143) %21) 5103) ($12) {5143) §21) [5176)
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE ONE TIME JALL DEVELOPER _ISERVICE COST, USED _{$105) $0 {$23) {$128) ($83) $0 {823) (3118)
LAND USE ~ 4 ONE TIME [ALL DEVELOPER | SERVICE COST USED {$105) $0 (523) (5128) (§93) $0 ($23) 8116)
PARKING FEE ONGOING [WORK PROVIDER | §700/SPACE/YR USED/UNUSED (§150)] _ size (514) (538) ($185) $12 s14) §79)
PARKING FEE ONE TIME {WORK PROVIDER_ | $13,000/3PACE USED{UNUSED #42) 38 @5) §10) 51) 338 | &5 (520)
CONGESTION PRICING ONGQOING JALL USER $0.30/MILE USED/UNUSED $22 $0 $0 ($69) $0 ($22) {$81)
ARKING FEE ONE TIME {NONWORK_|PROVIDER | $13,000/0PACE USED/UNUSED §150) 365 12 (598) ($94) 565 $12) (S41)
PAY-AS-YOU-DRIVE INSURANCE ONGOING | ALL USER $0.45/GALLON UNUSASLE §7 $0 $4) s sl %0 —Eal 1§13y
ENHANCED yM PRESSURE TEST ONGOING [ALL USER TEST/REPAIRCOST __ [NA _ . 83 $0 $0 $3 sa 80 %0 83
VHIT/SMOG TAX ONGOING [ALL USER $0.07MILE AVG UBED/UNUSED ~5 $137 50 536) $101 7 0 (838) 511
DFF-HOAD VEHIGLE EMISSION ST0S 8 ONGOING | ALL USER | VEHICLE COST_ NA 4 $0 50 34 54 50 50| 7
OFF-ROAD VEHICLE TAX CREDIT ~6 ONGOING[ALL TAX-PAYER _|LOST TAXES NA ) ) $0 54 54 50 50 2
EFORMULATED GASOLINE, CA PHASE | |ONGOING | ALL USER_ $0.14-0.38/GAL ) 538 $0 ) sat 530 %0 w7 ~ 523
HANCED /M PURGE A& TRANSIENT ONGOING JALL USER TEST/REPAIRCOST —_|NA . 520 ) 0 520 20 $0 £ 520
ARKING FEE ONGOING | NONWORK _{USER $0.60/SPACE/MR USEDAUNUSEC $63|  (8107) ) (579) $150 (107 (529) $14
EFORMULATED GASOUNE, FED PHASE l___|ONGOING | ALL USER $0.06-0.26/GAL NA 534 $0 [ $28 529 $0 5) 524
FORMULATED GASOLINE, FED PHASE | JONGOING |ALL USER $0.04-0.11/GAL NA $0 ) ) 517 517 $0 3 314
CALFORNIA LEV PROGRAM ONGOING [ALL USER VEHICLE COST NA $40 $0 $0 549 549 0 $0 49
PARKING FEE ONGOING | NONWORK _|PROVIDER ACH __|USED/UNUSED (257 _ s274 1) SN (s179) 5274 517 $77
ROAD AND TRANSIT NETWORK ~7 NA AL NA NETWORK COST_ NA $2 $0 $100 $123 323 $0 $100 $123
EDUCATION ~ 8 ONGOING JALL NA PROGRAM COST NA - - = - - - - -
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ATTACHMENT A- ..

MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSION REDUCTION STRATEGY ANALYSIS FOR THE PORTLAND AREA: PERCENT CHANGE FROM 2010 BASE CASE ~1

SCENARIO: 2.2%/YR VMT GROWTH, COMMITTED NETWORK

INDIVIDUAL STRATEGY ANALYSIS RESULTS

SORT ORDER: $/TON HC+NOx REDUCED (TOTAL MONETARY PLUS TIME CO STS)

25-Aug-82

TIME VALUE: $6/HR PEAK; $4/HR OFF-PEAK

§/TON HC + NOx REDUCED
L TRIP WHO cost/ REVENU EMISSIONS MONETARY
TRATEQY FREQ PURPOSE _ |PAYS FEE LEVEL INCENTIVES ~2 HC NOX _ CcO VMT [ MONETARY ~2 + TIME ~3
FRRRING FATIO NA A ; L 2R TN T T 105,050) 85,
PARKING AATIO ONE TIME |[NONWORK  [NA INA NA- 2.7% 2.4% 2.5% 2.4% ($121,518) {$117,996)
IADD-ON TO FUEL TAX ONGOING JALL USER 1$1.50/GALLON UNUSABLE 8.1 -7.6% -8.3% -7.4% (582,443) (895,656)
EMPLOYER TRIP REDUCTION PROGRAM ONGOING WORK EMPLOYER _ JPROGRAM COST NA -1.24 -1.1% -4.4% - 1.0 1524,474) ($92,198)
PARKING FEE ONGOING | WORK USER |$8/SPACE/DAY USED/UNUSED 8.2/-4.9% B3/3.8%]  109/50% ] -7.7/-3.8% (835,014) $73,711)
PARKING FEE ONGOING |WORK PROVIDER __ |$700/SPACE/R USED/UNUSED -5.8/0% 8.0/0% 9.7/0% -4.5/0% (521,892) {851,095)
PARKING FEE ONE TIME |WORK PROVIDER __ [$13,000/SPACE . JUSED/UNUSED -1.5/0% 1,.4/0% +1.8/0% -1.2/0% (821,002) ($51,829)
ICONGESTION PRICING ONGOING JALL USER |$0.30/MILE, 4 USED/UNUSED -8.6/-5.6% 2851%1  -102/66% |  -7.11-47% $33 ($50,850)
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE ONE TIME JALL DEVELOPER _[SERVICE COST - USED - -8.4% -5.4 -8.8 5., ($49,813) (833,717)
LAND USE ~4 ONE TIME JALL DEVELOPER _|SERVICE COST USED £6.4% 5,49 8.6% -5.0% ($49,812) $33,717)
PAY-AS-YOU-DRIVE INSURANCE ONGOING [ALL USER |$0.45/GALLON UNUSABLE 3.3 3,19 -3.4% -3.0% $2,233 {$11,119)
7SMOG TAX ONGOING JALL USER |$0.07/MILEAVG . JUSED/UNUSED ~5 | -14.9/4.6% | -145/53%|  -17.3/-50% | -5.8/-1.0% £15,889 (85,035)
NHANCED IM PRESSURE TEST ONGOING JALL USER TEST/REPAIR COST NA -8.2% 0.0% 0.0 0, $1,700 $1,700
IOFF-ROAD VEHICLE EMISSION STDS ~8 ONGOING |ALL _ USER VEHICLE COST. NA 75 0.0% -0.4% 0.0% $2,000 $2,000
IOFF-ROAD VEHICLE TAX CREOIT ~8 ONGOING |ALL TAX-PAYEA  [LOST TAXES NA -7.5% 0.0% -9.4% 0.0% $2,000 $2,000
EFORMULATED GASOUNE, CA PHASE Il ONGOING JALL USER $0.14-0.28/GAL NA 23.1% +16.4% 13.5% -1.5 $3,6878 $2,583
NHANCED /M PURGE & TRANSIENT ONGOING ALL USER | TEST/REPAIR COST NA -17.5% -8.0% -6.0% 0.04 $3,300 $3,300
REFORMULATED GASOUINE, FED PHASE fi ONGOING {ALL USER 150.08-0.20/GAL NA -20.6% -5.6% -10.1% -1,1% $4,869 $3,740
EFORMULATED GASOLINE, FED PHASE | ONGOING JALL. USER }$0.04-0.11/GAL NA «10.4% -0.7% -3.7% -0.6% $6,284 $4,670
FORNIA LEV PROGRAM ONGOING |ALL USER JVEHICLE COST NA - -9.8% -22.0% -8, 0. $7,700 $7,700
PAAKING FEE ONE TIME [NONWORK _|PROVIDER Fw.oowsmcs USED/UNUSED -4.3/0% -3.5/0% -3.9/0% -3.2/0% (§56,672) $11,080
ARKING FEE ONGOING [NONWORK _[USER $0.80/SPACE/MR USED/AUNUSED -0.9/-6.4% 8.9/-5.7% -9.0/-5.9% |  -8.0/-5.7% {518,562) $27,867
ARKING FEE ONGOING INONWORK _|PROVIDER ___ |$700/SPACE/YR USED, ED -8.0/0% 4.9/0% -5.4/0% A T/0% ($212) $67,570
ROAD AND TRANSIT NETWORK ~7 NA ALL INA NETWORK COST NA 08 0.0% _-1.8% 0.6%  $1,749,803 $1,749,803
DUCATION ~ 8 ONGOING [ALL NA PROGRAM COST NA -] - ~ - - =

NOTES:

FOR STRATEGIES WITH A RANGE OF FEES, ONLY THE HIGH FEE LEVEL WAS ANALYSED. THE TABLE SHOWS THE EFFECT OF STRATEGIES APPLIED TO THE 2010 BASE SCENARIO,

1. ANALYSIS BASED ON THE BEST AVAILABLE INFORMATION ON THE PREDIGTED IMPACTS OF THE STRATEGIES. THE RESULTS FOR THE INDIVIDUAL STRATEGIES ARE NOT ALWAYS ADDITIVE.

2. FOR STRATEGIES THAT GENERATE REVENUE, THE TABLE INDICATES PERCENT CHANGES WITH AND WITHOUT USE OF THE REVENUE FOR TRANSPORTATION INCENTIVE PROGRAMS. COST PER TON

AND NET COST INFORMATION IS SHOWN WITH USE OF REVENUE ONLY.

3. MONETARY COST INCLUDES FEES, TAXES, TRANSIT COSTS, AOAD COSTS, V.EHICLE USE COSTS, EMPLOYEE BENEFTTS AND PARKING SPACE COSTS. TIME COSTS INCLUDE CONGESTION AND

ADDED TRAVEL TIME ON TRANSIT. VALUES IN () REPRESENT NEGATIVE COSTS OR NET SAVINGS.

4, ONLY APPUCABLE IF A PRICING STRATEGY SUCH AS THE IMPACT FEE OR PARKING FEE IS IMPLEMENTED.

5. REVENUE FROM THIS FEE MAY BE UNUSABLE FOR TRANSIT PENDING AN OREGON SUPREME ooum DECISION.

8. EMISSION REDUCTIONS ARE EXPRESSED AS AN EQUIVALENT AEDUCTION OF ON-ROAD VEHICLE EMISSIONS,

eg-y obed

7. THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP) WAS NOT DESIGNED AS AN AIR QUALITY STRATEGY, BUT AS A COMPREHENSIVE TRAN SPORTATION PLAN TO ACHIEVE MOBILITY AND
ACCESSIBILTY. THE ATP WILL NEED TO BE REVISED TO INCORPORATE THE MAINTENANCE PLAN, 8IP CONFORMITY, THE LCDC TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AULE AND. REGION 2040.

8. COST ESTIMATE OF $1 MILUION, BENEFITS NOT QUANTIFIABLE, BUT EDUCATION COULD BE HIGHLY IMPORTANT IN ENSURING FULL 8 UCCESS OF OTHER STRATEGIES.

25-Aug-92 GOVERNOR'S TASK FORCE ON MOTOR VEHICLE EMIS3ION REDUCTIONS IN THE PORTLAND AREA




MOTOR VEHICLE EMISSION REDUCTION STRATEGY ANALYSIS FOR THE PORTLAND AREA: PERCENT éHANGE FROM 2010 BASE CASE ~1

SCENARIO: 2.2%/YR YMT GROWTH, COMMITTED NETWORK

INDVIDUAL STRATEGY ANALYSIS RESULTS

H

i

23-Aug-92

SORT QRDER: $/TON HC+NCx REDUCED (TOTAL MONETARY PLUS TIME CO STS)

TIME VALUE: $8/HR PEAK; $4/MA OFF-PEAK

NET MONE TAHT COST BV || NET MONETARY % TIME COST SIW,

L TRIP WHO cosT/ REVENUE/ . NET NET
" |BTRATEGY FAEQ  |PURPOSE [PAYS FEE LEVEL INCENTIVES ~2 _ |HOUSEHOLO{BUSINESS | GOVERNME | SOCIETAL JHOUSEHOLD BUSINESS |GOVERNMEN | SOCIETAL
PARRING PAID (] FWORK. NA NA A o] N3] 7 ) TEa) &3 —57 B76]]
PARKING RATIO ] ONE TIME |NONWORK _|NA NA NA (s91) {531) 814) (816) (87 (831) (814) (5132)
ROD-ON TO FUEL TAX ONGOING |ALL USEA $1.60/GALLON UNUSABLE $206 $0 (5487) (5282) 5160 $0 (8487 (8327)
MPLOYER TRIP REDUCTION PROGRAM . |ONGOING | WORK EMPLOYER _| PROGRAM COST NA 28| $0 $17 159) ($52) 50 $17 (535)
ARKING FEE ONGOING | WORK USER S6/SPACE/DAY USED/UNUSED $611 (3143 21) 5103) (548 [$143) ®21) $212)
PARKING FEE ONGOING [ WORK PROVIDER _ [$700/SPACE/YR USED/AINUSED (5150} $128 $14) (338) ($202) s126 ($14) ($90)
PARKING FEE ONE TIME [WORK PROVIDER _ {$13,000/SPACE USED/UNUSED (842) 538 {85) (810) (856) 338 (85) (325)
CONGESTION PRICING ONGOING JALL USER__ 1$0.30MILE USED/NUSED £22 $0 $22) 50 15115) $0 {$22) (8137)
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE ONE TIME JALL DEVELOPER |SERVICE COST USEQ ($105) 0§ (523) @izgll (564 50 (5] 687)
NDUSE ~4 ONE TIME [ALL DEVELOPER | SERVICE GOST USED (8108) $0 (523) (£128) (564) 0 (523) ($87)
AY-AS-YOU-DRIVE INSURANGE ONGOING [ALL USER $0.45/GALLON UNUSABLE $7 $0_ 54 £3 512) £0 ) §16)
MT/SMOG TAX ONGOING TALL USER $0.07/MILE AVQ USED/UNUSED ~6 $137 30 {836) $101 54 50 ($38) $32)
ENHANCED YM PRESSURE TEST ONGOING [ALL USER TEST/REPAIR COST NA $3 $0 $0 $3 53 $0 $0 $3
[OFF-ROAD VEHICLE EMISSION ST0S ~8 ONGOING |ALL USER VEHICLE COST NA 84 $0 $0 $4 4 0 30 $4
OFF-ROAD VEHICLE TAX CREDIT ~8____ ONGOING | ALL TAXPAYER _|LOST TAXES NA- $4 $0 $0 $4 54 $0 $0 $4
EFORMULATED GASOQUINE, CA PHASE #f ONGOING [ALL USER £0,14-0.28/GAL NA $38 $0 ($7) $3a1 $20 $0 7 $22
NHANCED /M PURGE & TRANSIENT ONGOING [ALL USER TEST/REPAIR COST___INA $20 £0 — %0 $20 $20 0 0 520
REFORMULATED GASOUNE, FEQ PHASE Il ONGOING [ ALL USER $0.068-0.20/GAL NA $34 $0 {$5) £$20 $28 $0 [S5) $22
REFORMULATED GASOLINE, FED PHASE |~ |ONGOING[ALL USER £$0,04-0.11/GAL [NA $20 $0 (83) $17 $16 50 (53) $13
CALFORNIA LEV PROGRAM ONGGING [ALL USER VEHICLE COST NA $40° $0 €0 $48 $40 $0 $0 | $49
ARKING FEE [ONE TIME | NONWORK_|PROVIDER __|$13,000/SPACE USED/UNUSED ($150) $65 $12 1596) (534) $65 812) 519
ARKING FEE ONGOINGINONWORK JUSER $0.60/SPACEMR USED/UNUSED . 583 ($107) {$28) {$73) $247 {$107) {329) $110
ARKING FEE ONGOING |NONWORK |PROVIDER ___ | 6700/SPACE/YR USED/UNUSED (5257) $274 817 $1) (896) $274 ($17) $180
FTP ROAD AND TRANSIT NETWORK A7 NA ALL NA NETWORK COST NA _$23 $0 $100 $123 $23 $0 $100 $123
EOUCATION ~8 ONGOING [ALL NA PROGRAM COST NA - - - - - - - -
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Table 5.1 .
SOME ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY PACKAGES
{44% VOC/25% NOx Reduction Needed)

Package 1 Package 2 Package 3 Package 4
{Most Cost/Beneficial) (I/M Driven) {Reform Fuel Driven}) (Cal.LEV Driven)

Lawn/Garden (7/0)* Lawn/Garden (7/0) © Lawn/Garden(7/0) Lawn/Garden (7/0)

Parking Ratios (4/4)

Park Fee Work - Enhanced I/M Cal.Reform {l Cal.LEV (10/22)
~ User Pay (9/8) Purge +T (18/9) Fuel (23/15)

Fuel Tax (8/8}) Pricing Strategies Enhanced I/M - Fed.Reform Il

{2 Needed**}(14/14} Purge+T (18/9) Fuel**** (11/0)
Employer Trip
Reduction (1/1) Land Use (6/5) Enhanced /M

Purge+T {18/9)

Congestion '
Pricing (9/8)

Park Fee, Non-Work
One-Time, Provider (4/4)

Land Use (6/5)

- Pay As You Drive
Auto Insurance {3/3)

Total Emission Reduction®** (%VOC/%NOXx):

(61/42) (44/27) (48/24) (46/31)
Total Cost:  $1.865 million_ $1,043 million - $132 million ~ $151 miillion
Total Benefits: $2,847 million $1,402 miillion $85 million . $54 million
Net Cost: -$786 to -$999 -$207 to -$412 +$47 million + $97 million
sease million million

Net Cost/Benefit: -$53,600 -$22,600 +4$2,900 +$5,700
{$/ton VOC +NOx) " _
VMT Reduction: -31% to -36% -17% to -18% -2% ’ 1%

_ Energy Savings: -45% to -66% -‘! 7% to -18% 1% +2%

*  Numbers in parentheses indicate %VOC/%NOx reductions.
*¢ Example using worker-paid parking and congestion pricing.
**¢ May need to increase fees some to counter overlap.
¢+++ Need reformulated fuel to get full Cal.LEV benefit.
¢s+e* Range from $0 for time of travel to $6(peak})/$4{off-peak) per hour. Does not include
.small § environmental externalities or the impact (positive or negative) on growth and

‘development. '

Page 5-2a
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TABLE 5.2

SUMMARY OF INDIVIDUAL COSTS & BENEFITS:

FOUR EXAMPLE STRATEGY PACKAGES

Package #1 . Package #2 Package #3 Package #4
COosTS: New lawn mowers, etc.: +$30-$36. New tawn mowers, ete.: +$30-$36, New lawn mowers, ete.: +$30-$36, New lawn mowers, ete.: +$30-$36.
Increased transit system costs to Higher I/M cost: +$40/vehicle-test, Reformulated gasoline: +$0.20/gal. New cars: +$70-$1000 (+$500 avg.).
handle increased ridership.. increased auto repair costs. Reformulated gasoline: 1% energy value.  New cars: -2% energy efficiency.
Parking fees: $6/workday. Parking fees: $6/workday. Higher /M cost: +$40/vehicle-test. Reformulated gasoline: +$0.12-30.14/gal.
Fee on new parking spaces: $13,000/space. Congestion pricing: $0.30/mile Increased auto repair costs, Reformulated gasoline: -1% energy value.
Add-on to fuel tax: +$1.50/gal. (during peak period). . Higher I/M cost: +$40/vehicle-test.
Congestion pricing: $0.30/mile Increased transit system costs to Increased auto repair costs.
(during peak period). handle increased ridership.
PAYD Insurance: +$0.45/gal. Prograrn administration costs,
Program administration costs.
TOTAL COSTS*: $1,865 million $1,043 million $132 million $151 million
BENEFTTS: - More fuel efficient new lawn mowers, More fuel efficient new lawn mowers. More fuel efficient new lawn mowers, More fuel efficlent new lawn mowers.
Expanded transit service. ; Better auto fuel efficlency due to M. Small reduction in VMT et $0.33/mile. Small reduction In VMT at $0.33/mile.
Free transit passes for affected riders. Expanded transit service, Better auto fuet efficiency due to M. ‘Better auto fuel efficiency due to M.
Fewer parking spaces required. Free transit passes for affected riders. Substantial reduction in emissions, Substantiel reduction in emissions.
Substantial reduction In VMT at $0.33/mlle.  Fewer parking spaces required. ’
Less congestion, smoother traffic flow. Substantial reduction in VMT at $0.33/mlle.
More walk/bike trips. Less congestion, smoother traffic flow.
Basic insurance coverage for all drivers, More walk/bike trips.
Substantial reduction in emissions. Substantial reduction in emissions,
Substantial reduction in energy use. Substartial reduction in energy use.
TOTAL BENEFITS*: $2,847 million $1,402 million $85 million $54 million
NET COST*: -$982 million -$359 million $47 million $97 million

* Annual costs and benefits,
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State of Oregon
Department of Environmental Quality Memorandum

Date: September 3, 1992

To: Members of the Governor’s Task Force on Motor Vehicle Emission
) Reductions in the Portland Area and Interested Parties

From: John Kowalczyk W%_\%\BQ 49/

Subject: Reformuléted Fuels and Outboard Motor Strategies

We have just received new information on the EPA approvability of reformulated
fuels and outboard motor controls. | thought this information should be passed on
to you as soon as possible as it has a significant bearing on your deliberations.

Reformulated Fuels

" Questions have been recently raised on the EPA approvability of reformulated fuels
~ for the Portland area. We have reviewed the Clean Air Act and relevant EPA
guidance and discussed the issue with EPA’s Office of General Counsel.

Federal Phase | and Il_ Fuels

With respect to Federal Phase | and Phase Il reformulated fuels we find that
according to Section 211(k){6)(A) of the Clean Air Act, the Governor of a State
can apply to EPA for supply of Federal Phase | and Il fuels in any area of a State
classified under subpart 2 of part D of Title 1 of the Act as a Marginal, Moderate,
Serious, or Severe ozone nonattainment area. The Act requires the EPA
Administrator to promulgate such requirement with the only condition being
sufficient supply. In cases of insufficient supply, the Administrator would prioritize
supply to the more severe areas and delay the supply to less severe areas by up to
three years.

Since the Portland area has been classified under the provisions of Title | of the Act
as a Marginal area, the Governor can apply for Federal Phase | and [l fuels and EPA
would have to approve supply of such fuel if and when it is available. [t is clear
the Act allows federal reformulated fuels to be used during the maintenance
period, although the applications to do so should be submitted before the area is
redesignated to attainment, -to deal with ambiguity in the Act about applying after
reclassification. It should be noted in support of this position, that while the Act
requires marginal areas to meet an attainment date of November 1993 it allows
reformulated fuels to be used in such areas no earlier than 1995. The supply issue



Motor Vehicle Emission Reductions
September 3, 1992
Page 3

Other Information

We will provide other requested information with our regular mailing for the
September 22 meeting, including: A clearer presentation of the costs and benefits
of pricing strategies on the motor vehicle owner; emission reduction potential from
expanding the vehicle inspection boundary; potential implementation dates for each
candidate strategy for the purpose of identifying possible phase-in options; and
results of a new public telephone poll on lawn and garden equipment use and
viewpoints on emission reduction strategies.

Report to the Legislative Interim Committee

HB2175 requires a report from the Task Force, DEQ and Metro to be presented to
the appropriate interim Legislative committee by October 1, 1992. A presentation
- has-been-scheduled-before-the-Interim-Senate Agricultural and Natural Resources
Committee at 8:30 AM on September 29. This will not take more than one-half
hour and will likely be mostly verbal, given the time between this meeting and the
last Task Force meeting. This schedule has been set as it is possible there will be
no other interim committee meetings prior to the start of the ‘93 Legislative '
Session. :

September 22 Meeting Place/Lunch/Schedule

We have reserved the 41st floor meeting room for the Task Force from your
requested 9:00 AM start until 7:30 PM. We have arranged a buffet lunch in the
room at a cost of $7 for Task Force members. Morning and afternoon breaks with
beverages and snacks will be provided to allow time for caucus.



2000 S.W. First Avenue

METRO Memorandum

Date: August 27, 1992
To: TPAC
From:‘i;adrew C. CotugnQ,IPlanning Director

Re: Added Agenda Item -

FHWA has proposed a grant to add money to the 2040 process in
order to further investigate the land use/transportation infra-
structure linkage and to carry out a sensitivity analysis of
-these effects. This proposal is to make available $225,000 to
Metro.

Metro staff's involvement in the project will be to run the base
scenarios that are already proposed as part of 2040. We would
propose to contract out the series of extra runs needed to deter-
mine the size of the effects of the linked models, with and with-
out iteration through the land use, destination choice and mode
choice equilibration steps, and the subsequent sensitivity
~analysis.
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