STAFF_REPORT | | Agenda Item No.
Meeting Date

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-1478 FOR
THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING THE FY 1992 TO POST
1995 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AND
THE FY 1992 ANNUAL ELEMENT

Date: August 29, 1991 Presented by: Andrew Cotugno

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSTS

Proposed Action

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and FY 1992 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 TIP reflects changes from last year's update due to resolu-
tions and administrative adjustments approved during the past
year and to be approved by this resolution. The primary impor-
tance of the annual TIP update is to consolidate all past actions
into a current document and set forth the antlclpated programs
for FY 1992. The FY 1992 program reflected herein is a first
step in establishing actual priorities for FY 1992. A number of
future actions will result in refinements to the material pre—
sented.

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 Urban Mass Transportation
Administration (UMTA) funds), thereby providing eligibility for
federal funding.

. High Capacity Transit (HCT) Studies (Resolution No. 91-1456) --
Because of the large amount of HCT planning underway or pro-
posed, 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 prlorltles 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 cor-

ridors 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. 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 corridors identified
in the RTP. This assessment will document the performance
of the light rail lines as one system, compare them to the
"best bus" option, and help determine long-term needs in
the downtown. 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 an overall system financing strategy and staging
' plan for HCT development and determine relative priorities
of the corridors. '



Approximately $16.5 million of Interstate Transfer highway and
transit funding is programmed for FY 1992. Additional federal
appropriations for the highway portion are estimated to be
$23.3 million for FY 1992 plus carryover funding from prior
years adequate to fully fund the program. If the $23.3 million
is appropriated, it will mark the final appropriation and
completion of the $517.8 million Interstate Transfer Program.

Some $5.7 million of UMTA Section 3 "Trade" funds are pro-
grammed in FY 1992, of which $0.4 million have been earmarked

for shelters and $5.2 million for the Transit Mall Extension
North.

The maximum allowable use of UMTA Section 9 funds for FY 1992
operating assistance is included (estimated to be $4.8 million)
which is equal to that for FY 91. The Section 9 program is
projected in the TIP on a continuing basis through post 1995
(assuming adoption of a new Surface Transportation Act) based

upon the Transit Development Plan and its revisions adopted by
Tri-Met.

Private enterprise participation for UMTA Section 3 and Section
9 programs is in accordance with Circular 7005.1. This re-
quires 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 administrative amendment was made to the Westside LRT
project in the TIP, following adoption by Resolution No. 91-
1463, to make it consistent with Tri-Met's grant application.
The SDEIS estimate (federal) of $489.5 million (1990 dollars)
was refined to $522.0 million (1990 dollars), which was then
escalated to year of construction dollars amountlng to $567.0
million (federal).

On May 11, 1989, the Metro Council adopted Resolutibn 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 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 appro-
priated 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.



™~

-+ Resolution No. 91-1379 endorsed the statewide position paper on
issues relating to the adoption of the Surface Transportation
Act of 1991 by the U.S. Congress. The position paper was
developed by ODOT with the input and participation of affected
transportation organizations statewide, including Metro. The
Surface Transportation Act (STA) provides the framework for
federal investment in highway and transit improvements, de-
fining program categories, requirements and limitations,
funding level and local match requirements. '

The current STA expires on September 30, 1991 and a new one
nust be adopted by the U.S. Congress prior to that time for
.federal funding to continue. A new Act is considered every 4-6
years. The new Act promises to be significantly changed from
the past program and will have a profound impact on the 1991-
1996 and future Six-Year Programs. The 1991-1996 program
adopted last year is based on the current STAA and assumes
continuation in that form.

TPAC has reviewed the annual TIP and recommends approval of
Resolution No. 91-1478.

Backqfound

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, 1991 through September 30,
1992. 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 w111 shortly be enter-
ing the final audit stage.

This FY 1992 TIP is a refinemént of the currently adopted TIP and
is structured by the following major headings:

Interstate Transfer Program

Urban Mass Transportation Administration Programs

Federal-Aid Urban System Program

Other Programs - Interstate, Primary, Bridge, Safety, State
Modernization, Bike, Etc.

INTERSTATE TRANSFER PROGRAM

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, $731,000 of additional transit withdrawal
value provided by Congress in April 1987, and $16,366,283 from
the recent I-205 buslane withdrawal. The additional withdrawal
values can only be applied to transit projects. At the end of

4



the federal fiscal year, unbuilt FY 1991 projects and funding .
will automatically shift to FY 1992.

The FY 1992 Interstate Transfer Program of approximately $16.5
million represents the full funding need and this, together with
the projects that slip from FY 1991, is well within the level of
funding the region currently has available. The noted amount is
earmarked for FHWA highway projects ($16.0 million) and transit
projects ($0.5 million). Priorities will be established from
among the full FY 1991 and FY 1992 programs later in the year
based upon a closer estimate of project needs. Projects not
funded in FY 1992, should there be insufficient funds, will be
delayed; however, they will be considered for implementation and
funding in FY 1993.

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 From To
City of Portland

NW Intersection Improvements

-- R/W and Construction 1991 1992
N.W. 23rd Avenue/Burnside
-- R/W and Construction 1991 1992
Airport Way, Units II and III
- == Construction - 1992 1991

Airport Way, Wetland Mitigation 1991 1992
Multnomah County |

Hawthorne Bridge - 1992 1991
Deleted Projects

NW Circulation Improvements
-— 10 Intersections S 13,600

Airport way

The City of Portland has revised cost estimates for the overall
project.



Airport

Way Unit Design, I-205 to 181st Avenue . .

Airport Way Embankment . . . . . . . . . . . .« . .
Airport Way, I-205 to 138th Avenue, Unit I . . . .
Airport Way Units II and III, NE 138th Avenue to
181st Avenue . . . « + ¢ ¢ 4 e 4 e e e e 4 e e
Airport Way, Three Structures, 158th Avenue to
181st Avenue . . « « & + ¢« ¢ e e e s e e e e e s
Airport Way Wetland Mitigation, NE 158th Avenue to
181lst Avenue . . . ¢ « ¢ + v e+ e e e e e e e

$ 1,485,000
2,478,000
4,425,000
5,149,913
1,890,000

722,000

$16,149,913

McLoughlin Corridor

Some $22.1 million of Interstate Transfer funds have been authorized
for the McLoughlin Corridor projects; only the Tacoma Overpass and
Harrison/River Road project (Unit I) will be built using these funds.
Unit II, Tacoma to Highway 224, and Unit IIIA, Union/Grand viaduct to
Harold, will use Access Oregon Highway funds.

Unit I is currently undergoing litigation and it is not possible to
obligate the funds previously set at $11.9 million. Coupled with
this is the need to obligate thege funds in order to avoid their
lapsing. Several actions have recently occurred to resolve the
problem:

. $2.0 million was transferred to the Hawthorne Bridge project
(Resolution No. 91-1462) and will be obligated in 1991. ODOT has
agreed to replace these transferred funds with state funds.

The remaining balance of $9.9 million (FAIX) on Unit I was
transferred to Unit II which also will be obligated in FY 1991,
thus avoiding potential lapse.

. Unit II was originally scheduled for fiscal year 1991 using Access
Oregon Highway funds. These funds have now been applied to Unit I
for obligation in FY 1992 owing to the litigation underway.

McLoughlin Corridor Reserve

The McLoughlin Reserve was established in March 1986 through
Resolution No. 86-632. Resolution No. 89-1135 allocated the final
$3,002,610 McLoughlin Interstate Transfer Reserve to seven projects.
The projects and funding status as of June 30, 1991 are:

Project Cost Schedule
Johnson Creek Boulevard $1,000,000 Post 1995
(32nd Avenue to 45th Avenue)
Harrison Street (Highway 224 - $ 50,000 Post 1995
32nd Avenue), P.E. Only
‘Johnson Creek Boulevard $ 50,000 1991
(Linwood Avenue to 82nd Avenue),
P.E. Only
45th Avenue (Harney to Glenwood), $ 50,000 Post 1995

P.E. Only



LRT Studies in Milwaukie Corridor $ 560,000 1992

Hawthorne Bridge LRT study $ 5,000 Expended
McLoughlin Corridor Highway $1,287,610 1991
$3,002,610

The 45th Avenue project is a local street and therefore not eligible
for federal funding. One of two options must occur in order to use
the federal funds noted:

1. Apply to Metro for addition to Functional Classification System
and for federal designation of 45th Avenue.

2. Exchange local/federal funds for the $50,000 and apply to a
McLoughlin related project.

Overall Program Status

" The current status of the Interstate Transfer Program through June
30, 1991 is:

Highway Transit Total

Total Progran $345,274,802 $172,475,685 $517,750,487
Past Obligations 306,336,413 .151,519,107 457,855,520
Balance 38,938,389 20,956,578 59,894,967
Appropriations

to date 335,675,110 158,798,196 494,473,306
Appropriations

to go 9,599,692 13,677,489 23,277,181

During the past year, the transit portion (authority) of the Inter-
state Transfer Program has been decreased through the following
actions:

Transit to Highway Transfers

LRV purchase with transit e(4) funds to $ 3,187,500
transit mall extension with highway
e(4) funds (Resolution No. 90-1363)

A revised Interstate Substitute Cost Estimate has been prepared for

1991. This revised estimate will be used in apportioning FY 1992 for

substitute highway and transit projects. Metro has submitted the
following estimate to USDOT:

Final Amount of
Funds Required

Transit . . . . « ¢ « v « o o 0 o« . $13,694,920
Highway . . . . . . . . « « « « « « & 9,583,730



The program of projects for the funds remaining to be obligated ($59
million) is consistent with the TIP. The major highway projects are
as follows:

McLoughlin, Phase I . . . . . . . . . $ 9,900,000

Transit Mall Extension. . . . . . . . 3,187,500
Marine Drive. . . « « ¢ « « « « o« o 6,620,237
Convention Center Area. . . . . . . . 2,000,000
Airport Way, Unit 5 . . . . . . . . . 4,710,641
Hawthorne Bridge. . . . . . . . . . . 2,000,000
223rd Connector (207th) . . . . . . . 2,637,581
Johnson Creek Boulevard . . . . . . . 1,000,000
Miscellaneous, Under $1 million . . . 6,146,441

$38,202,400

The transit projects are limited to the following:

LRV Purchase. . « + « « « + o o s o $ 2,863,490
I-205 Buslane Withdrawal. . . . . . . 16,366,283
Planning/McLoughlin AA. . . . . . . . ‘1,744,514

$20,974,287
URBAN MASS TRANSPORTATION ADMINISTRATION PROGRAMS

The Urban Mass Transportation Administration (UMTA) carries out the
federal mandate to improve urban mass transportation. It is the
principal source of federal financial assistance to help urban areas
(and, to some extent, nonurban areas) plan, develop and improve
comprehensive mass transportation systems.

UMTA's programs of financial aid include but are not limited to the.
following:

. Section 3 Discretionary Capital Grant Program at 75 percent
federal, 25 percent local funding.

. Section 3 'Trade' Letter of Intent at 80 percent federal, 20 per-
cent local funding. _

. Section 9 Formula Assistance Program at 80 percent federal, 20 per-
cent local funding. '

8ection 3 Discretionary

Section 3 Discretionary funds are awarded on a competitive basis;
therefore, not all projects can be considered for funding from this

source. As such, only selected projects are recommended to be
pursued.

. Bus Purchases -- Resolution No. 91-1442 accelerated $7.5 million
from 1993 to the 1991 Annual Element year allowing for the
procurement of 40 40~-foot lift-equipped replacement buses and 10
30-foot lift-equipped new buses. The Clean Air Act allows for
continued purchase of diesel buses if delivered by December 1992.
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. Under terms of the Full-Funding Agreement, a $5;8 million balance

is still available. Tri-Met anticipates an FY 92 request for these
funds.

. New‘PrOJects -- Three new projects have been added to the Section 3
Discretionary Program and embody elements of projects formerly
under the Section 9 Program:

Banfield Retrofit Operations Control -- The Operations Control
"Banfield Retrofit" is needed for common procedures to be used by
controllers for the overall system rather than control information
and methods to be "divided" at SW 11th Avenue between the two
lines. This would provide the Banfield LRT with the same type of

LRT operations control system as w1ll be established on the West-
side LRT.

‘Banfield Retrofit Double-Tracking -- The Double-Track project is
needed to avoid having to reduce peak-period service in Gresham
when service is increased on the rest of the system and for
satisfactory on-time performance of train movements on the entire
system. A second track between Ruby Junction and Cleveland '
Terminal (2.4 miles) would be constructed.

Banfield Retrofit Ruby Junction Expansion -- The Ruby Junction
expansion is needed to store the quantity of LRVs which the time-
table design would have pulling out of Ruby Junction for the peak
periods and to allow for storeroom use of the full basement of the
facility to support maintenance of the expanded LRV fleet. This
project would "build out" of yardtracks, increasing storage
capacity from 28 LRVs to 48 LRVs.

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 on
Exhibit A and summarized below:

Firm projects with grants
approved for expenditure $58,391,120

Anticipated grants pending approval 12,764,400

Projects programmed for
grant applications in FY 1992

Passenger Shelters 400,000
Transit Mall Extension North 5,244,480
TOTAL . ¢« ¢ o ¢« o o« o « e e e e e $76,800,000



Program Status

The schedule of funding provided for in the Letter of Intent was
approximately $12 million per year from FY 1982 through FY 1988.
Tri-Met applied for these funds at a rate slower than provided by the
schedule, so there is currently a remaining balance of $18.4 million
composed of grants pending of $12.8 million and proposed FY 1992
grants of $5.6 million.

The remaining unobligated funds noted have been programmed for FY
1991 and FY 1992 as follows:

Anticipated
1991 | 1992

Bus Purchases . . . . . « . . . $11,656,000 . . . . . . §$ 0
Transit Mall Extension. . . . . 466,800 . . . . . . 5,244,480
Special Need Buses. . . . . . . 1,264,000 . . . . . . 0
Shelters. . . . . . . . 0 . . v . . 400,000
Adjustments to Past Obllgatlons - 622,400 . . . . . . ) 0

$12,764,400 $5,644,480
Bus Purchase -- The $11.7 mllllon w1ll allow procurement of approxi-

mately 58 40-foot lift-equipped buses (replacement) and eight alter-
native fuel 40-foot lift-equipped buses (replacement).

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

Special Needs Bus Purchase -- The $1.3 million will allow procurement
of approximately 25 minibuses, 20-25 foot, with lifts and radios.
These are replacement buses.

Passenger Shelters -- The $0.4 million will procure approximately 120
shelters with an expected service lift of 16 years. These are for
replacement.

In order to accomplish these priority projects, Resolution No. 91-
1442 was adopted to provide for the following changes:

Change (+/-),

Bus Purchase . . . e 6 e 4 e 4 4 s 4 4 4 4 e 4 v 4+ . . % 8,656,000

Passenger Shelters (new) e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 400,000
Route Terminus Sites (dropped) . . . A . -—- 250,000
Sunset Transit Center (funded under Wests1de Corrldor) . =5,270,000
Parts and Equipment (Tri-Met funded) . . . . . . . . . . =1,180,000
Transit Mall Extension (reduced) e o 4 + e e & e e « « & = 111,120
Ccontingency. . . . . . . . e e e e e e e e e e = 8,880
Special Needs Transportatlon (reduced) e e« 4 e & « <« « =1,126,000
Information/Communication Equipment (dropped). . . . . . _=1,110,000
NET CHANGE . + ¢ + ¢ + o ¢ & o o o o o« o s o o o « « o« « 8 0
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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, and the remainder is generally intended for "routine"
capital purposes such as bus replacement and support equipment.
Actual funding levels are subject to amounts provided in the Surface
Transportation Act, annual appropriations and fluctuatlons in the
formula dlstrlbutlon. ‘

Development of the Section 9 Program in the TIP was based on Reso-
lution No. 90-1363 and administrative amendments made throughout the
year with emphasis on the following projects:

Proposed

Change (+/-) Author.
Metro Planning . . . . . . e« « . . =% 300,000 $ 552,800
(replaced from Tri-Met General Fund)
Bus Dispatch Center. . . . . . . . . . . . 5,200,000 5,200,000
(new project) ' »
Bus Purchases. . . . « « « « « o « o « « = 2,360,000 14,560,000
(see comments below)
LRV Purchases. . . . . . e e s e e 4,880,498 16,011,872
(supplemented with FAIX/FAUX funds) .
Parts and Equipment. . . . . . . . . . . . = 1,676,717 11,155,344
(replaced from Tri-Met General Fund)
Hillsboro Alternatives Analysis. . . . . . 847,104 2,165,504
(increase covers P.E.)
Operating Program (1992) . . . . . . . 366,474 4,841,744

(consistent with 1991 amount recelved)

Ruby Junction storage track, Westside rail initiatives, and double-
tracking have been deleted. Counterparts will be applied for under
Section 3 Discretionary fundihg.

Comments on Bus Purchases

At the April 26, 1991 TPAC meeting, concern was expressed about
further consideration of acquisition of buses that emit lower noise
and air pollution levels. This could be accomplished through the use
of electric trolley buses, dual-mode buses (diesel and electric) or
with buses that meet a higher standard for both noise level and air
pollution emissions. The Committee recommended that these options be
considered further prior to acquisition of replacements to the 86
articulated buses in 3-4 years. The Committee also acknowledged that
Metro, JPACT and the other jurisdictions interested in transit
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improvement should pursue funding options to facilitate these extra
costs.

Section 9 Program Status

This 1992 Annual Report increases an additional five years of
estimated Section 9 appropriations. The funding program beyond 1992
is not provided for in the current STAA. Appropriations of $10.0
million have been included in the TIP for FY 1992 through post FY
1995. At best, these are only estimates and subject to change when
the new STAA is approved.

Appropriations:

Year
1983 & & i e e e e e e e e e s e e e S 4,702,744
1984 . ¢ 4 i e 4 e e e e e e e s e e s 13,885,152
1985 v 4 v 4 e e e e e e e e e e e e 15,819,150
1986 . 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 o o e s e s s e 2 e = 13,272,436
1987 v v 4 e e e e e e e e e e e e e . 12,449,906
1988 & ¢ h e e e e e e e e s e s e e e 10,510,582
1989 v v v 4 e e e e e e e e e e e e 9,561,245
1990 . 4 v 4 e ¢ e 4 e a2 e o e« + e+ e e 11,159,975
1991 . v ¢ ¢ e ¢ e e 4 e e s e 4 & o 11,781,341
$103,142,531
Less Obligations (6/30/91) . . . . . . $102,889,636
Forecast:
CAXLYOVEY . « « & & & o o « o+ o + & « + $ 252,895
1992 . . v 4 e i e e e e e e e e e e 10,000,000
1993 & v v v e e e e e e e e e e e e 10,000,000
1994 v v v 4 e e e e e e e e e e e 10,000,000
1995 . & i e e e e e e e e e e s e e 10,000,000
1996 . + « + +« + + 4+ +« 4 e « « « « .+ %$10,000,000
GRAND TOTAL. . . . .« « « « « « « « « & $153,142,531

Special Transportation

Section 16(b) (2) funding authorizes UMTA to make capital grants
(through the state) to private nonprofit social service organizations
which provide transportation services to the elderly and handicapped.

One new special transportation project for 1991 was added to the TIP

totaling $200,000 and covering the purchase of vehicles and equip-
ment: :
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3 Modified Vans with Lifts $108,570

4 Mini-vans with Ramps 112,800
4 Radios 4,000
3 Telephone Disability Dispatch (TDD) 1,050
Contingencies ’ 13,580

‘ $240,000
ILess Local Match ¢« « o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ « ¢ o o o s o @ 40,000

Federal FUNAS. « « ¢ « « o &+ & o o o o o o o o« $200,000

The project is targeted to providing special transportation services
in the Portland metropolitan area to specific client groups not
served by Tri-Met. Inclusion in the TIP was based on the need and,
the applicant's agreement to coordinate service with the LIFT pro-
gram. The potential recipient is:

Volunteer Transportation Program, Inc.

Inclusion of the project in the TIP for FY 1991 will allow the appli-
cant to request 16(b) (2) funding from ODOT which, in turn, will award
funds following consideration of other applications throughout the
state.

Research, Development, and Demonstration

UMTA is authorized to approve grants to undertake research, develop-
ment, and demonstration projects (Section 6) in all phases of urban
mass transportation including thé development, testing and demon-
stration of new facilities, equipment, techniques and methods.

Resolution No. 91-1440 endorsed two applications for federal demon-
stration grant funding to support two transportation management
projects. The projects are a two-part "Multi-Modal Service Delivery
System" by Tri-Met and development of an areawide freeway traffic
management system by the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT).
These projects, if funded, would be grants directed to the project
agencies.

The multi-modal system project will begin with an on-ground service
pilot project to match Tri-Met customers with the appropriate type of
service required: carpool, vanpool, special needs transit, etc. The
second phase will be the regionwide development of a database, using
the Regional Land Information System (RLIS) and TIGER files, to
dispatch transit services on a specific address basis.

The freeway traffic management project essentially will be expanding
ramp metering at freeway entrances and establishing an incident
response system to get services to roadway accidents as quickly as
possible.
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Bus Purchases Summary

This Annual Report covers the purchase of buses using Section 3
Discretionary and Trade funds in the amount of $20,420,000 federal.
The number of buses noted is consistent with Tri-Met's plan of 50 bus
acquisitions per year. Exhibit A reflects these amounts as "Antici-
pated"; however, some funding may slip to FY 1992,

Section 3 Discretionary $7,500,000
40 40-foot standards w1th lifts (replacement)
10 30-foot standards with lifts (new)
Section 3 Trade (includes) 11,656,000
58 40-foot standards with 1lifts (replacement)
8 40-foot alternative fuel with lifts (replace-
ment) :
25 20/25-foot SNT mini-buses with lifts (re~- 1,264,000
placement)

All estimated costs noted above include vehicle marking and dellvery,
radios, spare parts, 1nspectlons, and contingencies.

Light Rail Vehicle Purchases

Resolution No. 90-1363 amended the TIP to include a series of revi-
sions to Tri-Met's Section 9, Interstate Transfer and Federal-Aid
Urban programs. The revisions were made so that Tri-Met could estab-
lish an order for at least 8-10 vehicles.

Tri-Met has now received approval of its grant application for
purchase of light rail vehicles for Banfield LRT in the federal
amounts shown below:

Grant Amount
OR-23-2002 (FAUS) . . « + + « « « « S 850,000
OR-23-9005 (FAIX) . . « + + o « +« . 2,863,490
OR-90-X035 (Section 9). . . . . . . _16,011,872

_ $19,725,362
Local Match . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,624,200
TOTAL . + &+ « « « « « o o o + « « « $24,349,562

Westside Corridor LRT

In May, Resolution No. 91-1463 amended the TIP and programmed some
$489.5 million in 1990 dollars ($376.1 million federal) for the
Westside light rail extension to 185th Avenue with provision for a
future amendment to include the Locally Preferred Alternative
resulting from the Hillsboro Alternatives Analysis. Additionally, it
recognized that the TIP will be amended in the future as required to
reflect detailed project costs and schedules as they become defined.

On July 1, 1991, Tri-Met submitted a grant application to the Urban
Mass Transportation Administration (UMTA) for constructing the
Westside light rail. Approval of the grant by UMTA will enable
funding final design, right-of-way acquisition, light rail vehicle
procurement, construction and system improvements.
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Major milestones which directly supported the grant application and
negotiations with UMTA for the terms of a Full-Funding Agreement
(FFA) have been accomplished:

. In May 1990,’the RTP was amended to recognize the Westside Corridor
. project to Hillsboro as the region's next priority for considera-
tion of LRT construction.

In July 1990, a regional compact was initiated with state, regional
shares and amounts of funding for the Westside LRT Corridor. De-
fined contributions were developed in the form of statewide and
regionwide benefits resulting from the project and contributions
from jurisdictions representing re51dents, businesses and users
directly benefiting from the project.

. In September 1990, the vehicle for entering into an intergovern-
mental agreement regarding coordination of decision-making for the
Westside Corridor project and Hillsboro project was initiated
(subsequently amended in January 1991).

In November 1990, tri-county voters approved $125 million  ($110
million for Westside LRT) in general obligation bonds for combining
with funds from the state and local governments. These funds will
provide the local match (25 percent) for federal funds (75 percent)
in constructing the Westside Corridor LRT.

. In spring 1991, HB 2128, providing the state's half of the local
match for the Westside LRT, was adopted by the Oregon Legislature.
The Oregon Legislature also adopted LC 2193 providing for a stream-
lined decision-making process to accommodate the September 30, 1991
deadline for entering into a Full-Funding Agreement with UMTA. The
Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement was published and
work on the Final Environmental Impact Statement began.

In March and April 1991, in compliance with the requirements of
UMTA, each governmental agency adopted the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA). The Tri-Met Board of Directors adopted the
final order defining the LPA in mid-April.

4

Tri-Met has recently revised the original cost estimates noted above
based upon the final approved preferred alternative and an adminis-
trative amendment to the TIP to reflect these revisions has been
implemented. The SDEIS estimate of $489.5 million (1990 dollars) has
been further refined based upon Tri-Met's completed preliminary (30
percent) engineering. An increase of $32.9 million arises from
additional costs of mitigation ($7.0 million), accommodations for the
Goose Hollow neighborhood ($5.0 million), inclusion of elements
requested by the participating jurisdictions ($4.7 million), and
further refinement of the project ($20.5 million). Reductions in
engineering and contingency ($4.3 million) result in a net increase
of $32.9 million. .

The original estimate of $489.5 million plus $32.9 million (both in
1990 dollars), when converted to year-of-construction expenditure
dollars and for consistency with the grant application, results in
the following:
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(MILLIONS OF DOLLARS)

YEAR OF

-~ IN CONST.

Cost Elements ‘ 1990 S EXP. $

Right-of-Way . . . « ¢« « « + + o« « « « « « $31.9 $ 49.8
Alignment Preparation. . . . . . . . . . . . 87.3 260.4
Tunnel . . . . . ¢ « « e+ v e e e e e s e 86.7 -34.7
‘Track Materials. . . « « « « « « « & « « « & 10.5 15.1
Electrification, Signals, Communications . . 38.1 58.5
Stations and Park-and-Ride Lots. . . . . . . 41.1 36.1
Operations Facility and Equipment. . . . . . 16.2 22.9.
Light Rail Vehicles. . . . e e e e e e e 58.2 91.0
Engineering and Constructlon Management. . . 89.6 137.5
Design and Construction Contingéncy. . . . . 29.9 50.0
TOTAL PROJECT REQUIREMENTS . . . . . . . . . $489.5 $756.0
UMTA (75 percent). . . .+ « + « « « « & + o+ .+ $367.1 $567.0
Region (12.5 percent). . . . . . . .« .« . . . 61.2 94.5
State (12.5 percent) . . ¢« + + ¢« « ¢« o 4 e 61.2 94.5
TOTAL PROJECT RESOURCES. e e 4 e+ 4 e« 4 « . $489.5 $756.0

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

1992 . . . $ 40.0 million (Annual Element year)
1993 . . . 58.0
1994 . . . 100.0
1995 . . 100.0
P1995. . . _269.0

$567.0 million
FEDERAL-AID URBAN SYSTEM PROGRAM

Federal-Aid Urban (FAU) funds can be spent on most of the region's
arterials and collectors with allocations from the state to the
region based on a population formula. Under federal law, the City of
Portland receives a designated portion (41.84%) of the funds with the
remainder going to the balance of the region.

This ratio varies each year to coincide with population changes in
the City and the region. The agreed-upon procedure (used in the past
and for FY 1991) to compute the annual ratio uses the Center for
Population Research and Census (CPRC) and Metro estimates to update
1980 Census data, based on the assumptlon that the urbanized area
boundary remains relatively unchanged since the 1980 Census. The
population estimates are factored accordingly using CPRC estimates.
Population estimates are prepared each July by CPRC for Oregon cities
and counties. Pending the status of the FAU Program and the STAA,
new procedures may be developed as necessary.
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New Projects

Four new FAU projects have been added to the TIP, all under the
jurisdiction of the City of Portland. They are:

FY 90-91 Road Rehabilitation Program . . . . . . . . . $971,520
Intersection Safety Program. . . . « + +« « « « «. « . . 180,400
Signal Safety Improvements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 150,480
NW 13th Avenue Intersection Improvements . . . . . . . 150,000

Project Changes

Many administrative adjustments, both large and small, have been made
to the FAU Program for FY 1991. Of interest, however, are the
following project changes:

Hawthorne Bridge -~ This project has been allocated its FAU fundlng
from trade-offs with other projects and the FAIX Program.

‘ FAU Actions Change (+/-) Augﬁgr.
Hawthorne Bridge . . . . . . . $1,863,687 $2,153,687
238th/242nd Improvements . . . - 647,460 ‘ 0
223rd Connector via 207th. . . -1,156,227 0
Regional Reserve . + + « « o« o ‘ - 60,600 178,685

The two deleted projects now use FAIX funds.

FAIX Actions

Hawthorne Bridge . . . . . . . $2,000,000 . . $ 2,000,000
(Resolution No. 91-1462)

McLoughlin Blvd., Phase I. . . -2,000,000 . . 18,590,825
Sunnybrook Split Diamond PE -- has been increased to $210,249 using

surplus funds of $160,249 from the Harmony Road project.

Resolution No. 91-1380 authorized $144,901 of Federal-Aid Urban (FAU)
funds as the Portland region's contribution toward the update of the
Oregon Roads Finance Study based on pro-rata shares of the region's
FY 1991 FAU allocations:

Region . . . . . . . $ 84,274 . . . (58.16%)
Ccity of Portland e . 60,627 . . . (41.84%)
$144,901

The objective of the study‘is to develop a legislative proposal for
the 1993 session for a roads financing package to meet the long-term
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needs of the cities, counties and state. Key elements of the study
toward this objective include establishment of road needs for Mainte-
nance, Preservation and Modernization of the city, county and state
systems, evaluation of existing and potential revenue sources, and
development of a recommended package to fund unmet needs.

The 18-month study is to begin in May with funding ($1.8 million) to
be provided as follows: 60 percent from the State Highway Fund, 25
percent from Federal-Aid Secondary funds on behalf of the counties,
and 15 percent ($270,000) from Federal-Aid Urban funds on behalf of
the cities. The funding shares are based upon the current formula
for distributing state highway revenues. The resolution approved the
Portland region's share ($144,901) of the FAU portion of the funding
based on FY 1991 pro-rata allocation of FAU funds statewide.

Exhibit A reflects these allocations and includes housekeeping
functions as well as the new projects under the FAU program.

OTHER PROGRAMS
Six-Year Highway Improvement Program

ODOT's 1991-1996 Six-Year Highway Improvement Program contains proj-
ects identified by a variety of means. The program is updated every
two years and incorporates input from citizens, local governments and
Highway Division staff, as well as projects carried over from the
last Six-Year Program. It is currently undergoing review for adopt-
ing an update July 1992.

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 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 (1991-1996) 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 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
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highway projects for inclusion in ODOT's 1993-1998 Six Year Trans-
portation Improvement Program. Priority state highway projects were
ranked in three categories: Interstate, Access Oregon nghways
(AOH) , and Other Highway Projects.

The list will be used to support development of the first draft of
the new Six-Year Program. Additional comments and a formal JPACT/
Metro Council adopted list of project priorities as part of the
public review, comment and hearing process associated with OTC review
and adoption of the program will follow later.

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

Specifically recommended was for ODOT to 1dent1fy the region's

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

Construction

All projects identified as a "high" priority (greater than 18 points)
are recommended for construction. Of these, partlcular 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 addition, the following projects which did not score higher than
18 points should be programmed for construction or require special
consideration:

. I-205: Highway 24 Interchange. This project provides necessary

staging for and is complimentary to Phase 1 of the Sunrise Corri-
dor.

. 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
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study shoﬁld also define specific local access and circulation
issues related to the trolley. : ‘

. U.S. 30: N. Columbia-Lombard at NE 60th. This project represents
the final segment to the Northeast Portland Highway within the City
of Portland between Rivergate and I-205. As a result of completion
of other phases within the corridor, the project has ranked lower.

Project Development

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

Park-and-Ride Facilities

Tri-Met has submitted and prioritized five park-and-ride lots asso-~
ciated with state highways. The priority park-and-ride lot project
ready for construction as soon as possible is the expansion of the
Tualatin facility. That lot should be programmed for construction.
Given the complex nature of acquiring sites, certain actions on other
sites should be as follows:

. Southgate Theatre. ODOT should assist Tri-Met in finding and
funding a permanent site.

. MAX Expansion (Gateway). Request programming for an out year in
the new Six-Year Progran.

. Lake Oswego Site. Coordinate with the Highway 43 MACS.
. West Linn Site. Defer until site issues are resolved.
Criteria

The criteria were adopted by JPACT in 1989 for prioritization of
projects associated with the 1991~1996 ODOT Six-Year Highway Program
based on continuation of the current STAA for 1992 through post 1995,
With minor modifications to provide points for pedestrian, bicycle
and transit improvements, the criteria are essentially the same.
However, the subcommittee recommended that the criteria be thoroughly
reviewed prior to the next Six-Year Plan update in order that impli-
cations resulting from activities related to urban growth management
in the Portland area, the state Transportation Rule, and the federal
Clean Air and Surface Transportation Acts can be incorporated as
necessary.

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

west of Highway 217. The project will study various corridors and
mode opportunities such as light rail, transit, highway and bus
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service. Alternatives to. be studied will include transit and tran-
sit/highway combinations with and without a new highway facility.

Resolution No. 91-1441 initiated the public involvement process and
adoption of the Purpose and Need Statement. Additionally, it
addressed definition of the strategies and alternatives to be
considered, selection and endorsement of a series of alternatives,
and endorsement of assumptions and methodologies.

Oother Program Organization

The Other Program section of the TIP is organized by funding sources:

Federal-Aid Interstate Systenm
Federal-Aid Interstate 4R
Federal-Aid Primary

Highway Bridge Replacement
Title II Safety Program

State Highway Funds Financing
Bicycle Transportation

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 ex-
pansion has been demonstrated with interest in advancing HCT planning
in a number of corridors. Technical studies have shown that expan-
sion 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 Corridor -- The Westside Corridor is clearly the state's
and the 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 initiated, it
was concluded that the segment from 185th Avenue to Hillsboro
should also be advanced into Alternatives Analysis when land use
- plans and population and employment densities increased to the
point where a light rail extension would be viable within a 15-year
time frame. 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
application for the-Hillsboro Alternatives Analysis; and finally,

on January 18, 1990 when they reconfirmed the region's LRT pri-
orities. :
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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
Preliminary Engineering and will advance into final design. The
second segment from 185th Avenue to Hillsboro is in Alternatives
Analysis comparing No-Build, TSM and LRT alternatives.

I-205/Milwaukie -- The region has determined that the next HCT
transit corridor to advance into Alternatives Analysis should have
its terminus in Clackamas County, either in the I-205 or Milwaukie
Corridor. Both corridors have been determined to be viable HCT
corridors through previous studies. The region will undertake a
Preliminary Alternatives Analysis, or transitional study, to select
from I-205 and Milwaukie Corridors, the region's next priority v
corridor to advance into Alternatives Analysis. The results of the
study will include identification of the transportation problems
within the corridor; refinement and description of a small set of
most promising alternatives, including No-Build, TSM and various
LRT and other HCT options; a preliminary assessment of the poten-
tial cost-effectiveness of those alternatives; a systemwide

" financial plan; and a scope and budget for the Alternatives
Analysis.

I-5/1I-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 will be coordinated
and proceed on a schedule concurrent with the I- 205/Milwaukie Pre-
liminary AA. While the objectives of the studies will be 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 will be the development of a

corridor financial strategy consistent with the Reglonal Systemwide
Financial Plan.

Regional HCT System -- The Regional Transportation Plan defines a
long-range vision for an HCT system in the Portland region.

Further local planning is underway, particularly by the City of
Portland, Metro, and Tri-Met to refine this vision, determine the
viability of HCT in each corridor and establish an overall staging
plan. This is particularly important to aid in determining changes
in land use plans to improve the long-term viability of HCT in
these corridors. Key objectives of this study are to develop
region HCT criteria and priorities, update travel demand forecasts
to the year 2010, examine critical issues of expanding HCT in the
Portland CBD, determine operations and maintenance requirements and
limitations with system expansions, and develop a Regional System-
wide Financial Plan for the long-term development of HCT.

In summary, the region's HCT priorities are clear =-- the Westside
Corridor to Hillsboro is the number one priority and 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



1-205 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.

Sunset Highway Improvements

In addition to the Westside LRT, over $100 million in highway-related
improvements are planned in the Sunset Highway Corridor between the
Zoo and Highway 217. These changes will be managed by ODOT. Con-
struction of highway improvements will be coordinated with construc-
tion of the light rail progran.

The highway improvements using state funds have not as yet been
approved by the Oregon Transportation Commission. When this occurs,
the TIP will be revised to reflect the following project orientation:

Highway 217/Sunset - SW Center Street to SW 76th

(LRT line, Section 6, and highway improvements) . . . . $21.33 M
Sunset - Highway 217 to Zoo Interchange

(Sylvan Interchange). . . « « + ¢ ¢« ¢« & o o o o« « + « o« 14.68
Sunset - Highway 217 to Zoo Interchange

(Camelot, Canyon Court and Zoo Crossing). . . . . . . . 9.24
Sunset - Highway 217 to Zoo Interchange

(Canyon Court and Freeway Widening) . . . . . . . . . . 36.67
Sunset - Highway 217 to Zoo Interchange

(Climbing Lane and Zoo Onramp). . . . «. « . & « « « . . 13.08
Highway 217 - T.V. Highway to Sunset Interchange

(Freeway Widening). . . . « ¢ « « « « + + . e e e . 17,17
General

UMTA Policy on Private Enterprise Participation

On December 5, 1986, UMTA published Circular 7005.1 establishing
requirements for ensuring that UMTA grantees provide for consid-
eration of private sector involvement in transit service delivery.
Included in the circular is the requirement that the metropolitan
planning organization adopts policies ensuring private sector
participation and certifies at the time of -adoption of the annual
Transportation Improvement Program that all requirements are being
met. In accordance with these requirements, Tri-Met's compliance
with the policy to ensure private sector participation is demon-
strated and endorsed by this resolution.

Self-Certification

Metro's certification of compliance with federal requirements has
been adopted under Resolution No. 91-1408.
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Financial Capacitz

On March 30, 1987, UMTA issued Circular 7008.1 which requires transit
agencies and MPOs to evaluate the financial ability of transit agen-
cies to construct and operate projects proposed in the TIP. Tri-
Met's Finance Administration has conducted an analysis of the Dis-
trict'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 programmed for the FY 1992 Annual Element.

Air Quality

1. 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 trans-
portation control measures; and contributes to annual emission
reductions consistent with Section 182(b) (1) and 187(a) (7) of the
Act.

2. 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 necessary for
attainment of these standards are included in the TIP. In addi-
tion, the TIP has been reviewed to ensure that it does not
include actions which would reduce the effectiveness of planned
transportation control measures.

State Clearinghouse Review

The FY 1991 TIP has been submitted to the Oregon State Clearinghouse
for review.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 91-1478.
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ATTACHMENT

POLICY ON PRIVATE ENTERPRISE PARTICIPATION IN
THE URBAN MASS TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM

TRI-MET DOCUMENTATION OF COMPLIANCE FOR FY 92

INVOLVEMENT OF THE PRIVATE SECTOR

Projects included in the FY 92 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 Transportation 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 prospectlve private sector
bidders/proposers.

All major capital projects are examined prior to formulation of site plans to be certain that joint
development possibilities are maximized from the inception of the project. This analysis focuses
on possibilities in the area of obtaining contributions from property owners and developers and
" in being certain that air rights 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. Two
proposals received the previous year under UMTA'’s Entrepreneurial Services Program are not
being carried forward due to 13 (c) labor conflicts. Tri-Met offered four Requests for Proposals
for the provision of transportation service during the past year. These new contracts are now
in place and worth approximately $3% million per year.



DESCRIPTION OF IMPEDIMENTS TO HOLDING SERVICE OUT FOR COMPETITION

The major impediment to contracted transportation is the labor contract which requlres all
vehicles on lines of the District to be run by Tri-Met operators. The situation has changed
somewhat because several contractors for elderly and disabled services have become organized.
This has opened the door for further discussions toward resolving impediments to competition.

DESCRIPTION AND STATUS OF PRIVATE SECTOR COMPLAINTS

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

PLANNING PROJECTS

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 three 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. (See Attachment B).



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 Public Services or his designee no later than 10 working
days following any decision or recommendation. - The decision of the Executive Director of
Public Services 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 UMTA regulations can be appealed to UMTA following the Tri-Met steps.

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

$152,014.4
1472,204.7
$426,835.1
$126,981.0
$295,867.2
$327,940.1
$172,037,5
$451, 3064
$345,413.5
$309,022.3
1301,765.9
$284,830.4
$58,590.7
432,027
$49,140,2
$14,155.8
$133,286.%
$74,203.3
$78,859.7
$116,560.6
$100,328.0
$137,793.2
430,876.7
$106,084.0
$40,862.5
$25,060.
$32,929.5
$27,841.0
$174,573.1
$267,562.4
$45,803.4
$83,358.4
$45,495.0
$77,985.7
$98,101.9
$36,372.1
$87,758.3
$324,714,3
$107,658.3
$15,010,7
$22,075.7
$88,040.3
$159,545.3
$306,528.2
$339,681.2
$409,306,2
$202,997.4
$116,712.
$43,930,
$27,241.7
116,721.3
$11,226.0
$35,837.5
$40,041. 1
41,3971

$8,019, 187

Yehicle
Kiles

$89,435.5
$260,740.0
$230,743.0
$56,548. 4
$137,435.1
$170,517.3
496,295, 4
$261,358,7
$153,222.1
1179,419.9
$164,751.4
$153,869.8
$31,431.8
$20,414.0
$50,30.2
$30,228.8
$82,733.2
$48,871.7
$42,783.9
$110,150.3
t64,258.5
$104,515.7
$22,395.1
$80,510.2
$30,448.0
$27,595.5
$30,204.4
$15,251.7
$97,543.7
$144,025.1
$10,259,2
$52,254.3
$19,779.9

" $51,092.1

153,749.9
$22,200.7
$59,593.5
$238,036.0
$47,594.8
$10,324.8
$9,311.1
$48,023.2
473,398.5
$202,783.4
$199,498.8
$247,489.3
$88,075.7
$75,082.4
$33,558.7

$16, 8004

45,263.8

$15,409.3

$31,137.4
$31,590.3
$45,138.1

$4,725,272

Bus Day
Equiv.

$24,000, 4
$74,720.7
159,808, 3
$17,493.2
$39,915.8
149,248.0
432,412,5
$42,505. 6

- $50,690.9

449,905.7
$44,321,8
$39,915.8
$9,553.5
$6,150.0
414,527
$9,942,9
$20,677.7
$17,318,7
$15,754.4
$24,080.4
$19,543.5
$28,006.5
$5,583.9
$20,671.7
$11,167.7
+8,375.8
$8,375.8
36,1510
$29,184.4
$36,549.4
$13,523.4
$15,315.3
9,942.9
$12,345,5
$19,107.2
$11,167.7
$17,529.4
$59,979.4
$20,477,7
48,375.8
$3,969.8
$16,882, 4
$24,211,2
$15,543.3
#42,221.9
$53,003.0
125,825.3
$18,496,5
15, 781.7
15,583,9
$2,791.9
42,7919
$11,187.7
$13,959.
$11,167,7

$1,308,192

FULLY ALLOui el BUS COSTS

Weekday  Subtotal

Pk, Veh

$22,020.4
+3,311.8
$48,795.5
$13,763.4
$33,032.1
$41,290,2
30,2794
$55,053.5
$41,290,2
$44,042.8
438,531.5
$33,032.1
48,256.0
$5,505.4
$13,763.4
$9,258.0
$19,248.7
$18,516.1
$16,515.1
$22,021.4
$19,260.7
124, 774,4
$5,505. 4
$19,266.7
$11,010,7
$8,258.0
$8,256.0
45,5054
$24,770,1
$33,032.1
$11,010.7
$13,763.4
$8,258.0
$11,010.7
$18,516.1
111,010.7
916,515.1
$49,548,2
$19,268.7
$8,250.0
$2,752.7
$13,763.4
$19,248.7
$35,784,8
433,032,
$41,290,2
$22,021.1
$16,516.1
45,505.4
$5,505.4
12,752.7

1287,551.8
$870,983.9
$783,483.0
$215,186.0
508, 250,3
$587,995.5
1331, 015.9
$830,624.2
$590,416.7
$582,390.8
$549,376.8
$511, 6481
$107,934.2

$64,097.1
$147,790. 4
$91,565.5
$255, 9665

- $155,709.7
$154, 878.2
$272,812.6
4203,398.8
$294,620.5

$64,351,1
$126,540,7
$93,480.9
$49,290.0
$79,767.7
$55,749.4
$326,075.2
$481,569.1
$130,676.7
$165,691.5
$82,676,9
$152,434.4
$185,475.1
$80,795.3
$11,807.2
$671,217.9
$215,199.5
$11,569.3
$38,109.3

$276,423.8
$590,637.7
1613,440.0
$751,088.7
$338,921.3
$226,807.4
$29,756.3
$55,172.3
$27,529.8
$2,752.7  $32,179.8
$11,010.7  189,153.3
$13,763.4 $100,154,4
$11,010,7 $108,713.5

$3,134, 103 $15,186,754

$166,709.2

’

QOverhead
Ratio

$71,200.7
$215,785.4
$109,201.7
$53,312.1
$125,423.0
$145,475.3
82,0088
4205,786.3
1145,324.7
$148, 2887
$136,107.8

$126,740.3

$26,740.4
$15,880.0
$38, 15,0
$22,890.2
$43,45.5
438,824.7
£38,369.2
$67,569.1
$50,391.8
$72,991.9
$15,945.4
$56,125.2
$23,151.8
$17,168.5
$19,762,4
$13,811.9
$80,764.8
$119,308.3
$32,375.0
$41,049.9
$20,483.1
$37,765.4
$45,951.3
$20,016.9
$15,042.4
$166,308.4
$53,315.5
$10,397.9
$9,141.5
$41,302.0
$68,483.7
$146,330.4
$151,979.1
$186,081.5
483, 967.4
$56,191.4
$22,237.0
$13,548.9
16,820.5
17,972.5
$22,007.7
+24,813.2
125,933.7

$3,762,503

Fully Allocated
Quarterly Costs

$358,792.5
$1,086,749.3
$952,884,7
$248,498.1
$31,673.3
4733,670.8
©413,024.7
$1,036,410.5
$736, 1.3
$726,677.5
$585, 4844
$538,408.4
$134,670.7
79,9711
4184,405.4
$113,275.7
$319,382,0
$195,534, 4
$193,240.4
$340,401,7
$253,790.4
$367,612.5
$80,306.4
$262,465.9
$115,450,7
486,458, 5
$99,530,0
$49,561,3
$406,880.0
$400,677.3
$163,051.7
$208, 741,
$103,160.0
$190,199.5
1231,426.4
$100,812,2
$226,809.8
$837,586.3
$268,515.0
$52,367,2
#47,550.9
$208,011.3
$314,907.5
$736,970.1
$765,419.1
$937,176.2
$422,868.7
$282,999.0
$111,993.4
40, 841,1
$34,350,3
40,1523
#11,241.0
$124,967.6
$138,647,2

$18,949,257

ESTINATED

FULLY ALLOCATED

ANNUAL €OSTS

$1,435,170
84,347,077
43,811,539
$1,073,992
12,526,493
$2,934, 663
$1,652,099
41,145,642
$2,947,745
$2,906,710
12,741,938
£2,553,63

$538,4%9

$319,908

731,622

$457,103
$1,277,528

$782,138

$7712,92
#1,361,607
$1,015,183
$1,470,450
$321,22
$1,130, 664
$465,603
$345,82
398,120
$270, 245
$1,627, 140
$2,903,509
$452,207
$826, 966
$412,440
$760,798
925,706
$403,249
$907,399
$3,350,345
$1,074,060
4209, 449
- 190,203
, $832,045
$1,379, 430
$2,947,880
13,081,477
$3,748, 881
#1,491,555
#1,131,9%
47,9
$215,345
$137,401
$10, 09
$444, 964
$499,670
4542,509

$75,797,030

Lo ANl A LPnk A b & 2

Full Cost/
Vehicle
Hour

451,44
$30.48
$48.01
$43.22
$43.97
$ig. 4
$51.91
$53.86
$43.92
$50.44
$49.40
$48.74
$19.61
34,43
$58.94
$38.72
51,87

$39.46

$35.35
$62.56
$55.90
$57.57
$55.60
$56.37
$63.43
$76.68
$68.87
$53.37
$50.81
$47.98
15293
$53.93
$50.15
$52.99
51,71
$62.47
$55.19
$35.73
$53.79
80,62
$14.34
$30.93
$45.52
$51.77
$48.64
$49.351
$14.49
$32.45
$55.53
$58.37
$43.93
$77.14

$69.97

$68.59
$72,83

$51.38

Estimated Private
Sector Costs

91,076,378
13,260,308
$2,859, 654
1805, 494
$1,895,020
$2,201,012
$1,239,074
$3,109,232
$2,210,024
$2,180,032
$2,056,453
31,915,225
$104,024
$239,931
$553,217
$342,827
$958, 145
4586, 803
$579,721
$1,021,205
$261,372
81,102,837
240,919
3847, 998
$349,952
$259,389
$298,590
$208, 684
#1,220,580
$1,802, 632
$189, 155
$620,224
$309,480
$570,599
4694, 279
$302,437
$680,549

$2,512,750 -

$805, 545
$157,101
$142,653
$624,034

$1,034,722

$2,210,910

42,296,257

32,811,511

$1,268, 488
$848,997
4335, 980
$206,523
$103,051
$120,457
$333,723
$374,903

" $406,942

¥56,847,772

© 81,176,839

13,564,403
$3,125,452
680,674
$2,071,888
$2,408,440
$1,354,721
$3,399,426
$2,417,148
$2,383,502
42,248,389
42,093,980
441,733
$262,325
$504,850
374,824
$1,047,573
545,353
$633,829
$1,116,517
832,433
$1,205,789
263,405
927,144
$382,614
$283,577
326,458
$228, 143
$1,334,501
$1,970,878
$534,809
$678,112
$338,385
$623,854
475,079
$330, 684
$744, 067
$2,747,203
$880,72¢
$171,764
$155,967
$682,277
$1,131,297
$2,47,262 .
42,510,575
43,073,918
41,387,075
$928,237
$347,338
$225,799
$112,649
$131,700
364,870
$409,894
$444,923

$62,153,564



Attachment B

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 o
w/o Full Maintenance v
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.
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WESTSIDE CORRIDOR LIGHT RAIL PROJECT
Private Enterprise Participation Documentation

Summary:

The Westside Corridor project will be the most extensive public works enterprise in the history
of the metropolitan area. As such, local jurisdictions have already exhibited a high level of
planning coordination, financial commitment, and constituency involvement. Proof of broad
public and private support of the project is evidenced in the November 1990 approval of a $125
million bond measure by 74% of the voters in the District. A host of complementary public
works activities will be undertaken which will enhance federally-assisted Westside LRT. The
supportive partnership between government and the business and citizen communities is expected
to continue throughout implementation of the transitway. e
- Funding has been, and will probably continue to be, a complex issue in expansion of LRT in the
metropolitan area. Unlike some transit properties, Tri-Met lacks a dedicated resource to
accommodate funding LRT construction. In tandem with efforts to secure traditional public
sector funding sources, regional leaders have vigorously investigated public/private finance
mechanisms. This investigation began with a theoretical review of these mechanisms by a task
force, called the Public/Private Task Force on Transportation Finance (PPTF). The task force
review was followed by consultant studies using the Westside LRT project as a case study.

During 1988, the PPTF convened to explore some creative methods of funding LRT expansion.
The task force, composed of 15 business executives and six public officials from the region, was
charged with designing a working partnership between the public and private sector for the
financing of future transit projects. Findings and recommendations of the PPTF include:

Tax Increment Finance -- This mechanism should be used at selective station locations, not on
a corridor-wide basis. Use should be considered in conjunction with urban renewal districts, and
where LRT can directly contribute to redevelopment in alleviating blight.

Station Area Assessment Districts -- This mechanism should be implemented equally throughout
the corridor to avoid unfair market impact. Districts would be established within %4 mile
walking distance of light rail stations. Assessments should be phased in, (a percentage of lease

rates), reflect differing land uses (including vacant land), and be tiered according to pedestrian
distance.

Joint Development and Station Cost Sharing -- Packaging of the sale or lease of land held by
Tri-Met for private development could provide operating revenue. Tri-Met should acquire
property around station sites with available federal dollars, with priority consideration given to
sites that also support other development objectives beyond LRT. "The potential for. private

station cost sharing should be considered when establishing the final alignment and station
location.
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The task force concluded that there is value to both the public and private sectors from
development attributable to LRT improvements. This group understood that funding for the
Region’s transportation improvements will be met primarily from traditional public sources at
the federal, state, and local level. However, property owners benefiting from LRT development
should share in the cost of that development. The task force further concluded that there is a
primary benefit to property owners adjacent to transit station development, and that a portion of -
that benefit should be "captured” or otherwise employed to help fund LRT improvements.

Dollar projections forecasted for four finance mechanisms are as follows:

Public/Private Task Force Coe
September 1988
Key Findings and Recommendations

Tax Increment Benefit Station Cost Joint
Assessment Sharing Development
Westside LRT $14 M $15.0 $3 Not Calculated

Estimates are $15 M in the corridor and $17 M in the central city attributable to Westside
LRT, with the approximate distribution as shown above.

The findings and recommendations of the task force were discussed and accepted by the Joint
Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation, the Region’s transportation policy setting group.

Following from the work of the task force, Tri-Met retained three consultants to review the
applicability of the mechanisms using Westside LRT as a case study:

D Tax Increment Financing -- Lyle Stewart, Oliver Norville, and Vicki Pflaumer;

2) Benefit Assessment Districts -- Shiels and Obletz; and,

3) Joint Development and Station Cost Sharing -- Jeffrey Parker and Associates and
Zimmer Gunsul Frasca.

With regard to numbers one and two above, the assignment was to review the conditions that
would be necessary for the funding mechanism to be used when developing light rail corridors.
Given the wealth of information available on Westside LRT, case studies of that facility were
the basis for the reports. With regard to joint development and station cost sharing, the
assignment was to develop specific recommendations that result in revenue generation or cost

avoidance for the Westside LRT project. This was not an effort to identify potential land use
demonstration projects.
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The three consultant reports identified these findings and recommendations in 1990:

Tax Increment Financing -- Tri-Met does not have the legal authority to establish TIF but could
work with local jurisdictions that have the authority to establish a TIF program. Using
intergovernmental agreements, the region could legally tap TIF to raise tens of millions of dollars
for transit development. This would be consistent with the task force findings. These funds
could not legally be used to purchase rail vehicles or pay operating costs. Public understanding
and support is critical when establishing a TIF program.

Station Area Assessment Districts - Legally, these districts would be Local Improvement
Districts (LID). The consultant had two recommendations. First, it was recommended that Tri-
Met not pursue a corridor-wide LID program as suggested by the Task Force.” It was argued that
such a program would be technically difficult, too expensive to be cost effective, and meet with
resistance from property owners. ~

Second, in lieu of a program funding specifically light rail, Tri-Met should consider undertaking
a broader program in cooperation with jurisdictions to fund transit-related development in station
areas. Work should be sought that is likely to have strong political and property owner support
including road and access improvements; pedestrian ways, parks, wetlands and greenways;
special urban design features, public and private utilities. Funding mechanisms would not need
to be limited to assessment district. Tax increment; dedicated street lighting, sewer and water

funds; system development funds; jurisdiction general funds and other local sources should be
considered.

Joint Development and Station Cost Sharing -- Based upon an evaluation of seven Westside
LRT station sites that were selected as promising joint development candidates, almost $10
million could be derived in joint development through cost savings and additional revenues. A
further opportunity to improve ridership and operations, as well as generate $2.1 million in
revenue, exists if Tri-Met invests its savings in project costs into additional land acquisition.
- These projections arise from future development scenarios in keeping with existing zoning and
redevelopment alternatives that were evaluated at two workshops by private sector
representatives. '

With respect to Westside LRT, these mechanisms have not yet been implemented. Tax
increment and assessment districts were not thought to be viable mechanisms for two reasons.
First, the local portion of project funding was derived from bond proceeds. It was deemed more
logical to offer voters one large bond measure rather than a smaller bond measure while also
requesting approval for tax increment and assessment districts. Second, the idea to use these
districts developed too late. Local governments and corridor property owners assumed traditional
public funding sources were being sought for the project, thus there was no need for private
investments to "make the project happen."
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It is too early in the project to judge the full extent of station cost sharing and joint development.
As Westside LRT enters final design, opportunities to employ these mechanisms will continue
to be evaluated. Also at that time, potential uses of tax increment and benefit assessment
districts for funding specific project elements will be revisited.

Documentation Specific to UMTA Circular 7005.1:

A. Description of Private Sector Involvement

Private citizens form the Citizen’s Advisory Committee. The CAC received extensive
public testimony regarding the LPA from downtown Portland to S.W. 185th. The CAC
will continue in its advisory capacity and will make the initial recommendation for the
locally preferred alternative for the extension to Hillsboro.

Further opportunity for public comment was afforded by hearings of the Project
Management Group, the Steering Group, the discussions of the government agencies in
adopting the preferred alternative, and the Tri-Met Board.

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 projects by private sector representatives
is afforded when the Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee and Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transportation review the projects prior to the approval of the
TIP.

The competitive procurement process for equipment or vehicles, and provision of services
or material for TIP annual element projects includes distribution of notices of bid
advertisements or requests for proposals to prospective private sector bidders/proposers.

To date, private providers have fulfilled the following roles in the project:

(1)  consultants in preparing the SDEIS

(2)  tunneling and geological experts in analyzing route alternatives

(3)  engineers in analyzing surface alignments

@ financial advisors in analyzing employment impacts and funding choices

(5)  project management specialists in preparing the project management plan required
by UMTA

(6)  engineers to perform value engineering

(7)  consultants in assisting with special mitigation problems
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- Private providers are expected to participate in the future in the following aspects of the
project: '

(1)  quality assurance

(2)  construction management

3) insurance \

(4)  material testing program

(5)  pre-and post-construction surveys
6) systems and systems design

(7) - civil design

The actual construction will involve private providers as identified below:

) civil work for line segments

2) civil work for tunnel

3 provision, installation and testing of track materials

(4)  landscaping

(5)  construction of stations and park-and-ride lots

(6)  provision, installation and testing of fare collection and accessibility equipment

(7)  provision, installation and testing of track electrification, signals and
train-to-wayside communications, and communications systems

(8)  provision and testing of light rail vehicles '

(9)  construction of operations facility

B. Description of Private Sector Proposals

Tri-Met has received no unsolicited proposals from the private sector during the last year.
Two proposals received the previous year under UMTA’s Entrepreneurial Services
Program are not being carried forward due to 13 (c) labor conflicts. Tri-Met offered four
Requests for Proposals for the provision of transportation service during the past year.
These new contracts are now in place and worth approximately $3'2 million per year.

c. ’ 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. The situation has
changed somewhat because several contractors for elderly and disabled services have
become organized. This has opened the door for further discussions toward resolving
impediments to competition.

D. Description and Status of Private Sector Complaints

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




BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING THE ) RESOLUTION NO. 91-1478
FY 1992 TO POST 1995 TRANSPORTATION ) Introduced by Rena Cusma,
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AND THE FY 1992 ) Executive Officer
ANNUAL ELEMENT )

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

WHEREAS, In accordance with the Metropolitan Service
District-Intergovernmental Resource Center of Clark County Memo-
randum of Agreement, the Transportation Improvément Program has
been submitted to the Intergovernmental Resource Center of Clark
County for review and comment; and

WHEREAS, The Metropolitan Service District must certify
compliance with the proposed policy on private enterprise par-
ticipation in the Urbén Mass Transportation Program; and

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

WHEREAS, Some 1991 Annual Element projects may not be
obligated by the end of FY 1991 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 1992 Transportation Improvement Program for the

urban area as contained in the attachment to this Resoclution

25



marked Exhibit A.

2. That projects that are not obligated by September 30,
1991 be automatically reprogrammed for FY 1992 for all funding
sources.. |

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

4. That the Transportation Improvement Program is in
conformance with‘the Regiénal Transportation Plan, Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990 and the Interim Conformity Guidelines and the
1982 Air Quality State Implementation Plan (Ozohe and Carbon
Monoxide) and that the planning process meets all requirements of
Title 23 -- Highways and Title 49 -- Transportation of the Code
of Federal Regulaﬁions.
| 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 1992 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 , 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

WHP: 1lmk
91-1478.RES
08~-28-91
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Proposed Program for Fiscal Years 1992 to Post 1995

Effective October 1, 1991

DRAFT

September 6, 1991

Metropolitan Service District




Interstate Transfer Programs




Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal—Aid Interstate Transfer Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/91

rpted.r

n8/29/91
‘age 1

Obligated 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Categoxy I~ )

**%1 Finaled Vouchered Projectskithiidihsakkadtk A edkh ki kd kXXX kA UFXAXNKRAINRKKARAXD 0000000*00000* ¥ A ¥k Ak kK k¥ kk ok ke wk ¥ ¥k % X ¥ *CLOSED
Pre Eng 347,648 [} o] 0 [ [} o . 347,648
Rt—of~-Way 1,339,429 o] o [s] o] ] [+] 1,339,429
Conatxr 5,879,244 [¢] (¢} (o} o o [+] 5,879,244
Non-Bwy Cp ] [¢] 0 0 L¢] 0 1] o
Opexating 155,015 [+] o (o] o (o] [+] 155,015
Reserve ] o [+] [+] o o [} 1}

Total 7,721,336 o [+ [+] o] o o 7,721,336
+«%%2 RESERVE FOR OREGON DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (ODOT)*#kdktkdkkstdkhdddkr107 ¥00—000%*kkht k¥ *VARvaTkhnat ¥kt kkakkOh ket
Reserve [ ] o] [} o] o a 884,986 884,986
Total ] 0 [s] ] 0 0 884,986 884,986

*%*3 BANFIELD TRANSITWAY — HIGHWAY FUNDSA Y kddkdtd X d At kA Xk kd Ak kA RAA RN EXAXAEXANL]LS *B0—D00* ¥ * 00000 FFAP GB XX X2 XA X XA AXNAXON A kW

Pre Eng 5,532,585 [s] 0 [+] ] 1] 191 5,532,776
Rt—of-Way 7,929, 650 o ° 0 ) 0 0 7,929, 650
Consatr 14,117,895 o o 0 o] ] 0 14,117,895

Total 27,580,130 [¢] o] ] o] o] . 1o 27,580,321

*k*qd BANFIELD TRANSITWAY ~ TRANSIT FUNDS (T) KRAAREXERAARR AR RN A AR AR AR RARAX] 16 ¥BO—F00***OQ000Q*TRAGSH k2 hkkkkk kAR A XA Ao X

Pre Eng 10,936, 546 o Q 0 [+] 0 4] 10,956,546
Rt—-of-Way 13,371,853 0 o] 0 ] 0 4] 13,371,853
Constr 120,384,576 o /] o ] o [} 120,384,576

Total 144,712,975 Q (¢} 1] ° (o] o 144,712,978

*%%%5 METRO SYSTEM PLANNING - W/S CORRIDQR(T)it**_*i***l’*************************117 *1001 3%k 2006 TH¥TRAvVaTrk gk khdk ik kk ok dkk

Pre Eng 2,194,266 0 0 o 0 o] o 2,194,266
Total 2,194,266 4] [+] ] 0 o] 0 2,194,266
**%6 BANFIELD TRANSITWAY — METRO PLANNING (T) A ¥ *tdkkd A Ak X hddk kAN X AAARAAXAXXXX XA **X]1]8 *B0—404***00000*TRAVAT X A 2*F khkkkkhk Qi ddd
Pre Eng 300,050 4] ] o o ] ] 300,050
Total 300,050 0 o [} V] 1] 0 300,050
i*%*7 TRI-MET TECHNICAL STUDY —~ 5 WORK ELEMENTS (T) ¥kkkkdddkddddidbdkkdtdddtddddd*120 *80-404***00000*TRAvarttnarrdrddtkkkQukks
Pre Eng 428,000 0 [+] [} [+ ] 1] 428,000
Total 428,000 0 o [+ ) [+] 0 ] 428,000
*%%8 METRO PmING*************************************_***********************126 *80—404*¥**Q0000*VARvartktnakkt ket (hhhk
Pre Eng 2,040,957 275,077 59,267 o ] 4] [+} 2,375,301 »
Resexve 1} 0 o [} ] 0 0 [}
Total 2,040,957 275,077 59,267 [} o o [¢] 2,375,301
*%*9 MCLOUGHLIN CORRIDOR ~ UNION/GRAND AVE VIADUCT TO SE RIVER ROAD*****#kkX¥X*k*] 27 *TT~139%X*X00346*FAP26* ¥ ¥ LE**hkhkhkkhkqhkkk
Pre Eng 1,496,785 921,515 0 Q o] [+) [} 2,418,300
Total 1,496,783 921,515 0 0 o] 4] 2] 2,418,300

#%10 MCLOUGHLIN BOULEVARD IRT ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS AND DEIS (T)***skwkukktxat*]28 *00~000%**00346*FAP26K & wLEX ¥k k kkwk QN ¥k &

Reserve [+] ] 0 ] 0 ] 0 /]
8ys Study ] 0 [} o o 0 o ]
Pre AA o 4] 510,000 Q 0 ] 4] 510,000
Alt Anal 4] 0 0 0 1,050,000 (] 0 1,050,000

Total [o] ] 510,000 0 1,050,000 ] o 1,560,000

*#11 MCLOUGHLIN BOULEVARD SOUTHEAST CORRIDOR STUDY (T)& k44 k#kkkskk s kkd s kbt 4k +130 *00-000%*+00000TRAZE** +LEN +kk ka % £ QR k&

Pre Eng 100,000 o a ] o ] o 100,000
Total 100,000 o ] V] 4] [o} [+] 100,000
#*#12 NCLOUGHLIN BLVD PHASE I — TACOMA OVERPASS AND HARRISON/RIVER RD**®#*ka*kx*#134 *77-159a**04872XFAP26X A *LEX ¥ Ak kAR Ak gh Ak ®
Rt-of~Way 8,296,000 (4] o] ] (o} o [J a,296,000
Constx ] 9,900,000 0 [¢] o] 0 0 9,900,000
Reserve 0 0 ] ] Q 0 394,823 394,825
Total 8,296,000 9,900,000 [¢] ] (o} 0 394,825 18,590,825

**¥13 POWELL BLVD — 352ND AVE TO 92ND AVE — SECTION TI*kkhkkkhkkhhkddhhkktdrddddkddd k] 64 X T6—0L2*¥¥*xQ0LL3*FAP24 ¥ AN 26 Ak ran kAL k k&

Pre Eng 515, 641 0 o Q o} o o 515,641
Rt-of-Way 6,697, 690 ] o o] o o) o 6,697,690
Constr 4,020,853 o o V] o] [} 1] 4,020,853

Total 11,234,114 ] 4] 0 0 0 0o 11,234,184

*%14 YEON/ VAUGHN/ NICOLAI/ WARDWAY AND ST HELENS ROAD RECONSTRUCTTION******%**#269 *7T9—038***XQ0129*VARVAT*k ¥ T26* Kk kkhkh Ok ki ¥

Pre Eng 2,036,482 255,000 o [s] o [+ —54,496 2,236,986 *
Reserve 0 o [v] V] [\] o] [+] [s]
‘ Total 2,036,482 255,000 0 o [+] o} —-54,496 2,236,986

**1% BANFIELD LRT STATION AREAR PLANNING PROGRAM(T)#% &k st dshkihhadkkhkdkkt k#2090 *BO—900R*¥OLSIAATRAGEBA KA 2 Ak *#h Ak kb Ok k&
Pre Eng 1,028,075 0 0 ) 0 [ 0 1,028,075
Total 1,028,075 0 0 0 0 o 0 1,028,075



Metropolitan Saxvice Distrxict
Transportation Improvement Program

Federal-Aid Interstate Transfer Projects

Obligations Through 06/30/91
pted.r
8/29/91
age 2
Obligated 1991 1992

' 1993 1954

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Category I (Continued)

*%16 TRI-MET RIDESHARE PROGRAMAXfkkkkkAkkkkhkkhkhhkhbtktrddddkdrdtkdrrhktdkrrtddt*205

Operating 1,783,840 [+] 0 0 [}
Total 1,783,640 (o} 4] 0 0
+#17 PORTLAND/ VANCOUVER CORRIDOR ANALYSIS...BI-STATE TASK FORCE (T)*#%d¥*dkd4x¥310
Pre Eng 72,311 0 ] [} 0

Total 72,311 (4] ] [¢] 0

*%18 CONVENTION CENTER AREA TRANSIT / HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS (T)#%®¥kdtkikkxdddbkh*383
Pre Eng 100,000 o 0 ] [+}
Total 100,000 [s] 0 o ]

*%x19 METRO TECHNICAYT ASSISTANCE®kkdkdkdkthkhkhkhdkhbbkddhkdbrhkdbbbhdtdhhbhhkihdhbrraddr*d g0
Operating 65,878 36,000 o ] o
- Total 65,878 36,000 0 0 []

*#%20 MCLOUGHLIN CORRIDOR TRANSIT ANALYSIS () dkdkkhdkhkkaddthddhbhbrthdirbdbtdrtrer588
Pre Eng 130,855 o ] o o
Total 130,835 ] [¢] o [¢]

#%#21 LIGHT RAIL VEHICLE PURCHASE (T) **%hakkdkdhinhhhhhhhbdihihkhbhhtthhkddihhkak¥693
Non—-Hwy Cp 2,863,490 0 0 [+] 0
Total 2,863,490 [+] D] 6] [}

*%22 NW NICOLAIL ST — NW 29TH TO NW 24THA XA kA Rk Ak RAAR KR AR RARN XX AR KR kR AR Rk A AR RAXT 3]

Rt—-of-Way 39,063 ] 0 o 0
Constr 2,173,166 0 0 o] 0
Total 2,212,229 0 [} [} o

*%23 NW YEON AVE ~ NW ST HELENS RD TO NW NICOLATI®*xkdkdkikdkdkkikdkdhkkhkrhhtrhrihkd*733

Rt—of-Way 2,125,000 o 0 ] 0

Constxr 10,124,731 o} 0 [ 0
_Resaxve o o ] o 0
\ Total 12,249,731 0 ] 0 o

#£24 NW ST HELENS RD — NW KITTRIDGE TO KW 31ST AVEA At xkdkdkdhddhbhrddadhtrdaas734

Rt—of-Way 150, 852 38,998 [ [} [
Constx 1,679,640 ] [+] Q o
Reserve [} [+] [o] ] 4]

Total 1,830,192 38,998 [+] 0 ]

*%2%5 VAUGHN ST / WARDWAY — NW 31ST AVE TO RW 24TH AVE*#dkddkikmikkdikikhhrktat k735

Constr 1,001,675 (o} V] 0 0
Resexve o ] [+ 1] 0
Total 1,001,675 (] 4] 0 [+]

*%26 FRONT ~ YEON CONNECTIONAARAARRRAARRKEAXRAARKKRAKE AN RANRARIRAA AN AR RN RR AR RRAT 3G

Rt—of—Way 1,003,071 ] [} 0 [¢]
Constr 4,614,922 o ] 4] [+]
Resexve ] (o] 0 1} [}

Total 35,617,993 0 0 4] o]

*%27 PHASE I ALTERNATIVES ANALYSISH (T)d&kddkhkhhhkdddbdhktdhdbhddddhkdbbdtdidhkdhirddx]E65
Pre Eng 250,000 o [} 0 0
Total 230,000 o o [¢] 0

*%28 BANFIELD TRAFFIC MONITORING PROGRAK*******************‘ktt*****************771»

Constx 183,459 ] [+] [} 0
Resexve ] Q 0 o o
Total 183,459 1] o o 0

**¥29 SUNSET LIGHT RAIL PRQGRM(T)**********************************************773
Pra Eng 500,004 Q )] ] Q
Total 500,004 o 1] V] 0

*¥30 NW TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT PROGRAM* ¥k dkakddkdddthhkdrkhhdh kit d§O2

Pre Eng 142,035 o] 0 (4] 0
Reserxve 0 o} 0 0 [+]
Total 142,035 [¢] 0 (4] N 0

**31 TRANSIT MATLL EXTENSION NORTHAXXARKAAN kAR kA kA Ak kAR bk A bbbk ko k kb kAR kR A RARB22
Constr 0 211,200 2,876,300 [ 0
Total 0 311,200 2,876,300 (o} [+]

-232 SUNSET HIGHWAY RAMP METERINGA®* A AA RN AR KA KARRARR* AR AR NR AR AR RA AR KR IR Ak R e AN XZ 2T

Pre Eng 32,848 7,152 0 o [¢]
Constr 300, 535 82,450 Q [+} 4]
Reserve 0 o [} V] (¢}
Total - 333,383 89, 602 [¢] o] [¢]

Total Categoxy I
238,506,315 11,827,392 3,445,567 [ 1,050,000

*80-313**¥*Q21S1¥VARvarknakkx s Xk kkk Ok ki h

0 24,171 1,808,011
] 24,171 1,808,011
*§0—032+* *00000*TRAVAT* ¥ 726+ ¥ hk ki k4 Ok ko
o 0 72,311
o 0 72,311

*00-000***Q0000*TRAVAX¥*T 26 kkhkkkhkQh ki
o 0 -100, 000
o o 100,000

*80—404***00000*VARVAT* nakkhkkhkkkQu k¥
o o 101,878 *
[ [ 101,878

*00-—000**"OOOOD*TmG***lE*********O****
0 0 130,855
o 0 130,855

I‘oo—ooo***o00OO*OR*var**M*********o****
0 o 2,863,490
0 o 2,863,490

*79—-038***00L29*FAUII02* 7286 ¥k kkkkkQhkkd

o 0 39,063
0 o 2,173,166
0 [ 2,212,229

*’]9—038***o0354*FAP1****2W*********0****

o (4} 2,125,000
[ [} 10,124,731
o o o
0 [ 12,249,731

*T9-038 ¥ X ¥ V036 TXFAUI296X 726k kkhkk fkkkd

[ [ 189,550 *
) 0 1,679,640
[ 5,000 5,000
o 5,000 1,874,190

*79-038*** 00387 FFAUI296* T26  kkk kkkk Ik ¥ ik

0 0 1,001,675
0 o o]
o] o] 1,001,675

*79-038***00586*FAUII00* 726 %kt kA Ok kot

v} 2,053 1,005,124
Q o 4,614,922
0 66,207 66,207
0 68,260 5,686,253

*80—404 ¥ **00000*TRAVATA *narkkkkk Wk Ok kh*k
o 250,000
0 4] 250,000

*J1 0183 K AkQ1BOE*FAP GBS ¥ 2ANAh kAN A A Ah Ak d

0 [ 183,459
0 0 o
0 [ 183,459

*#10033%***Q0000*TRA27T* A% Thhhhkkkd ki h
(] ] 500,004
(] o 500,004

*B4-0L6**¥Q2358*VARVATA*T26*drkr ke Dhhhk

0 o} 142,035
0 o o
0 (4} 142,035

*30--035***QQ000FAUSIAL X T26X ¥k hkkkxQhhkk
] o
] o] 3,187,500

*¥JO231 %A NQ223BHFRAP 2T A AL Thhkkk kX kG TR AR N

] [+] 40,000 *

0 (o] 382,985

o] 347,013 347,015 4/92
0 347,015 770,000

] 1,669,952 256,499,226

3,187,500 nl



Metropolitan Service District
Transpertation Improvement Program

Federal-Aid Interstate Transfer Projects

: Obligations Through 06/30/91
- rpted.r
n8/29/91
-age 3
Obligated 1991 1992 1993 1994

1995 Post 19955 Authorized

City of Portland

**33 Finaled Vouchered Projectat ¥ s X ¥k bk k kX kAN Adkd kA RN XA RRRANKRXINAARKRFUNNX] 0000000%0000QF #¥ %k sk sk kb ok kR 44k k% # % *CLOSED

Pre Eng 1,246,823 o] o] o 0
Rt—-of-Way 1,111,410 -1 o o] 0
Constr 24,613,209 [} (s} 0 1]
Reserve Q 0 o] 0 o
Total 26,971,442 -1 o 0 o]
**34 N COLUMBIA BLVD ~ 0.25 MI W OF TERMINAL RD TO W OSWEGO AVEX*kiwikkkikikiids )
Rt—of-Way 327,636 0 o] ] 0
Constr 2,857,047 [+] [+] 4] 0
Total 3,184,683 o [} 0 0

*x3% [-5 — GREELEY/I—5 CONNECTION — LANDSCAPINGhk Ak kkkkkkkkdkikddhhkbrbhrbhhkrkdrdiD]

Constr 93,668 o] o ] 0
Total 93,668 o} [+] (o} [¢]
**36 HOLLYWOOD DISTRICT IMPROVEMENTS/NE SANDY BLVD - 37TH TO 4ATTHY**kkkdkxkkkankk28
Pre Eng 306,967 4] 0 0 1]
Rt~of-Way 197,304 0 0 0 -0
Consatr 2,610,577 o 1} o [+]
Total 3,114,848 0 (4] .0 [¢]

*#%37 ARTERTAL STREET 3R PROGRAMA #hkkkhkdhhkdrk Ak Ak kA kA Ak d ke ke khhkh Ak Rk kA Ak Ak 43

Pre Eng 214,632 o o [»] [+]
Constr 5,834,873 o 4] ] 0
Total 6,049,705 ] o] [+] 0

**38 MCLOUGHLIN NEIGHBORHOOD TRAFFIC CIRCULATION##®#ddkdktddwddddhhkkbdhhdtdrbrirsr] 53

Pre Eng 19,000 4] 27,530 0 0
Consatxr 2 [} 100,980 [} o
Total 19,000 0 128,510 0 o

*39 SE DIVISION CORRIDOR — DIVISION/CLINTON/HARRLSON#®¥dkkdkikkhtdhhkskdrttitr1gg
‘?2re Eng 23,139 0 [} 4] ]
Total 23,139 0 o 0 s}

*x 40 SW BROADWAY — SW 4TH TO SW GTHR KA Ak AR XXAXRAAXRAXAARAAAARAEEA AL XX AR AR AN X200

Pre Eng 98,012 [s] 0 0 0
Consatr 418,244 o 0 0 1]
Total 516,256 ] ] s} 0
*%41 BEAVERTON HILLSDALE HWY( OR10) — CAPITOL HWY TO SCHOLLS FY RD#*%kkkwAkatd%x243
Pre Eng 298,044 0 Q Q o
Rt~of-Way 477,360 0 0 0 0
Constr 1,668,241 0 0 o [+]
Total 2,443,645 ] o o ]

**42 ST HELENS ROAD RECONSTRUCTION — WEST CITY LIMITS TO NW KITTRIDGEX*#* %k k¥ k#*271

Pre Eng 62,165 (1] [+] o 1]
Constr 161,565 0 26,270 s} 0
Total 223,730 0 26,270 0 o]

*%43 W BURNSIDE ROAD/ TICHNER DRIVE INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT***%ktikAkkkkrkiit4282

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

Total 562,632 [¢] ] [} [}

**44 NORTHWEST PORTLAND TRANSPORTATION STUDY# Akk Ak kkdkhkkkh kA khkkkh ARk kA R*XAX285
Pre Eng 28,804 o o] 0 0
Total 28,804 o [o] o 0

**45 NW FRONT AVENUE RECONSTRUCTION — NW GLISAN TO NW 26TH AVE*kkkkkikdkkbhikth286

Pre Eng 243,537 ] o [} 4]
Rt—of-Way 113,373 (o] (4] [ 4]
Constr 4,200,481 [¢] (4] 4] 1]

Total 4,557,391 (o} (4] [+] 0

**46 MARINE DRIVE WIDENING TO FOUR LANES — I—53 TO RIVERGATEX®**tkdikdkdhidhdtrr208

Pre Eng 1,624,265 [¢] 514,209 [} 0
Rt—of-Way 5,525,000 [} ] [} 0
“onstr 3} 4,461,257 6,442,282 ] 0
reserve ] o] 0 0 0
Total 7,149,263 4,461,257 6,956,491 o 0

**47 NE PORTLAND HWY IMPROVEMENT TO FOUR LANES - NE 60TH AVE TOQ TI—205%**xkkawd*30]1

Pre Eng 298,577 [} 0 0 0
Rt-of-Way 225,649 o [} 0 0
Constr 2,651,998 0 o 1] 0

Total 3,176,224 0 o o o

o L] 1,246,823
/] o] 1,111,409
o o 24,613,209
[} [} o
0 4] 26,971,441

*75-019%**01600*FAUSOS6 X123 % dhthhd QR kkk

o () 327,636
o 0 2,857,047
o o 3,184,683

*76-009***¥Q0000*FAUvALrt #7226k kkkkkkk Ok k *

L] o 93,668

[} o 93,668
*79-0T7L***QO0LIS*FAUSI26*FI¥ kkkkkkkk 2k kk

. 306,967

197,304

(-3 - -]
0000

3,114,848

*10050*** % 01568 VARvaAr* ¥ 726 kkkkhdkQhdirk

1] o 214,832
o ] 5,834,873
] o 6,049,705

*B0—-081***02345*VARvaAr* ¥ 726k  kkkkxk Qi ik

0 0 46,530
0 o 100, 980
o 0 147,510
*78~069** %0038 *FAUIBOO* T 26 kkkkkk xRk Ph Ak k
4 [¢] 23,139
[} ¢} 23,139
*10092* ¥ ¥ *00SB2AFAITI3LSXT 26Xk k kR Ak x Qhhw s
0 o 98,012
] [} 418,244
[ ] 516,256
*78—030% X ¥Q03B83AFAUI228%40* *khkdhkkkkJh ik
o o 298,044
] o 477,360
[} ] 1,668,241
o o 2,443,645
*79—067***02107*FApl*t**2w**t*****t5****
] L] 62,165
0 s} 187,835
0 0 250,000
*79-058***00000*FAUOIZ6* 5OX kukkhk kk Qo kv
0 0 27,972
0 "] 69,820
1} o 464,840
[} [*] 562,632
*79~035***01088*VARVAT+*T26 Rk kA Xk kkQh k¥
0. o 28,804
0 [+} 28,804
*80-006F A ¥005BS*FAUSB00XT26% k kX Ak Ok k% *
[ 0 243,537
0 [¢] 113,373
0 Q 4,200,481
o o} 4,557,391
* 79056+ ¥ *004 S8 AFAUGIG2*L 20 % khk kAR 2R Ak ®
o [ 2,138,474
] —-4,797,511 727,489
o [ 10,903, 539
o : [ o
4] -4,797, 511 13,769,502
*79-055%**O08BL*FATIIGE VL 23 %k Ak kb k Gk
¢} [ 298,577
0 o 225,649 *
] [ 2,651,998
] 0 3,176,224

10/91

2,610,377 *

8/92

12/91



rpted.r
08/29/91
‘age 4

Obligated

1991

Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal—Aid Interstate Tranafer Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/91

1992 1993 1994 19595 Post 1995

Authorized

City of Portland (Continued)

*¥48 SW TERWILLIGER BLVD — BARBUR BLVD TO TAYLORS FERRY RDA**¥kikksakkakksihrtx309

*B80—013***00 709+ FATIBELXT2E6%* ek skt k Okt

9/92
10/92

10/91
4/92

oh

Pre Eng 473,619 0 0 0 [ 0 "} 473,618
Rt—of—Way 23,477 o 0 0 0 [+] 4} 23,477
‘Constr 1,344,841 0 [+} 0 o [+} ~64,000 1,280,841
Total 1,841,937 [ 0 0 0 0 —-64,000 1,777,937
**49 CONVENTION CENTER AREA TRANSIT / HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS (T)*¥¥k¥kkkidadkurtrx363 *00-000%**00000+*TRAVAT**T2Ex*xkkkkk Ok k& k
Resaxve ° o 2,000,000 [ ) o 0 0 2,000, 000
Total 0 0 2,000,000 0 o o o 2,000,000
**%50 SW BERTHA BIVD -~ SW VERMONT T0O BARBUR BLUDY®%kkhkkkkdh kb d kA kA ARk Ak ke ddh k515 *BL—-07B*¥* %2535 *FATIL20% ] 26 *FkkkkrQhkkk
Pre Eng 42,915 0 [ o o ] 0 42,915
Rt-of-Way 16,150 0 0 ] 0 [ -4, 000 12,150
Constr 1,277,992 0 53,000 [V [} o o 1,330,992
Total 1,337,057 0 53,000 0 ] o —4,000 1,386,057
*x5]1 82ND AVENUE — SISKIYOU TO BROADMY*****************************t*********ts_',l *79=049a**007323FAUOTLI*6B kkkkkkk kX Qi ik
Pra Eng 36,788 o 0 4 0 0 36,788
Constr 201,357 o 0 0 [\ 0 - 0 201,357
Total 238,145 [ o i o o 0 T 0 238,145
*x%52 NW 23RD AVE / BU'RNSIDE****************************************************526 *10093****00733*Fm9326*726********D****
Pre Eng 95,624 o 56,258 [ 0 [ [} 151,882
Rt—of-Way o o 128, 350 [ o 0 0 128,350
Constr 0 o 480,386 0 [ 0 0 480, 386
Total 95,624 o 664,994 0 [\ o 0 760, 618
%53 NW 215T/22ND - THURMAN TO FRONTH hkhkkkhkkhk bk hh A A kAR dk A A XA A A AR AR XA RN R A AN R AAARGE30 *10L26% %% X0 T 43 *FAUIILTHT 26 ¥k hkkhQhkknk
Pra Eng 112,710 ‘0 0 o (] 0 -29,295 83,415
Rt-of-Way 0 0 0 0 ] (] [ 0
Constr 0 [} [+] o 1} o] [} 0
Total 112,710 o 0 o 0 4 -29,285 83,415
*%%4 NW INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS - 22 LOCATIONSkkkkdkhkhkhkhrhkbhdhhkkb bk hkhkktddkdd§3] *1001TH M XOOB4LASYWARvArk* T2 khhkhkk kA Qhhk ‘
‘Pre Eng 33,000 o 24,132 0 0 o 0 57,132
Rt~of~Way 0 0 8, 500 [ o o [ 8,500
Constr 0 [ 280, 508 o o o [ 280,508
Total 33,000 o 313,140 ] o o ) 346,140
**%%5 NW CIRCULATION IMPROVEMENTS — 10 INTERSECTIONS*A*A%rddk kA * XAkttt k¥ Ak kh kA ¥G32 #B4-01L5+ X024 624 VARVATF A T265kkhkk QR kd s
Pre Eng [} o] 0 o ] 0 0 o]
Total 1] ] e} 3] ] [+] 0 [+]

*%%6 CITYWIDE SIGNAL SYSTEM ANALYSIS**dkkddkkhkkdkkrikkdhkdhhkhikrtrbhbkkdtkrhkkkdk®560

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

**37 CBD TRAFFIC SIGNAYL REPLACEMENTS UN'IT B — BANFIELD LRT CORRIDOR**%k%dkkt+d*662

Pre Eng 110,272 [+ 0 [}
Constr 1,077,630 0 [+] ] ]
Total 1,187,902 o [} 0 0

**58 COLUMBIA BLVD — DELAWARE TO CHAUTAUQUA RRXINGS®k*ktikakkrkkkdhkkAkwdtddtikdT]2
Pre Eng 118,150 0 o] 4} 0o
Total 118,150 ] ] [ 0

**%59 NORTHWEST RIDESHARE®* AKX & Ak kA A dhhd tkhkdk ke kddh bk hk bk kdh ke bk bk bk kb kk kkdk*'723
Operating 32,519 Q ] o] 0
Total 32,519 o} 0 o [

*XE0 .BANFIELD FIRE LINEX®kkdkdkhhkhhkdthhdddkdkddrkhbkddbdhdhkhb kbbb bbbk dbdd b ki d b &T24

Pre Eng 15,842 o 0 o] Q
Total 15,842 o [¢] 0 [}
**61 SW VERMONT STREET - 30TH AVENUE TO OLESON ROMD*®*kkkkkhdkkkhkhkkkkkkk k¥ ¥ A ¥726
Pre Eng 208,930 [} 0 o o
Total 209,930 0 1] [} [

*B9=027*k* X055 28 *VARVAY* X T26% *hkhk k(G khok

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

*B4—~091**k*00000*VARvaAXk* 2k hkkhkkhkkkkQhkk i

0 o 110,272
0 o ‘1,077,630
0 o 1,187, 902

*101314 %% *00T 68 ¥FAUIISERT2Ek A Ak k vk Ok kkk

o 4] 118,150
[+] o 118,150
*10090*** %000 QO*VARVAL*k* 726 *kkdk*hQhrkdd
[s] [} 32,519
o] o] 32,519

*BO—900***Q0000*FAP GB*¥ k¥ 2h K Ak Ak kXX Qh ok h
o [+} 15,842
] 0 15,842

*10133¥* ¥ X020 34FAUIIGB* 7264 * k kA kk (h ki ok
o o] 208,930
] o] 208,930

**62 MARQUAM RAMP ST IMPROVEMENTS - SE WATER, HMHILL TAYLOR, CLAY**kdddkdkdkdkd 727 *1OLI2¥***¥01412*FAUSIEEH T26% k¥ kkk kA Qukhk

Pre Eng
Consatx
. Total

#63 82ND AVENUE ~ DIVISION TO CRYSTAL SPRINGS — UNITS 1 & 2%kwkdkhdbdbhtiddddt k730

Pre Eng

Rt-of-Way

Constrx
Total

102,834
876,076
978,910

632,967
2,125,000
1,200,510
3,958,477

[+]
o
o

ooo0o¢QC

o [} o 0
0 o 1] ] (4]
o o] [ o o]

0 0 0 0 0
o 0 0 0 ~1,313,000
0 0 0 0 0
o [¢] 0 [¢] -1,313,000

102,834
876,076

978,910

*79~049b**00TOO*FAUOTLIX GG N hkhhkkk Jhkkk

632, 967

812,000
1,200,510
2,645,477

9/91



rpted.r
08/29/91
rage S

Obligated

Metropolitan: Service District
Trangpoxtation Improvement Program

Federal-Aid Interstate Transfer Projects

Obligations Through 06/30/91

1991 1992 1993 1994

1993 Post 1995 Authorized

City of Portland (Continued)

**64 NW FRONT AVE ~ GLISAN TO COUCH ( EVERETT-FRONT CONNECTOR )*¥#¥kdkkddhkdisd75]

Pre Eng 219,503
Constr 2,110,072
Total 2,329,575

] o [} o]
0 o 4 1]
0 4] [} [s]

**6%5 N VANCOUVER WAY ~ UNION AVENUE TO MARINE DRIVE**¥khhdddsiorstdhdihidhtdhhtn]62

Pre Eng 239,859
Rt-of~Way .10
Constr 2,470,712
Total 2,710,581
**66 BANFIELD FREEWAY - CITY
Congtrx 149,405
Total 149,405

**67 SIGNAL MODIFICATIONS(3)
Pre Eng 53,850
Total 53,850

o o (o] 1]
o o ] ]
] 4] ] +]
o Q ] [+]

BRIDGE REPATR WORKXAA* Ak kA Ak N AR KA KX AN XA X XN RAXAXG 0
0 o ] o
o] 4] 4 o

- NORTH PORTLAND#**kkkkkkkhkkhkhkdhdkhkrtrikhbdkkh ks *g840
[} ] o 0
] o Q 4]

** 68 NEW CBD TRAFEFIC SIGNALS (5)******************l‘*****************************841

Pre Eng 16,543 1] o] o 0
Constr 274,030 Q [+] +] o]
Total 290,593 Q 0 0 0

*x§9 SIGNAL REPLACEMENTS (22) AAEKAARRREARERERRRRARE RN AR ARRR AR A RLARRNA AR RAEN A AN AB L2

Pre Eng 32,689 0 o 0 0
Consty 680,957 0 0 0 0
Total 713, 646 0 0 0 0

*#%70 NE HOLLADAY LRT TRAFFIC SIGNATLS*#kkkikkihkikkbkdeh ikt khkhkth bk bk bk kdrkrgqT
- Constx 422,546 . [+] o] [+] Q
Total 422,546 [¢] ] 1] 1}

v#71 NE LOMBARD / COLUMBIA BLVD VIA NE 60TH AVENUEX**¥#kdkkhkhdsttdkha b i wn bk NG54
‘Pre Eng 212,925 o o 0 0
Total 212,925 0 0 0 0

*+72 NE GERTZ/13TH - VANCOUVER WAY TO MERRITT/FAZIOQ**k¥*Xx ¥k kkthkkkkk Ak Ak Ak kA k kA4 4857

Pre Eng 169,856 o ] (] 0
Constxy 1,143,101 [¢] [»] [+] o
Total -1,312,937 0 ] 0 . o

*%73 ATRPORT WAY UNIT DESIGN — I—205 TO 1S81ST AVENFk* Rk hkakkkktkkkkd ANk kAR kXA XA 255G
Pre Eng 1,131,129 o 353,871 0 o
Total 1,131,129 o 353,871 o [

**74 ATRPORT WAY EMBANRMENT (2/5)%*dkatkhhdhhhhkdhhd bkt ARt kA kA r bk A A rk ke X kR LA 4359
Constr 2,915,141 -437,141 [¢] [¢] [
Total 2,915,141 —437,141 [} o (4]

*%775 ATRPORT WAY — I-205 TO 138TH AVENUE (1/5) *XAxkhkARkRkAXNARAAXNARN AN RA RN XXX XG 60
Conatx 3,719,396 705,604 Q 4] [+]
Total 3,719,396 705,604 [ o 0

**x76 AYRPORT WAY UNITS ITI AND III — NE 138TH AVE TO 161ST AVE(S5/5) ¥***k*k*k kAt ¥ A %861

Constrx o 7,300,000 o 2] 0
Pending /] 1] o V] 0
Total 0 7,300,000 0 o o

*%77T 45TH AVENUE — HARNEY TO GLENWOODXR*AARARXEARARAAARRAAAAAREAARARAANEAA A AR AAAANG0E
Pre Eng 0 o o 0 o
Total 0 [ o 0 0

*%78 ATRPORT WAY — THREE STRUCTURES — 158th AVE TO 181ST AVE (3/5)%kdkwkkhkhkkhrkn0lg
Constr 1,850,937 39,063 o} o 0
Total 1,850,937 39,063 0 o] 0

**79 ATRPORT WAY WETLAND MITIGATION — NE 158TH AVE to 181ST AVE (4/5) ¥ttkkkkkek*920

Constr [ 0 722,000 [} []
Total 0 0 722,000 0 [¢]
Total City of Portland

89,968,019 12,068,782 11,250,946 [o] 0

*10140%***QL250*FATO300* 726 *kkhkkkQh ik

0 ] 219,503
[} 0 2,110,072
0 o 2,329,575

*10149% ¥ ¥ ¥ Q1555 AFAUSIC0* 7264k dkn k ke ki

L+] [} 239,839
o 0 10
0 0 2,470,712
[} ] 2,710,581

*80—900 %% *Q0000*FATIGA A **2h kX khkkh Ok kh ¥
o]

0 149,405
0 0 149,405

*84—001** ¥02362+VARVAT* #7265+ hktk Ak Ok Ak H
0 0 53,850
0 0 53,850

*84—003** ¥02363*VARVAT ¥ 726 A+ A kk kA Ok kk &

L] 0 16,543
[+] 0 274,050
o 0 290,593

*84~002** ¥Q23 64 VARVAX A KT 26 Ak kkk kA Qhk Rt

L+] [+} 32,689
] 0 680, 957
0 [+] 713, 646

*Q4-0924 % *00000*FADIOO3* T26% ¥ khhkkkk Ok ki
0 o] 422,546
[} e 422,546

*80—011***Q0835+FAUIILT L 23k hkkk kGl hk i
o o 212,925
[¢] [»] 212,925

*84-051***024 64 *FAUSIEL X726k khkk kO kit &

o 0 169,856
0 0 1,143,101
0 ] 0 1,312,957

*84-022***02355*!‘“9964*72S********O***""
o 0 1,485,000
o 0 1,485,000

*84—022b**04112*FAUIOE4* 726 Hkk ¥tk kkQk ki
o 0 2,478,000
o ] 2,478,000

*84-022a**0500L*FAUI964* 726 ¥k kkkk kk Qi k¥
] 0 4,425,000
o Q 4,425,000

*84-022et*05002*%FAUSSE4* T26 k¥ k kk kkQh h k&

0 0 7,300,000
0 -2,589,359 -2, 589,359
o -2,589,359 4,710,641

*00-000***00000*TBDvark*JO3** Ak kX Ok dkk

o 50,000 30,000
o] 50,000 50, 000
*84-022C**Q 3384 *FAUSIGAX 726,k *k kh k kO k k¥
0 0 1,890,000
[} D] 1,890,000

*84-022A**05598*FAUSG 64 ¥ T26% k¥ kkkk QR kk*

0 0 722,000
0 0 - 722,000
0 -8,747,165 104,540,582 *

10/91

11/91



Metropolitan Sexvice District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal-Aid Interstate Transfer Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/91
rpted.r
28/29/91
age 6
Obligated 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995

Post 1995 Authorized

Multnomah County

**80 Finaled Vouchered Projacta***#kakaa kx sk kkidkdhhhhkhkhka kA kAk kA bk kkk k4 #HAXARUNO 00000000000 0* # ik H ¥k ok ok k% kK ke k ke kb ¥ ¥ *CLOSED

Pre Eng
Rt-of-Way
Constx
Reserve
Sys Study
Total

184,980
87,463
5,751,147
0

0
6,023,390

*%81 242ND AVENUE - 23RD

Pre Eng

Constr

Resarve
Total

89,394
554,361
[}
643,755

0

00000

o000 O0CO

ooocCcaoo

o000 0O0

STREET TO DIVISION STREET (GRESHAM) dkkkddkkkdkdiddidiis]3g

0000

coo0o

cooo

oocoo

**82 257TH AVE IMPROVEMENT & EXTENSION — COLUMBIA HWY TO STARK ST*¥*t¥kitkitirtx]lg

Pra Eng
Rt—-of-Way
Constx
Resexve
Total

193,822
752,971
2,325,237
[
3,272,030

00000

oocoo0o

[¢]

co0oo0Q

=]

000

**83 2218T/223RD — POWELL BLVD TO FARISS RD — UNITS 1 & 2%*ddddddkharddddrkdhaer205

Pre Eng
Rt—of-Way
Constr
Reserve
Total

283,968
1,156,670
1,879,806

0
3,320,444

cooo0ooco

co0ooO0

<]

o000

oooo0Q

*%84 221ST AVENUE — POWELL THROUGH JOHNSON CREEK BRIDGE ~ (1 & 2)*kkhkdhhkhdirdDjg

Pre Eng
Rt-of-Way
Constr
Resarve
Total

274,787
248, 639
2,275,366

o
2,798,792

O0O000

0Oo0oCc0O0O0

o

o000

oo o0aoo6

**85 SANDY BLVD CORRIDOR ~ 99TH AVE TO 162ND AVE *k¥Awdkwdkddkdddikhtdhhbdhbdrv¥244

Pre Eng

Rt—of-Way

Constr
Total

77,415
12,046
471,623
561,084

[~~~ -]

o000O0

[- -1 -

o0

4]
]

*%86 MT HOOD AT BIRDSDALE( POWELL/ 190TH INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT) *%*##¥k¥xAkt4293

Pre Eng
Rt-of-Way
Constr
Resexrve
Total

*#87 BURNSIDE ST — STARK TO 223RD AVE (BANFIEID FUNDED: STARK TO 199TH##*#* & kwt#%x294

Rt-of-~Way

Constrx

Reserxve
Total

361,918
571,693
1,404,287
0

2,337,898

222,417
1,754,683
[
1,977,100

**98 US30B — NE PORTLAND

Constx
Total

**89 HAWTHORNE BRIDGE EAST APPROACH RAMPS REPLACEMENT ($2757C) **kxkdknkhkhkhhkdxA*506
o}

Constr
Total

Constx
Total

[ 2,000,000

0 2,000,000

*+90 NORTH MAIN RECONSTRUCTION (GRESHAM)
47,097 [

47,097 0

66,631
66,631

ocoooo

[- -1~

(-2 -~ - I ]

o000

©ooo0oo0co

oo

oQ0oCQCo

]

0
0
0

HWY AT NE 158TH — SIGNAL/CHANNELIZE*#*AkkAxkkkkkdkhkhdd w404

¢}

o

[¢]

¢}
o}

0

0
0

[+]
o

[}
[+]

[¢]
o]

~ " DIVISION TO POWELL®AXkkkkhkkhkkhhkhkkrkh 541

o]
]

#**9] SCHOLLS/SKYLINE IMPROVEMENTS — CANYON CT TO RAAB RD (T) ¥dndhdkddkkhwdhkbkkddkg3]

Pre Eng
Total

54,272
54,272

a
Q

o
o]

0
[}

o]
o]

**%92 SFE STARK STREET — 242ND AVENUE TO 257TH AVENUEA*Ahddkdkkhddkdkddhkhdkdkhhhk kbt k4§37

Rre Eng
‘onstx
Total

16,594
1,316,520
1,333,114

o}

[¢]
o

o
o}
o

o
0
[s]

0
0
0

*%x93 SE STARK STREET — 221ST AVENUE TO 242ND AVENUEX#**dkddkkndhkhhkddkhhbhbhrrabglgd

Pre Eng
Rt—of-Way
Constr
Resarve
Total

132,853
263,500
1,366,740
Q
1,763,095

000D

coooo

[- -~

cooo0o

00000

o

00000

184,980
87,463
5,751,147
0

0
6,023,590

*GS-053%* Q368 THFAUSETTA TGN Rk kk kO ki k

2000

[}

o
[+]
v]

89,394
554,361

o
643,755

*BO0—048* A *COS4E6FFAUSBBINT26*kkkhkkd Gk dik

00000

0
0

e 0
50,000
50,000

193,822
752,971
2,325,237
50,000
3,322,030

*TT-078***QL688*FAUIBE T 726k hkkk kA Okt

oQooQoo

0
0
0
27,637
27,637

283,968
1,136,670 *
1,879,806
27,637
3,348,081

*78-012***00550*FAUIB6T*T 26  k kA khkk Qi ki

[}

0000

[
0
0
40,457
40,457

274,787
248,639 *

2,275,366 *
40,457

2,839,249

*78-04 9% X ¥ Q0L 18+FATOO66*5G* tkkikkn]Jhkkdh

0000

0

0
]
]

77,415

12,046
471,623
561,084

*TT-QEA*R Q0366 FFAP24 ¥k k26K kh kkhh k1O ekt

- N-N-N-N-

~-3,248
-~3,043
30,3540

o}
24,249

358, 670
568, 650
1,434,827
o
2,362,147

*T76~034%* %001 32%FAUIB22*T26 ¥k kkkk kk Ok

oo0oQO0O

<}

o
65,269
65,269

222,417
1,754,683
65,269
2,042,369

*78-049CH*02091*FAUSIEEX1 23Xk kX kX kX Ok kW

[s]
o

4]
o]

66,631
66,631

*84-09T A *Q291A*FAUIIE6*T26  kkhkkhk Ol ki

0
0

]
0

2,000,000
2,000,000

*B8—014***04863*FAUSSTO*T26* kkk kk kG dk &

o
[+]

0
0

47,097
47,097

*84-014Ccr 02586 FAUS235X 726 A Ak kkkk Ok kkk

o
a

]
(o]

54,272
54,272

*10206* ¥ **¥02036¥FAUIBLO* 726Xk kA kkkQhk wk ¥

4]
o
o

25,906
o
25,906

42, 500
1,316,520
1,359,020

*85-054* A *03686*FAUIBLOX T2EN Ak kA ki ko k

cocoo

o
o}
[
127,704
127,704

132,855
263,500
1,366,740
127,704
1,890,799

6/92
6/92
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rpted.r
98/29/91
'‘age 7

Obligated

1991

Metropolitan Service District

Transportation Improvement Program
Federal-Aid Interstate Transfer Projects

Obligations Through 06/30/91

19392

1993

1994

1985

Post 1993

Authorized

Multnomah County (Continued)

*%94 I-84 — 223RD CONNEGTOR (207TH) kkdhdiekhhadhdhkatdhhdsdd kddd kA kR AN kX kAR A AG64 ¥BI~025¥¥*05149*FAUIBETHT 26 kAR ko k kO wkt

Pre Eng o
Constr 4]
Resexrve o

Total »]

Total Multnomah County
24,198,902

[}

(/]
o
o

2,000,000

]
[}
631,374
631,374

631,374

0
2,006,207
o
2,006,207

2,006,207

0

Q
(o}
o

]

o]
o]
o]

0

Q
1]
0

361,222

[+]
2,006,207 9/93
631,374 9/93
2,637,581

29,197,705



rpted.r
08/29/91
?age 8

Obligated

1991

Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal~Aid Interstate Transfer Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/91

1982 1993 1994

1995

Post 1995

Authorized

Clackamas County

**95 Finaled Vouchered Projecta***Aruaaakhk adkkhdkkdkkdkhdk RXANARNRERANNRCANXIXAX0 0000000 00000K KA ¥R ¥R RXXAF Ak kd ki kdhk hk &

Pre Eng 311,529 0 o 0 0 0 0 311,529
Rt~of-Way 184,790 4] 0 [¢) 0 0 184,790
Constr 4,001,053 0 o o [o] [] 0 4,001,053
Reserva o [+] o] 0 0 0 o] [+]
Pending ] (s} 0 0 o 0 0 0
Total 4,497,372 0 o] o] o [¢] 0o 4,497,372
**96 LOWER BOONES FERRY RD - MADRONA TO SW JEAN* kkkkkkkkdhkkkkhdhkhkkbkkhkbkhkdkk v Gy *80—104***00677*?}1’9‘4‘73*703********0****
Rt-of-Way 616,984 o 0 ] 0 . o] Q 616,984
Constr 436,129 o] 0 [+] [} o] o] 456,129
Total 1,073,113 0 0 ] 0 Y] [s] 1,073,113
*%97 SUNNYSIDE ROAD ~ STEVENS ROAD TO 122ND UNIT I*dkkkdAxaddAhrddddkddrddddkdtddd T *7T-147%**00127*FAUSTLB*TOB A kkdkkhk ki x
Pre Eng 24,075 0 0 [+] ] 0 0 24,075
Rt-of-Way 121,950 [} o o] o ] 43,732 165,682 *
Constr 338,292 ] 0 o o 0 0 338,292
Total 484,317 [¢] [+ [} ] 0 - 43,732 528,049
*%98 HIGHWAY 212 IMPROVEMENTS (I-205 EAST TO HIGHWAY 224) ddxkdwdkkrdadkdddkddddks]24 *77-037*¥¥QO03BL*FAPTA* AL TLhkdhhkkhdQhdkd
Pre Eng 487,891 o 0 o} 0 o] 487,891
Rt-of-Way 2,878,114 0 o 0o o o] 0 2,878,114
Constr 4,994,657 ~71,745 [} o] ] 1] 2] 4,922,912
Reserve 0 o o] o] ] [s] 90,271 90,271
Total 8,360,662 -71,745 o o] ] o] 90,271 8,379,188
*%99 OREGON CITY BYPASS — PARK PLACE TO COMMUNITY COLLEGEX*k#kkkkhkhkkkhkkkhkhkhkhdd k1285 *76—007***QLETOXFAP TB* kX1 GOA Kk kk kX Ok Ak *
Pre Eng 1,167,420 o ] 0 0 [¢] 0 1,167,420
Rt—-of-Way 5,077,369 [+ o] 0 0 (o] [s} 5,077,369
Constxr 16,396,748 o [} o Q [+] [s} 16,396,748
Total 22,641,337 Q (o] o ] o o} 22,641,337
'¥100 STATE STREET CORRIDOR ( OR43) — TERWILLIGER TO LADD*#*#%kddkddkddkhkdd ki dd*]33 *77-068** 400359 *FAUISES*I¥rktkkirktkGhrhr
fPre Eng 247,612 o 0 [+] o 0 0 247,612
Rt~of-Way 576,772 0 0 ] 4] ] o] 576,772
Constx 886,093 0 o ] [+] o o] 886,093
Reserve ] o [} 0 0 o 400, 000 400,000
Total 1,710,477 0 [+] 4] o] 0 400,000 2,110,477
#101 JOHNSON CK BLVD IMPROVEMENT - CASCADE HWY N TO LESTER INTCHGh#**®dkkkhd¥xt*x405 *86—076***03355*FAU9704*703********0****
Constyr’ 872,360 [+] o] o] 0 872,360
.Reserve o 0 o o] o] D 29,650 29,650
Total 872,360 [+] o (4] 0 s ] 29,650 902,010

*102 OATFIELD ROAD AT JENNINGS AVENUE INTERSECTION TMPROVEMENT*#¥dkhkikxikkdkikrirdlg

*103 KING RD AND 42ND(PORTION) - 44TH TO 42ND/MON’ROE SE OF 42ND**kkkkkkkkhtr*a 500

*104 RATLROAD AVENUE/HARMONY ROAD — 82ND TO MILWAUKIE CBD — ONIT TAhrkkkdkakvax}553

%103 82ND DRIVE - HWY 212 TO GLADSTONE/I-203 INTERCHANGE*#*k&kkkkkkhkbthhkhkhhkrkd578

Pre Eng 78,607
Constr 29,214

Total 107,821
Pre Eng 33,407
Constr 189,813

Total 223,220
Pre Eng 307,546
Rt—of-Way 151,300
Constx 1,303,878

Total 1,762,724
Pre Eng €45,999
Rt-of-WHay 963,600
Constr 2,531,001

Total 4,142,600

]
(o}
[+]

16,593
[¢]
16,593

[=R-N -]

o

0
262,567
262,567

[+ [+ ]
] 4] ]
o [} ]

o] ]
0 o] o]
[¢] 0 0

o o]

0000

[ 0
0 o
o 0

]

0000
ocoooCco

0
[+
(4]

)
0
[}

0
[+]
0

o

V]
0
0

o oo

4]
o
o

[
0
0

0

1]
0
0

[¢]

Q
Q
[¢]

*T8=116***QL1LB2*FAUSE65*¥TO3hkkktkkk Qh kK

78,607
29,214
107,821

*83—055**XQIE26XFATITLEXTOAX ks k kkQarkkik

50, 000
189,813
239,813

*10037* % ¥QQTOSHFATITO2¥nakhdkh bk kkQn ki

307,546

151,300
1,303,878
1,762,724

*LO0S1A**¥Q0S00*FAUSESIXTOI*hkkkkkhkQhkhd

645,999
965, 600
2,793,568
4,405,167

*106 THIESSEN/JENNINGS CORRIDOR ~ OATFIELD RD TO JOHNSON RD(RE'VISED) *hkkkk kR r k58]
Pre Eng 164,517 4] 0 o

Total

164,517

0

o]

*10052*¥A*02024 *FAUSGOBH TOBK Kk khk k kQ*k k&
o ¢} 164,517

0 o}

[o]

[

" 164,517

*107 RATLROAD AVENUE/HARMONY ROAD ~ 82ND/SUNNYSIDE REALIGNMENT —~ IT#dkkkkkaardv764

*10037+* ¥ *QOQ0660*FAUITLE X TOIH KA x Ak kk QN ki &

Pre Eng 69,937 0 o o o 0 0 69, 937
ht-of-way 454,074 0 0 0 o o 0 454,074
‘Constr 540,025 o 4] o ] o s] 540, 02%
Reserve o 4] 0 0 0 o 676 676

Total 1,064,036 o o o 0 o 6716 1,064,712



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program

Federal-Aid Interstate Transfer Projects

Obligations Through 06/30/91
rpted.r !
18/29/91
‘age 9

Obligated 1991 1992 1993 1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Clackamas County (Continued)

+*108 RAILROAD AVENUE/HARMONY ROAD PHASE IV ~ SUNNYBROOK EXTENSION**kwwkktkkkkxvd]69

Pre Eng 24,990 [+] 338, 242 0o (4]
Rt—of-Way 4] o 0 0 [+]
Total 24,990 [} 338, 242 [+) [}
%109 SUNNYSIDE ROAD ~ STEVENS TO 122ND ~ UNIT IT*R#kwdahkkastikasxkdrtrnddnrtrrkx§3g
Pre Eng 124,611 1] 0 1] o
Rt-of-Way 212,189 [+] [¢] [} o
Constr 1,182,225 0 [+} [¢] [+]
Resexrve 0 0 0 0 0
Total 1,519,025 o [+ o 1]

+110 HUBBARD ROAD EXTENSION TO CLACKAMAS HIGHWAY*kdddithkddkkddddkdkkddkbkrdktdsg39

Pra Eng 48,835 [ ] 0 ) [}
Constr 315,486 Q ] 0 [}
Total 364,321 o [s] 0 Q

#111 HIGHWAY 43 § MCKILLICAN / HOOD AVENUE WIDENINGH ¥ &dkkdkktrdkhdhidhdkdkadk kA 853

Pre Eng 70,762 [+] 1] [} ]
Rt—of~Way 25,173 Q 0 [+] ]
Constr 225,547 0 0 4] o]
Reserve 0 o] ] s} o

Total 321,482 ] a 0 0

*112 BEAVERCREEK RD EXT(RED SOILS) — BEAVERCREEK RD TO WARNER — MILNE*****%*A***g33

Pre Eng 140,046 1] ] 2] 0
Rt—of-Way 0 0 o ] 0
Constr ] 0 354,214 [} [}

Total 140,046 0 354,214 o 0

*113 JOHNSON CREEK BLVD ~ 32ZND AVENUE TO 45TH AVENUEX*k®kkdtdtdiktdrtddddtrkddtis302
[}

Pre Eng 0 [+] L] o
Constr 0 o} ) [+] 0 a

\ Total [} [ o 0 [¢]

*#114 HARRISON STREET — HIGHWAY 224 TO 32ND AVENUEXkkkadkkdkkdkidkikhrdddkhkhtdetr k904

Pre Eng [+] 2] 0 ] o
Total [} ] [¢] 0 o

*115 JOHNSON CREEK BLVD — LINWOOD AVENUE TO 82ND AVENUE*#ddkdkdddddkddddtrhdktk x50

Pre Eng [ 50,000 Q 0 o
Total o 50,000 o] s} o]
Total Clackamas County

49,474,620 692,436 Q 0

257,415

*86—083** *Od1B80*FAUSTIGXTOI*rkkk khkhk Ok h ik

[} [} 363,232
0 [4 o
0 o 363,232

*TT—14T***Q0385*FAUSTIB*TO3*krh Ak kO dkk

[} . ] 124,611
o ] 212,189 *
4] ] 1,182,225
4] 244,076 244,076
o 244,076 1,763,101

*10236*** %021 40XFAUGTIOHTOBAA Ak k ¥k Q¥ k%

0 ] 48,835
0 o 315, 486
0 0 364,321

*10252%** %0097 6*FAUSS 6543k kkkkkkh k] kkiok

0 o o 70,762
0 o 25,173
0 [ 225,547
0 7,082 7,082
0 7,082 328,564

*10249*% % * #0237 SHFATUITL2*¥TOI Ak kA kd Qhskd

] 3} 140,046
1] o 4}
o 0 354,214
<] 0 494,260

*O0—000 Ak * kXX PRUSTOZ*TOIH A kA Ak XA QA hk*

0 100,000 100,000
0 900,000 900,000
o 1,000,000 1,000,000

*00—000***Q0000¥FAUST14* 703 ¥k kkkk kX Ok dk ok

a 50,000 50,000
0 50,000 50,000

*00—000**¥00000*FAUSTOAKTOBH+ k¥ kA kX OX AN 4
[ [ 50,000
o 3} 50,000
0 1,865,487 52,289,978

7/92
7/93



Metropolitan Sarvice District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal-Ald Interstate Transfer Projects

rpted.r
08/29/91
Yage 10

Obligated

Obligations Through 06/30/91

1991 . 1992 1993 1994

1995 Post 1993 Authorized

Washington County

*116 Finaled Vouchered Projectgh s rhhakikik kb aihihiedkhdddhhik kA kR F XAk h kA AR AEFERX0 0000000% 00000  ** *d** ¥ X AN k¥ ANk kdk ok k k¥ *CLOSED

Pre Eng ‘212,501 s] 0 o [¢] (o} o 212,501
Rt-of-Way 329,293 o [} 0 [ o 0 329,293
Constx 13,056,943 [} ] [¢] 0 4] [} 13,056,943
Reserve (] 0 ] 1} o o] ] ]

Total 13,598,737 0 o [} [} o 0 13,598,737

#117 ALLEN BIVD RECONSTRUCTION ~ MURRAY BLVD TO HWY2LTh*kadkhhddhkkrdthdexkdnrirss g3

*80-085%**00306*FAUS08G*nghkkrkkrkkPhriH

Pre Eng 94,911 [+] o L] 0 0 1] 94,911
Rt—-of-Way 1,512,382 o 0 /] [ o o 1,512,382
Constr 1,678,030 o +] o ‘0 o o 1,678,030

Total 3,285,323 0 0 ] o o ] 3,285,323

*118 SW BARNES ROAD — HIGHWAY 217 TO

SW S84TH — PHASE Idktdkdatxdkkddkhkhkhkhkktrhkdhhhbivgs

*77-0T0***Q04 69 *FAUSI26* TIghkkrkkkkk Qe kk*

Pre Eng 62,186 (] o 0 0 0 o] 62,186
Rt—of-Way 143,720 o [+] 0 o 0 o] 143,720
Constx 843,437 ‘0 o 0 o] o s] 843,437

Total 1,049,343 [+] [+} o [} 4] o] 1,049,343

*119 SW JENKINS/158TH — MURRAY BLVD TO SUNSET BIGMY***************************97

Constrx

*TT—046*%*%*Q0850*FAUIC30*ngkkhhkrkhkrkkhQhkdkkdk

1,764,919 0 o 0 o o o 1,764,919
Total 1,764,919 o [ o o o o 1,764,919
#120 HIGHWAY 217 AND SUNSET HIGHWAY INTERCHANGE®**XidktakkhkXa ek b ad kX kA kAAAR]L2] *79-0T6¥ k%003 TE*FAP2THH X LAAN KA A AR EOX k4K
Pre Eng 306,912 [} [ [ o 0 o 506,912
Rt—of—Way 1,934,681 0 1} o 0 0 o 1,934,681
Constr 6,944,864 o o 0 0 0 0 6,944,864
Reserve o o] 0 0 0 ] +] 0
Total 9,386,457 o o 0 0 () o 9,386,457

*121 CORNELL ROAD RECONSTRUCTION — E MAIN TO ELRM YOUNG PARKWAY k¥ kkkkdkkkddtis]32

*80-038***Q0L39*FAUS0 224734 hhkhkdkkQh ki

Pre Eng 155,945 . [} b} o 0 [} [} 155,945
-Rt—of-Way 159,293 o 0 0 0 0 26,007 185,300 *
iconstr 2,665,471 [ o 1} o ] <] 2,665,471 *
‘Resexve 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 o
Total 2,980,709 4] o 0 o [} 26,007 3,006,716

%122 OR8 — TUAIATIN VALLEY HIGHWAY AT 185TH STREET****dkdkhdkdhkkhdtdkkdkhddddrd* 4207

*TE6~02T*k X *¥QOISO*FAPI24A X229kt kR kA Thhhk

Pre Eng 183,477 0 4] ) 0 ] (o} 183,477
Rt—of-Hay 994,422 o [} [} 0 [} 0 994,422
Constr 970,866 V] [+] +] [} o [o] 970,866
Total 2,148,763 ] o] o] 0 o 0 2,148,765
%123 HWY 217/72ND AVE INTCHG — PE & CONSTRUCTION — §2A##Rhaddahnadk k¥ AANENAR# X208 *B0—079A**0L6TS+FAPTOAX kL 4Rk AR XX A% Thh k&
Pre Eng 286,778 Q o [¢] [+] [} 0 286,778
Rt—of-Way 233,750 1} 4] [+] 0 0 o] . 233,750
Consty 948,734 [} V] [} 0 o [ 948,734
Total 1,469,262 a [s] [+] [¢] [+] [} 1,469,262
*124 FARMINGTON RD CORRIDOR( OR208) TSM —~ 185TH AVE TO LOMBARD AVEX*k**kkkkAk** 4236 #78-0574%*01L570*FAUIOE4* LA  khhkkhk Gk sk
Pre Eng 80,917 ] [} o [+] 0 ] 80,917
Constr 151,337 0 o 4] [} 0 o 151,337
Total 232,254 o 0 0 o] Q [} 232,254
*12% HALL / MCDONALD INTERSECTION mamms***********************i******t**396 *BB-024* ¥ X DIATLO¥FAUGOII* 14l hhhk kb kG rk ok
Consty 31,713 0. 1] o] 0 4] o 31,713
Total 31,713 o 0 [} 0 o] [} 31,713

*126 OR99W — PACIFIC HIGHWAY WEST AT CANTERBURY LANE#*®*¥dkkkkkddkdkhdkhkhhkbhhkkdk¥469
Constr 31,126 [o] [} -0 0
Total 31,126 [+} (s} 0 0

%127 CORNELL ROAD PHASE II — ECL TO CORNELIUS PASS ROAD#**kdddkkkudidkdttddkikr k585

*GE—-Q0E**¥02933XFAPvAT* ¥ LWk Xk kw1 Ok ki
o] o 31,126
¢} o] 31,126

*10060* ¥ ¥ %00 738 +FAUIO 22X T34 kK kk Ak xk Ok okt d

Pre Eng 404,643 o] 0 0 o o] o 404, 643
Constr 2,409,353 L] o] 0 o (o} 0 2,409,353
Total 2,813,996 o] 0 0 o o] o 2,813,996

*128 MURRAY BLVD — JENKINS ROAD TO SUNSET HIGHWAY®*kkkkdkdAkdrkdhkdkdhtthkhkhrkhch 586
Pre Eng 662,431 o ] [s] 0

*LOOS9**** Q05494 FAUSO 6T TIq* A xkkh kkQhkkk

o [¢] T 662,431
Rt—of-Way 1,865,000 [+] 0 [} o [¢] [¢] 1,865,000
Constrx 4,763,033 0 o [¢] [\] ] 4] 4,763,033
Total 7,290,464 0 o ] 0 V] 0 7,290,464
129 GREENBURG ROAD AT TIEDEMAN AVENUE - SIGNAL®X**¥ARAAKARAKKARXRAANAI KX KK AXNRKT2S #BE6—03TAHR04LLS*FAUI20THTIA**kkhkkk 1 hkkH
Pre Eng 11,349 (¢} 0 o 0 : 0 0 11, 349
Constr 23,380 (4] 0 Q 0 0 0 25, 380
Total 36,729 ) o] [} o 0 0 1] 36,729



rpted.r
-08/29/91
Yage 11

Obligated

1991

Metropolitan Service District

Transportation Improvement Progrsm

Federal—-Aid Interstate Transfer Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/91

1992

1993

1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Washington County (Continued)

*130 NW 185TH - ROCK CREEK BLVD TO TV HIGHWAY X **khkxrkhkhhkkrrddhhhbdirrhrrrihdts s

*131 ORS TV HIGHWAY - SHUTE PARK TO SE 21S8ST AVE — HILLSBORO¥¥¥dddkkikddkdkdkrsing2g

Pre Eng 818,445
Rt—of-Way 2,953,750
Constxr 4,736,218

Total 8,508,413
Rt-of-Way 1,185,100
.Constx [}

Total 1,195,100

*132 SCHOLLS FERRY ROAD / HALL BOULEVARD INTERSECTION*#*k#¥kikskkktkdkhhkdtirithtirg9

%133 HALYL BOULEVARD ~ ALLEN TO GREENWAY* A X kX kAN X RA AN b AAR A A Ad kbbb bkbbkdditdg30

Pre Eng 131,632
Rt—of-Way 314,660
Constr 650,865

Total . 1,097,157
Pre Eng 127,500
Rt~of~Way 633,250

Total 760,750

#1344 WASHINGTON COUNTY RESERVEWE XX KX AR XA AR XA KR ARARIA KA XA R ARRR A AR A AR AR RN AN KRN AN IE

Reserve Q
Total ]

*135 CORNELIUS PASS ROAD ~ SUNSET HIGHWAY TO CORNELL ROAD***¥kkk¥xtkkktttdtdk*867

*136 OR210 - SCBOLI.S FERRY RD — MURRAY BIVD TO FANNO CREERX*kkdkkdkkikkdikddkhdg7}

Constr 75,000
Total 75,000
Constr 814,937
Total 814,937

Total Washington County
58,571,134

[- -]
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[s]
0

0
o

a
0

0
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0
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0
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o
o
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+]
]

0
0

0
0

0
[}

*#10128* ¥ ¥ 4QL304*FAUSO0ABH T4 * Ak kA dk Qi kk

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

*79-8Ba* A XQ0GILAFAP 2R XA 20  hkkk k1A kdk

1] o 1,195,100
o ] ]
o [+] 1,195,100
*85—010***023B3*FAUS234* L43 %k kikdkk ghkh s
o] Qo 131,632
/] 8] 314,660
o Q 630,865
4] 0 1,097,157

*1023 7k x* 02354 FAUSOIL T34kt khkkkk ] kkhk

o 0 127,500
0 0. 633,250
0 0 760,750
*00—000***00000*VARvarkrnak sk kkkxQhkkd
0 259,349 259,349
0 259,349 259,349
*89—029* ¥ ¥05183XFAUSOSI*TIAX A kXXX KKOR* KA K
0 0 75,000
0 0 75,000

*#GE~0TTH*¥03290*FAUO2I4¥ 143 Hhkkkkhk Th bk &
o 0 815,140
0 0 815,140

o] 285,336 58,856,713



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal-Aid Interstate Transfer Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/91

rpted.r
98/29/91
-age 12
Obligated 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Poat 1995 Authorized
Category I
*137 I—-205 BUSLANES WITHDRAWAL RESERVE (T) ARRREKEREARRRARRAREARRNRREANRA AR RERNANRGQT *86—103% %k *kQ1227*TRAZ0SA WG4 bk kkk k] Ghrkd
Reserve o o Q 0 o 0 15,856,283 15,856,283
Pre AA o] o 310,000 [¢] o [§] o] 510,000
Total ] ] 510,000 o] o o 15,856,283 16,366,283

Total Category I
o o 510,000 [} [} 0. 15,856,283 16,366,283



Metropolitan Service District

Transportation Improvement Program
Federal-Aid Interstate Transfer Projects

Obligations Through 06/30/91

Ipted.r
08/29/91
‘age i3
Obligated 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Post 1995 Authorized
Repoxt Total -
460,719,010 26,153,792 16,530,343 2,006,207 1,050,000 ] 11,291,135 517,750,487
Report Total lLess I-205 Withdrawal Funding
460,719,010 26,153,792 16,020,343 2,006,207 1,050,000 o -4,565,148 501, 384,204



Federal-Aid Urban Programs




Matropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal—-Aid Urban Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/91
rptfau.r
08/29/91
age 1

Obligated 1951 1992 1993 1994

1993 Post 1995 Authorized

City of Portland FAU System

*x¥]l Finaled Vouchered Projecta® v iwsuad sk sk ddadhakddd kb h bk id khdhdd b h kA **W kA X%0 0000000%00000% & kk kb ko k#ok & kk k4 4% % &% ***CLOSED -

Pre Eng 1,573,743 ¢} [+} 0 0
Rt~of-Way 401,968 0 o 0 0
Constrx €,376,238 0 o} [¢] 0
Non—-Hwy Cp 131,555 o 4] [} 4
Operating 217,108 4] o] [ 0
Reserve V] o ] ] ]
Pending [} 0 1] 0 [

Total 8,700,612 [} [+] [} [

0 0 1,573,743
0 0 401,968
o 0 6,376,238
o 0 131,555
) o 217,108
0 214,701 214,701
0 0 0
0 214,701 8,915,313

*k%2 Completed Projects not VoucCheredttsadskkkkdkikdkthhkhhikdd kXA kA XX ALAA Lk *H**] 0000000%00000K +* AR Kk kst kk XA KA N AR NN Fhdkk

Pre Eng 798,8%0 o ] [»] [+]
Constr 2,228,720 [»] [s] [} o]
Reserve o 0 (o] 0 0

Total 3,027,620 [} (] o 0

** %3 CITY OF PORTLAND FAU CONTINGENCY®* ¥ ¥ kkkkkkhkhhkdkdhkhkdkhkrhhk bkt rhkrkbbrdktitidd
Reserve ] Q [+] o [/}
Total (4] . 0 o [s] 4]

*%*4 WILLAMETTE GREENWAY TRAIL PROGRAMY* Ak ARk hk kk kA kA X kXA A AR AXXA AR XX AAXXAXNRXAAXTTS

Pre Eng 61,500 o] 0 o] o]
Constx o] o] o 330,000 0
Total 61,500 o 0 330, 000 0
#*%%5 ATRPORT WAY UNITS II AND IIX - NE 138TH AVE TO 181ST AVE (3/5) ¥**h*xdktxrkxg6l
Reserve 0 439,272 . o ] [}
Total o 439,272 o] ] o
**#6 NW 9TH AVENUE IMPROVEMENTS ~ GLISAN TO FRONT®#®diaddddkdddddbdhhbitiddddtitigen
Constr 372,304 v} 7,696 o [+
Total 372,304 0 7,696 o] 1]

‘##7 MULTNOMAE BLVD CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENTS — OLESON RD TO BARBUR BLVD****t*X*x*%g69

Pre Eng 25,906 o] 79,694 [+] o
Rt—~of~Way 3,965 o] ] 1] 0
Constr 695,099 0. 63,777 1] o

Total 724,970 (4] 143,471 +] 0

*+*g EAST BURNSIDE STREET CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENTS — 9TH AVE TO 82ND AVE *iikidki4g7Q

Pre Eng 18,284 0 104,916 o] 0
Rt-of-Way 116,671 o 369 o] 4]
Constr 0 (4] 325,600 o (4]
Total 134,955 0 430,885 o] Q
*x%9g INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMAX XXX AR Ak kR kb kkhkhkkbdhhkbkdbdkhbhbrkhkrag )]
Pre Eng 11,059 o 4] o o
Constr -0 105,000 4] 0 0
Total 11,059 105,000 1] [»] V]
**10 CENTRAL SIGNAL SYSTEM EXPANSION PROGRAM*kxkkkkkdddhkdhkdtkdddhkhbkbhh bk A vkt ag8T2
Pre Eng 38,552 o o 0 [+]
Constxr 0 0 309,448 0 [+]
Total 38,552 [ +] . 309,448 Q 0
w#11 DOWNTOWN MALIL REHARILITATION PROGRAMA XX AAdkhkdkthkkthhhkhkihhdrbhrikhdrrkribrrdixgTy
Pre Eng ] o] 100,000 0 0
Constr [+] o] 700,000 [s] 0
Total o] Q 800,000 [s] [}
*%12 HOLLADAY AVE ~ UNION AVE TO NE 9TH AVE ( GREELEY — BANFIEID) ***kkxkkkkt4xxg90
Constr o [} 89,320 0 1]
Total [] [+] 89,320 0 0
*%13 DEVELOPMENT RESERVEAA X Ak kddr XAk AR AR At dA kA bk khkk kd R dhkRhkkk kb hrhkhk kb k¥ %919
Reserve o] [+] [+] (4] Q
Total 0 [+] 0 [v] o]
*%x14 FY 90-91 ROAD REHABILITATION PROGRAM® *¥ Akt kkhhhhhkhkhkkhktihkdhbhihkbdhkkkr kit d*930
Pre Eng 26,148 ] 27,092 [+] o]
Constrx 617,693 ] 335,507 . [} [¢]
. Total 643,841 ] 62,599 o} Q
%1% INTERSECTION SAFETY PROGRAMAM A hdk Ak Ak hkkkhk bk kb ki hhh b dkdd kb khhk kv khh kbt kk k93]
Pre Eng 0 16,700 0o 0 [}
Constr Q 1] 163,700 o] (4]
Total o 16,700 163,700 0 0

1] [} 798,890
o o 2,228,730
o] o o]
] [ 3,027,620

*00—-000***Q0000*VARVAL* ¥ T26¥* ** Ak k kO k¥ &

G . _ 928,908 928,908

0 928, 908 928,908
*10018****OO240*VARVAr* * 726 Ak k Ak kQhkhkkk

o o 61,500

° o 330,000 oh

o 0 391, 500
*84—022e**05002*FAU99E4* 726  khthkkkOhkhk

0 0 439,272 10/91

0 0 439,272
*BG-020 % ¥ *0SL234FAUIGBINT2E ANk hk Qhdk ¥

: 0 0 380,000

0 o 380,000
*BH—022** 0 SL2THFATIJ0L X T2E % *kkk Ak QX hu ¥

o o 105, 600

o 0 3,965

o o 758,876 *7/91

o o 868,441

*G9—021***Q 51264 FAUIB22% T2EXkkhhk ki kh

o 0 123,200

0 ] 117,040 nl

] o 325,600 nl

o 0 565,840
*GY—023*X¥0S125FVARVATH*T2GH K ¥ ¥ A*RKQN Kk %

o 0 11,059

0 105,000 10/91

o 0 116,059
*BY—028** K 05200 *VARVAT*F * T 2EH A AR Ak Ak Ok Ak

] 0 38, 352

o 0 309,448 2/92

0 ] 348,000
*8I-032***053B4*FAUIZALAT 26+ ¥ A hkkk Qs &

] 0 100,000

o 0 700,000 n1

o 0 800,000
*84-024d* ¥C4 958 VFATIIOIHTREHH Rk kR Xk Qa kk ik

o ] 89,320 nl

o ] 89,320
*00—-000***00000*FAUVALK X T2EX ¥k ¥k k Ok kk %

o 856,013 856,013

o 856,013 856,013
*89-033a**05650 *FAUVAT* X T26*+ Ak kkk Ok x

0 0 53,240 *nl

o 265,080 918,280 *nl

0 265,080 971,520
*00~000***00000 *FAUVAT K *T26kkkh ¥k kk Okt

0 ] 16,700

] o 163,700 nl

0 o] 180,400



Metropolitan Sexvice District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal-Aid Urban Projects

Obligations Through 06/30/951
rptfau.xr

08/29/91
Page 2

Obligated 1991 1992 ‘ 1993 1994 1995 Post 1995 Authorized

City of Portland FAU System (Continued)

*%16 SIGNAL SAFETY IMPROVEMENTSA Ak kA kk kR AR Rt kA AR Ak dh kAR Ak AR ek k kR kR Ak AARG32 #91—-008* ¥ * Q0000 FAUVAT* ¥ T26 %k kA Kk Ak Qhdk &

Pre Eng 4] 14,000 0 [ 0 [} 0 14,000
Constr ] 0 136,480 ] 0 o LY 136,480 nl
Total o 14,000 136,480 0 o o] 0 150,480
*%17 NW 13TH AVENUE INTERSECTIONS IMPROVEMENTH**%kkkkAkAX kX ktkkkk ke kX AXAXXXXXA£#933 w00—000* ¥ *Q0000*FAUVATH* T 26 ¥k kXK ARk Ak &
Constx s} [ 150,000 o Q o o 150,000 nl
Total [} 0 150,000 0 ) 0 4] 130,000

Total City of Portland FAU System

13,715,413 574,972 2,293,599 330,006 0 o 2,264,702 19,178,686



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal-Aid Urban Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/91
rptfau.r
08/29/91
‘Page 3

Obligated 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Post 1993 Authorized

Multnomah County FAU System

**18 Finaled Vouchered Projactsk®dshsskkkhhd khkhhkkdddkdkd kA kKA ¥ A A RN AN KA AR AF XX 440 0000000%00000* ¥k 4k kk k¥ Kk Kk k& k& *h k¥4 k* x\CLOSED

Pre Eng 91,437 0 1] 0 0 0 (] 91,437

Constx 917,181 0 o] [+} 0 0 4] 917,181

Reserve 1] o [o] ] o o] o o
Total 1,008,618 [+] [+) [ [¢] o] 4] 1,008,618 -

*%]19 canpleted Projecta not Voucherodhhhkrkdkhkkkkhkdk ek vkt rr bbb hdrrdkdrddhddrbdrtd]l 0000000%00000  rkwkkhdhkhbrrrrkhkrhrhhdd

Pre Eng 225,005 Q 0 o o 0 (4] 225,005
Rt-of-Way 9,201 ] 0 o o 0 o 9,201
Constr 169,000 0 o ] 4] [} 0 169,000
Total 403,206 V] o o o o o] 403,206
**20 HAWTHORNE BRIDGE EAST APPROACH RAMPS REPLACEMENT (§2757C) **%xk*dkkkkkkdkkxah*506 *84~09T***02914*#FAUIBZ 66X T2EX*HkhkhkOhkhkk
Pre Eng 97,250 o 0 0 0 [ o 97,250
Constr o] 2,056,437 0 0 o 0 [+ 2,036,437 9/91
Total 97,250 2,056,437 0 o o 0 . o 2,153, 687

*#*21 NORTH MAIN RECONSTRUCTION (GRESHAM) — DIVISION TO POWELL**Atdtktaddddkdrakd54] *88—014*¥**04863*¥FAUGETORT26¥ ¥ hkhkhh Qb ik

Pre Eng - 55,383 o] [+] [»] [+] 0 [o] 55,383
Constr 417,030 [s] o] 4] 4] 0 ] 417,030
Reaerve 3] o o] [+] [s] 0 11,587 11,587

Total 472,413 0 0 ] 0 o 11,587 484,000

Total Multnomah County FAU System
1,981,487 2,056,437 o} [¢] [¢] ° 11,587 4,049,511



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal—Aid Urban Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/91
rptfau.r
08/29/91
‘age 4
Obligated 1591 1992

1993 1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Clackamas County FAU System

#%22 Finaled Voucherad Projects#*kikkitdinhidkikdkhhiihdkddiddhbihbakihdhintbteh

0 0000000*00000* AR RAkkkkhh*kk ¥ kkskhk k¥ *CLOSED

Pre Eng 248,064 0 [:] 0 0 0 1] 248,064
Rt-of-Way 74,366 [¢] 0 0 [ 0 s} 74,366
Constx 2,449,968 Q 4] (¢} o] 4] Q 2,449,968
Reserve [+] (o] o s} s} o] [o] 0

Total 2,772,398 (o] ] o] o (4] (] 2,772,398

*%23 Completad Projects not Voucheredh k¥ ik ik kkkkkd ki kkkh kA k kAN ARAKRCRERIARIE*RAR

1 0000000*00000 *AxAkkAkkkkhbhkdthhdhhkhhhdid

Pra Eng 73,546 4] o] ] o] 0 o] 73,546
Consty 144,731 o o] o o} [ 0 144,751
Total - 218,257 o] ] o o] ] Q 218,297

*%24 LOWER BOONES FERRY RD ~ MADROMA TO SW Jm*********************************68

*BO0—-104***Q0E6TTH*FAUSLTI*TQ3 ¥ hhh bk kk Qb b

Pre Eng 207,290 142,710 0 0 o [s] o] 350,000
Rt—of-Way [4] 550,000 [s} v] 0 0 [} 550,000 5/92
Constrxr 659,470 o 1,216,609 o] 0 0 a 1,876,079 2/92
Total 866,760 692,710 1,216,609 0 0 Q0 o 2,776,079
*%2% HARMONY ROAD — IAKE ROAD TO 82ND DRIVEXktdakkkdkdhkkkrdrhhkdkdkdthkdkhdkdr k7O *100513***0501f*F_AU§702*763********0****
Pre Eng 36,9952 o o 0 0 ] o] 36,992
Reserxve o 1] o 0 o] o] 0
Total 36,992 0 0 0 0 0 o] 36,992
*%26 82ND DRIVE — HWY 212 TO GLADSTONE/I-20%5 INTERCHANGE#*#***dakktkhikdk ¥kt ¥ *578 +10051B***00500*FAUIEII*TOIkhkkhkwk Ok khk
Rt—of-Way 162,581 86,993 (¢} [¢] 0 o o 249,574
Constrx 631,383 o [} [} [} 0 0 631,383
Total 793,964 86,993 [} 0o ] o /] 880,957
*%27 BEAVERCREEK RD EXT(RED SOILS) — BEAVERCREER RD TO WARNER —~ MILNEX#***kxtkkxg55 *#]10249%***x023754FAUIT42* T3k khkkkQhkhk
Constr ] [ 172,930 (V] [¢] [} (] 172,930 7/93
Total o] [¢] 172,930 0 [} 0 o 172,930

%28 SUNNYBROOK SPLIT DIAMOND PEAXRA A A A A AR AEANANANAXARAALRERA AR AR AAAR AR XA A ANRRXGED
Pre Eng o

*86—082***03346*FAUSTI6* 64 kkkkkh k] gxkik

[¢] 210,249 [+] [¢] ] [¢] 210,249
Total o [ 210,249 o (4] [} 0 210,249
**29. MCLOUGHLIN BOULEVARD ~ HARRISON STREET THROUGH MILWAUKIE CBDA**hkAdkkka**¥G92 *00—000***00000*FARP26* ¥ A LB+ hh Ak GhhN sk
Pre Eng o o 100,000 (1] (/] 0 [} 100,000 nl
Reserve [] 4] [+] [ (/] [} 833,000 833,000 nl
Total o o 100,000 o [\] 4} 833,000 933,000
Total Clackamas County FAU System
4,688,411 779,703 1,699,788 0 [} 1} 833,000 8,000,902



Metxopolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal—-Aid Urban Projects
. Obligations Through 06/30/91
rptfau.xr
-08/29/91
5?age 3

Obligated 1991 1952 1992 1994 1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Washington County FAU System

*#30 Finaled Vouchered ProjecCtskiiaiikhkitdhiktihh ikt bk kkadakk kkdk kX XAk AR XX 440D 000000040000 0% K4 %k kb sk ek Ak sk Rk ke

Pra Eng 513,692 /] [} [¢] 0 [¢] [} 513,692
Rt~of-Way 184,602 [V] /] o] 0 0 o] 184,602
Constx 975,404 V] ) [} [} [} (o] 975,404
Reserve [+ 0 ] (o] 0 0 o 0

Total 1,673,698 ] [} 0 o [} ] 1,673,698

**31 Completed Projects not VoUCheredistiskkakak kA kkkkdxkhkdkkxk A AR ¥ XXX EXRXARRERXAA*] 0000000+ 00000K KX kA AR AR AR AN A RXARERNARRX N

Pra Eng 507,907 [+] L] 0 o 0 o 507,907
Rt-of-Way 2,525 0 D] 0 0 0 [} 2,525
Constx 1,742,762 o o o 0 1] o 1,742,762

Total 2,253,194 0 o 0 0 [} o 2,253,194

**32 CORNELL ROAD RECONSTRUCTION — E MAIN TO ELAM YOUNG PARKWAY®*¥*Axdkddadkdaxd 4132 ¥80-038*¥*00139+FATS0224 734 **hkkkkkQhkk*

Constr 258,367 ] [¢] [s] 4] o - [¢] 258,367 *
Regerve o o] o] ] o [ o] 4]
Total 238,367 o [+] (4] [} [+] o 238, 367
*% 33 WASHINGTON COUNTY RESERVEX*kkhkkkkkdhkhkrtkdkhkhkhhhkkdbhhdkkrrbhbhdhkdrdhbditidrg3o *00«—000***000odm;ar**nai********ﬁit**
Reserve [¢] [} o 0 o o . 67,392 67,392
Total [¢] o [} [ [ [¢) 67,392 67,392

Total Washington County FAU System
4,185,259 (o} o [o] o [+ 67,392 4,252,651



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal-Aid Urban Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/91
rptfau.x
T-08/29/91
Page 6

Obligated 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Tri-Met FAU System

#*34 Finaled Vouchared ProJoctarta aiaddhtandtikhhddt ki kX kA kXA RN LK kAR 4R KINAAKEA4NQ 0000000 *GO00 0K %k ki ke Ak ok ek ek k ok ke k kCLOSED

Constr 1,110,747 0 o o] 0 o] [o] 1,110,747
Non-Ewy Cp 126,395 0 [} [¢] [ [¢) [+] 126,395
Total . 1,237,142 0 1] . 0 V] 1] o 1,237,142
*%#3%5 TRI-MET RIDESHARE PROGRAMA KA dkhkkk kA khkhkkkhkkh kX AN kXX RUAXINUNAXARNRRNERRNNLI0Z *B0~043%**00000AVARvaAr**nakdrkkkd Ak k Qi k ks
Operxating 758,740 79,287 53,178 0 [+] 1] 0 891,205
Total 758,740 79,287 53,178 4] -0 o ] 891,208
*%36 LIGHT RATIL VEHICLE pum@sg (T HhA AR Ak kAR ERRE R EEERRE KR IRANNAIN AN AR ERRKAXNEOS ¥Q0—000**¥*00000+*OR* VATt *na* khk ek d ¥ Qhkrw
Non-Bwy Cp 850,000 [} 0 1] [} [ o 850,000
Total 850,000 4] 1} [+] 0 [} [ ] 850,000

Total Tri-Met FAU System i
2,845,882 79,287 53,178 o 0 o [ 2,978,347



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal-Aid Urban Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/91
rptfau.x
08/29/91
-Page 7

Obligated 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Post 1993 Authorized

Highway Division FAU System

*%37 Finaled Vouchered pmject,**********t*****iﬁ*************t************w****ﬂ-o 0000C00*00000% kA hk kA krhhhhkdkhkrhk ks *x**CLOSED

Pre Eng 227,478 [ [} 0 0 3] o] 227,478
Rt-of-Way 94,226 [¢] [} 0 [¢] [¢] o] 94,226
Constr 812,390 0 4] a 0 Q o . 812,390
Total 1,134,094 o 0 [o} o] 0 0 1,134,094
**38 STATE STREET CORRIDOR {( CR43) — TERWILLIGER TO LADD®* A%tk dhkxkkkkdAdARAA*kA %] 33 #7T-068** ¥ Q035G *FAUOSESHI Akt bkt Ghrkd
Constrx o /] 1] [s] o V] 22,000 22,000
Total o 0 [} 0 ) ] 22,000 22,000

#%39 OR210 — SCHOLLS HWY AT 135TH AVE — SIGNAL/REALIGNMENT#*#**xkAdkk*dkkkhdd+kx390 *§0—1124**000464FAUI2I4*LAZ** Ak hkduThdkx

Constr 81,435 28,451 o ] [+] 0 [} 109,886
Total 81,435 28,451 o 0 o o o] 109,886
*#%40 US26 — MT HOOD HWY AT PALMQUIST/ORIENT RD ~ GRADE/PAVE/SIGHAL**¥*Akdktkkk*397 *10234%***0L4TOXFAPIBTIN2E6* hkhdkkhh] giwii
Constx 358 11,470 4] 2] [} [+] ] 11,828
Total 358 11,470 o 0 0 o a 11,828
**41 HIGHWAY 43 @ MCKILLICAN / HOOD AVENUE WIDENINGY*ddkkkdkkddddkdthdhdddhkrkddg53 *102524%* k009 TEFFAUOSESA Ik hkhh k] Lok
Constx 77,413 ] ] 4] 0 0 1,353 78,766
Total 77,413 0. o] o] 0 0 1,353 78,766
**42 OR210 — SCHOLLS FERRY RD — MURRAY BLVD TO FANNO CREER*A & ks kkdkkkkkk*k kA k%075 ¥86~07T**+03290 FAUI2IAXL4JH% hk sk Thkh &
Constx 2,393,794 203 [} o} o o] 0 2,393,997
Total 2,393,794 203 0 o o o] o] 2,393,997

Total Highway Division FAU System
3,687,094 40,124 [ o 0 0 23,353 3,750,571



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal-Aid Urban Projects

Obligations Through 06/30/91
rptfau.r

08/29/951
‘Page 8

Obligated 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Metro Region and FAU Reserve

*%43 Finaled Vouchered Projectar** ¥ aiakdkkkkitdtkkdikik kb ik kb khdk kb kA k¥ ¥4 4 %0 00000004 00000* k# ** KX KL X% LR X4 &k 4 ¥ % & 4k * ¥ *CLOSED

Pre Eng 463,280 [} 0 0 Q 4] [} 463,280
Rt—of-Way 318,162 4} 0 0 0 o 0 318,162
Constx 1,147,655 [+ 0 o [+] [} [} 1,147,655
Pending [+] ) 0 0 [¢] 0 (¢} [

Total 1,929,097 0 o o o o o 1,929,097

*#44 UNALLOCATED FEDERAL-AID URBAN FUNDS*A XXX AR ARXARKXAAXRRAXAKAAIR XX AR KRR A2 %114 *00—Q00*** QD000 VARVATrt*nakkrkhkkk ki x
Reserve ] 0 0 Q

] 1] 178,685 178,685

Total ] o 0 o 0 [ 178,685 178,685
Total Metro Region and FAU Reserve .

1,929,097 4] o o Q [ 178,685 2,107,782



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Federal-Aid Urban Projects
Obligations Through 06/30/91
- rptfau.r
08/29/91
-Page 9

Obligated 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Post 1993 Authorized

Metro Region Total :
19,317,230 2,955,551 1,752,966 Q [ t] Q 1,114,017 25,139,764

Report Total
33,032,643 3,530,523 4,046,565 330,000 o 0 3,378,719 44,318,450



Urban Mass Transportation Administration Programs




Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program

Urban Mass Transportation Administration Projacts

rptunmt . x
08/29/91
‘Page 1
Obligated Anticipated 1983

1992 1994

1995 Posat 1995 Authorized

Urban Mass Transportation Administration-Sect 3

*x¥] Finaled Vouchered pmjects***************************************************0 0000000*00000**************************CLOSED

Constr 370,978 L] o [+] ]
Non—Hwy Cp 30,248,883 Q o [+] V]
Othex 144,398 [¢] o] Q 0

Total 30,764,259 o o [s] o]

*k%2 BUS PURCHASES* A Ak tkkd kA kAdd A kbt hhddhkkddb bbb dtdddbhbhbbbhkdhddbdkdrdt] 54

Non-Hwy Cp 4,188,618 7,500,000 o 2,500,000 0
Supt Serv 11,382 /] [¢] 0 ’ 0
Total 4,200,000 7,500,000 0 2,500,000 0
*%*¥3 BANFIELD RETROFIT — OPERATIONS CONTROLY* XXk kA XA ARXXXAERAAN AR R AARIANRAAXRAAN2]S
Non-Hwy Cp 4] 0 o 3,100,000 2,600,000
Total 0 0 o 3,100,000 2,600,000

*k¥q4 BANFIELD RETROFIT — DOUBLE TRACKINGA XAk Ak kkd A AR Xt Ak Arhdkhd bk ARk bk ke ke ¥2]7
Non—-Hwy Cp [+] o} [+] 9,100,000 Q
Total [+] 0 o 9,100,000 o

#%*5 BANFIELD RETROFIT — RUBY JUNCTION EXPANSIONA % kdssidkdhiddhhkikkidddanst*218
Non-Hwy Cp o 0 0 4,100,000 0
Total 0 0 0 4,100,000 0

*%%6 CONVENTION CENTER AREA TRANSIT / HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS (T)*W%**akkdkkd kA x¥tx3B3

Pre Eng 187,500 o [+] ] o]
Rt—of-Way 280,575 [s] o o 0
Constr 1,885,593 -0 [} 0 0
Other 146,330 o [} 0 0
Total 2,499,999 o o 1] 0

*%%7 BANFIELD LRT CAPITAL GRANT ~ (FFA)*kkdkkddkdihakhhhdkdbbhhrhkhrkdbhddhhkirdrd3qg

. Non-Hwy Cp 66,815,675 o 5,789,528 0 o
Total 66,815,675 ) 5,789,528 o ]
*k*8 PROJECT BREARKEVEN®Rkkhkk khkdkkdkkkdrhhbkdbhhbhddtthrhrhhbddkbdbhbbbbdkdrd kb rdgs)y
Other 0 13, 500, 000 o .0 [
Total o 13,500,000 o ) o

Total Urban Mass Transportation Administration-Sect 3

104,279,933 21,000,000 5,789,528 18,800,000 2,600,000

o o] 370,978
o o 30,248,883
o o 144,398
] o] 30,764,259

FHAUKERRRIYRLHR R NN Q0000 FORY *03—003B***

a 0 14,188, 618
0 o] 11,382
[} ] 14,200,000

KRARERRNRAYGY AR ARRRO0000* XORN¥Q 30038 %k *
[¢] [+] 5,700,000
0 o] 5,700,000

KRRKRKARRKRATAL AN AR ARO0000* QR *O3~0000** &
o [} 9,100,000
o N o] 9,100,000

KRR RRARITAr kA A AR QOO00* ¥OR¥ *03—-0000* * %
] ] 4,100,000
0 Q 4,100,000

KhEKR AR RTAT*RRERROOOO QX *TRAK(3-003T*kh

0 o 187,500
0 o 280,575
0 [ 1,885,593
0 0 146,331
0 0 2,499,999

RRKERRRKARGEA XK, XX 00000 *FAP¥03—0025*k*
] 0 72,605,203
0 0 72,605,203

KRRARARRE Ry th kAR QO000* *OR*¥ *0 000k ki k&

Q o 13,500,000
] : o 13, 500,000
a 0 152,469,461



Metropelitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program

Urban Mass Transportation Administration Projects

rptumt.r
08/29/91
" Page 2

Obligated Anticipated 1992 1993 1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Urban Mass Transportation Administration-Trade

\

***9 DEVELOPMENT OF TIGARD TRANSIT CENTER**A Xk akhhhdhkhhhkhkdhhhkdhrehdtththias] 3]

Pre Eng 92,430 0 [ 0 [
Rt-of-Way - 423,527 o [+ o [+}
Constr 520,701 o 0 [+] o]

Total 1,036,658 o ] [s] Q

*#%10 MILWAURIE TRANSIT STATION Dmpmm**********************#*********t*ﬁ**l“

Pre Eng 483 [+] 0 0 0
Constr 12,042 0 : [+] 0 [¢]
Total 12,525 [} 0 0 ]

*%1] OREGON CITY TRANSIT STATIONA*dxkdkkddkhdkdkddhhkbwkdhkdkdbrdkhbdhbbkkdrrddrdrkddh] 5]

Pre Eng 125,242 '] 0 [ [¢]
Rt-of-Way 104,000 [\] 0 [} [+]
Constr 683,320 0 o 1} o

Total 912,562 1] o o] [+]

#*4%12 BUS PORCHASES*AhkaAdkdhhhhk bbbkt rdh kbbb dd bbbk hbdbbhbbbbrbhbkkdrbhbhhbddbdk] 54

Non—-RHwy Cp 14,558,225 11,655,999 [ ] [}
Supt Serv 50,182 o 1] (o} [+]
Total 14,608,408 11,635,999 o 0 [o}

**]13 PASSENGER SH.ELTERS*****************************;***************************380
Non-Hwy Cp o o 400,000 o [+]
Total [+} o 400,000 o} 0

**14 TIGARD PARK-AND-RIDE*Akkkdkwkkdddkhbbtdhdrdbhkhbdbdhddrhbbdbkrdbhddhkkbbhkrdr s g3s

Pre Eng ] 36,000 o o o
Conatx ] 232,000 1] o ]
Total [s] 268,000 2] o o

**15 PARE—AND-RIDE LOT ENGINEERTNG (3) — MILW/OC/TIGH****kkaadhkiihskhhdhkhh kad ¥ ¥ 453
Pre Eng 283,292 -247,292 0 0 0
Total 283,292 -247,292 0 0 o

*%16 TRANSIT TRANSFER PROJECTRERAAAXNAN AR NARAA XA AA AR AL ARARE AR AR AL ARARERNEALRARARAAAET 6

Pre Eng 203,183 60,000 [} 0 [}
Constr 789,245 400,000 Y] L] [+]
Total 994,428 460,000 4 0 0

**17 WEST BURNSIDE / MORRISON TSM IMPROVEMENTS**kXkkkdidkkhkddthdhkithkddkkrkkkrkr k600

Pre Eng 10,200 0 ] [+] [}
Constx 68,040 o [+] 0 o]
Total 78,240 0 [} 0 [}

*%18 ROUTE TERMINUS SITESA Ak dkkkkkhAXAARr At A AR AARRAA RS KR RN AR RAR AT AN AR AR RRKEES

Non—Hwy Cp [¢] 0 o o o]
Total o 0 o] ¢} [v]

*%19 NORTH TERMINATL FACILIT’!'*********i’*****************************************686

Pre Eng 36,000 44,000 0 0 4}
Rt—of~Way 688,000 —208, 000 [ [ o
Conatr 316,000 244,000 0 0 0

Total 1,040,000 80,000 [} [} [}

%20 BEAVERTON PARK-AND-RIDE STATION®* kAt dhkdhkdrdhbhkhkkAhrhkddrrhhhhrkbkrdk w701

Pre Eng 99,200 [} 0 [} [V}
Rt—of-Way 236,000 -15,729 o [} [}
Constrx 500,800 --140,000 (o] 0 [v]

Total 836,000 ~215,729 [v] 0 [+]

**2]1 SUNSET TRANSIT CENTER AND PARK~-AND-RIDE STATION**********;****************702

Pre Eng 320,435 [s] o 0 0
Rt—of-Way 2,665,360 [¢] o [¢] [
Constx ] o] [+] V] 0
Supt Serv 0 o [+] 4] /]

Total 2,985,795 [} 0 ] ]

**22 WESTSIDE BUS GARAGE ~ PHASE III (MERLO ROAD)**********************‘.\'*******704

Pre Eng 70,710 [« o} o [o}
Constx 434,386 - 0 o 0 0
- Total 505,097 -0 4] o] [}
L ] $
Eidd Hi

48534 FI23YY

HRXRERRARNGILEA* AR O0000 X *ORY ¥ 300 2T h**

0 o 92,430
° o 423,527
o ° 520,701
° o 1,036, 658

EhEXRARRAERGQEARRRAR Q000K XORI KO 3—002 T * k&

o o 483
o [} 12,042
] /] 12,525

ERERAEN AR NGRr AN AR AR Q0000 ¥ RXORY*03—Q027 %%

L] [} 125,242
0 0 104,000
0 o 683,320
4] ] 912, 562

**********var*?**_*i_:poooof*on**00—0000***

[} 4] 26,214,225
[} ] 50,182
4] o 26,264,407

KAKARARANXQO~000* XX QOO0 O* ATRAXCQOO* *k k&
Q 4] 400,000
] 4] 400,000

AARRR RN ATQre kR kR Q4B21L A *¥FAT*(03~003 5%+ %

o [ 36,000
0 0 232,000
0 0 268,000

EAKKRRRRRRYQL AR KA KR QA AN AR KORE*(QI-0035Hk*
[+] 0 36,000
0 0 36,000

RARF AR AR gQr AR AR R QAN R R XORY XA 0I—-Q03IFh k%

o 0 265,183
o [} 1,189,245
[} 0 1,454,428

EXKARKERRRGI2 EH AR XX Q0 000X *FAT*O3—0027T ** &

0 4] 10,200
4] 0 68,040
[¢] (4] 78,240
ARRRRAK AR NYGr AR kX O0000AXORX ¥ 0000k Hhkkt
0 ] 0
Q o] [s]

KEAKKERKRNGRT AR AR AR Q Ak RAXORF X0 3—~00 35k k%

0 Q 80,000
4] V] 480,000
4] a 560,000
o o] 1,120,000

ARRERRRANIYRL AR XA N X 00000 XORX X0 3—-0035* % &

0 o 99,200
0 0 160,271
[} [+} 360,800
o 0 620,271

ARRRKRRRR HyarFt Ak AR O0000 ORI XQ3~0027 k% *

[} 0 320,435
0 o] 2,665,360
[} (o} 0
¢} o 0
0 [} 2,985,795

TRENKEXRERGATRR AR AL QOO0OF *ORX #QB3—Q02 T * % ¥

0 0 70,711
0 0 434,386
0 0 505,097



Metropelitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program

Urban Mass Transportation Administration Projects

rptumt . x

08/29/91

Page 3

Obligated Anticipated . 1992 1993 1994

1995 Post 1993 Authorized

Urban Mass Transportation Administration—-Trade (Continued)

**23 WASHINGTON COUNTY TRANSIT TSM IMPROVEMENTS**a¥kdkddkkhkktakkh ki kk dadhh kit k705

Pre Eng 113,320 [} 0 0 0
Rt~of-Way 256,000 o 0 0 0
Constr 833,223 o o [+ 0

Total 1,204,543 o} [} [¢] [+]

**24 WESTSIDE BUS GARAGE — PHASE IIvdkkddkhkkdkkdddhkdbhbdhbddhbhkbbthhdidddhkrkhrirxdTO6

Constr 5,876,362 . 0 [+ 0 o
Non—-Hwy Cp 473,909 (o} ] [} 0
Total 6,350,271 0 [} [+] [

*%25 SUPPORT SERVICE ~ RELOCATION & APPRAISAL COSTS / COST ALLOCATION®**%kk%*%*707
Other 696,820 -0 4] ] o]
Total 696,820 -0 ] 0 4]

**x26 PARTS AND EQUIPMENT...MAINT VEHICLES/SHELTERS/ACCESS STOPS/ETCH**kki*kii¥x]76
Non-Hwy Cp [+] ] o [} 0
Total o] ] o] ] 4]

*%27 HILLSBORO TRANSIT CENTER WITH PARK—AND-RIDE**%kwkhkidhkdrhkddkdddhdbdhkddvdtd4g03

Pre Eng 203,295 o o] 0 0
Rt—of-Way 534,370 0. o} ] ]
Constx 1,076,322 o o o] 0

Total 1,813,987 0 0 o )

*%28 BEAVERTON TRANSIT CENTERN®**khk kA ARk krkd Ak kA AN KR AR RARREERRAAR KR RRARARAR*B0E

Pre Eng 306,880 o o 0 0
Rt—of~Way 827,634 o .0 0 0
Constx 2,160,000 ~281,374 o o 0

Total 3,294,514 -281,374 o s 0

*%29 WESTSIDE TSM — LOVEJOY RAMPXxdkdkdkkddkdhharddhdkbdkdbdrhkddhbdhbd kA Rk Akd kb k4809

Pre Eng 1 o ] ] 0
Constr 1 0 [¢] 0 o]
Total 2 [} [+} o [}
*%30 WESTSIDE TSM - S!LVAN BGS pULLQUT*********i‘*k*****************************313
Pre Eng 1 0 o o 0
Constx 1 0 [v] 0 ]
Total 2 o .0 o] o

*%x31 TRANSIT MALL EXTENSION NORTHWA Rk dkkdk Ak dkhk ki kb drddk kbt ddddbbbd kb kdk A rxx¥gI2

Pre Eng 352,000 466,800 0 o 0
Constx 0 o 5,155,600 [ 0
Supt Serv 0 0 88,880 0 0
Total 352,000 466,800 5,244,480 0 0

*%32 SECTION 3 TRADE CONTINGENCY A X AR kA RARX KX KRR RERAREAARNARAR AN KA KR KR RN KR AKAARGDS
Other 872,774 -686,005 [+] 0 [*]
Total 872,774 -686,005 [+] [} o]

*%33 BANFIELD TRANSITWAY — (FFA)**ddhtddhtdrhkdhkkdhr b rtdrkddd kb d bbbt h kA2 4k nB26
Consty 20,150,000 o 1] [+] 0
Total 20,150,000 o} o] 0 1]

*%34 GLISAN STREET BUS LANEA XX kA AR A XA A AR K AAAA KA R AN AA AR AR AR AR A AR AR A R bbbk h kg

Pre Eng 37,360 : o] o] o 0
Constr 325,840 0 0 [¢] 4]
Total 363,200 Q (] o 4]
*&35 SPECIAL NEEDS TRANSPORTATION MINI-BUSES**tdkkktdikkkdkhkbddkkhdhrddhhbditixgo7
Non—Hwy Cp o 1,264,000 4] [} 0
Total [} 1,264,000 4] o [¢]
#%*36 INFORMATION/COMMUNTCATION EQUIPMENT** & hkkhtktkhtda kxR kd ke kR Ak kt* kXA AX k4 +G 98
Non—Hwy Cp 0o (o} o o 0
Total o (¢} [ 0 o

Total Urban Mass Transportation Administration—-Trade

58,391,120 12,764,399 5,644,480 ] o
¥ *
He He
40838 24848

Krkhk kRN RGrak ek ¥R 00000**ORY X0 3—002T R %%

/] o 115,320
0 0 256,000
[¢] [:] 833,223
o o 1,204,543
AR AN KA AU ATAT**AA XX 00000 * *ORX*¥0 3002 Tk k*
0 (o] 5,876,362
o o 473,909
[} o 6,350,271

*hRAE IR XA hgar*kdr kG000 ¥ ORY*Q3—-002T***
o 2] 696,820
4] [} 696,820

FARRKARRAIYILEh*h XX Q0000 X *OR¥ GO0k Kk kkk
0 o] [}
] [+] o

HhEARAAANRGRL RN ARQO000* X ORF #0300 2T *x*

0 0 203,295
0 [ 534,370
0 0 1,076,323
0 o 1,813,988

KREREAREEAGAr* XXX XO0000* *ORFRQO3—003I B *

0 [ 306,880
o [} 827, 634
o 0 1,878,626
[ 0 3,013,140

KRRRR AR R ANyRLIX AN ARD0000* RORA X0 3-002T % *

[+] o 1
¢ o 1
0 [\

2

FARKRARAAAYAT AR RXOO 000X *ORX ¥ 3~002T hh

0 [+] 1
0o [} 1
[+] o 2

ERARRRARR ARG LA AR AX PN AR AR AFAT*Q3—003 5%+ %

0 o 818,800
o o 5,155,600
0 o 88,880
0 0 6,063,280
*********Nar******ou000**0R**QB—0°27***
0 0 186,769
0 o 186,769

AEKERENRAKNGEX XX XX XRQOOQ00* *FAP*Q3~0025%**
0 0 20,150,000
3] 0 20,150,000

KARRRARARAGILAX AR XX 000001 *FAUA03~0035% k&

0 0 37,360
0 0 325,840
0 0 363,200

KRR RRR AR Ay EE XX RXQ0000* *ORAXQOQO X KAk *

0 o 1,264,000
a [ 1,264,000
KRR KRXEAARTArkk * kA ¥ Q0000* *OR* ¥ QO0O Ak k&
(4] 1] 0
o 0 0
o o] 76,800,000



Metropolitan Serxrvice District
Transportation Improvement Program

Urban Mass Transportation Administration Projects

rptunt .r .
08/29/91

Page 4
Obligated Anticipated 1992

1993 1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Urban Mass Transportation Administration-Sect 9

**37 Finaled Voucherad PXojactar**dsahk ¥ A Ak Ak kA Ak ¥ AXUARAREXNXNEXRRXRRL XN AR NRAANEAXD 0000000% 00000 K *kkk k¥ AR AFRR KK KRR R * RS>

Other ]
Total 0

o o} 0 0
] [+] 0 [>]

*%38 METRO PLANNINGRt*kkkkkkkhkkhkktdkhkdkkhkbdhdkdkdbrhrkhdbrbbtrbhhbbtrdrrkhktdrkr] 26
Pre Eng 552,800 o [+ 0 0
Total 552,800 o] 0 0 ]

*%39 BUS DISPATCH CENTER REPLACEMENTAX AR Ak kA Ad kA ek dkdh kA hAd Ak kb Ak Ak kdkk kAR A* 4210
Non—-Hwy Cp [} ] 0 [} 5,200,000
Total o] 0 Q 0 5,200,000

**40 PROPERTY ACQUISITION -~ SE 17TH AND BOISE ST...LAND AND BUII.DING***********442
Non—-Hwy Cp 69,396 0 [¢] 0 1]
Total 69,396 0 ] . 0 1]

**41 BUS PURCHASE — STANDARDS (T) *kkidhahkhhhdhkdthtdthddrhdodorbbtdhratdhrrbrcsnd52
Non—-Hwy Cp 12,893,600 o o 0 o]
Total 12,893,600 1] o o o]

’ *%42 ARTICULATED BUS REPLACEMENTS**tkk A A RAAk Ak Ak Ak hh Ak rddhhdh bbb A kbbb krt bbb g s

Non—Hwy Cp 0 0 o 14,560,000 0
Total o [ [ 14,560,000 0
*%43 BANFIELD ILRT — VARIOUS SUPPORTING PROJECTS — (EFA)*#**addasaddadkd it A csarq62
Constr 7,096,000 o . [ o [
Total 7,096,000 0 4] [} o

**44 BUS LAYOVER FACILITY AT W BURNSIDE AND SW TICHNERMAA&XXXkdkrA XXk kAt XA kA FAN5]E
Constr 10,681 ] ¢ 4] [}
Total 10,681 o o] o ]

‘%45 BANFIELD PARK~AND—RIDESAA*AXA AR ARAAAARAAX AKX XA AX AR AR I AR AR ARLRK KA XX ARRRRRANXEGTS
lothex 0 o [ [4 800,000
Total 0 0 o . 0 800,000

*% 46 ROUTE TERMINUS SITESK v kkkAkddhkhd kX AAXARAANAAAFARRXANARARATEARRREA AL AR ARARANRNERDS

Non-Bwy Cp 342,852 o o [+ [}
Total 342,852 [ ['] [\ [
*%47 LIGHT RAIL VEHICLE PURCHASE (T) AR EARE AN AR AR AR ATRA AR EARA R AR R ARIAXEGS
Non-Hwy Cp 16,011,872 (] [\] 0 0
Total 16,011,872 4] ) 0 : 0 0

#%48 PARTS AND EQUIPMENT.. .MAINT VEHICLES/SHELTERS/ACCESS STOPS/ETCHr*kht*tt**776
Non-Hwy Cp 11,155,344 0 0 [} 0
Total 11,155,344 o 0 o 0

**49 SPECIAL NEEDS TRANSPORTATION (INCIL SNT INFO SYSTEM) ***kkkdkkkdkkkdtdrhkhrkaxr 777
Non—-Hwy Cp 2,200,690 o o] o] ]
Total 2,200,690 V] o] ' 0 0

*x %50 MAINFRAME COMPUTER AND COMPUTER EQUIPMENT*********************************778
Non~fwy Cp 747,840 0 o ° o
Total 747,840 o o o o

**5] TELECOMMUNICATION NETWORK SYSTEM AND EQUIPMENT*#®hkawkddddhddikkhkhddhkbhdhtdt 780

Non-Hwy Cp 277,417 0 (¢} [} [
Total 277,417 0 o [¢] [¢]
*%52 MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEMS*#aakdkkhhkdhhhdhrkhhhhrhhrhrhhdh bt bbb wt v 7]
Non-Hwy Cp 1,010,327 0 [¢] [ [¢]

Total 1,010,327 1] o Q [¢]

*%x%53 UNIFIED WORK PROGRAMAXA kA RARAAA KA AN AR ANKAARRARRAKAA AR KR AA XK ARRRARRA KR AR KRN TE2
Other 6,033,137 0 0 0 0
Total 6,033,137 ] ¢} 4] [v]

*+54 HILLSBORO ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS/DELS (UWP)* A%k kkkskhhdthhhhsihthkhr kddhr k783

Pre Eng 0 0 0 1,100,000 o
Alt Anal 1,065,504 0 0 [\ 0
Total 1,065,504 ] 0 1,100,000 0
¥ 4
e #Hi

43355 244434

[+] 4] 1]
] ] Q

*hkkk kR Rk bygarhkrhdk 00000  AVAR*OQQOK Fkkkk
o ] 552,800
1] [¢] 552,800

KRR RN E AN ITAT IR R X AKX Q0000 XORY YO OO0 A * kkx
[+] o 5,200,000
[+] (4] 5,200,000

ARKIRIRAR YT AR XXX GOODO*XQRAYXQ0-00 03k *
o 0 69,396
[} o 69,396

dhhhk kR Rk kygrkk ekt Q0000 M PRA* 90—-X01 9%k *
0 L e ] 12,893,600
o o 12,893, 600

AEXARAINRAYRT AR AN ARQOOO QX AOR* X 0000 * *# k&

1] s ] 14,560,000
o L] 14,560,000

AXERREXXNKGEEN* XX XN QOO0 0K XFAP*90~X008* k%
[+ ‘o 7,096,000
o o 7,096,000

*RUXXKXXXNGI2GH XN XX 00000 XA FAU*G0-X00Th**
] o] 10,681
0 0 10,681

ARRRRARRAKGLH AR RN ANOO000X*FAL *vart vkt
[+] [+] 800,000
[ [ 800, 000

******ttt*vu******goooo**oat*gu—xo]_g**;*
o ’ (] 342,852
(4] [+] 342,832

ARARR AR AT h ek Ak Q0000 * *ORN *90~X03S5Ar*
[} o 16,011,872
o] o 16,011,872

ARERXRRRERGAT R KX AR QO000*XORA XOCOO Ak hk i
0 o 11,135,344
o] o 11,155, 344

KRRNR KRR Rtk kX Q0000 *OR* ¥ 90—=X01 9% **
o [+] 2,200,690
V] o 2,200,690

ARERXEARNAYQY AR XA XX 0000 0% FORY ¥ O0—XO 3L k%
[+] 0 747,840
4] [} 747,840

KARNR AR AR Ryart kb k¥ O0000* *ORY *90—X00 5k k&
0 0 277,418
[} ] 277,418

KRRRKRNNERPRLERRRRRO0000**OR* *90—K0OSk**
0 0 1,010,327
a [+] 1,010,327

whkkARAR AR RYAr AR AR A RO0000* *OR* *90—~0003k k%
0 [} 6,033,137
0o 0 6,033,137

KARKRARKK Ry Ph A AR AN QD000 *QRA YO 000k Ak kkk

0 V] 1,100,000
0 o 1,063,504
0 o 2,163,504



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program

Urban Mass Transportation Administration Projects

rptumt .

08/29/91

Page 5

Obligated Anticipated 1992 1993 1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Urban Mass Transportation Administration-—-Sect ¢ (Continued)

*%5%5 122ND AND BURNSIDE Pm—m—mg*************************t****************']ss

Pre Eng 64,000 [ o ° o
Rt-of-Way 1,304,846 ] ] o 0
Constx 631,630 o] o] o] ]

Total 2,000,476 [} [ o o

**56 WESTSIDE PE AND FEIS (UWP) *************************************_************786

Non—-Hwy Cp 4,493,865 -0 o ] o
Total 4,493,865 - 0 4] [+] o
**57 SECTION 9 CAPITAL RESERVERA A& vkt kA x A ddhddtddhkdhkkrdhdhrkkkkkkrkhhkkkhikr k823
Reserve o] o o 1,831,151 10,000,000
Total o 0 ] 1,831,151 10,000,000

*%58 SECTION 9 OPERATING PROGRAMA X # k¥ Ak kAR AR ARk AR RRIRALAARR SRR RRARF AR RN AR ARG 24
Operating 36,927,834 o 4,841,744 o] 1]
Total 36,927,834 o 4,841,744 [¢] 1)

*#59 LIGHT RATL VEHICLES — AIR CONDITIONING RETROFITH &k k¥ ks Xk sxih ks sk sk hkhrk*¥§96
Non—-Hwy Cp o] ] (4] 4] V]
Total (o] 0 (] [} o

**G60 RUBY JUNCTION STORAGE TRACKA* %k khkhkikkkhkhkkrrdhhhikddhhhkhhhhhhkhrdkrrkrkrrkr®899
Constx o} 0 0 [o] 0
Total [¢] 0 ] ] 0

*%61l WESTSIDE RAIL INITIATIVES*dkhkkkdkhhkdkhbtdbhkkddkddkdhdkkdkrrkhdk ikt tdhkddkd %900
Other Q V] ] o [¢]
Total o 0 o o [

**62 LINE SECTION DOUBLE TRACRKINGr kkkkdkkhhhkhkkkkkhdhkdddddbdbdddddthdbhbh kbt dkkrdx90]

Constr o o (4] o o]
Total [+] o [+] 0 o
Total Urban Mass Transportation Administration—Sect 9 .

102,889,636 0 4,841,744 17,491,151 16,000,000
¥ $
Hi e
FY1273] FIIYT

t******i**g?sg*****OQQDQ**FAU*QO—XO05***

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

Ak kkhRRRAPAYEE XX XX 00000 *OR* ¥ 9O-XO 3 5% **

(s} o 4,493,865
[v] 0 4,493,865

REEKRERNEE YL EE XX EXD0000FORY QOO0 R A Ak *
9,206,422 793,578 21,831,151
9,206,422 793,578 21,831,151

**********varﬂ:****ooooot*oa**uooo*****;
0 o} 41,769,578
1] o 41,769,578

HRRRARA N ATtk kR kR Q0000 *ORA*GO-X028** #
1,920,000 . 0 1,920,000

1,920,000 0 1,920,000

RKRERR AR AYyAT*** A kX 00000X *OR¥* GO0 0Kkt kk &
0 [} o
¢} o} 0

*RRARRRAANTGTRA AR A Q00Q0X*ORX* Q000  khkhkk
Q ] ]
o] ] o]

ARERRRRECAPQY KA AR AROO000RRORXAOQQO* *h k&

[+] o ]
0 0 [o]
11,126,422 793,578 153,142,531



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
Uzban Mass Transportation Administration Projects
rptunt .r
08/29/91
Page 6 »

Obligated Anticipated 1992 1993 1994 1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Urban Mass Transportation Administration-Sect 3

**63 WESTSIDE LIGHT m;r_, EXTENSION TO SW 185TH AVENUEX* ¥ xxxxkhkkkkk kR kX AR KANXXAN206 *AAXEARAR AKX AR XX XX **00000* *TRAYQO-0000++ +

Non~Hwy Cp 0 40,000,000 58,000,000 100,000,000 100,000,000 269,000,000 567,000,000
Total 0 0 40,000, 000 58,000,000 100,000,000 100,000,000 269,000,000 567,000,000
Total Urban Mass Transportation Administration-Sect 3

] [ 40,000,000 58,000,000 100,000,000 100,000,000 269,000,000 567,000,000
s
+ L

4 He

S X R ERE ARNERR



Metropolitan Serxvice District
Transportation Improvement Program
Urban Mass Transportation Administration Projects
rptumt . r
08/29/91
Page 7

Obligated Anticipated 1992 1993 : 1994 1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Raport Total
265,560,689 33,764,399 56,275,752 94,291,151 118,600,000 111,126,422 269,793,578 949,411,992

Hi 4



Other Programs




rptoth.x
08/29/91
Page 1

Obligated

1991

Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program

1992

State Highway Projects

1993

1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Federal-Aid Interstate |

***1 I-5 — EAST MARQUAM INTCHG - NB/SB/BANFIELD ACC
1]

*%%2 I~5 — EAST MARQUAM INTERCHANGE GRAND AVE/UNIOR AVE RAMPS (III)****k*xkkxrk*320

Pre Eng 2,313,163
Rt—of-Way 3,882, 506
Constrx 1]
Total 6,195, 669
Constx ]
Total [+]

*k%3 DEVELOPMENT PROJECTSH*hhkkkkdk Ak kAR KA RA AR RRAN AN KN AA AR AR AR TN AR AL AN RA AL AARIOL

Pre Eng 160,883
Total 160, 883

***4 I-84 — COLUMBIA RIVER HWY (238TH AVENUE)BRIDGE fh7097*******#**************885

Constr 0
Total /]

*%*3 [-84 COLUMBIA RIVER HIGHWAY — 223RD AVENUE TO TROUTDALEX*%dkkk¥Akk Ak &tk kx*92D

Constr 0
Total Q

[}
24,380,000
24,380,000

0
]

o]
]

0
]

o
o}

Total Federal-Aid Interstate

6,356, 352

24,380,000

[
o
o
o
o

2]

0
[}

1,159,200
1,159,200

0
Q

1,159,200

c0ooo0

19,320,000
19,320,000

[s]
o]

0
1]

/]
a

19,320,000

ESS (II)**x*kdahxdkhkahhaAx¥ka k310

o000

]
1]

0
0

0
]

7]
Q

0

*76-011%**0059EXFALSF ¥ k¥ L¥ kX kh Xk RIOL ¥k khgyhwcd

[ o 2,313,163
¢ o 3,882, 506
0 0 24,380,000
0 0 30,575, 669

*76-01 1% **D0SITHFALSK Ak * Lk kkh Ak X0 Lk kkgyh ¥

0 0o 19,320,000

0 [} 19,320,000
*BE~064**X(3374*VARvVArikgar®*wkr k& Ohkkhkkkik

0 [] 160,883

4] [} 160,883
*G4—023CH* 0332 THFATSA* ¥ k2 khkk bk Ar] Ghhhrhhdtd

0 o 1,159, 200

[¢] o] 1,159,200

*84—023b**0473BXFATEB* XA 2%k kAR kk k] SHk kA gyhkk
27,600,000 0 27,600,000
27, 600, 000 0 27,600,000

27,600,000 o] 78,815,752



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
State Highway Projects
rptoth.r
08/29/81
Page 2
Obligated 1982 1993

1991 1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Federal—-Aid Interstate 4R

*¥*6§ I-~205 — AIRPORT WY TO COLUMBIA BIVD — WIDEN SB ON-RAMP,ADD AUX LA**¥d&akx*%306

Constxr 4] 460, 000 [} [¢] 0
Total 0 460,000 (¢} [¢] 0
*A%7 T-205 ~ WILLAMETTE RIVER BRIDGE ICE DETECTORS*#kkddddkikkkikkkdkkrrthrtrsr332
Constr o} [+] ] ] [}
Total 0 o ] 4] [}
*%kg I-205 ~ COLUMBIA RIVER TO NE FAILING GRADING/LNDSCEG***akkhkhdkdkhkhhddhdhkw*334
Constr [+ o 920, 000 0
Total 1) o [} 920, 000 o

**%Q T-% ~ NB CONNECTION TO SB I-405 (8958E) — DECK RESTORATION*****k*¥kkkkh**Ax**336

Pre Eng 18, 400 o 0 0
Constr 0 o o 0 875,840
Total 18, 400 ) o o 875,840

**10 I-205 - GLENN JACKSON BRIDGE WATER MAIN/CALL SYSTEM**¥kadkdkkkhdkikhkdihiriit343
Constr 0 506,000 0 0 o
Total [+ 506,000 o 0 [+]

**1]1 I-5 — SW TERWILLIGER CONNECTION(8199) - DECK RESTORATION******************355

Pre Eng 17,060 [ 0 )
Constr 0 92,000 o 0 0
Total 17,060 92, 000 ‘ 0 0 o

*#12 I-205 — S BANFIEID TO SE STARK ST GRADING/LANDSCAPE**dkatikikkhkkthtdtdkinxar357
Constx o] 0 (o} 1,012,000 ]
Total o o [¢] 1,012,000 0

*%*13 I~-3 — SO TIGARD INTERCHANGE TO E PORTLAND FWY LANDSCAPING*****kk¥dkd¥hiktid359

Pre Eng 34,120 [\} o . [ o
Constr 0 a o [¢] 644,000
Total 34,120 0 0 () 644,000

**14 T-5 — TERWILLIGER BLVD INTERCHANGE OVERCROSSING/RAMPS**#kkktkkdkhkiikkidtt360

Constr 1} 4] 11,868,000 4] 0
Total [ [ 11,868,000 ] 0
#%x15 I-84 — NE 181ST AVE TO 223RD AVE — WIDEN, NEW INTCHGS*#*#kkkkidtkhkkdhkikhx372
Pre Eng 1,132, 646 - 0 0 (] 0
Constr [} o 24,840,000 0 0

Total 1,132, 646 B 24,840,000 0 o

**16 I-%5 — WILSONVILLE INTERCHANGE®* Rk Adk Ak kk kA dh ARk bbb kb dtdh kv bbbk Ak Ak kAR 375
Consatr 0 [} ) 3,542,000 0
Total o [ [} 3,542,000 o

*%17 I-405 — FREMONT BRIDGE AND RAMPS DECEK RESTORATION**##kddkdkdkdkkddtrikdkhkkirix377
Conatrx (o] 0 o [\}
Total 0 o [+] ° Q

‘**18 I-5 — METRO AREA FREEWAY CALL BOXES AND VARIABLF, MESSAGE SIGNING****#%ix¥*379

Conatrx o] o ] V] 0
Total 0 o] ] 0 /]
%19 DEVELOPMENT PROUECTSHAARAAAXARAARAAAAA AN AR ARRENNA AR AR AXRR A AR AN AR AR AR AF RN NN IGY
Pre Eng 0 o 1,209,500 o [}

Total 0 ¢} 1,209,500 o 0

*x20 I=5 — STAFFORD RD INTERCHANGE**RkdkhkAhk Rk hhk Ak dkkhk bk khddkkhdhdrbbkhdkkdrd v 403

Pre Eng 654,463 ~204, 429 (/] [} 1]
Rt—-of-Way 2,003,941 ] [} 0 o
Constr 0 o ] [ 6,946,000
Total 2,658,404 | —204, 429 V] 0 6,946,000
*%2]1 I~-% ~ I—5/I—-205 mERCmGE********‘k**************************************436
Constr o} €99, 200 o [+] 0
Total 0 699, 200 [} Q s}

*%22 T—-84 — TROUTDALE TO THE DALLESAN A& AN Ak ik khkh ko hkkd ko Ak sk ok kb ke ok kb k4 437

pPre Eng 339,922 0 0 o 0
. Constr o 230, 000 0 o .. 0
Total 339,922 230, 000 0 o 0

**23 I-% — INTERSTATE BRIDGE TCO COLUMBIA BIVD PAVING*********A*****‘*************458
Constzr Q ] L] o] 1,380,000
Total ) ] 1} 0 1,380,000

*86-062% ¥ 03270%FAL205* ¥ 6A¥* kkhkhkk 24 Ak kk gyhin
0 o 460, 000
[¢] 0 460, 000

*BE6—099%** ()3 280X FAT205%* 64*********9****gy***

0 119, 600 119,600

[ 119, 600 119, 600
*@T-00G* #* 02511 ¥FAT205 %% GAX kkhk ke k2 AN Xk gyhrs

0 [+ ] 920,000

0 o 920,000

*10217H***0LABOXFAT Sk *dk Lk kkkk ek kJOI** *h gy ks

0 0 18, 400
0 0 875, 840
o 0 894, 240

*84-050%**024554FAT205¥ % G4 A ARk kA k2G4 Rk gyh ek
o _. 0 506, 000

0 - 0 506, 000

*B4—0LT7H¥*XQLBS0EAFAIDH A XA AN AR A kA 297k kkkhhth

[+] o] 17,060
[\] ] 92,000
0 ] 109,060

*BT7-01L6** V04021 *FAT205 G4t dkdhdd k2 kkkkgyhddk

0 ) 1,012,000
0 ) 1,012,000
*8 4-04 6***01234*Fu5****1********286****sy***
° o 34,120
0 ) 644,000
0 0 678,120

*84-055% ¥¥0194 S*FAUIBBIX Lk h kA kK kZGTh* hh gy sk
0 0 11,868,000
0 0 11,868, 000

*84-023a%¥Q0TETHFAIBA* ¥ 24k kkhk kA kT Jhkkhgyuhk

0 [} 1,132, 646
0 ] 24,840,000
0 0 25,972, 646

HGE~QBSHAXQ2 OO FATIA A AL hkk kA ki k2G4 Nk Aok kdokk
o] 0 3,542,000
o o 3,542,000

*87-007A**03328*FATA05* ¥ ELA Xk kkk kA Ihkkhgyhkd
7,894,000 o 7,894,000
7,894, 000 4} 7,894,000

*B‘]—012***02494*FA15****1**********0****gy***

[+] 920, 000 920, 000

0 920, 000 920,000
*84-024b** 0444 2*VARvArttvarkd kAt kdkQhd bk gyhhk

[ o 1,209, 500

[ 0 1,209,500

*G6—-06L* A 032TLXFAISA A * XL AkA KL R AR GER X KX QYR A+

0 0 450,034
0 o 2,003,941
¢] 0 6,946,000
Q o 9,399,975

*G6-044* ¥ ¥ Q32T IXFALSKA * A 1hkh kR * K 2ZGH* kN gyh# ¥

4] (4] 699, 200

o] [0} 699,200
*BA—0TTHAKOLBADNFALS AN * w2 AR kh R KRN | Tk kke gyhseit

4] ] 339,922

0 0 230,000

[+] o 369,922

*BT~0LAXAHQIEIEAFATSAN AN Ak kA AKX ARIOERA KA R KRN N
[+] 0 1,380,000
o] 1] 1,380,000



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
State Highway Projects
rptoth.r
08/29/91
Page 3
Obligated 1991 1992

1993 1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Federal—-Aid Interstate 4R (Continued)

*%24 I-5 — GEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATION OF PAVEMENT SUBSIDENCE MP287kAkkkdddkkkindtqg72
Constr 0 ] o 0 Q
Total Q [} [} o [o]

##25 REGIONAL RECONNAISSANCE PROJECTS AND STUDIESH**#%% %% &&%%%EXXAFEXXER KRN ER5L0

Reconn [+] ‘35,880 55,200 i} [}
Total [} 35,880 55,200 ] 0
*%26 I-205 ~ SE STARK TO SE POWELL BLVD GRADING/LANDSCAPINGX*#*tkaidkkiiissattsk673
Constr ] [ 828, 000 4] 0
Total ] 1] 828, 000 0 0
*%27 I-205 — OREGON CITY PARK—-AND-RIDE hoT**t*t*t***********t***********t******674
Pre Eng 30,893 0 4] o 0
Rt—of~Way (] 36,800 1] o 0
Constr o 322,000 '] [ 0
Total 30,893 358,800 4} o ]
*%28 I-203 — AIRPORT WAY INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS*****kdkkkikdhdkhbdkhdsdddhb it gl
Constr 0 4,324,000 [1} '] 1}
Total 1] 4,324,000 ] [+} 0
*%29 T-205 — AT SANDY BLVD WEST BOUND CONNECTIONAR®*kdd Xk akkkhAXAAXXRAKRANRAFN¥ 682
Pre Eng 38,548 0 4] "] ]
Constr [} 360,000 ] o [}
Total 38, 548 360,000 -0 o 0

*%30 SUNNYBROOK SPLIT DIAMOND DPERAXAAAdtktk kA kk Ak ARk Ak AA XK AR A XA R AR AR RAERRARARNBES

Pre Eng o 54,251 0 o 0
Total o 54,251 [} ] ' 0
*%*31 I-5 —~ UPPER BOONES FERRY TO I-205 INTERCHANGEX*¥Akdkkddrkddddkddkrdthktdd*v876
Pre Eng 145,230 164,595 0 [} 0
Constr 0 3,128,000 0 [+] 4]
Total 145,230 3,292,595 0 0 o}

*%32 I-5 ~ AT HIGHWAY 217/KRUSE WAY INTERCHANGE CONNECTION**%ktkkkkkkisditidresrtg93

Pre Eng 438, 600 o o] . ] [}
Consty 0 : o [ 26,220,000 : []
Total 438,600 [} [¢] 26,220,000 [

**33 I-84 — UPRR ( GRAHAM ROAD) BRIDGE #6967 REPLACEMENT#*#¥kdddhkhkhhkkhkdkdrkdddd91]

Constr o (1] 2,631,200 0 [¢]
Reconn ] 0 88,000 o [
Total (] (] 2,719, 200 1} 0

**34 I-5 — J-5/I-205 INTERCHG AND UPPER BOONES FERRY/I-205 LOMINATRES*** ¥ &% * k¥ %923
Constrx ’ 0 460,000 o 1] 0
Total ] 460,000 [¢] [+] o]

#+3% I-84 COLUMBIA RIVER RIGHWAY — 223RD .AVENUE TC TROUTDALE OVERLAY**kkdkkkdkk+924
Constzr o] 920,000 (4] o o
Total o 920,000 o Q 0

**36 I-5 — W MARQUAM INTCHG TO MARQUAM BRIDGE — RETROFIT CONNECTIONS**t*tkkakkt923%
Constr . [+] 3,780,000 1] 0 0
Total o] 3,780,000 (o] 0 ]

*%37 REGIONAL RAMP METERING, TRAFFIC LOOP REPAIR, AND MESSAGE SIGNING**#*kidtk+g27
Constzr [»] 875, 840 [v] 920, 000 0
Total [} 875,840 o] 920, 000 0

**38 REGLONAL PAVEMENT, DECK RESTORATIONS, AND EXPANSION JOINT REPATRA****¥k¥¥*928
Constx o o 0 736,000 o
Total 0 0 0 736, 000 0

Total Federal—-Aid Interstate 4R

4,853,823 16,244,137 41,519,900 33,350,000 9,845,840

*G 5008 kX029 LOXFATS**k kLA kA Ak N * 2B TH ke k gyhk &
[+] 602, 600 602, 600
0 602, 600 602, 600

*50—010***05279*V1Rvar**var********0****sy***
0 o 91,080
0 [ 91, 080

*87-014***0402°*FA12°5**64********19****8y***
0 o 828, 000
o o 8286, 000

*80—003***00459*FA1205**54*********9****syi**

o o 30,893
0 0 36,800
0 o 322,000
0 o 389, 693

*86—063***03373*FAIZO5**64********24****sy***
°c 0 4,324,000
4 ) [s} 4,324,000

*86—053***04059*FA1205**64t*******z‘****sy***

o 0 38,548
0 0 360,000
) 5} 398, 548

*86~082* ¥ ¥ 03346 FAUITIGH 64 krhkdrr 1 ghhrhdkhhd
o} o] 54,251
0 [¢] 54,251

*Q4—-12TH*XO2499KFATSA A A kL Ak kA kXX 2ZOh Ak Gy Wk i

0 ] 309,825
0 a 3,128,000
0 ¢] 3,437,825

*B6—056***03277*FAI5****1********292****5y***

] 0 438, 600
o 0 26,220,000
0 ) 0 26, 658, 600

*00—000***03342*FAU9383*2****i****lgi***sy***

0 o 2, 631,200
0 0. 88,000
0 0 2,719,200

*86-044a* ¥ 0566 THFAIS* XA XL ¥ kA kXX XA DPFAN Ak gyhtt
o 0 460,000
o o] 460,000

*90—OLS* A+ 05628 X FATEO** k2 h ko kk Ak k k] Ghh Kk gyhth
[+] o 920,000
o] o} 920,000

*9O~05THANOSTABAFATSAN KA LA AR AR AR K FO0kk ke heh ok
] (4] 3,780,000
4] o] 3,780,000

*90—022%**05278*VARvar**varkktdkkkkQrdth gyiir
[+] o 1,795,840
o] 0 1,795,840

*90“052***05523*VARVGI**VGI********0****Sy***

0 o 736,000
o o 736,000
7,894,000 1,642,200 115,349,900



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
State Righway Projects
rptoth.r '
08/29/91
Page 4
Obligated 1992 1993

1991 1994

- 1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Federal—-Aid Primary

*%39 U826 ~ SUNSET HIGHWAY mm!************************t***t************t***zs"

Constr o 0 o <} 2,090,880
Total 5} 0 o [ 2,090, 880
**40 SUNSET HWY AT VISTA RIDGE TUNNEL MESSAGE SIGNING (TII) %X XRXFRXRRKRARXANXARIBE
Constx 0 [ 1,170,000
Total o 0 o o 1,170, 000

*%41 OR8 —~ TV HIGHWAY PAVING/ILLUM - 21ST TO SW 160TH AVE*®kkhkdkkhhhhbhkehkrxx302
Constx [+ 2,270,000 ] [
Total 4] 2,270,000 0 [o] [+

*%42 DEVELOPMENT PRQ]ECTS{****************#**********************t**********i**394

Pre Eng [ 658, 400 o : 0 40,000
Reconn 0 0 611, 650 0 0
Total o 658, 400 611, 650 0 40, 000
*%43 US26 — SYLVAN INTERCHANGE TO VISTA RIDGE (200 INTERCHANGE)#*#**d¥akiksthsrss¥410
Pre Eng 627,115 0 [ 0 0
Rt—of—Way 0 792,000 0 0 0
Total 627,115 792, 000 [ 0 0
*%44 US26 — SUNSET / HELVETTIA ROAD INTERCHANGE PHASE 2%¥kaaakdikkidstdrarruaxst {16
Pre Eng 189,963 ] o o] 0o
Constr ’ o [ o o 0
Total 189,963 o [\ [ o
*%45 US26 ~ SUNSET / JACKSON ROAD OVERPASS — DEVELOPMENTX* *hkdkkdkkhddarhk kit ax 425
Pre Eng 35, 500 11,732 ] ] V]
Total 35,500 11,732 0 ) o 0
*%46 BWY212 - ROCK CREEK JCT TO MP 0.95 - DEVELOPMENT**************************450
Pre Eng 122,313 46,961 0 0
Total 122,313 46,961 o 0 )
**47 US26 — SUN’SET/W INTERCHANGE******************************************567
Pre Eng 88,198 0 [ 0 ¢ ’
Rt—-of~Hay 70,400 [ o o o
Constr o 4,840,000 ° 0 G
Total 158, 598 4,840, 000 o o 0

**%48 OR8 TV HIGHWAY — SHUTE PARK TO SE 21ST AVE ~ HILLSBORO*®#kkkkkskkkkkthkd*x§28
Const¥ 0 ] 1] 3,494,000 [+]
Total 0 0 } 4] 3,494,000 [+}

*¥49 NE LOMBARD / COLUMBIA BLVD VIA NE 60TH AVENUE**whkkkkwkdrdkdhAd kit kihkdk 854

Rt—of-Way 0o 1,452,000 ] 4] o]
Constr 4] 193, 600 ] [o] Q
Total 0 1,645,600 o o o]

**50 BEAVERTON/TUALATIN HWY AT PACIFIC HWY WEST — CHAN/SIGrAAAR*Axhkk kXX XAXX XAk kXX G777
Constr o] 0 1] 220,000 [¢]
Total 0 ] o 220, 000 [+]

*#51 TUALATIN VALLEY HWY — HILLSBORO SIGNALS(13 LOC.A!I'IONS)*********************8‘18
Constrx ] 686, 400 0 o]
Total 0 686,400 0 [4] 0

*#52 US26 — BEAVERTON TO PORTLAND LRT AND HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS (DEV) *ktkkkk Ak x* 888
Pre Eng 0 2,000,000 [+] 1] o}
Total 1] 2,000,000 o] 0. [0}

*%53 OR217 BEAV/TIG HWY — SUNSET HWY TO I—3 —.RAMP METERING**tkkkdkdkdkhkkkdrkhk 91
Constr 0 1} 396,000 o} 0
Total 0 [} 396, 000 o} ]

**54 REGIONAL PAVEMENT, DECK RESTORATIONS, AND EXPANSION JOINT REPATR***dkkkdkxg2g

Constr [} [¢] [} 357,280 o
Total [ 0 o 357,280 o
Total Federal—-Aid Primary

. 1,133,489 12,951,093 1,007, 650 4,071, 280 3,300,880

*90~027A* 03663 FAP2 TA Rk T Ak dhkkk Rk G2k R Ak k kbR
0 [+] 2,090,880
] 0o 2,090,880

*1 0143 ** 01892 FAR2Th%% 47********72****sy***
0 o i,170,000
0 o 1,170,000

*87—004***03652*FAP32***29*********5****3y***
0 o 2,270,000
o 0 2,270,000

*§8-033c**04498*VARvark* vartrkkdaxxrrkkgyktr

o 0 698, 400
0 o 611, 630
0 0 1,310, 050

*84—0]_43**00491*!‘”27***47********71****sy***

o _ . o 627,115
(] o 792,000
] Q 1,419,115

*8T—0Q18* ¥ ¥ (3260 AFARP2Z Thhkk g7 hkwk hkkk 61****3y***

o [+} 189, 963
2,200, 000 o 2,200, 000
2,200, 000 0 2,389, 963

*G4~040F X 00 9BAXFAR 2 TA Xk QThA Rk Ak * A 5Ghhhk bk Ak K
0 Q 47,232
0 0 47,232

*84—045***00775*FAP74***1‘]4********1*********
o 0 169,274
0 0 169,274

*B4-039k AN Q0393 ¥FRP2Thhkk Tk kA kX kkGThkkkkhkhkkkd

o .0 88,198
[ [+] 70,400
0 0o . 4,840,000
[} o] 4,998, 598

*79~085bA* 05024 FAP32* k29 khdkk kL1 hkhkgyhds
[1] 1] 3,494,000
[¢] o 3,494,000

*80=011***QOB83IS*FAUISLTRI2Z* kR A Ak A QRA XA XA R K

0 o 1,452,000
0 [ 193, 600
0 o 1, 645, 600

*GL~052¥ X k00 TE2*FAUSOOGINL 41 x Xk ARAAARGR ATk khdd i
0 [ 220, 000
0 [ 220,000

*84—034%XFA03334RFARPI2A XX 29k kkkkk k] Jhkkkgyrd®
0 o] 686, 400
0 0 686, 400

*BR~033F A XOLLITAFAP2TH AL Thhk kA kA RRGTRE Rk kkkdk
0 0 2, 000, 000
0 0 2,000,000

*90—056***01497*FAP']9***144********7****3}'***
o 0 396,000
0 o 396,000

*90—-040***04343*mVar**var********Q*t**sy***

0 0 357,280
0 0 357,280
2,200,000 0 24, 664,392



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
State Highway Projects
rptoth.x
08/29/91
Page 5

Obligated 1991 1992 1983 1994 1995 Post 19935 Authorized

Highway Bridge Replacement

*%55 HAWTHORNE BRIDGE (§2757E) PHASE II — SERVICE LIFE EXTENSIONA*#®A*X¥kkkkdd¥k**407 #85-037a**04069YFAUIIE6*T26¥ kk Ak khkkQhkdhkgyXik

Pre Eng 95, 960 [»] Q o [s] 1] 0 95, 960
Constr 0 1,240,000 o] o] o ] 4] 1,240,000
Total 95, 960 1,240,000 0 o ] s ] [+] 1,335,960
*k56 HAW'I'BORNE BRIDGE EAST APPROACH RAMPS REPLACEMENT (f275']c) dkkkkhkkhkkbb kb k506 *34—09‘1***02914*?&09366{726********0***tsy***
Pre Eng 248,240 ] [} 4 o o 0 248, 240
Constr (] 1,040,000 o 0 a o o 1,040,000
Total 248, 240 1,040,000 o [+] o] o o 1,288,240

Total Highway Bridge Replacement
344, 200 2,280,000 [} (¢} o o 0 2,624,200



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
State Highway Projects
rptoth.r
08/29/91
Page 6
Obligated 1991 1992

1993 1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

Hazard Elimination System
**57 OR213 — CASCADE HWY. SO ~ ABERNETHY RD TO BEAVERCREEK RD****k*dddxirdiadt®203
Constr [+] [+] 549, 000 0 0
Total o] 0 545,000 [} 0

*#58 SE STARK STREET AT SE 202ND AVENUE - SIGNAL UPGRADE***#karrttdhhdddndidkst209

Pre Eng ] 18,000 [+] Q o
Consatr 0 176, 400 ¢} ] ]
Total 0 194, 400 o 0 0

**59 BEAVERTON TUALATIN HWY @ SW WASHINGTON DRIVEX*¥hkddkrddddddhhkkhdhkkkdddraddd2]]

Rt-of-Way 0 0 31,500 [+} -]
Constr o o 207, 000 0 0
Total o ] 238, 500 o] 0

*%x60 I-205 -~ SE LESTER AVENUE INTERCWGE**************************************355
Raserve o o 1,093, 500 [} [+]
Total (¢} 0 1,093, 500 o 1]

**§] US30 — SW DOANE AVE TO SW BALBOA AVE -~ CHANNELIZATION**kddkkdkkkdddkkihkard3gy

Pre Eng 14, 490 0 o o 0
Rt—of-Way 67,050 0 [ o 0
Constr 540, 000 6 5} 0 0

Total 621, 540 o [ 0 0

**%62 BEAVERTON/TUALATIN HWY AT SW OAK — SIGNAL/LEFT TURN LANES*#®*%kkkkkkhkkhnird]lq
Constr 190, 000 o 0 [s]
Total 190, 000 ] 0 o]

(-~

**63 WE PORTLAND HIGHWAY AT 121ST ~ INSTALL SIGNAL/NEW CONTROLLER****x%kax&kk k4521

Pre Eng 21,915 o v} 0 4]
Constr o 108, 000 o] 0 0
Total 21,915 108,000 o] (o} 0

**64 HAZARD ELIMINATION PROJECTS AT OR UNDER $100,000%*kdkadkkkkdhhkhdhadhhidbsan 22

Pre Eng 69,190 ] o] o s]
Rt—of-Way 13,500 0 ] o] 1]
Constx 470, 260 319,550 545,220 o o

Total 572, 950 519,550 545,220 [+] Q

*%¥6%5 ORAZ ~ OSWEGO HIGHWAY AT PIMLICO DRIVEX*®x*kkkdkkhkrdAkhkkrdrrk kb thd kb hrhkr k879

Pre Eng 61, 515 0 [¢] (4] 1]
Constx o 252,000 [} (¢} 0
Total 61, 515 252, 000 o o o

**66 OR99E~ S END ONE-WAY COUPLET — TACOMA ST, PORTLAND ~ MED BARRIERXX**#*k**+886

Pre Eng 61, 596 0 o (4] [}
Constr 543,293 1,080,000 (o} [} 0
Total 604, 889 1,080,000 o] [«] [}

**67 BASELINE ROAD AT 231ST AVENUE* Rk Ak hkkhkhhkhhdd kb hdkrkkhkkr kb kh Ak sk kddk+x9]7
Constr 0 0 351,000 0 0
Total o [} 351,000 0 o

**68 BEAVERTON - HILLSDALE HWY/OLESON RD/SCHOLLS FY RD INTERSECTIONS****hk*Axk4%926

Pre Eng 11,700 31, 500 0 o 0
Rt—of-Way [} 63,000 ] o o
Constr o [+] 0 420,300 0
Total 11,700 94, 500 ] 420, 300 o

Total Hazard Elimination System
1,894,509 2,438,450 2,777,220 420,300 o

%91~001A**0S821LAFAP TN ¥ X GO KX hk kR kQh Akt ddkd

o [¢] 549,000
o 0 549, 000

*91-011%** Q0000 FAUIBLOX 7264 v kkdk kQhhkkd ko kkd

-] 0 18,000

[} 0 176, 400

[ o 194, 400
*§6-088*A¥03611¥TauFOILr L4 LA vk ddda bk ghhhdhhhdn

0 0 31, 500

0 [ 207,000

0 o 238, 500
*85—121***01‘93*FAU9753*6‘********16*********

[ o 1,093, 500

o o 1,093, 500

*'l9—-05']***02107*?&1****2“*********5*********

[s] o 14,490
o) v] 67, 050
[+] [} 540, 000
(o] [¢] 621, 540

*84—066***00764*FAU9091*141******i*‘****gyl’*i
o 0 190,000
[} 0 190, 000

*86-002% **04035*FAUIISEX 1234 ¥k kk k1 2hkakgykh*

o 0 21,915
o 0 108, 000
0 0 129,915

*86—094***D‘zﬂz*ﬂkvar**var********0****3?***

1] ] 89,190
a o] 13,500
] o} 1,535,030
0 o 1,637,720

*84—100***009’]5*FA‘U9555*3*********10****,y***

o 0 61,515
[} [} 252,000
o 0 313,513

*85-020*** 02931 *FAP26 k& LEkkkk ki k] kit kk gykhk

0 0 61,596
0 0 1,623,293
0 ] 1, 684,889

*Q0—000***00000*FAUQ028%* T34k kkakkQhkkkk gyri sk
o 0 351,000
o o 351, 000

*10100***¥ Q0548 FAUS228% 4O ¥k k kAt kd # Ik kk kb

4] 4] 43,200
o] o 63,000
4] 0 420,300
o ] 526, 500
o] o 7,530,479



Metropolitan Serxrvice District
Transportation Improvement Program
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rptoth.rx
08/29/91
" Page 7
Obligated 1991 1992

1983 1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

State Modernization

*#%*69 MARINE DRIVE WIDENING TO FOUR LANES —~ I-5 TO RIVERGATE**dddidhthkdkdhddtstts208
Constx ] (o] o 6,405, 000 1]
Total 0 (4] o] 6,405, 000 [}

* %70 DEVEIOPMENT PROJECTS#kkkkkkkkdkhkhkkkdkkdbkdktkhkhrrrrrbrbdrabrbwhkhhrdrerrrinr394
Pre Eng 0 99,200 o 0 1]
Total 0 99, 200 o 0 o

*%71 US26 — SYLVAN INTERCHANGE TO VISTA RIDGR (500 INTERCHANGE)*#%kdhkihkdaiss k10
Constr o o ] [} [}
Total [¢] 0 o] [} 0

#+%72 US26 ~ SUNSET / CORNELL ROAD INTERCHARGE** ¥ Xk kkkhkkht ikt XXk khkkk kA kkhrkt® 427
o

Rt-of-Way 2,700,000 0 o] ]
Constr 14,183,000 ] ] 1] ]
Total 16,883,000 +] o o] 0

**73 OR210 - SCHOLLS FERRY RD — MURRAY BELVD TO FANNO CREEKA k¥ #sakdAkkk¥xdhadk 44873
Constr 4,741,000 0 0 [} 0
Total 4,741,000 [ o 0 0

**74 OR208 ~ FARMINGTON ROAD — 205TH AVENUE TO MURRAY BOULEVARD®¥wddAkkddkhddik934

Pra Eng [} 0 649,600 o 0
Reconn o 0 o] o o
Total [+] 0 649, 600 ] 0

#%75 U326 ~ KATHERINE LANE TO SYLVAR INTERCHANGE *#¥k¥askkkikh ki d k&£ kA Ktk **935

Rt-of-Way 4] o} 9,100, 000 [+] o]
Constr 0 o} ] ] 30,000,000
Total 0 o] 9,100,000 o 30,000,000

Total State Modernization

21, 624,000 99, 200 9,749, 600 6,403,000 30, 000, 000

*T9-056***0IZ9F¥FAUIFG2¥L20* Fkkk kd 2k kkhgy*hd

o a 6,405,000

0o o 6,403, 000
*¥90—033%**05627*VARVAT* ¥ YRTNFhkx kk %Ok k sk gyhkk

0 o 99, 200

o} [J 99,200

*84—014d**u§791*FA227***47********71****3y***

o 8, 950,000 8,930,000

o 8, 950,000 8,950, 000
*79—059***00779*FAPZ7***47********66*******‘*

o 0 2,700,000

o] [+] 14,183,000

[+] 0 16,883,000
*86—-0TT¥*¥ Q3290 FAUS 2344143k kd ik kb kThhkkkgyrik

o . ... ] 4,741,000

0 4] 4,741,000

*86—060* ¥ 103279 FAUIV6AH L4220 ¥k kb A Sk kk khkk

o (] 649, 600
] o] 0
o] o 645,600

*98—033b**°5477*FA227***47********70****8Y***

0 o 9,100,000
0 0 30,000,000
[} 0 39,100,000
0 8, 950,000 76,827, 800



Metropolitan Service District
Transpoxtation Improvement Program
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rptoth.r
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Page 8
Obligated i9s82 1993

1991 1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

State Operations

**76 OREGON CITY BYPASS ~ PARK PLACE TO COMMUNITY COLLEGE***dddkkdidkdhdhkdddtd]125
Constr [} o 225,000 [}
Total o] 0 o 225,000 [}

* %77 METRO PWING*********************t*i****i****************************t**lzs
Pre Eng 273, 949 135,065 0 0 0
Total 273,949 135,065 0 o o

**78 OR217 - BEAV/TIGARD HWY AUX ILANES — WILSHIRE TO T2ND#**¥kkkdkdkdkdkdihhthsx20]
Constr : ] 315,000 [} [}
Total 0 ] 315,000 [ o]

*%79 US30BY - ST JOHNS BRIDGE PAINTINGR *hdkkkhkkhhdddhbhhhkhkthihkhkhhkdthktrrikds202

Constrx o 2,822,000 ] 0 ]
Total o 2,822,000 ] [ 0
*¥80 BEAVERTON TUALATIN HWY @ SW WASHINGTON DRIVE*#%®tdkddddkkddbdtdkdrrddrbiktr2]]
Pre Eng 0 43,820 o] 0o 0
Total 0 43,820 o] /] 0

*%91 99W -~ PACIFIC HWY AT SW FISCHER ROAD SIGNAL*%dkkkdddiddkkdddddddhkdthdkdrtktr3gg
Constx 0 [¢] 70, 000 o 0
Total 0 [+] 70,000 Lo} 0

**82 DEVELOPMENT PROJECTSK hkkkikdkdrhkhkhdhkkddhbkdkkbbdddhddrdddhkkddddhdddbddrbh ki394
Pre Eng Q 100,000 o] 0 0
Total 0 100, 000 o 0 (]

#%83 'STATE FINANCED PROJECTS AT OR UNDER $100, 000*¥akkkdkdkdtddktdhhhkhrdrhhrrdnq]l2
Constr ] 120, 000 170,000 1] [}
Total [+] 120, 000 170,000 0 o]

**84 BEAVERTON/TUALRTIN HWY AT SW OAK ~ SIGNAL/LEFT TURN LANES¥**dkkikkkhrdddwkl]q
" Constr 0 190,000 [+] 0 [}
Total [+] 190,000 ] o 4]

**85 US26 — SUNSET / NW 185TH AVE INTERCHANGE*******************************t**425
Constr (o} ‘0 6,000,000 (s} 0
Total V] 0 6,000,000 0 ]

*+86 CLACKAMAS PARK( PACIFIC EAST) BRIDGE NO. 1618%*dirkiddkdkdidhdkddtdkdrdrddistn504

Conatr 0 [} 0 1} 2,200,000
Total 0 o o : 1} 2,200, 000
*#87 HAZARD ELIMINATION PROJECTS AT OR UNDER $100,000% ¥R &2 da* kAR wddk kAKX XXX RN S22
Constx 0 127,000 68, 700 o o

Total 0 127,000 68,700 o’ o

*+88 REGIONAL RECONNATSSANCE PROJECTS AND STUDIESH*sdaikichkikdhbhdbidhkihhbrridh540
Reconn [ 13, 5300 [\] o 0
Total a 13, 500 o (o] o]

**89 OR210 —~ SCHOLLS HWY AT SW JAMIESON ROAD — LT TURN REFUGE#** ¥ kAkkkkkkdhkdd A% 677
Constr ] 4] 150, 000 0 0
Total ] o 150,000 ] 0

*%90 HALL BOULEVARD AT BURNHAM STREET — SIGNALA**dkkddkkdkhkkkrdkhhdhdkhhdrdhthir728
Constr 4] 130,000 . o] [1] o]
Total -0 130,000 Q o (4]

**91 PACIFIC HWY EAST/MCLOUGHLIN BLVD ¢ BOARDMAN AVE — 35 PHASE SIGNAL**¥***xkx*%g62
Constr o] 0 126,000 o
Total O s} 0 126,000 -0

**92 OR43 — PORTLAND SCL TO WEST LINN NCL — ROCKFALL/GM BARRIER*#**%kkddkkkkkiikxk880

Rt—of-Way 7,000 ] ] [} 0
Constr 324,000 o] 1} o] 0
Total 331,000 0 o} 0 (o]

*%*93 OR210C — FANNC CREEk TO BEAVERTON/TIGARD HWY (TIGARD ) ***dkdkkkkhkkkkkkk khkk Ak §E1

Rt—of-Way 0 30,000 [} o o
Constr o] 750,000 a [} 0
Total 0 780, 000 o} [} V]

k%G54 QOR210 — SCHOLLS HWY AT DENNY RD — SIGNALXXkkkkdkatrddthhhhhaerkdtrhddrA Ak rkrdx382
Constrx 242,000 ] 4] [s] 0
Total 242,000 V] 0 ] °

*91-019% ¥ (5626 FAPTB* A * 1 E0RN kAR AQhhhkkkhkkd sk
[¢] [} 225,000
o o 225,000

*00~000*** 00000 *VARvar**nax* ¥ * kA khkkQrkkd kb hkd

o ] 409,014

-] o] 409,014
*GO—0EI* X *DESLEAXFAPTIARK L LGk k bk khkQh kA kFik

V] 0 315,000

o o] 315,000

*91~010***05TOT*FAUOOGONL23v Ak, kA XL kA Xk Ak Kk &
[ o] 2,822,000
[ ¢ 2,822,000

*86-088***03611 ¥ Fau09L L4 rkhkkkx A qod Ak hhhkk
o <] 43,820
o S Q 43,820

*84—029***02093*?“9****1“********12*********
[+ o 70, 600
0 o 70,000

*BB—024% ¥ %0494 4*VARvart*varrkk ke Ak kQhkrkkhkk ik
0 o 100, 000
o o 100, 000

*90—044***04624*V?.Ii\;ar**var********o*********
0 N 0 290, 000
o (o] 290, 000

*BA—066 ¥ XQOTEAYFAUIQIL L 4Lhkdkdddhhghhhhgyhid
4] 0 190, 000
o] o 150,000

*84—013* kX QOBLTHAFAP2TA AR LT Rk hkhh 64****5”**

[ 0 6,000, 000
o 0 6,000, 000
*85-042* kX 03I2GKFAP2 64 ¥ H1EA* Ak kxR LT KA AN Gy AR *
[+ 0 2,200, 000
o 0 2,200, 000

*91=-00T***Q000Q0AVARvaAr**vark td ke k xQAA Ak ki
o 0 195,700
[ 0 195,700

*GO—003* A kAN ¥ kXA VARVAL*Avart kA k kA k(hh ke dkhdd
] 4} 13, 500
0 0 13, 500

*BE~L12%**¥Q3916*FAUI2I4*LAZ* Ak k1D AN kkgykk
o 4] 150,000
o] 1] 150,000

*B5~033XX*OI9LINFAVIOOL XL ALk *khdh kA Ghkkngyrrdh
0o 0 130,000
0 . [+ 130,000

*BB-025 % QL9411 ¥ FAP2ER k¥ I BA kA XA ARk A (Qhk kR kb ki k
4] ] 126,000
a o] 126,000

*BE6-04 G * % (3 733XFAUISEH* Ik hhkkhkhkhdhhhhhkhhhdk

0 o 7.000
0 o] 324,000
0 ] 331,000

*86—049% ¥ *U390BYFAUI2IANLAZHArh Ak k k Qhkkkgyh s

[} 0 30,000
[} 2] 750, 000
0 0 780, 000

*GE6-052% F* Q2L TOYFAUI2I4* L4k Ak hhd 1] Ahhdhhhhk
[+] 0 242,000
[¢] [ 242,000



Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
State Highway Projects
rptoth.x :

08/29/91
Page 9
Obligated 1991 1992

1983 1994

1995 Post 1995 Authorized

State Operations (Continued)

**93 US30 ~ DOANE CREEK TO NW HODGE AVENUE GUARDRATLA®* ki dkhsidkik ks hhhkkxdh#¥ge3

Constx 0 0o [ 157, 000 [
Total 0 [¢] [ 157, 000 0
*%9§ OR43 — OSWEGO HIGHWAY AT JOLIE POINT ROAD® kk ke kdhkkdkkkhkdhkbkkhdkk kbbb kk k884
Constr ' Q [+] [¢] 220, 000 0
Total [ [+] o 220,000 0

*%97 NE PORTLAND HIGHWAY AT NE 181ST AVENUE — WIDENING**dkxddkkdkdkkddddrkdktrdirtk 908

Pre Eng o 37,000 [+] [+] : o
Rt-of-Way 4] 105,000 [ (o} 0
Constr 0 373,000 0 (4] ]
Total 1] 515,000 0 o o
**98 OR224 — CLACKAMAS HWY — RUSK RD T0O LAWNFIEID#®*tkdkdkdbdrddhdtbrbttibbhrrd®9l0
Constx [} 350,000 [s] 2} o]
Total a 350,000 0 ] o

**99 OR8 TV HWY — CANYON LANE TO WALKER ROAD — TRAFFIC SIGNALS*#%#kdkdkddddikdikn9]2

Constr 0 0 270,000 0 0
Total o 0 270, 000 0 0
100 ORS9W PACIFIC HWY WEST AT 124TH AVENUE — SIGNAL/REALIGN* *#*k%iakikkssskiss9gld
Constr [+ o [»] o o
Total 0 0 o o 0

*101 OR99W PACIFIC HWY WEST AT SW GAARDE -~ REALIGN*#®%dadtiiktdddkttdkkddAdtkhkddrdtrgl e
Consatr [+] 180,000 0 o o]
Total [¢] 180,000 [} (4] [

*102 OR213 CASCADE SOUTH — E PORTLAND FREEWAY TO HOLCOMB BOULEVARD*#kkddkikdakd k021

Constr o (] 750,000 o 0
Total 0 o] 150,000 [+] o}
*103 Y-84 COLUMBIA RIVER HIGHWAY — 223RD AVENUE TO TROUTDALE OVERLAY®*ddddkidddk924
. Constr 4] 1,000,000 Y "] (o}

Total o 1,000,000 o o o]

*104 REGIONAL RAMP METERING, TRAFFIC LOOP REPAIR,
Constr o} 400, 000
Total [¢] 400, 000

AND MESSAGE SIGNING** ¥k dkikkxg27
400,000 a 410,000
400, 000 o 410, 000

*105 REGIONAL PAVEMENT, DECK RESTORATIONS, AND EXPANSION JOINT REPATR**+*k&*x#%928
Constr [+] ] 0 0 888, 000
Total . 0 0 o o * 888, 000

*106 REGIONAL GUARDRAIL IMPROVEMENTSkddddkdkkdkkkhhkhbdkdrtdrhkdddbbdbbbhdrdbkidhbrdrGg29

Constr (s} . 0 (o} o 400, 000
Total [+ ] [s] o 400,000
Total State Operations

846,949 6,906,385 8,193,700 728,000 3,898, 000

*GE6—10T*** 039324 FAPL Ak JWhh AR hhk kR TRk kkhk kA ®
o o 157,000
o) 0 157,000

*35—054***03939*]‘&09565*3*********10****sy***

] [} 220,000
[} [«] 220, 000

*89~034*** 05583 ¥ FAUIFE 64123 ¥ ¥k *k Ak L Bakhhgyrsd

4] Y] 37,000
] [+] 105, 000
o] 4] 373,000
] o 515,000

*90-03TH**¥04395FFAPTAN A * LTIk hkhhkd kIR kkkgyhhh
] o 350,000
[ 1] 350,000

*90—~007* ¥ %k Q4401*FAPI2H kA 29k khkd ***0****3y‘ki“*
o o 270,000

o T ° 270, 000

t90—024*t*05301*!‘n9****1Wt*******13****5y***
412, 000 [¢] 412, 000
412,000 /] 412,000

*90-029%**05309%FAPOA* ** LIk k k4 X 10k hk gyhk &
V] o] 180,000
o} ¢} 180,000

*90~001L¥**0562 5 FAP TG A * 160X kkkkkk kO ke gyhid
0 [+] 750,000
-0 0 750, 000

*90-01LS*** 05628 ¥ FATE8* # k2% kkhkk ke kL G Rk k gyt i &
o [¢] 1,000,000
o o 1,000,000

*90—047***0438s*mvar**var***'.****oi‘***sy***
0 [ 1,210,000
0 o 1,210,000

*90—053***04340*VARvar**Var********o****sy***
0 o 888, 000
[} [ 888, 000

*90-030***05323*VARVAR Y *vard *kkkxkkQkkkk gyrht

400, 000 o 800, 000
400, 000 ] 800, 000
812,000 o 21,385,034
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Bikeways
%107 BIKEWAY PROJECTSkkkhdkkhhhkkbkhbdhdbhkddhhkdbrhrrddrrrhrddbrkbrrkdthbrrktdtrkrct3gs *101303***05145*%.:**.;3*********o****gy*t*
Constx 28,000 756, 644 200, 000 300, 000 o 4 o 1,284,644
Total 28, 600 756, 644 200, 000 300,000 4 o ] 1,284,644

Total Bikeways ) : .
28, 000 756, 644 200,000 300, 000 0 o Q 1,284,644
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Obligated 1991 1992 1993 1994

1993 Post 1995 Authorized

Access Oregon Highway

*108 MCLOUGHLIN BLVD PHASE
Constr o]
Total ]

II - TACOMA TO HIGHWAY 224%Fkkkkkkhkktk kit rkdkkkrd¥t136
9,500, 000 o 0 [+
9,500, 000 0 o] o

*109 MCIQUGHLIN BLVD PHASE IITA -~ UNXON/GRAND VIADUCT TO HAROLD****kk¥kkkkk*t+x140
Constr a [+] [+] 4,800,000 o]
Total o o ] 4,800,000 o

*110 DEVELOPMENT PROJECTI** Ak khkdkhhddhddhhdhhkkdhkdhkbbdhhbbdkhhdd b drdd bbbt dh304

Pre Eng o o "o o o
Sys Study o o o ¢ 600, 000
Total e 0 ° 0 600,000
*111 99W PACIFIC HWY WEST — GREENBURG TO" TUALATIN RIVER**#a*kkkkthakk ok ¥ ket kx 457
Constr " 1,715,000 o o ) 0
Total 1,775,000 0 o © a

*112 PACIFIC HYIGHWAY WEST AT EDY / SCHOLLS -~ SIX CORNERS*A*tdukkkhkhrxdhdhdrexky63

Rt-of-Way o] 2,000,000 o] o] o
Consatr [+] 2,800,000 [} 0 [¢]
Total 0 4,800,000 4] 0 [}

*113 WESTERN BYPASS — PHASE I — SUNSET HWY TO PACIFIC HWYX*kiwkkdkihkwkkdkidsr k720
Pre Eng 1] 1,037, 500 o} Q [+]
Total o 1,037,500 ] o [+]

*114 CLACKAMAS HIGHWAY ~ I-205 TO ROCK CREEK JCT (SUNRISE CORR)*¥dddkddddkddrar72]
Pre Eng 999,700 \] 4] [+} ) o]
Total 999,700 [+] Q o o]

*115 CLACKAMAS / BORING HWY— ROCK CREEK JCT TO MT HOOD HWY (SUNRISE)***kkkkk&k*722
Pre Eng 1,096,000 [+ [+ [+] 0
Total 1,096,000 [o} [} 4] 0

%116 OR9SW PACIFIC HWY WEST ~ PFAFFLE RD/COMMERCIAL STREETA*#**kkdkkadxktdkh ANtk x§g7

Constr Q [} s} 472,991 0
Total 0 0 o] 472,991 [s]
Total Access Oregon Highway

3,870,700 15,337,500 o 5,272,991 600, 000

*77-1595**04373*5'”2s***12*********5****sy***

[} Q 9,500, 000

0 ] 9,500,000
*77-159Ck X048 TAXFAP26X A X LEX ¥ Ak wk ki k] kk ke dkhhh

0 ¢} 4,800,000

0 o 4,800,000

*85-030%* 03331 VARvart*varkkd ek kA nQrrhr kit

42,240 [s] 42, 240
[+] o 600, 000
42,240 o} 642, 240

*8B—-026%t ¥ 04342 FAPOR A AR LA X XX XXX AXGU A AR Ak *r®
[¢] 0 1,773,000
0 [} 1,775,000

*33—040***04358*!‘”9****1“******#*15****sy***

o . [ 2,000, 000
o o 2,800,000
0 0 4,800, 000

*88-011¥ ¥ Q5124 VARLDAX #7344 kA * ke 4O h Ak kkkkh &
0 0 1,037, 500
[»] o 1,037, 500

*86—036a**0440F*FAPTAXRx] 7l dvhkhkhhhdhdhhhhrad
0 [} 999, 700
0 4] 999, 700

*86~036b**00 923*}‘”74***174********o******i.'**
0 [ 1,096,000
o 0 1,096,000

*BGE—085* A% 04B20* FAP I Ak WhkkhkkkkdrGrhkhkkkdhkhk

o] [+] 472, 991
o 0 472,991
42,240 0 25,123,431



rptoth.x
08/29/91
Page 12

Obligated 1991

Metropolitan Service District
Transportation Improvement Program
State Highway Projects

1992 1983 1994 1995 Post 19935

Anthorized

report total
40,952,222 81,393,409

64, 607,270 69,867,571 47,644,720 38, 548,240 10,592, 200

353, 605, 632



Home Builders Association of MetropulitanPo‘rtland

503/684-1880 503/245-0530
15555 S.W. Bangy Rd., Suite 301 e Lake Oswego, OR 97035

Fax # 503/684-0588 TRANSEGRTATION BEFT.

AUG 20 1991

August 19, 1991

Mayor Gussie McRobert and City Council
City of Gresham

1333 NW Eastman Parkway

Gresham, Oregon 97030

Dear Mayor McRobert and Members of the Council:

Our organization has, for some years now, been following the issue of the location
and construction of a new roadway in Gresham to connect I-84 with Highway 26. We were
heavily involved in 1988 when the proposed corridors for this facility were designated.

We understand that recently, there has been some agitation to, in effect, discard
most of this prior planning and designate a new corridor roughly along Williams Road as a
possible location for this facility. The Home Builders Association of Metropolitan
Portland urges you to reject this notion and to reaffirm the Council’s support for the
possible corridors now contained in the city’s acknowledged Comprehensive Plan.

A very thorough and very public (and sometimes very painful) process was followed
in 1988 when the three corridors in the plan were chosen. That is as it should be, since this
facility will have a major effect on the community design and the livability of Gresham.

- We were satisfied with the alignments selected partly because we have a specific
interest with respect to this issue: much of our industry’s "inventory" of undeveloped
residential Jand in the city lies in a band along its eastern edge, and how a major roadway
is located in this area will have a great effect on this resource. All three of the corridors
chosen and adopted into the Comprehensive Plan have the potential to reinforce the city’s
zoning for this area. The Hogan and Kane Road alignments leave the area largely
undisturbed but improve its access and circulation. The alignment along the eastern edge
of the urban growth boundary, while a very different kind of facility in function (more of a
*bypass; less of a "parkway" or "urban arterial"), also does not compromise the usability of
this land for housing,.

But a2 Williams Road location for this facility would cut this area in half, and throw
the city’s zoning designations for this area into a cocked hat. Unless a sufficient number of
intersections or interchanges are built, this alignment will create a lot of difficult-to-develop
parcels "landlocked" between the highway and the urban growth boundary. If this
alignment were adopted, we believe that the city would possibly have to reexamine its
compliance with LCDC Goal 10 and the Metropolitan Housing Rule.

Even more important, though, are the twin issues of certainty and credibility.

Our members...contractors, developers and others in the construction
industry...support comprehensive land use planning partly because it means certainty.
When a community sticks to its plan, people can make investment decisions with the
expectation that the ground rules are solid. Under our system, comp plan amendments are



infrequent and difficult - and they should be. People should be able to rely on the corridors
shown in the plan.

A city’s credibility is also tied up with its plan. If amendments are infrequent and
difficult, the idea is reinforced that the plan is the product of a careful process, and that
political Jogrolling is minimized. If, on the other hand, the plan is constantly changed by
dealmaking and changes in the political wind, a city council has nowhere to stand.

I hope that these thoughts will be useful to you in your deliberations on this matter
and urge the Council to "stay the course" by reaffirming the corridors contained in the
Comprehensive Plan.

Sincerely,

Charles A. Hales, Staff Vice President
for Governmental Affairs

cc: Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development
Oregon Department of Transportation - Highway Division
Metro - Joint Policy Advisory Comm. on Transportation
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JOINT IRC TRANSPORTATION POLICY COMMITTEE SEP 5 1991

AND METRO JOINT POLICY ADVISORY
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION MEETING

Meeting Summary
February 14, 1991

The Joint IRC Transportation Policy Committee and METRO Joint Policy Advisory
Committee on Transportation Meeting was called to order on February 14, 1991, at 7:50
a.m. at Club Green Meadows, Vancouver, Washington. Those committee members in
attendance follow. An attendance sheet with all guests present was not available.

Joint IRC/JPACT Committee Members Present

Don Adams
Gary Demich
Richard Devlin
John Fischbach
Dean Lindgren
Bob Moser
Dave Sturdevant
Les White

Don Adams
Pauline Anderson
Earl Blumenauer
Clifford Clark
James Cowen
Gary Demich
Richard Devlin
Steve Greenwood
Ron Hart

David Knowles
Robert Liddell
Ed Lindquist
Marge Schmunk
Dave Sturdevant
Les White

Oregon Department of Transportation
Washington State Department of Transportation
Metro Council

City of Vancouver

City of Washougal

Port of Vancouver

Clark County

C-TRAN

Oregon Department of Transportation
Multnomah County

City of Portland

Cities of Washington County

Tri-Met

Washington State Department of Transportation
Metro Council

Department of Environmental Quality
City of Vancouver

Metro Council

Cities of Clackamas County
Clackamas County

Cities of Multnomah County

Clark County

C-TRAN
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Staff and Guests Present

Keith Ahola
Richard Brandman
Kim Chin

Elsa Coleman
Andy Cotugno
Derek Crider
Grace Crunican
Mike Cuneen
Lynda David
Steve Dotterrer
Bernie Giusto
Howard Harris
Bob Hart

Mike Hogland
Merlyn Hough
Darrell Joque
Shinwon Kim
Wayne Kittleson
Lois Kaplan
John Kowalczyk
Dean Lookingbill
Gil Mallery
Molly O’Reilly
Dale Robins
Bebe Rucker
Rod Sandoz
Gail Spolar
Karen Thackston
Tom VanderZanden
Bruce Warner
Richard Warren
David Williams
Martin Winch
Diane Workman

WSDOT

Metro

C-TRAN

City of Portland

Metro

BRW Inc.

City of Portland
Kittleson and Associates
IRC

- City of Portland

City of Gresham
DEQ

IRC

Metro

DEQ
Berger/ABAM Engineers, Inc.
IRC

Kittleson and Associates
Metro

DEQ

IRC

IRC

STOP

IRC

Port of Portland
Clackamas County
C-TRAN

Metro ,
Clackamas County
Washington County
IRC

ODOT

Metro

IRC
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1.

Call to Order and Approval of Minutes

Dave Sturdevant called the meeting to order at 7:50 a.m. He welcomed
everyone, and he thanked them for the opportunity to share the High
Capacity Transit Issues. - He turned the first presentation over to Dean
Lookingbill.

Bi-State Transportation Study

Dean Lookingbill distributed a memorandum stating the Bi-State
Transportation Study’s policy objectives and issues. He introduced the
consultant in charge of the project, Wayne Kittleson, of Kittleson and
Associates. Mr. Kittleson had a slide presentation to help illustrate their
findings. :

Mr. Kittleson stated that throughout the study the primary objectives they will
look at are existing travel patterns and traffic conditions. Also, the future
travel conditions to the year 2010 will be addressed. These include truck
travel as well. The first slide showed the level of service that the I-5 and I-205
corridors are currently running. He stated that over the last 30 years, traffic
volumes across the Columbia River have increased 6 percent per year. He
summarized by saying that the traffic congestion on I-5 is more intense than
the congestion on 1-205, and congestion is worse on both of these facilities in
the evening peak hours. The major problems of capacity and safety on I-5 are
generally south of SR-14. 1-205 rates are highest from SR-14 to Mill Plain
Road, but even those rates are only about half of those on I-5.

He presented slides relating to truck travel characteristics. Because truck
travel is important in forming the freeway system not only how the system
operates during the day, but also how it might operate in the future. IHe said
that of the percentage of trucks crossing the Columbia, 37 percent were single
unit trucks, 48 percent were semi trucks, and 15 percent were tandem trucks.
The growth of truck travel is toward longer, larger trucks. These are the ones
that have the greatest impact on the use of the capacity of the freeway system.
They also have the greatest potential multiple accident impact.

It was found that travel time was the key to mode choice to both people and
freight. Travel time was found to influence future decisions of location.
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In terms of the project identification, they expect to have a memo on impact
conditions in March; in April and May, they will look into future conditions,
the Year 2010 RTP, complete the Regional Economic Analysis, with a Draft
Final Report to be out in June and the Final in July.

Clark County HCT Activities

A, I-205 Bridge LRT Retrofit Study

Dean Lookingbill introduced Darrell Joque, the lead consultant in the 1-205
Retrofit Study. This study is mainly looking at the feasibility of retrofitting the
1-205 Bridge to LRT between Portland and Clark County, the structural issues
on the bridge, and the operational connection at Gateway.

Mr. Joque stated that their main study was to evaluate the transit modes LRT
and Exclusive Busway/HOV. The preliminary structural assessment of the
Glen Jackson Bridge and the South Channel Bridge has been reported. In
order to further understand the findings, he presented slides to explain some
of the engineering terms. He explained the terms sheer and moment. He
stated that the bridge was originally designed for five lanes of traffic for future
expansion. This would allow for four lanes of traffic and room for an LRT
lane at the center near the bike path. He showed a slide giving a cross-section
of the Glenn Jackson Bridge with one side showing the LRT option and the
other showing the Exclusive HOV/Busway option. Either would run on the
inside of the two bridges in a both a north- and south-bound direction.

Beginning with the LRT he stated that in following the minimum Interstate
standards for highway bridges, it is possible to accommodate four 12-foot lanes
of traffic with the required minimum of 3-feet 6-inch shoulders and still
accommodate the LRT system. The LRT would be right next to the present
bike path where there is a concrete barrier. The bike path would not be
disturbed with the addition of LRT. A new traffic barrier would be provided
between the LRT and the traffic. The Exclusive Busway/HOV System would
have a painted barrier and not a physical barrier due to lack of feasible lane
space.

The Gateway area is considered a main transfer station. They have
envisioned having the cars go from Clark County into this area and then
switching ends of the car to proceed into downtown Portland. This area has
a high potential of heavy competition of scheduled other lines. The other
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option is to return these cars to Clark County and have a transfer at this point
to go downtown.

Portland HCT Activities
A.  Westside/Hillsboro LRT Update

Andy Cotugno presented a handout of a bar chart displaying the
different corridors, their current status, and projected time line
activities. He stated the Hillsboro LRT Alternatives Analysis is
underway and a Draft Environmental Impact Statement is anticipated
by the middle of 1991 to the spring of 1992.

B. Milwaukie/I-205 Preliminary AA

They have proposed doing a Pre Alternatives Analysis Study. With a
Preliminary Scope .of Work having been refused by UMTA, they are
working on a detailed Scope of Work to provide a basis for getting
UMTA approval to start that process some time this spring.

Next Meeting

¥

The next meeting date was suggested for July 11, 1991, in Portland on the
regular JPACT meeting date.

Adjourn

Dave Sturdevant stated his appreciation for the opportunity to share the HCT
activities that are going on in the Clark County area. David Knowles thanked

everyone for their hospitality. The meeting was adjourned at 9:05 a.m.

o:\dw\dl\jtmin2.14



STAFF REPORT

"CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 91-1501 FOR THE PURPOSE
OF AMENDING THE FY 92 UNIFIED WORK PROGRAM TO INCLUDE
THE I-5/1-205 PORTLAND/VANCOUVER PRELIMINARY ALTERNA-
TIVES ANALYSIS WORK ELEMENT

Date: August 28, 1991 Presented by: Andrew Cotugno

PROPOSED ACTION

This resolution would amend the FY 92 Unified Work Program to
include the I-5/I-205 Portland/Vancouver Preliminary Alternatives
Analysis. The following actions would follow adoption of this
resolution:

1. Development of a detailed Work Plan for the Preliminary
Alternatives Analysis by Metro, IRC and C-TRAN with
assistance of a Technical Advisory Committee.

2. Submission of a grant application to the Washington State
Department of Transportation for High Capacity Transit
Development funds to finance portions of the project.

3. Development of Intergovernmental Agreements, including
detailed scopes of work and budget agreements for
expenditures and local match requirements.

4. Development of a consultant scope of work, and solicitation
and selection of a planning consultant to perform elements
of the project work as outlined in the detailed work plan.

5. Establishment of an Expert Review Panel and Citizen's
Advisory Committee to provide independent evaluation and
comment on the study's assumptions; methodologles, and
alternatives being considered.

6. Identification of the transportation problems within the
corridor, development of study guidelines and methodologies,
and development of Transportation Systems Management (TSM)
and high capacity transit (HCT) alternatives that respond to
those problems.

7. Screening of alternatives into a handful of most promising
alternatives within each corridor.

8. Evaluation and selection of a priority corridor based upon
the alternatives within each corridor using local criteria.

9. ngelopment of a corridor financial strategy, consistent
with the regional HCT financing plan.



with the regional HCT financing plan.

10. Development of an action plan for mid and long-term transit
development in the remaining corridor.

TPAC has reviewed this FY 92 Unified Work Program amendment and
recommends. approval of Resolution No. 91-1501.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

The Portland region is currently completing the preparation of a
Final Environmental Impact Statement and Preliminary Engineering
for the Westside Project. It is also preparing an Alternatives
Analysis and Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Hillsboro Corridor, an extension to the Westside Corridor.

In order to prepare additional HCT corridors for advancement into
Alternatives Analysis, the region is undertaking three systems-
level planning studies. First, the Unified Work Program (UWP)
includes the I-205/Milwaukie Preliminary Alternatives Analysis,
to select the region's next priority corridor to advance into
Alternatives Analysis. The study will identify the
transportation problems within the corridors, develop and screen
TSM and HCT alternatives within the two corridors, and, based
-upon the performance of the alternatives and other local
criteria, select a priority corridor. Products of the study will
be an application to UMTA for advancement into AA, the
development of a corridor financial strategy, and an action plan
for transit development in the mid and long-term in the remaining
-corridor. '

The second study to be undertaken is also included within the FY
92 UWP. The Regional High Capacity Transit study will prepare a
system-wide financial plan for the long-term development of HCT
in the region. It will also update HCT corridor travel demand
forecasts to the year 2010, and prioritize remaining HCT
corridors and extensions. Finally, the study will evaluate HCT
alignment options within the Portland CBD, concentrating on
operations, transit ridership, travel times, costs and urban
design issues.

The third HCT transit study is this proposed I-5/I-205 Port-
land/Vancouver Preliminary Alternatives Analysis. Since adoption
of the FY 92 UWP, JPACT and the Metro Council have adopted a
resolution authorizing initiation of the I-5/I-205 Portland/Van-
couver Preliminary AA to be conducted in coordination and on a
concurrent schedule with the I-205/Milwaukie Preliminary AA.

In order to clearly define areas of coordination between these
three studies, the Project Management Group described below is
charged with developing for JPACT:

1. A description of how the three studies will be integrated;



2. A descfiption of the process to develop an integrated
financing plan for implementation of High Capacity Transit;
and

3. A delineation of key decisions and the role of JPACT and
other jurisdictions in making those decisions.

The proposed work plan for the I-5/I-205 Portland/Vancouver
Preliminary Alternatives Analysis as described in this UWP
amendment includes the following key areas of activity:

Administration

The project will include general administration of the project
and planning consultants. It will included regqular meetings with
a Technical Advisory Committee, a Citizen Advisory Committee, and
a Project Management Group (PMG). The PMG will be shared with
the I-205/Milwaukie Preliminary AA. Policy oversight of the
study will be provided by JPACT and the IRC Transportation Policy
Committee. A public involvement plan will be implemented that
will include regular staff presentations and public comment to
the CAC, a project newsletter, and public meetings and
presentations. An Expert Review Panel (ERP) will be formed, in
compliance with Washington State HCT development account
regulations, in order to provide independent review of the study
assumptions, methodologies and alternatives. The ERP will be
shared with the I-205/Milwaukie Preliminary AA.

Data Development

Previous and concurrent HCT and transportation studies within the
corridors will be reviewed. Data on the travel patterns and
demographic characteristics of the corridors will be prepared and
summarized. Finally, a draft statement of the transportation
problems within the two corridors will be developed.

Methodologies and Guidelines

A local evaluation methodology and criteria will be prepared.

The methodology and criteria will provide a structure for the
local screening of alternatives and the selection of a priority
corridor. Guidelines will be developed or refined for the
development of facility and operations plans for the alternatives
to be considered. Methodologies for determining capital and
operating costs, forecasting travel demand, financial analysis,
and evaluating various local criteria will be developed.

Development and Screening of Alternatives

Using the facility and operation guidelines, alternatives will be
developed that respond to the identified transportation problems
within the two corridors. Then, using the local evaluation
methodology and criteria, the alternatives will be screened to a
handful of most promising alternatives within each corridor.



Evaluation of Corridors

The screened alternatives will be mapped and defined to a greater
level of detail to allow capital and operating costs, travel
demand estimates, transportation impacts, financial analysis and
assessment of a variety of local criteria to be prepared.
Conceptual engineering will be prepared at significant sites that
have exceptionally high costs, significant engineering problemns,
or major trade-offs between facility and operations designs.

Priority Corridor

Using the information developed on the two corridors, including
the performance of the alternatives, a priority corridor will be
selected. The a final problem statement will be developed, the
small set of promising alternatives will be refined, indicators
of cost effectiveness will be prepared, a corridor and system-
wide financial plan will be finalized, and a scope and budget for
AA will be prepared. A key objective of this task will be the
coordination of a priority corridor decision for the I-5/I-205
Portland/Vancouver Preliminary AA with the I-205/Milwaukie
Preliminary AA.

Prepare Action Plan for the Other Corridor

For the remaining corridor, a mid and long-term transit
development plan will be developed. It will include plans for
capital and service improvements, and a financial strategy to
fund those improvements consistent with the systemwide financial
plan.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends approval of Resolution No. 91-
1501.



BEFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE
METROPOLITAN SERVICE DISTRICT

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE

FY 92 UNIFIED WORK PROGRAM TO

) RESOLUTION NO. 91-1501
_ )

INCLUDE THE I-5/I-205 PORTLAND/ ) Introduced by
)
)

VANCOUVER PRELIMINARY ALTERNA- David Knowles, Chair
TIVES ANALYSIS Joint Policy Advisory Commit-
tee on Transportation

WHEREAS, The FY 92 Unified Work Program was adopted by
Resolution No. 91-1407; and

WHEREAS, The region is undertaking preliminary
alternatives analysis within the I-205 and Milwaukie Corridors;
and

WHEREAS, The region is undertaking the Regional High
Capacity Transit Study; and

WHEREAS, The Intergovernmental Resource Center and C-
TRAN are completing the Clark County High Capacity Transit system
planning studies; and

WHEREAS, The State of Washington has funds within the
High Capacity Transit Development account for HCT corridor
planning; and

WHEREAS, JPACT and Metro Council have adopted
Resolution No. 91-1456 calling for a Preliminary Alternatives
Analysis to be conducted within the I-5 North and I-205 North
corridors between Portland and Clark County, in coordination and
on a concurrent schedule with the I-205/Milwaukie Preliminary
Alternatives Analysis; now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED,

1. That the Council of the Metropolitan Service



District does hereby amend the FY 92 Unified Work Program to
include the I-5/I-205 Portland/Vancouver Preliminary Alternatives
Analysis as reflected in Exhibit A.

2. That this work program and policy conclusions shall
be coordinated with actions in the I-205/Milwaukie Preliminary
Alternatives Analysis and in Clark County, Washington.

ADOPTED by the Council of the Metropolitan Service

District this day of , 1991.

Tanya Collier, Presiding Officer

ACC:LPS:bc



EXHIBIT A

Proposed Draft Unified Work Program Amendment

1-5/1-205 PORTLAND/VANCOUVER PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

To select and prepare a North priority corridor and to determine whether it should advance
into a federal or locally sponsored Alternatives Analysis simultaneous with or following a
Southeast Corridor Alternative Analysis. Comparative analysis of potential transit demand in
the 1-205 North and I-5 North corridors. Identification of the transportation problems within
the corridors and development of a range of alternatives that respond to those problems.
Screening those alternatives to a handful of promising alternatives. Development or
refinement of design and operations standards for Transportation Systems Management
(TSM), high occupant vehicle (HOV), busway and light rail transit alternatives. Conceptual
engineering analysis for critical elements within the corridors, such as river crossings and
major interchanges. Development of a work program for the AA/DEIS as appropriate.

RELATION TQ PREVIOUS WORK

In May 1991, the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation endorsed a proposal to
undertake a locally funded Preliminary Alternatives Analysis study for the I-5 Corridor from
downtown Portland to Vancouver and other parts of Clark County and the I-205 corridor into
Clark County. JPACT further directed that this I-5/I-205 Portland/Vancouver Preliminary
Alternatives Analysis be completed on a concurrent schedule with the 1-205/Milwaukie
Preliminary Alternatives Analysis. A systems analysis of the I-205 and I-5 corridors within
Clark County is currently in process under the direction of the Intergovernmental Resource
Center. This current study includes a preliminary study of expanded bus, HOV lanes,
busway and LRT alternatives and transit travel demand within the corridors, including a
feasibility study of converting the I-205 bridge crossing of the Columbia River to include
LRT or a dedicated busway. C-TRAN and the City of Portland are also participating in a
study of the I-5 bridge crossing the Columbia River. Metro and the Intergovernmental
Resource Center (IRC) are participating in another study, the Bi-State Study, which will
determine the anticipated travel demand, both transit and highway, across the Columbia
River, and whether additional capacity is justified beyond that planned for in the Regional
Transportation Plan.

August 22, 1991 Proposed Draft UWP Amendment 1



OBIECTIVES

The I-5/1-205 Portland/Vancouver Preliminary Alternatives Analysis is intended to culminate
in a decision on whether to advance one of those corridors into Alternatives Analysis. The
work program for the study will be designed to provide the technical mformatlon needed by
the region to make this decision.

Following are the tasks that will be completed within the study:

Overall project management responsibility, including the coordination of technical, citizen
and policy advisory committees;

Identify transportation problems and needs within the corridor;

Develop and refine TSM, busway, transitway, HOV lane and LRT désign and operation
guidelines; *

Develop and implement a citizen involvement program and staffing a Citizen Advisory
Committee; :

Initiate and maintain an expert peer group review for the study; !

Document the background information on population, employment and travel trends
within the corridors;

Prepare the ridership estimates for each cbrridor and all alternatives under consideration;

Assess the land use impacts and development potentlal assocxated with the potenual
alternatives within each corridor;

Identify the impact of LRT, busway and TSM alternatives on highway demand and
congestion, and costs of improvements associated with highway projects;

Determine the operating and capital costs for each alternative;
Determine the interrelationship between the corridors;

Assess the significant environmental and traffic impact of the alternatives;

! To be jointly funded with the 1-205/Milwaukie Preliminary Alternatives Analysis

August 22, 1991 A Proposed Draft UWP Amendment 2



Develop a financial strategy for the corridor consistent with the systemwxde financial plan
to be developed within the Regional HCT study;

Determine the preliminary cost effectiveness of the alternatives and corridors;

Determine whether to initiate a federally or locally sponsored Alternatives Analysis and
select the corridor to enter into Alternatives Analysis;

Refine mode and alignment alternatives within the priority corridor;

Prepare a conceptual work program, cost estimates and schedule for Alternatives
Analysis; '

These tasks are a multi-year effort, to be completed in FY 92-93. The project has previously
been endorsed by JPACT. This work program description is intended as a general overview.
A full scope of work and budget will be prepared for approval prior to initiation of the study.

PRODUCTS/MILESTONES

Present detailed Work Plan to IRC Transportaﬁon Policy Committee and JPACT for
approval and to UMTA for review and comment - October/November 1991.

Work program approved - November/December 1991.
Consultant contract approved - Eebruaty 1992.
Selection of a priority corridor - March/April 1993.

Completion of Stﬁdy - July 1993.

EXPENSES REVENUES

Personal Services:
Materials and Services:

Computer (M&S)

Capital Qutlay:
Transfers:
Contingency:

August 22, 1991 Proposed Draft UWP Amendment 3



C-TRAN
HIGH CAPACITY TRANSIT - I-5 CORRIDOR

On September 19, 1989, C-TRAN contracted with the Intergovernmental
Resource Center (IRC) to conduct System Planning Level Studies
which would examine transportation service levels in selected
corridors to determine if consideration of planning for High
Capacity Transit service was justified. One of the corridors
selected for the System Planning Level examination was the I-5 Bi-
State corridor. The I-5 Bi-State corridor was identified as the
mileage on I-5 from downtown Portland to 179th Street in Clark
County. The catalyst for examining this corridor was the
recognition that traffic volumes were growing at rates higher than
previously anticipated. It was noted that the growth rates in
traffic being experienced by the I-5 corridor had placed it at a
pre-I-205 bridge utilization level and that it was already
routinely failing at peak hour.

The System Planning Level Study was to address specific questions
regarding the I-5 Bi-State corridor including anticipated traffic
growth, interchange impacts on traffic flow, projected transit
ridership by mode, projected transit capital and operating costs by
mode, logical alignments, and land use impacts. On Augqust 13,
1991, C-TRAN received the study results from IRC. The study
indicated that the projected growth of traffic on the I-5 Bi-State
corridor would result in levels of service deteriorating to
unaccepted levels before any improvement of any type could be
implemented. The study also indicated that the placement of a high
number of interchanges at the north and south ends of the I-5
bridge resulted in extensive "merge/weave" actions in traffic,
which contributed to the congestion which was being experience in
the area surrounding the interstate bridge. The study identified
two (2) alignments (attached) as being the most logical for the
rail alternative. The study outlined capital and operating costs
by mode and projected ridership by mode (attached). The study
identified the changes in housing and employment levels in the I-5
corridor which would be required for light rail transit to be
effective (attached).

Currently, the Comprehensive Land Use plans of Clark County and the
City of Vancouver do not identify the establishment of density
levels in the I-5 Bi-State corridor which would be necessary for
light rail transit to be effective. The City of Vancouver and
Clark County are currently revising their plans in accordance with
the Growth Management Act of 1990. If higher density levels are
identified and achieved in the revised plans, the ridership levels
which could be expected to occur would meet federal requirements
for implementation of a 1light rail transit alternative. The
current I-5 Bi-State corridor ridership meets the threshold
ridership requirements of the Urban Mass Transportation
Administration for further consideration of light rail as a viable
option for mobility improvement.
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LRT STATION LAND USE AND DENSITY ASSUMPTIONS

CBD Station Van Mall Station

Residential: 4-6 Stories
Retail/Offico: 8-10 Storles

150 Emp/Acre e
Residential: 4-6 Storles
Retali/Office: 8-10 Storles

Freeway Station Trunk Station

Suburban Station

LRT LAND USE CHANGE BY CORRIDOR

1-205 LRT

2010 2020
Corridor Housing Employ Housing  Employ
I-205 1,527 4,534 9,200 21,550
112th Ave. 2,808 6,861 15,200 29,300
I-5 LRT

2010 2020
Corridor Housing Employ Housing  Employ
I-5 2,901 9,422 10,625 44,050
HWY 99 3,328 9,859 12,125 45,300

Change
Housing  Employ
7,673 17,016
12,392 22,439
Change
Housing  Employ
7,724 34,628
8,797 35,441



I-5 HCT Corridor All Day 2010 Ridership Comparisons

I-5 Corridor

179th
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Portland
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C-TRAN

HIGH CAPACITY TRANSIT -~ FOURTH PLAIN CROSS-COUNTY CONNECTION

On September 19, 1989, C-TRAN contracted with the Intergovernmental
Resource Center (IRC) to conduct System Planning Level Studies,
which would examine transportation service levels in selected
corridors to determine if consideration of planning for High
Capacity Transit service, including 1light rail transit, was
justified. One of the corridors identified for System Planning
Level examination was the Fourth Plain corridor which could serve
as a cross-county connection between the major north/south
corridors (I-5/I-205). The specific corridor which was examined
encompassed Fourth Plain from downtown Vancouver to Vancouver Mall.
The length of this corridor is 5.8 miles.

On August 13, 1991, C-TRAN received the results of the System
Planning Level examination. The finding of the study (attached)
indicated that it would cost approximately $198.4 million to
construct a cross-county light rail connection on Fourth Plain.
When completed, the total ridership in the Fourth Plain corridor
segment would be approximately 4,500 daily passengers. Currently,
the Fourth Plain corridor operates with bus frequencies of 15
minutes and has an average daily ridership of 1,764. C-TRAN
projects that bus ridership will be at 3,000 daily passengers at
the time that the LRT option will be implemented.
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C-TRAN

HIGH CAPACITY TRANSIT - I-205 CORRIDOR

On September 19, 1989, C-TRAN contracted with the Intergovernmental
Resource Center (IRC) to conduct System Planning Level Studies
which would examine transportation service levels in selected
corridors to determine if consideration of planning for High
Capacity Transit service was Jjustified. One of the corridors
identified for System Planning Level examination was the I-205 Bi-
State corridor. The I-205 Bi-State corridor was identified as the
mileage on I-205 from a 179th Street northern terminus to a Gateway
Transit Center southern terminus. The catalyst for examining this
corridor was the recognition that traffic volumes were growing at
rates higher than previously anticipated, and that both the I-5 and
I-205 Bi-State corridors would reach capacity before 2010 if no
actions were taken.

The System Planning Level Study was to address specific questions
regarding the I-205 Bi-State corridor including Dbridge
retrofitability, system connectivity, projected ridership by mode,
projected cost by mode, logical alignments, and land use impacts.
On July 9, 1991, C-TRAN received the study results from IRC. The
study indicated that the I-205 bridge was retrofitable for either
HOV lanes, busway lanes, or light rail tracks. Additionally, the
study indicated that the system could connect with the Portland
rail system with either the bus or rail alternatives. The study
identified two (2) alignments as being most logical for the rail
alternative (attached). The study also identified the cost of
construction and operation of each alternative examined, and
outlined the projected potential use (attached).

The light rail transit ridership projections included in the study
were based upon the assumption that the land use plans would call
for substantially increased densities in the station area locations
along the selected alignment. In the absence of these densities
potential ridership levels would not be realized. Current
comprehensive land use plans do not identify the level of density
occurring in the I-205 Bi-State corridor which would result in
maximum light rail use. Attached to this staff report is an
exhibit outlining the change in employment and housing which would
need to occur for light rail transit to be effective. The Clark
County Comprehensive Plan is currently being revised, and higher
land use densities could be assigned to the I-205 Bi-State corridor
if it was found to be appropriate to do so, and if the entire
corridor was included within the urban growth/service boundary
which must be established under the Growth Management Act of 1990.
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LRT STATION LAND USE AND DENSITY ASSUMPTIONS

CBD Station

Residential: 4-6 Storles
Retall/Office: 8-10 Storles

Van Mall Station

Freeway Station

Trunk Station

.

Residential: 2-3 Storles

Retail/Office: 3-5 Stories

Residential: 2 Stores
RetalyOffice: 2-3 Stories

LRT LAND USE CHANGE BY CORRIDOR

1-205 LRT

2010 2020 Change
Corridor Housing  Employ Housing  Employ Housing  Employ
1205 1,527 4,534 9,200 21,550 7,673 17,016
112th Ave. 2,808 6,861 15,200 29,300 12,392 22,439
I-5 LRT

2010 2020 Change
Corridor Housing __Employ Housing  Employ Housing __Employ
I-5 2,901 9,422 10,625 44,050 7,724 34,628
HWY 99 3,328 9,859 12,125 45,300 8,797 35,441



—

1-205 HCT Corridor All Day 2010 Ridership Comparisons

[-205 Corridor
Bus Busway LRT LRT
179th
* Street ® * ¢ *
2,900 6,200 11,500 10,300 Legend
—— | RT
-------------- Bus
@ Mill Plain ® ® o . J - Busway
® Airport ? ®
4,200 4,200
4,050 4,050
® Gateway Y é0 ® ®
Total 6,950 10,250 15,700 14,500




METRO

2000 S.W, First Avenue
Portland, OR 97201-5398
503/221-1646

Memorandum

DATE: ’ August 28, 1991
TO: JPACT /Metro Council
' ) Mmoo ) ) '
FROM: Michael Hoglund, Transportation Planning Supervisor
RE: RTP and FY 92 TIP; "Interim Conformity" with Clean Air

Act Amendments of 1990

The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 require all transportation
projects to either conform with the Act or come from a conforming
plan and program. In the case of the Portland metropolitan area,
the conforming plan is the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and
the conforming program is the Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP).

Final conformity regulations for future year's use are required
to be released by November 15, 1991. For this year (referred to
as the Phase I interim period), EPA and USDOT have developed
"interim conformity guidelines" which apply to both the RTP and
this year's FY 92 to Post 1995 TIP. In order for the region to
receive federal transportation funds after November 15, 1991,
both the TIP and RTP must be reviewed and approved by EPA-and
USDOT for compliance with the interim conformity guidelines.
Essentially, compliance requires a determination that both the
RTP and TIP contribute to reductions in annual emissions in CO
and ozone non-attainment areas. The Portland region is a non-
attainment area for both pollutants.

Attachment A describes the process and schedule for RTP and FY 92
TIP interim conformity determinations. The objective is to have
a conforming RTP and TIP by November 15. To do so requires
submittal of the technical analyses and conformity determination
to EPA and USDOT together with the adopted TIP by October 1. If
the TIP is found to conform, we will proceed with our normal TIP
adoption process and include in the final TIP published document
a finding of interim conformity. If the initial analyses do not
result in conformity, TIP and/or RTP amendments will be
necessary. In that case, Metro staff will present amendments at
the September 27 TPAC meeting. If amendments are necessary, a
TPAC subcommittee will be convened to address the issues.

) MH/bc
j Attachment

Recycled Paper



ATTACHMENT A

RTP, FY 92 TIP: Interim Conformity With caaa
Process, Format, Schedule

PROCESS

The following outline describes the methodology for deter-
mining interim conformity of the Portland Urbanized Area .
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for the fiscal
years 1992 - post 1995 and the Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP) with Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990. The methodolo-
gy follows the recommended interim conformity guidelines as
developed by the Environmental Protection Agency and the
U.S. Department of Transportation. The methodology assumes
that Metro and the Oregon Department of Transportation
(ODOT), with assistance from the Department of Environmental
Quality (DEQ), will be primarily responsible for-the interim
conformity determination.

Consistent with the interim conformity regulations, the
outline describes both a qualitative and quantitative deter-
mination of conformity. The outline also describes how con-
formity will be integrated into TIP review and submittal and
provides a conformity schedule.

- A, Qualitative Analysis

The Interim Conformity Guidelines specify that a sub-
jective analysis be performed to determine if the RTP
and the proposed TIP generally enhance the implementa-
tion of any remaining Transportation Control Measures
(TCMs) identified in currently adopted air quality
State Implementation Plans (SIPs). To make a qualita-
tive determination of compliance, Metro and ODOT will
evaluate the following requirements.

1. Consistency with the Most Recent Mobile Source
Emissions Estimates. RTP and TIP conformity will
be based on the most recent emissions estimates
(as conducted below in the quantitative analysis).
The emission estimates, in turn, must be based on
the most recent population, employment, travel and
congestion estimates as determined by Metro. The
qualitative analysis will include a finding con-
sistent with this requirement.

2. No Negative Impacts on TCMs. In order to conform,
Metro and ODOT must determine that the RTP and TIP
does not "contradict in a negative manner" spe-
cific requirements of the SIP (e.g., neither the
RTP or the TIP will state that SIP TCMs will not



be implemented or make it impossible to implement
any SIP TCM).

3. Expeditious Implementation of TCMs. In order to
conform, Metro and ODOT must determine that the
RTP and TIP provide for, or have provided, for the
expeditious implementation of SIP TCMs.

a. Expeditious implementation generally means as
soon as "practicable," but no longer than
provided for the TCM in the original imple-~
mentation plan schedule.

b. The TIP must only include TCMs described in
sufficient detail in the SIP. The determina-
tion of "sufficient" must be made "with the
agreement of the air agencies involved."
Metro and ODOT will seek DEQ compliance re-
view for a finding related to this guideline.

C. The TIP must include the status of each SIP
TCM. ’

d. The TIP must place a high priority on any
remaining TCM and promote timely implementa-
tion of those measures.

e. Failure to implement any TCMs must be ad-
dressed in future conformity determinations.

f. Replacing SIP TCMs determined to be subse-
gquently obsolete may only occur during SIP
revisions.

g. Emission reductions from new (replacement)

TCMs must be equal or greater than those from
outdated TCMs being replaced.

4. Qualitative Conformity Determination. In order to
conform, Metro and ODOT must determine that the
transportation plan (RTP) and TIP generally con-
form to the SIP by supporting the achievement and
maintenance of the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) and are consistent with the
above guidelines.

B. Quantitative Analysis
A finding of conformity with the interim guidelines for

the CAAA requires that a quantitative analysis be
conducted, if possible, for both the RTP and TIP. Such

Attachment A - Page 2



a quantitative analysis is possible for the Portland
metropolitan area.

To determine conformity, Metro and ODOT must show that
.both the RTP and TIP contribute to annual emissions
reductions. During the interim period for the proposed
TIP (referred to as Phase I);, "contributes" means that
the TIP and the RTP will decrease emissions in the
future relative to emissions over the same period
without the TIP or RTP baseline cases (i.e., a
Build/No-Build comparison). Summarized below are the
key analytical steps for quantitative interim conform-
ity requirements as included in the guidelines and
tasks identified by Metro and ODOT necessary to com-
plete the steps.

1. Define the "New TIP" or RTP Scenario. Defined as
the "build" situation resulting from implementa-
tion of all federal projects scheduled-in the TIP;
non-federal projects required by State law to be
in the TIP; and non-federal projects with clear
funding sources or commitments and a completion
date consistent with the analysis year. The de-
sign concept and scope of all projects must be
described in sufficient detail to estimate emis-
sions.

For the TIP, Metro and ODOT, with assistance from
Tri-Met and the local cities and counties, will
identify and define the applicable federal proj-
ects and any non-federal projects (Major Collector
or higher) which may have system or emission im-
pacts. For the RTP, the 2010 recommended network
will be utilized (updated from 2005).

2. Define the Baseline Scenario. Defined as the "No-
Build" situation consisting of the existing sys-
tem, the completion of projects currently under
construction, and the continuance of ongoing
TDM/TSM or other similar programs. The No-Build
Scenario should exclude projects with no impact on
regional emissions (as listed in the Interinm
Guidelines).

Metro and ODOT are developing a "No-Build" scen-
ario for 1990.

3. Perform the Emissions Impact Analysis. The dif-
ference in areawide emissions -- VOC (OZONE) and
CO --

between the TIP Build and RTP with the No-Build
scenarios should be estimated. The emissions

Attachment A - Page 3



‘analyses "should use locally available transpor-
tation models and tools, and must be adequate to
make a reasoned determination of whether the new
(or build) TIP/RTP contributes to emission reduc-
tions." For each pollutant, the emissions compar-
isons should be done for two future years and a
third year beyond attainment for the TIP, and 2010
for the RTP as follows:

TIP RTP

. 1993 - OZONE . 2010 - CO & OZONE
. 1995 -~ CO

. 1996 - OZONE

. 2000 - CO

2000 is necessary for a TIP CO emissions compari-
son since 1995 is both an "attainment" and "mile-
stone" year for the Portland Region. -~

Metro and ODOT are developing Build and No-Build
networks for emission comparisons for 1990, 1993,
1995 and 2000. For the RTP, the Build/No-Build
comparison will be made for 2010. The analysis
will utilize Metro's EMME/2 Travel Forecast Model
and either MOBILE 4.0 or 4.1. The PC version of
MOBILE 4.1, as provided to DEQ by EPA, may not be.
compatible for EMME/2 hardware (according to
Howard Harris). If not, MOBILE 4.0 can be uti-
lized. According to the interim guidelines, MO-
BILE 4.1 must be used on conformity TIP emissions
analyses work that starts later than three months
" after release of MOBILE 4.1. Release of MOBILE
4.1 was in July. The region's conformity analyses
work began late July/early August.

The future SIP update will utilize MOBILE 5.0
following its release. MOBILE 5.0 incorporates
new federal tailpipe emission standards.

4, Determine Conformity. The TIP contributes to
emnissions reductions if emissions from the Build
scenario are less than those from the No-Build
scenario for the "two end-point years" for both CO
and OZONE. There also must be a logical basis for
expecting less emissions in each intervening year.
The RTP must be determined not to increase the
frequency or severity of existing violations to
satisfy Sections 176(c) (1) (B) (ii) of the Act (es-
sentially, contribute to emission reductions).

Attachment A - Page 4



II. FORMAT

The TIP for 1992 to post 1995 will include a section stating
conformity with the CAAA of 1990 base on interim conformity
guidelines as developed by EPA and USDOT. The section will
note conformity for the milestone and attainment years
identified above. Technical analyses, including travel and
emission forecasting associated with interim conformity
determinations, will not be included in the FY 1992 TIP but
will be submitted separately for EPA and USDOT review and
approval. Separate submittal of the technical analyses will
allow for this year's TIP development process to proceed on
its regular schedule.

Similarly, the RTP, during the 1991 revision, will include a
statement of interim conformity. Technical analyses will be
forwarded to EPA and USDOT separately. :

ITIY. SCHEDULE AND AMENDMENTS
A. Schedule

After November 15, 1991, only those projects contained
in conforming TIPs can be approved for funding by
either UMTA or FHWA. However, in order to provide EPA
and USDOT adequate time to review the technical analy-
sis associated with interim conformity, information and
findings must be forwarded on or about October 1, 1991.
Consequently, Metro and ODOT will need to finish the
technical analysis and determine conformity by that
date.

.In addition, the normal TIP submittal process includes
a review and adoption process that begins with the
Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC)
meeting on September 6, 1991 and concludes with Council
adoption on September 26, 1991 and submittal to FHWA
and UMTA by October 1, 1991. As currently scheduled,
conformity analysis is lagging behind the regular TIP
schedule. Consequently, until such time that the
interim conformity schedule is able to "catch up" with
the regular TIP submittal schedule, it is recommended
both schedules proceed independently. As the
procedures converge, the analysis and interim
conformity determination will be integrated into the
TIP. In the meantime, the TIP will include a section
which assumes conformity (see also "Amendments",
below).

The actual interim conformity schedule is as follows:
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1. Quantitative Analysis

a. Compile list of gualifying projects, includ-
ing federally funded TIP projects and local
projects of Major Collector or above. Com-
plete August 11.

b. Define capacities for each qualifying proj-
ect. Conplete August 23.

c. Receive transit network information from Tri-
Met. Complete August 26.

d. Code networks. Base (1990), and Build/No-
Build for TIP (ozone: 1993 and 1996; CO 1995
and 2000), and RTP (2010). Begin August 19;
complete September 13. '

e. Receive emission factors from DEQ: Complete
September 6.

f. Run emissions model. Begin September 9; Com-
plete September 18 (to allow for TPAC mail-
ing; otherwise later).

g. Quantitative conformity determination. Sep-
tember 18. ”
2. Qualitative Analysis. Complete September 12.
3. Reviews and Submittals

The following schedule provides for adequate local
review of the interim conformity analyses and
findings and enables the region to have an ap-
proved TIP on November 15, 1991. To do so, con-
formity findings need to be forwarded to EPA and
USDOT prior to their final review and approval by
JPACT and the Metro Council.

a. TPAC: September 6 (Informational)
b. TPAC: September 27 (Review)
c. EPA/USDOT: October 1 (Submittal)

d. EPA/USDOT: November 15, 1991 (Approval of
Interim Conformity Findings)
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B. Amendments

The FY 92 TIP is being reviewed and adopted assuming
interim conformity compliance. If the TIP conforms,
work will essentially be completed and the document
submitted. If the analysis shows the TIP is not in
conformance, then amendments enabling conformance will
be presented at the September 27 TPAC meeting. The
amendments will take the form of either new TCMs or
modifications to the TIP elements or schedule.
Consistent with the above schedule and to minimize
delay, an amended TIP would still be submitted to
EPA/USDOT on October 1. Amendments to the TIP would
require JPACT and Metro Council review and adoption on
October 10 and 24, respectively.

TIPCO0827 ATT
August 28, 1991
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