BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL
FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENTERING RESOLUTION NO. 95-2101
INTO A MULTI-YEAR CONTRACT
WITH THE MOST QUALIFIED
PROPOSER BY AUTHORIZING

)

)

) Introduced by Mike Burton,

)
ISSUANCE OF A REQUEST FOR )

)

)

)

)

Executive Officer

PROPOSALS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE
SOUTH/NORTH HIGH CAPACITY
TRANSIT STUDY

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan has designated the South/North
transit corridor as the region’s next priority for development, following completion
of Light Rail Transit in the Westside Corridor and Hillsboro Extension, and

WHEREAS, studies have established light rail alignment and termini for study
in a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), from Clackamas County through
Milwaukie, downtown Portland and Vancouver into Clark County, Washington, and

WHEREAS, it is critical to meet all federal environmental impact
requirements to enable Congress to make a funding commitment when the next
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) is considered in 1996, and

WHEREAS, consultant services are needed to provide specific technical
expertise and as the most efficient manner to manage the large amount of work
required in a timely manner, and

WHEREAS, Metro Code Section 2.04.033 (a) (1) requires the Council acting
as Metro Contract Review Board to approve all multi-year contracts which commit
Metro to expenditures beyond the current fiscal year and the Metro Council
designated the project to be an "A" category, thereby requiring approval prior to
release; now, therefore

BE IT RESOLVED, the Metro Council acting as Contract Review Board
hereby approves the issuance of (RFP# 95R-4-TR) a request for proposals as
attached, and authorizes the Executive Officer to execute a multi-year contract with
the most advantageous proposer to assist in the development of a Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) for the South/North Transit Corridor Study.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this i day of )%42.4 - / , 1995.

), /% Pl et p /

/J/ Ruth McFarland, Presiding Officer




Staff Report

vy

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2101 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
AUTHORIZING ISSUANCE OF A REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL TO SELECT
CONSULTANT SERVICES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS AND
PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR
THE SOUTH/NORTH TRANSIT CORRIDOR STUDY, AND TO AUTHORIZE THE
EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS :

Date: “February 22, 1995 N Presented by: Andrew Cotugno
PROPOSED ACTION

Approval to release a Request for Proposal so that a consulting team can be selected to work on
the South/North Transit Corridor Study Environmental Analysis and preparation of a Draft
. Environmental Impact Statement. In addition, it is requested that the Council approve the
waiving of Council review of the final contract, with execution by the Executive Officer.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

- The South/North Transit Corridor Study is moving into the environmental analysis phase. In
this phase, Metro will analyze in detail the performance and impacts of a variety of alternatives,
including but not limited to: a full-length light rail build alternative; a short terminus alternative
and a no-build alternative. The analysis will provide technical analysis and information for
regional decision-makers to make an informed decision on which alternative to pursue.

To define and analyze these alternatives requires specialized technical expertise and staffing
requirements beyond the capacity of project planning staff. The hiring of this expertise by
contract is the most cost-effective method of acquiring these services. :

The environmental analysis will address the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the
State of Washington Environmental Protection Act (SEPA), for the portion of the corridor in
Washington State. Topics of environmental analysis intended to be addressed by the consultant
team include: S .

Land Use Ecbndmic

Transportation and Transit Communities, Neighborhoods, and Social
Visual and Aesthetic Air Quality

Noise and Vibration Ecosystems

Soils and Geology Water Quality and Hydrology

Hazardous Materials Historic, Archaeological and Cultural
Parklands Displacements and Relocation

Energy



The primary products expected from the consultant will include:

1. Social, Economic and an Environmental Impacts Methodology Report with an existing
conditions environmental reconnaissance,

2. A series of results reports addressing the topics listed above; and

3 A Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).

The tentative schedule for release of the RFP and selection of the consultant team is generally:

1. Release of the RFP, draft scope of work and pre-proposal meeting in early February
1995 (subject to Metro Council approval);

Proposals due in March, 1995;

Interviews by the end of March, 1995;

Selection of a consultant team for contract negotiation by early to mid-April, 1995; and
Execute a contract by the end of April, 1995.

NEWLD

Metro may later consider an extension of the contract with the selected consultant team to
complete the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and a series of mitigation reports.
This action would require a subsequent Metro Council action.

The generalized time frame for the consultant work is expected to be:

1. Completion of the SEE methodology by May, 1995;
2. Completion of the series of results reports by Fall, 1995; and
3. Completion of the DEIS by Spring, 1996.

The Environmental Analysis RFP is a component of the Coordinated Interdepartmental FY 1994-

95 Work Plan. Funding for this contract is from a variety of sources, including a Federal
Transit Administration Grant, State of Washington High Capacity Transit funds, State of Oregon
Lottery funds and other local sources. .

EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S RECOMMENDATION

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Resolution No. 95-2101.

'95-2101.RES
February 22, 1995
be



DATE:

TO:

FROM:

800 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 27386
TEL $03 797 1700 FAX 7 1

A N D

February 17, 1995

Councilor Rod Monroe
Casey Short
Susan Lee

Cathy Ross

Resolution No. 2101, For The Purpose of Authorizing Issuance Of a Request
For Proposal To Select Consultant Services For Environmental Analysis And
Preparation Of A Draft Environmental Impact Statement For The South/North

-Transit Corridor Study, And To Authorize The Executive Officer To Execute

The Contract Subject To Conditions.

The attached resolution has been filed with the council office and will be on the March 2, 1995
agenda. This is being sent to you because it is proposal regarding Transportation Planning.

Recycled Paper
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1.1

Request for Proposals

South/North Transit Corridor Study
Environmental Analysis, Results Reports and Draft Environmental
- Impact Statement

Introduction
Summary

Metro hereby requests proposals from firms interested and qualified in assisting in assessment
of the environmental impacts of various alternatives and documentation of that analysis in a

series of results reports and a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the

South/North Transit Corridor Study.

This Request for Proposals (RFP) outlines the documentation required in order to be .
responsive to this solicitation, and identifies the consultant selection process. The successful
consultant team will be selected based upon their qualifications and proposal to assist in the
environmental analysis and documentation. '

The complete environmental analysis for the South/North Transit Corridor Study has several
steps which can generally be summarized as follows:

1. Definition of Alternatives and preparation of Methodologies

2. Environmental Analysis and preparation of Results Reports

" 3. Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)

4. Preparatidn of a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Mitigation Plans

At this time, proposals are being sought for assistance in the preparation of the social
economic and environmental methodologies for the analysis; documentation of the analysisin
a series of results reports; and, the development of a DEIS. Metro, in cooperation with Tri- -
Met and C-TRAN will define the alternatives.

Metro may, at its discretion, negotiate an extension of the contract resulting from this RFP
process to include preparation of all or parts of a FEIS and mitigation plans. Metro will base
that decision upon issues including, but not necessarily limited to, budget, schedule, agency
staffing needs, and consultant performance in preparing the environmental analysis, results

February 22, 1995 South/North Environmental RFP ' Page 1



1.2

1.3

1.4

reports and the DEIS. Under the current study schedule, the option to exténd the contract
would be undertaken sometime in the Fall of 1996 and would require Metro Council approval.

Proposals responding to this solicitation may be submitted on the basis of a full team seeking

‘to complete the scope of work. Metro reserves the right to accept or reject any or all
- proposals in whole or in part, and specifically reserves the right to cancel or modify all or a

part of this solicitation prior to contract execution by written addendum.

Pre-Proposal Meeting

Interested firms are encouraged to attend a pi’e—proposal meeting which will be held to discuss
this RFP and the South/North Transit Corridor Study, and to answer any questions about the
proposed scope of work or selection process. The meeting will be held on Tuesday, March 7,
1995 at 1:30 p.m. PST in the Metro Council Chambers, at the Metro Regional Center, Third
Floor, 600 North East Grand Avenue, Portland, Oregon, 97232. A list of all RFP recipients
to-date will be distributed at the pre-proposal meeting. A list of all attendees at the pre-
proposal meeting will be distributed at the meeting prior to its conclusion.

Contacts For Questions

Technical questions concerning the scope of work or the consultant selection'process shall be
directed to Sharon Kelly Meyer (503) 797-1753. For information concerning the DBE
requirements please contact Richard Wiley, Procurement Officer (503) 797-1713.

Submittal Requirements

All information shall be submitted at the dates and times indicated herein to Metro. Any firms
failing to submit information in accordance with the procedures set forth herein will not be
considered responsive and may therefore be subject to disqualification by Metro's Consultant
Selection Committee. All proposals must be clearly marked "South/North Environmental
Analysis Proposal" and contain all information outlined herein.

An original and fifteen copies of the proposals shall be received at Metro no later than

. 5:00 P.M. PST, Tuesday March 28, 1995, at the Metro Transportation Planning

Department, 600 N.E. Grand Avenue, Portland, Oregon 97232-2736, Attention Berthe'
Carroll Secretary Transportation Planning Section. Note that post marks do not quahfy
in meeting this requirement.



1.5

1.6

2.1

Funding

Funding for this project is provided through a combination of federal (FTA) Grant funds and
local match from the State of Washington, the State of Oregon, Metro, Tri-Met, C-TRAN
and other local jurisdictions in the study corridor.

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Requirements

Federal funding requires and Metro has made a specific commitment to provide maximum
opportunities for DBEs in its contracting activities. As such the successful proposer shall be
required to meet the 13% DBE goal. If the goal cannot be met, the proposer must
demonstrate that a good faith effort has been made to meet the goal. More detailed
information on the DBE goals and requirements are included in Attachment B, DBE
Requirements.

Background

Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Requirements

The analysis of major investments is an analytical and decision-making process used to
advance a major transit capital improvement project toward implementation. Prior to October

‘1993 FTA utilized Alternatives Analysis (AA), a highly prescribed planning methodology

required of agencies to guide the evaluation process used by jurisdictions contemplating major
public transportation capital investments and desiring federal financial participation. These
studies followed the procedures required by FTA in their guidance titled, Procedures and
Technical Methods for Transit Project Planning, amended through February 1993. The
guidance includes both the FTA AA requirements and the linkages between the AA process
and the federal Environmental Impact Analysis requirements. -

The AA process has recently been supplemented with the Major Investment Study
Regulations outlined in the Metropolitan Planning Rule. Because the South/North Transit
Corridor Study had initiated its environmental process (i.e. issued notification in the Federal
Register on October 12, 1993 of FTA's intent to publish a DEIS prior to the new regulations
going into eﬂ'ect) Metro has participated in a consultation with FTA, ODOT, WDOT and
other agencies, and has initially determined that no modifications to the South/North work
plan are required to comply with the new regulations.

All wor_k performed by consultants within this project's scope of work shall conform to the
standards set forth in the Metropolitan Planning Rule, the FTA Guidance and other applicable
federal regulations, such as National Environmental Policy Act and Section 106 regulations,
as well as (for the portions of the study area in the state of Washmgton) the requirements of
SEPA.

February 22, 1995 ’ South/North Environmental RFP ‘ Page 3



2.2

22.1

2.2.2

Previous HCT Studies
Banfield LRT

In 1986, construction was completed on Portland's first high capacity transit facility, an LRT
line, connecting downtown Portland to Gresham. Completed with Interstate Transfer and
Section 3 funds, the line begins in downtown Portland, crosses the Willamette River on'the -
Steel Bridge, parallels I-84 across I-205 to the Gateway Transit Center and parallels Bums1de
Road to Gresham.

Westside Project
The Westside Project includes the extension of Light Rail Transit from downtown Portland to

S.W. 185th Avenue and Baseline Road. The planned alignment will generally travel west
parallel to Highway 26, including a 3.5 mile tunnel, between downtown Portland and Highway

- 217. Tt will then generally travel south parallel to Highway 217 between Highway 26 and

Beaverton. It will then generally travel west parallel to or within the Burlington Norther
Railroad alignment between downtown Beaverton and S.W. 185th Avenue and Baseline
Road. .

In 1983, the region selected LRT as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for the Westside
Project as the result of an Alternatives Analysis and DEIS. Although the AA/DEIS evaluated
alignments extending to the westside of the region via a number of routes to the south and
north and to Forest Grove, the locally preferred alternative included a terminus at S.W. 185th
Near Baseline Road. Progress on the Westside Project was delayed due to the need to
concentrate regional attention on implementation of the Banfield LRT line. When work on
the Westside project resumed in 1987 conditions in the corridor had changed enough that a
Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) was required. The SDEIS was
completed in January 1991, and in April 1991 LRT was selected as the locally preferred
alternative by Tri-Met and various participating agencies. This decision included
modifications to the preferred alternativé including a tunnel ahgnment through the West Hills -
and a terminus at 185th-and Baseline Road.

The Westside Project's Final Environmental Statement (FEIS) was completed and published in
September 1991, and a Record of Decision (ROD) was subsequently published by the Urban
Mass Transportation Administration (UMTA). Following recelpt'of the ROD and a Letter of

- No Prejudice (LONP), Tri-Met proceeded with final engineering and right-of-way purchase. .

A Full Funding Grant Agreement (FFGA) for the Westside Project was executed with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA). The prolect is expected to be completed and
operat10nal by September 1997.
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23.1

Hillsboro Corridor

In 1990, the Hillsboro Corridor AA/DEIS study was initiated to determine whether the
Westside LRT line should be extended west past 185th into downtown Hillsboro. In April
1993 a DEIS was released and in March 1994 the FEIS was completed. An LRT Extension
into downtown Hillsboro via Washington Street was selected as the Locally Preferred
Alternative. In October 1994 Final Design was begun and construction is expected to begin in
December 1995. The extensnon is projected to begin operation in fall of 1998.

North/South Transit Corridor Study

The North/South Transit Comdor Study was the combination of the I-205/Milwaukie and I-
5/1-205 Portland /Vancouver Preliminary Alternatives Analyses. These studies were initiated
in early 1992 and concluded in April 1993 with the selection of the priority corridors. In the -
South, the Priority Corridor selected was the Milwaukie Corridor, and in the North, the I-5
North Corridor was selected as the priority corridor. In addition, the region decided to add an -
extension from I-5 to the Vancouver Mall, parallel to SR-500 to the North Priority Corridor
for further study in Alternatives Analysis. Finally, the study concluded with the decision to
unify the South and North Corridors into a-single Priority Corridor, called the South/North
Transit Corridor.

South/North Corridor Transit Corridor Study

The substance of the South/North Transit Corridor Study involves analyzing and evaluatmg
transit alternatives in the Portland/Vancouver metropolitan area between Clackamas County,
Oregon in the south, through downtown Portland and into Clark County, Washmgton in the
north.

Project Ihitiation

In June 1993, the region requested authorization from FTA to advance the South/ North
Transit Corridor Study into Alternatives Analysis. Approval of the request was received from
FTA in.October 1993. Publication of Metro's intent to prepare an EIS on Alternative Transit
Improvements within the South/North Corridor was pubhshed in the Federal Register in
October 1993.

FTA also approved the study's preliminary work plan in October 1993. The Work Plan
divides the study into two Tiers: - -

TierI: To determine which LRT Terrmnus and Alignment Alternatives will advance into
the Tier II DEIS for further study.

Februaﬁ 22, 1995 South/North Environmental RFP ' . Page 5
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Tier II: To prepare and publish the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and to

select a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). Tier II would be followed by the completion
of the FEIS.

Metro conducted the federal scoping process for the South/North DEIS in late 1993. The. -

- process included an analysis and comparison of several High Capacity Transit modes and

identification of LRT alignment alternatives. Scoping concluded in December 1993 with the
selection of LRT as the HCT mode, and several LRT terminus and alignment Alternatives, to
advance into Tier I for further analysis. :

Metro, C-TRAN and the participating jurisdictions have prepared data on these alternatives.
A summary and map of the Tier I decisions are included in Figure 1. Final approval of those
alternatives to advance into Tier II for further study has been made by the Metro Council and
C-TRAN Board of Directors in December 1994. Action on some alignment alternatives and
design options has been deferred so Spring 1995.

Project Structure

Metro and the Region have adopted an organizational structure for HCT Studies which
provide the basis for oversight of the South/North Transit Corridor Study. Figure 2 illustrates
the organizational structure for the South/North study. Metro is the local lead agency for the
South/North study (C-TRAN is the local lead agency for the SEPA analysis, for the portions
of the study area in Clark County Washington). Participating agencies and jurisdictions
include C-TRAN, Tri-Met, Oregon and Washington Departments of Transportation, the
Southwest Washington Regional Transportation Council, Clackamas, Multnomah and Clark

Counties, and the Cities of Portland, Vancouver, Milwaukie, Oregon City and Gladstone.

The structure and decision making process is structured based on the model developed for the
Westside and Hillsboro Projects: A Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) is made up of
technical staff from participating agencies and meets approximately every two weeks. The
TAC develops and reviews the technical evaluation. The Project Management Group (PMG)

. meets approximately once every two weeks and provides policy oversight to the study and

TAC. The Citizen's Advisory Committee (CAC) meets every month, and provides for citizen
input and recommendations. The Steering Group, made up of elected officials from
participating agencies, meets approximately quarterly or as needed. The local jurisdictions
and participating agencies review major recommendations relating to the study as needed and
forward their recommendations to Metro and C-TRAN. The Metro Council and C-TRAN
Board of Directors are charged reviewing the recommendations that come through the full
process and then making the final decisions regarding the study for the region.

Task responsibilities for the project are distributed between the participating agencies and the
project consultant team. The South/North Transit Corridor Study: Work Plan Alternatives
Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement, May 1994, specxﬁes the task responsibilities
of the participating agencies.
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Figure 2
South/North AA Organizational Structure

‘C-TRAN Board A " Metro Councll
Joint Reglonalpoucy - ' Joint Pollcy AdVlsory
Commlttee | Committee on
Transportation
I
Reglonal Trans
portation
Trar(a:sportzl:ltlon Planning Alternatives
ounc Committes
" Clty of Vancouver, Clark County, '- Particlpating . Tri-Met, ODOT, Clackamas Co.,
Washington Stats Department of - Jurlsdictior Multnomah Co.; Milwaukle,
Transportation Sdictions Portiand, Oregon Clty,
: : : _ ' Gladstone
[ .
Steering
Group
| l
Citizens Advisory L Pro]ectcl;):ar&agement Expert Review
Committee oup. Panel
. |
Technical Advisory
Committee




233

234

235

South/North Corridor Preliminary Engineering

It is the region's intention to initiate Preliminary Engmesnng for the South/North Transit
Corridor Study concurrent with the development of the environmental analysis and DEIS.

- This consultant procurement process does not include, and is not intended to be amended to

include work plan elements for Preliminary Engineering services. However, environmental -
services required to assist in the Preliminary Engineering effort may be added to this scope of
work at a future time if required. Tri-Met will be responsible for developmg and managing
the Preliminary Engineering work plan.

South/North Corridor Final Environmental Impact Statement

Following completion of the DEIS, and selection of a Locally Preferred Alternative, Metro
may, at its discretion, extend the personal services contract resulting from this procurement
process to include preparation of the FEIS and mitigation plans Extension of the contract

would require Metro Council approval.

Alternatives Being Evaluated

- A comprehensive description of the alternatives to be evaluated within the environmental

analysis will be defined in the Detailed Definition of Alternatives Report, which is anticipated
in the spring of 1995. Followmg isa brief description of the alternatives expected to be
evaluated in the DEIS: :

¢ No-Build

The No-Build Alternative includes all the highway, transit and LRT improvements within
the South/North Corridor currently in place or within the region's adopted TIP.

e LRT Build Altem.ative

The LRT Build Alternative is expected to include development of Light Rail Transit from
a terminus in the vicinity of the Clackamas Town Center in Clackamas County in the
South, through downtown Milwaukie, crossing the Willamette River into downtown
Portland. again crossing the River on the Steel Bridge into north Portland and then
crossing the Columbia River into downtown Vancouver, and progressing north to a
terminus location in the vicinity of 99th Street. :

_s LRT Short Terminus Build Alternative

An LRT Short Terminus Build Altematwe may be evaluated, possibly from Milwaukie to
Vancouver.

February 22, 1995 South/North Environmental RFP " Page 9



The Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternative is expected to be developed
pnmanly for the purpose of developing a Cost Effective Index (CEI) evaluation. It is Metro's
current expectation that the study will not be required to develop a full TSM Alternative for
evaluation of environmental impacts in the DEIS. FTA has indicated an interest.in this
approach. FTA concurrence will be sought prior to initiation of the environmental analysis.

- The scope of work in Attachment A does not include envuonmental analysis of a TSM
Alternative,

2.3.6 Work Completed To Date

* Scoping Report
e Tierl Analysis - Technical Summary Report, Final Recommendation Report
* Final Tier I Decisions

« Phase 1 (SEPA) Final EIS on the High Capacity Transit System (Pre-AA), C-TRAN

+ Final (SEPA) SFEIS on the I-Iigh Capacity Transit System, (Pre-AA), C-TRAN

23.7 Tierl1
Tier I of the South/North Transit Corridor Study has four major components as described
below. The consultant services being sought to support these work tasks are described in
more detail in the "Scope of Work" included in Attachment A.
* Detailed Definition of Alternatives;
* Development of Methddologies;

* Impact Assessment and Results Reports; and,

* Preparation of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

3 Procurement Process
3.1 General

Metro is seeking proposals from firms interested and qualified in assisting in the envuonmental
analysis and preparation of results reports for the South/North Transit Corridor Study . This
Request for Proposals (RFP) outlines the information necessary to participate in the .
consultant selection process and the documentation required to be deemed responsive to this



3.2

solicitation.

Proposals are being sought concurrently for the preparation of the Social, Economic and -
Environmental (SEE) Methodologies, environmental analysis for the Results Reports and the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement. A consultant team will be selected, based upon their
qualifications and proposals, to assist in the preparation of Methodology Report, Results
Reports and DEIS. .

Metro may, at its discretion, decide to negotiate an extension of the conttact resulting from
this RFP process to include preparatlon of all or parts of the FEIS and Mitigation Plans.
Metro will base that decision upon issues such as budget, schedule, agency staffing needs, and
consultant performance in preparing the environmental analysxs and results reports. The
option to extend the contract will be undertaken sometime in the Fall of 1996 and will require
Metro Council approval.

After reviewing this RFP and the accompanying supplemental information, any firm that
determines it has the necessary expertise, experience and could successfully perform the
required services may submit a proposal for study addressing the items set forth herein.
Metro's staff and the Consultant Selection Committee will evaluate all proposals and select a
single prime consultant and team

to negotiate a contract with.

Metro reserves the right to reject any and all proposals received. The Selection Committee
will be the ultimate authority in selection of a finalist. They will select the proposer and
proposal which is deemed to best meet all the requirements set forth in this RFP and appears
to be in the best interest of Metro. All costs incurred in the preparatlon of a proposal and
participating in the RFP process shall be borne by the proposing firms. Proposals submitted in
response to this RFP shall become the property of Metro and considered public documents
under applicable Oregon State laws.

Metro, and the consultant selection committee, may at its discretion, narrow the number of
consultant teams asked to partlcxpate in the interviews.. Screening for interviews will be based
upon the selection criteria in Section 3.4.- Prior to interviews/presentations the remaining
consultant teams may be required to submit further information relating to their qualifications
and proposals.

Consulfant Selection Schedule

The estimated schedule for the consultant selection process is defined below. This schedule
may be changed as necessary by Metro.

October 4, 1994  Notice of Intent to Release RFP

March 2, 1995 Metro Council Approval to Release RFP
March 7, 1995 Pre-Proposal Meeting

February 22, 1995 South/North Environmental RFP ' ‘ Page 11
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March 28, 1995 Proposals Due
March 31, 1995 Selection of Firms to Interview

April 5, 1995 Oral Interviews
April 14, 1995 Consultant Selected for Negotiation
May 15, 1995 Sign Negotiated Contract and Notice to Proceed

Consultant Selection Committee

All proposals will be evaluated by a Consultant Selection Committee, made up of
approximately six staff members from jurisdictions participating in the South/North Transit
Corridor Study and the Project Manager. Assessment of the proposals and teams will be
prepared for the committee by Metro and other participating agency staff.

Selection Criteria and Considerations

. Selection of a consultant shall be based upon the following criteria. The Consultant Selection
 Committee will assess each consultant team relative to these criteria, and the mformatlon

presented to and gathered by Metro through this consultant selection process. )

1.

Related Experience and Technical Competence - 20 Points

Specialized experience and technical competence of the proposed team personnel to
complete the type of work required to complete the study. Of specific importance is
recent experience and expertise in preparing the Washington State SEPA and Federal
NEPA Environmental Analysis, Results Reports and DEIS for projects of similar scope
and scale, including but not limited to, direct and recent experience in completing an FTA
regulated DEIS/FEIS process.

References and Successful Projects - 20 Points

References for successful projects of similar scope and scale using substantially the same
personnel for the prime and sub-consultants as proposed for this study. This assessment
will include such factors as control of costs, responsiveness to staff direction, quality of

work, ability to meet schedules, and other managerial and attitudinal considerations.

. Commitment to Complete the Project - 15 Points

The firm and team members' demonstrated capacity and capability to complete the analysis
and documentation required for this environmental analysis accurately, efficiently and
within the schedule provided.

Documentation Capabilities - 15 Points



3.5

The firm and team members' demonstrated capacity and past expenence to quickly and
accurately prepare and compile large, complex and technical documentation from a varlety
of sources, and the capacity to coordinate and integrate review and comment from various
sources into the conipleted document.

Writing and Regulation Compliance - 10 Points

The firm and the team members' ability to demonstrate strong technical writing, attention
to detail and ability to comply with state and federal regulations in documentation and in
technical reports. :

Communication Skills - 10 Points

The firm's and the and team members' ability to communicate technical information
effectively and efficiently with staff, elected officials, neighborhood groups, the general

public and other audiences.

Cost - 10 Points

Cost of the proposed services and how accurately the proposed project budget reflects the
level of effort necessary to complete the scope of work and the proposed Work Plan.

A proposal may respond to all or part of the requested services and qualifications. Metro
reserves the right to select the component(s) for which the consultant submits the most
competitive proposal and may offer a contract for only that portion. The selection of the
consultant team is the sole responsibility of the consultant selection committee, and their
decision is final.

Notification

Metro shall endeavor to notify all participants as specific stages are reached and resolved.

Reqﬁest for qualifications and proposals;
Selection of Firms for intefvie\#s/pre'sentations;
Disqualification of a firm; |

Selectjon of a finalist to negotiate a contract; and

Notice to Proceed.
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Project
Contract No.

' PERSONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT

‘THIS AGREEMENT is between the METRO a metropolitan service district
organized under the laws of the State of Oregon and the 1992 Metro Charter, located at 600
NE Grand Avenue, Portland, OR 97232-2736, and , ' , referred
- to herein as "Contractor," located at . Federal ID# __

In exchange for the promises and other consideration set forth below, the parties agree
_as follows:

1. Duration. This personal services agreement shall be effective
and shall remain in effect until and including , unless
terminated or extended as provided in this Agreement.

2. Scope of Work. Contractor shall provide all services and materials specified in the
attached "Exhibit A -- Scope of Work," which is incorporated into this Agreement by -
reference. All services and materials shall be provided by Contractor in accordance with the
Scope of Work, in a competent and professional manner. - To the extent that the Scope of
Work contains additional contract provisions or waives any provision in the body of this
Agreement, the Scope of Work shall control.

3. Payment. Metro shall pay Contractor for services perfermed and materials delivered in
the amount(s), manner and at the time(s) specified in the Scope of Work for a maximum sum
not to exceed AND __ /100THS DOLLARS ($ ).

4. Insurance.

a. Contractor shall purchase and maintain at the Contractor's expense, the following
types of insurance, covering the Contractor, its employees and agents:

(1) Broad form comprehensive general liability insurance covering bodily injury and
property damage, with automatic coverage for premises, operations, and product
liability. The policy must be endorsed with contractual liability coverage; and

(2) Automobile bodily injury and property damage liability insurance.
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b. Insurance coverage shall be a minimum of $500 000 per occurrence. If coverage is
- written with an annual aggregate limit, the aggregate hmrt shall not be less than
$1,000,000.

c. Metro, its elected officials, dggartments, employees, and agents shall be named as
ADDITIONAL INSUREDS. Notice of any material change or policy cancellation shall

- be provided to Metro 30 days prior to the change or cancellation.

-d. Contractor, its subcontractors, if any, and all employers working under this

- Agreement that are subject employers under the Oregon Workers' Compensation Law
shall comply with ORS 656.017, which requires them to provide Workers' Compensation
coverage for all their subject workers Contractor shall provide Metro with certification
of Workers' Compensation insurance including employer's liability. If Contractor has no
employees and will perform the work without the assistance of others, a certificate to that
effect may be attached, as Exhibit B, in lieu of the certrficate showing current Workers'
Compensation. .

e. If required by the Scope of Work, Contractor shall maintain for the duration of this
Agreement professional hablhty insurance covering personal injury and property damage
arising from errors, omissions, or malpractice. Coverage shall be in the minimum
amount of $500,000. Contractor shall provide to Metro a certificate of this i insurance, and
30 days' advance notice of material change or cancellation.

\
5. Indemnification. Contractor shall indemnify and hold Metro, its agents, employees and
elected officials harmless from any and all claims, demands, damages, actions, losses and
expenses, including attorney's fees, arising out of or in any way connected with its _
performance of this Agreement, or with any patent infringement or copyright claims arising
out of the use of Contractor's designs or other matenals by Metro and for any claims or
dxsputes involving subcontractors. : .

6. Project Reco rd The Contractor shall establish and maintain books, records, documents,
and other evidence and accounting procedures and practices, sufficient to reflect properly all
direct and indirect costs of whatever nature claimed to have been incurred and anticipated to
be incurred for the performance of this Agreement. To facilitate the administration of the
Project, separate accounts shall be established and maintained within.the Contractor's existing
accounting system or set up independently. Such accounts are referred to herein collectively
as the "Project Account." The Contractor shall charge to the Project Account all eligible
costs of the Project. Costs in excess of the latest approved budget or attributable to actions
which have not received the required approval of Metro, shall not be considered eligible
costs. All costs, charged to the Project, including any approved services contributed by the
Contractor or others, shall be supported by properly executed payrolls, time records,
invoices, contracts, or vouchers evidencing in proper detail the nature and propriety of the
charges.
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7. QOwnership of Documents.. All documents of any nature including, but not limited to,
reports, drawings, works of art and photographs, produced by Contractor pursuant to this
Agreement are the property of Metro, and it is agreed by the parties that such documents are
works made for hire. Contractor hereby conveys, transfers and grants to Metro all rights of
reproductlon and the copynght to all such documents.

8. Project Information. Contractor shall share all project mformatlon and fully cooperate
with Metro, informing Metro of all aspects of the project including actual or potential
problems or defects. Contractor shall abstain from releasing any information or prOJect news.
without the prior and speclﬁc written approval of Metro. .

9. Audits, Inspections and Retention of Records. Metro, the Oregon and Washington
Departments of Transportation, the State Auditors, and any of their representatives shall have
full access to and the right to examine, during normal business hours and as often as they
deem necessary, all of the Contractor's records with respect to all matters covered by this
Agreement. Such representatives shall be permitted to audit, examine and make excerpts or

. transcripts from such records, and to make audits of all contracts, invoices, materials,
payrolls and other matters covered by this Agreement. All documents, papers, accounting
records and other materials pertaining to costs incurred in connection with the project shall be
retained by the Contractor for three years from the date of completion of the project to
facilitate any audits or inspections. If any litigation, claim, or audit is commenced, the
records along with supporting documentation shall be retained until any litigation, claim, or
audit finding has been resolved even though such litigation, claim, or audit contmues past the -
three-year retention period. .

10. Independent Contractor Status. Contractor shall be an independent contractor for all
purposes and shall be entitled only to the compensation provided for in this Agreement.
Under no circumstances shall Contractor be considered an employee of Metro. Contractor
shall provide all tools or equipment necessary to carry out this Agreement, and shall exercise
complete control in achieving the results specified in the Scope of Work. Contractor is solely
responsible for its performance under this Agreement and the quality of its work; for
obtaining and maintaining all licenses and certifications necessary to carry out this
Agreement; for payment of any fees, taxes, royalties, or other expenses necessary to
complete the work except as otherwise specified in the Scope of Work; and for meeting all
other requirements of law in carrying out this Agreement. Contractor shall identify and
certify tax status and identification number through execution of IRS form W-9 prior to
submitting any request for payment to Metro. :

11. Right to Withhold Payments. Metro shall have the right to withhold from payments due -
to Contractor such sums as necessary, in Metro's sole opinion, to protect Metro against any
loss, damage, or claim which may result from Contractor's performance or failure to perform
under this Agreement or the failure of Contractor to make proper payment to any suppliers or
subcontractors. : :
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12. State and Federal Law Constraints. Both parties shall comply with the public contracting
provisions of ORS chapter 279, and the recycling provisions of ORS 279.545 - 279.650, to
the extent those provisions apply to this Agreement. All such provisions required to be
included in this Agreement are incorporated herein by reference. Contractor shall comply
with all applicable requirements of federal and state civil rights and rehabilitation statutes,
rules and regulations including those of the Americans with Disabilities Act.

13. Equal Employment Opportunity. The Contractor agrees to abide by all state and federal
laws and regulations with respect to employment. This includes, but is not limited to, equal
opportumty employment, nondiscrimination assurances, project recordkeeping, audits, -
mspectlon and retention of records and will adhere to all of the nondiscrimination prov1s1ons
in Chapter 49. 60 RCW Laws of the State of Washington.

14, Federal Funds Prov1s1ons.

. a, If this payment is to be charged against fetleral funds, the Contractor certified that it is
not currently employed by the federal government. Contractor further certifies that it is not
currently employed by the State of Oregon.

b. If federal funds are involved in this Agreement, Exhibit "B", Certificate of
Consultant, and Exhibit "C," Federal Provisions, including Certification of Involvement In
Any Debarment and Suspension, are incorporated mto this Agreement by reference. -

c. Contractor shall not be compensated for work performed under this Agreement by any
other federal, state, or local agency.

d. This Agreement may be terminated by Metro upon 30 days notice, in wntmg and
delivered by certified mail or in person if funding from federal, state, or other sources is not
obtained and continued at levels sufficient to allow for the purchase of the indicated quantity
of serv1ces The Agreement may be modified to accommodate a reduction in funds.

15. Situs. The situs of this Agreement is Portland, Oregon. Any litigation over this
agreement shall be governed by the laws of the state of Oregon and shall be conducted in the
circuit court of the state of Oregon, for Multnomah County, or, 1f Junsdlctxon is proper, in
the U.S. District Court for the District of Oregon.

16. Assignment. This Agreement is binding on each party, its successors, assigns, and legal
representatives and may not, under any circumstance, be assigned or transferred by either

party.

17. Termination. This Agreement may be termmated by’ mutual consent of the partles In
addition, Metro may terminate this Agreement by giving Contractor __days prior written
notice of intent to terminate, without walvmg any claims or remedles it may have against
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Contractor. Termination shall not excuse payment for expenses properly incurred prior to
.notlce of termination, but neither party shall be liable for indirect or consequential damages
arising from termination under this section.

18. No Waiver of Claims. The failure to enforce any prov151on of this Agreement shall not
constitute a waiver by Metro of that or any other provision.

19. Severability. The parties agree that if any term or provision of this Agreement is
declared by a court of competent jurisdiction to be illegal or in conflict with any law, the
validity of the remaining terms and provisions shall not be affected, and the rights and

" obligations of the parties shall be construed and enforced as if the Agreement did not contain
the particular term or provision held to be invalid.

20. Modification. Notwithstanding and succeeding any and all prior agreement(s) or
practice(s), this Agreement constitutes the entire Agreement between the parties, and may
only be expressly modified in writing(s), signed by both parties. :

)

METRO
By: By:
Title: , - Title:
Date: Date:

SNORTH.PSA
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EXHIBIT B

CERTIFICATION OF CONSULTANT

I hereby cei'tify that I am the ' (title) and duly authonzed
representative of the firm of , whose address is

, and that neither I nor the above firm I here represent has:

- (@ employed or retained for a commission, percentage, brokerage, contingency fee, or
other consideration, any firm or person (other than a bona fide employee working
solely for me or the above consultant) to solicit or secure this contract,

(b) agreed, as an express or implied condition for obtaining this contract, to employ or
retain the services of any firm or person in connection with carrying out the contract,
or ' ' ' ‘

(c) paid, or agreed to pay, to any firm, organization or person (other than a bona fide
employee working solely for me or the above consultant), any fee, contribution,
donation, or consideration of any kind for, or in connection with, procuring or
carrying out the contract; except as here expressly stated (if any):

I acknowledge that this certificate is to be furnished to the Federal nghway Admlmstratlon and
is subject to applicable State and Federal laws, both cnmmal and cml

DATE ' - SIGNATURE

CERTIFICATION OF AGENCY OFFICIAL

I hereby certify that I am the Agency Official of
Oregon, and that the above consulting firm or his representative has not been required dlrectly

or indirectly as an expression of implied condition in connection with obtammg or carrying out
this contract to:

- (a) - employ, retain, or agree to employ or retain, any firm or person, or

(b) pay, or agree to pay, to any firm, person, or organization, any fee, contribution,
donation, or consideration of any kind; except as here expressly stated (if any):

I acknowledge that this certificate is to be furnished to the Federal nghway Administration, and
is subject to applicable State and Federal laws, both criminal and civil.

DATE SIGNATURE

CONSULT.CRT .
11/14/94 ' : !
be '



EXHIBIT C
Federal Provisions

CERTIFICATION OF NONINVOLVEMENT IN ANY
DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION

As a supplement to this proposal, the Contractor on this project shall complete the following
certification with regard to current involvement in any debarments, suspensions, indictments,
convictions, and civil judgement indicating a lack of business integrity.

)
(Name and Title of Authorized Representative of Contractor)

(Signature)

being duly sworn and under penalty of perjury under the laws of the Srate of Oregon, certifies
that, except as noted below,

—

(Name of Firm)
certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief that it and its principals:

Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or
voluntarily excluded from covered transactions by an Federal department or agency;

*  Have not within a three-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil
judgement rendered against them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection
with obtaining, attempting to obtain or performing a public (federal, state or local)
transaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of federal or state antitrust statues
or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of
records, making false statements, or receiving stolen property;

*  Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a governmental
entity (federal, state or local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in
paragraph (1)(b) of this certification; and

* Have not within a three-year period preceding this application/proposal had one or more
public transactions (federal, state or local) terminated for cause or default.

Where the Contractor is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, such
prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.
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List exceptions. For each exception noted, indicate to whom the exception applies, mltiatmg
agency, and dates of action. If additional space is required, attach another page with the
following heading: Certification Exceptions continued, Contract Insert. -

Exceptions will not necessarily result in denial of award, but will be considered in determining
Contractor responsibility. Providing false information may result in criminal prosecution or -

administrative sanctions. ‘

The Contractor is advised that by sngnmg this contract, the Contractor is deemed to have signed
this certification.
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR CERTIFICATION REGARDING DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION,
AND OTHER RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS-PRIMARY COVERED TRANSACTIONS

1. By signing this contract, the Contractor is providing the certification set out below.

2. The inability to proiride the certification required below will not necessarily result in denial
of participation in this covered transaction. The Contractor shall explain why he or she
cannot provide the certification set out below. This explanation will be considered in
connection with the Agency's determination to enter into this transaction. Failure to furnish
an explanation shall disqualify such person from participation in this transaction.

3. The certification in this clause is a material presentation of fact upon which reliance was
placed when the Agency determined to enter into this transaction. If it is later determined
that the Contractor knowingly rendered an erroneous certification, in addition to other

- remedies available to the Federal Government or the Agency may terminate this transaction
for cause of default. :

4. The Contractor shall provide immediate written notice to the Agency to whom this proposal
is submitted if at any time the Contractor learns that its certification was erroneous when
. submitted or has become erroneous by reason of changed circumstances.

5. The terms "covered transaction", "debarred", "suspended”, "ineligible", "lower tier covered
transaction”, "participant”, “"person", “primary covered transaction", "principal”, and
“voluntarily excluded", as used in this clause, have the meanings set out in the Definitions
and Coverage sections of the rules implementing Executive Order 12549. You may contact
the Agency's : to which this
proposal is being submitted for assistance in obtaining a copy of those regulations.

6. The Contractor agrees by submitting this proposal that, should the proposed covered
transaction be entered into, it shall not knowingly enter into any lower tier covered
transactions with a person who is debarred, suspended, declared ineligible, or voluntarily
excluded from participation in this covered transaction, unless authorized by the Agency
entering into this transaction.

7. The Contractor further agrees by submitting this proposal that it will include the Addendum
to Form FHWA-1273 title, "Appendix B -- Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension,
Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion -- Lower Tier Covered Transactions", provided by the
Agency entering into this covered transaction without modification, in all lower tier covered
transactions and in all solicitations for lower tier covered transactions.

8. A participant in a covered transaction may rely upon a certification of a prospective
- participant in a lower tier covered transaction that it is not debarred, suspended, ineligible,
or voluntarily excluded from the covered transaction, unless it knows that the certification

is erroneous. A participant may decide the method and frequency by which it determines
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10.

the eligibility of its principals. Each participant may, but is not required to, check the

- Nonprocurement List published by the U.S. General Services Administration.

Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be constried to required establishment of a system
of records to render in good faith the certification required by this clause. The knowledge
and information of a parhcnpant is not required to exceed that which is normally possessed
by a prudent person in the ordinary course of business dealings.

Except for transactions authorized under paragraph 6 of these instructions, if a participant
in a covered transaction knowingly enters into a lower tier covered transaction with a person
who is suspended debarred, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this
transaction, in addition to other remedies available to the Federal Government or the Agency
may terminate this transactlon for cause of default.
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ADDENDUM TO FORM FHWA-1273, REQUIRED
CONTRACT PROVISIONS '’

~ This certification applies to subcontractors, material suppllers vendors, and other lower tier

parhcnpants

Appendnx‘ B of 49 CFR Part 29

Appendix B -- Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility, and Voluntary
Exclusion -- Lower Tier Covered Transactions

Instructions for Certification

1.

By signing and submlttmg this contract, the prospective lower tier partlclpant is providing
the certification set out below. .

The certification in this clause is a material representatlon of fact upon which reliance was
placed when this transaction was entered into. If it is later determined that the prospective
lower tier participant knowingly rendered an erroneous certification, in addition to other
remedies available to the Federal Government, the Agency or agency with which this
transaction originated may pursue available remedies, including suspension and/or debarment.

The prospective lower tier participant shall provide immediate written notice to the person

to which this contract is submitted if at any time the prospective lower tier participant learns
that its certification was erroneous when submitted or has become erroneous by reason of
changed circumstances.

The terms "covered transactlon" "debarred”, "suspended", ineligible", "lower tier covered
transaction", "participant”, "person", "pnmary covered transaction", "prmclpal", "proposal",
and "voluntarily excluded", as used in this clause, have the meanings set out in the
Definitions and Coverage sections of rules implementing Executive Order 12549. You may

contact the person to which this proposal is submitted for assistance in obtaining a copy of
those regulations.

The prospective lower tier participant agrees by submitting this contract that, should the
proposed covered transaction be entered into, it shall not knowingly enter into any lower tier
covered transaction with a person who is debarred, suspended, declared ineligible, or
voluntarily excluded from participation in this covered transaction, unless authorized by the

department or agency with which this transaction origiﬁated.

The prospective lower tier participant further agreed by submitting this contract that it will
include this clause titled, "Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and
Voluntary Exclusion -- Lower Tier Covered Transaction", without modification, in all lower
tier covered transactions and in all solicitations for lower tier covered transactions.
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7. A part1c1pant in a covered transaction may rely upon ‘a certification. of a prospective
participant in a lower tier covered transaction that it is not debarred, suspended, ineligible,
or voluntarily excluded from the covered transaction, unless it knows that the certification
is erroneous. A participant may decide the method and frequency by which it determines
the eligibility of its principals. Each participant miay, but is not required to, check the
nonprocurement list. .

8. Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be construed to require establishment of a system
of records to render in good faith the certification required by this clause. The knowledge
and information of a participant is not required to exceed that which is normally possessed
by a prudent person in the ordinary course of business dealings.

9. Except for transactions authorized under paragraph 5 of these instructions, if a participant
- in a covered transaction knowingly enters into a lower tier covered transaction with a person
who is suspended, debarred, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this
transaction, in addition to other remedies available to the Federal Government, the
department or agency with which this transaction ongmated may pursue available remedies,
including suspension and/or debarment.

Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligible, and Voluntaxy Exclusion -- Lower
Tier Covered Transactions

(1) The prospective lower tier participant certifies, by submission of this proposal, that neither
it nor its principals is presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared
ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction by any Federal
department or agency.

(2) Where the prospective lower tier participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in
this certification, such prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.

Employment

A. Contractor warrants that he has not employed or retained any company or person, other than
a bona fide employee working solely for Contractor, to solicit or secure this contract and that
he has not paid or agreed to pay any company or person, other than a bona fide employee
working solely for Contractors, any fee, commission, percentage, brokerage fee, gifts or any
other consideration contingent upon or resulting from the award or making of this contract.
For breach or violation of this warranting, Agency shall have the right to annul this contract
without liability, or in its discretion to deduct from the contract price or consideration or
otherwise recover, the full amount of such fee, commission, percentage, brokerage fee, gift
or contingent fee :

B. Contractor shall not engage, on a full or part-time basis, or other basis, during the period of
the contract, any professional or technical personnel who are, or have been at any time
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during the penod of this contract, in the employ of Agency, except regularly retired
employees, without written consent of the public employer of such person.

C. Contractor agrees to perform consulting services with that standard of care, skill and
diligence normally provided by a professional in the performance of such consulting services
on work similar to that hereunder. Agency shall be entitled to rely on the accuracy,
competence, and completeness of Contractor's services.

Nondiscrimination

During the performance of this contract, Contractor, for himself, his assignees and successors in
interest, hereinafter referred to as Contractor, agrees as follows:

A. Compliance and Regulations. Contractor agrees to comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, and Section 162(a) of the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973 and the Civil
Rights Restoration Act of 1987. Contractor shall comply with the regulations of the Agency
of Transportation relative to nondiscrimination in Federally assisted programs of the Agency
of Transportation, Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 21, as they may be amended

~from time to time (hereinafter referred to as the Regulations), which are incorporated by
reference and made a part of this contract. Contractor, with regard to the work performed
after award and prior to completion of the contract work, shall not discriminate on grounds
of race, creed, color, sex or national origin in the selection and retention of subcontractors,
including procurement of materials and leases of equipment. Contractor shall not participate
either directly or indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by Section 21.5 of the
Regulatlons including employment practices, when the contract covers a program set forth
in the Appendix B of the Regulations.

B. Solicitation for Subcontractors, including Procurement of Materials and Equipment. In all

- solicitations, either by competitive bidding or negotiations made by Contractor for work to
be performed under a subcontract, including procurement of materials and equipment, each
potential subcontractor or supplier shall be notified by Contractor of Contractor's obligations
under this contract and regulations relative to nondiscrimination on the grounds of race,
creed, color, sex or national origin.

C. Nondlscrlmmatlon in Employment (Title VII of the 1964 Civil Rights Act). During the
performance of this contract, Contractor agrees as follows:

(1)  Contractor will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment
because of race, creed, color, sex or national origin. Contractor will take affirmative
action to ensure that applicants are employed, and that employees are treated during
employment, without regard to their race, creed, color, sex or national origin. Such
action shall include, but not be limited to the followmg employment, upgrading,
demotion, or transfer; recruitment or recruitment advertising; layoff or termination;

-rates of pay or other forms of compensation; and selection for training, including
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apprenticeship.  Contractor agrees to post in conspicuous places, available to
employees and applicants for employment, notice setting forth the provisions of this
nondiscrimination clause.

(2) Contractor will, in all sohcntatlons or advertisements for employees placed by or on
behalf of Contractor, state that all qualified applicants will receive consideration for
employment without regard to race, creed, color, sex or national origin.

D. Information and Reports. Contractor will provide all information and reports required by the

Regulations, or orders and instructions issued pursuant thereto, and will permit access to his

books, records, accounts, other sources of information, and his facilities as may be

determined by Agency, ODOT, or FHWA as appropriate, and shall set forth what efforts he
has made to obtain the information.

E.- Sanctions for Noncompliance. In the event of Contractor's noncompliance with the
nondiscrimination provisions of the contract, Agency shall impose such agreement sanctions
as it or the FHWA may determine to be appropriate, mcludmg, but not limited to:

(1) Withholding of payments to Contractor under the agreement until Contractor comphes
and/or

(2)  Cancellation, termination, or suspension of the agreement in whole or in part.

F. Incorporation of Provisions. Contractor will include the provisions of paragraph A through
F of this section in every subcontract, including procurement of materials and leases of
equipment, unless exempt from Regulations, orders or instructions issued pursuant thereto.
Contractor shall take such action with respect to any subcontractor or procurement as
Agency or FHWA may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions, including sanctions
for noncompliance; provided, however, that in the event Contractor becomes involved in, or
is threatened with litigation with a subcontractor or supplier as a result of such direction,
Agency may, at its option, enter into such litigation to protect the interests of Agency, and,
in addition, Contractor may request Agency to enter into such litigation to protect the
interests of the Agency

Disadvantaged Busmess Enterprise (DBE) Policy

In accordance with Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations Part 23, or as may be amended (49
CFR 23), Contractor shall agree to ‘abide by and take all necessary and reasonable steps to
comply with the following statement:

DBE POLICY STATEMENT

DBE Policy. It is the pohcy of the Oregon Department of Transportatlon (Department) that
Disadvantaged Busmess Enterprises as defined in 49 CFR 23 shall have the maximum
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opportuhity to participate in the performance of contracts financed in whole or in part with
federal funds. Consequently, the DBE requirements of 49 CFR 23 apply to this contract,

DBE Obligations. Contractor agrees to ensure that Disadvantaged Business Enterprises as
defined in 49 CFR 23 have the maximum opportunity to participate in the performance of
contracts and subcontracts financed in whole or in part with Federal funds. In this regards,
Contractor shall take all necessary and reasonable steps in accordance with 49 CFR 23 to ensure
that Disadvantaged Business Enterprises have the maximum opportunity to compete for and
perform contracts. Contractors shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin
or sex in the award and performance of federally-assisted contracts.

The DBE Policy Statement shall be included in all subcontracts entered into under this contract.

Records and Reports. Contractor shall provide monthly documentation to Agency that it is
subcontracting with or purchasing materials from the DBEs identified to meet contract goals.
Contractor shall notify Agency and obtain its written approval before replacing a DBE or making.
any change in the DBE participation listed. If a DBE is unable to fulfill the original obligation
to the contract, Contractor must demonstrate to Agency the Affirmative Action steps taken to
replace the DBE with another DBE. Failure to do so will result in withholding payment on those
items. The monthly documentation will not be required after the DBE goal commitment is
satisfactory to Agency. ' ‘

Any DBE participation attained after the DBE goal has been satisfied should be reported to the
Agencies. :

DBE Definition. Only firms certified by the Executive Departmerit, State of Oregon may be
utilized to satisfy this obligation. :

CONTRACTOR'S DBE CONTRACT GOAL
DBE GOAL __ %
By signing this contract, Contractor assures that good faith efforts have been made to meet the
goal for the DBE participation specified in the Request for Proposal/Qualification for this project
as required by ORS 200.045. ' ' '
Lobbying

The Contractor certifies, by signing this agreement to the best of his or her knowledge and belief,
that:

A. No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the
undersigned, to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or
employee of any Federal agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of
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Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the awarding
of any Federal contract, the making of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal
loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation,
renewal, amendment, or modification of ‘any Federal contract, grant, loan, or
cooperative agreement. :

B.  If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be pad to
any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any
Federal agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an

. employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this agreement, the
undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form to
Report Lobbying", in accordance with its instructions.

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this
transaction was made or entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making
or entering into this transaction imposed by Section 1352, Title 31, U.S. Code. ‘Any person who
fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000
and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

'The Contractor also agrees by signing this agreement that he or she shall require that the
language of this certification be included in all lower tier subagreements, which exceed $100,000
and that all such subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly.

DEBARMNT.CRT
11/14/94
be
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Documents Available for Review and Purchase

* The following documents are available for consultante to review at the Metro Planning Department,
600 NE Grand Avenue, Portland, Oregon 97232-2736. Copies of the reports may be purchased
from Metro for the cost of copying. Please contact Berthe' Carroll at (503) 797-1857 to inquire.

South/North Documents’

1.

2.

10.

Draft Descn‘ption of Wide Range of Altematives Report. July 20, 1993. (89 Pages - $9.00)
Prelimi inary Altematives Report for Scoping Meeting. October 25, 1993. (62 Pages $6 00).
A ppendix II Mode and Altgnm ent Workshop Report. October 25, 1993. (75 Pages - $7.50).

Tier I Description of A Itematives Report. December 17, 1993. (55 Pages - $5.50).

. .~ Tier I Evaluation Methodology Report. December 17, 1993. (55 Pages - $5.50).

W ork Plan A ltematives Analysis / Draft Environmental Impact Statem ent. May 1994.
(135 Pages - $13.50).

Briefing Document - Tier I Technical Summary Repoft. August 15, 1994. (55 Pages - $5.50).

Narrowing the Options - A Summary of TterI Public Meetings and Comments. September.

13, 1994 (412 Pages - $41.00).

Tier I Technical Summaly Report - South/North Steering Group. September 14, 1994. (275
Pages - $27.50). :

Tier I Final Recommendatlon Report South/North Steermg Group October 6, 1994 (25

Pages - $2.50).

Hillsboro Cormidor Documents

1.

Westside Corridor: Travel Forecasting Methodology Reﬁort W estside and Hillsboro Corridor
Altematives Analysis. January 1991. (170 Pages - $17.00).

Hillsboro Corridor AA: Detailed Definition of A ltematives. July 1991. (140 Pages - $14.00).

Hillsboro Corridor AA: Evaluation Methodology Report. January 1992. (70 Pages - $7.00)
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4. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Technical Appendix for Purpose and Need Report. Summary of
- State and Local Land Use Policies. January 1992. (25 Pages - $2.50).

5. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Capital Cost Estimates Report. June 1992. (55 Pages - $5.50).
6. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Ecosystems Results Report. June 1992. (134 Pages - $13.50).
7. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Hazardo:us Materials Results Report. June 1992. (82 Pages - $8.00).

- 8. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Hydrologv and W ater Quality Results Report. June 1992. (80 Pages -
$8.00). |

9. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Local & Systemwide Traffic Impacts Results Report. June 1992.
(145 Pages - $14.50).

10. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Purpose and Need Report. June 1992. (55 Pages - $5.50).
11. Hillsboro. Corridor AA: Air Quality Impact Results Report. July 1992. (70 Pages - $7.00).

12. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Noise and Vibration Impacts Results Report. July 1992. (175
Pages - $17.50).

13. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Displacement and Relocation Results Report. August 1992.
(50 Pages - $5.00).

14. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Energy Impact Results Report. August 1992. (65 Pages - $6.50).

15. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Historic, Archaeological and Cultural Resources Results Report.
.September 1992. (280 Pages - $28.00). :

16. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Land Use and Economic Impacts Results Report. September
1992. (120 Pages - $12.00).

17. Hillsboro ComdorAA Parklands Results Report Preliminary 4(f) Evaluation. September
1992. (60 Pages - $6.00).

18. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Final Definition of Altematives Report October 1992. (200
Pages - $20.00).

19. Hillshoro Corridor AA: Transit Impacts Results Report. October 1992. (70 Pages -
$7.00).

20. Hillsboro Corridor AA: Travel Demand Forecasting Results Report. October 1992 (106
Pages - $10.50).
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21.
22,
3
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

30.

31
32.
33,
. 34,

35,

36.

Hillsboro Corridor AA: Visual Quality and Aesthetic Impacts Results Report. October
1992. (130 Pages - $13.00).

Hillsboro Corridor AA: Financial Analysis Results Report November 1992. (134 Pages -
$13. 50)

Hxllsboro Corridor AA: Nezghborhood Impacts Results Repart November 1992. (55
Pages - $5.50).

Hillsboro Corridor AA: Operations and Maintenance Cost Results Report. November
1992. (60 Pages - $6. 00).

Hillsboro Corridor AA: Draft Environmental Impact Statement Executive Summary. April
1993. (45 Pages - $4.50). .-

Hillsboro Corridor AA Draft Envmonmental Impact Statement April 1993. (460 Pages -
$46.00). -

Hillsboro Corridor AA: Locally Preferred Altemative Report. July 1993. (100 Pages -
$10.00). _

Hillsboro Corridor AA: Hillsboro Corridor Briefing Document. August 4, 1993. (30

~ Pages - $3.00).

Hillsboro Corridor AA: Central Hillsboro Parking Survéjz Hillsboro Corridor Final
Environmental Impact Statement. November 1993. (25 Pages - $2.50).

Westszde Comdor quft Section 4(f) Docum entation. January 1994. (50 Pages - $5. 00)

Westside Comdor Hazardous Materials Mitigation Plan. Februaxy 1994. (50 Pages -
$5.00).

Westside Corridor: Local Traffic and Parking Mitigation Plan. February 1994.
(130 Pages - $13.00).

Westside Corridor: Wetlands, Floodplains, Water QuaIity and Storm Water Runoff
Mitigation Plan. February 1994. (170 Pages - $17.00).

Westside Corridor: Construction Impacts Mitigation Plan. March 1994. (50 Pages -
$5.00). .

Westside Corridor: Displacement Mitigation Plan. March 1994, (20 Pages - $2. 00).'

Westside Comdor Noise and Vibration Mmgatlon Plan. March 1994. (200 Pages -
$20.00).

Documents List ' Page 3 February 10, 1995



37.

38.
39.

40.

41.

Westsxde Corridor: Final Environmental Impact Statement Executive Summary March 1994.
(35 Pages - $3.50).

Westside Corridor: Visual Impact Mitigation Plan. March 1994. (70 Pages - $7.00).
Westside Corridor: Section 4(f) Report. March 1994. (40 Pages - $4.00). |

Westside Corridor: Public Comments Received on the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement March 1994. (255 Pages - $25.50).

Westside Corridor: Final Environmental Impact Statement. March 1994. (502 Pages -
$50.00).

C-TRAN/Clark County Documents

1.

C-TRAN High Capaaty Transzt Environmental A nalysts Phase IDraft EIS. February 1993
(99 Pages - $10.00)..

2. C-TRAN High Capaczty Transit EnwmnmentaI AnaIysrs Phase I Final EIS. March 1993
(108 Pages - $10. 80).

3. C-TRAN High Capacity Transit Environmental A nalysis Draft Supplem ental EIS. May 1993
(73 Pages - $7. 30) :
‘C-TRAN High Capaclty Enwronmental Analysis - Final Supplemental EIS. June 1993 (73
Pages - $7.80).

5. Clark County South/North Light Rail - System Plan & Financing Plan. December 22, 1994
(43 Pages - $4.30).

SNORTH/DOCO210.LST
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ATTACHMENT E-1 _ ' ]
Metro Consultant Questionnaire

Statement of Qualifications

Firm name/business address: Date prepared
' Date firm established
Principal to contact

Business telephoﬁe - (503)

Former firm name(s), if any, and year(s) established:

Submittal is for: - Name/addressftelephone of parent company, if any:
Sole propn'etofship ’
: Partnership )
Corporation . , y
Branch office
Parent company
Ownership: ' Personnel:
Percent minority , Total number
Percent women _ Total minority
Total women
Firm's present offices:

(City, state, telephone, number of personnel)

If firm is an engineering corporation, is it registered to do business in the State of Oregon?
' Yes No _.

Name(s) of professional and/or publié liability insurance carrier(s):

This Metro questionnaire and statement of qualifications is being submitted: ‘
1)___ Toplace 6ut firm on file with Metro enabling notifications and consideration for consulting services.
2) In response to Metro's advertisement for

(Name of project)
{Aconsst.docf



ATTACHMENT E-2 . .
Project Example

Propoéing team

Project example No. Firm name,

Project name and location: Owner's name, address, telephone:

Consultant fee: ' Firm was involved as a: _

Contract start date: _ Prime consultant Joint venture
. Contract end date: : - ____sub consultant Other

Project Description:

Firm's project personnel
(Name, title, employer at ime of project performance, project responsibility for personnel included wuthln this proposal)

Project references:
(Name, organization, title, telephone - Please ensure mformahon is current)

Project work was performed by:
—___ Submitting firm

—__Firm's personnel when employed by
(Name of organization)

" TAcomssiz.docs



ATTACHMENT E-3

" Resume of Key Personnel -
(Please limit fo one page)

Firm . . Team

Name- ’ Title -

Years employed by firm, Total years professional experience

- Education:

(College, degree, year)

Professional registrations and licens‘es: '
(Type, state, year)

Awards, publications, etc.: - .

Previous employment:
(Firm, location, title, dates)



ATTACHMENT E4 METRO
- COST PROPOSAL FOR

PERSONAL SERVICES CONTRACT

|RFP/Contract #

TASK: |
Please provide a sheet for each Major Task and Subtask.
Name/Firm Proposal Number
) {Metro Use)

Business Address

Contact Person, Title

- |Business Phone

Description of Services

INSTRUCTIONS: Metro requires a detailed breakdown of all estimated costs for this procurement within the categories spec-
ified below. Additional attachments may be included to further explain cost items. Cost information is treated as confidential,
and will not be released for public inspection. Cost data is subject to venﬁcatlon by government audit.

DIRECT LABOR (identify by position) Est. Hrs. | Rate/Hr. | Est. Cost TOTALS
TOTAL DIRECT LABOR

LABOR OVERHEAD O.H. Rate| Base Est. Cost

TOTAL LABOR OVERHEAD

DIRECT NON-SALARY Est. Cost

Other Direct Costs (Specify)

TOTAL DIRECT NON-SALARY

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS

FEE (or profit)

TOTAL COST PROPOSAL (all estimated costs plus fee/profit)
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Attachment F

PROPOSED TABLE OF CONTENTS
FOR BIOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT

Section | Page

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

2.0

INtroduction.............ccoeeeeuereeeceenenenesesessesssnsens
1.0.1 Project Action Area..............cocoueveuene. eetssentstesarenesaesebaeaeneesessensensasensn evaen
1.0.2  Status of Species that are Listed, Proposed for Ltstmg, '

or Considered for Listing in the PrOJect ATea.....covuiceeerererieeerrrineereesseenne

Snake River Sprmg/Summer Chmook and Sockeye .
SalmMON BIOIOZY ........ccoruerrererereenteearrenenensereseniseeseesessesessesesasssssssssosessntsasenesasses
LLT  JUVENIIES......coceiiveiinieensccnnrsessesensssnsessrsassesessesesssesssssessssssonsasassssesescasases

CLLLL2 TAUIES oottt teetesesiessassnssneese e eesssasnsssnsesnseeessnneesnnneansnnesnnnaes

Snake River Fall-Chinook Salmon Blology ........
L2 1 JUVERIIES......cuueeiecirceecieeceensesetesnsnssse e ssessessnesessasessanenens ceeseresnaneas
122 AdUILS ...ttt seetss et ssesnesesaesnaens teieeeeerseesesannnnnnnsnnssanns

Petitioned or Propose(i Salmon Stock Biology (Coho) .............couevereereerereennenne
13,1 JUVENIIES.....oeee sttt sessesassaenes
L3.2  AQUILS ..ttt ssesresne e se s s s se s sesnesssssesene

Steelhead ............ouveeveeeeeeereereeeeeeeeeeeeeeenans evevaessstassaresessnsenrtraeaarenseettantasesnnsensensnnnn

Listed, Petitioned, or Proposed Plants and Wildlife
(and Non-Anadromous Fish) Species Biology (See Attached List)..................

Proposed Federal Transit Administration Action ............cccccevevrereevrererennenes eeeee
1.6.1. Columbia River and Oregon Slough Crossmg ............................................
1.6.1.1 Construction Schedule.............coniieeecenmisceneacnereinerenenrerreeeeene.

" 1.6.1.2 Monitoring and Conditions to Minimize Potential Impacts.............

1.6.2 Willamette River Crossing.............oceevveeveereereesvnnnes et eaes

1.6.2.1 Bridge Design and Location.............c.ecveeemieeeeeeenrenneeeeeseenseneesaenns '
1.6.2.2 Construction Schedule.............ccueeeeiveeierriieeeeeeeneeeeeeeeereseeseeene

Biological Analysis of Proposed Actions ..............c.c.ooovueeeeureeereereeeereeeereenenn
2.0.1 Snake River Sockeye and Critical Habitat ..................ccue....... denssssssssssrasoseas
2.0.1.1 Analytical Methods.......c.cccevrerrrrrerrereerieeeereeerecseeeeeseeseceseneens
2.0.1.2 Critical ASSUMPLONS......c.ceeirerrierererreieseerenescseeseeseseeseneeseseeeeneen
2.0.1.3 Studies and Reports........ creeseresnens et rebe ettt st aseseneesanaeas
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Studies and Reports.....................
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..................................................

Proposed Salmon Stocks and Critical Habitat ..........ccoceveeeeveceeeeeeereneenennn.

2.0.3.1
2.03.2
2.033

2.0.4.1
2.0.42
2.0.4.3

2.0.5.1
2.0.5.2

2.053
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Biological Resources Identified by the Oregoﬁ Natural Heritage Program Database
_and Agency Contacts within the Proposed Project Area

Classification . Status Distribution/Habitat
Common Name Scientific Name Federal State .

Northwest Pond Turtle Clemnys marmorata marmorata c2 SC  Inhabits pemanent marshes, sloughs, moderately deep ponds,
and slow moving portions of creeks and rivers. Requires
basking sites on logs, vegetation, or banks. Females leave the
water from late May to July to nest in upland areas.

Painted Turtle Chryscmys picta SC  They are found In ponds, small lakes, and the quiet backwaters
of rivers. They prefer muddy bottoms with considerable aquatic
vegetation like cattail marshes, or open banks. These
omnivores nest in a variety of habitats.

Spotted Frog .. ) Rana pretiosa cic2 SC  Habitat included the marshy edges of ponds and lakes, or in
' .  algae-covered overflow pools of streams. Breeds in shallow
water, .

Found in open, lowland areas below 2,000 feet. Colonial, can
be found in caves , crevices, or buildings.

nty
avallability of prey Prefer to nest close to water on steep cliffs,
or rocky biuffs, but have been known to nest on man-made
structures such as bridges.

Tri-colored Blackbird Agelalus tricolor c2 SP  Portland is north of this species normal range, but colonies have
’ . been sighted. Large flocks forage in wet meadows and on
agricuttural land, but nest in marshiands.

Yellow-billed Cuckoo : Coccyzus Americanus SC  These secretive birds utilize heavy shrub cover in woodlands
" and along streams. Nesting occurs in woodlands associated
with wetland and riparian habitats.

Oregonichthys crameri Willamette River Basin. Ponds, streams, and sloughs with

* aquatic vegetation and little or no cufrent.

"Columb'la' Pebblesnall or Spire Snall Fluminicola columblana c2 ren

pe:

unknown.

Gilant Columbia River Limpet Fisherola nuttalli 3C Mainstem Columbia River. Prefers bedrock, boulders, large
. " cobble, and possibly wetted rip-rap along stabilized shorelines.

Columbia \ . 'olffia columbiana Occurs only in the Willamette Valley, normally with other water-
. meal species. -

Oregon Sullivantia Sullivantia oregana c2 C  Grows on shaded, perpetually wet, rocky areas the lower
. Willamette Valley and in the west end of the Columbia River
Gorge. Flowers May to July. .

Tall Bugbane ' Cimidﬁiga elata c2 Cc Prefers moist woodlands and lower elevations west of the
cascades from southern British Columbia to northwest Oregon.

. Valley Bottom Sphagnum Moss Bog Valley sphagnum bog or femn This is the only bog of this type in Oregon.
VematPond - Vemal Pond : This habitat type is very rare in Oregon.
White Rock Larkspur Delphinium leucophasum c2 PE  This plant uses open hills, cliffs, prairies, and fields in the vicinity
of Portland. Flowers May through July.
White-topped Aster Aster curtus . Cc2 PT  Pralries and native grass lands west of the Cascades from -

south of Vancouver Island to southwest Oregon is where this
species is found. Flower blooms through Aug. and Sept.

Willamette Valley Daisy Erigeron decumbens ssp . C1 LE  Confined to the Willamette Valley, this plant prefers open areas.
decumbens . g Flowers June into early July.

Bradshaw’s Lomatium . Lomatium bradshawii T

Nefson's Checkermallow Sidalcea nelsoniana T

A:ONHPLIST.XLS
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TASK

Technical Work
Technical Reports
Financial Report
CAC & PMG Briefings
' Steering Group Briefing
Public Open Houses
PMG Draft Recommendatlon
CAC Discussions
Steering Group Public Meetings

Final PMG & CAC Recommendation -

Steering Group Recommendation
Jurisdictions' Recommendations
TPAC/RTC

Tier I Adopt - JPACT, Metro, JRPC, C-TRAN

Attachn‘ient G

DATE

- May, 1994

July, 1994

July, 1994

May - July, 1994

July, 1994

July, 1994

Early August, 1994
Mid/Late August, 1994
Early September, 1994
September, 1994
October, 1994
November, 1994
November, 1994
December, 1994

KEY MILESTONES

TASK

Agreement on Legislative Package

Oregon Vote on S/N General Obhgauon Bond

Adopt South/North Tier I
Start DEIS/PE
Clark County Vote on South/North:

Success at Oregon and Washington Leglslatures

on State Share

"Mini" ISTEA Authorization - Establishes 50%:

Section 3, Federal Participation

" Adopt S/N Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA)

ISTEA Authorization
End South/North PE/FEIS
Hillsboro Operations Start

South/North Full Funding Grant Agreement (FFGA)

Start South/North Construction Phase
"Operations Start :

DATE

November, 1994
November, 1994
December, 1994
March, 1995
May, 1995

July, 1995

Fall, 1995
August, 1996*

.October, 1996
Summer 1998

September, 1998

Late 1998

Late 1998- Early 1999
2005

*This date assumes that the EIS is fairly straight-forward based on a significant narrowing of alignmeﬂ options
in Tier I. Failure to do so will result in an adjustment to this date and all subsequent dates.

c.«cosos.m*t/bq
Revised 9/21/94



Outline for Land Use and Economic Impacts Results Report:

S

1

Summary

Introduction

1.1 Background

1.2 Purpose and Need
1.3 Alternatives Considered

Agency Coordination and Involvement

Methodology

3.1 Data Collection

3.2 Affected Environment
3.3 Impact Assessment
3.4 Construction Impacts
3.5 Mitigation Measures

Affected Environment

4.1 Portland/Vancouver Metropolitan Region
4.2 Community Profiles

4.3 Corridor Inventory

Environmental Consequences
5.1 Introduction
5.2 Regional Impacts
5.2.1 Long Term Impacts
5.2.2 Short Term Impacts
5.3 Corridor Impacts
5.3.1 Long Term Impacts
5.3.2 Short Term Impacts
5.4 Impacted Sites
5.2.1 Long Term Impacts
5.2.2 Short Term Impacts
5.5 Indirect and Cumulative Impacts
5.6 Mitigation

References

Appendix
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3. Products

The South/North Transit Corridor Study is on an accelerated schedule. To the extent
practical and technically justified and/or feasible the consultant may, and is encouraged to, -
use analyses and products developed during the Westside Corridor Project (to S.W.
185th) methodologies, technical memorandum; SDEIS/FEIS and Hillsboro Extension (to
downtown Hillsboro) methodologies, results reports and DEIS/FEIS.

3.1 Technical Analyses Coordination and Management. The lead consultant from the
selected consultant team will be responsible for overall coordination and management of
technical analyses (in conformance with the work plan and budget, as approved by Metro)
and schedule conformance.

3.2 Social Economic and Environmental Analysis Methodology. The consultant will be
responsible for producing a complete SEE Methodology Report. Metro will coordinate
local and federal review, and will provide consolidated comments to the consultant for

- inclusion in revisions.

3.3 Results Reports. The initial product of each of the individual areas of analysis will be a
results report, based on the outline provided, documenting the alternatives analyzed,

- coordination, data collection, assessment of existing conditions, analysis of potential
impacts, findings, conclusions, recommendations and mitigation options. .The results
reports will serve as support documents for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS), and may also serve as resource documents for various local, regional, state and
federal permits and other procedures.

The individual results reports shall be produced and reviewed as follows, and in
accordance with the schedule defined in Appendlx G.

a. Prehmmary Draft (TAC review draft) - These draft documents shall consist of -
substantially complete (95%) drafts of the results reports. Development of these
drafts will be coordinated extensively between the Project Task Manager, other
project participants and the consultant task managers for each individual subject area.
Metro's assigned task managers will have authority to review and approve individual
chapters of the draft prior to the compilation of the complete Preliminary Draft. The

* Project Task Manager will review the draft for general adequacy and content, and
may circulate sections to other agency or jurisdiction technical staff for comments as
he/she deems necessary prior to compilation and release of a complete preliminary
draft. When complete, this draft will be submitted to the Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) for review and comment.

The Project Task Manager will be responsible for compiling the TAC comments. A

single set of comments/revisions will be provided to the consultant task manager by
- the metro task manager. The consultant task manager will be responsible for
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incorporating the TAC comments into the document. Metro's task manager must
approve the revisions prior to submission to the PMG. A redline/strikeout version of
the report may be required if comments are significant.

b. PMG Review Draft - These draft documents shall consist of revised versions of the
preliminary drafts, incorporating comments made by the TAC and would represent
approximately 99% complete documents. Changes based on comments or concerns
raised by the PMG will be incorporated into the PMG revisions. A single set of
comments/revisions will be compiled by the Project Task Manager and submitted to
the consultant task manager. PMG approval is required prior to submittal to FTA.

c. FTA Review Draft - These draft documents shall consist of the PMG approved draft
Results Report. They shall represent a compilation of technically complete (100%)
analysis of the individual subject areas for submittal to FTA for review and comment.
More than one revision may be required to incorporate FTA comments. Revisions
shall include changes to address FTA comments and other changes deemed
appropriate by the Project Task Mariager or Metro's Project Manager. FTA may
approve these documents after revisions are made.

e. Final Draft - This draft shall consist of the revised version of the results reports as
reviewed and may be approved by FTA. This draft shall be for public release and
shall be the technical support documentatlon for the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS).

3.4 Document Production. Development of each results report will be the responsibility of a
technical team made up of the Metro assigned task manager and the Consultant task
manager. Primary responsibility for the document's development will be with the
consultant. Extensive coordination with the Project Task Manager will be required.
Document technical assistance will be provided as follows:

a. Text - the consultant task managers will have primary responsibility for development
and production of the document text. The Project's:assigned task manager has authority
to review, comment and revise the draft report for technical content and project
consistency.

b. Maps - base maps for use in thc results reports will be provided by Metro. Mock ups
of maps to be used in the Results Reports will be provided by the consultant. Metro will
do technical production of maps and provide final maps for inclusion in the results
reports.

c. Graphics - the consultant will be responsible for developing mock ups of graphics for
the Results Reports. Metro will do technical production of graphics.
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d. Tables - the consultant will be responsible for development and production of tables in
support of the Results Reports. The Project Task Manager has authority to review,
comment and/or revise for format, content and project consistency. Table format will be
defined by Metro

e. Format - Metro will provide a style guide for use in all Results Reports. All reports
must be consistent with the style guide. The consultant will develop the style guide for
the DEIS, subject to Metro approval. The style guide for the DEIS will be substantially
the same as the one used for the Westside and Hillsboro EIS's.

3.5 DEIS. The consultant will be responsible for summarizing all the results reports into the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The DEIS will be developed and reviewed
chapter by chapter. The consultant DEIS task manager will work closely with the project
task manager. Review of each chapter will be substantively similar to review and
comment on the results reports. The general outline will be as indicated in the attached

~ draft DEIS outline. Changes to the outline must be approved by the project task
manager, and may require FTA approval

3.6 Printing. Printing of multiple copies of all documents will be managed by Metro.

3.7 Distribution. Distribution of all documents will be managed by Metro.
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Outline and Responsibilities (in parentheses)

TABLE OF CONTENTS

SIGNATURE PAGE (Metro)

ABSTRACT PAGE (Consultant)

TABLE OF CONTENTS (Consultant)

LIST OF TABLES (Consultant)

LIST OF FIGURES (Consultant) .

LIST OF ACRONYMS/PROJECT N OMENCLATURE (Consultant)
PREFACE (Metro)

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY (Joint)

Introduction (Joint)
The Loéal Decision and the_ Process
1. Purpose and Need (Metro)

2. Alternatives Considered (Metro)
2.1 Screening and Selection Process
2.2 No-Build Alternative
2.3 LRT Alternative
2.4 Short Terminus

3. Transportation Impacts (Joint)

3.1 Transit Impacts (Tri-Met/C-TRAN/Metro)
3.1.1.  Service Characteristics
3.1.2. Transit Ridership (Metro)

3.2  Street and Highway Impacts (Consultant)

: 3.2.1. Congestion '
3.2.2. Parking Supply and Demand

3.3 Freight Movements (Consultant)

4, Environmental Consequences (Consultant)
4.1. Land Use and Economic Development
4.2.  Displacement and Relocation
4.3.  Neighborhoods
4.4.  Visual and Aesthetics Resources
4.5. Air Quality
4.6. Noise and Vibration
4.7. Ecosystems
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4.8. Water Quality and Hydrology
4.9. Energy '
4.10. Geology

4.11. Hazardous Materials

4.12. Construction Impacts

Evaluation of Alternatives (Metro)
5.1  Financial Analysis
: 5.1.1. Costs-
5.1.2. Existing Revenues
5.1.3. Existing Revenue Shortfalls
5.1.4. Proposed Additional Revenues
5.1.5. Financial Feasibility Conclusions and Uncertainties
5.2.  Effectiveness Evaluation .
5.3.  Equity Considerations
5.4. Significant Trade-Offs Between Altcmatlvcs

Issues to be Resolved (Metro)

6.1.  Selection of LPA

6.2. Implementation of Financing Plan

6.3. Completion of the Proposed Mitigation Plan

[

DEIS CHAPTERS

.1-

PURPOSE AND NEED (Metro)

1.1
1.2
1.3

14

L5

Description of the Study Area

Corridor Transportation Facilities

State, Regional and Local Plans

1.3.1 Land Use Policy

1.3.2 Regional Urban Growth Boundary
1.3.3 'Regional Transportation Policy -
1.3.4 Local Comprehensive Plans

Transportation-Related Problems in the Corridor

1.4.1 Traffic Trends and Highway Network Conditions
1.4.2 Transit System Conditions

1.4.3 Development Related Issues

Goals and Objectives
1.5.1 (Critical Issues
1.5.2 Goals and Objectives

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (Metro)
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2.1 _ Screening and Selection Process
2.2  Definitions of Alternatives
2.2.1 No-Build Alternative
2.2.1.1 Basic Charactcrlstlcs
22.1.2 Bus Operatlons

2.2.2 LRT Alternative(s)
2.2.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT (Joint)

3.1 Land Use and Economic Activity (Consultant)
. 3.1.1 Portland/Vancouver Metropolitan Region

3.1.1.1 The Regional Population, Housing and Employment
3.1.1.2 Regional Land Use Plans and Policies
3.1.2 South/North Corridor
3.1.2.1 Corridor Population and Employment
3.1.2.2 Corridor Land Use Plans and Policies
3.1.3 Impacted Sites

3.1.3.1 LRT Alignment Segments and Station Areas

3.2  Transportation (Joint)
3.2.1 Travel Behavior (Metro)
3.2.2 Public Transportation (Tri-Met/C-TRAN)

3.2.2.1 Transit Lines and Operation

3.2.2.2 Passenger Facilities

3.2.23 Management ,

3224 Current Ridership, Operating Revenue, and Operating
Expenses

3.2.2.5 Accessible Service

3.2.3 Highways (Consultant)
3.2.4 Parking (Consultant)
3.2.5 Transportation Plans (Metro)
3.2.5.1 Planned Transit Improvements
3.25.2 Planned Highway and Street Improvements
3.2.6 Freight Railroads (Consultant)

3.3 Neighborhoods (Consultant)
3.3.1 Demographic Description

33.1.1 Neighborhood Descrlptmns and Population Charactcnstlcs
3.3.1.2 Economic Characteristics
3.3.13 . Housing Characteristics

3.3.2 Community Facilities and Services
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34

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

39

3.10

Visual and Aesthetic Conditions (Consultant)
3.4.1 Visual Assessment Units

Air Quality (Consultant)

3.5.1 Regulations and Standards
3.5.2 Existing Air Quality

3.5.3 Climate

Noise and Vibration (Consultant)

3.6.1 Noise and Vibration Regulations and Standards

3.6.1.1 Highway Noise Regulations and Standards
3.6.1.2 LRT Noise and Vibration Regulations and Standards

3.6.2 Existing Noise Levels
3.6.3 Existing Vibration Levels

Ecosystems (Consultant)
3.7.1  Fish and Wildlife
3.7.2 Vegetation

3.7.3 Wetland and Riparian Arcas

Water Quality and Hydrology (Consultant)
3.8.1 Surface Waters
3.8.2 Existing Water Quality

Geology and Soils (Consultant)
3.9.1 Physiography

3.9.2 Geology

3.9.3 Soils :

3.9.4 Earthquake Hazards
3.9.5 Soil and Rock Resources

Hazardous Materials (Consultant)
3.10.1 Methodology
3.10.2 LRT Alternatives

TRANSPORTATION IMPACTS (Joint)

4.1

4.2
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4.1.2 Transit Ridership

Highway and Street Impacts (Consultant)
4.2.1 Congestion

'4.2.2  Access to Stations
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4.2.3 Parking Supply and Demand
4.3  Freight Movements (Consuitant)
4.3.1 Freight Railroads |
4.3.2 Truck Deliveries
5 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

5.1 Land Use and Economic Activity (Consultant)
5.1.1 Regional Impacts

5.1.1.1 Regional Land Use and Development Impacts
5.1.1.2 Compatibility with Land Use Plans and Policies
5.1.1.3 - Compatibility with Existing and Proposed Development
5.1.14 Impacts on Existing Business Community

5.1.2 Corridor Impacts :
5.1.2.1 Corridor Land Use and Development Impacts
5.1.2.2 Compatibility with Land Use Plans and Policies
5.1.2.3 Impacts on Tax Base

5.1.3 Impacts to Specific Sites
5.1.3.1 Impacts to Property Access
5.1.3.2 Displacements
5.1.3.3 Site-Specific Land Use and Development Impacts
5.1.34 Opportunities for Joint Development -
5.1.3.5 Summary of Station Area Impacts

5.1.4 Indirect and Cumulative Impacts
5.14.1 Indirect Impacts

: 5.14.2 Cumulative Impacts

5.1.5 Economic and Employment Impacts
5.1.5.1 . Construction Phase
5.1.5.2 Operations Phase

5.2 Displacements and Relocation (Consultant)
5.2.1 Displacements
5.2.2 Mitigation

5.3 Neighborhoods (Consultant)
5.3.1 Barriers to Social Interaction
5.3.2 Pedestrian and Bicycle Travel
5.3.3 Access to Community Facilities
5.3.4 Safety and Security

5.4  Visual and Aesthetic Resources (Consultant)

5.4.1 Summary
5.4.2 LRT Alternative-Visual Impacts
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5.5

56

5.7

5.8

5.9

5.10

5.11

5.12

5.4.3  Analysis of Retaining Wall Exposure :

" 5.4.4 Analysis of Bridges

5.4.5 Mitigation Measures -

Air Quality (Consultant)

5.5.1 Local Impacts

5.5.2 Regional Impacts

5.5.3 Compliance with State Implementation Plan

Noise and Vibration (Consultant)

5.6.1 Road Traffic and Bus Noise Impacts
5.6.1.1 Road and Highway Noise
5.6.1.2 Park and Ride Lots and Transit Centers

5.6.2 Wayside LRT Noise Impacts

5.6.3 LRT Wheel Squeal Impacts

5.6.4 Noise from Ancillary Facilities

5.6.5 LRT Ground borne Vibration Impacts

Ecosystems (Consultant)

5.7.1 Fish and Wildlife

5.7.2 Vegetation ‘
5.7.3 Wetland and Riparian Areas
5.7.4 Mitigation Measures

Water Quality and Hydrology (Consultant)
5.8.1 No-Build Alternative

- 5.8.2 LRT Alternative

Energy (Consultant)

Geology and Soils (Consultant)

'5.10.1 No-Build Alternative

5.10.2 LRT Alternative
Hazardous Materials (Consultant)

Construction Impacts (Consultant)
5.12.1 Transportation
5.12.1.1 Highway
5.12.1.2 Transit
5.12.1.3 Mitigation -
5.12.2 Land Use and Economic Development
5.12.2.1 Regional Impacts
$5.12.2.2 Corridor and Site Specific Impacts
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5.12.3 Neighborhoods -

5.12.4 Noise and Vibration

5.12.5 Geology and Soils

5.12.6 Water Quality

5.12.7 Energy

5.12.8 Hazardous Materials
5.12.9 Public Services and Utlhtles
5.12, IOEcosystems

HISTORICAL, ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND PARKLANDS RESOURCES (Consultant)

6.1  Summary of Applicable Federal Laws
. 6.1.1 Section 106
6.1.2 4(f) _
6.2  Historic Resources .
6.2.1 Identification of Resources
6.2.2 Effects of Project Alternatives
6.2.3 Mitigation
6.3 = Archaeological Resources 7
6.3.1 Identification of Resources
6.3.2 Effects of Project Altematlves
6.3.3 Mmgauon
6.4  Parklands
6.4.1 Identification of Affected Resources
6.4.2 . Effect of Project Alternatives
6.5  Section 4(f) Evaluation

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS AND EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES (Metro)

7.1  Financial Analysis

7.1.1 Costs :
7.1.1.1 . Project Capital Costs
6.1.1.2 Systems Costs
7.1.2  Available Revenues '
7.1.2.1 Available Transit Project Capital Revenues
7.1.2.2 Available Transit System Revenues
7.1.3  Existing Revenue Shortfalls
- 7.1.3.1 Existing Project Capital Revenue Shortfalls
7.1.3.2 Existing System Revenue Shortfalls
7.1.4 Proposed Additional Revenues '
7.14.1 Proposed Additional Transit Project Capital Revenues
7.1.4.2 Proposed Additional Transit System Revenues
7.1.5 Financial Feasibility Analysis and Conclusions
7.15.1 Project Capital Feasibility Analysis and Conclusions
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7.1.5.2 System Fiscal Feasibility Analysis and Conclusions
7.1.5.3 Risks and Uncertainties
7.1.6 Implementation of the Locally Preferred Alternative

7.2  Evaluation of Alternatives (Metro)
7.2.1 Evaluation Methodology
7.2.2 Effectiveness in Meeting Local Goals and Objcctwes
7.2.3 Cost Effectiveness
7.2.4 Equity Considerations

7.24.1 Low-Income Transit User Benefits,
7.2.4.2 Disadvantaged Business Enterprises
7.24.3 - Financial Equity

~ 7.2.5  Significant Trade-Offs Between Alternatives

Appendix A Community Participation (Metro/C-TRAN)
- Appendix B Agency Coordination (Consultant)
Appendix C  Visual Simulations (Consultant)

GLOSSARY (Consultant)

REFERENCES (Consultant)

LIST OF PREPARERS (Consultant)

LIST OF RECIPIENTS (Metro)

REQUIRED PERMITS AND APPROVALS (Consultant)
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ATTACHMENT B1

2.04.300 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program (DBE Program) For Federally-Funded
Contracts, Findings, Purpose and Authority: . v

(@  Itisthe purpose of Metro Code Sections 2.04.300-.390 to establish and implement
a program to encourage the utilization by Metro of disadvantaged businesses by creating for such
businesses the maximum possible opportunity to compete for and participate in federally-funded
Metro contracting activities. The DBE Program does not apply to locally-funded contracts, -
which are governed by 2.04.100, .200, and .400 et seq.

()  Metro Code Sections 2.04.300-.390 are adopted pursuant to 49 CFR 23 and are
intended to comply with all relevant federal regulations. Federal regulation 49 CFR 23 and its
amendments implement section (105)(f) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982
relating to the participation by Minority Business Enterprises in Department of Transportation
programs.

©) Metro Code Sections 2.04.300-.390 shall be known and may be cited as the

"Metro Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program for Federally-Funded Contracts, " hereinafter -
referred to as the "DBE Program."

" 2.04.305 Policy Sfatement:
() Througﬁ the DBE Program, Metro:

(1)  Expresses its strong commitment to provide maximum opportunity to
- disadvantaged businesses in contracting;

(2  Informs all employees, governmental agencies and the general public of its
intent to implement this policy statement; and

(3)  Assures conformity with applicable federal regulations as they exist or may
be amended.

(b) It is the policy of Metro to provide equal opportunity to all persons to access and
participate in the projects, programs and services of Metro. Metro and Metro contractors will
not discriminate against any person or firm on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex,
sexual orientation, age, religion, physical handicap, political affiliation or marital status.

(©  Thepolicies, practices and procedures established by the DBE Program shall apply
to all Metro departments and project areas except as expressly provided in the DBE Program.

(d The ob_]ectlves of the DBE Program shall be:

Metro Code . Page 1 South/North RFP Attachment B1



(1)  To assure that provisions of the DBE Program are adhered to by all Metro
departments, contractors, employees and USDOT subrecipients and
contractors; and

(2)  To initiate and maintain efforts to increase DBE Program participation by
disadvantaged businesses.

(e) Metro accepts and agrees to the statements of 49 CFR §23.43 (a)(l) and (2), and
said statements shall be included in all USDOT agreements with USDOT subrecipients and in
-all USDOT-assisted contracts between Metro or USDOT subrecipients and any contractor

2.04.310 Definitions: For purposes of the DBE Program, the followmg definitions shall apply:

(@) - "Applicant” means one who submits an application, request or plan to be approved
by'a USDOT official or by Metro as a condition to eligibility for Department of Transportation
(USDOT) financial assistance; and "application" means such an apphcatlon request or plan.

®) "Construction Contract” means a contract for construction of buildings or other ‘
facilities, and includes reconstruction, remodeling and all activities wh1ch are appropriately
associated with a construction project.

© "Contract” means a mutually bmdmg legal relationship or any modification thereof
obligating the seller to furnish supplies or services, including construction, and the buyer to pay
for them. For purposes of the DBE Program a lease or a purchase order of $500.00 or more
is a contract.

(d  "Contractor" means the one who participates, through a contract or subcontract,
in the DBE Program and includes lessees. :

(&)  "Department or USDOT" means the United States Department of Transportation,
including its operating elements.

® "Disadvantaged Business Enterpnse or DBE" means a small business concern
which is so certified by an authorized agency and:

(1) Which is at least 51 percent owned by one or more socially or econom-
ically disadvantaged individuals, or, in the case of any publicly-owned -
business, at least 51 percent of the stock of which is owned by one or
more socially or economically disadvantaged individuals; and

(2)  Whose management and daily business operations are controlled bj one or
more of the socially or-economically disadvantaged individuals who own
it. :

(&) "Executive Department” means the State of Oregon's Executive Department.
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- (h) “Joint Venture" is defined as an association of two or more businesses to carry out
a single business enterprise for profit for which purpose they combine their property, capital, -
efforts, skills and knowledge. In a joint venture between a DBE and non-DBE, the DBE must
be responsible for a clearly defined portion of the work to be performed and must share in the
ownership, control, management respons1b1]1t1es, risks and profits of the joint venture. A joint -
venture of a DBE and a non-DBE must receive Metro approval prior to contract award to be
counted toward any DBE contract goals.

(i) “"Labor and Materials Contract" is a contract including a combination of service
- and prov1slon of materials other than construction contracts. Examples may include plumbing
repalr, computer maintenance or electrical repair, etc.

G) "Lessee” means a business or person that leases, or is negotiating to lease,
property from a recipient or the Department on the recipient's or Department's facility for the
purpose of operating a transportation-related activity or for the provision of goods or services to
the facility or to the public on the facility. ,

k) "Oregon Department of Transportation or ODOT" means the State of Oregon's
Department of Transportation.

(D  "Personal Services Contract” means a contract for services of a personal or
professional nature.

(m) "Procu'rement Contract" means a contract for the purchase or sale of supplies,

materials, equ1pment furnishings or other goods not associated with a construction or other
contract.

(n) "Rec1p1ent" means any entlty, public or pnvate to whom USDOT financxal
assistance is extended, du'ectly or through another recipient for any program.

(0) "Small Business Concern" means a small business as defined pursuant to section
3 of the Small Business Act and relevant regulations promulgated pursuant thereto.

()] "Socmlly or Economically Disadvantaged Individuals or Disadvantaged
Individuals" has the meaning established by ORS 200.005(2), (9), including the rebuttable
presumption established by ORS 200.015(3), and the definitions supplied by ORS 200.005(7),
(10). ‘

(@  "USDOT-Assisted Contract" means any contract or modification of a contract
- between Metro and a contractor which is paid for in whole or in part with USDOT financial
assistance.

6y) | "USDOT Financial Assistance" means financml aid provided by USDOT or the

United States Railroad Association to a recipient, but does not include a direct contract. The
financial aid may be provided directly in the form of actual money, or indirectly in the form of
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guarantees authorized by statute as financial assistance services of Federal personnel, title or
other interest in real or personal property transferred for less than fair market value, or any other
arrangement through which the recipient benefits f'mancmlly, mcludmg licenses for the
construction or operation of a Deep Water Port.

2.04.315 Notice to Contractors, Subcontractors and Subrecipients: Contractors, subcontractors

and subrecipients of Metro accepting contracts or grants under the DBE Program which are
USDOT-assisted shall be advised that failure to carry out the requirements set forth in 49 CFR
23.43(a) shall constitute a breach of contract and, after notification by Metro, may result in
termination of the agreement or contract by Metro or such remedy as Metro deems appropriate.

2.04.320 Liaison Officer:

(@ The Executive Officer shall, by Executive Order, designate a Disadvantaged
Business Liaison Officer and, if necessary, other staff adequate to administer the DBE Program..
The Liaison Officer shall report directly to the Executive Officer on matters pertaining to the
DBE Program. .

(b) The Liaison Officer shall -be responsible for developing, managing and
implementing the DBE Program, and for disseminating information on available business
opportunities so that DBEs are provided an equitable opportunity to bid on Metro contracts. In
addition to the responsibilities of the Liaison Officer, all department heads and program managers :
shall have responsibility to assure 1mp1ementat10n of the DBE Program.

2.04.325 Directory: A dlrectory of DBEs as certified by ODOT or the Executive Department,
. as applicable, shall be maintained by the Liaison Officer to facilitate identifying such businesses
with capabilities relevant to general contracting requirements and particular solicitations. The
directory shall be available to contract bidders and proposers in their efforts to meet DBE
Program requirements.

2.04.330 DBE-Owned Banks: Metro will seck to identify DBE-owned banks within the policies
adopted by the Metro Council and make the greatest feasible use of their services. In addition,
Metro will encourage prime contractors, subcontractors and consultants to utilize such services
by sending them brochures and service information on certified DBE banks.

2.04.335 Affirmative Action and Equal mertumgy Procedures: Metro shall use affirmative

action techniques to facilitate DBE and participation in contxactmg activities. These techniques .
include:

(@  Arranging solicitations, time for the presentation of bids, -quantities specifications
and delivery schedules so as to facilitate the part101pat10n of DBEs.

®) Referrmg DBEs in need of management. ass1stance to established agencies that
provide direct management assistance to such businesses. -
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"(¢) Carryingout information and communications programs on contracting procedures
and specific contracting opportunities in a timely manner, wrth such programs being bilingual
where appropnate ~

(d  Distribution of copies of the DBE Program to orgamzatlons and individuals
'concerned thh DBB programs.

(e) Penodrc reviews w1th department heads to insure that they are aware of the DBE
Program goals and desired activities on their parts to facilitate reaching the goals. Additionally,
departmental efforts toward and success in meeting DBE goals for department contracts shall be
factors consrdered during annual performance evaluatlons of the department heads

(t) Monitor and insure that Disadvantaged planning centers and hkely DBE contractors
are receiving requests for bids, proposals and quotes. ,

() Study the feasibility of certain USDOT-assisted contracts and procurements being -
set aside for DBE participation.

(h)  Distribution of lists to potential DBE contractors of the types of goods and services
which Metro regularly purchases. A

@ Advising potential DBE vendors that Metro does not certify DBEs, and directing
them to ODOT until December 31, 1987, and, thereafter, to.the Executive Department.

§)] 'Specifying purchases by generic title rather than specific brand name whenever
feasible.

- (k)  Establishing an interdepartmental contract management committee which will meet
regularly to monitor and discuss, among other issues, potential DBE participation in contracts.
In an effort to become more knowledgeable regarding DBE resources, the committee shall also
invite potential DBE- contractors to attend selected meetings.

O Requiring that at least one DBE vendor or contractor be contacted for all contract
awards which are not exempt from Metro's contract selection procedures and which are 1) for
more than $500 but not more than $15,001 in the case of non-personal services contracts; and
2) for more than $2,500 but not more than $10,001 for personal services contracts. The Liaison
Officer may waive this requirement if he/she determines that there are no DBEs on the .
certification list capable of providing the service or item. For contracts over the dollar amounts
indicated in this section, all known DBEs in the business of providing the service(s) or 1tem(s)
required shall be mailed bid or proposal information.

(m) The Executive Officer, or his/her designee, may establish and implement additional .
affirmative action techniques which are designed to facilitate participation of DBEs in Metro con-
tracting activities.
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2.04.340 Certification of Disadvahtaged Business Eligibility:

(@  Tonparticipate in the DBE Program as a DBE, contractors, subcontractors and joint
ventures must have been certified by an authorized certifying agency as described in subsection
(b) of this section.

(b) Metro will not perform certification or recertification of businesses or consider
challenges to socially and economically disadvantaged status. Rather Metro will rely upon the
certification and recertification processes of ODOT and will utilize ODOT's certification listuntil
December 31, 1987, and, thereafter, the Executive Department's list in determining whether a
prospective contractor or subcontractor is certified as a DBE. A prospective contractor or
subcontractor must be certified as a DBE by one of the above agencies, as applicable, and appear
on the respective certification list of said agency, prior to the pertinent bid opening or proposal
submission date to be considered by Metro to be an eligible DBE and be counted toward meeting
goals. Metro will adhere to the Recertification Ruhngs resultmg from 105(f) or state law, as
apphcable

© Prospective contractors or subcontractors which have been denied certification by
one of the above agencies may appeal such denial to the certifying agency pursuant to applicable
law. However, such appeal shall not cause a delay in any contract award by Metro.
* Decertification procedures for USDOT-assisted contractor or potential contractors will comply
with the requirements of Appendix A "Section by Section Analysis" of the July 21, 1983, Federal
Register, Vol. 45, No. 130, p. 45287, and will be administered by the agency which granted
certification.

(d  Challenges to certification or to any presumption of social or economic
disadvantage with regard to the USDOT-assisted portion of the DBE Program, as provided for
in 49 CFR 23.69, shall conform to and be processed under the procedures prescribed by each
agency indicated in paragraph (b) of this section. That challenge procedure provides that:

(1)  Any third party may challenge the socially and economically disadvantaged
status of any individual (except an individual who has a current 8(a)
certification from the Small Business Administration) presumed to be
socially and economically disadvantaged if that individual is an owner of
a firm certified by or seeking certification from the certifying agency as
a dlsadvantaged business. The challenge shall be made in writing to the
recipient.

(2)  Withits letter, the challenging party shall include all information available
to it relevant to a determination of whether the challenged party is in fact
socially and economically disadvantaged. :

(3)  The recipient shall determine, on the basis of the information provided by

the challenging party, whether there is reason to believe that the chal-
- lenged party is in fact not socially and economically disadvantaged.
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@ -

©)

©)
)

®

@) if the recipient determines that there is not reason to believe that
the challenged party is not socially and economically disadvan- -
taged, the recipient shall so inform the challenging party in wntmg
This terminates the proceeding.

(ii) if the recipient determines that there is reason to believe that the
challenged party is not socially and economically dxsadvantaged
the recipient shall begin a proceeding as prov1ded in paragraphs

(), 4), (5) and (6) of this paragraph.

The recipient shall notify the challenged party in writing that his or her
status as a socially and economically disadvantaged individual has been
challenged. The notice shall identify the challenging party and summarize

 the grounds for the challenge. The notice shall also require the challenged

party to provide to the recipient, within a reasonable time, information
sufficient to permit the recipient to evaluate his or her status as a socially
and economically disadvantaged individual.

The recipient shall evaluate the information available to it and make a pro-
posed determination of the social and economic disadvantage of the
challenged party. The recipient shall notify both parties of this proposed
determination in writing, setting forth the reasons for its proposal. The
recipient shall provide an opportunity to the parties for an informal
hearing, at which they can respond to this proposed determination in

~ writing and in person.

Followmg the informal hearing, the recipient shall make a final deter-
mination. The recipient shall inform the parties in writing of the final
determination, setting forth the reasons for its decision.

In making the determinations called for in paragraphs (b)(3)(5) and (6) of
this paragraph, the recipient shall use the standards set forth in Appendlx
C of this subpart.

| During the pendency of a challenge under this section, the presumption

that the challenged party is a socially and economically disadvantaged indi-
vidual shall remain in effect. 49 CFR 23 69

2.04.345 Annual Dlsadvantaged Business Goals:

. @) The Metro Council shall, by resolution each June establish annual DBE goals for
the ensuing fiscal year. Such annual goals shall be established separately for construction
contracts, labor and materials contracts, personal services contracts, procurement contracts and
USDOT-assisted contracts regardless of type.

Metro Code
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(b) - Annual goals will be established taking into consideration the following factors:
(I)  Projection of the number and types of contracts to be awarded by Metro;

(2)  Projection of the number, expertise and types of DBEs likely to be
available to compete for the contracts;

(3)  Past results of Metro's efforts under the DBE Program; and )
" (4  Existing goals of other local USDOT reclplents and their experience in
meeting these goals.

© Annual goals for USDOT-assisted contracts must be approved by the United States
Department of Transportation. 49 CFR §23.45(g)(3).

(d  Metro will publish notice that the USDOT-assisted contract goals are available for
inspection when they are submitted to USDOT or other federal agencies. They will be made
available for 30 days following publication of notice. Public comment will be accepted for 45
days following pubhcatlon of the notice.

2.04.350 Contract Goals:

(@  The annual goals established for construction contracts shall apply as individual
contract goals for construction contracts over $50,000.

()  The Liaison Officer may set a contract goal for any contract other than
‘construction contracts over $25,000. The setting of such contract goal shall be made in writing
prior to the solicitation of bids for such contract. Contract goals for contracts other than
construction contracts over $50,000 shall be set at the discretion of the Liaison Officer and shall
not be tied, necessarily, to the annual goal for such contract type.

© Even though no DBE goals are established at the time that bid/proposal documents .
are drafted, the Liaison Officer may direct the inclusion of a clause in any RFP or bid documents
for any contract described in this section which requires that the prlme contractor, prior to
entering into any subcontracts, make good faith efforts, as that term is defined in Section
2.04.160, to achieve DBE participation in the same goal amount as the current annual goal for
that contract type.

(d - Contract gcals may be complied with pursuant to Section 2.04.360 or 2.04.375.
The extent to which DBE participation will be counted toward contract goals is govcmcd by the
latter section.
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2.04.355 Contract Award Criteria:

- (@  To be eligible for award of contracts containing a DBE goal, prime contractors
must either meet or exceed the specific goal for DBE participation, or prove that they have made
good faith efforts to meet the goal prior to the time bids are opened or proposal are due.
Bidders/Proposers are required to utilize the most current list of DBEs certified by the Executive
- Department in all of the bidders'/proposers’ good faith efforts solicitations. The address where
certified lists may be obtained shall be included in all applicable bid/proposal documents.

(b)  All invitations to bid or request for proposals on contracts for which goals have
been established shall require all bidders/proposers to submit with their bids and proposals a
statement indicating that they will comply with the contract goal or that they have made good
faith efforts as defined in Section 2.04.360 to do so. To document the intent to meet the goals,
all bidders and proposers shall complete and endorse a Disadvantaged Business Program
Compliance form and include said form with bid or proposal documents. The form shall be
provided by Metro with bid/proposal solicitations.

(©  Agreements between a bidder/proposer and a DBE in which the DBE promises not
to provide subcontracting quotations to other bidders/proposers are prohibited. :

) (d)  Apparent low bidders/proposers shall, by the close of the next working day

following bid opening (or proposal submission date when no public opening is had), submit to
Metro detailed DBE Utilization forms listing names of DBEs who will be utilized and the nature
and dollar amount of their participation. This form will be binding upon the bidder/proposer.
Within five (5) working days of bid opening or proposal submission date, such bidders/proposers
shall submit to Metro signed Letters of Agreement between the bidder/proposer and DBE
subcontractors and suppliers to be utilized in performance of the contract. A sample Letter of
Agreement will be provided by Metro. The DBE Utilization forms shall be provided by Metro
- with bid/proposal documents. . _

(©)  Anapparent low bidder/proposer who states in its bid/proposal that the DBE goals
were not met but that good faith efforts were performed shall submit written evidence of such
good faith efforts within two working days of bid opening or proposal submission in accordance
with Section 2.04.160. Metro reserves the right to determine the sufficiency of such efforts.

® Except as provided in paragraph (g) of this section, apparent low bidders or
apparent successful proposers who state in their bids/proposals that they will meet the goals or
will show good faith efforts to meet the goals, but who fail to comply with paragraph (d) or (e)
of this section, shall have their bids or proposals rejected and shall forfeit any required bid
security or bid bond. .In that event the next lowest bidder or, for personal services contracts, the
firm which scores second highest shall, within two days of notice of such ineligibility of the low
bidder, submit evidence of goal compliance or good faith effort as provided above. This process
shall be repeated until a bidder or proposer is determined to meet the provisions of this section

or until Metro determines that the remaining bids are not acceptable because of amount of bid
or otherwise. :

Metro Code Page9 South/North RFP Attachment B1



(8  The Liaison Officer, at his/her discretion, may waive minor irregularities in a
bidder's or proposer's compliance with the requirements of this section provided, however, that
the bid or proposal substantially complies with pubhc bidding requlrements as required by
applicable law.

2.04.360 Determination of Good Faith Efforts:

- (@  Bidders or Proposers on USDOT-assisted contracts to which DBE goals apply
must, to be eligible for contract award, comply with the applicable contract goal or show that
good faith efforts have been made to comply with the goal. Good faith efforts should include
at least the following standards established in the amendment to 49 CFR §23.45(h), Appendix
A, dated Monday, April 27, 1981. A showing of good faith efforts must include written
evidence of at least the following: '

(1)  Attendance at any pre-solicitation or prebid meetings that were scheduled
by Metro to inform disadvantaged business enterprises of contracting and
subcontracting-or material supply opportunities available on the project.

(2)  Advertisement in trade association, general circulation, disadvantaged and

' trade-oriented, if any and through a disadvantaged-owned newspaper or .
disadvantaged-owned trade publication concerning the sub- ‘
contracting or material supply opportunities at least 10 days before bids or
proposals are due.

(3)  Written notification to a reasonable number but no less than five (5) DBE
firms that their interest in the contract is solicited. Such efforts should
include the segmenting of work to be subcontracted to the extent consistent
with the size and capability of DBE firms in order to provide reasonable
subcontracting opportunities. Each bidder should send solicitation letters
inviting quotes or proposals from DBE firms, segmenting portions of the
work and specifically describing, as accurately as possible, the portions of
the work for which quotes or proposals are solicited from DBE firms and
encouraging inquiries for further details. Letters that are general and do
not describe specifically the portions of work for which quotes or
proposals are desired are discouraged, as such letters generally do not
bring responses. It is expected that such letters will be sent in a timely
manner so as to allow DBE sufficient opportunity to develop quotes or
proposals for the work described.

@) Evidence of follow-up to initial solicitations of interest, including the
following: :

(A) The names, addresses, telephone numbers of all DBE contacted;
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- (B) A description of the information provided to DBE firms regarding
the plans and spec1ﬁcat10ns for portions of the work to be
- performed; and

(C) A statement of the reasons for non-utilization of DBE firms, if
- needed to meet the goal.

o) Negotiation in good faith with DBE firms. The bidder shall not, without
justifiable reason, reject as unsatisfactory bids prepared by any DBE firms.

- (6) Where applicable, the ‘bidder must provide advice and assistance to
interested DBE firms in obtaining bonding, lines of credit or insurance
required by Metro or the bidder. '

Q) Overéll, the bidder's efforts to obtain DBE participation must be
reasonably expected to produce a level of participation sufficient to meet
Metro's goals.

(8)  The bidder must use the services of minority community organizations,
minority contractor groups, local, state and federal minority business assis-
tance offices and other organizations identified by the "Executive
Department's Advocate for Minority and Women and Emerging Small
Business that provide assistance in the recruitment and placement of DBEs.

2.04.365 Replacement of DBE Subcontractors: Prime contractors shall not replace a DBE
subcontractor with another subcontractor,. either beforé contract award or during contract
performance, without prior Metro approval. Prime contractors who replace a DBE subcontractor
shall replace such DBE subcontractor with another certified DBE subcontractor or make good
faith efforts as.described in the preceding section to do so.

© 2.04.370 Records and Reports:

(@  Metro shall develop and maintain a record keeping system to identify and assess
DBE contract awards, prime contractors' progress in achieving goals and affirmative action
efforts. Specifically, the following records will be maintained:
(1)  Awards to DBEs by number, percentage and dollar amount;.
-(2) A description of the types of contracts awérded; and

(3) Theextent to which goals were exceeded or not met and reasons therefor.

(b)  All DBE records will be separately maintained. Required DBE information will
be provided to federal agencies and administrators on request.
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©

The Liaison Officer shall prepare reports, at least semiannually, on DBE

participation to include the following:

M)
@)
@)
)

©)

The number of contracts awarded;
Categoﬁes of contracts awarded;
Dollar value of contracts awarded;

Percentage of the dollar value of all contracts awarded to DBE firms in the
reporting period; and

The extent to which goals have been met or exceeded

2. 04 375 Countmg Disadvantaged Business Participation Toward Meeting Goals:

(a)

follows:

Metro Codew

DBE participation shall be counted toward meeting the goals on each contract as

@)

)

)

@)

Subject to the limitations indicated in paragraphs (2) through (8) below, the
total dollar value of a prime contract or subcontract to be performed by
DBEs is counted toward the applicable goal for contract award purposes
as well as annual goal compliance purposes.

' The total dollar value of a contract to a disadvantaged business owned and

controlled by both disadvantaged males and non-disadvantaged females is
counted toward the goals for disadvantaged businesses and women,
respectively, in proportion to the percentage of ownership and control of
each group in the business.

The total dollar value of a contract with a disadvantaged business owned
and controlled by disadvantaged women is counted toward either the disad-
vantaged business goal or the goal for women, but not to both. Metro
shall choose the goal to which the contract value is applied.

Metro shall count toward its goals a portion of the total dollar value of a
contract with an eligible joint venture equal to the percentage of the
ownership and control of the dlsadvantaged business partner in the joint
venture.

Metro shall count toward its goals only expenditures to DBEs that perform
a commercially useful function in the work of a contract: A DBE is
considered to perform a commercially useful function when it is
responsible for execution of a distinct element of the work of a contract
and carrying out its responsibilities by actually performing, managing and
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©)

6

0)

- ®

©)

supervising the work irrvolved. To determine whether a DBE is perform-
ing a commercially useful function, Metro shall evaluate the amount of
work subcontracted, industry practices and other relevant factors.

Consistent with normal industry practices, a DBE may enter into
subcontracts. If a DBE contractor subcontracts a significantly greater -
portion of the work of the contract than would be expected on the basis of
normal industry practices, the DBE shall be presumed not to be
performing a commercially useful function. The DBE may present
evidence to Metro to rebut this presumption. Metro's decision on the
rebuttal of this presumption is subject to review by USDOT for
USDOT-assrsted contracts.

A DBE which provides both Iabor and materials may count toward its

'disadvantaged business goals expenditures for materials and supplies

obtained from other than DBE suppliers and manufacturers, provided that
the DBE contractor assumes the actual and contractual responsibility for
the provision of the materials and supplies.

Metro shall count its entire expenditure to'a DBE manufacturer (i.e., a
supplier that produces goods from raw materials or substantlally alters
them before resale).

Metro shall count toward the goals 60 percent of its expenditures to DBE
suppliers that are not manufacturers, provided that the DBE stipplier

performs a commercially useful function in the supply process.

When USDOT funds are passed-through by Metro to other agencies, any
contracts made with those funds and any DBE. participation in those
contracts shall only be counted toward Metro's goals. Likewise, any

" USDOT funds passed-through to Metro from other agencies and then used

for contracting shall count only toward that agency's goals. Project
managers responsible for administration of pass-through agreements shail
include the followmg language in those agreements

(A) Policy. It is the policy of the Department of Transportation that
disadvantaged business enterprises as defined in 49 CFR Part 23
shall have the maximum opportunity to participate in the perfor-
mance of contracts financed in whole or in part with federal funds
under this agreement. Consequently, the DBE requrrements of 49
CFR Part 23 apply to this agreement. .

(B) . DBE Obligation. The recipient or its contractor agrees to ensure

that disadvantaged business enterprises as defined in 49 CFR Part
23 have the maximum opportunity to participate in the performance
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of contracts and subcontracts financed in whole or in part with
federal funds provided under this agreement. In this regard, all
recipients or contractors shall take all necessary and reasonable
steps in accordance with 49 CFR Part 23 to ensure that
disadvantaged business enterprises have the maximum opportunity
to compete for and perform contracts. Recipients and their
contractors shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color,
national origin or sex in the award and performance of
USDOT-assisted contracts.

(b) DBE participation shall be counted toward meeting annual goals as follows: .

(1)  Except asotherwise provided below, the total dollar value of any contract
’ which is to be performed by a DBE is counted toward meeting annual
goals. :

(2) - The pfcvisions. of paragraphs (a)(2) through (a)(8) of this section,
pertaining to contract goals, shall apply equally to annual goals.

2.04.380 Compliance and Enforcement:

(@  Metro shall reserve the right, at all times durmg the penod of any contract, to
monitor compliance with the terms of this chapter and the contract and with any representation
. made by a contractor prior to contract award pertaining to DBE participation in the contract

®) The LlalSOIl Officer may require, at any stage of contract completlon documented
proof from the contractor of actual DBE participation.

' RFP1107.ATT
be
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ATTACHMENT B2

DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS PROGRAM COMPLIANCE FORM

(To be submitted with ' Proposal)

Name of Metro Project:

Name of Contractor:

Address: -

Phone;

In accordance with Metro's Disadvantaged Business Program,' the above-named contractor has
fully met the contract's DBE Utilization Goal and will subcontract 13 percent of the contract -
amount to DBE(s).

Authorized Signature " Date

DBE1102.FRM
be



' . ATTTACHMENT B3
DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISES UTILIZATION FORM

1. Name of Metro Project

2. Name of Contractor

Address of Conﬁ'actor

3. The above-named contractor intends to subcontract
following Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs):

percent of the contract amount to the

Names, Contact Persons, Addresses

and Phone Numbers of DBE Firms " Dollar Value of
- Antici II‘l"' | N ¢ Paticinati Particinati
Total
Amount of Total Contract

DBE Percent of Total Contract

Authorized Signature

Daté:

THIS FORM 1S TO BE COMPLETED, SIGNED AND SUMITTED
BY THE CILOSE OF THE NEXT WORKING DAY FOLLOWING
BID OPENING/PROPQOSAL SUBMISSION

DBE1103.FRM/bc "
11/3/94
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2.3 Air Quality Impacts

~ Purpose: The air quality analysis will evaluate potential environmental 1mpacts on air
quality from the proposed project alternatives and options.

" Tasks: The air quality analyses will evaluate short-term impacts during construction and
long-term impacts from operation of the alternatives. Appropriate mitigation measures to
reduce or eliminate these impacts will be assessed.

Data: Following is a brief descnptlon of the main data that will be required for thc air
quality impacts analysis.

1 PM peak-hour traffic volumes and travel speeds for all affected i'oadways.

2 The average signal ¢ycle length and average red time length, PM peak-hour traffic
‘volume for each lane, and the actual speed in absence of delay caused by signals
during highest annual peak one-hour at all affected key intersections.

3 The vchicie miles traveled and average speed for the project area.

4 The use and release of toxic air pollutants.

5 - Engineering drawings of transportation facilities.

6 Existing air quality data. |

7  Location of non-atta.in_ment areaS; status of redesignation requests to attainment.

8 Potential revisions to State Implementation Plan.

9  Parameters for modeling vehicle emissions (regionally anfl at impacted intersectior;s).

10 Meteorological data. |

11 Description of Project conformity requirements.

12 Identification of sensitive receptors (e.g. hospitals, schools)

Work completed to date: m;ne

Products: The product of the air quahty impacts analysis will be a results report, based

on the attached outline, with supporting analysis, findings, conclusions, and
recommendations. The Results Report will also serve as a resource document for indirect
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source construction permits and non-source point parking lot permit applications that

could be required for construction of the selected alternative.

Outline for Air Quality Impacts Results Rebort:

S Summary

1. Introduction
1.1 Background .
1.2 Purpose and Need
1.3 Alternatives Considered

2. Agency Coordination and Involvement

3. Methodology
: 3.1 Regulations and Standards
3.2 Air Quality Analysis Requirements for Conformity
3.3 Existing Air Quality
3.4 Selection of Receptor Sites for Hot Spot Analysis
- at improved intersections
- at Park and Ride Sites

- atintersections negatively impacted during consu'uctlon

3.5 Emission Factors

3.6 Dispersion Modeling
3.7 Burden Analysis

3.8 Impact Analysis

3.9 Construction Impacts
3.10Mitigation Measures

4, Affected Environment
4.1 Regulations
4.1.1 Air Quality Standards
4.1.2 Non-Attainment Areas
4.1.3 State Implementation Plans
4.1.4 Indirect Source Construction Permlt
4.2 Existing Air Quality
4.2.1 Regional Emissions
4.2.2 Corridor Emissions

4.2.3 Site Specific Emissions (e.g. Park and Ride sites) and Concentrations

4.2.4 Monitoring Sites

4.2.5 Carbon Monoxide

4.2.6 Ozone/Ozone Precursors
4.2.7 Particulate Matter

4.2.8 Other Pollutants
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4.3 Climate/Meteorologiéal impacts
4.4 Health Effects of Air Pollution

5. Environmental Consequences
5.1 Long Term Impacts (year 2015)
5.1.1 No-Build Alternative
5.1.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.1.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

5.2 Short Term Impacts (Construction)
' 5.2.1 No-Build Alternative
5.2.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
.5.2.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

.5.3 Mitigation Measures
5.3.1 Construction Impacts
5.3.2 Long Term Impacts

6. References

7. Appendix

2.4 Noise ahd Vibration Impacts

Purpose: The purpose of the acoustical study is to identify impacts and identify
mitigation measures and designs that minimize adverse noise and vibration impacts, due to
- the LRT Alternative(s), to the adjoining uses.

Tasks: The analysis will present the noise and vibration criteria, assessment of the
existing ambient noise and vibration environment, estimates of noise and vibration levels
from LRT operations and change in relative noise levels along major highways and
roadways with the change in traffic volumes and road configuration, including buses for-
the No-Build Alternative.

Data: Following is a brief description of the main data that will be required for the noise
and vibration impacts analysis.

1. Traffic volumes and speeds along major roads for existing conditions and the No-
Build Alternative.

2 Physical locations of, and concept plans for, bus transit centers and park ‘and ride lots.

3 Physical locations of building adjacent to LRT Alignments.
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4 Exisﬁng ambient noise measurements along the LRT Alignments

5 Locations of physical changcs in roadways (i.e. areas where the roadway is to be
widened). :

6 Information regarding introduction of any new bus routes.

7 LRT speeds along the LRT alignments, track design type, soil types and elevation of
track with respect to surrounding environment.

Work Completed to date: none.

Products: The product of the noise and vibration analysis will be a Results Report, based
on the attached outline, with supporting analysis, findings, conclusions, and
recommendations.

Outline for Noise and Vibration Impacts Results Report:
S Summary

1 Introduction ,
1.1 Background
1.2 Purpose and Need
1.3 Alternatives Considered

2 Agency Coordination and Involvement

3 Methodology

3.1 Noise Background and Tcrmmology
3.1.1 Noise
3.1.2 Vibration

3.2 Related Laws, Regulations and Standards
3.2.1 Highway Noise
3.2.2 LRT Noise Standards
3.2.3 Vibration Standards

3.3 Acoustical Monitoring Methodology

3.4 LRT Noise and Vibration Monitoring Methodology

3.5 Measurement Locations

3.6 Acoustical Modeling Procedures

4  Affected Environment _
4.1 Land Use and Sensitive Receptors
4.2 Noise Monitoring Program
4.3 Existing Noise Levels - South/North Corridor
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4.4 Existing Noise Levels - Banfield LRT
4.5 Vibration Monitoring Program
4.6 Existing Vibration Levels

-5 Environmental Consequences
5.1 Projected Noise Levels Resulting from LRT Operations
5.2 LRT Wheel Squeel Impacts
5.3 Noise from Ancillary Facilities
5.4 Projected Groundborne Vibration Levels Due to LRT Operations
5.5 Assessment of Road Traffic and Bus Noise Impact Analysis
5.6 Construction Noise and Vibration Impacts

6. References
7. Appendix
7.1 Glossary of Acoustical Terms
2.5 Hydrology and Water Quality Impacts

Purpose' The purpose of the Hydrology and Water Quality technical analysis is to assess
potential effects of the project alternatives and options on water quahty and hydrology in
the drainage basins affected by project altematlvcs o

Tasks: The analysis will qualitatively and quantitatively evaluate water quality and storm
water impacts associated with both the construction and operation phases of the project
for each proposed alternative and LRT options under consideration, identify significant

problem areas, and discuss possible mitigation strategies.

Data: Following is a brief description of the main data that will be required for the
hydrology and water quality impacts analysis. .

1 Flow data for all rivers, streams, or créeks crossed by project alternatives.
2 Floodway and Floodplain data.
3 Current status of water quality for water bodies in project area.

4 Description of existing or planned water quaiity monitoring programs in the study
area, and written assessment of the potential for coordination with these programs.

5 Water quality standards, storm water treatment guldclmes, and erosion/sediment
control guidelines for thc study area.
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11

12

13

Existing regulations for storm water diséhargc into local systems.

Engineering drawings indicating locations of all proposed construction, and other
improvements and areas of excavation and fill.

Identification of proposed parking areas, staﬁdns and bus storage sites that have
adequate space for on-site storm water detention/treatment facilities.

Description of storm water control components of LRT facilities.

Identification of construction areas with existing sewer, storm water or water lines,
and description of any proposed modifications or hook-ups to the identified lines.

Hydraulic characteristics of new bridges.

Mitigation measures under active consideration.

Work Completed to date: None.

Products: The product will be a Results Report, based on the attached outline, with

supporting analysis, findings, conclusions, and recommendations.

»

Outline for Water Quality and Hydroiogy Impacts Results Report:

S

1.

Summary

Introduction

1.1 Background

1.2 Purpose and Need

1.3 Alternatives Considered

Agency Coordination and Involvement

Methodology
3.1 Field Reconnaissance and Data Collection
3.2 Analysis of Water Quality and Hydrology Impacts

33 Mmgatxon Measures

Affected anironmcnt

4.1 Watersheds of the Study Area

4.2 Surface Waters Crossed by the Study Alternatives
4.3 Regional Water Quality
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Environmental Consequences

5.1 Introduction ‘

5.2 Long Term Impacts (year 2015)
5.2.1 No Build Alternative
35.2.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.2.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

5.3 Short Term Impacts (Construction)

Mitigation Measures
6.1 Water Quality Mitigation
6.2 Hydrology and Floodplains

References

Appendix

2.6 Section 106 - Historic, Archaeological and Cultural Resources Impacts

Purpose: The purpose of this analysis is to fulfill the requireinents of the National
Historic Preservation Act, commonly referred to as Section 106.

Tasks:

1.

Inventory of Resources. The evaluation will begin with an inventory of known and
potential historic, archaeological and cultural resources within the project corridor.
An Archaeological Reconnaissance of the areas of potential impact will be required.
Identified potential resources will be evaluated for eligibility in the National Register
of Historic Places. National Register eligibility determinations (and determinations of
non-eligibility) must be documented and approved by the State Historic Preservation
Officer's (SHPO's) and may be submitted to the Department of Interior for approval.

Evaluation of Effect. Resources that are found to be on or eligible for the National
Register will be evaluated for potential effects from the project alternatives and
options. A preliminary analysis of the evaluation of effects must be developed and
included in the Results Report and preliminarily reviewed by the SHPO's. Where
adverse effects occur to identified resources, coordination with the 4(f) analysis may -
be required. (Note: The formal "Determination of Effect” forms will be prepared in
conjunction with the FEIS after the Locally Preferred Alternative is selected.

Mitigation. Where an identified resource could be affected by one of the project
alternatives, evaluation of possible mitigation measures will be identified. A -
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) will be drafted in conjunction with the FEIS that

Page A-17 South/North DEIS Scope of Work February 14, 1995



will define the formal mitigation commitments and must be coordinated with the
Advisory Council for Historic Preservation (ACHP), FTA, the SHPO's, Metro, Tri-
Met, C-TRAN and possibly the applicable jurisdictions.)

Data: Following is a brief description of the main data that will be required for the
Historic, archaeological and cultural impacts analysis. -

1  The local jurisdictions have done Historic Resdurcc inventories. A listing of potential
historic resources (including districts) within the project area will be compiled from
the jurisdictions. Additional resource identification will be required.

2 An archaeological reconnaissance of the project corridor.

3 Determination of the National Register eligibility or non-eligibility for all potentlal
Tesources.

4 Prcliminary "Determinations of Effect" for eligible resources in the corridor.

Work Completed to Date: A number of potential historic resources within the LRT
Corridor have been 1dent1ﬁed Some inventory work is underway.

Products: Documcntatlon of the process, analysis, findings, conclusions and
recommendations will be presented in the results report. Specific research and
documentation will be required for the "Determination of Eligibility" forms, (and
documentation of non-eligibility when resources are determined not to be eligible for the
national register). The final "Determination of Effect" forms and MOA will be prepared
in support of the FEIS.

Outline for Sectlon 106 Impacts; Hlstorlc, Archaeological and Cultural Resources
Results Report:

S. Summary

1. Introduction
~ 1.1 Background
1.2 Purpose and Need
1.3 Alternatives Considered

2. Agency Coordination and Involvement

3. Methodology
3.1 Inventory of Resources
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3.2 National Register and National Register Eligible Resources
3.3 Application of Criteria of Effect and Adverse Effect
3.4 Mitigation Measures

4. Affected Environment
4.1 Historic and Cultural Resources
4.2 Archaeological Resources

5. Environmental Consequences

5.1 Long Term Impacts (year 2015)
5.1.1 No-Build Alternative
5.1.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.1.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

5.2 Short Term Impacts (Construction)
5.2.1 No-Build Alternative
5.2.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.2.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

5.3 Mitigation Measures
. 6. References
7. Appendix
7.1 Historic Context Statement
7.2 Archaeological Reconnaissance

7.3 Comments and Coordination Documentation
7.4 Eligibility Forms .

2.7 4(f) - Park land, Recreation Area, Wildlife and Waterfowl Refuge Impacts

Purpose: The 4(f) analysis is intended to fulfill federal transportation requirements with

respect to publicly owned public parks, recreation areas or wildlife and waterfowl refuges, o

or significant historic sites.

Tasks: All potential rcsburces (both 4(f) and 6(f)) that could be impacted by any of the
alternatives will be identified. Evaluation of potential impacts of the project alternatives
on the identified resources will be completed. Where use of identified resources would be

caused by one or more of the alternatives, a no prudent or feasible alternatives analysis
will be completed..
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Data: Inventory data on all potential 4(f) resources in the corridor must be compiled.
Work Completed to date: none

Products: The product will be a results report, based on the attached outline, with
supporting analysis, findings, conclusions, and recommended mitigation. The results
report will also serve as the Draft 4(f) documentation for review by the Department of
Interior. The final 4(f) document will be prcpared in conjunctlon with the Final
Environmental Impact Statement. ‘

Outline for 4(f) Impacts Park Lands, Recreatlon Areas, Wildlife and Waterfowl
Refuges Resiilts Report:

S Summary

1. Introduction
1.1 Background
1.2 Purpose and Need |
1.3 Alternatives Considered

2. Agcncy Coordination and Involvement

3. Methodology
3.1 Related Laws and Regulatlons
3.2 Inventory of Resources
3.3 Determination of Impacts
3.4 Avoidance Alternatives
3.5 Mitigation

4. Affected Environment
4.1 Parkland Resources
4.2 Historic and Cultural Resources
4.3 Archaeological Resources

5. Environmental Consequences - Draft 4(f) Evaluation
5.1 Long Term Impacts (year 2015)
5.1.1 No-Build Alternative
5.1.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.1.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

5.2 Short Term Impacts (Construction)

5.2.1 No-Build Alternative
5.2.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
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523 Short Terminus Alternative(s)
53 Avoidan;:é Alternatives
5.4 Mitigation Measures
5.5 Concludiné 4(f) Statement
6. References

7. Appendix -
7.1 Archaeological Rcconnalssance
- 7.2 Coordination Documentation

2.8 Hazardous Maferials Impacts .

- Note: The Hazardous Materials analysis will not be performed by the consultant team.
ODOT and WSDOT will be assisting in this analysis

" Purpose: The purpose of the Hazardous materials investigation is to identify and
characterize all known or potential hazardous materials sites that may be affected by any
of the proposcd alternatives.

Tasks: Identify all known or suspected hazardous materials sites that may be affected by

~any of the proposed alternatives. Each identified site will be evaluated to determine the
potential human health risk, and the potential for and extent of environmental, engineering
and liability risks. Where necessary, options will be explored for avoiding or rmtlgatmg
the constraints associated with each: site.

Data: Followmg is a brief description of the main data that will be required for the
hazardous materials impacts analysis.

1 Engineering drawings (plan and profiles) showing locations of existing right-of-way,
proposed right-of-way and acquisitions.

2 Historic land use data for areas within and adjacent to identified light rail alignments.

3 Current databases from Oregon's Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) and
Washington's Department of Ecology for underground storage tanks, known spill

sites, fully-regulated hazardous waste generators, small quantity generators and EPA
CERCLIS listings.
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4  Data on identified hazardous materials sites, available through on-site rev1ew of
agency files. '

Work Completed to date' A draft report evaluating the LRT alternative has been
prepared by ODOT for the Oregon'portion of the corridor.  No data has been compiled
for the Washington Portion of the corridor. -

Products: The product will be a results report, based on the attached outline, with
supporting analysis, findings, conclusions, and recommendations.

Outline for Hazardous Materials Impacts Results Report
S Summary

1. Introduction
1.1 Background
1.2 Purpose and Need
1.3 Alternatives Considered

2. Agency Coordination and Involvement

- 3. Methodology

3.1 Identification and Characterization of Known Hazardous Materials Sites
3.2 Identification and Characterization of Potential Sites

3.3 Hazardous Materials Evaluations and Recommendations

4. Affected Environment

5.” Environmental Consequences
- 5.1 Long Term Impacts (year 2015)
5.1.1 No-Build Alternative
5.1.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.1.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

5.2 Short Term Impacts (Construction)
5.2.1 No Build Alternative
5.2.2 LRT Build Alternative
5.1.3 Short Terminus Altcrnatlvc(s)

5.3 Mitigation Measures

5.3.1 Pre-construction
5.3.2 Construction
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5.33 Oéeration
6. References -
7. Appendix
2.9 Geological Impacts
Note: The Geological analysis will riot be performed by the consultant team.
Pui'pose.‘ The objeétive of the geoldgy investigation is to identify existing geologic and

soil characteristics and evaluate if they present any 51gmﬁcant limitations to any of the
project alternatives.

Tasks: The investigation will identify existing geologic characteristics and soil types in’
the area of associated project improvements. The analysis will evaluate potential impacts
or limitations associated with both the construction and operation of the proposed
alternatives, including erosion and slope stability impacts. Strategies will be identified to
avoid or mitigate impacts.

Data: Following is a brief description of the main data that will be required for the
‘geology and soil impacts analysis.

1 Engineering drawings (plan and profiles) showing locations for all proposed
construction, including LRT stations, park and ride lots, transit centers, bndgcs,
embankments and all areas requmng filling or excavation.

2 Engineering estimates of cut and fill volumes.

3 Locations and estimates of areas to be cleared of vegetation. .

4 Engmecnng methods specifically proposed for mitigating potential slope stablhty
impacts.

5 Proposed erosion control plans.

6 Areas identified as Prime and Unique Farmland from the local area Soil Conservation
Districts (USDA Soil Conservation Service). '

7 City and County erosion control specifications.

Work Completed to date: None
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Product: The product will be a results report, bascd on the attached outline, w1th

supporting analysis, findings, conclusions, and recommendations.

Outline for Geology and Soils Impacts Results Report: ,'

S

L.

~ Summary

Introduction

_ 1.1 Background

1.2 Purpose and Need
1.3 Alternatives Considered

Agency Coordination and Involvement
Methodology

Affected Environment

4.1 Physiography

4.2 Geology

4.3 Soils _

4.4 Earthquake Hazards

4.5 Soil and Rock Resources

Environmental Consequences

5.1 Long Term Impacts (year 2015)
5.1.1 No-Build Alternative
5.1.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.1.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s) .

5.2 Short Term Impacts (Construction)
5.2.1 No Build Alternative
5.2.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.2.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)
5.3 Mitigation Measures

References

Appendix
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2.10 Displacefnent and Relocation Impacts

Purpose: The objective of the Displacement and Relocation investigation is to identify
residents, businesses and access that would be displaced due to project improvements.
The analysis will present a comparison of impacts for each of the proposed alternatives.
A relocation study will discuss relocation requirements, opportunities and relocation
assistance measures. The analysis, findings and mitigation will be presented in the results
report. :

Tasks: The evaluation will identify potential displacemeénts associated with project
improvements. . The analysis will evaluate potential impacts associated with both the
construction and operation of the proposed alternatives. Strategies will be identified to
avoid or mitigate impacts where possible.

Data: Following is a brief description of the main data that will be required for the
Displacement and Relocation impacts analysis.

1 - Engineering drawings (plaﬁ and profiles) showing locations for all proposed
construction, including LRT stations, park and ride lots, transit centers, bridges,
embankments and all areas requiring filling or excavation.

2 Locations of existing right-of-way, proposed right-of-way and acquisitions.

3 Identification of Social/Economic status of potenﬁ'al displaced persons and . .
businesses.

4 Identification of potential locations/availability of relocation opportunities.

5 Preliminary Identification of construction staging requirements for major facilities
such as new bridges.

Work Completed to date: None

- Product: The product will be a results report, based on the attached outline, with
supporting analysis, findings, conclusions, and recommendations.

Outline for Displacement and Relocation Impacts Results Report:
S Summary
1. Introduction

1.1 Background -

1.2 Purpose and Need
1.3 Alternatives Considered
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2. Agency Coordination and Involvement

3. Methodology

© 3.1 Overview
3.2 Research and Field Investigation
3.3 Engineering Drawings : '
3.4 Description and Analysis of Displacement and Relocation
3.5 Relocation Requirements and Mitigation

4, Affected Environment

5. Environmental Consequences .
5.1 Long Term Impacts (year 2015)
5.1.1 No-Build Alternative
5.1.2 LRT Build Alternative
5.1.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

5.2 Short Term Impacts (Construction)
5.2.1 No-Build Alternative
5.2.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
'5.2.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

5.3 Mitigation Measures
6. References

7. Appendix

2.11 Social and Neighborhoods Impacts

Purpose: The purpose of the social and neighborhood impacts investigation is to
evaluate potential impacts to continued neighborhood viability and cohesion. The analys1s
will present an assessment of the effect of the proposed improvements on access within
neighborhood units and on the actual or perceived quality of life within neighborhood
units. The analysis will also consider changes in neighborhood access to social
institutions and services (i.e. schools, government offices, hospitals, religious institutions,
police, etc) as a result of project alternatives. Mitigation measures which could reduce
adverse impacts will be presented and evaluated. The analysis, coordination, findings and
mitigation will be presented in the results report.

Tasks: The evaluation will identify potential impacts to neighborhoods, disadvantaged

populations and communities associated with project improvements. The analysis will
evaluate potential impacts associated with both the construction and operation of the
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proposed altematlves Strategies will be identified to avoid or mmgate impacts where
possible.

Data: Following is a bncf description of the main data that will be required for the Soc1al
and Nelghborhoods impacts analys1s

1 Engineering drawings (plan and profiles) showing locations for all proposéd
construction, including LRT stations, park and ride lots, transit centers, bridges,
embankmcnts and-all areas requlnng ﬁlhng or excavation.

2 Idcnuficauon of nc1ghborhoods and commumhcs in the corridor.

3 Identification of disadvantaged populations (minority, elderly and handlcappcd) in
the corridor.

Work Completed to date: None

Products: The product will be a results report, based on the attached outline, with
supporting analysis, findings, conclusions, and recommendations.

Outline for Social and Neighborhood Impacts Results Report -
S Surﬁmary
1. Introduction

1.1 Background

1.2 Purpose and Need
1.3 Alternatives Considered

2. Public Participation and Agency Coordination
2.1 Introduction
2.2 Local, Regional, State and Federal Participation
2.3 Community Participation
2.4 Public Information Program
2.5 Public Involvement Program
2.6 Documentation

3. Methodology
3.1 Overview
3.2 Related Laws and Regulations
3.3 Methodology
3.4 Mitigation Measures
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4. Affected Environment
4.1 Population Characteristics
4.2 Economic Characteristics
4.3 Housing Characteristics
4.4 Community Facilities and Services
4.5 Neighborhood Descriptions

5. Environmental Consequences
5.1 Long Term Impacts (year 2015)
5.1.1 No-Build Alternative
5.1.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.1.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

- 5.2 Short Term Impacts (Construction)
5.2.1 No-Build Alternative
5.2.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.2.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

5.3 Mitigation Measures
6. References

7. Appendix

2.12 Ecdsystems Impacts

Purpose: The purpose of the ecosystems analysis is to provide an overall description of
the ecosystems that may be affected by the proposed alternatives, and then evaluate the
~ potential impacts of the project alternatives on the identified resources.

Tasks: The analysis will identify and provide descriptions of the existing habitat types
and wildlife that occur in the project corridor. Sensitive habitats, such as wetlands, and
sensitive, threatened or endangered specxcs that may occur in the project area will be
identified and impacts to these resources will be evaluated. Analysis to avoid impacts to
_sensitive resources will be completed in conformance with local, state and federal
regulatlons Mitigation measures will be presented and evaluated.

This task will also include the initial dcvelopmeht of a Biological Assessment. The draft
outline for this Biological Assessment is included in Appendix F.

Data: Following is a brief description of the main data that will be requlred for the
ecosystems impacts analysis.
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1  Definition of the amount of vcgctauon clearmg, gradmg and filling w1thm the
alternative ri ights-of-way. .

2  Engineering drawings of all stream and wetland crossings. .
3 Current plan and profile drawings of all associated facilities.

Work Completed to date: Some natural resource agency regulatory personnel have
been contacted and have participated in discussions of the LRT alternative. Avoidance
measures have been incorporated in the project design as the design has evolved.

Products: The product will be a results report, based on the attached outline, with
supporting analysis, findings, conclusions, and recommendations. The results report will
also serve as technical support documentation for the local, state and federal wetlands and
ﬂoodplam alteration permits.

Outline for Ecosystems Impacts Results Report:

Sngmary

1. Introduction
1.1 Background
1.2 Purpose and Need
1.3 Alternatives Considered

2. Agency Coordination and Involvement

3. Methodology
3.1 Related Laws and Regulations
3.2 Methodology
3.2.1 Vegetation and Wildlife
3.2.2 Wetlands
3.3.3 Fish Resources
3.3.4 Impact Analysis and Mitigation

4. Affected Environment
4.1 Vegetation

4.2 Wildlife
4.2 Wetlands
4.3 Fish Resources

5. Environmental Consequences

Page A-29 South/North DEIS Scope of Work February 14, 1995



5.1 Long Term Impacts (year 2015)
. 5.1.1 No Build Alternative -
5.1.2 LRT Alternative(s)
5.1.3 Short Terminus Altcmatlvc(s)

5.2 Short Term Impacts (Construction)
5.2.1 No Build Alternative
5.2:2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.2.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

5.3 Mitigation Measures
6. References :

7. Appendix

2.13 Visual Quality and Aesthetics Impacts

Purpose: The purpose of the Visual Quality and Aesthetics investigation is to evaluate
potential impacts of the project altematlvcs on the visual quality and overall aesthetic
value of the project corridor.

Tasks: Existing visual quality will be defined for segments of the project area and
impacts will be assessed in terms of the extent of visual change and the viewer response to
the project improvements. Where visual quality is decreased by project improvements,
mitigation measures will be proposed. Approximately 50 visual simulations will be
prepared to illustrate the LRT Build Alternative at a variety of locations with various
options.

Data: Following is a brief description of the main data that will be requlred for the visual
quality and aesthetics i 1mpacts analysis.

1 Engineering drawings showing locations of existing right-of-way and acquisitions
associated with all the alternatives.

2 Descriptions of the passenger stations, park and ride facilities, track systems and any
other proposed project components.

Work Completed to date: Preliminary investigation and 1dent1ficat10n of the affected
environment in selected locations.

Products: The product will be a results report, based on the attached outline, with
supporting analysis, findings, conclusions, and recommendations.
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Outline for Visual Quality and Aesthetics Impacts Results Report:

S . Summary

1. Introduction
1.1 Background
1.2 Purpose and Need
1.3 Alternatives Considered

2. Agency Coordination and Involvement

3. Methodology -
3.1 Affected Environment
3.2 View Sheds
3.3 Constraints and Opportunities
3.4 Viewer Response
3.5 Significant Impacts
3.6 Analysis
3.7 Mitigation

4. Affected Environment
‘4.1 Definition of the Visual Envuonment
4.2 Existing Visual Conditions

5. Envuonmental Consequences
5.1 Long Term Impacts (year 2015)
5.1.1 No-Build Alternative
5.1.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.1.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)

5.2 Short Term Impacts kConstruction)
5.2.1 No-Build Alternative
5.2.2 LRT Build Alternative(s) -
5.1.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)
- 5.3 Mitigation Measures

6. References

7. Appendix

2.14 Land Use and Economic Activity Impacts
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Purpose: The purpose of the land use and economic activity investigation is to evaluate
potential impacts of the project alternatives on existing and planned land use patterns and
development trends of the region, corridor and proposed LRT station areas.

Tasks: The analyses will evaluate the potential for development, redevelopment and
related land use and economic impacts that could result from the development of the
project alternatives. Investigations will evaluate potential impacts within one half mile of
each potential LRT station on population, businesses and employment. The analysis will
include an evaluation of regional and jurisdictional plans and policies for land use,
transportation, and economic development. Mitigation measures will be proposed where _
adverse impacts are identified.

Data: Following is a brief description of the main data that will be reqmred for the land
use and econormc impacts analys1s

1 Estimate of construction costs.

2 Locai and system-wide traffic impacts report.

3 Service and Pa&onage forecast's;

4 Population and employment fc;recasts.

5 Updated RTP and adopted 2040 concept plan,

6 Number of new jobs c'reated for LRT maintenance and operation.’

7 | Number of job displacements.

8 Aerial photos of corridors.

9 Plaﬁned or proposed development information.

10 Engineering drawings showing locations of existing right-of-way and acquisitions.
11 Local jurisdiction comprehensive plans and policy documents. h

Work Completed to date: Prehmmary investigation and 1dcnnﬁcat10n of the affected
environment.

Product: The product will be a results report, based on the following outline, with
supporting analysis, findings, conclusions, and recommendations.
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Work Completed to Date: none.

Products: The product of the energy analysis will be a Results Report, based on the
attached outline, with supporting analysis, findings, conclusions, and recommendations.

Outline for Energy Impacts Results Report:
S Summafy

1. Introduction
- 1.1 Background
1.2 Purpose and Need
1.3 Alternatives Considered

2. Agency Coordination and Involvement

3. Methodology
3.1 Year 2015 Operating Energy Usage
3.2 Indirect Impact Assessment of Construction Energy Usage

4. Affected Environment -
4.1 Petroleum
4.2 Electricity
4.3 Other Supplies
4.4 Existing Energy Consumption in the Study Area

5. Environmental Consequences
‘5.1 Long Term Impacts (year 2015)
5.1.1 No-Build Alternative
5.1.2 LRT Build Alternative
5.1.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)
3.2 Short Term Impacts (Construction)
5.2.1 No-Build Alternative
5.2:2 LRT Build Alternative A
- 5.2.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)
5.3 Summary of Energy Consumption
5.4 Mitigation Measures

6. References

7. Appendix ,
7.1 Modeling Input Parameters
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5.9 Mitigation Measures
5.9.1 Long Term Impacts (2015)
5.9.2 Construction Impacts
6. References

7. Appendix

2.2 Energy 'Impacts ,
Purpose: The purpose of the énergy analysis is to identify and evaluate the impacts on
energy usage from construction and operation of the proposed project alternatives and
options.
Tasks: The analysis will estimate energy consumed by construction of each of the
alternatives and energy saved by the operation of the Light Rail Transit alternatives.
Mitigation measures to reduce impacts to energy consumption will be discussed.

Data: Following is a brief description of some of the data that would be required‘ for the
energy evaluation. '

1  The vehicle miles traveled, annualizatidn factor and average speed for gasolinc and
diesel automobiles, trucks, buses, and motorcycles.

2  Daily energy consumption for the same vehicles.

3 Banfield LRT daily energy consumption.

4 Estimated Westside LRT daily enérgy consumption.

5 Estimated Iiiusbo;o Extension LRT daily energy consumption.
6 | Vehicle (auto and .bus) maintenance daily energy consumption.
7 Maiptenance facﬂity daily energy consumption. |

8 Park and Ride daily energy consumption.

9  Construction Costs of individual facilities: roadway improvéments, transit ccnters;
park and ride lots, bus maintenance facility, bus shelters and miles of track.

10 Regional energy production and consumption
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3.6

3.6.1

3.6.2

-3.6.3

- Firms should not assume any action has been taken unless they receive specific notification

from Metro. Metro will attempt to notlﬁr all firms of any changes to the schedule herein. In
the event it becomes necessary to revise any part of the RFP, addenda will be provided to all
firms who request the RFP from Metro. If any firm has reason to doubt whether Metro is
aware of a firm's interest, it is the responsibility of the firm to notify Metro.

General Proposal/Contract Conditions ' N

Limitation and Award
This RFP does not commit Metro to the_award of a contract, nor to pay any costs incurred in
the preparation and submission of proposals in anticipation of a contract. Metro reserves the

- right to accept or reject any or all proposals received as a result of this request, to negotiate

with all qualified sources, or to cancel or modify all or a part of this RFP.
Contract Type

Metro intends to award a personal services contract for this study with the selected firm. A
copy of the standard form contract which the successful contractor will be required to execute
is included as Attachment C, Contract Requirements. Any issues or concerns with respect to
this standard contract form must be raised within the proposal and resolved during this RFP
process. Metro will not consider issues related to the standard form contract raised after
selection..

Billing Procedures

Proposers are informed that the billing procedures of the selected firm are subject to the
review and prior approval of Metro before reimbursement of services can occur. A monthly
billing, accompanied by a progress report, will be prepared by the consultant for review and
approval by Metro. :

The contractor will submit invoices and monthly progress reports to Metro for 100% of the
actual costs they have incurred up to the limits specified in the contract for activities defined in
the contract scope of work. When funds are received by Metro from C-TRAN and other
funding sources, Metro will compensate the parties directly for their invoice.

Metro will review the invoices for consistency with the Scope of Work and the consultant's
contract and will approve or reject as appropriate. Based on the invoices submitted by the
consultant and including Metro's own expenses, Metro will submit a reimbursement request to
C-TRAN and to other funding sources as required. When funds are received by Metro from
C-TRAN and other funding sources, Metro will compensate the consultant directly for their
invoice. Invoices from the consultant must be detailed by date, task performed, individual



-3.64

4.1

4.1.1

412

413

- performing work, hours per task, rate per hour, and cost per task. Reimbursable expenses

incurred by consultants shall be itemized and shall be detailed by copies of invoices for all non- ‘
travel expenses.

Validity Period and Authority
All proposals shall be valid for a period of at least ninety (90) days, commencing with the
proposal due date, and shall contain a statement to that effect. The proposal shall contain the

name, title, address and telephone number of an individual or individuals with authority to
bind the contractor.

Documentation and Presentations

Comprehensive information shall be submitted in a clear and concise manner and in the
prescribed format to address the following.

Statements of Qualification

Statements of Qualifications are submitted using the forms prowded in Attachment E. Firms
shall submit the following items in there Statements of Qualification:

Lette}' of Interest

The letter of interest should clearly state the capabilities of the proposers. It should clearly
define the firms involved, with a clear designation of prime consultant, sub consultants and the
lead contact persons for all teams. Also, it should include a statement that the proposal will
remain in effect for ninety (90) days after receipt by Metro. The letter of interest may contain
any other information not shown on the Statements of Qualification forms, however this letter
should not exceed two pages in length.

Forms

Forms must be completed for each firm involved. The certification shall be signed by the
prime proposer only. The consultant shall submit the mformatlon using the format provided in
Attachment E.

Questions

Complete answers to the following questions. Limit the total response for all five questions to
ten pages. Restate each question before providing an answer. '

L. Describe the depth of your team's environmental analysis (SEPA and NEPA) DEIS
experience and skills including but not limited to analyses conducted under FTA
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42.1

regulations. Relate that experience to your understanding of the project and the scope of
work. Include projects in the project example forms. Emphasize your team's proposed
project personnel and their direct and related experience.

. 2. Drawing from your proposed Work Plan, staffing assignments and budget, describe your

" team's capacity to complete the work within the study's proposed schedule included within
the RFP.

3. Describe your firm's and personnel's past performance on contracts with Metro, other
government agencies or bodies, or private industry. Emphasize your ability to control
costs, meet schedules and to comply with federal, state and local regulations.

4. Describe the depth of your firm's and team member's ability and experience in
“communicating technical information effectively with staff, elected officials, neighborhood
groups and other audiences. :

- 5. Describe your team's depth of experience and skill in preparing and compiling large

complex documents, quickly and accurately. Emphasize any EIS or AA projects.

6. Describe your proposed document production approach including coordination with
technical analysxs coordination across technical disciplines and management of the
document revision process. :

Proposals
Work Plan

Provide a description of the proposed methodology for carrying out the work tasks described
in this RFP. This discussion of the work plan should be clearly separated into the components
outlined in the Scope of Work and should clearly delineate whether the proposal is for all or
part of the work.

Indicate the location of a local project office and other ofﬁces of the prime and sub-consultant
firms. Indicate the percentage of project work by task that will be completed within the local
and other offices.

Describe your proposed project management, coordination and commumcatlons strategies and
techniques that will be used throughout this project.

Describe the techniques that you propose to use to coordinate and achieve document .
production. In particular, describe where the documents will be written and finalized, and
what techniques will be used to ensure technical accuracy and consistency in the analysis and
reports. Further, describe how you will ensure that the analysis and documentation is
consistent with federal and state transportation and environmental regulations.



.4.2.2 Project Staffing

423

 Identify each principal staff person to be assigned to the study for both the prime and any sub-

consultant (using the format in Attachment E). For each person describe their role and
responsibility for this study and an estimate of the time commitment on this study relative to
other projects that they are assigned to. Also, for each person indicate the location of the
office where work will be completed, and the location of their home office. Indicate the
percentage of hours devoted to this study that will be worked in the project office and the
home office.

Identify and commit a single person as project manager to work with Metro through the
duration of this contract. Also identify the primary task manager(s) for each of the specific
areas of technical analysis. Particular attention should be made to describe the role of the
project manager and task managers in quality control, communications, and decision-making.
Any changes in the project manager or task managers must be requested and approved in
writing by Metro. Unacceptable changes in the project manager or task managers will be
sufficient cause for termination of the contract.

- For some of the work in the Scope of Work, an attorney may be desired as a consulting team

member. To ensure that such an attorney represents Metro rather than the consultant, the
following approach to selection of an attorney to assist the consulting team shall be used:

* Metro General Counsel shall exercise final approval of selection of an attorney proposed
to be included in the consulting team for work within the Scope of Work of this contract
based on the attorney's qualifications; and

* Metro will execute a separate Personal Services Contract with the attorney as the
attorney's client. Legal advise shall be directed to Metro General Counsel before release
or inclusion in consulting team Work Products.

For the purposes of this RFP, the suggested work scope, identfty of, qualifications and
estimated cost, of any attorney shall be approved by Metro General Counsel and should be
included in the proposal.

Budget/Cost Proposal

* The estimated budget for this contract is $1,000,000. Consultants are welcome to’
~comment on the adequacy of the proposed budget relative to your proposed work plan.

Summarize all expected products and services to be delivered and prov1de a proposed budget
for each task, unless noted within the scope of work (using the format in Attachment E).
Budget estimates should assume that the consultant will provide all services necessary to
complete the task and that no previous work on that task will be mcorporated into the final
product.
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Budget summaries should prdvide the following details:

* Delineation of personnel by level (e.g. Principal, Professional, Adminisﬁative), hourly rate,
person-days assumed and costs; ’

* Delineation of materials and other direct and indirect costs; and

* Administrative support, overhead, fee's and profit.

Oral Interviews and Presentations

Based upon the Statements of Qualification and Proposals the Selection Committee may
narrow the number of submitting teams to participate in oral interviews and presentations. -
The interviews are currently scheduled to take place on or about April 5, 1995. Time limits
will be placed on presentations and the proposing teams may be asked to address specific
questions within their presentations at the oral interviews.
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Scope of Work |
South/North Transit Corridor Study h

Environmental Impact Analysis, Results Report and Draft
Environmental Impact Statement :



South/North Trénsit Corridor Study

Social, Economic and Environmental Impacts Results Reports and Draft
Environmental Impact Statement

1. General Task Description

The overall purpose of this consultant procurement is to complete the tasks of identifying
local and system wide impacts of the South/North Transit Corridor Study. The analysis must
be completed in conformance with federal environmental regulations, including the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) regulations
(as well as the Washington State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), for the portions of the
corridor in Clark County, Washington). .

Activities to be performed by the consultant include overall social, economic and
environmental technical consultant and sub-consultant management and technical analysis.
The consultant shall submit a work plan and budget prior to commencing work on any tasks.
The work plan and budget must be approved by Metro prior to beginning work on any work
task. The work plan will indicate the staff members who will be doing the work, the
approximate number of hours of work proposed for each staff member (including persons
employed by subcontractors) for each task, and the proposed budget. All consultant products
are subject to review and approval by Metro, participating jurisdiction staff and FTA staff.

There are three primary tasks associated with this consultant procurement:-

a. Preparation of the Social, Econormc and Environmental Assessment Methodology
Report:

b. Preparation of Results chorts and,

c. Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

The methodologies for the individual technical and environmental analyses will be outlined in
the Social, Economic and Environmental Impacts Methodology Report. Initial information
relating to theé methodologies and the expected level of analysis can be found in the related
Westside Corridor Project Technical Memorandum and the Hillsboro Extension Project
Results Reports. Information relating to the type and level of detail expected for the DEIS
can be found in the Westside Corridor Project Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact
Statement and the Hillsboro Corridor Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. -

A compilation of subject oriented: ihdividual analyses will determine the impacts of the primary

- alternatives (No-Build Alternative and Light Rail Transit Build Alternative, possibly a Short
Terminus Alternative and some LRT design options). The individual analyses will be
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summarized and utilized for the development of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS). The alternatives and options to be evaluated will be described in the Detailed
Definition of Alternatives Report, expected to be completed in the late Winter or Sprin g of
1995.

A generic outlinc for each of the results reports that will be developed is described in the
following pages. This outline defines the basic level of content of the collective reports. A
more detailed outline for each of the specific areas of analysis or results reports follows. Each
Results Report is expected to be a stand alone document. Dev1atlons from the format must
be approved by the task manager.

Generic Outline for Results Reports

S Summary - This section will present an executive summary of the report and will include a
~ summary matrix. It will summarize thc findings of the report and compare the -
alternatives.

1. Introduction - This chapter will include a summary description of the South/North Transit
Corridor Study and Alternatives. This chapter will be provided by Metro and will be the
same for all Results Reports.

2. Agency Coordination and Involvement - This chapter will include a description of the
coordination with, and involvement of, all local, regional, state and federal agencies.

3. Methodology - This chapter will describe the methodology used to develop the analysis
contained in the report.. It will initially be incorporated from the Social, Economic and
‘Environmental Impacts Methodology Report, prepared as the first task by the selected
consultant. Upon completion of the analysis, the methodology will be revised and edited
by the primary author of each report as appropriate, to reflect the actual analysis
completed and reflected in the report. Significant changes to the methodology will need
to be approved by the task manager and may require approval by FTA.

4. Affected Environment - This chapter will contain a discussion of the existing environment
in the project area as it relates to the specific topic of the analysis. The planning horizon
is the year 2015. Where appropriate, t}us chapter will be organized by corridor segments
as defined by Metro.

5. Environmental Consequences - This chapter will contain the bulk of the description of the
analysis of the impacts of the alternatives. It will be organized generally as follows:

5.1 Long Term Impacts (year 2015)

5.1.1 No-Build Alternative
5.1.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
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5.1.3  Short Terminus Alternative(s)

5.2 Short Term Impacts (Construction)
5.2.1 No-Build Alternative
5.2.2 .LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.2.3  Short Terminus Alternative(s)

53 Mitigation Measures - This section will identify and assess potential measures to
mitigate identified impacts of the build alternatives.

6. References - This section wili'provide a list of reference documents, resource documents
and people, as well as related technical analyses.

7. Appcndlx The appendix may include related techmcal information or analysis related to
the document on evaluation.

2. Specific Areas of Technical Analyses

. The specific individual areas of social, economic and environmental technical analysis to be
undertaken by the consultant are described below.

2.1 Local and System-Wide Traffic Impacts

Purpose: The purpose of tlus task is to identify local and system-wide traffic i impacts that
~ would occur with each of the identified alternatives, and to identify and discuss appropnate
measures to mitigate these impacts.

Tasks: Activities to be performed under this task include data collection, assessment of
existing traffic conditions, system-wide traffic impacts, and local traffic impacts. The system-
wide traffic impact analysis will detail the impacts of the alternatives on regional arterial and
highway facilities throughout the corridor. This will include measurements of change in the
operation and function of regional facilities within the corridor. Local traffic impact analysis
will evaluate impacts to local street operations associated with the alternatives. These impacts
could result from light rail operations, park-and-ride lot access and egress, at-grade street
crossings, signal pre-emption, parking losses or changes and property access changes.

The consultant will determine the transportation impacts of each of the project alternatives.

Data: The following is a brief description of the traffic related data that will generally be
available to the consultant. :

1. Base year (1992) and forecast year (2015) trip generation inputs, which include
population, households, housing by type, retail employment, and total employment.
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10.

A description of the 1992 and 2015 roadway system in the study area which includes link
speeds, capacities, and the numbers of lanes. Also, a large-scale plot of the travel model
network which shows all zones, links nodes, and centroid connectors in the study area.

_ Physical geometric configurations and signal operatior{ data required for analysis of

existing conditions at key intersections and/or grade crossings. (Additional data may be
required as the list of analysis locations is updatcd )

Copies of transportation planning documents from Clackamas County, City of Miiwaukic,
City of Portland, Multnomah County, Clark County, City of Vancouver, ODOT,
WSDOT, Metro, C-TRAN Tri-Met and RTC.

A copy of the FTA approved Detailed Definition of Alternatives Report.

Plan and Profile maps of the study area at 1"—100' scale showing the proposed
alignment(s) of the LRT line. '

Aerial photo blackline prints of the study area at 1"=400' scale.;

Preliminary South/North Light Rail Alignment Plan and Profiles at 1'=100' scale.

.Prehnunaxy South/North nght Rail Alignment Right-of-way Definition half-size, 1"=100'

scale plan set.

A descnptlon of Metro's traffic and transit patronage forecasting procedure including

' calibration results.

11.

12.

13.

Current PM peak hour traffic counts for key for key roadway facilities in the corridor, for
the project base year. Peak hour link counts at LRT grade-crossing locations on existing
streets.

Year 2015 PM peak hour simulated traffic volﬁmes, including turning movements, at key
intersections or grade crossings to be analyzed. :

Estimated daily and peak-hour vehicular (includinig buses) and pedestrian traffic volumes
at each proposed LRT station, park and ride lot, or transit center in the corridor.

This list of data items may change as the evaluation criteria are finalized.

Work completed to date: The base year traffic counts have been completed, the _
network maps and assumptions are available and the trip generation inputs are complete.
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Products: The product of the local and system-wide traffic impacts analysis will be a
complete Results Report, based on the attached outline, with supporting analysis,
findings, conclusions, and recommendations.

Outline for Local and System Wide Traffic Impacts Results Report: '

S Summary
S.1 Affected Environment

S.2 System Wide Impacts
S.3 Highway and Street Congestion
S.4 Access to Stations
S.5 Parking Impacts
S.6 Property Access Impacts
S.7 Freight Movements
~ 5.8 Construction Impacts
S.9 Mitigation

1. Introduction
1.1 Background
1.2 Purpose and Need
1.3 Alternatives Considered

2. Agency Coordination and Involvement
' (document coordination with Federal, State, and local agencies)

3. Methodology

3.1 Analysis Locations

3.2 Data Collection

3.3 Level of Service Definitions

" 3.4 Surface Street Analysis

3.4.1 Signalized intersections
3.4.2 Unsignalized intersections
3.4.3 ‘Grade crossings

3.5 Transit Priority Measures
3.5.1 Bus
3.5.2 Light Rail Transit

3.6 Transit Station/Park and Ride Lot Impacts

3.7 Construction Impacts

3.8 Mitigation

4., Affected Environment

4.1 Travel Patterns
4.1.1 Trip-Making
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4.1.2 Mode of Travel

4.2 Highway dnd Street Congestion
4.2.1 Physical Characteristics
4.2.2 Traffic Volumes and Level of Service

4.3 Parking Supply and Demand
4.3.1 Clackamas Town Center
4.3.2 downtown Milwaukie
4.3.3 downtown Portland
4.3.4 downtown Vancouver

- 4.3.5 Other Key Locations

4.4 Freight Movements
4.4.1 Railroad
4.4.2 Trucking

5. Environmental Consequences
" 5.1 Description of the Alternatives

5.1.1 No-Build Alternative
5.1.2 LRT Build Alternative
5.1.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s) -

5.2 Systemwide Impacts (2015)
5.2.1 Regional Traffic Impact Analysis
5.2.2 Corridor Traffic Analysis
5.2.3 Freeway Characteristics :

5.3 Local Traffic Impacts (2015) - CTC to Mllwaukxe :
5.3.1 Surface Street Congestion
5.3.2 Access to Stations
5.3.3 Parking
5.3.4 Property Access Impacts
5.3.5 Freight Movements ‘

5.4 Local Traffic Impacts (2015) - Milwaukie to Portland CBD
(repeat 5.3.1 through 5.3.5)

5.5 Local Traffic Impacts (2015) - Portland CBD
(repeat 5.3.1 through 5.3.5)
5.5.6 Mall Operations

5.6 Local Traffic Impacts (2015) - Portland CBD to Vancouver CBD
(repeat 5.3.1 through 5.3.5)

5. 7 Local Traffic Impacts (2015) - Vancouver CBD to 99th Street
" (repeat 5.3.1 through 5.3.5)

5.8 Short Term Impacts (Construction)
5.2.1 No Build Alternative
5.2.2 LRT Build Alternative(s)
5.2.3 Short Terminus Alternative(s)
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M ETRO | o " Procureinent Review Sumiriariy

600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232
(503) 797-1700
To: Procurement and Contracts li)ivision : '. e , Vendqr
From . ' " Date Novemben 2, 1994 i 78D
Department- Planning S
: Subject . .
Division Transportation .
' . Bid ' Contract,
Name denny Kirk D ' : D Vendor no.
' . RFP Other
Title A/.)AOC. /’Igmz‘_. Ana,éyzsz‘_ D ‘ D > Contract no. 904027
Extension 7872 Pupose  South/Noath Envirnonmental Services
" Expense ‘ .
D Procurement Iz] Personal/profeséional services D Services (L/M) D Construction DIGA
Revenue . Budget code(s) . Price basis Term

0 SYI90 #5640

D Contract - D Unit . D Completion -
Grant‘ ‘. - ) . D Total - D Annual
.Other ' — D Other Multi-year**

This project is listed in the

1994 -1995'_budget. Payment required 2/1/95
. _ : . .Beginning date
Yes . TypeA . DLumpsum 72/31/96
D No - ' r_—] Type B P(_—l Progress payments Ending date ‘ .
Total commitment  Original amount M %dbm a]ﬁ Lééﬁﬂ&fé_mw
Previous amendments f ,000 @44’45 , $ ' '
This transaction ’ . $
Total $
A. Amount of contract to be spent fiscal year §
B. Amount budgeted for contract ¢/ 750 OOD $
C. Uncomm:tted/dlscretlonary funds remaining as of $ -
vals '
Tz Ml
ision man{ger D?ﬁ\in“m/ent directer ¥ Labor
Fiscal Budget | . : Risk

Legal

* Seelnstructions onreverse. ** If multi-year, attach schedule of expendiures. **" A or B is less than C. and other line kem(s) utilized. attach explanationAustiication



Competitive quotes,’blds-or proposals:

Sub::nitted by $Amount M/W/DBE Foreign or Oregon Contractor
Submitted by $Amount ’ M/W/DBE Foreign or Oregon Conttaqtor
Submitted by $Amount - MW/DBE Foreign or Oregon Contraclor
Comments:
Attachments: ] Ad for bid

[ Ptans and specitications

[ sidders fist (MW/DBES included)
Instructions:
1. Obtain ooniract num:ber from procurement division. ;

Contract number should appear on the summary form and all copies of the contract.

2. - Complete summary form.

3. if contract is:

A. Sole source, attach memo detailing justiﬁéation.

B. Less than $2,500, attach memo detailing need for contract and contractor’s capabilities, bids, etc.
C. More than $2,500, attach quotes, evaluation form, notification of rejection, etc.

D. More than $10,000 or $15,000 attach RFP or RFB respactively.

E. More than $50,000, attach agenda management summary from council packet, bids, RFP, etc.

4, Provide packet to procurement for proéessing.

Speclal program requirements:

General liability:

D Workers comp

Liquidated damages $ - day

D Auto

(] Professional fiability

D Prevailing wages
(:] Non-stanqard contract

D Davis/Bacon

Dates:

Ads (Publication)
Pre-bid meeting Bid opening*:
Filed with council For action

Filed with councilcommittee ________ For hearing

Project estimate:
Funding:
(:] Local/state

Bond requirements:

%Bid $

% Performance $

% Performance/payment*$

% UM S

* Separate bonds required if more than $50,000. ** Minimum period: two weeks from 1ast day advertised.
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Staff Repm_'t

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 95-2101 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
AUTHORIZING, ISSUANCE OF A REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL TO SELECT
CONSULTANT SERVICES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS AND
PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE
SOUTH/NORTH TRANSIT CORRIDOR STUDY, AND TO AUTHORIZE THE
EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS

Date: February 14, 1995 Presented by: Andrew Cotugno

PROPOSED ACTION

Approval to release a Request for Proposal so that a consulting team can be selected to work on
the South/North Transit Corridor Study Environmental Analysis and preparation of a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement. In addition, it is requested that the Council approve the
waiving of Council review of the final contract, with execution by the Executive Officer.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND AND ANALYSIS

The South/North Transit Corridor Study is moving into the environmental analysis phase. In this
phase, Metro will analyze in detail the performance and impacts of a variety of alternatives,
including but not limited to: a full-length light rail build alternative; a short terminus alternative;
and a no-build alternative. The analysis will provide technical analysis and information for
regional decision-makers to make an informed decision on which alternative to pursue..

To define and analyze these alternatives requires specialized technical expertisé and staffing
requirements beyond the capacity of project planning staff. The hiring of this expertise by
contract is the most cost-effective method of acquiring these services.

The environmental analysis will address the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the
State of Washington Environmental Protection Act (SEPA), for the portion of the corridor in
Washington State. Topics of environmental analysis intended to be addressed by the consultant
team include: a

Land Use Economic _

Transportation and Transit Communities, Neighborhoods, and Social
- Visual and Aesthetic Air Quality

Noise and Vibration Ecosystems

Soils and Geology Water Quality and Hydrology

Hazardous Materials Historic, Archaeological and Cultural

Parklands Displacements and Relocation

Energy



The primary products expected from the consultant will include:

1. Social, Economic and an Environmental Impacts Methodology Report with an existing
~ conditions environmental reconnaissance,
2. A series of results reports addressing the topics listed above; and

3. A Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).

~

The tentative schedule for release of the RFP and selection of the consultant team is generally:

1. Release of the RFP, draft scope of work and pre-proposal meeting in early February 1995
(subject to Metro Council approval);

Proposals due in March, 1995;

Interviews by the end of March, 1995;

Selection of a consultant team for contract negotiation by early to mid-April, 1995; and
Execute a contract by the end of April, 1995.

LN

Metro may later consider an extension of the contract with the selected consultant team to
complete the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and a series of mitigation reports.
This action would require a subsequent Metro Council action.

The generalized time frame for the consultant work is expected to be:

L Completion of the SEE methodology by May, 1995;
2. Completion of the series of results reports by Fall, 1995; and
3. Completion of the DEIS by Spring, 1996.

The Environmental Analysis RFP is a component of the Coordinated Interdepartmental FY 1994-
95 Work Plan. Funding for this contract is from a variety of sources, including a Federal Transit
Administration Grant, State of Washington High Capacity Transit funds, State of Oregon Lottery
funds and other local sources.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION .

The Executive Officer recommends adoption of Resolution No. 95-2101. |

95-2101.RES
February 14, 1995
be



