@ Metro

. . . . 600 NE Grand Ave.
Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Portland, OR 97232-2736

Transportation (JPACT) agenda

Thursday, July 17, 2025 7:30 AM Metro Regional Center, Council chamber,
https://zoom.us/j/91720995437 Webinar

ID: 917 2099 5437 or +1 669 444 9171 (toll

free)

1. Call To Order, Declaration of a Quorum & Introductions (7:30 AM)
2. Public Communication on Agenda Items (7:32 AM)

Written comments should be submitted electronically by mailing
legislativecoordinator@oregonmetro.gov. Written comments received by 4:00 pm on the day before
the meeting will be provided to the committee prior to the meeting.

Those wishing to testify orally are encouraged to sign up in advance by either: (a) contacting the
legislative coordinator by phone at 503-813-7591 and providing your name and the item on which you
wish to testify; or (b) registering by email by sending your name and the item on which you wish to
testify to legislativecoordinator@oregonmetro.gov.

Those requesting to comment during the meeting can do so by using the “Raise Hand” feature in
Zoom or emailing the legislative coordinator at legislativecoordinator@oregonmetro.gov. Individuals
will have three minutes to testify unless otherwise stated at the meeting.

3. JPACT Chair Updates (7:35 AM)

3.1 Fatal Crash Report (7:35 AM) coM
25-0945

3.2 Transit Minute (7:36 AM) CoOM.
25-0946

3.3 JPACT Trip Update (7:37 AM) coM.
25-0956

3.4 Annual Transit Budget Updates (7:42 AM) CoOM.
25-0955

Attachments:  TriMet FY26 Budget Memo and Program of Projects for Metro
SMART POP One Pager FY 26

4, Consent Agenda (7:45AM)
4.1 Consideration of the June 26, 2025 JPACT Meeting 25-6303
Minutes



https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=6123
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=6124
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=6169
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=6168
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=b52b50ca-f12e-423b-9e88-0e190133f6e2.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=98a615d7-3865-4e95-8b24-0e6688265b58.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=6144

Joint Policy Advisory

Committee on

Agenda July 17, 2025

Transportation (JPACT)
Attachments: 062625 JPACT Minutes

4.2 Resolution No. 25-5512 For the Purpose of Adopting the coM
Metropolitan Planning Organization's Title VI Plan and 25-0951
Delegating Authority to the Chief Operating Officer
Attachments:  JPACT Worksheet

Resolution No. 25-5512
Exhibt A
Staff Report

Action Items (7:50AM)

5.1 Resolution No. 25-5503 For the Purpose of Amending or comMm
Adding Three I-5 Interstate Bridge Replacement Projects 25-0947
to the 2024-27 MTIP To Meet Federal Project Delivery
Requirements
Presenter(s): Jean Senechal Biggs, Resource Development Manager,

Metro
Attachments:  JPACT Worksheet

Draft Resolution No. 25-5503
Exhibit A
Staff Report
Attachment 1 - Modified LPA Resolution
Attachment 2 - OTC Staff Report IBR Update
Attachment 3 - IBR PAE Formal Amendment Request
Attachment 4 - Potential Construction Phase Packages
Attachment 5 - PreCompletion Tolling Signage
Attachment 6 - Public Comment Period Summary

8:20 AM

5.2 Resolution No. 25-5511 For The Purpose Of Allocating coMm
$141.6 Million Of Regional Flexible Funding For The Years 25-0949

2028-2030, Pending Adoption Of The 2027-2030
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program

(MTIP)

Presenter(s):

Grace Cho, Metro



https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=5ce29b96-4b59-4a72-a4dd-8484dd42285c.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=6143
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=bfd1af54-c207-4218-b529-07fd3466fc53.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=c33418d3-180e-4104-af19-1765ec996378.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=c4f61208-aaa5-4128-a035-46d20d3b927e.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=4d07fc00-1830-4110-b5a8-19ae4bcfdbc7.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=6126
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=934028ff-9772-4348-ac67-3b3b4861f449.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=6f116bd7-e394-4b5b-94b9-0f2517340609.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=458dea51-2eb3-4a74-bea4-4fe233a24cd7.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=215eefdb-a8bb-4849-8708-8d29efe9f27f.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=78b1f69d-290f-4d09-a2d3-443c841c1eb6.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=5c39c92f-1d68-4db6-9da5-a0004d5bab70.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=a6dccee1-9eea-4958-bf2f-6b4c0ac91232.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=17b471c4-f150-47c0-a8b4-a6fdd81d0cdc.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=8ed21b66-fd5e-401d-ac0e-436fde00c5b0.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=992f0f23-272d-413b-915f-830cf052019e.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=6131

Joint Policy Advisory Agenda July 17, 2025

Committee on

Transportation (JPACT)

8:50 AM

6.

7.

53

Attachments:  JPACT Worksheet
Resolution No. 25-5511
Exhibit A - 28-30 RFFA Investments
Exhibit B - 28-30 RFFA Step 2 Conditions of Approval
Exhibit C - 28-30 RFFA Step 2 Public Comment Report 2025
Exhibit D - Appendices: 28-30 RFFA Step 2 Public Comment Report

Staff Report
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Allocation Package Cover Memc

Resolution No. 25-5510 For The Purpose Of Approving An coM
Increased Multi-Year Commitment Of Regional Flexible 25-0948
Funds For The Years 2028 Through 2039, Funding The

82nd Avenue Transit Corridor, Tualatin Valley Highway

Transit Corridor, Montgomery Park Streetcar, Sunrise

Corridor, And Burnside Bridge Projects, And Authorizing

Execution Of Intergovernmental Agreements

Presenter(s): Grace Cho, Metro

Attachments:  JPACT Worksheet
Resolution No. 25-5510
Exhibit A - 28-30 RFFA Bond Allocation
Exhibit B- RFFA Step 1A.1 Bond Projects Conditions of Approval
Exhibit C- RFFA Step 1A.1 Public Comment Report
Exhibit D- RFFA Step 1A.1 Public Comment Report Appendices
Staff Report
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 1A.1 Bond Action Cover Memo
Update from TPAC on Resolution 25-5510

Committee Member Communication (9:25 AM)

Adjourn (9:30 AM)



https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=3e87c820-7798-4b16-9e62-b9dd7ac76b6f.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=4c63674a-c30c-407a-9f19-00d43df3fc24.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=eec4fc9f-b6c7-48e7-865d-5e1a2bdf6abc.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=1e2491ce-b759-444a-8ecf-54dfc78b4a22.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=ddfd7b10-5b63-4c0b-9589-3bccf6c64a52.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=160f40d3-4d61-426c-a514-60d15b33b4da.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=bf04c335-dbff-40d3-af4a-f607434ee123.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=6e5222a4-29dd-4116-a757-44f8186ba9bf.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=6130
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=e3901c47-1ec7-44cd-b37c-591abeadcdc8.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=a657bdd5-548a-44ae-8059-1f2312e6859c.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=91ca627a-d8b4-4efc-911f-a48ecdbe3324.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=02fb4353-428b-4ca0-9fd6-3dc4526f6e8b.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=c0c0508a-8e5c-4341-8aed-87628c798fd7.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=d241811e-52cb-4b86-9592-57132fb1f925.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=7b2ff028-cf79-455d-a5af-aabef938b481.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=1c391edd-631f-405f-95d7-b8b40c5b5fb7.pdf
https://oregonmetro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=aacf0265-7ee8-43dd-959b-a2886daef66e.pdf
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July 17, 2025

Metro respects civil rights

Metro fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Title Il of the Americans with Disabilities Act, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act and other
statutes that ban discrimination. If any person believes they have been discriminated against regarding the receipt of benefits or services because of race, color,
national origin, sex, age or disability, they have the right to file a complaint with Metro. For information on Metra's civil rights program, or to obtain a discrimination
complaint form, visit oregonmetro.gov/civilrights or call 503-797-1830. Metro provides services or accommodations upon request to persons with disabilities and
people who need an interpreter at public meetings. If you need a sign language interpreter, communication aid or language assistance, call 503-797-1890 or TDD/TTY
503-797-1804 (8 a.m. to 5 p.m. weekdays) 5 business days before the meeting. All Metro meetings are wheelchair accessible. Individuals with service animals are
welcome at Metro facilities, even where pets are generally prohibited. For up-to-date public transportation information, visit TriMet’s website at trimet.org

Théng béo vé sw Metro khéng ky thj ctia

Metro tdn trong dan quyén. Mudn biét thém théng tin vé chuong trinh dan quyén
clia Metro, hodic mudn Iy don khiu nai vé sy ki thi, xin xem trong
www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Néu quy vi cdn thong dich vién ra ddu bang tay,
trg gitip vé tiép xtc hay ngdn ngit, xin goi s6 503-797-1700 (tir 8 gitr sang dén S gidy
chiéu vao nhirng ngay thudng) trudc budi hop 5 ngay lam viée.

MNoeigomneHHa Metro npo 3a6opoHy gUCKpUMIHaLT

Metro 3 NoBaroko CTaBUTLCA A0 FPOMAAAHCHKMX Npas. [NA OTPUMAHHA iHpOpMaLi
npo nporpamy Metro i3 3axMcTy rpomagAaHCcbKMX npas abo Gopmu ckapru npo
AWCKPUMIHaLIO BiggiaaiiTe caT www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. abo Akwo Bam
notpibeH nepeknagay Ha 36opax, 4R 3340BONEHHSA BALWOro 3anNuTy 3aTenedoHyiite
33 Homepom 503-797-1700 3 8.00 ao 17.00 y poboudi gHi 3a n'AaTb poboumx aHie go
36opie.

Metro FYRIBARAE

P RAE - AUREEMetro R BESTERAVEENS - SUERUSHIIETE - S1RTENENE
www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights o #ISLERBEIZR T S nA &5k - SHES
s B mIS [ H#7503-797-

1700 ( T{FH EF85E 58 ) - DAERRITHREHNE0K -

Ogeysiiska takooris la’aanta ee Metro

Metro waxay ixtiraamtaa xuquugda madaniga. Si aad u heshid macluumaad ku
saabsan barnaamijka xuquugda madaniga ee Metro, ama aad u heshid wargadda ka
cabashada takoorista, boogo www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Haddii aad u baahan
tahay turjubaan si aad uga gaybqaadatid kullan dadweyne, wac 503-797-1700 (8
gallinka hore illaa 5 gallinka dambe maalmaha shagada) shan maalmo shaqo ka hor
kullanka si loo tixgaliyo codsashadaada.

Metro2] ZPE S #H FAA
Metro2] A| 91 23] of gk AW i 28 gho|a] kg o, m

2ol o & &k 4151 g Srwww.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. 312] 910

17005 &%}

Metro®DZ=RIZE I HAT

MetroC (X ARMEAUTL T 29 - MetroD NRIEZ 07 7 AILBI S 5 145
20T~ FRIEEREN 7 +— A& AT 5121% ~ www.oregonmetro.gov/
civilrights - ¥ THEHE LSV ARSHETEHEReLE L ah 2771 -
Metrozs THFHIHHET & 5 L 7 ~ AlH=#OSEFEHN £ TI2503-797-

1700 (P E/FHI8IE~FRSHF) £ THREEC LS e

ivsHssainsimigeiTueihus Metro
NS NI ILN 4 NUASESHARYIS O §NUIZIUN Metro
yiSdje g ummuiimTunfdRguSus SN S
www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights®

i AgAEEIgRUSTUASTINUHE

[USanIAN: WUGIRINUMIUE 503-797-1700 (LN § [TRSMENS § NG
Tgidrn) [y

ignSem gslgusi S o e suEUmuEniiua i sSES 9

Metro ¢ Saadll piny el

S5 EIuY g Aaal 3 sl Metro gl Jss e el (e 3 3ell Asaall 3 il Metro p yias
Aalas @S o) www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights s 58IV a8 sall 35L 5 (o8 « Sl 2a
s lalia 8 A Ludl (50) 503-797-1700 il 43 33 Lok Juai¥) e Cany Al 8 Baclss
il 20 ge g0 Jas Ui (5) dased U (Rl Y 0B o cleliss 5 delud)

Paunawa ng Metro sa kawalan ng diskriminasyon

Iginagalang ng Metro ang mga karapatang sibil. Para sa impormasyon tungkol sa
programa ng Metro sa mga karapatang sibil, o upang makakuha ng porma ng
reklamo sa diskriminasyon, bisitahin ang www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Kung
kailangan ninyo ng interpreter ng wika sa isang pampublikong pulong, tumawag sa
503-797-1700 (8 a.m. hanggang 5 p.m. Lunes hanggang Biyernes) lima araw ng
trabaho bago ang pulong upang mapaghigyan ang inyong kahilingan.

Notificacién de no discriminacién de Metro

Metro respeta los derechos civiles. Para obtener informacién sobre el programa de
derechos civiles de Metro o para obtener un formulario de reclamo por
discriminacion, ingrese a www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights . Si necesita asistencia
con el idioma, llame al 503-797-1700 (de 8:00 a. m. a 5:00 p. m. los dias de semana)
5 dias laborales antes de la asamblea.

YeepomneHue o HeAONYLWEHWM AUCKPUMMHALMK OT Metro

Metro yeaxaeT rpaxaaHCKMe Npasa. Y3HaTe o nporpamme Metro no cobatoaeHuo
rPXKAAHCKUX Npas v NoNy4uTb Gopmy #anobbl 0 AMCKPUMUHALMM MOXKHO Ha BeO-
caiite www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Ecnv Bam HyskeH nepesoauvk Ha
obuiecteeHHOM cob6paHuK, OCTaBbTE CBOW 3aNpoc, NO3BOHMB No Homepy 503-797-
1700 e pabouve gHu ¢ 8:00 Ao 17:00 1 3a NATL pabounx AHer Ao AaTel COBPaHKA.

Avizul Metro privind nediscriminarea

Metro respecta drepturile civile. Pentru informatii cu privire la programul Metro
pentru drepturi civile sau pentru a obtine un formular de reclamatie impotriva
discriminarii, vizitai www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Daca aveti nevoie de un
interpret de limba la o sedinta publicd, sunati la 503-797-1700 (intre orele 8 si 5, in
timpul zilelor lucrétoare) cu cinci zile lucrdtoare inainte de sedintd, pentru a putea sa
vd rdspunde in mod favorabil la cerere.

Metro txoj kev ntxub ntxaug daim ntawv ceeb toom

Metro tributes cai. Rau cov lus ghia txog Metro txoj cai kev pab, los yog kom sau ib
daim ntawv tsis txaus siab, mus saib www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Yog hais tias
koj xav tau lus kev pab, hu rau 503-797-1700 (8 teev sawv ntxov txog 5 teev tsaus

ntuj weekdays) 5 hnub ua hauj lwm ua ntej ntawm lub rogj sib tham.

January 2021
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2025 JPACT Work Program
As of 7/10/25
Items in italics are tentative

May 15, 2025- in person

Resolution no. 25-5493 For the Purpose of
Adding of Canceling Two Projects to the 2024-
27 MTIP to Meet Federal Project Delivery
Requirements (consent)

Consideration of the April 17, 2025 JPACT
Minutes (consent)

Federal Surface Transportation
Reauthorization regional priorities (action)
Regional Flexible Funds Allocation: Step 2
(Grace Cho, Metro; 30 min)

TV Highway LPA Update (Jess Zdeb, Metro; 20
min)

Montgomery Park LPA Update (Alex
Oreschak, Metro; 20 min)

Community Connector Transit Study (Ally
Holmaqvist, Metro; 20 min)

Special JPACT workshop May 22, 2025- online

RFFA Step 1A.1 Bond: Candidate project
presentations (90 min)
o Burnside Bridge
Sunrise
Montgomery Park
TV Highway

(@)
o
O
o 82" Avenue

June 12, 2025- in person

June 26, 2025- in person (additional JPACT

Consideration of the May 15, 2025 JPACT
Meeting Minutes (consent)

Consideration of the May 22, 2025 JPACT
Meeting Minutes (consent)

82"d Avenue LPA adoption (action)

TV Highway LPA adoption (action)

RFFA Step 1A: Bond discussion 30 min

US DOT Certification of MPO: Findings (Tom
Kloster and Ted Leybold & Federal staff; 40
min)

meeting)

Consideration of the June 12, 2025 JPACT
Meeting Minutes (consent)

Montgomery Park LPA adoption (action)
State Legislative Update (Anneliese
Koehler, 20 min)

IBR MTIP Amendment (Zoie Wesenberg,
ODOT; 30 min)

RFFA Step 2

July 17, 2025- in person

August- cancelled

JPACT Trip update (Comment from the chair)
Annual Transit Budget updates (comment)
Title VI Plan Adoption (consent)

IBR MTIP Amendment (action)

RFFA Step 2 (action)

RFFA Step 1A Bond (action)




September 18, 2025- online October 16, 2025- in person

e Regional Emergency Transportation Routes e JPACT trip report back
(RETR) update (20 min) e Regional Rail Study: Findings and
e CCAP (30 min) Recommendations (Elizabeth Mros-
e RTP amendment bundles for corridor projects O’Hara, Metro; 20 min)
e Cooling Corridors e CCT Study: Priorities
e HOLD for Sunrise Vision Plan e HOLD for IBR LUFO

MPACT- October 25th

November 20, 2025- online December 18, 2025- in person
- MTIP Information Update/Timeline (Blake e SS4A Annual update
Perez, Metro; 20 min) °
Holding Tank:

e Better Bus Program update
e Mayor Lueb on Mayors Institute on Pedestrian Safety program
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TRIGQMET Memo

Date: July 7, 2025
To: Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation and Interested Parties
From: Vincent Ferraris, Capital Improvement Program Finance Manager

Subject: TriMet’s Capital Program Priorities and Federal Funding Budgeting for FY 2026

TriMet’s FY26 Capital Improvement Program Values and Themes

The TriMet Board of Directors adopted the FY26 budget in May 2025. TriMet’s Capital
Improvement Program (CIP) reflects the agency’s commitment to being a regional partner,
both in growing ridership and in investing in existing assets. Enhanced transportation through
new bus rapid transit lines will provide increased connectivity and reliability for transit users.
These enhancement efforts are balanced with maintenance projects that ensure long-term
system reliability through rehabilitating or replacing aging system assets. Technologies that
improve connectivity, communication and deployment help TriMet’s overall efficacy and
efficiency in providing valued transit options and access across the Portland Metropolitan area.

Federal Funding’s Contribution to Current and Long-Term Planning

Federal funding contributes 23% of TriMet’s $165.3 Million CIP budget for FY 2026. These funds
are extended both directly by matching funds from TriMet and local agencies, and indirectly by
allowing TriMet to drive $78.5 Million in general funds and bond proceeds for enhancement and
state of good repair work within the project portfolio. Particularly for TriMet’s largest projects,
much of the work in FY 2026 sets the stage for new construction and for major refurbishment
and replacements in the next five to ten years.

Federal Funding in TriMet’s FY26 Capital Budget

Federal funding for the CIP is composed of several discretionary grants that support individual
projects, including major projects like Columbia Operations Facility project, two transit center
expansions, transit improvements along 82" avenue and TV Highway, and the Better Red
project. Federal funds are also providing opportunities for improved technology systems for
real-time tracking and enhanced communication. Support for select projects that replace and
rehabilitate aging assets advance TriMet’s emphasis on maintaining an overall state of good
repair. Funding for infrastructure that provides alternative fuel options will create fleet
resiliency and prevent overreliance on a single mode or fuel-source to support the region’s
transportation needs.

Tri-County Metropolitan Transportation District of Oregon e 101 SW Main St., Suite 700, Portland, OR, 97204 e 503-238-RIDE @ TTY 7-1-1 e trimet.org


https://trimet.org/budget/pdf/2026-adopted-budget.pdf

Below is a table that outlines the federal funds during the 2026 Fiscal Year:

FHWA ATTAIN Light Rail Vehicle (LRV) CAD-AVL $2,235,000
FHWA Carbon Reduction TV Highway Improvements $5,000,000
Program -Transferred to FTA Sec
5307
FHWA Carbon Reduction Enhanced Transit Corridor $3,622,208
Program -Transferred to FTA Sec | Programs for Bus
5307
FTA Sec 5309 CIG Small Starts Division Transit Project $253,780
FTA Sec 5309 CIG Small Starts Red Line Extension and $3,339,338
Reliability Improvement
FTA Sec 5339(c) Low or No 82nd Avenue Transit $3,183,941
Emission Improvements
FTA Sec 5339(c) Low or No Upgrade Powell Fuel Cell $920,000
Emission Electric Bus Infrastructure
FTA Community Project Funding | Blue Line Station $1,971,069
/ Congressionally Directed Rehabilitation: 82" Avenue MAX
Spending Station
FTA Sec 5310 (ODOT Managed) ATP Vehicle Replacement & $400,000
Expansion
FTA Sec 5339(a) Discretionary Garage, Layover & TC $1,385,728
Funds Expansion: Beaverton Transit
Center
FTA Community Project Funding | Garage, Layover & TC $6,367,213
/ Congressionally Directed Expansion
Spending
FTA Community Project Funding | Electric Vehicle Charging $2,042,400
/ Congressionally Directed Infrastructure at Merlo Garage
Spending
FTA Community Project Funding | Willamette Shore Line $91,760
/ Congressionally Directed
Spending
FTA Community Project Funding | Columbia Operations Facility $4,466,267
/ Congressionally Directed
Spending
FTA Sec 5310, Elderly and Accessible Transportation $343,916
Disabled Program Technology
Improvements
FHWA CMAQ Funds-Transferred | Electric Vehicle Charging $1,454,272

to FTA Sec 5307

Infrastructure at Powell Garage

Tri-County Metropolitan Transportation District of Oregon e 101 SW Main St., Suite 700, Portland, OR, 97204 e 503-238-RIDE @ TTY 7-1-1 e trimet.org




FTA Regional STP Flex Powell-Division Corridor $1,121,523
Funds Safety & Access to
Transit

Total Federal CIP Grants: $38,198,465

Tri-County Metropolitan Transportation District of Oregon e 101 SW Main St., Suite 700, Portland, OR, 97204 e 503-238-RIDE @ TTY 7-1-1 e trimet.org



SMART o/

OREGON
SOUTH METRO AREA ' REGIONAL TRANSIT

Federal Program of Projects FY 25/26

5307 Formula: $400,000

* Preventive Maintenance & Scheduling Software

5339 Formula: $249,000

* Battery Electric Cutaway Bus

Surface Transportation Program through Metro: $160,000

« SMART Commute Options and Safe Routes to School Programs

5310 Urban Formula: $18,000

* Travel Training for Older Adults & People with Disabilities

For more info contact Grants and Programs Manager Kelsey Lewis, klewis@ridesmart.com

10
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600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736
oregonmetro.gov

JOINT POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION (JPACT)

MEMBERS PRESENT
Shannon Singleton
Paul Savas

Keith Wilson

Travis Stovall

Jef Dalin

Joe Buck

Rian Windsheimer
Carley Francis
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1. CALL TO ORDER AND DECLARATION OF A QUORUM
Chair Gonzalez called the meeting to order at 7:30 a.m.
2. PUBLIC COMMUNICATION ON AGENDA ITEMS

Chris Smith spoke about the Interstate Bridge Replacement project and the Montgomery
Streetcar Locally Preferred Alternative.

Ryan Monterra spoke about the Montgomery Streetcar Locally Preferred Alternative.

Jim Shalin spoke about the Interstate Bridge Replacement project.

3. UPDATES FROM THE CHAIR

Gonzalez provided updates on MPO Certification/Transit Representation on JPACT and polled
the group on the format for the July meeting; it was decided to hold the meeting in-
person/hybrid.

4, CONSENT AGENDA

5.1 Consideration of the June 12, 2025 JPACT Meeting Minutes

MOTION: Lewis, Vannatta
ACTION: Motion passed

5. ACTION ITEMS

5.1 Resolution No. 25-5505 For the Purpose of Endorsing the Locally Preferred Alternative for
the Montgomery Park Streetcar Extension

Metro staff presented on the LPA.

Commissioner Savas supports the project, but he doesn’t believe it’s a regional project on
moving people. He is excited about the housing it will spur.

Mayor Dalin agrees. He will support the project, but Washington County does see this as a
Portland project. He also asked about rail vs. bus and cost of service. Portland staff provided
relevant details.

Ford will be voting yes on the project.

Councilor Lewis supports the project for its transit and community development benefits.

06/26/2025 Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) Minutes 2

13



Vannatta noted the operational costs, which are very important considerations for transit
agencies, and stated this is better for operational costs. He is also excited about unlocking land
and housing development.

MOTION: Lewis, Vannatta
ACTION: Motion passed unanimously

6. INFORMATION/DISCUSSION ITEMS
6.1 State Legislative Update

JPACT received a presentation by the following panel: Anneliese Koehler, Metro; Tom Powers,
Multnomah County; Miles Pengilly, TriMet; Carly Sylva-Gabrielson, Washington County; Trent
Wilson, Clackamas County; and Derek Bradley, Portland.

Wilson confirmed the road user charge was still in the draft legislation.

Councilor Lewis thanked the Government Affairs staff for their collaboration during a
disappointing session. She asked about the amendment that relies mostly on our existing
funding mechanisms and the timeline of those revenues being realized.

Commissioner Savas shared that the County and its cities sent a letter to leadership requesting a
workgroup on transit and advocating for more transit in underserved areas. The original intent
of HB 2017 was to provide new service, but he stated that instead the funding has been diluted
to backfill for operations and maintenance. He asked TriMet to confirm its commitment to
expanding transit.

Pengilly noted TriMet’s budget challenges and shared that the increases in the current
transportation package will provide for maintenance of current service and some expansion of
shuttle service to areas that are underserved. Commissioner Savas shared that he doesn’t
believe TriMet’s budget prioritizes underserved areas.

Mayor Dalin asked the panel if they believe we’ll get a package this session.

Gonzalez asked about the status of funding for Safe Streets, high speed rail, and projects that
will leverage federal funding.

Vannatta thanked staff for their hard work and noted it’s a good example of how we work
together. He also replied to Savas that the current budget wouldn’t include expansion of service
that would be funded through the transportation package. He shared TriMet would work with
the small providers to expand service with the increased STIF funding should the legislation
pass.

06/26/2025 Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) Minutes 3
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6.2 Interstate Bridge Replacement MTIP Amendment

JPACT received a presentation from Jean Senechal Biggs, Metro; Greg Johnson, IBR Project; Ray
Mabey, IBR Project; Lynn Valenter and Ed Washington, Co-Chairs of the IBR Community Advisory
Group.

Commissioner Savas shared his concern about what increasing costs of the project will do to the
toll rate and the impacts of higher rates on diversion to I-205.

Wilson is hopeful that the bridge will be built soon. He would like to have more discussion about
the project’s impacts on the travel shed.

Commissioner Singelton asked about a low-income toll discount.

Councilor Lewis asked for clarity on the timeline for construction.

6.3 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation Step 2 Draft Allocation Package for Discussion
Commissioner Savas acknowledged everyone’s hard work and supports the package.

Councilor Lewis appreciates it’s a regionally balanced package and acknowledged the
partnership of jurisdictions that took cuts to make the package work.

Commissioner Singelton shared that the County believes the package reflects the goals of the
program and supports the package.

Mayor Dalin thanked those who provided feedback and those who facilitated engagement.
7. MEMBER UPDATES

Councilor Simpson shared there is a new bus line in East County and thanked TriMet for that
investment.

Vannatta noted TriMet launched a new micro-transit service for seniors and those with
disabilities.

06/26/2025 Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) Minutes 4
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8. ADJOURN
Chair Gonzalez adjourned the meeting at 9:20 a.m.

Respectfully Submitted,

éﬁtﬂlﬂw—‘(ﬂ)@\’ v

Ramona Perrault,
Committee Legislative Advisor, Metro

06/26/2025 Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT)
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JPACT Worksheet

Agenda Item Title: Resolution No. 25-5512: For the Purpose of Adopting the Metropolitan Planning
Organization’s Title VI Plan and Delegating Authority to the Chief Operating Officer - JPACT
APPROVAL AND RECOMMENDATION REQUESTED

Presenters: None. The 2025 Title VI Plan bundle under Resolution No. 25-5512 is requested to be
included on the JPACT Consent Calendar.

Contact for this worksheet/presentation: (If needed) Alfredo Haro, Title VI Specialist

Purpose/Objective

Request JPACT to approve Resolution No. 25-5512 and to recommend approval from Metro Council.

Approval of the resolution endorses Metro’s 2025 Title VI Plan. The 2025 Title VI Plan describes
how Metro prevents discrimination in its planning processes and transportation investments and
the agency’s commitment to not disproportionately harm minority or low-income communities.

The Civil Rights Act of 1964 outlines protections for millions of people in the United States
regarding public accommodations, employment, public education, access to federally assisted
programs and voting rights. Metro implements Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 because the
statute prohibits discrimination based on race, color, or national origin in any programs and
activities receiving federal financial assistance.

The United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) requires recipients of federal aid to
implement Title VI and prepare a triennial Title VI Plan. Further, USDOT requires that the Title VI
Plan must be approved by the Metropolitan Planning Organization’s board responsible for policy
decisions— the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) and the Metro Council.

Outcome

The triennial Metro Title VI Plan outlines compliance measures related to Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964. Namely, Title VI prohibits discrimination based on race, color, and national origin in
any programs and activities that receive federal financial assistance. The Title VI Plan details
specific procedures and policies to prevent discrimination and ensure equal access to Metro’s
services and benefits.

The JPACT approval and recommendation to Metro Council and subsequent Metro Council approval
of the Title VI Plan resolution will allow Metro staff to continue implementing Title VI, as follows:

e Metro Council adopting the MPO'’s Title VI plan in a form substantially like the document
attached as Exhibit A

e Metro Council delegates authority to Metro’s Chief Operating Officer to revise the Title VI
plan and any related documents as needed

e The Title VI Plan will be submitted to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the
Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) no later than October 1, 2025

What has changed since JPACT last considered this issue/item?

In recent years, JPACT has not considered this item. However, Metro participated in the 2025
Portland-Vancouver Transportation Management Area (TMA) Certification process. The Federal
Review Team’s findings, associated corrective actions and recommendations identified the need for
the Title VI Plan to be approved by the Metropolitan Planning Organization’s policy making bodies.
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What packet materials do you plan to include?

e Resolution No. 25-5512, For the Purpose of Adopting the Metropolitan Planning
Organization’s Title VI Plan and Delegating Authority to the Chief Operating Officer

e Exhibit A to Resolution No. 25-5512: 2025 Metro Title VI Plan

e Staff Report to Resolution No. 25-5512
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING THE ) RESOLUTION NO. 25-5512
METROPOLITAN PLANNING )

ORGANIZATION’S TITLE VI PLAN AND ) Introduced by Chief Operating Officer
DELEGATING AUTHORITY TO THE CHIEF ) Marissa Madrigal in concurrence with
OPERATING OFFICER ; Council President Lynn Peterson

WHEREAS, Metro, working with the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on
Transportation (JPACT), is the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the Portland
Metropolitan region and is authorized by the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT)
to program federal transportation funds allocated by federal law to the Portland region;
and

WHEREAS, Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 prohibits discrimination on the
basis of race, color, and national origin in any programs and activities administered by
agencies receiving federal financial assistance; and

WHEREAS, the USDOT requires recipients of federal aid to implement Title VI and
prepare a Title VI plan; and

WHEREAS, the USDOT provided a Title VI checklist and reporting format for MPO
Title VI plans; and

WHEREAS, the USDOT requires MPO approval for Title VI plans; and

WHEREAS, the MPO must submit the approved Title VI plan to the Oregon
Department of Transportation and USDOT; and

WHEREAS, on June 6, 2025, Metro’s Transportation Policy and Alternatives
Committee recommended that JPACT approve this resolution; and

WHEREAS, on July 17, 2025, JPACT approved and recommended that the Metro
Council adopt this resolution; now therefore

BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council

1. Adopts the MPQ’s Title VI plan in a form substantially like the document
attached as Exhibit A.

2. Delegates authority to Metro’s Chief Operating Officer to revise the Title VI plan
and any related documents as needed.
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ADOPTED by the Metro Council this ____ day of

2025.

Approved as to Form:

Carrie MacLaren, Metro Attorney

Lynn Peterson, Council President
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Title VI Plan

October 2025

oregonmetro.gov
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METRO RESPECTS CIVIL RIGHTS

Metro fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 that requires that no
person be excluded from the participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise
subjected to discrimination on the basis of race, color or national origin under any program
or activity for which Metro receives federal financial assistance.

Metro fully complies with Title Il of the Americans with Disabilities Act and Section 504 of
the Rehabilitation Act that requires that no otherwise qualified individual with a disability
be excluded from the participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to
discrimination solely by reason of disability under any program or activity for which Metro
receives federal financial assistance.

If any person believes they have been discriminated against regarding the receipt of
benefits or services because of race, color, national origin, income level, sex, age or
disability, they have the right to file a complaint with Metro. For information on Metro’s
civil rights program, or to obtain a discrimination complaint form, visit
oregonmetro.gov/civilrights or call 503- 813-7514.

Metro provides services or accommodations upon request to persons with disabilities and
people who need an interpreter at public meetings. If you need a sign language interpreter,
communication aid or language assistance, call 503-797-1700 or TDD/TTY 503-797-1804
(8 a.m. to 5 p.m. weekdays) 5 business days before the meeting. All Metro meetings are
wheelchair accessible. For up-to-date public transportation information, visit TriMet’s
website at trimet.org.

Metro is the federally mandated metropolitan planning organization designated by the
governor to develop an overall transportation plan and to allocate federal funds for the
region.

The Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) is a 17-member committee
that provides a forum for elected officials and representatives of agencies involved in
transportation to evaluate transportation needs in the region and to make
recommendations to the Metro Council. The established decision-making process strives
for a well-balanced regional transportation system and involves local elected officials
directly in decisions that help the Metro Council develop regional transportation policies,
including allocating transportation funds. Together, JPACT and the Metro Council serve as
the MPO board for the region in a unique partnership that requires joint action on all MPO
decisions. This means JPACT approves MPO decisions and submits them to the Metro
Council for adoption. The Metro Council will adopt the recommended action or refer it back
to JPACT with a recommendation for amendment.

Project web site: oregonmetro.gov/civilrights

The preparation of this report was financed in part by the U.S. Department of
Transportation, Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration. The
opinions, findings and conclusions expressed in this report are not necessarily those of the
U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit
Administration.
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l. Introduction to Metro

Metro is a directly elected regional government serving 1.7 million people living in the urbanized
areas of the greater Portland, Oregon metropolitan region. Metro is authorized by Congress and the
State of Oregon to coordinate and plan investments in the transportation system. As the designated
metropolitan planning organization (MPO), Metro works collaboratively with cities, counties and
transportation agencies to invest federal highway and public transit funds within its service area. It
creates a long-range transportation plan and leads efforts to expand the public transit system.

Metro’s work is grounded in excellence, innovation, respect and sustainability. The agency works
with communities, businesses and residents to chart a wise course for the future. Metro brings
people together to make decisions about where the region grows. Metro guides investments in
jobs, waste management, housing, parks and nature, arts, and culture venues. Finally, Metro
protects farms, forests, clean air, and water for the use of future generations.
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Il. Commitment to non-discrimination

Metro receives financial assistance from federal agencies, including the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), Metro takes measurable steps to ensure non-discrimination in all
agency programs and activities. As a condition of federal funding and the agency’s values,
Metro fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, including various non-
discrimination laws and regulations. Specifically, Title VI provides the following:

“[n]o person in the United States shall, on the ground of race, color, or national origin be
excluded from participation in, be denied benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination
under any program or activity receiving Federal assistance.” 42 U.S.C § 2000d.

The use of the word “person” is important as the protections afforded under Title VI apply to
anyone, regardless of whether the individual is lawfully present in the United States or a
citizen of a State within the United States. The U.S. Supreme Court has further held that
discrimination based on English-language ability equates to national origin discrimination.!
Subsequently, Federal and state authorities extended these protections to include sex, age,
disability, income level and Limited English Proficiency.

It is Metro’s commitment to assure that no person shall, on the grounds of race,
color, national origin, age, sex, disability, income level or Limited English
Proficiency as provided by Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related
authorities, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefit of, or be
otherwise discriminated against under any? of the programs or activities it
administer

2025-2028 Title VI Plan and Assurances

Title 23, CFR Part 200.0 (b) (11) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) specifically
requires recipients of federal funds, including Metro, to prepare a Title VI Plan. Title VI plans
describe the roles, responsibilities, and procedures for assuring compliance with Title VI of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related regulations and directives by the state transportation
agency.

1L auv. Nichols, 414 U.S. 563 (1974)

2 This includes all programs under Metro’s metropolitan planning organization role per the Civil Rights Restoration Act of
1987, which extends the scope and coverage of the nondiscrimination statutes to include all programs and activities of
federal-aid recipients, subrecipients and contractors, whether such programs and activities are federally assisted or not. All
programs not directly FTA-to-Metro funded will follow FHWA guidance because 1) the majority of Metro’s federal funding
comes from FHWA, and 2) FHWA guidance to recipients on Title VI complaints is more specific and less discretionary.
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Metro’s Planning, Development and Research department measures compliance and
implementation of Title VI federal directives. This document outlines Metro’s Title VI
implementation processes and procedures on the following:

e organization and staff structure
e Title VI program monitoring

e compliance review of external agencies in receipt of federal funds through FHWA and
other Title VI activities and assurances

e guidance regarding language access for individuals with Limited English Proficiency

On April 24, 2013, the Secretary of Transportation signed the DOT Standard Title VI Assurances
and Non-discrimination Provisions, Order 1050.2A, requiring that recipients of federal aid
assure they will promptly take any measures necessary to implement Title VI as a condition to
receiving any federal financial assistance from the U.S. Department of Transportation, through
the Federal Highway Administration. It also requires that such recipients are subject to and
comply with the following statutory/regulatory authorities.

« Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 stat. 252), (prohibits
discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin);

e 49 C.F.R. Part 21 (entitled Non-discrimination In Federally-Assisted Programs Of The
Department Of Transportation -- Effectuation Of Title VI Of The Civil Rights Act Of 1964);

e 28 C.F.R.section 50.3 (U.S. Department of Justice Guidelines for Enforcement of Title VI of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964);

A copy of the Standard Title VI Assurances and Non-discrimination Provisions signed by
Metro’s Deputy Chief Operating Officer for 2025 appears as an appendix at the end of this
document.

This 2025 Title VI Implementation Plan is available online: oregonmetro.gov/civilrights
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lll. Title VI Organizational and Reporting Structure

Metro Council

*Has unfettared access to the Title VI Designated
Official

Chief Operating Officer

L

Deputy Chief Operating
Officer
Title VI Designated
Official

h

Director of Planning,
Development &
Research (PD&R)]

PD&R Communications
and Engagement
Manager

L

*Title VI Coordinator /
Specialist

Metro’s Organizational Structure

One of Metro’s Deputy Chief Operating Officers has been appointed as the agency’s “Title
VI Designated Official” who is responsible for ensuring and overseeing Title VI compliance
efforts. They are a primary point of contact for matters related to Title VI including
resolving corrective actions. Additionally, they report to the Chief Operating Officer, who is
the head of the agency, allowing for quick resolutions and efficient communication. The
Title VI Coordinator/Specialist is the designee who holds several responsibilities and
works in collaboration with the agency’s departments and senior leadership involving
several responsibilities that ensure compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964.
While this position reports to the Communications and Engagement Manager within the
Planning, Development and Research department, the Title VI Coordinator/Specialist has
unfettered access to Metro’s Deputy Chief Operating Officer who is the “Title VI Designated
Official.”

10
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The Deputy Chief Operating Officer of Metro has approved unfettered access to the
Title VI Specialist allowing direct communication and/or meeting with them to
address civil rights concerns needing their attention, whether internal to Metro or
through our external partners, constituents, or contractors. Under this procedure, the
Title VI Specialist serves as Metro’s Title VI Coordinator and has full support to work
directly with the Deputy Chief Operating Officer to address civil rights matters.

Deputy Chief Operating Officer - Title VI Designated Official
Holly Calhoun
503-867-0311

Title VI Program Coordinator/Specialist

Alfredo Haro
503-797-1555

To contact Metro'’s Civil Rights Program:
Civil Rights Program - CivilRights@oregonmetro.gov

To contact Metro’s Planning, Development and Research department:

Metro Regional Center

Planning, development and research department
600 NE Grand Ave.

Portland, OR 97232-2736

Telephone: 503-797-1700

Title VI responsibilities within Planning, Development and Research Department

The department collaborates with public and private sector partners to build communities
consistent with the Region 2040 Growth Concept3 and local goals. Major programs in this
department include regional planning, Metropolitan Planning Organization planning and
activities, resource development, and investment areas. Within Metro’s planning,
development and research department, staff from multiple levels participate in Title VI
implementation processes.

Title VI Coordinator/Specialist

o Reports Title VI activities and compliance processes through Title VI Plan
(ODOT/FHWA, triennially) and Title VI Program (FTA, triennially with the LEP Plan)

e Develops and submits the Title VI Annual Accomplishments Report (AAR)
e Reports significant Title VI issues directly to the Metro Deputy Chief Operating Officer
e Monitors corrective actions related to Title VI

e Monitors changes in informal or formal guidance from USDOT, FHWA, FTA and ODOT;
communicates these changes to agency leadership

3 Region 2040 Growth Concept: https://www.oregonmetro.gov/2040-growth-concept
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Coordinates with public engagement staff in PDR to develop and implement
engagement plans meeting Title VI public engagement guidance

Collaborates with language access coordinator in the Central Communications
Department to address Limited English Proficiency (LEP) services

Coordinates with the Central Communications staff to track LEP training opportunities
and staff participation

Co-manage Title VI complaint intake with the Office of Metro Attorney

Routes formal Title VI complaints to outside agencies such as ODOT, FHWA and FTA

Communications and Engagement Manager

Provides oversight on Title VI Coordinator/Specialist responsibilities

Supervises and monitors the Title VI Coordinator/Specialist workplan

Planning, development and research Program Manager

Coordinates with Title VI Coordinator/Specialist to identify and address potential
impacts from programs, policies and activities on historically marginalized and low-
income populations

Identifies and promotes Title VI and other non-discrimination trainings available to all
planning, development and research staff

Planning, development and research staff

Ensure federally funded projects meet FHWA and FTA non-discrimination compliance
requirements

Plan and budget for public engagement within projects
Plan and budget for translation and interpretation services
Participate in trainings on LEP

Conduct populations assessment and analysis of non-discrimination outcomes for RTP,
MTIP (inc. RFFA) and NEPA projects

12
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IV. Program Review Procedures

The Deputy Chief Operating Officer and the Title VI Coordinator/Specialist monitor Title VI
activities, including the preparation of this plan. The Deputy Chief Operating Officer
reports to Metro’s Chief Operating Officer, who is the head of the agency, while the Title VI
Coordinator/Specialist reports to management in the Planning, Development and
Research department (PD&R). Together, they foster collaboration between multiple
internal offices and departments to ensure Title VI compliance.

The Title VI Coordinator/Specialist along with the Deputy Chief Operating Officer are
developing procedures for assessing and delegating internal Title VI responsibilities for
Metro’s departments and offices. The deliverables listed below outline and serve as
internal procedures on how Metro tracks compliance around Title VI agency wide.

o Title VI Plan for ODOT & FHWA, updated annually, last updated in 2022
e Title VI Annual Accomplishments Report, updated annually, last updated in 2024
e Public Engagement Guide, updated every five years, last updated in 2024

o FTATitle VI Program & Limited English Proficiency Plan, updated every three
years, last updated in 2024,

e Metro’s SPAREDI report, update in process, last updated in 2016
e Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act and the Americans with Disabilities Act
o MPO ADA Self-Evaluation and Transition Plan, last updated 2024

o MPO ADA Self-Evaluation and Transition Plan Annual Implementation
Status Report, updated annually, last updated 2025

Office of Chief Operating Officer

The Chief Operating Officer (COO) provides leadership and management authority to
agency staff by implementing Council's policy directives. The COO serves at the pleasure of
the Council and provides leadership and management authority to agency staff by
implementing the Council's policy directives, goals and objectives. The COO and Deputy
COO enforce Metro ordinances, including Title VI, provide day-to-day management of
Metro's resources, programs, enterprise businesses, facilities and workforce and prepare
the proposed budget for Council consideration.

e Manage and ensure Title VI compliance agency wide

e One of the agency’s Deputy Chief Operating Officer (Holly Calhoun) is a primary
point of contact for matters related to Title VI including resolving corrective
actions

Planning, Development and Research (PD&R)

The Title VI Coordinator/Specialist works with PD&R’s Data Research Center to gather
demographic data and determine whether concentrations of historically marginalized

30



communities live in project affected area. There is special focus on identifying the region’s
populations limited English proficiency. To improve the demographic profile accuracy,
PD&R utilizes data on English-language learners in regional public schools and the
American Community Survey to provide more detailed information than the datasets for
the American Community Survey “other language” categories (e.g., “Other Slavic, “African,”
“Other Indo-European”). These efforts improve the demographic profile accuracy and better
inform how to serve populations in project affected areas.

Central Communications

The Central Communications department staff liaison between the public and Metro’s
departments, elected officials and other involved parties, providing services in media
relations, public involvement, journalism, marketing, graphic and web design, issue
management, feedback analysis and advocacy. Their regular interfacing with the public
recognizes the need for Title VI compliance efforts. In 2025, the central communications
team consolidated the language translation and interpretation contracts. The contracts
also include clauses emphasizing federal non-discrimination compliance. These language
resources have been made available to staff to ensure Metro programs and activities are
accessible to every person who lives in the region and meet all federal non-discrimination
laws, including The Americans with Disabilities Act, Title VI of The Civil Rights Act of 1964
and Section 504 of The Rehabilitation Act. Their other notable Title VI efforts include:

e Updating Metro’s public engagement guide providing best practices and tools
¢ Updates language access guide and online hub in coordination with Title VI program specialist

¢ Coordinates LEP trainings for frontline, communications and engagement staff

Diversity, Equity & Inclusion Department

The department houses Metro’s Americans with Disabilities Act coordinator who leads various non-
discrimination compliance efforts.

e Respond to and investigate ADA complaints in partnership with Office of Metro Attorney and visitor
venues

e Advise on state and federal disability and accessibility-related topics to senior leadership, Council, staff,
jurisdictional partners, consultants, and community partners.

e Ensure ADA Title Il compliance with Metro programs, activities, and services.

e Monitor and support the development and implementation of ADA transition plans and self-
evaluations.

e Maintains and manages accessibility training curricula

e Provide support and guidance on the accessibility design standards and the code of federal regulations
pertaining to non-discrimination based on disability.

Human Resources

Human Resources is dedicated to attracting and retaining an effective, engaged workforce that reflects the
community Metro serves. Human Resources (HR) is a full-service department providing benefits,
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classification and compensation, employee and labor relations, organization development and training,
department-specific recruitment and selection, and systems administration for the agency. Further, HR
also establishes mandatory training requirements for staff and monitors compliance within the learning
management system.

e Implements Title [ of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) ensuring that job applications,
interviews, and other hiring processes are accessible to individuals with disabilities

e Receives and processes reasonable accommodation requests under the ADA for employees with
documented disabilities

Finance and Regulatory Services

Finance and Regulatory Services (FRS) provides financial management, administrative, regulatory and
operational services to Metro's elected officials, operating centers and services, employees and the public.
In addition, Finance and Regulatory Services licenses small contractors, regulates private solid waste
facilities and sets rates for public solid waste disposal facilities.

Each year, Metro spends millions of dollars on contracts with businesses that support efforts to provide
public services for the residents of Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington counties. By actively involving
historically underutilized firms and emerging small businesses (collectively referred to as COBID-certified
firms) in the pool for business opportunities, Metro helps expand economic opportunities in the region.
This department further advances Title VI compliance by the following:

¢ Including Federal non-discrimination clauses in appropriate business contracts

e Monitors and reports COBID certified firm utilization at Metro

Office of Metro Attorney

The Office of Metro Attorney (OMA) provides legal services to the entire Metro organization, including all
departments, commissions, department directors, agency staff, the Chief Operating Officer, the Council and
the Auditor. These legal services include research, evaluation, analysis, and advice regarding legal issues
affecting Metro; review of contracts, requests for proposals, and bid documents; negotiations regarding
contractual agreements; advice and assistance on legislative matters. They are a key partner in addressing
Title VI compliance and offer the following support:

o Reviews Title VI Plan, Title VI Program, Limited English Proficiency Plan and Public Engagement guide
before submission

¢ (Co-manages complaint intake with Title VI program specialist
¢ Responds to, processes, and documents Title VI complaints as needed

o Offers technical assistance on reporting and processing Title VI complaints

Parks and Nature, Housing, Waste Prevention and Environmental Services

Staff from the listed departments follow implementation strategies found in Metro’s Public Engagement
Guide ensuring historically marginalized communities are not discriminated from participating in the
agency’s program and activities. These department’s business practices continuously assess
communications, public engagement and language access strategies to ensure inclusion of historically
marginalized populations. The guiding principles include:

e Public participations is very important in decision making

e Transparency around project outcomes and impact on community
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Meaningful public engagement with historically excluded communities
Engagement and communications are timely and mindful

Collaboration and capacity building is essential to address regional issues
Intergovernmental collaboration

Evaluation of engagement

Adaptive project timelines allow meaningful engagement.
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V. Subrecipient Review Procedures

Metro provides Title VI guidance and self-certification for local jurisdictions for regional plans;
includes criteria in allocation decisions; and performs oversight for subrecipients.

I. Regional Transportation Plan

As part of its metropolitan planning organization function, Metro develops and maintains the
Regional Transportation Plan tracking projects with committed federal funding. Metro provides
guidance on public engagement and Title VI requirements to local jurisdictions and other
agencies submitting projects to the Regional Transportation Plan. In 2023, Metro refined its
Regional Transportation Plan public engagement and non-discrimination certification checklist,
asking jurisdictions and agencies to certify their Title VI compliance efforts.

Form A provides documentation and a description of the public engagement opportunities that
have been provided by Metro’s subrecipients during the planning and development of projects
and programs proposed for amendment to the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). Completion
of the form declares that the subrecipient has provided adequate opportunities for public
engagement during the development of plans and projects, including identifying and engaging
marginalized communities, including people with low income, people with disabilities, people
with limited English proficiency, and Black, Indigenous and other people of color.

Form A: Public engagement and non-discrimination certification checklist for
transportation system, subarea, topical, modal, and transit service plan or strategy
development. The contents include:

e Section A: Public engagement checklist

e Section B: Documentation of source(s) of amendment

e Section C: Summary of engagement (for NEPA projects only)
e Section D: Signed certification statement

Subrecipient oversight

Subrecipients, such as those under the Regional Travel Options program, are monitored and
supported in Title VI efforts by:4

e notifying them of their responsibilities with under Title VI and other laws and
regulations

e including Title VIin training on program and federal agency requirements

e requiring the posting of appropriate Title VI notices in their office

e requiring their quarterly invoice indicate how many complaints they have had in the
quarter even if the number is zero.

42025-27 Regional Flexible Funds Allocation program direction, oregonmetro.gov/sites/default/files/2021/11/29/2025-27-
RFFA-program-direction-adopted-by-council- 20210909.pdf; see also 2025-27 Regional Flexible Funds Allocation outcomes
evaluation report, oregonmetro.govi/sites/default/files/2022/07/20/25-27 RFFA_OE%20Report DRAFT%209 7-19-22.pdf.
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Under its Title VI obligations, Metro requires all subrecipients to:

e name a Title VI coordinator

e proactively prevent discrimination as defined in Title VI and related authorities
e disseminate Title VI notifications and program information to the public

e include Title VI compliantlanguage in all contracts to further subrecipients

o perform periodic self-assessments for Title VI compliance

e correctany deficiencies identified through self- assessment or complaint filed

e report quarterly to Metro on Title VI compliance.

Under its procedures to receive Title VI complaints, the subrecipient must:
e provide the public access to a defined complaint process and complaint form
(subrecipient may use Metro’s complaint form)
e maintain a complaint log with the:
o filing date of any complaint
o status of any investigation
o response taken by the subrecipient to resolve the complaint.

o notify Metro when a complaint is lodged against the subrecipient or further
subrecipient

If a subrecipient is found to be out of compliance, Metro will, in accord with the procedures and
timeframes of FTA C 4702.1B V1.2 and 3:

o notify subrecipient of its non-compliance

e require, review and approve a remedial action plan from the subrecipient

e monitor action plan and perform a follow up review

o ifvoluntary compliance is not reached, place subrecipients on deficiency status and
suspend federal payments.

Correction period for deficiency status is not to exceed 90 days.
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VI. Data Collection, Reporting and Analysis

Under the State of Oregon home rule charter, Metro is responsible for functions within its
metropolitan planning area boundary including managing the urban growth boundary for the
Portland metropolitan region.

Regional demographics: ethnicity, sex, age and income

Metro continuously refines its data procedures to better understand the demographics of 1.7 million
residents in the greater Portland region. Namely, the Title VI Coordinator/Specialist collaborates with
Metro’s planning, development and research department to gather data on historically marginalized
communities in its jurisdiction. Results from these demographic data practices informs transportation
project leaders on the potential benefits and impacts of Metro’s programs and activities. Similarly, their
perceived importance or severity, specifically in the areas of Metro’s role as the metropolitan planning
organization for the greater Portland region.

Metro developed a methodology to identify the demographic profile of both the Metro jurisdictional
boundary and the metropolitan planning area. Metro further refines data regarding the demographic
profiles of residents of color and the locations of communities of color. Metro’s data methodology
also identifies people who self-identified as more than one race/ethnicity in the 2020 U.S. Census
to be included in each of their identified categories, with the exception of “White alone, not

Hispanic,”.
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The chart below is based on the 2020 decennial U.S. Census for race/ethnicity,
with the categories based on the 2019-2023 American Community Survey 5-year
estimates. Note that the total population estimate is different for the two sources.

Ethnicity (2019-
2023 ACS)

Population
estimate

White (alone, not Hispanic)
Black or African American
American Indian/Native American

or Alaska Native

Asian or Asian American

Pacific Islander

Hispanic, Latino or Spanish origin

some other race

Metro jurisdictional
boundary

1,664,909

1,096,789 65.9%
92,344 5.5%

45,933  2.8%

196,131 11.8%

20,124 1.2%
238,691 14.3%
180,355 10.8%

Metropolitan
planning area

1,687,087

1,112,653 66.0%
92,651 5.5%

46,525 2.8%

196,967 11.7%

20,184 1.2%
243,241 14.4%
183,041 10.8%

Sex (2019-2023 Population
( ACS) esiimate 1,664,909 1,687,087
Female 836,211 50.2% 847,097 50.2%
Male 828,698 49.8% 839,990 49.8%
Age (ZAOSS'ZOB P:Z ';’rlrf’; ‘;" 1,664,909 1,687,087
younger than 18 330,782 19.9% 335,859 19.9%
18 to 24 129,622 7.8% 131,295 7.8%
25to 34 271,857 16.3% 274,260 16.3%
35to 44 267,785 16.1% 270,673 16.0%
45to 54 222,585 13.4% 225,937 13.4%
55to 64 190,786 11.5% 193,780 11.5%
65to 74 154,193 9.3% 156,533 9.3%
75 and older 97,299 5.8% 98,749 5.9%
Income (2019- Household
2023 ACS) estimate 683,045 690,866
less than $10,000 26,741 3.9% 26,918 3.9%
$10,000 to $19,999 35,251 5.2% 35,514 5.1%
$20,000 to $29,999 33,907 5.0% 34,191 4.9%
$30,000 to $49,999 78,735 11.5% 79,641 11.5%

$50,000 to $74,999
$75,000 to $99,999

$100,000 to $149,999

$150,000 or more

97,932 14.3%
86,452 12.7%
127,926 18.7%
196,102 28.7%

99,148 14.4%
87,415 12.7%
129,672 18.8%
198,366 28.7%
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The map below shows the distribution of people of color in the greater Portland region,
based on 2020 U.S. Census data, compared to proposed investments from the 2018 Regional
Transportation Plan.s
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In addition, Metro requests race and ethnicity, gender, age, income and disability data from
people who attend public events, public hearings, web surveys, and other tools. Providing
this information is optional. To address public information request concerns and encourage
participation, Metro has developed a form that does not identify individuals by name. Metro
also collects information through web surveys and other comment tools. This information
is analyzed to determine whose voices may not be heard on the issue to determine
additional outreach methods to those communities, such as focused announcements
through social media, discussion or focus groups, or specific consultation with community-
based organizations serving those communities. Information is also used to assess
engagement events and processes to remove barriers to participation.

5 See Appendix E of the 2023 Regional Transportation Plan on the 2023 RTP library page: oregonmetro.gov/regional-
transportation-plan
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VII.Title VI Training

Metro is developing its Title VI training efforts for internal and external civil rights compliance
efforts. The Title VI Coordinator/Specialist attends monthly training sessions led by ODOT’s
Office of Equity and Civil Rights. These trainings support Title VI practitioners as they develop
non-discrimination processes for an agency. Metro encourages staff to seek training to improve
the agency’s expertise in outreach to low income, communities of color, English language learners
and underserved communities. Because of its role as a metropolitan planning organization, the
agency often attracts guest speakers on planning topics that often address civil rights in their
presentations.

Metro employees have tools at their disposal to better connect and engage with historically
marginalized communities. Namely, the Public Engagement Guide$ strengthens Metro’s
engagement practices by describing preferred community engagement practices and reporting
guidance. The guide includes best practices to relay captured community engagement feedback to
policymakers help them make community-informed decisions. Altogether, the document is
grounded in the following desired outcomes:

e People have accessible information and meaningful opportunities to participate in
programs, services, or decision-making processes at Metro

e Metro creates welcoming spaces that encourage civic leadership and connection through
community-led activities and building capacity for ongoing engagement

e The Metro Council makes decisions that are well-informed and responsive to the needs
and perspectives of the diverse communities of greater Portland

The central communications department is a key leader in Title VI relevant trainings for internal
staff who support language translation and interpretation services for community members. The
communications team has created extensive pathways for staff to support community members
in any of the 19 safe harbor languages found in the Portland metropolitan area. Staff have access
to a language access internal hub site with directions for procuring language access vendors,
assistive listening and live captioning, sign language and spoke interpretation, and written
translation services. The language access hub also includes a recorded live demo for how to
seamlessly procure language services for community members.

6 2024 Public Engagement Guide: oregonmetro.gov/publicengagement
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VIIl. Complaint Procedures

Metro is committed to ensuring compliance with all civil rights laws and addresses complaints
regarding discrimination on the basis of race, color and national origin. Metro provides
instructions on how to file Title VI and ADA Title Il discrimination complaints and follows
specific procedures for referring or routing complaints to appropriate external agencies.

I. Instructions for filing Title VI complaints

The “Know your rights” and the “Complaint procedures” web pages found at
oregonmetro.gov/civilrights,8 inform of the right to language services and other
accommodations encouraging residents to participate in Metro programs and activities.

Under the heading, “Metro respects civil rights,” it states:

Metro fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and subsequent
statutes requiring no person be excluded from the participation in, be denied the
benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination on the basis of race, color,
national origin, age, sex, disability, income level or Limited English Proficiency
under any program or activity for which Metro administers.

Metro fully complies with Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act and Section
504 of the Rehabilitation Act that requires that no otherwise qualified individual
with a disability be excluded from the participation in, be denied the benefits of, or
be subjected to discrimination solely by reason of their disability under any program
or activity for which Metro receives federal financial assistance.

8Full URL: oregonmetro.gov/civilrights

(Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. §2000d); sex (Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973, 23 U.S.C. §324);
age (Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 86102); disability (Section 504 of
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, 29 U.S.C §794 and Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, as amended, 42
U.S.C. §12132);
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The “Know your rights” web page also includes the complaint instructions:

You have the right to file a complaint with Metro if you believe you have been discriminated

against regarding the receipt of benefits or services because of race, color, national origin,

sex, age, disability, income level, or limited English Proficiency. Every effort will be made to

address complaints. Metro offers multiple options for submitting discrimination
complaints.

For complaints based on race, color, national origin, sex, age, income level or Limited

English Proficiency, you can:

Submit an electronic complaint form

Submit a pdf discrimination complaint form to civilrights@oregonmetro.gov

Mail a complaint form to the Title VI Specialist, Metro, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland,
OR 97232

Call 503-797-1555

Visit Metro's administrative office at 600 NE Grand Ave. in Portland.

For complaints of discrimination because of disability, you can:

Submit ADA discrimination complaint form
Email accessibility@oregonmetro.gov

Mail a complaint to Heather Buczek, ADA coordinator and Accessibility Program
Manager, Metro, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR 97232

Call 971-940-3157 or 503-797-1804 TDD

Visit Metro's administrative office at 600 NE Grand Ave. in Portland.
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Il. Title VI complaint form

The Title VI complaint form is available on the webpage: oregonmetro.gov/civilrights.

Discrimination complaint form

We are asking for the following Information to assist In processing your
complaint. If you need help completing this form, call %03-797-1932.

— sy |
¥ou may scnd any writton matorsls or othor
Last nams Information that you think is relavant to your

| ‘ oompiaint ta:
Chiford Higgins

Miciro:
Strect address 600 NE Grand Ao

| ‘ Partiand, Oregon 972322736
Phonc: 502 707-1932
Fao- GO3- 7071700
Emait: diffiord higginstsoregonmetro. gow

Oy, =tale and ZIP codc

Porson dsciminaied agains [ someons offer Ban you)

Which of B following boest desrries: B nogmon o boliows e

discrimination book plac?
I:‘mm'\cd'mw I:lgcnder I:ldls:hqur
L s

W oifer, ploass spedhy:

Om whal dabicfs) did the alleged discriminaion tao: placo?

Derscribee the alleged disoriminaiion. Explain whal happened and wio you
baliowe b= responsibio

IPORTANT: By hitling subwnil, you agroa that (i) yeu havoe mad
NS an oot T e fof PRoceoures o Rckng and
Ievvestigaling Titke W compitaints and [7) you aiffim Ehat the information
a5 irue o e bost of your kn L
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Metro’s Title VI complaint form is formatted to gather information on the following:
e A written explanation of the alleged discriminatory actions;

e The complainant’s contact information, including: full name, postal address, phone number,
and email address;

o The basis of the complaint (e.g., race, color, national origin);

o The names of specific persons and respondents (e.g., agencies/organizations) alleged to have
discriminated;

o Sufficient information to understand the facts that led the complainant to believe that
discrimination occurred in a program or activity that receives Federal financial assistance; and

o The date(s) of the alleged discriminatory act(s) and whether the alleged discrimination is on-
going. The form uses an “electronic signature,” informing users:

Complainants may send written materials or other information they think is relevant to the
complaint to the Title VI designee via mail or email.

If a complainant chooses to file a complaint via email, by phone or in person, the Title VI
Coordinator or designee will perform preliminary intake to answer these questions and fill
out a version of this form that may be printed and then reviewed and signed by the
complainant.

Procedures for Title VI complaints

Metro maintains a log of all complaints received with potential Title VI compliance
implications. Complaints must be filed within 180 days of the alleged discriminatory event or
practice. Metro encourages complainants to contact Metro’s Title VI Coordinator/Specialist if
they need assistance, alternate formats, or translation support. Metro will confirm receipt of
complaint within 10 working days.

Formal Title VI compliant investigation procedures are conducted by external agencies, only.
Metro routes all formal complaints to the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) Office
of Equity and Civil Rights. After ODOT review, each formal complaint routes through the
Federal-aid highway oversight hierarchy until the complaint reaches the Federal Highway
Administration Headquarters Office of Civil Rights (HCR).

o HCR conducts all determinations regarding whether to accept, dismiss, or transfer Title VI
complaints filed against State DOTSs or Subrecipients of Federal financial assistance.

e  When HCR decides on whether to accept, dismiss, or transfer the complaint, HCR will notify
the Complainant, the FHWA Division Office, State DOT, and Subrecipient (where
applicable).

¢ Complainants have the right to file with external agencies, the right to appeal, and
experience non-retaliation by Metro staff. External agencies are listed in the following
section.
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Accepting complaints in alternative languages and formats

Metro ensures that persons with limited English proficiency have meaningful access to its programs
and activities, including its complaint procedures. Complaints in languages other than English will be
translated and responded to in the language in which they were sent.

Metro ensures that people with disabilities have access to its programs, services and activities,
including its complaint procedure in accordance with Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act
of 1990. Reasonable accommodations should be made to facilitate the complaint process for a
person with a disability, including transcribing a verbal complaint, translating and responding in
Braille, and holding any meetings needed to resolve the issue at an accessible location.

Itis important to recognize the need to modify practices to serve complainants with limited English
proficiency and those with disabilities may extend beyond the complaint intake stage. Throughout
the complaint resolution process, Metro will ensure these individuals understand their rights and
responsibilities as well as the status of their complaint.

If the complainant is represented by an attorney

Complainants represented by an attorney should provide a letter of representation.

Processing complaints

The timeframes provided below are calculated to meet the FHWA requirement that
investigative reports must be submitted to FHWA within 60 days of Metro's receipt of the

complaint.

Reviewing Title VI complaints for completeness
The complaint should be reviewed within five calendars days of receipt to determine whether
it contains all the necessary information required for acceptance.

o Ifthe complaintis complete, no additional information is needed and Metro has
jurisdiction, the complainant should be sent an acceptance letter along with the
complainant consent/release form.

e Ifthe complaint is incomplete, the complainant should be contacted in writing or
by telephone to obtain the additional information. The complainant should be given
10 calendars days to respond to the request for additional information. To save
time later, the complainant should also be sent a complainant consent/release form.

e Ifthe complaintis in a language other than English, the complainant should be sent
a translated letter of receipt with information of potential next steps. These include
information needed to route complaint and notification that the FHWA holds all
determinations for complaint acceptance, denial or transfer. This letter should also
include and consent/release form to move the process forward as Metro translates
the complaint.

Notification of acceptance of complaints
After determining that the complaint will be routed from Metro to ODOT and/or the FHWA:
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o the complainant should be sent an acceptance letter along with the complainant
consent/release form

o therespondent should be sent a notification letter; if needed, the respondent should
also be sent a request for information.

The notification and acceptance letters should contain the following information:

o the basis for the complaint

e abriefstatement of the allegations

e abrief statement that all formal complaints

e anindication of when parties will be contacted

e cautionary statement that respondents or other persons shall not intimidate, threaten, coerce
or discriminate against any person because they have made a complaint, testified, assisted or
participated in any manner in an investigation, proceeding or hearing under Title VI or any
other laws or regulations related to non-discrimination

e notice of availability of alternative dispute resolution and early resolution, if
appropriate

o the Title VI Coordinator/Specialist’s contact information.

IV. Procedures for recording and reporting Title VI investigations, complaints and
lawsuits

Recording complaints

To comply with the reporting requirements, federal guidelines require Metro to prepare and
maintain a list of any of the following that allege discrimination on the basis of race, color, or
national origin: active investigations conducted by entities other than FHWA; lawsuits; and
complaints naming Metro. Upon initial receipt, a complaint should always be date stamped,
assigned a case number and recorded as part of list of active investigations, lawsuits and
complaints related to Title VI. The date of receipt by the receiving office is crucial for
determining jurisdiction and timeliness. Case numbers should follow the convention “Metro-
ORYY-##" (YY= year; ##=complaint number for that year). The following is a sample of Metro's
recording form, which is also used to track inquiries regarding possible Title VI complaints and
other discrimination complaints.

Name of complainant Name of affected person (if different)
Address Address
City, State, ZIP Code City, State, ZIP Code
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Phone

Basis of complaint (race, color, national origin, sex, age, disability, other (specify)):

Summary of Allegations:

Complaint recipient:

Date filed:

Status of Investigation taken by ODOT/FHWA
in Response:

Final Findings of Complaint:

Notification of acceptance of complaints

After determining the complaint is complete, the Title VI Coordinator/Specialist or

designee will notify:

e The Deputy Chief Operating Officer
e The Office of Metro Attorney

o The civil rights officer of the appropriate jurisdiction (ODOT)
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IX. Dissemination of Title VI Information

Metro's Title VI notice to the public declares Metro’s compliance with Title VI and related authorities
and informs members of the public of the protections against discrimination afforded to them by Title
VL

A. Title VI notices

The paragraph below is posted at Metro’s office facility and inserted in publications that are
distributed to the public, including reports and agendas for Metro Council sessions and other
meetings:

Metro fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Title II of the Americans
with Disabilities Act, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act and other statutes that ban
discrimination. If any person believes they have been discriminated against regarding the
receipt of benefits or services because of race, color, national origin, sex, age or disability,
they have the right to file a complaint with Metro. For information on Metro’s civil rights
program, or to obtain a discrimination complaint form, visit or call 503-813-7514. Metro
provides services or accommodations upon request to persons with disabilities and people
who need an interpreter at public meetings. If you need a sign language interpreter,
communication aid or language assistance, call 503-797- 1790 or TDD/TTY 503-797-1804 (8
a.m. to 5 p.m. weekdays) 5 business days before the meeting. All Metro meetings are
wheelchair accessible. Individuals with service animals are welcome at Metro facilities, even
where pets are generally prohibited.

For up-to-date public transportation information, visit TriMet’s website at

trimet.org.

In addition, the posted notices and Metro Council and other meeting agendas include an abbreviated notice
in languages that meet the Department of Justice Safe Harbor guidance on accessibility for people with
limited English proficiency. 78 This notice translates to:

Metro respects civil rights. For information on Metro’s civil rights program or to obtain a

discrimination complaint form, visit oregonmetro.gov/civilrights.?

7 All recipients of Department financial assistance have a continuing obligation to comply with Title VI, all applicable Title
VI implementing regulations, all applicable federal civil rights laws and nondiscrimination provisions. Recipients of federal
financial assistance also have a continuing obligation under the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 to ensure that their
communications with individuals with disabilities are as effective as communications with others and may need to provide
qualified sign language interpreters for individuals who are deaf. Recipients of federal financial assistance, including
subrecipients, are reminded that the denial of language assistance services can be evidence of discrimination on the basis of
national origin or disability under certain circumstances. https://www.justice.gov/crt/media/1394191/dI?inline

8 As of May 2025, this notice is translated into 19 languages: Arabic, Cambodian, Chinese, Hindi,
Hmong, Japanese, Korean, Laotian, Nepali, Persian, Romanian, Russian, Somali, Spanish, Tagalog,
Telugu, Thai, Ukrainian and Vietnamese..

9 The web page oregonmetro.gov/civilrights has the information addressed in chapter 2, How to file a Title VI discrimination
complaint, translated into the corresponding languages, including the discrimination complaint form.
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B. Posting locations

Metro publishes the longer version of its Title VI notice in all significant
transportation planning documents, including but not limited to: metropolitan area
long range transportation plan (most recent update known as the 2023 Regional
Transportation Plan), Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program, Draft
Environmental Impact Statements, funding allocation reports and public comment
reports.

Since Metro does not provide public transit service, the agency does not post the
notice in vehicles.

As of Jan. 20, 2012, Metro’s Title VI notice appears on a web page for the topic,
oregonmetro.gov/civilrights.20 This web page makes the document more accessible because
it can be found through searches on the agency's web page and on common internet search
engines. It is also linked from the homepage through a “Know your rights”. The notice also
has been posted at three locations in the agency’s headquarters, the Metro Regional Center:
the entrance to the Metro council chamber, the main entrance to the building near the
security check-in desk and the Human Resources Department

As of Jan. 26,2012, Metro published and posted the notice in English. Metro began including
the translated versions in the agency's headquarters on March 16, 2012. Metro began
including the translated notices on Metro Council and other meeting agendas in September
2014.

Metro's current translated Title VI notices are shown on the following pages.
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Posted notice (posted at size 18x24; shown smaller here):

Metro
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Metro respects civil rights

Metro fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Title Il of the Americans with Disabilities Act, Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act and other statutes that ban discrimination. If any person believes they have been discriminated against regarding
the receipt of benefits or services because of race, color, national origin, sex, age or disability, they have the right to file a complaint
with Metro. For information on Metra's civil rights program, o to obtain a discrimination complaint form, visit oregonmetro.gov/
civilrights or call 503-797-1790. Metro provides services or accommodations upon request to persons with disabilities and people who
need an interpreter at public meetings. If you need a sign language interpreter, communication aid or language assistance, call 503-
797-1790 or TOD/TTY 503-797-1804 (8 a.m. to 5 p.m. weekdays) 5 business days befare the meeting. All Metro meetings are wheelchair
accessible. Individuals with service animals are welcome at Metro facilities, even where pets are generally prohibited. For up-to-date
public transportation information, visit TriMet's website at trimet.org

Thing bao vé sy khong ky t
Metro ton trong dan quyén, Mudn biét thém thong tin vé chuong trinh din quyén chia Metro, hojc mudn ldy don khiu nqi v€ sy ky thi, xin xem
trong urqunmeuu_n,u\icmluym hoiic goi su 503-797-1790. Néu quy vi ciin théng dich vién ra ddu bing tay, trg gitp v ti€p xic hay ngdn ngit, xin
goi 56 503-797-1790 hay TDD/TTY 503-797-1804 (1l 8 gids sang dén 5 giés chiéu vio nhilng ngay thuémg) tride budi hop 5 ngdy lam vi¢e

{1a Metro | Vietnamese

Tosinomnenns Metro npo saGopony anckpuminanii | Ukrainian
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oregonmetro.gov/civilri
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Ogeysiiska takooris laanta ee Metro | Somali

Metro waxay ixtiraamtaa xuquugda madaniga. Haddii aad u baahan gargaar ah lugadda, wac 503-797-1790 (8 gallinka hore illaa 5 gallinka dambe
maalmaha shagada) 5 maalmo shago ka hor kullanka. Haddii aad u baahan tahay turjubaan si aad uga qaybqaadatid kullan dadwe
503-797-1790 (8 gallinka hore illaa 5 gallinka dambe maalmaha shagada) shan maalma shago ka hor kullanka si loo tixgaliyo codsashadaada
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Paunawa ng Metra sa kawalan ng diskriminasyon | Tagalog

karapatang sibil, o upang makakuha ng
Kung kailangan ninyo ng interpreter

g Biyernes) lima araw ng trabaho bago ang

Tginagalang ng Metro ang mga karapatang sibil. Para sa impormasyon tungkol sa programa ng Metro sa my
porma ng reklame sa diskriminasyon, bisitahin ang oregonmetro.gov/civilrights o tumawag sa 503-797
ng wika sa isang pampublikong pulo
pulong upang mapagbigyan ang inyong k

a 503-797-1790 (8 a.m. hanggang 5 p.m. Lunes hang

Notificacion de no discrimi

acion de Metro | Spanish

Metro respeta los derechos civiles. Para obtener informacién sobre el programa de derechas civiles de & para obtener un formulario de reclama
por discriminacion, ingrese a oregonmetro.gov/civilrights o llame al 503-797-1790. i necesita asistencia con el idioma, llame al 503-797-1790 (de
8:00. m. a 5:00 p. m. los dias de semana) 7 dias laborales antes de la asamblea.

ot Metro | Russian

Melro yBakaeT rpukAaHCKHE npasa. YaHaTh 0 nporpasye Metro 1o cof/oieHio IPaAANCII TIPAB H 0Ny 4HTS GopMy XanoGn o
AHCKPHMIHALILH MOKHO Ha BeG-caitre oregonmetro.gov/civilrights mun no Tenedory 503-797-1790. Eci has HyeH NEPEBOLUIK Ha
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Avizul Metro privind nediscriminarea | Romanian

Metro respecti drepturile civile. Pentru infe privire la programul Metro pentru drepturi civile sau pentru a obfine un formular de reclamatie
izitati oregonmetro. ivilrights sau sunati la 503-797-1790. Daci avefi nevoie de un interpret de limba la o gedinti

1790 (intre orele 8 5i 5, in timpul zilelor lucratoare) cu cinci zile lucritoare inainte de sedintd, pentru a putea si vil rispunde
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publici, sunati la 503-79
in mod favorabil la cerere

Metro txoj kev ntxub ntxaug daim ntawv ceeb toom | Hmong

Metro tributes cai. Rau cov lus ghia txog Metro txoj cai kev pab, los yog kom sau ib daim ntaww tsis txaus siab, mus saib oregonmetro.gov/civilrights.
Yog hais tias koj xav tau lus kev pab, hu rau 503-797-1790 (8 teev sawv ntxov txog 5 teev tsaus ntuj weekdays) 5 hnub ua hauj lwm ua ntej ntawm lub
raoj sib tham,
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Notice provided with Metro Council and committee agendas (at 8.5x11; shown smaller

here):
Metro respects civil rights

Metrao fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1364, Title Il of the Americans with Disabilities Act , Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act and other
statutes that ban discrimination, If any person believes they have been discriminated against regarding the receipt of benefits or services because of race, color,
national origin, sex, age or disability, they have the right to file a complaint with Metro, For information on Metro's civil ights program, or to obtain a discrimination
complaint farm, visit cregonmetro.goviendlrights or call 503-797-1890. Metro provides services or accommaod ations upon request to persons with disabilities and
people who need an interpreter at public meetings. If you need a sign language intarpreter, communication aid or language assistance, call 503-797-1890 or TODYTTY
503-797-1804 (8 am. to 5 p.m. weakdays) 5 business days bafore the maeting. All Metro meetings are wheelchair accassible. Individuals with sarvice animals are
welcome at Metra facilities, even where pets are generally prohibited. For up-to-date public transportation information, visit TriMet's website at trimet.ong

Thing bdo vé sur Metre khéng ki th cla

Metro tan treng din quyén. Mudn bigt thim thang tin vé chuong trinh dan quyin

cilia Metro, hojc mudn Ly dom khigu nai vB sy ki thi, xin xem trong

wwrw. oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. MEu quy vi ciin thing dich vién ra diu biing tay,

tro gitp v tidp wic hay ngdn ngi, xin goi 54 503-797-1700 (tir 8 gior sang dén 5 gior
chibu vio nhifng ngly thutmg) trude budi hop 5 ngly lam vide,

Nosigomaerna Metro npo saBopowy Anckprsinayi

Metro = NOEArow CTAEMTRCA A0 FPOM3JAHCEHHE NPEE. JNA OTPHMaHHA IHEopMaLil
npo nperpasy Metro i3 3axncTy rpamagsncesmx npas ao fopmm ckapri npa
AuckprminaLio siaeigaite calit www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. afo Akwo sam
noTpifies nepekAagad Ha 3opax, ANA I3N0B0NEHER BAWGTD JANUTY 3aTenehonyRTe
33 Homeponm 503-797-1700 2 8.00 go 17.00 v pobodi gHi 3a n'ame pobouux gHie oo
IBapin.
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Ogeysiiska takooris la’aanta ee Metro

Metro wakay ixtiraamtaa xugquugda madaniga. Si aad u heshid macluumaad ku
saabsan barnaamijka suquugda madaniga ee Metre, ama aad u heshid wargadda ka
cabazhada takoorista, boogo www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Haddii aad u baahan
tahay turjubaan si aad uga gaybgaadatid kullan dadweyne, wac 503-797-1700 (&
gallinka hore illza 5 gallinka dambe maalmaha shagada) shan maalmo shago ka hor
kullanka si loo tixgaliyo codsashadaada,
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Paunawa ng Meatro sa kawalan ng diskriminasyon

Iginagalang ng Metro ang mga karapatang sibil. Para sa impormasyen tungkel sa
programa ng Metro sa mga karapatang sibil, o upang makakuha ng porma ng
reklame sa diskriminasyon, bisitahin ang www, oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Kung
kailangan ninyo ng interpreter ng wika sa isang pampublikong puleng, tumawag sa
503-797-1700 [ a.m. hanggang 5 p.m. Lunes hanggang Biyernes) lima araw ng
trabzho bago ang pulong upang mapaghigyan ang inyong kahilingan.

Notificacion de no discriminacian de Metro

Metro respeta los derechos civiles. Para obtener informacién sobre el programa de
derechos civiles de Metro o para obtener un formulario de reclamo por
discriminacidn, ingrese a www.oregonmetro. govy/civilrights . 51 necesita asistencia
con el idioma, llame al 503-797-1700 (de 8:00 a. m. a 5:00 p, m. los dias de semana)
5 dias laborales antes de la asamblea.

YeeaomNIeHHE O Heaor ot Metro

Metro yBamaeT rpamaaHcHme npasa, ¥Yanate o nporpamme Metro no coBaioaenno
TRAMAAHCHHY NPEE W NOAYHTE GOpMY #aN06 0 AWCKEMMUHALMK MOMHD Ha Bef-
caiTe weaw. oregonmetro.gov/civilights. Ecnm sasm Hyses nepesog-us Ha
obwecTeeHHOM coBpaHNK, DCTABLTE CBOH 3aNPoC, NOZBOHWE NO HoMEpy 503-797-
1700 o pafioune grw c 8:00 go 17:00 v 33 naTe patodns greiR 4o aare cobpasun.

Avizul Metro privind nediscriminarea

Metra respectd drepturile civile, Pentru informatii cu priviee la programul Metro
pentru drepturi civile sau pentru a obtine un formular de reclamatie impotriva
discrimindrii, vizitati www.oregonmetro.gaov/civilrights. Dacd aveti nevoie de un
interpret de limbd la o sedintd publica, sunati la 503-797-1700 (intre orele 851 5,in
timgpul zilelor lucrdtoare) cu cinci zile lucrdtoare inainte de sadintd, pentru a putea sd
vi raspunde in mod favorabil la cerere.

Metro txoj kev ntoub ntxaug daim ntawy ceeb toom

Metro tributes cal, Rau cowv lus ghia teog Metro ta] cal kev pab, los yog kom sau ib
daim ntaww tsis txaus siab, mus saib www.oregonmetro.gov/civilrights. Yog hais tias
ko) xaw tau lus kev paby, bu rau 503-797-1700 (B teey sawy ntxov tog 5 teew tsaus
nitwj weekdays) 5 haub ua hauj lwm wa ntej ntawm lub rogj sib tham,
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C. Vital documents

The following vital documents have been translated into Arabic, Chinese, Hmong, Japanese,
Korean, Khmer, Lao, Persian, Romanian, Russian, Somali, Spanish, Tagalog, Ukrainian and
Vietnamese:21

e nondiscrimination and Title VI civil rights notice

e nondiscrimination and Title VI civil rights complaint procedures

e discrimination and Title VI civil rights complaint form

e information about Metro’s language line

e language and accessibility assistance notice

e notice of potential real property impacts (to be translated during specific National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process)

e notice of right to participate in formal comment period (to be translated during NEPA
process or formal land use action)

e description about Metro programs and services

e notice of how to provide public testimony.

34
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X. Review of State Transportation Authority (STA) Directives

I. Program assessment and monitoring procedures

Program assessment and monitoring by Metro’s Title VI Coordinator or designee includes
biennial review and annual reporting to the ODOT Title VI Designated Official. In addition,
any member of the public may inspect public reports, personnel rules, executive orders,
resolutions and ordinances pertaining to public outreach, and non-discrimination.

Residents may also request such project and program records through each department.
Il. Annual reporting procedures

Each year, the Title VI Coordinator/Specialist or reviews Metro’s agency-wide Title VI
program to ensure compliance with regulations. In addition, the coordinator reviews
agency operational guidelines and publications, including those for contractors, to ensure
Title VI language and provisions are incorporated, as appropriate.

The Title VI Coordinator/Specialist will prepare and submit a Title VI Annual
Accomplishments report to ODOT as required. Content of the report will describe, at
minimum:

e The previous year’s Title VI-related activities and efforts, including
accomplishments and program changes

e Changes in organizational structure or Title VI personnel

e Anaccounting of any Title VI complaints submitted to Metro

o Title VI-related goals and objectives for the coming year.
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XI. Compliance and Enforcement Procedures

The Title VI Coordinator is responsible for monitoring compliance with Title VI requirements in all aspects
of Metro’s efforts to identify, engage and assess benefits and impacts for historically marginalized
communities. The Title VI Coordinator will:

e develop and distribute information on Title VI rights and guarantees within Metro
programs to the general public and provide such information in languages other than
English, as appropriate

e include a Title VI notice to the public, either full or abbreviated, in all news releases,
Metro Council and advisory committee meeting agendas and the Metro website

o ensure that methods to identify historically marginalized communities comply with
Title VI requirements and follow or exceed current best practices

e ensure that communications and public engagement efforts comply with Title VI
requirements and follow or exceed current best practices

e disseminate information to minority media and organizations representing historically
marginalized communities to engage fully diverse interest groups in the planning process

o notify affected and protected groups of public hearings regarding proposed actions and make
the hearings accessible to all residents, including the use of interpreters when requested or an
authentic need has been otherwise identified

e ensure meeting rooms at Metro and other locations are accessible to all

e collect evaluative information about public meetings and comment opportunities to track how
well different segments of the population are represented, determine where special efforts
should be made to engage underrepresented voices, and seek continually improving outreach
methods

e process Title VI complaints in accordance with the Title VI complaint processing
procedure

e ensure that methods to assess the benefits and impacts for historically marginalized
communities comply with Title VI requirements and follow or exceed current best practices

e ifany area is found to be out of compliance, work with program staff and the Office of Metro
Attorney to restore compliance and report status and corrective steps to the Deputy Chief
Operating Officer
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XIl. Limited English Proficiency

A person with limited English proficiency is one who does not speak English as their primary
language and who has a limited ability to read, speak, write or understand English. Metro refers to
residents of the region with limited English proficiency as English-language learners. Metro
developed its latest Limited English Proficiency Plan in 2024 to provide language assistance for
English-language learners seeking meaningful access to programs. The LEP plan includes elements
to ensure that English-language learners have access to the planning notices, processes and

published information. Metro will also work toward ensuring multilingual material and

documents and interpretation at meetings and events when needed.

In developing the Limited English Proficiency Plan, Metro conducted the four-factor analysis set

out by the U.S. Department of Justice, which considers the following:10

1.

number or proportion of persons with limited English proficiency (LEP)
eligible to be served or likely to be encountered by a program, project or
service

frequency with which LEP individuals come in contact with the program,
project or service

nature and importance of any proposed changes to people's lives

program, project or service resources available for language assistance and
costs of language assistance.

The full four-factor analysis is available in Metro’s Limited English Proficiency Plan.1!
There were several key findings revealed in the factor 1 analysis.

340,023 persons over the age of five, or 19.6 percent of the Metro region’s over-5
population, speaks a language other than English at home.

118,398 persons over the age of five speak a language other than English at
home and speak English less than “very well”. This population is 6.8 percent of
the Metro region’s over-five population.

Spanish is the second most predominant language, other than English, spoken in
the region

Sixteen languages within Metro’s service area have limited English proficient
populations that may meet or exceed 1,000 persons.

10 U.S. Department of Justice, Guidance to Federal Financial Assistance Recipients Regarding Title VI
Prohibition Against National Origin Discrimination Affecting Limited English Proficient Persons, 67 FR
41455, June 18, 2002, issued pursuant to Executive Order 13166, Improving Access to Services for Persons
with Limited English Proficiency, Aug. 11, 2000, incorporated by U.S. Department of Transportation,

Policy Guidance Concerning Recipients” Responsibilities to Limited English Proficient (LEP)
Persons, 70 FR 74087, Dec. 14, 2005.

11 gregonmetro.gov/sites/default/files/2022/03/31/2021 LEPplan-Metro%28Portland%2COre%29.pdf
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e shows the languages that may meet or exceed 1,000 persons with limited English

proficiency; no language exceeds 5 percent of the service area population.

Of all languages spoken in the region, the table below shows the languages that are very

near or exceed the limited English proficiency threshold of 1,000 persons. No languages
meet the 5 percent of the service area population threshold.

Table 1: Languages in Metro region that may exceed 1,000 LEP persons

Languages
spoken at
home

Spanish
Vietnamese
Chinese
Russian
Korean
Arabic
Ukrainian *
Tagalog
Japanese
Persian
Khmer
Somali *
Romanian *
Thai *
Hindi

Lao *
Total, all

non-English

languages

Factor 1 analysis population data sources

Population
5 and over
speaking a
language
other than
English at
home

150,380
24,997
22,834
16,097
7,885
8,105

no ACS data
8,325
7,111
4,392

2,091

no ACS data
no ACS data
no ACS data
6,068

no ACS data
340,023

Population
that is LEP,
age 5 and
over, by
native
language

51,773
14,700
11,007
6,339
3,711
2,684
2,390
2,043
1,930
1,231
1,043
1,022
969
921
846
799
118,398

Population
that is LEP,
age 5 and
over, by
native
language,
margin of
error

+- 2,986
+- 1,427
+- 1,106
+- 1,178
+- 593
+-767
+- 561
+- 487
+- 353
+- 454
+-300
+- 261
+-222
+- 237
+- 280
+- 206
+- 6,019

Percent of
total LEP
population
by native
language

43.7%
12.4%
9.3%
5.4%
3.1%
2.3%
2.0%
1.7%
1.6%
1.0%
0.9%
0.9%
0.8%
0.8%
0.7%
0.7%
100.0%

Percent of
total Metro
region
population
age 5 and
over
(1,735,490)
, LEP, by
language
3.0%

0.8%

0.6%

0.4%

0.2%

0.2%

0.1%

0.1%

0.1%

0.1%

0.1%

0.1%

0.1%

0.1%
0.05%
0.05%
6.8%

The data sources recommended by the FTA!2 include the sources used to conduct the Factor
1 analysis in Metro’s service area in order to understand the number or proportion of
English language learners eligible to be served by Metro or encountered by Metro programs

or services:

2015-2019 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year estimates, aggregated by census
public use microdata areas (PUMAs)

12 Federal Transit Administration Office of Civil Rights, Implementing the Department of Transportation’s Policy Guidance
Concerning Recipients’ Responsibilities to Limited English Proficient (LEP) Persons, a Handbook for Public Transportation

Providers, April 13,2007.
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2015-2019 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year estimates, aggregated by census
tracts

Oregon Department of Education (ODE): 2018-2019 school year enrollment data for
school districts in Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington counties

The figure below shows the distribution of English-language learner populations for all
languages in the Portland metropolitan region.

Total LEP: ACS and ODE Data

Census Tract LEP (ACS Data)
CI< 2%
2 5% e ; Q
5 - 10% |
. > 10% ; A 5 2024
School LEP (ODE Data) Limited
° <7% o English
© 7-14% Proficiency
@ 14-25% Plan
® >25% @ Metro

Source: 2015-2019 ACS, U.S. Census tract data, Table B16001; Oregon Department of Education, 2018-2019
enrollment data

Language assistance measures

Metro employs various methods and strategies to provide English-language learners with
information critical to accessing programs and services. Metro‘s language assistance
measures include:

Language resource guide Metro developed a language resource guide that outlines effective
practice in written translation, helps staff identify steps to consider when translating
materials for a program or a project, and provides resources for staff when an event calls
for or a community member requires interpretation. The language resource guide is
intended for Metro staff providing translation or interpretation services for community
members who are English language learners.
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Language line Metro maintains a contract with Certified Languages International for
telephone interpretation services in up to 205 different languages.

Bilingual staff Metro continues to periodically update a list of volunteer staff interpreters
who are available to provide language interpretation services on request. This list is made
available to all Metro staff and provided during annual language training to administrative
support and communications staff throughout the agency. The list currently identifies 15
employees who are available to help with interpretation of 13 spoken languages plus
American Sign Language.

Metro’s language hub (oregonmetro.gov/languagehub) Metro redesigned and launched a

new website in May 2014. The new site has improved access for visitors that have a limited
ability to understand English and connects them with key pages readable in, currently, 16
languages. There is a special emphasis on meeting the needs of the region’s growing
population of Spanish, Chinese, Viethamese and Russian speakers.

Multilingual videos Metro contracted with Immigrant and Refugee Community Organization
to hire local talent fluent in Spanish, Russian, Vietnamese and Chinese and produced four
short videos to inform visitors about the various programs or services Metro provides. To

view the videos, visit oregonmetro.gov/languagehub.

When issues or actions are known to affect areas where concentrations of English-language
learners live, notices and announcements in the primary language(s) spoken in that area
are placed in appropriate locations and community media. Key project or program
information and questionnaires are translated. Interpreters will be present at events in
which English-language learners affected by the project or program are expected to
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participate or otherwise requested. Specific non-English-language discussion groups may
be held to address project or program issues.36

For regional programs, published notices for comment opportunities include translated
notices on how to receive more information and participate, such as the one below for the
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program. When appropriate and feasible, online
engagement tools include translated options.

Tell us what you think | 30-day comment period

Give your thoughts on the schedule for investing federal and state transportation
funds in the greater Portland region for 2021-24. The Metropolitan Transportation
Improvement Program also demonstrates how the list of projects comply with
federal regulations regarding air quality impacts and environmental justice.

April 3 through May 4, 2020

oregonmetro.gov/mtip M et ro
Submit comments April 3 through May 4, 2020: online at

oregonmetro.gov/mtip | by mail to Metro Planning, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR 97232 |

by email to transportation@oregonmetro.gov |
by phone at 503-797-1750 or TDD 503-797-1804.

The Metro Council is scheduled to hold a public hearing 5 p.m. Thursday, April 16 and will
hold a public hearing and take legislative action in July 2020 at Metro Regional Center,
600 NE Grand Ave., Portland.

Esta es una notificacién de su oportunidad para comentar sobre las prioridades de transporte en la region.
Para recibir una traduccion de la notificacion publica completa en espafiol, llame al 503-797-1888.

Pay la thong béo vé co hdi clia quy vi duoc trinh bay v kién d6i vdi cac wu tién vé chuyén chd trong viing.
Mudn nhan duogc ban dich day dd ctia thong bao bang Tiéng Viét, xin goi s6 503-797-1888.

APEEEBNTAAEAKSTREAMECREEBREBEYRENSEE - BENSZ2NEE
PN EEMRAS - #57$]503-797-1888 ©

HaCTOﬂl.LIMM yBegomaaem, 4To y BaC eCTb BO3MOXHOCTb OCTaBUTb CBOW OT3bIB OTHOCUTENILHO
NPUOPUTETOB TPAHCMOPTHOIO PAa3BUTUA B BalLEM PErnoHe. PVCCKVIO BEPCUKO HaCTOALLEro onoseleHna
MOXHO 3anpocuTb No HOMepy 503-797-1888.

= EXME XY U nE 2H 2M Aretol| Thel #otol oA FAIY = A= 7|28 &3 &
7| ?et AYULICH B0 2 HAE SXA HES LOLEA|2{H, 503-797-18882 E2|THAA| 2.



Xlll. Appendix A: DOT Standard Title VI Assurances

The United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) Standard Title VI/Non-

Discrimination Assurances

DOT Order No. 1050.2A

The Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) (herein referred to as the "Recipient"), HEREBY AGREES
THAT, as a condition to receiving any Federal financial assistance from the U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT), through the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), is subject to and
will comply with the following:

Statutory/Regulatory Authorities

o Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 stat. 252), (prohibits
discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin);

e 49 C.F.R. Part 21 (entitled Non-discrimination In Federally-Assisted Programs Of The
Department Of Transportation-Effectuation Of Title VI Of The Civil Rights Act Of 1964);

e 28 C.F.R. section 50.3 (U.S. Department of Justice Guidelines for Enforcement of Title VI of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964);

The preceding statutory and regulatory cites hereinafter are referred to as the "Acts" and
"Regulations," respectively.

General Assurances

In accordance with the Acts, the Regulations, and other pertinent directives, circulars, policy,
memoranda, and/or guidance, the Recipient hereby gives assurance that it will promptly take any
measures necessary to ensure that:

"No person in the United States shall, on the grounds of race, color, or national origin,
be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected
to discrimination under any program or activity, "for which the Recipient receives
Federal financial assistance from DOT, including the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA).

The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987 clarified the original intent of Congress, with respect to
Title VI and other Non-discrimination requirements (The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, and
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973), by restoring the broad, institutional-wide scope and
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coverage of these non- discrimination statutes and requirements to include all programs and
activities of the Recipient, so long as any portion of the program is Federally assisted.

Specific Assurances

More specifically, and without limiting the above general Assurance, the Recipient agrees with and
gives the following Assurances with respect to its Federally assisted Transportation Programs:

1. The Recipient agrees that each "activity," "facility,” or "program,” as defined in §§ 21.23(b)
and 21.23(e) of 49 C.F.R. § 21 will be (with regard to an "activity") facilitated, or will be
(with regard to a "facility") operated, or will be (with regard to a "program") conducted in
compliance with all requirements imposed by, or pursuant to the Acts and the Regulations.

2. The Recipient will insert the following notification in all solicitations for bids, Requests For
Proposals for work, or material subject to the Acts and the Regulations made in connection
with all Transportation Programs and, in adapted form, in all proposals for negotiated
agreements regardless of funding source:

"The Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro), in accordance with the provisions of
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252,42 U.S.C. §§ 2000d to 2000d-4)
and the Regulations, hereby notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively ensure that
any contract entered into pursuant to this advertisement, disadvantaged business
enterprises will be afforded full and fair opportunity to submit bids in response to
this invitation and will not be discriminated against on the grounds of race, color,
or national origin in consideration for an award."

3. The Recipient will insert the clauses of Appendix A and E of this Assurance in every contract
or agreement subject to the Acts and the Regulations.

4. The Recipient will insert the clauses of Appendix B of this Assurance, as a covenant running
with the land, in any deed from the United States effecting or recording a transfer of real
property, structures, use, or improvements thereon or interest therein to a Recipient.

5. That where the Recipient receives Federal financial assistance to construct a facility, or part
of a facility, the Assurance will extend to the entire facility and facilities operated in
connection therewith.

6. That where the Recipient receives Federal financial assistance in the form, or for the
acquisition of real property or an interest in real property, the Assurance will extend to
rights to space on, over, or under such property.

7. That the Recipient will include the clauses set forth in Appendix C and Appendix D of this
Assurance, as a covenant running with the land, in any future deeds, leases, licenses,
permits, or similar instruments entered into by the Recipient with other parties:



10.

a. for the subsequent transfer of real property acquired or improved under the applicable
activity, project, or program; and

b. for the construction or use of, or access to, space on, over, or under real property
acquired or improved under the applicable activity, project, or program.

That this Assurance obligates the Recipient for the period during which Federal financial
assistance is extended to the program, except where the Federal financial assistance is to
provide, or is in the form of, personal property, or real property, or interest therein, or
structures or improvements thereon, in which case the Assurance obligates the Recipient,
or any transferee for the longer of the following periods:

a. the period during which the property is used for a purpose for which the Federal
financial assistance is extended, or for another purpose involving the provision of
similar services or benefits; or

b. the period during which the Recipient retains ownership or possession of the property.

The Recipient will provide for such methods of administration for the program as are found
by the Secretary of Transportation or the official to whom he/she delegates specific
authority to give reasonable guarantee that it, other recipients, sub-recipients, sub-
grantees, contractors, subcontractors, consultants, transferees, successors in interest, and
other participants of Federal financial assistance under such program will comply with all
requirements imposed or pursuant to the Acts, the Regulations, and this Assurance.

The Recipient agrees that the United States has a right to seek judicial enforcement with
regard to any matter arising under the Acts, the Regulations, and this Assurance.

By signing this ASSURANCE, the Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) also agrees to
comply (and require any sub-recipients, sub-grantees, contractors, successors, transferees,
and/or assignees to comply) with all applicable provisions governing the Federal
Highway Administration access to records, accounts, documents, information, facilities,
and staff. You also recognize that you must comply with any program or compliance
reviews, and/or complaint investigations conducted by the Federal Highway
Administration. You must keep records, reports, and submit the material for review upon
request to the Federal Highway Administration, or its designee in a timely, complete, and
accurate way. Additionally, you must comply with all other reporting, data collection, and
evaluation requirements, as prescribed by law or detailed in program guidance.
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The Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) gives this ASSURANCE in consideration of and
for obtaining any Federal grants, loans, contracts, agreements, property, and/or discounts,
or other Federal-aid and Federal financial assistance extended after the date hereof to the

recipients by the U.S. Department of Transportation under the Transportation Programs.

This ASSURANCE is binding on Oregon, other recipients, sub-recipients, sub-grantees,
contractors, subcontractors and their subcontractors', transferees, successors in interest,
and any other participants in the Federal Transportation Program. The person(s) signing
below is authorized to sign this ASSURANCE on behalf of the Recipient.

Partland Metropolitan Area (Metro)

by%

Depu‘ﬁfchief Operating Officer, Holly Calhoun

-’-’c(%{ 5

L4

DATED
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APPENDIX A

During the performance of this contract, the contractor, for itself, its assignees, and successors in
interest (hereinafter referred to as the "contractor") agrees as follows:

1. Compliance with Regulations: The contractor (hereinafter includes consultants) will
comply with the Acts and the Regulations relative to Non-discrimination in Federally-
assisted programs of the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway
Administration, as they may be amended from time to time, which are herein incorporated
by reference and made a part of this contract.

2. Non-discrimination: The contractor, with regard to the work performed by it during the
contract, will not discriminate on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in the
selection and retention of subcontractors, including procurements of materials and leases of
equipment. The contractor will not participate directly or indirectly in the discrimination
prohibited by the Acts and the Regulations, including employment practices when the
contract covers any activity, project, or program set forth in Appendix B of 49 CFR Part 21.

3. Solicitations for Subcontracts, Including Procurements of Materials and Equipment:
In all solicitations, either by competitive bidding, or negotiation made by the contractor for
work to be performed under a subcontract, including procurements of materials, or leases
of equipment, each potential subcontractor or supplier will be notified by the contractor of
the contractor's obligations under this contract and the Acts and the Regulations relative to
Non-discrimination on the grounds of race, color, or national origin.

4. Information and Reports: The contractor will provide all information and reports
required by the Acts, the Regulations, and directives issued pursuant thereto and will
permit access to its books, records, accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities
as may be determined by the Recipient or the Federal Highway Administration to be
pertinent to ascertain compliance with such Acts, Regulations, and instructions. Where any
information required of a contractor is in the exclusive possession of another who fails or
refuses to furnish the information, the contractor will so certify to the Recipient or the and
Federal Transit Administration, as appropriate, and will set forth what efforts it has made
to obtain the information.

5. Sanctions for Noncompliance: In the event of a contractor's noncompliance with the Non-
discrimination provisions of this contract, the Recipient will impose such contract sanctions
as it or the Federal Highway Administration may determine to be appropriate, including,
but not limited to:

a. withholding payments to the contractor under the contract until the contractor
complies; and/or
b. cancelling, terminating, or suspending a contract, in whole or in part.
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Incorporation of Provisions: The contractor will include the provisions of paragraphs one
through six in every subcontract, including procurements of materials and leases of
equipment, unless exempt by the Acts, the Regulations and directives issued pursuant
thereto. The contractor will take action with respect to any subcontract or procurement as
the Recipient or the Federal Highway Administration and may direct as a means of
enforcing such provisions including sanctions for noncompliance. Provided, that if the
contractor becomes involved in, or is threatened with litigation by a subcontractor, or
supplier because of such direction, the contractor may request the Recipient to enter into
any litigation to protect the interests of the Recipient. In addition, the contractor may
request the United States to enter into the litigation to protect the interests of the United
States.
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APPENDIX B

CLAUSES FOR DEEDS TRANSFERRING UNITED STATES PROPERTY

The following clauses will be included in deeds effecting or recording the transfer of real property,
structures, or improvements thereon, or granting interest therein from the United States pursuant
to the provisions of Assurance 4:

NOW, THEREFORE, the U.S. Department of Transportation as authorized by law and upon the
condition that the Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) will accept title to the lands and maintain
the project constructed thereon in accordance with Title 23, United States Code, the Regulations
for the Administration of Transportation Programs, and the policies and procedures prescribed
by the Federal Highway Administration of the U.S. Department of Transportation in accordance
and in compliance with all requirements imposed by Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, U.S.
Department of Transportation, Subtitle A, Office of the Secretary, Part 21, Non-discrimination in
Federally-assisted programs of the U.S Department of Transportation pertaining to and effectuating
the provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252; 42 U.S.C. § 2000d to 2000d-4),
does hereby remise, release, quitclaim and convey unto the Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro)
all the right, title and interest of the U.S. Department of Transportation in and to said lands
described in Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof.

(HABENDUM CLAUSE)

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD said lands and interests therein unto the Portland Metropolitan Area
(Metro) and its successors forever, subject, however, to the covenants, conditions, restrictions and
reservations herein contained as follows, which will remain in effect for the period during which
the real property or structures are used for a purpose for which Federal financial assistance is
extended or for another purpose involving the provision of similar services or benefits and will be
binding on the Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro), its successors and assigns.

The Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro), in consideration of the conveyance of said lands and
interests in lands, does hereby covenant and agree as a covenant running with the land for itself, its
successors and assigns, that (1) no person will on the grounds of race, color, or national origin, be
excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to
discrimination with regard to any facility located wholly or in part on, over, or under such lands
hereby conveyed [,] [and]* (2) that the Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) will use the lands
and interests in lands and interests in lands so conveyed, in compliance with all requirements
imposed by or pursuant to Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, U.S. Department of Transportation,
Subtitle A, Office of the Secretary, Part 21, Non-discrimination in Federally-assisted programs of the
U.S. Department of Transportation, Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and as
said Regulations and Acts may be amended [, and (3) that in the event of breach of any of the above-
mentioned non-discrimination conditions, the Department will have a right to enter or re-enter said
lands and facilities on said land, and that above described land and facilities will thereon revert to
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and vest in and become the absolute property of the U.S. Department of Transportation and its
assigns as such interest existed prior to this instruction].*

(*Reverter clause and related language to be used only when it is determined that such a
clause is necessary in order to make clear the purpose of Title VI.)
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APPENDIX C

CLAUSES FOR TRANSFER OF REAL PROPERTY ACQUIRED OR IMPROVED UNDER THE
ACTIVITY, FACILITY, OR PROGRAM

The following clauses will be included in deeds, licenses, leases, permits, or similar
instruments entered into by the Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) pursuant to the
provisions of Assurance 7(a):

A. The (grantee, lessee, permittee, etc. as appropriate) for himself/herself, his/her heirs, personal
representatives, successors in interest, and assigns, as a part of the consideration hereof, does
hereby covenant and agree [in the case of deeds and leases add "as a covenant running with the
land"] that:

1. Inthe event facilities are constructed, maintained, or otherwise operated on the property
described in this (deed, license, lease, permit, etc.) for a purpose for which a U.S.
Department of Transportation activity, facility, or program is extended or for another
purpose involving the provision of similar services or benefits, the (grantee, licensee, lessee,
permittee, etc.) will maintain and operate such facilities and services in compliance with all
requirements imposed by the Acts and Regulations (as may be amended) such that no
person on the grounds of race, color, or national origin, will be excluded from participation
in, denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination in the use of said
facilities.

B. With respect to licenses, leases, permits, etc., in the event of breach of any of the above Non-
discrimination covenants, Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) will have the right to
terminate the (lease, license, permit, etc.) and to enter, re-enter, and repossess said lands and
facilities thereon, and hold the same as if the (lease, license, permit, etc.) had never been made
or issued.*

C. With respect to a deed, in the event of breach of any of the above Non-discrimination covenants,
the Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) will have the right to enter or re-enter the lands and
facilities thereon, and the above described lands and facilities will there upon revert to and vest
in and become the absolute property of the Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) and its
assigns.*

(*Reverter clause and related language to be used only when it is determined that such a
clause is necessary to make clear the purpose of Title VI.)
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APPENDIX D

CLAUSES FOR CONSTRUCTION/USE/ACCESS TO REAL PROPERTY ACQUIRED UNDER
THE ACTIVITY, FACILITY OR PROGRAM

The following clauses will be included in deeds, licenses, permits, or similar
instruments/agreements entered into by Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) pursuant
to the provisions of Assurance 7(b):

A. The (grantee, licensee, permittee, etc., as appropriate) for himself/herself, his/her heirs,
personal representatives, successors in interest, and assigns, as a part of the consideration
hereof, does hereby covenant and agree (in the case of deeds and leases add, "as a covenant
running with the land") that (1) no person on the ground of race, color, or national origin, will
be excluded from participation in, denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to
discrimination in the use of said facilities, (2) that in the construction of any improvements on,
over, or under such land, and the furnishing of services thereon, no person on the ground of
race, color, or national origin, will be excluded from participation in, denied the benefits of, or
otherwise be subjected to discrimination, (3) that the (grantee, licensee, lessee, permittee, etc.)
will use the premises in compliance with all other requirements imposed by or pursuant to the
Acts and Regulations, as amended, set forth in this Assurance.

B. With respect to (licenses, leases, permits, etc.), in the event of breach of any of the above Non-
discrimination covenants, Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) will have the right to
terminate the (license, permit, etc., as appropriate) and to enter or re-enter and repossess said
land and the facilities thereon, and hold the same as if said (license, permit, etc., as appropriate)
had never been made or issued.*

C. With respect to deeds, in the event of breach of any of the above Non-discrimination covenants,
Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) will there upon revert to and vest in and become the
absolute property of Portland Metropolitan Area (Metro) and its assigns.*

(*Reverter clause and related language to be used only when it is determined that such a
clause is necessary to make clear the purpose of Title VI.)
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APPENDIX E

During the performance of this contract, the contractor, for itself, its assignees, and successors in interest
(hereinafter referred to as the "contractor") agrees to comply with the following non-discrimination
statutes and authorities; including but not limited to:

Pertinent Non-Discrimination Authorities:

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 stat. 252), (prohibits discrimination
on the basis of race, color, national origin); and 49 CFR Part 21.

The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, (42 US.C. §
4601), (prohibits unfair treatment of persons displaced or whose property has been acquired because of
Federal or Federal-aid programs and projects);

Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973, (23 U.S.C. § 324 et seq.), (prohibits discrimination on the basis of sex);
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, (29 U.S.C. § 794 et seq.), as amended, (prohibits
discrimination on the basis of disability); and 49 CFR Part 27;

The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, (42 U.S.C. § 6101 et seq.), (prohibits discrimination on
the basis of age);

Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, (49 USC § 471, Section 47123), as amended, (prohibits
discrimination based on race, creed, color, national origin, or sex);

The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, (PL 100-209), (Broadened the scope, coverage and
applicability of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, The Age Discrimination Act of 1975 and Section
504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, by expanding the definition of the terms "programs or activities"
to include all of the programs or activities of the Federal-aid recipients, sub-recipients and contractors,
whether such programs or activities are Federally funded or not);

Titles Il and III of the Americans with Disabilities Act, which prohibit discrimination on the basis of
disability in the operation of public entities, public and private transportation systems, places of public
accommodation, and certain testing entities (42 U.S.C. §§ 12131-12189) as implemented by Department
of Transportation regulations at 49 C.F.R. parts 37 and 38;

The Federal Aviation Administration's Non-discrimination statute (49 U.S.C. § 47123) (prohibits
discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin, and sex);

Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and
Low-Income Populations, which ensures Non-discrimination against minority populations by
discouraging programs, policies, and activities with disproportionately high and adverse human health
or environmental effects on minority and low-income populations;

Executive Order 13166, Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited English Proficiency, and
resulting agency guidance, national origin discrimination includes discrimination because of Limited
English proficiency (LEP). To ensure compliance with Title VI, you must take reasonable steps to ensure
that LEP persons have meaningful access to your programs (70 Fed. Reg. at 74087 to 74100);

Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, as amended, which prohibits you from discriminating
because of sex in education programs or activities (20 U.S.C. 1681 et seq).
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XIV. APPENDIX B: FORM A. 2023 Regional Transportation Plan Call for Projects

Public Engagement and Non-
discrimination Certification and
Documentation for Regional

Amendments

Purpose

This form provides documentation and a description of the
public engagement opportunities that have been provided by
project sponsors during the planning and development of
projects and programs proposed for amendment to the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP).

Completion of the form declares that the project sponsor has
provided adequate opportunities for public engagement during
the development of plans and projects, including identifying and
engaging marginalized communities, including people with low
income, people with disabilities, people with limited English
proficiency, and Black, Indigenous and other people of color.

Metro retains these forms to demonstrate compliance with
federal (U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highways
Administration and Federal Transit Administration) and state
(Oregon Department of Transportation) guidance on public
engagement and on Title VI of the Civil Rights Act and other civil
rights requirements (see FTA Circular 4702.1B and Code

of Federal Regulations 450.210 and 450.316). Documentation of th:

form may be requested by federal or state regulators.!

For questions, contact Metro regional transportation planning at
transportation@oregonmetro.gov or 503-797-1750.

Instructions

Transportation Plan Project or Program

Instructions

1) Complete this form for
all proposed RTP
amendments.

e Section A: Public
Engagement Checklist

e Section B: Documentation
of Source(s) of Amendment

e Section C: Summary of
Engagement (for NEPA
projects only)

e Section D: Signed
Certification Statement

2) Submit the completed form
to Metro staff.

3) Ensure records are
retained by your agency in
accordance with instructions in

Sponsoring agencies must fill out each section of this form and submit the completed form to Metro
staff along with other information needed to consider a proposed amendment to the RTP.
Sponsoring agencies must keep referenced records on file in case of a request for information.

11f such a request is unable to be met, the Regional Transportation Plan itself may be found to be out of

compliance, requiring regional corrective action.
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https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/FTA_Title_VI_FINAL.pdf
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-23/chapter-I/subchapter-E/part-450/subpart-B
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-23/chapter-I/subchapter-E/part-450/subpart-C/section-450.316
mailto:transportation@oregonmetro.gov

Section A: Public Engagement Checklist

The checklist in this section outlines federal and state Title VI and engagement requirements for
transportation planning and project development. By checking each box, project sponsors are
confirming that the proposed amendment has met the associated requirements to support Title VI
and engagement compliance for the RTP. The type of records that should be retained are listed
where appropriate. These records do not need to be submitted to Metro, but must be retained by
project sponsors as described above. The completed checklist may be included in the RTP
Amendment materials.

Section B: Documentation of Source(s) of RTP Amendment

In this section, project sponsors provide a list of the adopted local transportation system plans,
subarea plans or strategies, topical plans or strategies, modal plans or strategies, transit service
plans or any other such plans or studies that were developed with opportunities for public
feedback, in which the proposed RTP amendment is adopted and where additional information on
public engagement may be found.

Section C: FOR NEPA PROJECTS ONLY - Summary of non-discriminatory, inclusive
engagement for NEPA projects

In this section, project sponsors provide additional information on public engagement elements and
activities that illustrate how requirements are being met and best practices that are being utilized
for any projects subject to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). These are typically large-
scale, major projects, anywhere from $100 to 500 million in cost (CFR 40 1508.18), may be
constructed in multiple phases, have a high level of public, legislative or congressional interest and
require more extensive public outreach and engagement. The completed checklist may be included
in the RTP Amendment materials.

Requirements for Retention of Records

Records should be retained until the related local transportation system plan, subarea plan or
strategy, topical plan or strategy, modal plan or strategy, transit service plan or other plan or study
is superseded, or the submitted projects have been completed or removed from the RTP plus six
years. Retained records do not have to be submitted unless requested by Metro, state regulators or
federal regulators.

Public engagement and non-discrimination
certification and documentation for
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Section A. Public Engagement Checklist for RTP Amendment

This checklist outlines federal and state Title VI and engagement requirements for
transportation planning and project development. By checking each box, project sponsors
are confirming that the proposed amendment met the associated requirements to support
engagement compliance for the RTP.

Sponsor Agency:
Brief Description of Proposed RTP Amendment:

Q The nominating agency or governing body has adopted a Title VI Plan and
administrative procedures to implement it in compliance with Federal Title IV of the
Civil Rights Act and implementing regulations.

Q Projects submitted for the 2023-30 implementation timeframe have conducted, or
will conduct, documented project-specific public engagement and analyzed
potential inequitable impacts for Black, Indigenous and other people of color,
people with limited English proficiency and people with low income compared to
those for other population groups.

Retained records: Documentation of public engagement activities.

Q Projects submitted for the 2031-45 implementation timeframe have conducted, or
will conduct, project-specific public engagement and analyze potential inequitable
impacts for Black, Indigenous and other people of color, people with limited English
proficiency and people with low income compared to those for other population
groups.

Retained records: Documentation of public engagement activities.

Q A public engagement plan was developed for each of the plans, strategies, etc., listed
in Section B, in compliance with Federal Title IV of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and
implementing regulations, including the following (check all that are true):

A statement of non-discrimination.

O Public notices were published and requests for input were sent in advance of
the project start, engagement activity or input opportunities.

Q Timely, convenient and accessible forums for public input throughout the
process. These forums included accommodations for people with disabilities
(e.g., screen reader-compatible materials, ASL interpretation), people with
limited English proficiency (e.g., translation) and other accommodations (e.g.,
hybrid meetings).



O Interested and affected groups were identified, and contact information
maintained, in order to share plan information; updates were provided for key
decision points; and opportunities to engage and comment were provided
throughout the process.

Q Efforts were made to engage marginalized populations, including Black,
Indigenous and other people of color, people with limited English proficiency,
people with low income, people with disabilities, older adults and youth.
Meetings or events were held at times and locations that are convenient and
accessible for marginalized populations with access to transit. Language
assistance was provided, as needed, such as translation of key materials, use of
a telephone language line service to respond to questions or take input in
different languages, and interpretation at meetings or events.

Q During project and/or plan development, a demographic analysis was
completed to understand the locations of Black, Indigenous and other
communities of color, people with limited English proficiency, people with low
income and, to the extent reasonably practicable, people with disabilities, older
adults and youth in order to include them in engagement opportunities, at the
minimum consistent with Title VI requirements.

O Analysis was conducted to document potential inequitable impacts for Black,
Indigenous and other communities of color, people with limited English
proficiency and people with low income compared to those for other residents.

Q Public comments were considered throughout the process, and comments
received on the staff recommendation were compiled, summarized and
responded to, as appropriate.

Q Adequate notification was provided regarding final adoption of the plan,
including how to obtain more detailed information, at least 15 days in advance
of adoption. Notice included information on providing public testimony.

O Other (please describe):

Retained records: Public engagement plans and documentation of each element that is
checked.

One or more projects or programs included in the proposed amendment identified
potential inequitable impacts through demographic analysis and public outreach. If
box is checked, list each project and describe the response to identified potential
inequitable impacts.

o Project name

o Project description

o Response to potential inequitable impacts

Retained records: Summary of comments, key findings and changes made to final staff
recommendation or adopted plan to reflect public comments (may be included in retained
public engagement reports or legislative staff reports).

Public engagement and non-discrimination
certification and documentation for
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Section B. Documentation of Source(s) of Project or Program Amendment

Projects and programs in the Regional Transportation Plan must come from plans, strategies,
or studies developed and adopted through a public process with opportunities for public
input. In this section, project sponsors provide a list of the plans, strategies or studies in which
the proposed amendment is adopted and where additional information on public engagement
may be found.

Table 1. Adopted Transportation Plans, Strategies and Studies

Complete this table listing all adopted local transportation system plans, subarea plans or
strategies, topical plans or strategies, modal plans or strategies, transit service plans, or other such
plans or strategies, in which the proposed amendment is identified. Please include the plan,
strategy, or study name, the adoption date and link to where the document can be accessed online.
Add additional rows, if needed.

Plan/Strategy/Study name Date adopted Link

Retained records: Copies of all documents list in Table 1.

Section C. For NEPA Projects Only - Summary of non-discriminatory, inclusive engagement

In this section, the project sponsor provides additional information on public engagement
elements and activities that illustrate how requirements are being met and best practices are
being utilized for any projects subject to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

Provide a brief summary describing the engagement approach, practice and processes for the RTP
amendment that is subject to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The summary may be
included in the RTP Amendment materials. Please respond to each of the following:

e Project name

e Project sponsor and agency partner(s)

e Brief description of the overall public engagement process, including time period

e Description of compliance with Title VI and Oregon Goal 1: Citizen Involvement and
Goal 12: Transportation Planning Administrative Rules, including:



https://www.epa.gov/nepa
https://www.oregon.gov/lcd/OP/Pages/Goal-1.aspx
https://www.oregon.gov/lcd/OP/Pages/Goal-12.aspx

o Description of how the community has been involved to date and how
community will continue to be involved through project design and/or
development, including Black, Indigenous and other people of color, people
with limited English proficiency and people with low income.

o How input helped shape project or plan development and prioritization,
including what changes came about because of community input particularly
for Black, Indigenous and other people of color, people with limited English
proficiency and people with low income; and what community stability and
anti- displacement strategies have been or will be considered and included in
the project and/or plan development.

¢ Any additional best practices that contributed to equity, transparency,
and accountability.

Section D. Signed Certification Statement - Regional Transportation Plan Amendment
By signing this section, project sponsors certify:

(1) that the RTP amendment complies with federal and state Title VI and engagement
requirements;

(2) their commitment to retaining records documenting this compliance; and

(3) their commitment to conducting future project development processes for projects in the
RTP that are compliant with federal and state Title VI and engagement requirements.

(projectsponsor agency)

certifies the information provided in this form is accurate.

As attested by:

(agency manager signature) (name and title) (date
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XV. APPENDIX C: Metro Transportation-Related Advisory Committees

Typically, Metro committees are made up of elected officials, technical staff from the three
counties and dozens of cities inside Metro's boundaries, and subject matter experts. Most also
have seats reserved for members of the community.

When appointments and confirmations to advisory committees do not require specific
jurisdictional, geographical or expertise representation, recruitment efforts attempt to reflect
the demographic profile of the region in committee membership.

The committees below have a role in Metro’s transportation programs, policies and processes.

The Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) makes recommendations
to the Metro Council on transportation needs in the region. JPACT comprises 17 members that
serve as elected officials or representatives of transportation agencies across the region.

The Metro Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC) advises the Metro Council on the amendment
or adoption of the Regional Framework Plan. MPAC comprises 21 voting members representing
cities, counties and special districts, three of which are held by residents directly representing
the public. Three Metro Councilors also participate as non-voting liaisons.

The Bi-State Coordination Committee is a standing advisory committee on bi-state issues and
makes recommendations to the Southwest Washington Regional Transportation Council, the
Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation and Metro. Membership includes six from
Clark County and seven from the greater Portland region. Its principal charge is to sustain a
regional dialogue, to share information and encourage collaboration.

The Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC) provides technical input to the
Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation on transportation planning and funding
priorities for the region. TPAC's 21 members consist of technical staff from the same
governments and agencies as JPACT, plus a representative from the Southwest Washington
Regional Transportation Council, and six community members appointed by the Metro Council.
In addition, the Federal Highway Administration and C-TRAN have each appointed an associate
non-voting member to the committee.

Metro Technical Advisory Committee (MTAC) is a 35-member committee of planners, citizens
and business representatives that provides detailed technical support to the Metro Policy
Advisory Committee. Three positions held by residents directly representing the public.

Public Engagement Review Committee (PERC) serves as a key component of Metro’s efforts
to develop successful public engagement processes. The committee includes at least three at-

large community members, three staff or board members from local community organizations
and public involvement staff members from Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington counties.

The Transit-Oriented Development Steering Committee provides expert guidance, review
and recommendations on Metro's transit-oriented development investment activities. The
committee’s mission is to create vibrant downtowns and main streets through public and private
partnerships, investments and incentives for key development projects located near transit, and
provide support for other alternative forms of transportation, such as walking and biking.
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If you picnic at Blue Lake or take your kids to the Oregon Zoo, enjoy symphonies at the Schnitz or
auto shows at the convention center, put out your trash or drive your car - we’ve already crossed
paths.

So, hello. We’re Metro - nice to meet you.

In a metropolitan area as big as Portland, we can do a lot of things better together. Join us to help
the region prepare for a happy, healthy future.

Stay in touch with news, stories and things to do.
oregonmetro.gov/news

Follow oregonmetro

BOdEaR

Metro Council President
Lynn Peterson

Metro Councilors

Ashton Simpson, District 1
Christine Lewis, District 2
Gerritt Rosenthal, District 3
Juan Carlos Gonzalez, District 4

Mary Nolan, District 5
Duncan Hwang, District 6

Auditor
Brian Evans

600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736
503-797-1700
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STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 25-5512 FOR THE PURPOSE OF
ADOPTING THE METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION’S TITLE VI PLAN AND
DELEGATING AUTHORITY TO THE CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER

Date: July 3, 2025 Prepared by: Alfredo Haro, Senior Regional

Planner ,971-804-4989,

Department: Planning,
P 8 Alfredo.Haro@oregonmetro.gov

Development & Research
Meeting Date: July 17, 2025

ISSUE STATEMENT

The US Department of Transportation (USDOT) requires compliance with the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 and its Title VI statute. The 2025 Title VI Plan describes Metro’s Title VI
implementation efforts that prohibit discrimination based on race, color and national
origin in any programs and activities that receive federal financial assistance.

Metro last submitted a Title VI Plan in October 2022. FHWA and ODOT have requested a
triennial Title VI Plan update that also satisfies the Portland-Vancouver Transportation
Management Area (TMA) Certification findings. Namely, the Federal Review Team'’s
recommendations and associated corrective actions specified that the Title VI Plan needs
to be approved by the Metropolitan Planning Organization’s Policy Committees— the Joint
Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) and the Metro Council.

On June 6, 2025, the Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC) recommended
the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) approve Resolution No.
25-5512 and the 2025 Title VI Plan.

ACTION REQUESTED

Approve Resolution No. 25-5495 and 2025 Title VI Plan as recommended by the
Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC) and submit to Metro Council for
approval.

Staff Report for Resolution No. 25-5495
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IDENTIFIED POLICY OUTCOMES

In step with federal compliance and Metro’s values, the 2025 Title VI Plan details how
Metro’s planning processes and transportation investments are non-discriminatory and do
not disproportionately harm minority or low-income communities. The Plan outlines how
Metro teams encourage full and fair participation of historically underserved communities,
including minority, Limited English Proficiency (LEP) individuals, people with disabilities,
in program activities and decision-making processes. For example, the 2025 Title VI Plan
details how individuals with LEP have meaningful access to Metro programs and activities
through free interpretation and translation services.

The JPACT approval and recommendation to Metro Council and subsequent Metro Council
approval of the Resolution No. 25-5512 and Title VI Plan will allow Metro staff to continue
implementing Title VI, as follows:

e Metro Council adopting the MPO’s Title VI plan in a form substantially like the
document attached as Exhibit A

e Metro Council delegates authority to Metro’s Chief Operating Officer to revise the
Title VI plan and any related documents as needed

e The Title VI Plan will be submitted to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
and the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) no later than October 1,
2025

POLICY OPTIONS FOR JPACT TO CONSIDER

1. Approve Resolution No. 25-5512 and Title VI Plan as recommended by TPAC.
2. Donotapprove Resolution No. 25-5512 or Title VI Plan.

JPACT and Metro Council adoption of the resolution and Title VI Plan will demonstrate
agency commitment to not disproportionately harm communities based on race, color or
national origin. Endorsement of the 2025 Title VI Plan is a necessary step to receive Title VI
Plan compliance approval from FHWA and ODOT. Similarly, approving the resolution
addresses corrective actions and recommendations identified during Metro’s
Transportation Management Area (TMA) Certification process.

If JPACT and Metro Council do not endorse the resolution and Title VI Plan, the Title VI
Designated Official and Title VI Coordinator will work to understand and address
policymakers concerns before bringing the Title VI back to JPACT.

Staff Report for Resolution No. 25-5495
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STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

Approve Resolution No. 25-5512. Approval of the resolution and Title VI Plan endorses
Metro’s nondiscrimination compliance efforts which are required in any programs and
activities receiving federal financial assistance.

STRATEGIC CONTEXT & FRAMING COUNCIL DISCUSSION

The 2025 Title VI Plan maintains Metro’s commitment to Civil Rights law. Notably, the Civil
Rights Act of 1987 further mandates that if any part of an entity receives federal funding, all
of its operations must comply with relevant civil rights laws. Therefore, the 2025 Title VI
Plan details agency wide nondiscrimination best practices including promoting broad
participation, ensuring meaningful access, preventing discrimination, and promoting
accountability with Metro’s organizational structure.

Known Opposition

Collaboration between the Office of Chief Operating Officer, Office of Metro Attorney, and
Planning, Development and Research department support for this resolution and Title VI
Plan. There is no known opposition.

Anticipated Effects
Approval of this resolution and 2025 Title VI Plan will support Metro staff in continuing to
implement and document Metro’s Title VI efforts:
e Indexthe 2025 Title VI Plan to reflect state and federal guidelines
e Update discrimination complaint procedures
¢ Include signed nondiscrimination standard assurances
e Detail Metro’s organizational chart as it relates to Title VI implementation
o Identifies Metro’s Deputy Chief Operating Officer (Holly Calhoun) as the Title
VI Designated Official
o Identifies Metro’s new Title VI Coordinator/Specialist (Alfredo Haro)
e General updates

Staff Report for Resolution No. 25-5495

84



Legal Antecedents

Federal laws and actions

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 Stat. 252),
(prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin);

Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973, (23 U.S.C. § 324 et seq.), (prohibits discrimination on
the basis of sex);

Title 1X of the Education Amendments of 1972, as amended, (20 U.S.C. § 1681 et seq.),
(prohibits discrimination on the basis of sex in education programs or activities);

Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, (29 U.S.C. 8 794 et seq.), as amended,
(prohibits discrimination on the basis of disability);

The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, (42 U.S.C. § 6101 et seq.), (prohibits
discrimination on the basis of age);

Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, as amended, (42 U.S.C. § 12101 et seq.),
(prohibits discrimination on the basis of disability);

49 C.F.R. Part 21, including any amendments thereto (entitled Nondiscrimination In
Federally-Assisted Programs Of The Department Of Transportation—Effectuation Of Title
VI Of The Civil Rights Act Of 1964);

49 C.F.R. Part 27 (entitled Nondiscrimination On The Basis Of Disability In Programs Or
Activities Receiving Federal Financial Assistance);

49 C.F.R. Part 28 (entitled Enforcement Of Nondiscrimination On The Basis Of Handicap
In Programs Or Activities Conducted By The Department Of Transportation);

49 C.F.R. Part 37 (entitled Transportation Services For Individuals With Disabilities
(ADA));

49 C.F.R. Part 303 (FMCSA'’s Title VI/Nondiscrimination Regulation);

28 C.F.R. Part 35 (entitled Discrimination On The Basis Of Disability In State And Local
Government Services);

28 C.F.R. section 50.3 (U.S. Department of Justice Guidelines for Enforcement of Title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964);

Staff Report for Resolution No. 25-5495
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BACKGROUND

The Civil Rights Act of 1964 outlines protections for millions of people in the United States
regarding public accommodations, employment, public education, access to federally
assisted programs and voting rights. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act further prohibits
discrimination based on race, color, or national origin in any programs and activities
receiving federal financial assistance. In step with federal compliance and Metro’s values,
Metro ensures its planning processes and transportation investments are non-
discriminatory and do not disproportionately harm minority or low-income communities.
Metro’s nondiscrimination responsibilities, compliance mechanisms, and policies are
outlined in its triennial 2025 Title VI Plan.

Metro staff have developed the 2025 Title VI Plan in collaboration with the Office of the
Chief Operating Officer, Office of Metro Attorney and the Planning, Development and
Research department. On June 6, 2025, TPAC recommended that JPACT approve this Title
VI Plan and resolution. On July 17, 2025, JPACT will consider approval of this Title VI Plan
resolution and submit the documents for Metro Council approval. Metro Council will
consider JPACT’s action in September 2025.

ATTACHMENTS

Staff Report for Resolution No. 25-5495
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Resolution No. 25-5503 For the Purpose of Amending or Adding Three I-5 Interstate Bridge
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JPACT Worksheet

Agenda Item Title: FFY June 2025 MTIP Formal Amendment Approval Request -
Resolution 25-5503 (June 2025 I-5 IBR MTIP Formal Amendment)

Presenters: Jean Senechal Biggs with members of the ODOT IBR project team.

Contact for this worksheet/presentation: Ken Lobeck, Funding Program Lead,
ken.lobeck@oregonmetro.gov and/or Jean Senechal Biggs, Manager, Resource Development

Department, jean.senechalbiggs@oregonmetro.gov.

Purpose/QObjective:
FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING OR ADDING THREE I-5 INTERSTATE BRIDGE

REPLACEMENT PROJECTS TO THE 2024-27 MTIP TO MEET FEDERAL PROJECT
DELIVERY REQUIREMENTS

Approval Recommendation:

Based on the expectation that TPAC will provide an approval recommendation
during their July 11, 2025 meeting, JPACT is requested to approve Resolution 25-
5503 to add the three new I-5 IBR Program projects to the MTIP.

Outcome:

JPACT approval and final approval recommendation to Metro Council. Final action is the
updates/additions to the three projects in the 2024-27 MTIP. This will enable later fund
obligations and project expenditure to occur without delays.

What has changed since JPACT last considered this issue/item?

The amendment process proposes a two-touch approval process as follows:
- JPACT overview/amendment presentation during their June 26, 2025, meeting.
- JPACT approval request/presentation as needed during their July 17, 2025, meeting.
- Final Metro Council approval action is proposed for July 24, 2025.

What packet material do you plan to include?

1. Draft Resolution 25-5503 contains three projects:

d.

b.

The amendment bundle consists of increasing the authorized funding to the
existing non-construction phases project in Key 21570. The added funding
increases the total project programming from $103 million to $554,629,000.

Adds two new construction phase segments also are being added through the

amendment. New project Key 23876 will establish tolling signage actions.
The programming for this project is $24,590,000.

Page 1 of 2
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c. The third new project is Key 23877. This new project is one of several
construction phase delivery packages that will be programmed for IBR. This
segment will advance post-NEPA design and construction activities for the I-
5 Interstate Bridge replacement over the Columbia River between Oregon
and Washington, downstream of the existing structure. PE and construction
phases are included, and the total programming amount is $1,478,642,000.

d. Added note: The total project cost is estimated between $5 and $7.5 billion.
The IBR Program plans to release an updated cost estimate and financial plan
in late 2025. The cost estimate will account for current market conditions
along with potential risks and cost savings opportunities.

2. Exhibit A to Resolution 25-5503 (MTIP worksheet) showing the specific changes to

the projects.

A staff report in support of the formal amendment’s action to add or amend the
three projects. The staff report provides a summary of the project changes, review
processes, and required approval steps.

ADDED NOTES:

Metro completed a formal 30-day comment period between May 12, 2025, and June
13,2025. A memo summarizing the comments is included in the staff report as
Attachment 6.

A number of groups and individuals have expressed opinions about elements of the
[-5 IBR Program through past comments. Groups include the Bridgeton
Neighborhood Association, Vote Before Tolls, Neighbors for a Better Crossing, and
the Just Crossing Alliance. Tolling, project costs, bridge type, number of travel lanes,
active transportation design and access, visual design of the bridge, and project
impacts are topics that have appeared in comments

The additional funding for the I-5 IBR Program is from various federal and state

sources. There is no Metro allocated federal or local funding involved. There is no
impact to the Metro annual budget as a result of the amendment.

Page 2 of 2
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING OR RESOLUTION NO. 25-5503
ADDING THREE I-5 INTERSTATE BRIDGE
REPLACEMENT PROGRAM PROJECTS TO
THE 2024-27 MTIP TO MEET FEDERAL

PROJECT DELIVERY REQUIREMENTS

Introduced by: Chief Operating Officer
Marissa Madrigal in concurrence with
Council President Lynn Peterson

N N N N N N

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) prioritizes projects
from the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) to receive transportation-related funding; and

WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) requires federal funding for
transportation projects located in a metropolitan area to be programmed in an MTIP; and

WHEREAS, in July 2023, the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) and
the Metro Council approved Resolution No. 23-5335 to adopt the 2024-27 MTIP; and

WHEREAS, the 2024-27 MTIP includes Metro approved RTP and federal performance-based
programming requirements and demonstrates compliance and further progress towards achieving the RTP
and federal performance targets; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the USDOT MTIP amendment submission rules, JPACT and the Metro
Council must approve any subsequent amendments to the MTIP to add new projects or substantially
modify existing projects; and

WHEREAS, Interstate 5 provides a critical connection between Oregon and Washington that
supports local jobs and families, and is a vital trade route for regional, national and international
economies; and

WHEREAS, bridge users are impacted by heavy congestion, safety issues, limited public transit
options, and inadequate active transportation facilities; and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) and the Oregon
Department of Transportation (ODOT) are working together to design, replace, and construct a new -5
Interstate Bridge across the Columbia River; and

WHEREAS, the I-5 Interstate Bridge Replacement (IBR) Program will also include system
upgrades that include reconstructed interchanges, new auxiliary lanes, active transportation upgrades, and
an extension of the TriMet MAX light rail system line to Vancouver; and

WHEREAS, benefits from the new I-5 bridge are anticipated to provide earthquake resilience to
the I-5 corridor, improve, safety, congestion, and reliability, improve freight movement and connections,
expand transit options and alternatives to single-occupancy vehicles, plus support tens of thousands of
jobs in the region; and
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WHEREAS, the I-5 IBR Program’s Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement is expected to
receive its required Record of Decision from the Federal Highways Administration and Federal Transit
Administration by early 2026 which will allow the construction phases to move forward; and

WHEREAS, the MTIP formal amendment adds new approved funding for the preliminary
engineering phase, adds a new right-of-way and utility relocation phases, and new construction phases for
the Columbia River Bridge Replacement package and pre-completion tolling signage project; and

WHEREAS, the IBR Program’s 2023 Financial Plan estimates the total project will cost between
$5 billion to $7.5 billion dollars; and

WHEREAS, the total amendment programming will result in three I-5 IBR projects and increase
the total funding programmed from $103,112,407 to $2,057,861,000; and

WHEREAS, the I-5 IBR Program is will utilize bridge tolling expected to begin in 2027 to help
generate required bridge revenues to cover part of the replacement bridge’s costs and future maintenance
funding needs; and

WHEREAS, approval for the new funding is required from the Oregon Transportation
Commission (OTC) and is anticipated to occur on July 31, 2025; and

WHEREAS, the programming updates to the three projects are stated in Exhibit A to this
resolution; and

WHEREAS, on July 11, 2025, Metro’s Transportation Policy and Alternatives Committee
recommended that JPACT approve this resolution; and

WHEREAS, on July 17, 2025, JPACT approved and recommended the Metro Council adopt this
resolution; now therefore

BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council adopts this resolution to amend one existing and add

the two new projects as stated within Exhibit A to the 2024-27 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement
Program to meet federal project delivery requirements.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this day of 2025.

Lynn Peterson, Council President
Approved as to Form:

Carrie MacLaren, Metro Attorney
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Exhibit A
June 2025, Formal/Full MTIP Amendment Summary
Formal Amendment #: JU25-11-JUN

The June 2025 MTIP Formal Amendment contains three projects. All three are related to the
I-5 Interstate Bridge Replacement (IBR) Program. The IBR Program is a bi-state initiative being
delivered by ODOT and WSDOT. According to the IBR 2023 Financial Plan, the total estimate
project cost is between S5 billion to $7.5 billion dollars. The WSDOT STIP project version is
included on page 5 (ID# 400519A06) for reference.

Key 21570 is the existing MTIP and STIP project that contains a planning and preliminary
engineering phase. The funding for both phases were obligated prior to the approval of the
2024-27 MTIP. The formal amendment updates PE and adds new right-of way (ROW) and
utility relocation (UR) phases. The action will change the project to be an active project in the
2024-27 MTIP. The remaining two projects are new construction phase segment packages
being added to the MTIP.

The new funding requires approval from the Oregon Transportation Commission (OTC). This will occur during their May and July 2025
meetings. The formal MTIP amendment is proceeding concurrently with OTC approval actions. Additional summary details are shown below
for the three projects.

Key 21570 (Existing Project) - I-5: Columbia River (Interstate) Bridge (ODOT and WSDOT): This project contains the non-construction phases
for the IBR Program. The Planning and initial PE phase funding was obligated prior to development of the 2024-27 MTIP. This part of the
overall project has initiated planning and design and will also provide funding for the right of way, and utility relocation activities for early
construction packages, as well as continuing overall program management and development work. Replacing the bridge is anticipated to
improve traffic and mobility for freight and the public traveling across the river. Through the amendment Key 21570:

e Updates the Planning phase to reflect the current phase of funding obligations
Adds $210,720,416 of funding to continue PE.
Adds a ROW phase with $231,699,000 in FFY 2026.
Adds a UR phase with $10,000,000 in FFY 2026.
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Key 23876 (New Project) - I-5 OR & WA Pre-completion Tolling Signage (ODOT & WSDOT): The new project will Install signage, related
structures, and electrical systems in preparation of new tolling operations on and near the I-5 Interstate Bridge in Oregon and Washington.
Preliminary engineering is covered within K21570 shown above. The formal amendment:

e Adds a construction phase with $22,090,000 in funding.

e Adds an “Other” phase with $2,500,000.

e Total project programming is $24,590,000.

e Note: The Other phase includes project scope elements related to completing the construction phase but are not classified as

construction phase scope activities and must be programmed separately from the construction phase.

Key 23877 (New Project) - I-5: Columbia River Bridge Replacement (ODOT & WSDOT): The new project will advance post-NEPA design and
construction activities for the I-5 Interstate Bridge replacement over the Columbia River between Oregon and Washington, downstream of

the existing structure. Work will support construction of two new bridges to accommodate highway, transit, and active transportation modes.

The formal amendment:
e Adds a new PE phase to complete final design type actions and contains a total of $221,797,000.
e Adds a Construction phase with $1,256,845,000.
e Total project programming is $1,478,642,000.

Exhibit A Table (MTIP Worksheets) follow on the next pages and contain the specific project changes for the FFY 2025 June Formal MTIP
Amendment. A copy of the WSDOT project page in WSDOT’s STIP also is included for reference. Additional amendment details concerning
each project will be included in the Metro June TPAC and JPACT agendas.
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2024-2027 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program
Exhibit A to Resolution 25-5503
June 2025 Formal Amendment Bundle Contents
Amendment Type: Formal/Full

Amendment #: JU25-11-JUN
Total Number of Projects: 3

Key
Number & e Project Name Project Description Amendment Action

MTIP ID Agency

Category: Existing Projects Being Amended in the 2024-2027 MTIP:

On I-5 across the Columbia River
between Washington and Oregon
impacting bridges 01377A and 07333
from MP 306.70 to MP 308.72,

ADD PHASES & FUNDS:

The formal amendment adds new ROW
and UR phases which moves the project
forward into the active 2024-27 MTIP.

(#1) Initiate and complete Preliminary The planning phase is updated to reflect
ODOT Key # I-5: Columbia River Engineering activities including NEPA actuzl hasegcr:bli ationsp The PE phase is
21570 ODOT : and design to determine alternatives P g ) P

increased from $94,000,000 to
$304,720,416. A ROW phase is added
with $231,699,000. Finally, a new UR
phase is added with $10 million dollars.
The total programming increases from
$103,112,407 to $554,629,000.

Interstate) Brid
MTIP ID (Interstate) Bridge for the replacement of the two

71083 bridges in a cooperative action with
WSDOT and complete ROW plus UR
to improve mobility, safety, and travel
for motorists and goods movements
between the two states.

Category: Adding New Projects to the 2024-2027 MTIP:

Install signage, related structures, and

(#2) electrical systems in preparation of ADD NEW PROJECT:
ODOT Key # . y . prep The formal amendment adds the new
I-5 OR & WA Pre- new tolling operations on and near . . .
23876 . . . . tolling signage project on I-5 to the
oDoT completion Tolling the I-5 Interstate Bridge in Oregon L
MTIP ID Sienage and Washington. Preliminar MTIP. The total MTIP programming is
18D gnag gton. y $24,590,000.

New Project engineering is covered under K21570.
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Advance post-NEPA design and
construction activities for the I-5
Interstate Bridge replacement over
the Columbia River between Oregon

ADD NEW PROJECT
The formal amendment adds the bridge
replacement final design PE phase and

#3 and Washington, downstream of the
(#3) . gton, . construction phase to the MTIP and STIP.
ODOT Key # existing structure. Work will support . . .
A . . This construction phase project (Key
23877 I-5: Columbia River construction of two new bridges to
oDOoT . . ; 23877) reflects one of several
MTIP ID Bridge Replacement accommodate highway, transit, and . .
. . construction phase delivery segments
TBD active transportation modes. supporting the overall IBR Program that
New Project Replacing the bridge is anticipated to bp & &

will be programmed in the future in the
MTIP and STIP. The total programming
amount is $1,478,642,000.

improve traffic and mobility for
freight and the public traveling across
the river. Early project design is
covered under K21570.

Proposed Amendment Review and Approval Steps

JUNE 2025 (JU2-11-JUN) Formal Amendment estimated processing and approval timing
Date Action

Post amendment & begin 30-day notification/comment period. The estimate comment period is anticipated
to occur from May 14, 2025, to June 13, 2025.

Introduction and overview to the Metro Transportation Policy Alternative Committee (TPAC). No approval
recommendation requested.

Wednesday, May 14, 2025

Friday, June 6, 2025

Friday, June 13, 2025 Public notification/opportunity to comment closes.

Thursday, June 26 2025 JPACT Meeting: Amendment introduction and overview. No approval recommendation requested.
Friday, July 11, 2025 TPAC July meeting: Approval recommendation to JPACT request.

Thursday, July 17, 2025 JPACT July meeting: Amendment approval request.

Thursday, July 24, 2025 Metro Council meeting: Final Metro amendment approval request.

Late August 2025 Final ODOT and FHWA estimated approvals — Inclusion into the approved MTIP and STIP.
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Washington STIP Project Reference
ID # 400519A

2025 to 2028

(Project Funds to Nearest Dollar)

MPO/RTPO: RTC Y Inside N Qutside April 16, 2025
County:
Agency: WSDOT - SW
Total
Project Total Est. STIP
Func Project Imp Length Environmental RW Begin End Cost of Amend.
Cls Number PIN STIP ID Type Type Required Termini Termini Project No.
01 0051(325) 400519A  400519A06 10 0.270 EIS Yes 0.00 027 2,861,315,12
4 25-02
I-5/Columbia River Interstate Bridge - Replacement
The project will update Interstate 5 with a seismically resilient replacement of the 1-5 bridge over the Columbia River, connecting Vancouver,
Washington to Portland, Oregon. The new bridge will include transit improvements such as additional light-rail fransit service, enhanced zero-
emission express bus service and the expansion of active transportation networks.
Federal discretionary funds are a FY 2023-2024 National Infrastructure Project Assistance (Mega) Program award.
See Oregon STIP Project I-5: Columbia River (Interstate) Bridge.
Funding
Federal Funds
Phase Start Date  Federal Fund Code State Fund Code State Funds Local Funds Total
PE 2025 Discretionary 10,000,000 MAW 2,500,000 0 12,500,000
RW 2025 NHPP 17,000,000 MAW 12,333,000 0 29,333,000
RW 2026 NHPP 10,000,000 MAW 12,333,000 0 22,333,000
RW 2027 NHPP 10,000,000 MAW 12,334,000 0 22,334,000
RW 2028 NHPP 10,000,000 MAW 3,500,000 0 13,500,000
Project Totals 57,000,000 43,000,000 0 100,000,000
Expenditure Schedule
Phase 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th & 6th
PE 6,250,000 6,250,000 0 0 0
RW 29,333,000 22,333,000 22,334,000 13,500,000 0
Totals 35,583,000 28,583,000 22,334,000 13,500,000 0
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2024-2027 Constrained MTIP Formal Amendment: Exhibit A

Metro MTIP Formal Amendment
M et ro 2024-27 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) ADD PHASES & FUNDS
PROJECT AMENDMENT DETAIL WORKSHEET Increase PE and add ROW plus UR

Federal Fiscal Year 2025

phases to the project

Project #1

Project Details Summary

10893
ODOT Key # 21570 RFFA ID: N/A RTP ID: 10366 RTP Approval Date: 11/30/2023
MTIP ID: 71083 CDS ID: N/A Bridge #: N/A FTA Flex & Conversion Code No
MTIP Amendment ID: STIP Amendment ID: 24-27-2593
IGA # 34096 OTC Action required? Yes RTP Investment Category: Mega Project
Regulatory Agency FHWA Last Active MTIP 2021-24 Last Active STIP: 2021-24

Summary of Amendment Changes Occurring:

The formal amendment increases the authorized funding to the preliminary engineering phase plus adds non-construction right-of-way (ROW) and utility
relocation (UR) phases. Construction phases will be programmed as separate stand-alone projects based on the approved delivery schedule. OTC approval
was required to approve the funding. OTC approval occurred during their May and July 2025 meetings. Separate construction phase programming and
delivery segments are approved by FHWA for the I-5 IBR Program.

Project Name: I-5: Columbia River (Interstate) Bridge

Lead Agency: ODOT (& WSDOT) Applicant: oDOoT Administrator: ODOT & WSDOT
Certified Agency Delivery: No Non-Certified Agency Delivery: No Delivery as Direct Recipient: YES

Short Description:

Planning and design, right of way, and utility relocation activities for the replacement of the I-5 Interstate Bridge between Oregon and Washington.
Replacing the bridge is anticipated to improve traffic and mobility for freight and the public traveling across the river.

MTIP Detailed Description (Internal Metro use only):

On I-5 across the Columbia River between Washington and Oregon impacting bridges 01377A and 07333 from MP 306.70 to MP 308.72, initiate and
complete Preliminary Engineering activities including NEPA and design to determine alternatives for the replacement of the two bridges in a cooperative
action with WSDOT and complete ROW plus UR to improve mobility, safety, and travel for motorists and goods movements between the two states.
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STIP Description:

Planning, design, right of way, and utility relocation for the replacement of the I-5 Interstate Bridge between Oregon and Washington. Replacing the bridge is
anticipated to improve traffic and mobility for freight and the public traveling across the river.

Project Classification Details

Project Type Category Features System Investment Type
Highway Highway - Bridge Capacity - Managed or Priced Capital Improvement
ODOT Work Type: IBR

Phase Funding and Programming

1. NHPP (Y001) in PE are changed from 100% federal to 80/20% with the match from Local funds in PE.

2. HIP-BIP reflect federal Bridge Investment Program funds which are tied/allocated from the larger Highway Infrastructure Program. Match is from local funds.

3. BIP are federal Bridge Investment Program - Planning category awarded funds with the match split between State and Local Funds.

4. Use of general Advance Construction (ADVCON) funds expands and is re-coded as general federal advance construction funds. The expected conversion code is not yet identified,
but may end up being from prior awarded CDS 2024 earmark now committed to the project. See committed funding plan section for additional details.

Utilit
Fund Type Fund Year Plannin Preliminary Right of Way Relocat\i/on Construction Other Total
e Code e Engineering (PE) (ROW) (UR) (Cons)
Federal Funds
State STBG Z24E 2020 |-S—7288246 $ -
State STBG Z24E 2020 | $ 6,567,667 S 6,567,667
004
NHPP 201 2022 $ 10,000,000 $ 10,000,000
NHPP Y001 2022 $ 10,000,000 $ 10,000,000
2460
NHFP 2022 S 18,800,000 S 18,800,000
Z46E
HIP-BIP Y173 2022 S 950,000 S 950,000
BIP Y17F 2022 $ 1,000,000 $ 1,000,000
ALC-STBGS ALCPO 2022 S 1,000,000 S -
ADVCON ACPO 2022 $ 50,964,333 $ 50,964,333
ADVCON ACPO 2026 $ 72,036,000 $ 72,036,000
Federal Totals: $ 6,567,667 $ 91,714,333 S 72,036,000 S S - & S 170,318,000
Notes:
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Fund Type 2;:: Year Planning En:::tlelemr;::r(\lgE) ng:\;(;)‘i;v\;\lay RelIJ;::Ial\tt\i,on Construction Other Total
State Mateh 2020 | S—834172 S -
State Match 2020 | $ 1,641,917 S 1,641,917

State(zoo1) Mateh | 2022 S 1,144,545 $ -

State (zoE1) Match 2022 S 2,500,000 S 2,500,000

State (Z46E) Match 2022 S 4,700,000 S 4,700,000

State (Y17F) Match 2022 S 500,000 S 500,000

State{ACRO} Mateh | 2022 5—1,600,000- S -

State (ACPO) Match | 2022 $ 12,741,083 $ 12,741,083
State S010 2022 $ 110,949,500 $ 110,949,500

State (AcPo) Match 2026 $ 18,009,000 S 18,009,000
State S010 2026 $ 37,606,000 S 37,606,000
State S010 2026 $ 4,000,000 S 4,000,000

State Totals:| $ 1,641,917 $ 131,390,583] $ 55,615,000 $ 4,000,000  $ - s 192,647,500
Notes:

1. State match in Planning phase to the State STBG is based on a federal share of 80% with the required match at 20%
2. State funds cover the NHPP match requirement in PE to fund code ZOE1.
3. State matching funds to ADVCON in ROW are based on a 80% federal share and 20% required minimum match.
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Local Funds

Notes:

contributions.

1. PE phase local funds of $2,500,000 act as the match to NHPP (Y001) $10,000,000
2.Federal National High Freight Program (NHFP) funds in PE phase match are split between State funds and Local. Reference "(Z46E)" fund code for both state and local

3. Local "Other" funds in PE in 2022 reflect WSDOT's contribution to the project phase.
4. Local "Other" funds identified in the ROW and UR phases in 2026 represent WSDOT's contribution to the project phase.

Fund ] Preliminary Right of Way Utility .

Fund Type Code Year Planning Engineering (PE) (ROW) Relocation Construction Other Total
Other oTES 2020 | S—989,989 S -
Other OTHO 2022 $——2,500,000- s -

Local (vo001) Match 2022 S 2,500,000 S 2,500,000

Local (z46E) Match 2022 S 3,198,962 S 3,198,962

Local (Y173) Match 2022 S 237,500 S 237,500

Local (Y17F) Match 2022 S 500,000 S 500,000
Other oTES 2000 -S—44,855,455 S -

Other (wspoT) OTHO 2022 $ 75,179,038 S 75,179,038

Other (WsDOT) OTHO 2026 $ 104,048,000 S 104,048,000

Other (wspoT) OTHO 2026 $ 6,000,000 S 6,000,000
Local Totals: $ - $ 81615500 $ 104048000 $ 6,000,000 $ - -

Phase Totals Planning PE ROW UR Cons Other Total
Existing Programming Totals: S—9/412.407 | -S—94.000,000-| S S S - - $ 1034124071
Amended Programming Totals S 8,209,584 S 304,720,416 $ 231,699,000 $ 10,000,000 S - - $ 554,629,000
Total Estimated Project Cost (all phases):| $5Bto $7.5B
Total Cost in Year of Expenditure (all Phases):| $5Bto $7.5B
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Programming Summary Yes/No Reason if short Programmed
. The project is not short programmed. It reflects only the non-construction phase costs. The construction phases
Is the project short programmed? No .
are being programmed separately.

Programming Adjustments Details Planning PE ROW UR Cons Other Totals
Phase Programming Change:| S  (902,823) $ 210,720,416 S 231,699,000 $ 10,000,000, S - S - $ 451,516,593
Phase Change Percent: 0.0% 224.2% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 437.9%
Amended Phase Matching Funds:  $ - S 26,877,545 S 55,615,000 S - S - S - 'S 82,492,545
Amended Phase Matching Percent: N/A 22.66% 24.00% 0.00% N/A N/A N/A

Note: Due to various types of federal funds and commitments between 2 state DOTs, the usual match logic per federal fund can't be shown in a simple aggregate format. The fund and phase
programming does include the correct minimum match requirements for each type of federal fund that requires a match.

Phase Programming Summary Totals

Preliminary

Right of Way

Utility

Fund Categor Plannin Construction Other Total
R & Engineering (PE) (ROW) Relocation
Federal S 6,567,667 S 91,714,333 S 72,036,000 S -1 S -1 S -1$ 170,318,000
State S 1,641,917 S 131,390,583 S 55,615,000 S 4,000,000 S - S -1 $ 192,647,500
Local S - § 81,615,500 $ 104,048,000 S 6,000,000 S -1 S -1$ 191,663,500
Total S 8,209,584 S 304,720,416 S 231,699,000 S 10,000,000 S - S -1 $ 554,629,000

Phase Composition Percentages

Fund Type Planning PE ROW UR Cons Other Total
Federal 80.0% 30.10% 31.09% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 30.71%
State 20.0% 43.1% 24.0% 40.0% 0.0% 0.0% 34.73%
Local 0.0% 26.78% 44.91% 60.0% 0.0% 0.0% 34.56%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Phase Programming Percentage
Preliminary Right of Way Utility )
Fund Categor Plannin Construction Other Total
R & Engineering (PE) (ROW) Relocation
Federal 1.2% 16.5% 13.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 30.71%
State 0.3% 23.7% 10.0% 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 34.7%
Local 0.0% 14.7% 18.8% 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% 34.56%
Total 1.5% 54.9% 41.8% 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Project Phase Obligation History

Item Planning PE ROW UR Cons Other Federal
Total Funds Obligated| S 8,209,584 S 304,720,416 Aid ID
Federal Funds Obligated:) S 6,567,667 $ 131,390,583 S001(533)
EA Number:  C0265207 PEOO3374 FHWA or FTA
Initial Obligation Date:  2/6/2020 3/1/2024 FHWA
EA End Date: Not Available 6/30/2029 FMIS or TRAMS
Known Expenditures:| Not Available = § 48,295,795 FMIS
Estimated Project Completion Date: Not Specified

Completion Date Notes:‘
Are federal funds being flex transferred to FTA? ‘ No ‘ If yes, expected FTA conversion code: ‘ N/A ‘

Fiscal Constraint Consistency Review

1. What is the source of funding? Various sources from ODOT state bonds, federal awarded funds and WSDOT state funds.
2. Does the amendment include changes or updates to the project funding? Yes.

3. Was proof-of-funding documentation provided to verify the funding change? Yes, via the May and June 2025 OTC actions.
4

5

. Level of funding approval? FHWA, Oregon Legislature approval, and OTC approvals.
. Has the fiscal constraint requirement been properly demonstrated and satisfied as part of the MTIP amendment? Yes.

Project Location References

On State Highway Yes/No MP Begin Length
Yes 306.70 2.02
Cross Streets Route or Arterial Cross Street Cross Street
Portland side I-5 Just south of Marine Dr Washington State line
Districts

County Multnomah ‘ ACT ‘ R1ACT ‘ ODOT Region ‘ 1 ‘ Metro District Council District 5

Cities: Portland

State Representative District ‘ 44 ‘ State Senate District ‘ 22 ‘ Congressional Rep District 3

1st Year . . (PS&E) Planning Specifications, & Estimates (final
Programmed 2020 Years Active 6 Project Status 4 design 30%, 60%, 90% design activities initiated).
A-rl;qot::::l::;rts 4 Ame;a(::nent Not Applicable qut:n?j::i Administrative ;isqtenMdTll\lPum AM23-26-SEP1

Last Amendment The admin mod combines the BIP Planning grant award (Key 23456) into this main I-5 IBR project, updates the committed funds, and
Action reconciles the programming to match up with the FMIS mod report.
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RTP Air Quality Conformity and Transportation Modeling Designations

Is this a capacity enhancing or non-capacity enhancing project?

Is the project exempt from a conformity determination
per 40 CFR 93.126, Table 2 or 40 CFR 93.127, Table 3?

Exemption Reference:

Was an air analysis required as part of RTP inclusion?

Capacity enhancing project

No. The project is not exempt per 40 CFR 93.126, Table 2 from air quality
conformity analysis

Not Applicable

Yes for the 2023 RTP. Also see the Performance Assessment Evaluation (PAE)
results as part of this amendment bundle

If capacity enhancing, was transportation modeling analysis completed

as part of RTP inclusion?
RTP Constrained Project ID and Name:

No. Not applicable. The project is not capacity enhancing

RTP ID - 10866: I-5 Interstate Bridge Replacement Program

RTP Project Description:

Replace I-5/Columbia River bridges, add auxiliary lanes and improve interchanges
on I-5, extend light rail transit from Expo Center to Vancouver, WA., add
protected/buffered bikeways, cycle tracks and a new trail/multiuse path or
extension and implement variable rate tolling.

Additional RTP Consistency Check Areas

1. Isthe project designated as a Transportation Control Measure? No.

2. Isthe project identified on the Congestion Management Process (CMP) plan? Yes
3. Isthe project included as part of the approved: UPWP? No. Not applicable.

3a. Ifyes, isan amendment required to the UPWP? No.

3b. Can the project MTIP amendment proceed before the UPWP amendment? Yes.
3c. What is the UPWP category (Master Agreement, Metro funded stand-alone, Non-Metro funded Regionally Significant)? Not applicable
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Applicable RTP Goals:

Goal # 1 -Mobility Options:

Objective 1.1 - Travel Options: Plan communities and design and manage the transportation system to increase the proportion of trips made by
walking, bicycling, shared rides and use of transit, and reduce per capita vehicle miles traveled.

Goal #2 - Safer System:

Objective 2.1 - Vision Zero: Eliminate fatal and severe injury crashes for all modes of travel by 2035.

Goal #3 - Equitable Transportation:

Objective 3.2 - Eliminate barriers that people of color, low income people, youth, older adults, people with disabilities and other marginalized

communities face to meeting their travel needs

Goal 4 - Thriving Economy:

Objective 4.1 - Connected Region: Focus growth and transportation investment in designated 2040 growth areas to build an integrated system of

throughways, arterial streets, freight routes and intermodal facilities, transit services and bicycle and pedestrian facilities, with efficient connections

between modes and communities that provide access to jobs, markets and community places within and beyond the region

Does the project require a special performance assessment evaluation as part of the MTIP amendment? Yes. The amendment adds

implementation phases which are capacity enhancing and has a total project cost that exceeds $100 million. A full PAE is required as part of
the amendment.

Public Notification/Opportunity to Comment Consistency Requirement
Is a 30-day/opportunity to comment period required as part of the amendment? Yes.

What are the start and end dates for the comment period? Estimated to be May 14, 2025 to June 13, 2025
Was the comment period completed consistent with the Metro Public Participation Plan? Yes.

Was the comment period included on the Metro website allowing email submissions as comments? Yes.
Did the project amendment result in a significant number of comments? Comments are expected

o klwNE

CDS22 or CDS24

Did the comments require a comment log and submission plus review by Metro Communications staff and to Council Office? Yes. A comment
log will be established for email comment submission. Metro's Communication department will coordinate receipt, review, and evaluation of
all other comments submitted

Fund Codes References

The federal Bridge Investment Program is a competitive, discretionary program that focuses on existing bridges to reduce the overall number of bridges

BIP . -, . . .. . L .
in poor condition, or in fair condition at risk of falling into poor condition

A Congressionally Directed Spending (CDS) (or earmark) federally funded award. CDS22 refers to the award occurring from the FFY 2022 year while
CDS24 indicates the award is from the FFY 2024 cycle..

Advance A funding placeholder tool. This fund management tool allows agencies to incur costs on a project and submit the full or partial amount later for
Construction Federal reimbursement if the project is approved for funding. Advance construction can be used to fund emergency relief efforts and for any project
ADVCON listed in the STIP, including surface transportation, interstate, bridge, and safety projects. The use of Advance Construction is normally only by the state
(AC funds) DOT to help leverage their funding resources and keep projects on their respective delivery schedules.
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AC-STBGS

Advance Construction funds being programmed with the expected later conversion code to be State STBG

HIP

Highway Infrastructure Program (HIP) funds. The funds resulting from this apportionment for (1) activities eligible under 23 U.S.C. 133(b), and to provide
necessary charging infrastructure along corridor-ready or corridor-pending alternative fuel corridors designated pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 151, and (2) the
bridge replacement and rehabilitation program are available for obligation until September 30, 2024. HIP funds are normally apportioned to the State
DOT for their use. Under certain circumstances, a portion may be sub-allocated to the MPOs for geographic urban needs.

HIP-BIP

Federal Bridge investment Program funding that is a component of the HIP funding program

Local

General Local funds committed by the lead agency that normally cover the minimum match requirement to the federal funds

NHPP

A federal funding source (FHWA based) appropriated to the State DOT. The purposes of this program are: to provide support for the condition and
performance of the National Highway System (NHS); to provide support for the construction of new facilities on the NHS; to ensure that investments of
Federal-aid funds in highway construction are directed to support progress toward the achievement of performance targets established in a State's asset
management plan for the NHS; and [NEW] to provide support for activities to increase the resiliency of the NHS to mitigate the cost of damages from
sea level rise, extreme weather events, flooding, wildfires, or other natural disasters. [§ 11105(1); 23 U.S.C. 119(b)]

Other

General local or state funds committed to the project above the required minimum match to the federal funds. Other funds may also represent the lead
agency's ability to fund the entire phase with local funds. For this project, the use of Other funds represent Washington DOT's funding contribution to
the project. This is called out by the inclusion of "WSDOT" with the Other fund type code designation.

STBG

Surface Transportation Block Grant funds. A federal funding source (FHWA based) appropriated to the State DOT. The Surface Transportation Block
Grant Program (STBG) promotes flexibility in State and local transportation decisions and provides flexible funding to best address State and local
transportation needs.

State STBG

Appropriated STBG that remains under ODOT's management and commitment to eligible projects.
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Key 21570 Identified Project Funding Plan Committed Funds

Funding Responsibility Source Phase Federal State Local Total Notes
IBR Interstate Bridge Planning S 6,567,667 | S 1,641,917 | S = S 8,209,584
Total Planning Phase Commitments:| $ 6,567,667 | S 1,641,917 | S - S 8,209,584
HB5005 GO PE S - S 123,680,000 | $ - S 123,680,000 jHB5005 GO bonds
IBR Interstate Bridge PE S 38,842,333 | S 7,710,583 | S - S 46,552,916
USDOT Grants 2022 PE S 1,000,000 | S - S - S 1,000,000 J2022 awarded federal grants
USDOT Grants 2024 PE S 52,109,500 | $ - S - S 52,109,500 2024 awarded federal grants
WSDOT Contributions PE $ - s - |'$ 71,378,000 $ 71,378,000 | WA MAW state funds & fed Mega grant
Other contributions PE S - S - S 10,000,000 S 10,000,000 [Not specified
Total PE Phase Commitments:| $ 91,951,833 | $ 131,390,583 | $ 81,378,000 ] $ 304,720,416
HB5005 GO ROW S - S 55,615,000 | $ - S 55,615,000 JHB5005 GO bonds
USDOT Grants 2024 ROW S 72,036,000 | S - S - S 72,036,000 J2024 awarded federal grants
WSDOT Contributions ROW S - S - S 104,048,000 S 104,048,000 JWA MAW state funds & fed Mega grant
Total ROW Phase Commitments:| $ 72,036,000 | $ 55,615,000 | $ 104,048,000 | $ 231,699,000
HB5005 GO UR S - S 4,000,000 | S - S 4,000,000 JHB5005 GO bonds
WSDOT Contributions UR S - S - S 6,000,000 S 6,000,000 WA MAW state funds & fed Mega grant
Total UR Phase Commitments:| $ - 3 4,000,000 | S 6,000,000 $ 10,000,000

Key 21570 Updated Programming:‘ S

170,555,500 | $

192,647,500 | $ 191,426,000 | $ 554,629,000 | TPC = $5B to $7.58

Added note: Construction phase funding commitments are programmed in separate stand-alone projects
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Project Name: I-5: Columbia River (Interstate) Bridge (DRAFT AMENDMENT

P t Federal Stat Li I
Phase Fund Code Description Sreen Total Amount *®" Federal Amount = State Amount oca Local Amount
of Phase Percent Percent Percent
Surface transportation
Z24E block grants - flex FAST 100.00% 8,209,584.00 80.00% 6,567,667.20 20.00% 1,641,916.80 0.00% 0.00
PL ext
PL Totals 100.00% 8,209,584.00 6,567,667.20 1,641,916.80 0.00
ADVANCE CONSTRUCT
ACPO PR 20.91% 63,705,416.00 80.00% 50,964,332.80 20.00% 12,741,083.20 0.00% 0.00
OTHO OTHER THAN STATE OR  24.67% 75,179,038.23 0.00% 0.00 0.00% 0.00 100.00% 75,179,038.23
5010 STATE 36.41% 110,949,500.00 0.00% 0.00 100.00% 110,949,500.00 0.00% 0.00
National Highway Perf
¥001 LA g Y 4.10% 12,500,000.00 80.00% 10,000,000.00 0.00% 0.00 20.00% 2,500,000.00
HIP Bridge Investment
¥173 € 0.39% 1,187,500.00 80.00% 950,000.00 0.00% 0.00 20.00% 237,500.00
Program FY23
PE Bridge Investment
Y17F Program - Planning 0.66% 2,000,000.00 50.00% 1,000,000.00 25.00% 500,000.00 25.00% 500,000.00
Project - 1A
Nati I High Perf
Z0E1 - g t'DE"f ighway e 4.10% 12,500,000.00 80.00% 10,000,000.00 20.00%  2,500,000.00 0.00% 0.00
ast Ex
National highway
Z46E freight program FAST 8.76%  26,698,961.77 70.00% 18,800,000.00 17.60% 4,700,000.00 11.98% 3,198,961.77
ext
PE Totals 100.00% 304,720,416.00 01,714,332.80 131,390,583.20 81,615,500.00
ACPO ::EVANCE CONSTRUCT 38.86%  90,045,000.00 80.00% 72,036,000.00 20.00% 18,009,000.00 0.00% 0.00
RW OTHO OTHER THAN STATE OR  44.91% 104,048,000.00 0.00% 0.00 0.00% 0.00 100.00% 104,048,000.00
5010 STATE 16.23%  37,606,000.00 0.00% 0.00 100.00%  37,606,000.00 0.00% 0.00
RW Totals 100.00% 231,699,000.00 72,036,000.00 55,615,000.00 104,048,000.00
OTHO OTHER THAN STATE OR  60.00% 6,000,000.00 0.00% 0.00 0.00% 0.00 100.00% 6,000,000.00
UR 5010 STATE 40.00% 4,000,000.00 0.00% 0.00 100.00% 4,000,000.00 0.00% 0.00
UR Totals 100.00%  10,000,000.00 0.00 4,000,000.00 6,000,000.00
Grand Totals 554,629,000.00 170,318,000.00 192,647,500.00 191,663,500.00
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Note: The I-5 IBR MTIP full Amendment requires the completion of a formal Performance Assessment Evaluation (PAE). The PAE will be included as an attachment to the

Funding Source: Submitted STIP Summary Report and OTC Agenda Item K, May 8, 2025 OTC agenda item

Upcoming STIP Request

According to the 2023 financial plan, the IBR Program is estimated to cost between $5 billion to $7.5
billion. During the 2022 and 2023 legislative sessions, Oregon and Washington committed to providing
the IBR Program with $1 billion from each state. The IBR Program will also rely on toll funding to
provide between $1.1 billion to $1.6 billion for capital construction costs. In addition to state funds and
toll tunds, the IBR Program has secured a $1.5 billion FHWA Bridge Investment Program (BIP) Grant,
a $600 million USDOT Mega Grant, and a $30 million USDOT Reconnecting Communities Pilot (RCP)
Grant. The IBR Program has also applied for and been admitted into the first phase (Project
Development) of the FTA’s Capital Investment Grant (CIG) program and plans to apply for
approximately $1 billion. The CIG program has a multi-phase, multi-year grant application process with
FTA approval required for entry into each phase, which provides mcreased confidence in successtully
receiving funding at the end of the process. Under the current schedule, the Program 1s anticipated to
complete the phases and receive a grant award m 2028.

Modeling Network , NHS, and Performance Measure Designations

amendment staff report.

National Highway System and Functional Classification Designations

System Y/N Route Designation

NHS Project Yes I-5 Interstate

Fun.c'fmn‘all Yes I-5 1 = Urban Interstate
Classification

Federal Aid

. . Yes I-5 Interstate
Eligible Facility

ODOT Hwy Name: Pacific Hwy Number: 1 Road/Hwy Owner: oDOT

Metro RTP
Performance
Measurements

Added notes:

Provides Provides Provides Located in an Provides Safety
. . . . s Safety Upgrade . .
Congestion Climate Change Economic Equity Focus Mobility Tvoe Proiect High Injury
Mitigation Reduction Prosperity Area (EFA) Improvement Yp ! Corridor

X X X X X X

Anticipated Required Performance Measurements Monitoring

Notes
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@ 2023 Regional Transportation Plan ~ Adopted Investment Priorities for 2023-2045

Metro
gNE NS
o7
16
103}_9

|§‘ ®, Zoomto

I-5 Interstate Bridge Replacement I
Program

Pl

This project (RTP # 10866) is in the Megaprojects investment
group. It will start at Victory Blvd. and end at Washington state '
line. It is owned by ODOT and is in Multnomah County.

Description: Replace |-5/Columbia River bridges, add auxiliary
lanes and improve interchanges on |-5, extend light rail transit
from Expo Center to Vancouver, WA., add protected/buffered
bikeways, cycletracks and a new trail/multiuse path or extensior
and implement variable rate tolling.

Project Time Frame: 2031-2045

Estimated Cost: $6.000,000,000

11864 G%

T
P

-Jo

This project is in the financially constrained list.

This project is located in an equity focus area. c@
This project is not an equity priority project.

This project will not reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

This project does have identified safety benefits.

This project is located in a high injury corridor.

This project is located on the regional emergency
transportation/state seismic lifeline route.
This projectis located in a current job center.

Vancouver

This project is located in a planned job center.

This project does include multimodal (non-motor vehicle)
design elements.

This project does not address a multimodal gap in the
transportation system.

Page 13 of 14

109



STIP PROJECT LOCATION

| k21570 | I-5: COLUMBIA RIVER (INTERSTATE) BRIDGE

I Oregon
Department
of Transportation

REGION 1
ACT

Multnomah
% County

Washington Stat .
" Department of Transportation Interstate Bridge Replacement program | November 2023

Interstate Bridge Replacement Program

River Crossing:
New earthquake-
resilient,
multimodal bridge

Roadway:

Adds safety shoulders
and auxiliary lanes
and modifies

7 closely spaced
interchanges

“ Bus on Shoulder

Transit: = R =
ol : Partial nterchange at Hayden Island
and adds express bus - : ; / Sl Sy

on shoulder to better Full Interchange at e |mm =

connect transit systems :

ot = Shared Use Path i
7 o £ i s ——— e —
. g Expo LRT R"& P “fcal Arterial Bridge _\/
Active Transportation: Station — ==

Safe and accessible
shared use paths

—
North Portland Harbor

Visualizations are for iliustration purposes only
and are not to scale. They do not reflect property

North Portland Harbor: impacts or represent final design. Program impacts
and benefits will be studied in the environmental
New earth qua ke- process, including analysis of items such as bridge

configuration and 1 and 2 auxiliary lanes.

resilient bridge
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2024-2027 Constrained MTIP Formal Amendment: Exhibit A

Metro MTIP Formal Amendment
@ M et ro 2024-27 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) ADD NEW PROJECT

PROJECT AMENDMENT DETAIL WORKSHEET
Project #2

Add the new Pre-Completion
Federal Fiscal Year 2025

Tolling Signage project

Project Details Summary

ODOT Key # 23876 RFFA ID: N/A RTP ID: ‘ 10866 RTP Approval Date: 11/30/2023
MTIP ID: TBD CDS ID: N/A Bridge #: N/A FTA Flex & Conversion Code No
MTIP Amendment ID: [ IEERERILN STIP Amendment ID: 24-27-2594
IGA # N/A OTC Action required? Yes RTP Investment Category: Mega Project
Regulatory Agency FHWA Last Active MTIP,  N/A-New Last Active STIP: N/A-New

Summary of Amendment Changes Occurring:

The formal amendment adds the new tolling signage project on I-5 to the MTIP. OTC approval was required to approve the funding. OTC approval occurred
during their May and July 2025 meetings. PE activities were completed in Key 21570. This new project adds a construction and other phase as follows:

- Other Phase: Establish the other phase and program approximately $2.5 million in funding for the Program to begin early procurement work for toll
gantries and cantilever sign structures which have long lead times. It is anticipated that this amount will be sufficient for the Pre-completion Tolling Signage
and Electrical package.

- Construction Phase: Establish construction phases and program funding for Pre-Completion Tolling (approximately $22 million) and the Columbia River
Bridge (CRB) Replacement (approximately $1.3 billion) packages. According to the 2023 Financial Plan, it is anticipated that the amount requested will be
sufficient for costs associated with the construction of the CRB and Pre-Completion Tolling Signage and Electrical packages.

Project Name: I-5 OR & WA Pre-completion Tolling Signage

Lead Agency: ODOT (& WSDOT)

Applicant: oboT Administrator: ODOT & WSDOT

Certified Agency Delivery:

‘ Non-Certified Agency Delivery: No Delivery as Direct Recipient: YES

Short Description:

Install signage, toll gantries, electrical systems and related structures in preparation of new tolling operations for the I-5 Interstate Bridge in Oregon and
Washington. Preliminary engineering is covered under K21570.

MTIP Detailed Description (Internal Metro use only):

As part of the I-5 Columbia River Interstate Bridge Replacement Project from Portland to Vancouver between MP 286.19 to MP 308.38, install signage, toll

gantries, electrical systems and related equipment in preparation of new tolling operations on and near the I-5 Interstate Bridge in Oregon and Washington.
Preliminary engineering is covered under K21570.
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STIP Description:

Install signage, toll gantries, electrical systems and related structures in preparation of new tolling operations for the I-5 Interstate Bridge in Oregon and
Washington. Preliminary engineering is covered under K21570.

Project Classification Details

Project Type Category Features System Investment Type
Highway Highway - Bridge Capacity - Managed or Priced Capital Improvement
ODOT Work Type: IBR
Phase Funding and Programming
Utilit
Fund Tvoe Fund Year Plannin Preliminary Right of Way Relocat‘i/on Construction Total
e Code e Engineering (PE) (ROW) (UR) (Cons)
Federal Funds
Federal Totals:‘ S - S - S -8 - S - S - BB -
State Funds
Fund Type Fund Year Plannin Preliminary Right of Way Utility Construction Other Total
e Code e Engineering (PE) (ROW) Relocation
State S010 2026 $ 12,295,000 12,295,000
State Totals:| S -1 s -1 S -1 8 - $ 12,295,000 S o S 12,295,000
Local Funds
Fund Preliminary Right of Way Utility
Fund Type Year Plannin Construction Other Total
P Code & Engineering (PE) (ROW) Relocation
Other OTHO 2026 $ 9,795,000 S 9,795,000
Other OTHO 2026 $ 2,500,000] S 2,500,000
Local Totals:| $ - S - S -8 - $ 9795000 $ 2,500,000 BT L LR )
Note: Local "Other" funds in Construction and Other phases in 2026 reflect WSDOT's contribution to the project phases
Phase Totals Planning PE ROW UR Cons Other Total
Existing Programming Totals: S - S - S - S - S S S
Amended Programming Totals S - S -1 s - s -1 $ 22,090,000 S 2,500,000 S 24,590,000
Total Estimated Project Cost (all phases):| $5Bto $7.5B
Total Cost in Year of Expenditure (all Phases):| $5Bto $7.5B
Page 2 of 12
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Programming Summary Yes/No Reason if short Programmed
Is the project short programmed? No The project is not short programmed. It reflects specific construction phase costs. Multiple construction phases
will be programmed separately.

Programming Adjustments Details Planning PE ROW UR Cons Other Totals
Phase Programming Change:| $ -l s -l S -l S -l '§ 22,090,000, $§ 2,500,000, $ 24,590,000
Phase Change Percent: 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Amended Phase Matching Funds:| S -l S -l S - S -l S -l S -l S -
Amended Phase Matching Percent: N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

Phase Progra

mming Summary Totals

Fund Category Planning Pr eI|m'| S Right of Way Ut'htY Construction Other Total
Engineering (PE) (ROW) Relocation
Federal $ $ -1 S -1 S -1 S -1 S -1 S -
State S S - S -1S - 'S 12,295,000| S -1 12,295,000
Local S S -1 S -1 S -|$ 9795000 § 2,500,000] $ 12,295,000
Total S S - S -1S - $ 22,090,000 S 2,500,000| S 24,590,000

Phase Composition Percentages

Fund Type Planning PE ROW UR Cons Other Total
Federal 0.0% 0.00% 0.00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.00%
State 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 55.7% 0.0% 50.00%
Local 0.0% 0.00% 0.00% 0.0% 44.3% 100.0% 50.00%
Total 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Phase Programming Percentage
Prelimi Right of W Utilit
Fund Category Planning r € |m'| T BT . y Construction Other Total
Engineering (PE) (ROW) Relocation

Federal 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
State 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0% 50.0%
Local 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 39.8% 10.2% 50.0%
Total 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 89.8% 10.2% 100.0%
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Project Phase Obligation History

Item Planning PE ROW UR Cons Other Federal
Total Funds Obligated Aid ID
Federal Funds Obligated:
EA Number: FHWA or FTA

Initial Obligation Date: FHWA

EA End Date: FMIS or TRAMS
Known Expenditures: FMIS

Estimated Project Completion Date: Not Specified

Completion Date Notes:‘

Are federal funds being flex transferred to FTA? ‘ No ‘ If yes, expected FTA conversion code: ‘

N/A |

Fiscal Constraint Consistency Review

. What is the source of funding? Various sources from ODOT state bonds, federal awarded funds and WSDOT state funds.

Does the amendment include changes or updates to the project funding? Yes.

Level of funding approval? FHWA, Oregon Legislature approval, and OTC approvals.

. Has the fiscal constraint requirement been properly demonstrated and satisfied as part of the MTIP amendment? Yes.

1
2.
3. Was proof-of-funding documentation provided to verify the funding change? Yes, via the May and June 2025 OTC actions.
4
5

Project Location References (Oregon side)

Route MP Begin MP End Length
On State Highway Yes/No & 8
Yes I-5 286.19 308.38 22.19
Cross Streets Route or Arterial Cross Street Cross Street
. I-5 Approx 0.1 mile s/o OR141/SW Elligsen Rd north to Washington state border over the
Approximate . . . N
Oregon side intersection Columbia River

Note: The I-5 IBR Pre-Tolling Signage project is a unique segment and contains limits that exceed the standard bridge replacement project limits.
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Route

001

001

o001

001

001

001

001

001

001

001

001

001

001

Highway

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

PACIFIC HIGHWAY

MP
Begin

292.2
8

292.0
8

286.1
9

290.2
6

286.4
6

293.4

287.9

290.5

289.5

290.6

291.2

308.3

287.9
8

MP
End
293.4
292.2
286.4

290.5

287.9
308.3

289.4
290.6
290.2
291.2
292.0
308.3

290.5
2

Length

1.14

0.19

0.26

0.27

1.50

14.95

1.52

0.09

0.73

0.58

0.84

0.00

2.54

Street

City

TIGARD

LAKE
OSWEGO

WILSONVILLE

TUALATIN

PORTLAND

TUALATIN

TIGARD

TUALATIN

PORTLAND

TUALATIN
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County

WASHINGTON

CLACKAMAS

WASHINGTON

WASHINGTON

WASHINGTON

MULTNOMAH

WASHINGTON

WASHINGTON

WASHINGTON

WASHINGTON

CLACKAMAS

MULTNOMAH

WASHINGTON

ACT

R1ACT

R1ACT

R1ACT

R1ACT

R1ACT

R1ACT

R1ACT

R1ACT

RIACT

R1ACT

R1ACT

R1ACT

R1ACT

Bridge

01377A

1

State State
Reg Repr Sen
Dist Dist
25,38 13,19
38 19
26 13
37 19
37 19
28, 38
42’ 43’ 14,19,
'Tr 21,22
44 !
37 19
25,37 13,19
37 19
25,37 13,19
38 19
44 22
25,37 13,19

us
Cngr
Dist

56

56

1,3,5
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MP MP State State us
Route Highway Besin  End Length Street City County ACT Bridge Reg Repr Sen  Cngr
: Dist  Dist Dist
I-5 001 PACIFIC HIGHWAY 290'2 293'; 2.89 TIGARD WASHINGTON R1ACT 1 25 13 6
293.4 308.3 28, 38, 14,19
I-5 001 PACIFIC HIGHWAY ' ’ 14.95 PORTLAND MULTNOMAH R1ACT 1 42,43, '’ 1,3,5
3 8 21,22
44
I-5 001 PACIFIC HIGHWAY 286'2 287'3 1.51 WASHINGTON R1ACT 1 37 19 6
I-5 001 PACIFIC HIGHWAY 286'; 286': 0.26 WILSONVILLE 'WASHINGTON R1ACT 1 26 13 6
I-5 001 PACIFIC HIGHWAY 308': 308'2 0.00 PORTLAND MULTNOMAH R1ACT 07333 1 44 22 3
Districts
Clackamas
Counties Multnomah, ACT R1ACT ODOT Region 1 Metro Districts Council District 2,5, & 6
Washington
Cities Lake Oswego, Portland, Tigard, Tualatin, & Wilsonville
. _— 25, 26, 28, 37 . 13,14,19,21 . .
State Representative Districts P e State Senate District e Congressional Rep District 1,3,5,& 6
38,42,43, & 44 & 22
Summary of MTIP Programming and Last Formal/Full Amendment or Administrative Modification
1st Year (PS&E) Planning Specifications, & Estimates (final
2025 Years Active 0 Project Status 4 . . e
Programmed J design 30%, 60%, 90% design activities initiated).
Total Prior Last Date of Last Last MTIP .
0 Not Applicable Mot Applicable Not Applicable
Amendments Amendment Amendment Amend Num
Last Amendment .
) Not Applicable
Action
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RTP Air Quality Conformity and Transportation Modeling Designations
Is this a capacity enhancing or non-capacity enhancing project? Capacity enhancing project

Is the project exempt from a conformity determination|No. The project is not exempt per 40 CFR 93.126, Table 2 from air quality
per 40 CFR 93.126, Table 2 or 40 CFR 93.127, Table 3?|conformity analysis

Exemption Reference: Not Applicable

Yes for the 2023 RTP. Also see the Performance Assessment Evaluation (PAE)
results as part of this amendment bundle

Was an air analysis required as part of RTP inclusion?

If capacity enhancing, was transportation modeling analysis completed
as part of RTP inclusion?
RTP Constrained Project ID and Name:| RTP ID - 10866: I-5 Interstate Bridge Replacement Program
Replace I-5/Columbia River bridges, add auxiliary lanes and improve
interchanges on I-5, extend light rail transit from Expo Center to Vancouver, WA,
add protected/buffered bikeways, cycle tracks and a new trail/multiuse path or
extension and implement variable rate tolling.

Additional RTP Consistency Check Areas

1. Isthe project designated as a Transportation Control Measure? No.

2. Isthe project identified on the Congestion Management Process (CMP) plan? Yes
3. Isthe project included as part of the approved: UPWP? No. Not applicable.

3a. Ifyes, isan amendment required to the UPWP? No.

3b. Can the project MTIP amendment proceed before the UPWP amendment? Yes.

No. Not applicable. The project is not capacity enhancing

RTP Project Description:

3c. What is the UPWP category (Master Agreement, Metro funded stand-alone, Non-Metro funded Regionally Significant)? Not applicable
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Applicable RTP Goals:

Goal # 1 -Mobility Options:

Objective 1.1 - Travel Options: Plan communities and design and manage the transportation system to increase the proportion of trips
made by walking, bicycling, shared rides and use of transit, and reduce per capita vehicle miles traveled.

Goal #2 - Safer System:

Objective 2.1 - Vision Zero: Eliminate fatal and severe injury crashes for all modes of travel by 2035.

Goal #3 - Equitable Transportation:

Objective 3.2 - Eliminate barriers that people of color, low income people, youth, older adults, people with disabilities and other
marginalized communities face to meeting their travel needs

Goal 4 - Thriving Economy:

Objective 4.1 - Connected Region: Focus growth and transportation investment in designated 2040 growth areas to build an integrated
system of throughways, arterial streets, freight routes and intermodal facilities, transit services and bicycle and pedestrian facilities,
with efficient connections between modes and communities that provide access to jobs, markets and community places within and
beyond the region
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part of the amendment.

5. Does the project require a special performance assessment evaluation as part of the MTIP amendment? Yes. The amendment adds
implementation phases which are capacity enhancing and has a total project cost that exceeds $100 million. A full PAE is required as

Public Notification/Opportunity to Comment Consistency Requirement

Is a 30-day/opportunity to comment period required as part of the amendment? Yes.

What are the start and end dates for the comment period? Estimated to be May 14, 2025 to June 13, 2025

Was the comment period completed consistent with the Metro Public Participation Plan? Yes.

Did the project amendment result in a significant number of comments? Comments are expected

and evaluation of all other comments submitted

1
2
3
4. Was the comment period included on the Metro website allowing email submissions as comments? Yes.
5
6

Did the comments require a comment log and submission plus review by Metro Communications staff and to Council Office? Yes. A
comment log will be established for email comment submission. Metro's Communication department will coordinate receipt, review,

Fund Codes References

General local or state funds committed to the project above the required minimum match to the federal funds. Other funds may also represent the
Other lead agency's ability to fund the entire phase with local funds. For this project, the use of Other funds represent Washington DOT's funding
contribution to the project. This is called out by the inclusion of "WSDOT" with the Other fund type code designation.

State General state funds committed to the project

Key 23876 Identified Project Funding Plan Committed Funds

Funding Responsibility Source Phase Federal State Local Total Notes
HB5005 GO Construction S - $ 12,295,000 | $ - S 12,295,000 JHB5005 GO bonds
WSDOT Contributions Construction | $ - S - S 9,795,000 $ 9,795,000 JAdd WA MAW funding

Total Construction Tolling Signage Phase Commitments:| $ S $ 12,295,000 | $ 9,795,000 1 S 22,090,000
WSDOT Contributions I Other S - S - S 2,500,000 f $ 2,500,000 | Add WA MAW funding
Total PE Phase Commitments:| $ - S - $ 2,500,0001 S 2,500,000
Key 23876 Total Programming:‘ S - ‘ $ 12,295,000 ‘ $ 12,295,000 ‘ $ 24,590,000 ‘TPC = $5B to $7.5B

Added note: Construction phase funding commitments are programmed in separate stand-alone projects
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Fund Codes

Phase Fund Code Description z?;cr:[e Total Amount I;Zc::;ilt Federal Amount Ps:et:;ent State Amount PI::EZIn . Local Amount
OTHO OTHER THAN STATE OR  44.34% 9,795,000.00 0.00% 0.00 0.00% 0.00 100.00% 8,795,000.00

CN S010 STATE 55.66% 12,295,000.00 0.00% 0.00 100.00% 12,295,000.00 0.00% 0.00
CN Totals 100.00% 22,090,000.00 0.00 12,295,000.00 9,795,000.00
OTHO OTHER THAN STATE OR 100.00% 2,500,000.00 0.00% 0.00 0.00% 0.00 100.00% 2,500,000.00

o OT Totals 100.00% 2,500,000.00 0.00 0.00 2,500,000.00
Grand Totals 24,590,000.00 0.00 12,295,000.00 12,295,000.00

Funding Source: Submitted STIP Summary Report and OTC Agenda Item K, May 8, 2025 OTC agenda item

Upcoming STIP Request

According to the 2023 financial plan, the IBR Program is estimated to cost between $5 billion to $7.5
billion. During the 2022 and 2023 legislative sessions, Oregon and Washington committed to providing
the IBR Program with $1 billion from each state. The IBR Program will also rely on toll funding to
provide between $1.1 billion to $1.6 billion for capital construction costs. In addition to state funds and
toll funds, the IBR Program has secured a $1.5 billion FHWA Bridge Investment Program (BIP) Grant,
a $600 million USDOT Mega Grant, and a $30 million USDOT Reconnecting Communities Pilot (RCP)
Grant. The IBR Program has also applied for and been admitted into the first phase (Project
Development) of the FTA’s Capital Investment Grant (CIG) program and plans to apply for
approximately $1 billion. The CIG program has a multi-phase, multi-year grant application process with
FTA approval required for entry into each phase, which provides mcreased contidence in successfully
receiving funding at the end of the process. Under the current schedule, the Program 1s anticipated to
complete the phases and receive a grant award in 2028.

Modeling Network , NHS, and Performance Measure Designations

Note: The I-5 IBR MTIP full Amendment requires the completion of a formal Performance Assessment Evaluation (PAE). The PAE will be included as an attachment to the
amendment staff report.
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National Highway System and Functional Classification Designations

System Y/N Route Designation
NHS Project Yes I-5 Interstate
Functional
. Yes I-5 1 = Urban Interstate
Classification
Federal Aid
L o Yes I-5 Interstate
Eligible Facility
ODOT Hwy Name: Pacific Hwy Number: 1 Road/Hwy Owner: obDoT
Anticipated Required Performance Measurements Monitoring
: . . . . Notes
Provides Provides Provides Located in an Provides Safety U q Safety
. . . o - are raae . X
Metro RTP Congestion Climate Change Economic Equity Focus Mobility T H P pg, " High Injury
ang q . . e rrojec .
Performance Mitigation Reduction Prosperity Area (EFA) | Improvement o ! Corridor
Measurements
Added notes:
@ 2023 Regional Transportation Plan ~ Adopted Investment Priorities for 2023-2045 E
Metro
ol o This project is in the financially constrained list.
This project is located in an equity focus area.
I-5 Interstate Bridge Replacement
Program W h 2 This project is not an equity priority project.
28| @ Zoomto This project will not reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
This project (RTP # 10866) is in the Megaprojects investment j‘ This project does have identified safety benefits.
group. It will start at Victory Blvd. and end at Washington state . . . . . .
line. It is owned by ODOT and is in Multnomah County. Thisiprojecilflocatsdinialhighiinjuy.coktidor:
. - . . This project is located on the regional emergency
Description: Replace |-5/Columbia River bridges, add auxiliary - o
) - ; ) . transportation/state seismic lifeline route.
lanes and improve interchanges on |-5, extend light rail transit DU
b7 from Expo Center to Vancouver, WA, add protected/buffered This project is located in a current job center. N
16 bikeways, cycletracks and a new trail/multiuse path or extensior '
R This project is located in a planned job center.
10379
Project Time Frame: 2031-2045 This project does include multimodal (non-motor vehicle) +
design elements. _
Estimated Cost: $6.000,000.000
11864 (j/ This project does not address a multimodal gap in the o
~, transportation system.
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Conceptual Construction Packages
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2024-2027 Constrained MTIP Formal Amendment: Exhibit A

Metro MTIP Formal Amendment
@ M et ro 2024-27 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) ADD NEW PROJECT

Project #3

Federal Fiscal Year 2025

delivery segment

Project Details Summary

ODOT Key # 23877 RFFA ID: N/A RTP ID: 10866 RTP Approval Date: 11/30/2023
MTIP ID: TBD CDS ID: N/A Bridges #: 01377A, 07333, FTA Flex & Conversion Code No
MTIP Amendment ID: STIP Amendment ID: 24-27-2595
IGA # N/A OTC Action required? Yes RTP Investment Category: Mega Project
Regulatory Agency FHWA Last Active MTIP.  N/A - New Last Active STIP:  N/A - New

Summary of Amendment Changes Occurring:

The formal amendment adds the bridge replacement final design PE phase and construction phase to the MTIP and STIP. The construction phase is one of
several delivery segments that will be programmed for the I-5 IBR Program. The IBR Program estimates that a total of 28 construction phase segments may be
required. Some will be consolidated based on their delivery efficiency. Key 23877 represents only a partial picture of the total construction phase delivery
requirement. OTC approval was required to add the project and funding. OTC approval occurred during their May and June 2025 meetings. Added notes: The
bridge replacement funding and construction delivery actions are occurring as a two state effort between ODOT and WSDOT. Finally, the stated project limits
reflect the Oregon side only. The total project limits on I-5 extend into Washington and up into North Vancouver.

Project Name: ‘ I-5: Columbia River Bridge Replacement

Lead Agency: ODOT (& WSDOT) Applicant: OoDOT Administrator: ODOT & WSDOT
Certified Agency Delivery: No ‘ Non-Certified Agency Delivery: No Delivery as Direct Recipient: YES
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Short Description:
Advance post-NEPA design and construction activities for the I-5 Interstate Bridge replacement over the Columbia River between Oregon and Washington,
downstream of the existing structure. Work will support construction of two new bridges to accommodate highway, transit, and active transportation modes.

Replacing the bridge is anticipated to improve traffic and mobility for freight and the public traveling across the river. Early project design is covered under
K21570.

MTIP Detailed Description (Internal Metro use only):

In northern Portland for this construction segment on |-5 between MP 307.98 to MP 308.38: Advance post-NEPA design and construction activities for the I-5
Interstate Bridge replacement over the Columbia River between Oregon and Washington, downstream of the existing structure. Work will support
construction of two new bridges to accommodate highway, transit, and active transportation modes. Replacing the bridge is anticipated to improve traffic and
mobility for freight and the public traveling across the river. Early project design is covered under K21570. One of multiple construction package segments to
be programmed in the MTIP and STIP to complete the full construction phase delivery requirements.

STIP Description:
Advance post-NEPA design and construction activities for the I-5 Interstate Bridge replacement over the Columbia River between Oregon and Washington,
downstream of the existing structure. Work will support construction of two new bridges to accommodate highway, transit, and active transportation modes.

Replacing the bridge is anticipated to improve traffic and mobility for freight and the public traveling across the river. Early project design is covered under
K21570.

Project Classification Details

Project Type Category Features System Investment Type
Highway Highway - Bridge Capacity - Managed or Priced Capital Improvement
ODOT Work Type: IBR
Page 2 of 11
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Phase Funding and Programming

Fund Type

ADVCON

Federa

Fund
Code

| Funds
ACPO

Year

2026

Planning

Preliminary
Engineering (PE)

$ 177,437,000

Right of Way

(ROW)

Utility
Relocation (UR)

Construction
(Cons)

Other

Total

$ 177,437,000

ADVCON

ACPO

2026

$ 1,005,474,000

$ 1,005,474,000

Federal Totals:

S -

S 177,437,000

$

S -

$ 1,005,474,000

$ 1,182,911,000

Notes: A generic Advance Construction (ADVCON) fund type code is being used for programing purposes. The expected conversion code is not yet specified.

Fund . Preliminary Right of Way Utility )

Fund Type Code Year Planning Engineering (PE) (ROW) Relocation Construction Other Total
State (ACPO-PE) Match | 2026 S 22,179,250 S 22,179,250
State (ACPO-CN) Match | 2026 $ 219,642,530 $ 219,642,530

State S010 2026 S 750 S 750
State S010 2026 S 2,500 S 2,500
State Totals:| $ -|$ 22,180,000 $ -3 - | '$ 219,645,030] $ -

Fund . Preliminary Right of Way Utility )

Fund Type Code Year Planning Engineering (PE) (ROW) Relocation Construction Other Total
Other OTHO 2026 S 22,180,000 $ 22,180,000
Other OTHO 2026 $ 31,725,970 $ 31,725,970

Local Totals:| $ -|$ 22,180,000 $ -3 -1$ 31,725970] $ -
Notes: Local "Other" funds in PE and Construction phases in 2026 reflect WSDOT's contribution to the project phase.
Phase Totals Planning PE ROW UR Cons Other Total
Existing Programming Totals: S -1 S S -1 S S S ) S [
Amended Programming Totals S - | S 221,797,000, S -1 S - | $1,256,845,000| S - | $ 1,478,642,000
Total Estimated Project Cost (all phases):| $5Bto $7.5B
Total Cost in Year of Expenditure (all Phases):| $5Bto $7.5B
Page 3 of 11
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Phase Programming Summary Totals

Programming Summary Yes/No Reason if short Programmed
Is the project short programmed? No The project is not short programmed.
Programming Adjustments Details Planning PE ROW UR Cons Other Totals
Phase Programming Change: S - § 221,797,0000 S - S -/ $1,256,845,0000 S - $1,478,642,000
Phase Change Percent: 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Amended Phase Matching Funds:  $ - S 22,179,250 S - S - $ 219,642,530 S -l '$ 241,821,780
Amended Phase Matching Percent: N/A 10.00% N/A N/A 17.93% N/A 16.71%

Note: Due to multiple federal fund match requirements, the standard match percent values are skewed a bit. The minimum match requirement is included for each specific fund type code. Overall,
the match percent works out to reflect a federal share of 80% with state and other funds equaling 20%.

) Preliminary Right of Way Utility )
Fund Category Planning Engineering (PE) (ROW) Relocation Construction Other Total
Federal S - $ 177,437,000 $ - S - $1,005,474,000 S - | $ 1,182,911,000
State S - S 22,180,000 S -1S - $ 219,645,030 S -1 $ 241,825,030
Local S - S 22,180,000 $ - S - S 31,725,970 S -]S$ 53,905,970
Total S -1S 221,797,000 S - S - | $1,256,845,000| S -1 $ 1,478,642,000
Fund Type Planning PE ROW UR Cons Other Total
Federal 0.0% 80.00% 0.0% 0.0% 80.0% 0.0% 80.00%
State 0.0% 10.0% 0.0% 0.0% 17.5% 0.0% 16.35%
Local 0.0% 10.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.5% 0.0% 3.65%
Total 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Phase Programming Percentage
] Preliminary Right of Way Utility .
Fund Category Planning Engineering (PE) (ROW) Relocation Construction Other Total
Federal 0.0% 12.0% 0.0% 0.0% 68.0% 0.0% 80.00%
State 0.0% 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% 14.9% 0.0% 16.4%
Local 0.0% 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% 2.1% 0.0% 3.65%
Total 0.0% 15.0% 0.0% 0.0% 85.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Project Phase Obligation History

Item Planning PE ROW UR Cons Other Federal
Total Funds Obligated Aid ID
Federal Funds Obligated:
EA Number: FHWA or FTA
Initial Obligation Date: FHWA
EA End Date: FMIS or TRAMS
Known Expenditures: FMIS
Estimated Project Completion Date: Not Specified
Completion Date Notes:‘
Are federal funds being flex transferred to FTA? ‘ No ‘ If yes, expected FTA conversion code: ‘ N/A ‘

Fiscal Constraint Consistency Review

. What is the source of funding? Various sources from ODOT state bonds, federal awarded funds and WSDOT state funds.

Does the amendment include changes or updates to the project funding? Yes.

Level of funding approval? FHWA, Oregon Legislature approval, and OTC approvals.

Project Location References

1
2.
3. Was proof-of-funding documentation provided to verify the funding change? Yes, via the May and June 2025 OTC actions.
4
5

. Has the fiscal constraint requirement been properly demonstrated and satisfied as part of the MTIP amendment? Yes.

On State Highway Yes/No Route MP Begin MP End Length
Yes I-5 307.98 308.38 0.40
Cross Streets Route or Arterial Cross Street Cross Street
Oregon side
Districts
County Multnomah ACT ‘ R1ACT ‘ ODOT Region ‘ 1 ‘ Metro District Council District 5
Cities: Portland
State Representative District 44 ‘ State Senate District 22 Congressional Rep District 3

1st Year

(PS&E) Planning Specifications, & Estimates (final

2026 i i
Programmed Years Active 0 Project Status 4 design 30%, 60%, 90% design activities initiated).
Total Prior Last Date of Last Last MTIP
0 Not Applicabl Not Applicabl Not Applicable
Amendments Amendment ot Applicable Amendment ot Applicable Amend Num PP
Last Ame.ndment Not Applicable
Action
Page 5 of 11
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RTP Air Quality Conformity and Transportation Modeling Designations
Is this a capacity enhancing or non-capacity enhancing project? Capacity enhancing project

Is the project exempt from a conformity determination|No. The project is not exempt per 40 CFR 93.126, Table 2 from air quality
per 40 CFR 93.126, Table 2 or 40 CFR 93.127, Table 3?|conformity analysis

Exemption Reference: Not Applicable

Yes for the 2023 RTP. Also see the Performance Assessment Evaluation (PAE)

Was an air analysis required as part of RTP inclusion?
y g P results as part of this amendment bundle

If capacity enhancing, was transportation modeling analysis completed as
part of RTP inclusion?
RTP Constrained Project ID and Name:| RTP ID - 10866: I-5 Interstate Bridge Replacement Program

No. Not applicable. The project is not capacity enhancing

Replace I-5/Columbia River bridges, add auxiliary lanes and improve interchanges
on I-5, extend light rail transit from Expo Center to Vancouver, WA., add
protected/buffered bikeways, cycle tracks and a new trail/multiuse path or
extension and implement variable rate tolling.

Additional RTP Consistency Check Areas

1. Isthe project designated as a Transportation Control Measure? No.

2. Isthe project identified on the Congestion Management Process (CMP) plan? Yes
3. Isthe project included as part of the approved: UPWP? No. Not applicable.

3a. Ifyes, isan amendment required to the UPWP? No.

3b. Can the project MTIP amendment proceed before the UPWP amendment? Yes.

RTP Project Description:

3c. What is the UPWP category (Master Agreement, Metro funded stand-alone, Non-Metro funded Regionally Significant)? Not applicable
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4. Applicable RTP Goals:
Goal # 1 -Mobility Options:

Objective 1.1 - Travel Options: Plan communities and design and manage the transportation system to increase the proportion of trips
made by walking, bicycling, shared rides and use of transit, and reduce per capita vehicle miles traveled.
Goal #2 - Safer System:

Objective 2.1 - Vision Zero: Eliminate fatal and severe injury crashes for all modes of travel by 2035.
Goal #3 - Equitable Transportation:

Objective 3.2 - Eliminate barriers that people of color, low income people, youth, older adults, people with disabilities and other
marginalized communities face to meeting their travel needs
Goal 4 - Thriving Economy:

region.

Objective 4.1 - Connected Region: Focus growth and transportation investment in designated 2040 growth areas to build an integrated
system of throughways, arterial streets, freight routes and intermodal facilities, transit services and bicycle and pedestrian facilities, with
efficient connections between modes and communities that provide access to jobs, markets and community places within and beyond the

5. Does the project require a special performance assessment evaluation as part of the MTIP amendment? Yes. The amendment adds
implementation phases which are capacity enhancing and has a total project cost that exceeds $100 million. A full PAE is required as part
of the amendment.

Public Notification/Opportunity to Comment Consistency Requirement

Is a 30-day/opportunity to comment period required as part of the amendment? Yes.

What are the start and end dates for the comment period? Estimated to be May 14, 2025 to June 13, 2025
Was the comment period completed consistent with the Metro Public Participation Plan? Yes.

Was the comment period included on the Metro website allowing email submissions as comments? Yes.
Did the project amendment result in a significant number of comments? Comments are expected

o klwNIE

Advance
Construction
ADVCON
(AC funds)

Other

Did the comments require a comment log and submission plus review by Metro Communications staff and to Council Office? Yes. A
comment log will be established for email comment submission. Metro's Communication department will coordinate receipt, review, and
evaluation of all other comments submitted

Fund Codes References

A funding placeholder tool. This fund management tool allows agencies to incur costs on a project and submit the full or partial amount later for Federal
reimbursement if the project is approved for funding. Advance construction can be used to fund emergency relief efforts and for any project listed in the
STIP, including surface transportation, interstate, bridge, and safety projects. The use of Advance Construction is normally only by the state DOT to help
leverage their funding resources and keep projects on their respective delivery schedules.

General local or state funds committed to the project above the required minimum match to the federal funds. Other funds may also represent the lead
agency's ability to fund the entire phase with local funds. For this project, the use of Other funds represent Washington DOT's funding contribution to
the project. This is called out by the inclusion of "WSDOT" with the Other fund type code designation.
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Stat General state funds used normally to satisfy the minimum match requirement to the federal funds. For this project, the State funds are used this way and
ate to provide the difference in the 50%-50% contribution requirement between ODOT and WSDOT.
Key 23877 Identified Project Funding Plan Commitments
Funding Responsibility Source Phase Federal State Local Total Notes
HB5005 GO PE S - S 22,180,000 | S - S 22,180,000 JHB5005 GO bonds
USDOT Grants 2024 PE S 177,437,000 | S - S - S 177,437,000 J2024 awarded federal grants
WSDOT Contributions PE $ - s - |'$ 22,180,000 $ 22,180,000 | WA MAW state funds & fed Mega grant
Total PE Phase Commitments:| $ 177,437,000 | $ 22,180,000 | $ 22,180,000 | S 221,797,000
HB5005 GO Construction S - S 29,762,479 | S - S 29,762,479 JHB5005 GO bonds
WSDOT Contributions Construction | $ - S - S 31,725,970 S 31,725,970 JWA MAW state funds & fed Mega grant
Tolling Construction | $ - S 189,882,551 | $ - S 189,882,551 [ Tolling state funds at as match on BIP
. OR BIP federal funds - match from GO
USDOT Grants 2024 Construction S 1,005,474,000 | S = S - $ 1,005,474,000 Bonds, Tolling, & WA MAW
Total Construction Phase Commitments:| $ 1,005,474,000 | $ 219,645,030 | $ 31,725,970 | $ 1,256,845,000
Key 23877 Updated Commitments :‘ $ 1,182,911,000 ‘ $ 241,825,030 ‘ $ 53,905,970 ‘ $ 1,478,642,000 ‘TPC = $5B to $7.5B

Key Number:

Proiect Name:

Phase Fund Code

PE

1.5 Coluumhia River Rridse Ranlaremeant

Fund Codes

ACPO

OTHO
S010
PE Totals

ACPO

OTHO
s010

CN Totals

Description Percent

P of Phase

ADVANCE CONSTRUCT 90.00%
PR

OTHER THAN STATE OR  10.00%

STATE 0.00%

100.00%

ADVANCE CONSTRUCT 97.48%
PR

OTHER THAN STATE OR 2.52%

STATE 0.00%

100.00%

Grand Totals

Total Amount

199,616,250.00

22,180,000.00
750.00
221,797,000.00

1,225,116,530.0

0
31,725,970.00
2,500.00

1,256,845,000.0

0

1,478,642,000.0

0

Federal
edera Federal Amount

Percent
0.00% 177,437,000.00
0.00% 0.00
0.00% 0.00
177,437,000.00
0.00% 0.00
0.00% 0.00
0.00% 0.00
0.00
177,437,000.00
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{MDACT AMAENINNENT DD

State State Amount Local
Percent Percent
0.00% 22,179,250.00 0.00%
0.00% 0.00 100.00%
100.00% 750.00 0.00%
22,180,000.00
0.00% 0.00 0.00%
0.00% 0.00 100.00%
100.00% 2,500.00 0.00%
2,500.00

22,182,500.00

Local Amount

0.00

22,180,000.00
0.00
22,180,000.00

0.00

31,725,970.00
0.00

31,725,970.00

53,905,970.00
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Funding Source: Submitted STIP Summary Report and OTC Agenda Item K, May 8, 2025 OTC agenda item

Upcoming STIP Request

According to the 2023 financial plan, the IBR Program is estimated to cost between $5 billion to $7.5
billion. During the 2022 and 2023 legislative sessions, Oregon and Washington committed to providing
the IBR Program with $1 billion from each state. The IBR Program will also rely on toll funding to
provide between $1.1 billion to $1.6 billion for capital construction costs. In addition to state funds and
toll funds, the IBR Program has secured a $1.5 billion FHWA Bridge Investment Program (BIP) Grant,
a $600 million USDOT Mega Grant, and a $30 million USDOT Reconnecting Communities Pilot (RCP)
Grant. The IBR Program has also applied for and been admitted into the first phase (Project
Development) of the FTA’s Capital Investment Grant (CIG) program and plans to apply for
approximately $1 billion. The CIG program has a multi-phase, multi-year grant application process with
FTA approval required for entry into each phase, which provides increased confidence in successfully
receiving funding at the end of the process. Under the current schedule, the Program is anticipated to
complete the phases and receive a grant award in 2028.

Modeling Network , NHS, and Performance Measure Designations

Note: The I-5 IBR MTIP full Amendment requires the completion of a formal Performance Assessment Evaluation (PAE). The PAE will be included as an attachment to the
amendment staff report.

National Highway System and Functional Classification Designations

System Y/N Route Designation

NHS Project Yes I-5 Interstate

Funf:’Flon.aI Yes I-5 1 = Urban Interstate
Classification

ngeral Ald Yes I-5 Interstate
Eligible Facility

ODOT Hwy Name: Pacific Hwy Number: 1 Road/Hwy Owner: oDOoT
Anticipated Required Performance Measurements Monitoring
. Notes
Provides Provides Provides Located in an Provides Safety Uparade Safety

Metro RTP Congestion Climate Change Economic Equity Focus Mobility T Z PrF:)g'ect High Injury

Performance Mitigation Reduction Prosperity Area (EFA) Improvement o ! Corridor

Measurements

X X X X X X

Added notes:
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@ 2023 Regional Transportation Plan ~ Adopted Investment Priorities for 2023-2045

Metro
1]
=2 =[]
o7
16
103?9

«>
e

I-5 Interstate Bridge Replacement
o ~ x
Program

|§‘ ®, Zoomto

group. It will start at Victory Blvd. and end at Washington state

This project (RTP # 10866) is in the Megaprojects investment l
line. It is owned by ODOT and is in Multnomah County.

Description: Replace |-5/Columbia River bridges, add auxiliary
lanes and improve interchanges on |-5, extend light rail transit
from Expo Center to Vancouver, WA., add protected/buffered
bikeways, cycletracks and a new trail/multiuse path or extensior
and implement variable rate tolling.

Project Time Frame: 2031-2045

Estimated Cost: $6.000,000,000

11864 (7%

i
P

B0

This project is in the financially constrained list.
This project is located in an equity focus area. o0
This project is not an equity priority project.

This project will not reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

. This project does have identified safety benefits.

This project is located in a high injury corridor.

This project is located on the regional emergency
transportation/state seismic lifeline route.
This projectis located in a current job center.

Vancouvel

This project is located in a planned job center.

This project does include multimodal (non-motor vehicle)
design elements.

This project does not address a multimodal gap in the
transportation system.
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Conceptual Construction Packages
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@ Metro
Memo

600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736

Date: July 2, 2025

To: JPACT and Interested Parties

From: Ken Lobeck, Funding Programs Lead

Subject: June 2025 MTIP Formal Amendment & Resolution 25-5503 Approval Request -
JU25-11-JUN

FORMAL MTIP AMENDMENT STAFF REPORT
Amendment Purpose Statement
FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING OR ADDING THREE I-5 INTERSTATE BRIDGE
REPLACEMENT PROGRAM PROJECTS TO THE 2024-27 MTIP TO MEET FEDERAL
PROJECT DELIVERY REQUIREMENTS

What is the requested action?

Based on the expectation that TPAC will provide an approval recommendation
during their July 11, 2025 meeting, JPACT is requested to approve Resolution 25-
5503 to add the three new I-5 IBR Program projects to the MTIP?

Note 1: The JPACT approval recommendation assumes the Oregon Transportation Commission
(OTC) approves the I-5 IBR Program funding as indicated in the Exhibit A programming worksheets
on July 31, 2025. OTC’s approval is required to authorize the new funding to the three projects
which will satisfy the MTIP’s fiscal constraint requirement for all formal MTIP amendments.

BACKROUND

What This Is - Amendment Summary:
The June 2025 Formal Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP)

Formal/Full Amendment contains three projects. All three are related to the ongoing I-5
Interstate Bridge Replacement (IBR) Program effort to replace and reconstruct the existing
[-5 Columbia River bridge and related interchanges within the five-mile corridor with a
new bridge and interchange improvements. Project delivery is a combined two-state effort
between the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) and the Washington State
Department of Transportation (WSDOT). The project is currently in the design stage with a
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) anticipated to be completed by
the end of 2025. Initial construction phases will be obligated shortly after the federal
Record of Decision (ROD) is obtained in early 2026.

The I-5 IBR Program MTIP amendment contains funding updates and added phases to the

non-construction phases project in Key 21570, plus adds two new segment or “package”
construction phase projects.
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JUNE 2025 IBR FORMAL MTIP AMENDMENT-JPACT FROM: KEN LOBECK DATE: JULY 2, 2025

The new construction phase projects do not represent the entire required construction
phase for the project. Additional construction phase segments will be added to support the
delivery effort for the I-5 IBR Program.

The funding net change through this amendment will increase the total programmed
funding from a current $103,112,407 to $2,057,861,000. A summary of the specific changes
to the projects are included in this memo.

Staff Report Included Sections and Items:

5@ o A0 oW

Metro and Oregon Transportation Commission (OTC) Summary Approval Steps
Project Assessment and Evaluation (PAE) Requirement

Project Funding and Amendment Summary Overview

Proposed Tolling Overview Summary

Construction Phase Delivery Overview

Metro Consistency Review Requirements and Processing Timeline

Analysis and Information

Included attachments. Six attachments are now included with the staff report. They
include:

Modified Locally Preferred Alternative.

OTC May 8, 2025, IBR Update Item.

[-5 IBR Program Major Project Assessment Evaluation (PAE) Summary.
Construction Phase Delivery Segments.

Pre-Completion Tolling Signage and Toll Infrastructure Map.

Public Comment Period Summary

O Ul Wi

Metro and OTC Summary Approval Steps:

The I-5 IBR Program amendment will follow a “two-touch” approval requirement
through Metro’s Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC) and the Joint
Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT). TPAC received an
amendment overview during their June 6, 2025, meeting. JPACT received an
overview during their meeting on June 26, 2025.

TPAC will meet on July 11, 2025, and consider providing JPACT their approval
recommendation for the MTIP formal amendment under Resolution 25-5503. . The
JPACT staff report is being submitted prior to TPAC’s meeting and is assuming that
TPAC will provide JPACT their approval recommendation on July 11, 2025. If
approval issues arise, staff will notify JPACT of the issues and provide JPACT with
their options.

Final Metro Council approval of Resolution 25-5503 is scheduled for July 24, 2025.
Amendment materials will be submitted to the Metro Council Office based on the

assumption JPACT will approve Resolution 25-5503. If approval issues arise from
JPACT, staff will advised Metro Council members of the issue(s) and their options.
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JUNE 2025 IBR FORMAL MTIP AMENDMENT-JPACT FROM: KEN LOBECK DATE: JULY 2, 2025

OTC will consider approval of the new funding for all three IBR projects in the
formal MTIP amendment during their July 31, 2025, meeting. This approval action is
required to authorize the new funding and to provide fiscal constraint
demonstration requirements.

Normally, the MTIP formal amendment approval process results with OTC first
approving the amendment’s funding ensuring fiscal constraint is satisfied. Then, the
MTIP amendment proceeds through Metro approval process with final approval
then occurring with FHWA. For this MTIP formal amendment, Metro approval is
occurring before OTC approval. This process adjustment is referred to as
“amendment concurrent processing”.

Feedback from ODOT staff anticipate that the OTC will approve the amendment.
However, if OTC does not approve the amendment, Metro’s approval action will be
considered invalidated. The formal amendment under Resolution 25-5503 will not
be sent to FHWA for final approval. To complete MTIP programming actions, the
MTIP formal amendment would have to proceed through TPAC, JPACT, and Metro
Council for new approvals.

B. Project Assessment and Evaluation (PAE) Requirement:

A completed PAE is required as part of the MTIP formal amendment. A PAE is
required for projects that include construction phase capacity enhancement scope
elements (e.g. auxiliary lanes, new through lanes, extension of a light rail line,
purchase of service expansion buses, etc.) and exceed a total project cost of $100
million dollars. The I-5 IBR Program includes interchange bridge reconfigurations,
new auxiliary lanes, and an extension of the MAX light rail system across the new
bridge and into Vancouver. See Attachment 1, Modified Local Preferred Alternative
(LPA) for more information in what is included in the I-5 IBR Program’s Modified
LPA.

The completed PAE reviews and evaluates a complete build of the IBR project. A
complete IBR build was included in the 2045 fiscally constrained model for the 2023
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). This assessment is provided to inform the
amendment decision process regarding consistency with investment priority
policies.

Metro used three main tools to evaluate the 2024-2027 MTIP investment package
and complete the PAE:

e Regional Travel Demand Model (RTDM).

e Motor Vehicle Emissions Simulator (MOVES) Model.

e Geographic Information Systems (GIS).

The outputs for this analysis are for the entire area within the Metro jurisdiction or
MPA and the year modeled was 2027. This analysis does not include the level of
detail covered by a full corridor study. Table 1 provides a summary of the
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evaluation results based on the RTP investment priorities. The complete PAE is
included as Attachment 3.

Table 1. Summary of RTP Investment Priorities Evaluation -
Interstate Bridge Replacement Program Complete Build

Table 1. Summary of RTP Investment Priorities Evaluation - Interstate Bridge Replacement Project Complete Build

RTP Priority Measure Description Model Result
1. Weighted average household access to jobs within a 30-minute driving
commute or 45-minute transit commute. o
Equitable 2. Weighted average household access to community places withina 20-minute
Transportation driving commute or 30-minute transit commute. o
3. Miles and percentage of active transportation infrastructure added to the o
completeness of the regional active transportation work.
1. Projected daily metric tons of greenhouse gas emissions reduction per capita. o
Climate Action | 2, Projected daily metric tons of greenhouse gas emissions reduction o
and Resilience
3. Miles and percentage of active transportation infrastructure added to the +
completeness of the regional active transportation work.
1. Amount of investment of safety activities which address fatalities and serious A
injuries crashes.
Safe System 2. Amount of investment of safety activities which address fatalities and serious
injuries crashes on high injury corridors, equity focus areas, and high injury n
corridors in equity focus areas.
1. Mode split o
Mobility Options
2. Miles traveled by mode o
Thriving 1. Is the project located in an area that is prioritized for future job growth? +
Econom . . -
¥ 2. |s the project located in an area with higher-than-average job activity? +

Key:

o neutral or no significant change

*  notdirectly addressing the region’s desired outcome; has other related benefits

+  trending towards the desired outcome for that priority

- trending away from the desired outcome for that priority

+/o_potential to trend toward desired cutcome but still to be determined until further details are known
-fo  risk to trend away from desired outcome but still to be determined until further details are known

C. Project Funding and Amendment Summary Overview

e ODOT Key 21570 (Existing Project):
o Name: I-5: Columbia River (Interstate) Bridge
o Project Description: Planning and design, right of way, and utility
relocation activities for the replacement of the I-5 Interstate Bridge
between Oregon and Washington. Replacing the bridge is anticipated to
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improve traffic and mobility for freight and the public traveling across the
river.
o Notes and changes:
= The existing project includes the planning phase and preliminary
engineering (PE) phase. The source of the funding for this project
originates from federal, state, and local sources from both ODOT
and WSDOT as shown below in Table 2.
» Decreases the Planning phase from $9,112,407 to $8,209,584
based on actual phase fund obligations.
* Increases the PE phase from a MTIP programming level of
$94,000,000 to $304,720,416.
» Adds aright-of way (ROW) phase with $231,699,000.
» Adds a utility relocation (UR) phase with $10,000,000.
» The project programming increases from $103,112,407 to
$554,629,000. The complete changes are shown in the project
MTIP Worksheet which are included separately from the staff
report as Exhibit A to Resolution 25-5503.

Table 2. Key 21570 (Existing Project) I-5: Columbia River Interstate Bridge

Key 21570 Identified Project Funding Plan Committed Funds

Funding Responsibility Source Phase Federal State Local Total Notes
IBR Interstate Bridge Planning S 6,567,667 | 5 1,641,917 : S S 8,209,584
Total Planning Phase Commitments:: $ 6,567,667 : $ 1641917 § $ 8,209,584
HB5005 GO PE s - 14 123,680,000 | $ $ 123,680,000 |HBS005 GO bonds
IBR Interstate Bridge PE 4 38842,333'$ 7,710,583 : § 4 46,552,916
USDOT Grants 2022 PE S 1,000,000 S S $ 1,000,000 |2022 awarded federal grants
USDOT Grants 2024 PE S 52,109,500 : § S - S 52,109,500 |2024 awarded federal grants
WSDOT Contributions PE g S $ 71,378,000 | § 71,378,000 | WA MAW state funds & fed Mega grant
Other contributions PE g - S - S 10,000,000 | S 10,000,000 |Not specified
Total PE Phase Commitments:: $ 91,951,833 | $ 131,390,583 | § 81,378,000 | $ 304,720,416
HB5005 GO ROW s - 14 55615000 $ - [ ¢ 55,615,000 [HB5005 GO bonds
USDOT Grants 2024 ROW S 72,036,000 S - S - S 72,036,000 |2024 awarded federal grants
WSDOT Contributions ROW S - S - $104,048,000 | S 104,048,000 |WA MAW state funds & fed Mega grant
Total ROW Phase Commitments:: § 72,036,000 : $§ 55,615,000 : $104,048,000 | $ 231,699,000
HB5005 GO UR S = S 4,000,000 $ - S 4,000,000 |HB5005 GO bonds
WSDOT Contributions UR ) = S = S 6,000,000 5 6,000,000 |waMAW state funds & fed Mega grant
Total UR Phase Commitments:: § - $ 4,000000: 3% 6,000,000 $ 10,000,000

Key 21570 Updated Programming:: § 170,555,500 ; $ 192,647,500 | $191,426,000 | $ 554,629,000 TPC = $5B to $7.5B \

Note: To avoid double counting between the ODOT and WSDOT STIP, WSDOT’s committed
federal, state, and local project funds are being programmed as “local Other” funds in the
Oregon MTIP and STIP. The WSDOT funding contribution does contain a mix of federal,
state, and local funds.
e ODOT Key 23876 (New Project):
o Name: I-5 OR & WA Pre-completion Tolling Signage
o Project Description: Install signage, toll gantries, electrical systems and related
structures in preparation of new tolling operations for the I-5 Interstate Bridge

Page 5 of 12

138



JUNE 2025 IBR FORMAL MTIP AMENDMENT-JPACT FROM: KEN LOBECK DATE: JULY 2, 2025

in Oregon and Washington. Preliminary engineering is covered under
K21570.
o Notes and changes:

= Thisis a new project. The amendment is adding a new
construction and “Other” phase that will support the required pre-
completion tolling signage actions.

= For this project, the required PE activities have been completed as
part of the PE phase in project Key 21570. A new PE phase is not
required for Key 23876.

»= ODOT State funds of $12,295,000 are being programmed to the
construction phase with an obligation year of FFY 2026. WSDOT is
contributing $9,975,000 an additional into construction resulting
in a total construction phase amount of $22,090,000.

» The amendment adds a new Other phase with a WSDOT
contribution of $2,500,000.

» The total project programming is $24,590,000.

Table 1. Key 23876: (New Project) I-5: OR & WA Pre-Completion Tolling Signage

Key 23876 Identified Project Funding Plan Committed Funds

Funding Responsibility Source Phase Federal State Local Total Notes
HB5005 GO Construction | $ - $ 12,295,000 $ - $ 12,295,000 [HB5005 GO bonds
WSDOT Contributions Construction | $ - S - $ 9,795,000 | S 9,795,000 |Add WA MAW funding

w

Total Construction Tolling Signage Phase Commitments: $ 12,295,000 $ 9,795,000 | $ 22,090,000

WSDOT Contributions Other S s - $ 2500,000|$ 2,500,000 | Add WA MAW funding
Total PE Phase Commitments: $ S - $ 2,500,000 | $ 2,500,000
Key 23876 Total Programming: $ - $ 12,295,000 $ 12,295,000 $ 24,590,000 TPC=$5B to $7.5B

Added note: Construction phase funding commitments are programmed in separate stand-alone projects

e ODOT Key 23877 (New Project):
o Name: I-5: Columbia River Bridge Replacement
o Project Description: Advance post-NEPA design and construction
activities for the I-5 Interstate Bridge replacement over the Columbia
River between Oregon and Washington, downstream of the existing
structure. Work will support construction of two new bridges to
accommodate highway, transit, and active transportation modes.
Replacing the bridge is anticipated to improve traffic and mobility for
freight and the public traveling across the river. Early project design is
covered under K21570.
o Notes and changes:
= Thisis a new project. The amendment is adding a new PE and
construction phase that will support post-NEPA /final design and
construction activities.
= ODOT is utilizing the Advance Construction fund type code to
enable ODOT to maximize fund leveraging to the project. When
ODOT obligates the federal funds through FHWA, they will identify
the expected eligible federal fund type the project will utilize.
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= The new PE phase continues the preliminary engineering actions
completed in Key 21570 and finishes final design and post NEPA
activities.
= For the new PE phase:
» O0DOT is programming $177,437,000 of federal Advance
Construction funding (plus match) in FFY 2026.
» WSDOT is contributing $22,180,000.
» Together, the new PE phase totals $221,797,000.
* The amendment adds a new construction phase with funding from
both ODOT and WSDOT:
» O0DOT is programming $1,005,474,000 of federal Advance
Construction funds (plus $22,180,000 of matching funds) in
FFY 2026.
» WSDOT'’s contribution totals $31,725,970.
» Future tolling funds of $187,919,060 also are being
programmed.
» The construction phase programming totals $1,256,845,000.
» The total project programming totals $1,478,642,000.

Table 2: Key 23877 (New Project) I-5: Columbia River Bridge Replacement

Key 23877 Identified Project Funding Plan Commitments

Funding Responsibility Source Phase Federal State Local Total Notes

B5005 GO PE S - S 22,180,000 | S S 22,180,000 |HB5005 GO bonds

SDOT Grants 2024 PE S 177,437,000 : $ - S - S 177,437,000 |2024 awarded federal grants

ISDOT Contributions PE S - S = S 22,180,000 | S 22,180,000 | WA MAW state funds & fed Mega grant

Total PE Phase Commitments:: $ 177,437,000 : $ 22,180,000 | $ 22,180,000 | $ 221,797,000

B5005 GO Construction | $ S 29,762,479 | § - S 29,762,479 |HB5005 GO bonds

ISDOT Contributions Construction | § S - S 31,725970|S 31,725,970 |WA MAW state funds & fed Mega grant

olling Construction | §$ - S 189,882,551 @ $ S 189,882,551 | Tolling state funds at as match on BIP

SDOT Grants 2024 Construction | $ 1,005,474,000 | $ S $  1,005,474,000 S:nz: ;:II:;I :3:; M:?;,Ch from GO
Total Construction Phase Commitments:: $ 1,005,474,000 : $§ 219,645,030 : $ 31,725,970 | $ 1,256,845,000

Key 23877 Updated Commitments : $ 1,182,911,000 | § 241,825,030 ' $ 53,905,970 | $ 1,478,642,000 TPC = $5B to $7.58

¢ Summary of I-5 IBR Program Funding Sources and Cost Estimate

According to the IBR Program’s 2023 Financial Plan Analysis, the current total
project cost is estimated between $5 billion and $7.5 billion dollars and multiple
funding sources have been awarded, committed, or are in development towards
the project. Table 5 summarizes the anticipated funding sources across all
project phases.

The I-5 IBR Program plans to release an updated cost estimate and financial plan
later this year that reflects the work the Program has advanced to this point. The

cost estimate will account for current market conditions along with potential
risks and cost savings opportunities.
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Table 3: Summary of I-5 IBR Program Funding Sources Across All Project Phases

Funding Program Amount \ Notes
Existing State Funding $100,000,000 Committed
Connecting WA Funding - Mill Plain Interchange $117,000,000 Committed
Move Ahead WA Funding $1,000,000,000 Committed
Oregon Funding Contribution $1,000,000,000 Committed
FHWA Bridge Investment Program (BIP) Grant! $1,500,000,000 Committed
USDOT Mega Grant $600,000,00 Committed
USDOT Reconnecting Communities Pilot (RCP) $30,000,000 Awarded
Grant

. $1,100,000,000 .
2
Toll Funding to $1.600,000,000 Committed
FTA Capital Investment Grant (CIG) New Starts $900,000,000 In develobment
Funding? to $1,100,000,000 P
. . . $6,347,000,000

Total Awarded, Committed, or in Development: to $7.047.000,000

Notes:

1Combines $1 million BIP Planning Grant (2022) and $1.488 billion Construction Grant (2024)
2Legislative authorization to toll has been secured in both Oregon and Washington toll funding at
$1.24 billion. This has been confirmed by both states at toll rates assumed in the 2023 Financial Plan
under a base case financing scenario. Toll rates and policies will be jointly set by the Washington State

and Oregon Transportation Commissions.

3The IBR Program is pursuing a FTA New Starts grant that will support the extension of light rail to
Vancouver, WA. The IBR Program was accepted into the Project Development phase of the CIG process

in September 2023.

D. Proposed Tolling Overview:

Tolling is an integral part of the funding strategy for the IBR Program and the
proposed amendment includes programming tolling funding.

The IBR Program plans to implement pre-completion tolling on the existing
Interstate Bridge while the new bridge is under construction. Establishing pre-
completion toll operations before the new bridge opens will provide a source of
revenue to pay current interest on the debt, thereby minimizing capitalized interest
costs while also providing direct capital funding on a pay-as-you-go basis. All-
electronic, time of-day variable-rate tolling will follow a fixed schedule and is
assumed for both travel directions. Additionally, program partners have adopted
time-of-day variable-rate tolling as a key component of the Modified LPA, which is
currently undergoing NEPA analysis. Figure 1 shows the preliminary schedule for
approving toll rates. Attachment 5 is an illustrative map depicting the pre-completion

tolling signage and toll infrastructure.

The May 8, 2025, OTC staff report (Attachment 1) provides the following summary:
“(The) final SEIS will be published by the end of 2025, followed by an amended Record of
Decision (ROD). The ROD will allow the Program to move into construction, with corridor

construction beginning in 2026.
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With the updated environmental timeline, pre-completion tolling is anticipated to begin in
2027, allowing time to hire a contractor, install tolling equipment, and conduct the rate-setting
process. The Washington State Department of Transportation Toll Division is currently
conducting the Level 3 Toll Traffic and Revenue Study with results anticipated toward the end
of 2025. Once the results are available, the Bi-State Tolling Subcommittee will review the
results and identify which scenarios will move forward for public input, as well as discuss
potential options such as a low-income discount and a tribal exemption or discount. The rate-
setting process would occur following the commissions’ review and feedback and is currently
anticipated to conclude during the summer of 2026”.

Figure 1: Preliminary Schedule for Tolling Rate (May 2025)

Interstate Bridge Rate Setting — Preliminary Schedule

Rate setting schedule assumes a tolling start date of second quarter 2027.

Stated Start future year  Initial Level 3 T&R Results RS
Preference traffic modeling for FEEIE
Survey Level 3 projections
Review Level 3 Policy Topics & Analysis Approve toll
‘ ‘ scenarios for public
Recommend set input
of toll scenarios
for public input
WSTC/OTC Rate Setting
Select toll rate Adopt toll
proposal for further rates/policies
public input
Public Engagement
Tribal Consultation
Legend
‘ Draft
A Interstate Subcommittee action ’ Full Commission action ’ Level 3 Analysis steps ’
A% BRIDGE 3
Replac Program

E. Construction Phase Delivery Overview

The proposed MTIP Amendment includes the first of more than two dozen potential
construction packages administered by WSDOT that the I-5 IBR Program plans to
issue for construction. The May 8, 2025, OTC staff report (Attachment 1) provides the
following summary about the construction packages:

“The Columbia River Bridge package will include the construction of the
replacement I-5 bridge downstream of the existing bridge shore-to-shore over the
Columbia River to accommodate highway, active transportation and transit
modes. This also includes the construction of shoulders on I-5 to accommodate Bus
on Shoulder and improve safety. The Bridge Approaches package (administered by
WSDOT) will construct roadways and bridges that connect the existing I-5 to the
Columbia River replacement bridge. In Washington, this includes the
reconstruction of the SR-14 and City Center interchanges and reconstructing I-5 up
to Evergreen Boulevard, including a structure for an active transportation-
centered community connector/lid in Washington. It also includes connecting the
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new replacement bridge to the existing I-5 alignment and modifying on- and off-
ramps to and from Hayden Island in Oregon. Follow-up packages will be
sequenced throughout the Program area following the SR 14A and Evergreen
Boulevard construction packages (administered by WSDOT). The IBR Program is
also in the process of refining the details of draft construction packages to share
with the industry. Construction of the IBR Program could last more than 15 years.”

Attachment 4 lists the draft, conceptual construction packages with an illustrative map. A
summary schedule of IBR Program activities through the end of 2026 is shown in Figure 2.

[Note: Activities funded through the proposed MTIP amendments continue past 2026.]

Figure 2: IBR Program Schedule of Activities (2020 through 2026)

- 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 [

Environmental Permitting

Estimated

Design Pre-construction Construction Start

Program Launch

Planning Funding and Grant Application Processes

Ongoing Tribal Consultation

Ongoing Community Engagement

F. Metro Consistency Review Requirements and Processing Timeline

In accordance with 23 CFR 450.316-328, Metro is responsible for reviewing and
ensuring MTIP amendments comply with all federal programming requirements. Each
project and their requested changes are evaluated against multiple MTIP programming
review factors that originate from 23 CFR 450.316-328. They primarily are designed to
ensure the MTIP is fiscally constrained, consistent with the approved RTP, and provides
transparency in their updates, changes, and/or implementation.

Metro Code of Federal Regulations Consistency Review Items
Metro’s approval process for a formal amendment includes multiple steps. The required
approvals for the June 2025 Formal MTIP amendment (JU25-11-JUN) will include the
following actions:
e Are eligible and required to be programmed in the MTIP.
e Properly demonstrate fiscal constraint.
e Pass the RTP consistency review which requires a confirmation that the
project(s) are identified in the current approved constrained RTP either as a
stand- alone project or in an approved project grouping bucket.

e Are consistent with RTP project costs when compared with programming
amounts in the MTIP.
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If a capacity enhancing project, the project is identified in the approved Metro
modeling network and included in transportation demand modeling for
performance analysis.

Supports RTP goals and strategies.

Contains applicable project scope elements that can be applied to Metro’s
performance requirements.

Verified to be part of the Metro’s annual Unified Planning Work Program
(UPWP) for planning projects that may not be specifically identified in the RTP.
Verified that the project location is part of the Metro regional transportation
network, and is considered regionally significant, or required to be programmed
in the MTIP per USDOT direction.

Verified that the project and lead agency are eligible to receive, obligate, and
expend federal funds.

Does not violate supplemental directive guidance from FHWA/FTA’s approved
Amendment Matrix.

Reviewed and evaluated to determine if Performance Measurements will or will
not apply.

Successfully completes the required 30-day Public Notification/Opportunity to
Comment period.

Meets other MPO responsibility actions including project monitoring, fund
obligations, and expenditure of allocated funds in a timely fashion.

Proposed Processing and Approval Actions:

Notes:

Action Target Date

IBR Program overview to OTC.........cccceceeiienirciiesse e cveeeneeeee. May 8, 2025
Initiate the public notification/comment process...................... May 12, 2025
TPAC June meeting agenda mail-out.........c.ccccceevceveeveienseeessenen.. May 30, 2025
TPAC amendment overview - no recommendation.................... June 6, 2025
End Public comment period™..........cccccceiviiiiniieviieecieevevie e June 13, 2025
Metro Council amendment overview - no action.......................... June 24, 2025
JPACT amendment overview — no recommendation.................... June 26, 2025
TPAC July meeting agenda mail-out... e July 3, 2025
TPAC July meeting - approval recommendatlon to ]PACT .......... July 11, 2025
JPACT July meeting - approval request............ccceussrmnssinnnnnnnns July 17, 2025
Metro Council final approval.......c.cccceveviviiiiiincn i July 24, 2025
Final OTC approval™ ... July 31, 2025

*  Metro will monitor all submitted comments and necessary responses in accordance with Metro’s
Public Participation Plan.

** OTC approval is required for the funding award to the project. Final OTC approval will occur after
Metro Council meets to provide their approval for the amendment. As a result, confirmation of
fiscal constraint demonstration will not occur until OTC approves the funding award on July 31,
2025. The final approved MTIP amendment cannot be transmitted to ODOT and FHWA for their
final approval until OTC provides their funding award approval, currently scheduled for July 31,

2025.
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USDOT Approval Steps: The below timeline is an estimation only and assume no changes to the
proposed JPACT or Council meeting dates occur:

Action Target Date

e Final amendment package submission to ODOT & USDOT....... Early August 2025
o USDOT clarification and final amendment approval................. Late August 2025

G. ANALYSIS/INFORMATION

1.

Known Opposition/Support/Community Feedback: A number of groups and
individuals have expressed opinions about elements of the I-5 IBR Program through
past comments. This includes the Bridgeton Neighborhood Association, Vote Before
Tolls, Neighbors for a Better Crossing, and the Just Crossing Alliance. Tolling, project
costs, bridge type, number of travel lanes, active transportation design and access,
visual design of the bridge, and project impacts are topics that have appeared in
comments.

Legal Antecedents:

a. Amends the 2024-27 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program
adopted by Metro Council Resolution 23-5335 on July 20, 2023 (FOR THE
PURPOSE OF ADOPTING THE 2024-2027 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE PORTLAND METROPOLITAN AREA)

b. Oregon Governor approval of the 2024-27 MTIP on September 13, 2023.

c. 2024-2027 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Approval and
2024 Federal Planning Finding on September 25, 2023.

Anticipated Effects: Enables the new and amended projects to be added and updated
into the MTIP and STIP. Follow-on fund obligation and expenditure actions can then
occur to meet required federal delivery requirements.

Metro Budget Impacts: There are no fiscal impacts to the Metro budget. The approved
funding for the project originates from ODOT and WSDOT. There are no Metro funds
committed to the project

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Based on the expectation that TPAC will provide an approval recommendation
during their July 11, 2025 meeting, JPACT is requested to approve Resolution 25-
5503 to add the three new I-5 IBR Program projects to the MTIP.

H. Six attachments are included:

=

oA W

Modified Locally Preferred Alternative

OTC May 8, 2025, IBR Update Item

[-5 IBR Program Major Project Assessment Evaluation Summary
Potential Construction Phase Delivery Segments
Pre-Completion Tolling Signage and Toll Infrastructure Map
Public Comment Period Summary
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Attachment 1: Modified Locally Preferred Alternative

BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING THE ) RESOLUTION NO. 22-5273
MODIFIED LOCALLY PREFERRED ) Cuced by Chict o
ALTERNATIVE FOR THE INTERSTATE )  Introduced by Chief Operating Officer
)
)

BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROGRAM Marlss_a Mad_rlgal in concurrence with
Council President Lynn Peterson

WHEREAS, the Oregon and Washington sides of the metropolitan region are linked by critical
transportation infrastructure vital to each community along the Columbia River; and

WHEREAS, the Interstate Bridge is part of a critical trade route for regional, national, and
international commerce; and

WHEREAS, the Interstate Bridge carries more than 140,000 people each weekday by car, truck,
bus, bicycle and on foot; and

WHEREAS, the existing structures were not designed to support the needs of today’s
transportation system; and

WHEREAS, the segment of Interstate 5 in the vicinity of the Columbia River has extended peak-
hour travel demand that exceeds capacity, includes bridge spans that are over 100 years old and do not
meet current traffic safety or seismic standards; and

WHEREAS, congestion and bridge lifts slow auto, transit, and freight movement along Interstate
5; and

WHEREAS, the current bridge’s narrow shared-use paths, low railings, and lack of dedicated
pathways impede safe travel for pedestrians and cyclists; and

WHEREAS, there are limited transit options across the bridge; and

WHEREAS, the current bridge could be significantly damaged in a major earthquake; and

WHEREAS, the Interstate Bridge Replacement Program (IBRP) is a collaboration between the
Oregon and Washington Departments of Transportation, Metro, TriMet, C-TRAN, the Southwest
Washington Regional Transportation Council, the Cities of Portland and VVancouver, the Ports of Portland

and Vancouver, the Federal Highway Administration, and the Federal Transit Administration; and

WHEREAS, Metro is a Participating Agency in the federal environmental review process under
the National Environmental Planning Act (NEPA); and

WHEREAS, Metro Council and staff participate in the IBRP Executive Steering Group, Equity
Advisory Group, and staff level groups, and

WHEREAS, the Metro Council adopted the 2018 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) with four
primary priorities: Equity, Safety, Climate, and Congestion Relief; and
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Attachment 1: Modified Locally Preferred Alternative

WHEREAS, the Metro Council strives for policies that promote climate resiliency, sustainability,
economic prosperity, community engagement, and creating or preserving livable spaces; and

WHEREAS, the IBRP has recommended a Modified Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) that
revises the original LPA adopted by Metro Council in 2008 as part of the Columbia River Crossing
project; and

WHEREAS, the Modified LPA supports Metro’s policies and strategies in the RTP that promote
safety, equity, climate, and mobility; and

WHEREAS, the Modified LPA has been endorsed by the Executive Steering Group for the IBRP;
and

WHEREAS, Metro’s Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC) received
an overview of the Modified LPA and recommended approval of Resolution 22-5273 to Metro’s Joint
Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) on June 3, 2022; and

WHEREAS, at its meeting on June 16, 2022, JPACT recommended approval of Resolution 22-
5273 to the Metro Council; now therefore

BE IT RESOLVED that:

The Metro Council hereby endorses the Modified Locally Preferred Alternative for the Interstate
Bridge Replacement Program, attached as Exhibit A to this resolution.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this 14" day of July 2022. bg ™ Q?é//

Lynn Peterson, Council President

Approved as to Form:
(avic Maglaron

Carrie MacLaren, Metro Attorney
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Interstate

- Replacement Program

MODIFIED LOCALLY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVERECOMMENDATION

MAY 27, 2022

After regional support is reached on a Modified Locally Preferred Alternative for the Interstate Bridge
Replacement (IBR)Program, the program commits to continuing work with the partner agencies and
community to identify and refine program elements that have yet to be finalized. The IBR Program
recommends the following components for the Modified LPA:

1. Areplacement of the current I-5 Bridge with a seismically sound bridge.

2. A commitment to increase and implement attractive transit options across the Columbia River by
supporting a variety of transit services that meet the needs of customers traveling between varied markets
through:

i Continuation of C-TRAN express bus service from markets north of the Bridge Influence Area
(BIA) to the downtown Portland area utilizing newbus on shoulder facilities, where available,
within the BIA.

ii. Continuation of C-TRAN’s current and future Bus Rapid Transit lines as described in adopted
regional plans and known as the Vine.

iii. New Light Rail Transit (LRT) serviceas the preferred mode for the dedicated High-Capacity
Transitimprovement within the BIA.

iv. An alignment of LRT that begins with a connection at the existing Expo Center LRT station in
Portland, OR, extends north, with a newstation at Hayden Island, continues across the
Columbia River on a new I-5 bridge, and generally follows I-5 with an interim Minimum
Operable Segment not extending north of E. Evergreen Boulevard, in Vancouver, WA.
There will be multiple stations in the City of Vancouver to be decided by the Vancouver City
Council in consultation with C-TRAN, the Port of Vancouver, and TriMet.

3. Active transportation and multimodal facilities that adhere to universal design principles to facilitate
safety and comfort for all ages and abilities. Exceptional regional and bi-state multi-use trail facilities and
transit connections will be created within the BIA. Opportunities will be identified to enhance active
transportation facilities, with specific emphasis on local and cross-river connections between the region’s
Columbia River Renaissance Trail and the 40-mile Loop.

4. The construction of a seismically sound replacement crossing for the North Portland Harbor Bridge with
three through lanes, northbound andsouthbound.

5. The construction of three through lanes northbound and southbound on I-5 throughout the BIA.

Interstate Bridge Replacement Program | Page 1
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6. Theinclusion of one auxiliary lane northbound and one southbound between Marine Drive in Portlandand E.
Mill Plain Boulevard in Vancouverto accommodate the safe movement of freight and other vehicles.

7. A partial interchange at Hayden Island, and a full interchange at Marine Drive, designed to minimize
impacts on theIsland’s community; and improve freight, workforce traffic, and active transportation on
Marine Drive.

8. A commitment to study improvements of other interchanges within the BIA.

9.Variable Rate Tolling will be used for funding, such as constructing the program, managing congestion, and
improving multi-modal mobility within the BIA. The Program will study and recommend a low-income toll
program, including exemptions and discounts, to the transportation commissions.

10. Acommitment to establish a GHG reduction target relative to regional transportation impact, and to
develop and evaluate design solutions that contribute to achieving program and state-wide climate
goals.

11. Acommitment to evaluate program design options according to theirimpact on equity priority areas with
screening criteria such as air quality, land use, travel reliability, safety, and improved access to all
transportation modes and active transportation facilities. The Program also commits to measurable and
actionable equity outcomes and to the development of a robust set of programs and improvements that will
be defined in Community Benefits Agreement.

May 2022 Interstate Bridge Replacement Program | Page 2
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Attachment 1: Modified Locally Preferred Alternative
COUNCIL MEETING STAFF REPORT

IN CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 22-5273, FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENDORSING
THE MODIFIED LOCALLY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE FOR THE INTERSTATE BRIDGE
REPLACEMENT PROGRAM

Date: June 27,2022

Department: Planning, Development, and Presenter(s): Margi Bradway, Deputy
Research Director, Planning, Development, and
Meeting Date: July 14, 2022 Research; Matt Bihn, Principal Transportation
Prepared by: Matt Bihn, Planner

matt.bihn@oregonmetro.gov
Length: 30 minutes

WORK SESSION PURPOSE

Purpose: Consider endorsement of the Interstate Bridge Replacement Program (IBRP) Modified Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA).

BACKGROUND

The IBRP has worked with project partners to develop a Modified LPA with project components that
reflect changes since the Columbia River Crossing LPA was approved over a decade ago, with the goal of
submitting the Modified LPA to the US Department of Transportation. The Modified LPA was
developed with input of the project staff and was informed by technical analysis and ongoing
community engagement including feedback from the Community Advisory Group (CAG) and Equity
Advisory Group (EAG).

On May 5, 2022 the Executive Steering Group (ESG) supported agreement to bring the Modified LPA to
their eight respective boards and councils for consideration. On June 3, 2022 TPAC recommended
endorsement of Resolution No. 22-5273, and on June 16, 2022, JPACT endorsed Resolution No. 22-
5273.

Below is the anticipated schedule for the eight IBR partners’ endorsement of the Modified LPA:

June 22 TriMet Board of Directors

July 11 Vancouver City Council

July 12 CTRAN Board of Directors

July 12 Port of Vancouver Board of Commissioners
July 13 Port of Portland Board of Commissioners
July 13 Portland City Council

July 14 RTC Board of Directors

July 14 Metro Council

Later this summer the ESG will consider a consensus recommendation to move the Modified LPA
forward to the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement process.

QUESTION FOR COUNCIL CONSIDERATION
e Does Council agree to endorse the IBRP Modified Locally Preferred Alternative, with Conditions
of Approval adopted by Council in advance of this decision?
e Does Council have questions about the next steps in the overall LPA process?
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PACKET MATERIALS
e  Would legislation be required for Council action X Yes [ No
o Ifyes,is draft legislation attached? X Yes [l No
e What other materials are you presenting today?
o Resolution No. 22-5273
o Exhibit A: IBR Recommended Modified LPA
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_Oregon Oregon Transportation Commission

Office of the Director, MS 11
355 Capitol St NE
Salem, OR 97301-3871

lina Kotek, Governor

DATE: April 24, 2025
TO: Oregon Transportation Commission
ot w1 7
FROM: Kristopher W. Strickler
Director

SUBJECT: Agenda Item K — Interstate Bridge Replacement Update

Requested Action:

Receive an update on the Interstate Bridge Replacement Program, including details about the Program
schedule, preparing for delivery of Program improvements, and the upcoming proposed Statewide
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) amendment for the IBR Program.

Background:
The Interstate Bridge Replacement (IBR) Program will replace the existing Interstate Bridge with a

modern, earthquake resilient, multimodal structure that will improve safety and keep people and the
economy moving into the future. The IBR Program is currently in the federal environmental review
phase. The 60-day public comment period for the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
(SEIS) concluded in November 2024 and the IBR Program received more than 3,600 public comment
submissions that included nearly 10,000 individual public comments. The public input received during
the comment period will help inform the technical analysis and design options and refine the preferred
alternative that will move into the Final SEIS. The Final SEIS will document all public comments
received and their responses.

IBR Schedule Update

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) have provided
the IBR Program with an updated schedule that allows time for them to review responses to the large
number of public comments received on the Draft SEIS, any updated technical analysis, and any
refinements to the preferred alternative. FHWA and FTA anticipate that the Final SEIS will be published
by the end of 2025, followed by an amended Record of Decision (ROD). The ROD will allow the
Program to move into construction, with corridor construction beginning in 2026.

With the updated environmental timeline, pre-completion tolling is anticipated to begin in 2027,
allowing time to hire a contractor, install tolling equipment, and conduct the rate-setting process. The
Washington State Department of Transportation Toll Division is currently conducting the Level 3 Toll
Traffic and Revenue Study with results anticipated toward the end of 2025. Once the results are available,
the Bi-State Tolling Subcommittee will review the results and identify which scenarios will move
forward for public input, as well as discuss potential options such as a low-income discount and a tribal
exemption or discount. The rate-setting process would occur following the commissions’ review and
feedback and is currently anticipated to conclude during the summer of 2026.

Agenda_K_Interstate_Bridge_Replacement_Update_L tr.docx
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In addition to the environmental and tolling work, the IBR Program also plans to release an updated cost
estimate and financial plan later this year that reflects the work the Program has advanced to this point.
The cost estimate will account for current market conditions along with potential risks and cost saving
opportunities, and includes costs associated with constructing the replacement bridge and other Program
components.

Transitioning to Delivery

As the IBR Program advances through the federal environmental review process over the coming
months, the Program will begin to transition from planning and preliminary design to final design, right
of way acquisition, utility relocation, and construction.

During the upcoming biennium, the first of more than two dozen construction packages will be let and
awarded. Construction is anticipated to begin with contracts that help prepare for the Columbia River
Bridge Replacement construction package which will be administered by WSDOT. The Columbia River
Bridge package will include the construction of the replacement I-5 bridge downstream of the existing
bridge shore-to-shore over the Columbia River to accommodate highway, active transportation and
transit modes. This also includes the construction of shoulders on 1-5 to accommodate Bus on Shoulder
and improve safety. The Bridge Approaches package (administered by WSDOT) will construct
roadways and bridges that connect the existing 1-5 to the Columbia River replacement bridge. In
Washington, this includes the reconstruction of the SR-14 and City Center interchanges and
reconstructing I-5 up to Evergreen Boulevard, including a structure for an active transportation-centered
community connector/lid in Washington. It also includes connecting the new replacement bridge to the
existing I-5 alignment and modifying on- and off- ramps to and from Hayden Island in Oregon. Follow-
up packages will be sequenced throughout the Program area following the SR 14A and Evergreen
Boulevard construction packages (administered by WSDOT). The IBR Program is also in the process of
refining the details of draft construction packages to share with the industry. Construction of the IBR
Program could last more than 15 years.

Upcoming STIP Request

According to the 2023 financial plan, the IBR Program is estimated to cost between $5 billion to $7.5
billion. During the 2022 and 2023 legislative sessions, Oregon and Washington committed to providing
the IBR Program with $1 billion from each state. The IBR Program will also rely on toll funding to
provide between $1.1 billion to $1.6 billion for capital construction costs. In addition to state funds and
toll funds, the IBR Program has secured a $1.5 billion FHWA Bridge Investment Program (BIP) Grant,
a $600 million USDOT Mega Grant, and a $30 million USDOT Reconnecting Communities Pilot (RCP)
Grant. The IBR Program has also applied for and been admitted into the first phase (Project
Development) of the FTA’s Capital Investment Grant (CIG) program and plans to apply for
approximately $1 billion. The CIG program has a multi-phase, multi-year grant application process with
FTA approval required for entry into each phase, which provides increased confidence in successfully
receiving funding at the end of the process. Under the current schedule, the Program is anticipated to
complete the phases and receive a grant award in 2028.
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The majority of the funds awarded to the Program through federal discretionary grant programs will be
used for the construction phase of the Program. The grant agreements required to access federal funds
for the Mega and BIP grants were fully executed and signed earlier this year by ODOT/WSDOT and
FHWA. A portion of the funds from these grants has already been obligated; future obligations will
occur for the remaining funds once the Program enters the construction phase, as required by the grants.

The IBR Program has secured the necessary funding to advance the Program towards construction and
will be nearing the final stages of the federal environmental review process later this year; and as such,
will request to program about $2B of additional funds and phases in the Statewide Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) later this year. Specifically, the request will include:

e Preliminary Engineering Phase: Program approximately $430 million in additional funding to
continue to share the planning costs equally with the State of Washington through the 2025-27
biennium. According to the 2023 Financial Plan, this amount will cover costs associated with
continuing PE work for early construction packages, as well as continuing overall program
management and development work through the 2025-27 biennium. It also includes $89 million
in Oregon GO bond reimbursement for PE phase activities undertaken to date paid for by
WSDOT. Additional funding will be needed as PE extends through the entire duration of the IBR
Program.

e Right of Way Phase: Establish the right of way phase and program approximately $230 million
in funding to begin the initial acquisition of properties. Depending on the package schedule, the
ROW acquisition process could begin for some parcels as early as this year. Programing these
funds will ensure that IBR has the funds available to begin the acquisition process starting this
fall and into mid-2026. According to the 2023 Financial Plan, it is anticipated that the amount
requested will be sufficient for the costs associated with ROW acquisition initiated in the 2025-
27 biennium. Additional funding will be needed as construction packages progress.

e Utility Relocation Phase: Establish the utility relocation phase and program approximately $10
million in funding for payments to eligible utilities who need to relocate because of construction
of the IBR Program. The Program anticipates sharing preliminary designs with utility companies
later this year, at which point some may need to begin their redesign work for the Program’s first
construction packages. It is anticipated that the amount requested will be sufficient for the costs
associated with UR needs for IBR’s initial construction packages. Additional funding may be
needed as construction packages progress.

e Other Phase: Establish the other phase and program approximately $2.5 million in funding for
the Program to begin early procurement work for toll gantries and cantilever sign structures
which have long lead times. It is anticipated that this amount will be sufficient for the Pre-
completion Tolling Signage and Electrical package.

e Construction Phase: Establish construction phases and program funding for Pre-Completion
Tolling (approximately $22 million) and the Columbia River Bridge (CRB) Replacement
(approximately $1.3 billion) packages. According to the 2023 Financial Plan, it is anticipated
that the amount requested will be sufficient for costs associated with the construction of the CRB
and Pre-Completion Tolling Signage and Electrical packages.

Due to various constraints regarding the duration of the STIP amendment process and Program schedule,
this STIP amendment is needed before the Program will have the results of the updated cost estimate
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and financial plan, anticipated later this year. Therefore, the IBR Program will likely need to amend the
STIP amounts for construction and ROW accordingly later during the 2025-27 biennium and again in
2028 contingent upon the FTA CIG award. Following the 2025-27 biennium, the Program plans to
advance STIP amendments once per biennium to add funds for subsequent construction packages.

Program Accountability Measures

To provide transparency into Program spending and delivery progress, the IBR Program will provide a
report to the Commission as part of the Agency’s quarterly Operations Report. The report will include
an overview of the Program spending to date and performance on individual project schedules, budgets,
delivery timelines, and a preview of future work.

Outcomes:
This is an informational update on the IBR Program designed to provide context for the Commission for
ongoing decision-making related to tolling and financial decisions about the Program.
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600 NE Grand Ave.

Memo Portland, OR 97232-2736
Date: Friday, May 30, 2025
To: Transportation Policy Advisory Committee (TPAC) and Interested Parties
From: Blake Perez, Associate Transportation Planner
Jean Senechal Biggs, Resource Development Section Manager
Subject: 2024-27 MTIP Formal Amendment Request: Interstate Bridge Replacement Program

Major Project Assessment Summary

Purpose: The purpose of this assessment is to document how the proposed Metropolitan Transportation
Improvement Program (MTIP) amendment performs in accordance with local, regional, and state
transportation policies, as well as how the project addresses the five goal areas of the 2023 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP).

Introduction and Background:

The MTIP is a federally required document that helps track and manage regionally significant
transportation investments. The MTIP is a list of transportation projects and programs that are
scheduled to receive federal transportation money for the four-year reporting period. An active MTIP may
be amended if additional funding becomes available. The Metro Council adopted the 2024-27 MTIP in
July 2023.

The proposed formal amendment to the 2024-27 MTIP adds funding to the preliminary engineering phase
and adds the right of way, utility relocation, and construction phases to the Interstate Bridge
Replacement Program (IBR). In 2021, a 2021-2024 MTIP amendment was made to include preliminary
engineering for the IBR Program. As part of that 2021 amendment process, Metro completed a similar
project assessment.

The proposed amendment includes pre-completion tolling work. Beginning in 2027, the IBR Program
plans to implement pre-completion tolling on the existing Interstate Bridge while the new bridge is under
construction. Establishing pre-completion toll operations before the new bridge opens will provide a
source of revenue to pay current interest on the debt, thereby minimizing capitalized interest costs while
also providing direct capital funding on a pay-as-you-go basis. All-electronic, time of-day variable-rate
tolling will follow a fixed schedule and is assumed for both travel directions. Additionally, Program
partners have adopted time-of-day variable-rate tolling as a key component of the Modified Locally
Preferred Alternative, which is currently undergoing NEPA analysis.

The Modified LPA refers to an agreed upon set of components that will be further evaluated through the
federal environmental review process. It is not the replacement bridge’s final design but rather a key
milestone setting the Program's direction as further analysis evaluates the plans for a replacement
multimodal river crossing system.

This Major Project Assessment models, reviews, and evaluates a complete build of the IBR Program

against local, regional, and state transportation policies, and the five goals of the adopted 2023 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP). This evaluation shows how adding the IBR program funds to the 24-27 MTIP
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influences the full package of investments in the 24-27 MTIP (Note: Metro included a complete build of
the IBR Program in the 2045 fiscally constrained model for the 2023 RTP.)

The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) and IBR Program staff provided project information,
such as, but not limited to, project plans, finance, cost estimates, and programming, that supported this
assessment. This assessment is provided to inform the amendment decision process regarding
consistency with investment priority policies.

History of Interstate Bridge Replacement Program and Proposed MTIP Amendment

The Interstate (I-5) Bridge is a critical connection linking Oregon and Washington across the Columbia
River. With one span now 108 years old, it is at risk of collapse in the event of a major earthquake and no
longer satisfies the needs of modern commerce and travel.

In 2004, regional leaders identified the need to address the I-5 corridor, including the Interstate Bridge,
through previous bi-state, long-range planning studies. In response, the Washington and Oregon
Departments of Transportation (WSDOT and ODOT respectively) formed the joint Columbia River
Crossing (CRC) project. The intent of this project was to improve safety, reduce congestion, and increase
the mobility of motorists, freight traffic, transit riders, bicyclists, and pedestrians. This project was active
between 2005 and 2014 and successfully received a federal Record of Decision (ROD) in December
2011. However, the CRC project did not secure adequate state funding to advance to construction and
was discontinued in 2014.

In 2019, former Oregon Governor Kate Brown and former Washington Governor Jay Inslee signed a
Memorandum of Intent directing ODOT and the WSDOT to relaunch efforts to replace the aging Interstate
Bridge. Both governors, as well as the bi-state legislative committee, provided clear direction that the IBR
Program must build upon past work from the former CRC project that remains valid to maximize the past
investment and ensure efficient decision-making, while also considering the physical and contextual
changes that have occurred since the CRC project was discontinued.

Proposed MTIP Amendment Phases
The proposed MTIP amendment includes programming by phase for the activities listed below:

Preliminary Engineering Phase
e Program additional funds for the 2025-27 biennium in the Preliminary Engineering (PE) phase from

a variety of sources.

e Complete NEPA work (anticipated in late 2025) followed by obtaining a ROD.

e Continue design work for the first several construction packages, including the Columbia River
Bridge replacement, SR 14 package A, Evergreen Blvd. replacement, and Columbia River Bridge
Approaches packages.

Right of Way Phase
e Establish the Right of Way (RW) phase and program funding from a variety of sources to begin the

initial acquisition of properties.

DRAFT May 30, 2025 Page 2 of 12
157



Interstate Bridge Replacement Program - Major Performance Assessment Summary

Utility Relocation Phase
e Establish the Utility Relocation (UR) Phase and program funding from a variety of sources to
provide payments to eligible utilities that need to relocate because of construction of the IBR

Program.
Other Phase
e Establish the Other (OT) phase and program Washington’s Move Ahead Washington (WA MAW)
funding to begin early procurement work for toll gantries and cantilever sign structures.

Construction: Columbia River Bridge Replacement Package
e Establish a new key humber and the construction phase for the Columbia River Bridge

Replacement package to construct the replacement I-5 bridge downstream of the existing bridge
shore to shore over the Columbia River. This includes the construction of two new bridges to
accommodate highway, active transportation, transit modes and construction of shoulders on |-5

to accommodate Bus on Shoulder and improve safety. (Note: This work is contingent upon
completing the federal NEPA process and receiving a ROD.)

Construction: Pre-Completion Tolling Phase | Package
e Establish a new key number and a construction phase for the Pre-Completion Tolling Signage

construction package to implement pre-completion tolling on the existing Interstate Bridge while
the new bridge is under construction. Programming the funding in this MTIP amendment would

allow for the purchase and installation of permanent traffic control and illumination systems to
include new toll signage in both Oregon and Washington in the vicinity of the Interstate Bridge.

Consistency with the Congestion Management Process and Oregon Highway Plan Policy 1G and Action
1G.1

Regional and State policies give direction on prioritizing investments and when to consider adding motor
vehicle capacity to the transportation system. Oregon Highway Plan (OHP) Policy 1G and Action 1G.1
direct ODOT to maintain highway performance and improve safety by improving system efficiency and
management before adding capacity.

In the materials provided to Metro, the Interstate Bridge Replacement project has documented
consistency with the state and regional policy by focusing the project scope on the first three steps of the
Oregon Highway Plan (OHP) Action 1G.1. These three steps are:

1. Protect the existing system. The highest priority is to preserve the functionality of the existing
highway system by means such as access management, local comprehensive plans,
transportation demand management, improved traffic operations, and alternative modes of
transportation.

2. Improve efficiency and capacity of existing highway facilities. The second priority is to make minor
improvements to existing highway facilities such as widening highway shoulders or adding
auxiliary lanes, providing better access for alternative modes (e.g., bike lanes, sidewalks, bus
shelters), extending or connecting local streets, and making other off-system improvements.

DRAFT May 30, 2025 Page 3 of 12

158



Interstate Bridge Replacement Program - Major Performance Assessment Summary

3. Add capacity to the existing system. The third priority is to make major roadway improvements to

existing highway facilities such as adding general purpose lanes and making alignment
corrections to accommodate legal size vehicles.

Consistency with RTP Congestion Management Process
The IBR project is consistent with the RTP Congestion Management Process, in prioritizing four of the six
strategies as part of the project outcomes, which includes:

1.

TSMO strategies, including localized Travel Demand Management (TDM), safety, operational
and access management improvements. The IBR Program’s Modified Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA) features integrated multimodal improvements with transportation
management elements. The Program developed safety and operational improvements to I-5 to
work in conjunction with high-capacity transit, active transportation facilities, variable rate
tolling, transportation demand management and transportation systems management. The
non-highway elements of the IBR Program (transit, active transportation, tolling, TDM and TSM)
would all help provide multimodal choices and management tools to help reduce demand.
They would also be tools the region could dynamically adjust over time to manage higher
levels of highway demand if they were to occur.

Transit, bicycle and pedestrian system improvements. The IBR Program is adding transit only
lanes for buses and an extension of the MAX light rail to Vancouver, Washington. New bike
lanes and sidewalks are included in the project. Investments also include a system of shared
use paths, bikeways, and sidewalks within the IBR Program area. Active transportation design
is also expected to be ADA compliant and include other features, such as barriers,
illumination, signing, and striping to enhance user experience, safety, comfort, and route
directness.

Connectivity improvements to provide parallel arterials, collectors or local streets that include
pedestrian and bicycle facilities, consistent with the connectivity standards in section 3.3.4
and design classifications in Table 3.9 of the 2023 RTP, to provide alternative routes and
encourage walking, biking and access to transit. The IBR Program proposed construction
packages to incorporate alternative corridors that bypass busy freight and vehicle
interchanges. For example, a shared-use path along the proposed extension of Expo Road
provides an alternative route that bypasses the Marine Drive Interchange. Where separate
corridors for active transportation use are impractical, active transportation facilities are
designed in accordance with state and local agency standards for safety. Active transportation
design is also expected to be ADA compliant and include other features, such as barriers,
illumination, signing, and striping to enhance user experience, safety, comfort, and route
directness.

Motor vehicle capacity improvements, consistent with the RTP Regional motor vehicle network
vision and policies in Table 3.8 and section 3.3.3 of the 2023 RTP, only upon a demonstration
that other strategies in this subsection are not appropriate or cannot adequately address
identified transportation needs. The addition of one auxiliary lane in each direction will
improve both the safety and efficiency of the three through travel lanes by providing drivers
with more distance to speed up or slow down before entering or exiting mainline I-5, reducing
bottlenecks and helping to optimize traffic flow by giving drivers space to merge safely. The
addition of full safety shoulders will provide faster crash recovery, improve access for
emergency vehicles, and provide a safe space for travelers recovering from an incident. The
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safety shoulders will also be able to accommodate express bus service, while dedicated
space for light rail transit will further ensure that transit operations are separated from general
purpose traffic to improve the efficiency of operations.

Consistency with Statewide Land Use Planning Goal 12.
In Oregon’s Statewide Land Use Planning Goals, Goal 12 requires cities, counties and the state to create
a transportation system plan that considers all relevant modes of transportation: mass transit, air, water,
rail, highway, bicycle and pedestrian. The resulting plan should support a variety of transportation modes
so residents are not limited in the ways they can access the jobs, goods, or services available in different
parts of their community. A well-designed transportation plan conserves energy while also minimizing
adverse social and economic impacts for disadvantaged areas. The IBR project aligns with these goals
by:
e Serving statewide, regional, and local transportation needs.
e Serving the mobility and access needs of those who cannot drive and other underserved
populations.
e Providing for affordable, accessible and convenient transit, pedestrian, and bicycle access and
circulation, with improved connectivity.
e Helpingto reduce pollution from transportation to meet statewide goals to reduce climate
pollution.

e Facilitating the safe flow of freight, goods, and services within regions and throughout the state.

Consistency with Local Plans

Metro’s Regional Transportation Plan is a blueprint to guide investments for all forms of travel — motor
vehicle, transit, bicycle and walking — and the movement of goods and freight throughout the Portland
metropolitan region. The plan identifies current and future transportation needs, investments needed to
meet those needs and what funds the region expects to have available over the next 25 years to make
those investments a reality. On Nov. 30, 2023, Metro Council adopted the 2023 Regional Transportation
Plan, via Ordinance No. 23-1496. Metro included a complete build of the IBR Program in the 2045 fiscally
constrained model for the 2023 RTP.

The City of Portland’s 2035 Comprehensive Plan is built on the 2012 Portland Plan, the Climate Action
Plan and Portland’s 1980 Comprehensive Plan, which was Portland’s first Comprehensive Plan
developed under the statewide land use planning system. The new Plan continues the commitment to
link land use and transportation decisions. The Plan continues Portland’s commitment to compact
development, with active employment centers, expanded housing choice, and access to parks and open
space. The IBR Program advances multiple goals articulated by the Transportation component of the
Comprehensive Plan, including:

e (Create a coordinated, efficient, more affordable multimodal transportation system.

e Reduce service disparities and achieve equitable access to all types of facilities and
transportation modes.

e Ensure safety of the most vulnerable users (people with disabilities, young people, the elderly).

e Guide the location and design of new street, pedestrian, bicycle, and trail infrastructure.
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The City of Portland’s 2035 Transportation System Plan, adopted in March 2020, is the City’s 20-year
plan to guide transportation policies and investments in Portland. The TSP helps implement the City’s
2035 Comprehensive Plan. The 2035 TSP lists the Columbia River bridge replacement and interchange
improvements as a financially constrained project to be completed within 1 to 10 years.

The IBR Program would provide transportation infrastructure to support the land use plans for Hayden
Island. Specifically, the project would support the City of Portland’s Hayden Island Plan, adopted in
2009, which seeks to protect the interests of the island, provide guidance to the former CRC project, as
well as ensure that the amount and type of development on Hayden Island would not overload the
proposed freeway improvements. The Hayden Island Plan was developed during the former CRC project
and is referenced in its plan. The IBR Program’s Modified LPA is consistent with the Hayden Island plan,
supporting specific goals such as:

e Light-rail transit to, and a station on, Hayden Island.

e Alight-rail transit alignment adjacent to the west side of I-5 instead of a separate alignment to
minimize the barrier effects.
e Access to local street systems south of North Portland Harbor without using the freeway.

The IBR Draft SEIS evaluates consistency with additional local plans in Chapter 3.4- Land use and
Economics, which can be found online at: https://www.interstatebridge.org/media/wy2hwgd4g/chapter-
3-04-land-use-and-economic-activity.pdf.

Consistency with RTP Investment Priorities

Metro staff assessed how the proposed MTIP project amendment advances the RTP investment priorities
of Mobility Options, Thriving Economy, Safe System, Equitable Transportation, and Climate Action and
Resilience and how the project impacts the package of MTIP investments towards those RTP goals.
Metro staff completed a similar assessment as part of the initial evaluation and adoption process for the
2021-24 MTIP. (Note: Thriving Economy was recently included in the 2023 RTP but was not part of the
2024-27 MTIP assessment process. It has beenincluded in this assessment.)

Metro staff used three main tools to evaluate the 2024-2027 MTIP investment package and to prepare the
PAE:

e the Regional Travel Demand Model (RTDM).
e The Motor Vehicle Emissions Simulator (MOVES) Model; and
e (Geographic Information Systems (GIS).

The outputs for this analysis are for the entire area within the Metro jurisdiction or Metropolitan Planning
Area (MPA) and the year modeled was 2027 (the last year of the current 2024-27 MTIP). This analysis does
notinclude the level of detail covered by a full corridor study which typically includes current and future
operating characteristics of the corridor and detailed impacts of the project at the corridor level.

In addition to evaluating the three projects included in the proposed amendment, staff performed a full
build analysis of the IBR Program, even though a full build won’t be completed during the current MTIP
timeframe, to ensure consistency with the RTP. Table 1 summarizes the evaluation results based on the
RTP investment priorities. An analysis by RTP investment priority for each performance measure, with
detailed definitions, is outlined in summary tables that follow.

DRAFT May 30, 2025 Page 6 of 12
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Interstate Bridge Replacement Program - Major Performance Assessment Summary

Table 1. Summary of RTP Investment Priorities Evaluation - Interstate Bridge Replacement Project Complete Build

RTP Priority Measure Description Model Result
1. Weighted average household access to jobs within a 30-minute driving o
commute or 45-minute transit commute.
Equitable 2. Weighted average household access to community places within a 20-minute o
Transportation | driving commute or 30-minute transit commute.
3. Miles and percentage of active transportation infrastructure added to the o
completeness of the regional active transportation work.
1. Projected daily metric tons of greenhouse gas emissions reduction per capita. (o}
Climate Action | 2. Projected daily metric tons of greenhouse gas emissions reduction 0
and Resilience - - B
3. Miles and percentage of active transportation infrastructure added to the +
completeness of the regional active transportation work.
1. Amount of investment of safety activities which address fatalities and serious A
injuries crashes.
Safe System 5 "Amount of investment of safety activities which address fatalities and serious
injuries crashes on high injury corridors, equity focus areas, and high injury A
corridors in equity focus areas.
1. Mode split 0
Mobility Options
2. Miles traveled by mode 0]
. 1. Is the project located in an area that is prioritized for future job growth? +
Thriving
Econom
conomy 2. Isthe project located in an area with higher-than-average job activity? +
Key:
o0 neutral or no significant change
~  notdirectly addressing the region’s desired outcome; has other related benefits
+ trending towards the desired outcome for that priority
- trending away from the desired outcome for that priority
+/0 potential to trend toward desired outcome but still to be determined until further details are known
-/o risk to trend away from desired outcome but still to be determined until further details are known
DRAFT May 30, 2025 Page 7 of 12
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Interstate Bridge Replacement Program - Major Performance Assessment Summary

Equitable Transportation

To measure equity in the context of the project, Metro staff evaluated whether the projectincreases
access to travel options in Equity Focus Areas and how the project has been identified as a priority

transportation improvement by BIPOC and low-income persons or communities.

Desired Outcome
Increase Access to jobs

Performance Measures

1. Weighted average household access
to jobs within a 30-minute driving
commute or 45-minute transit
commute.

IBR Completion
Results from the RTDM
indicates a very small decrease
(<-1%) of access via auto trips
to medium wage jobs across
the entire MPA area, non-equity
focus areas, and equity focus
area. There is a smallincrease
(<1%) in access to medium
wage jobs via transit across all
areas.

Increase access to community
places

2. Weighted average household access
to community places within a 20-minute
driving commute or 30-minute transit
commute.

RTDM results indicate no
change in access to community
places such as grocery stores,
medical facilities, and
community gathering places.

Complete any gapsin the
active transportation system in
an equity focus area

3. Miles and percentage of active
transportation infrastructure added to
the completeness of the regional active
transportation work.

Per GIS analysis, some gaps
will be completed in this
projectin the vicinity of Marine
Drive and on Hayden Island
surface streets. While the
areas studied in Oregon are not
located in an Equity Focus
Area, they are in Equity Focus
Areas on the Washington side
of the IBR Program.

DRAFT May 30, 2025
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Interstate Bridge Replacement Program - Major Performance Assessment Summary

Climate Action and Resilience

To measure climate action and resilience in the context of the project, Metro staff evaluated how the
project aligns with Metro’s RTP climate goals and polices and whether the project includes elements that
will increase access to and use of multi-modal options or increase motor vehicle travel.

Desired Outcome Performance Measures IBR Completion

Reduction of greenhouse 1. Projected daily metric tons of Using a combination of the RTDM
gas emissions per capita greenhouse gas emissions reduction per and MOVES, results indicate a very
capita. small decrease in GHG per capita (-
0.3%) at the regional level.
Reduction in daily metric 2. Projected daily metric tons of Using a combination of the RTDM
tons of greenhouse gas greenhouse gas emissions reduction and MOVES, results indicate a very
emissions small decrease in daily tons of GHG
(12,566 t0 12,533) at the regional
level.
Improves system 3. Miles and percentage of active Gaps in the bicycling network are
completeness of active transportation infrastructure added to the | addressed in the Marine Drive
transportation network completeness of the regional active Package through a new path that
transportation work. connects Marine Drive to Expo
Road. Additionally, gaps in the
pedestrian network are addressed
in Hayden Island Surface Streets
and Marine Drive Interchange.

DRAFT May 30, 2025 Page 9 of 12
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Interstate Bridge Replacement Program - Major Performance Assessment Summary

Safe System

To measure safety in the context of the project, Metro staff evaluated whether the project includes scope
elements, including recognized safety counter measures, to address documented safety issues that
contribute to crashes that result in fatal and serious injuries. Metro staff also assessed the scope of work
against the region’s high injury corridor network to better understand whether the project is addressing
the locations with a propensity of crashes leading to fatalities and serious injuries. IBR project staff
provided additional relevant safety related information that is summarized in the table below.

Desired Outcome

Increase level of
investment to
address fatalities and
serious injuries

Performance Measures
1. Amount of investment of safety
activities which address fatalities
and serious injuries crashes.

IBR Completion
A GIS analysis of the projectindicates
Marine Dr & MLK Blvd. are high-injury
corridors. Neither of these projects are
included at this time in the current proposed
amendment but are part of the full build.

The IBR Program Modified LPA proposes
substantial changes to the configuration of
the roadway network within the five-mile
corridor, including but not limited to new or
removed ramps, reconfigured interchanges,
and access point changes. These changes
would make I-5 more consistent with
modern design standards and would reduce
weaving, thereby improving safety
According to information from the IBR
Program, the IBR Program is anticipated to
reduce crashes by 13-17% in 2045
compared to the No-Build Alternative.

Increase level of
safety investment on
high injury corridors,
and high injury
corridors in equity
focus areas

2. Amount of investment of safety
activities which address fatalities
and serious injuries crashes on
high injury corridors, equity focus
areas, and high injury corridors in
equity focus areas.

Many of the projects within the IBR Program,
including those in the proposed
amendment, are not located in a high injury
corridor. Nor are the projects located in an
equity focus area on the Oregon side of the
project. However, the project is within an
equity focus area on the Washington side.
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Interstate Bridge Replacement Program - Major Performance Assessment Summary

Mobility Options

To measure mobility options in the context of the project, Metro staff assessed whether the project
influences changes to mode split (e.g. driving, transit, bike) and miles traveled by mode per capita.

Desired Outcome Performance Measures
Achieve a more equitable mode 1. Mode split
split amongst driving, transit, and

biking

IBR Completion

Results from the RTDM indicate no
significant change in mode split.

Decrease miles traveled by vehicle | 2. Miles traveled by mode
and increase miles done by bike
and transit

RTDM results indicate a very small

increase in personal vehicle driver miles

traveled (0.13%), personal vehicle

passenger miles traveled (0.07%), and

pedestrian miles traveled (0.09%).

Model results show a small decrease in
bike miles traveled (-0.11%) and transit

miles traveled (-0.02%).
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Interstate Bridge Replacement Program - Major Performance Assessment Summary

Thriving Economy

To measure economic vitality in the context of the project, Metro staff assessed whether the projectisin
an area that is prioritized for future job growth and if the projectis in an area with higher-than-average job

activity.

Desired Outcome ‘ Performance Measures
Increase transportation option 1. Projectis located in an area that is
in areas prioritized for future job | prioritized for future job growth
growth.

IBR Completion

Multiple census tracts that are
considered regionally significant
industrial areas are located
within the project area. Within
the project area there are
identified station communities,
planned high-capacity transit,
corridors, and employment land
allidentified in the 2040 Growth
Concept Map.

Increase transportation options | 2. Projectis located in an area with
in an area with higher-than- higher-than-average job activity
average job activity

According to Metro’s 2022
Economic Value Atlas, the
Census Tracts that are within the
project area have job activity that
are greater than the regional
average. The two Census Tracts
have a score of 8.9 and 5.2
compared to the regional average
of 5.0.
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Potential Construction Packages

Attachment 4: Potential Construction Phase Packages
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Major construction is anticipated to begin with the Columbia River bridge and approaches and be sequenced throughout
the program area. Early construction activities may occur in the program area to prepare for the bridge replacement work.
Construction of the packages identified could last more than 10 years.

All projected cost ranges listed include design, right of way, and construction, and are based on the program’s 2023 financial plan and will
be updated as additional detail is identified and cost estimates are refined. Sequencing, packages, delivery methods, and delivery agency
listed below are initial proposals and may change as the program advances toward construction. The program is continuing to

seek feedback and identify opportunities to create smaller contract packages.

Bridge Approaches | 6-7 years | $720 million- 1.1 billion | Design Build or Progressive Design Build | WSDOT

Construct roadways and bridges that connect existing I-5 to the Columbia River replacement bridge. In Washington, this includes reconstruction of the
SR-14 and City Center interchange and reconstructing I-5 up to Evergreen Boulevard, including a structure for an active transportation-centered community
connector/lid in Washington. This includes connecting the new replacement bridge to the existing I-5 alignment and modifying on- and off-ramps to
and from Hayden Island. Includes construction of shoulders on I-5 to accommodate bus on shoulder and improve safety, and construction of active
transportation connections between the shared-use-path on the replacement bridge and the local streets in Oregon and Washington. Also constructs the
structures for the light rail extension from the Columbia River Bridge to the terminus at Evergreen Blvd. and the structures that support the new transit
stations at the waterfront and Evergreen Blvd.

Bus and BRT Infrastructure | 1-1.5 years | $3-5 million | Design Bid Build | C-TRAN

Install bus shelters along C-TRAN bus routes that will be adjusted to improve transit system connections.

Bus and Bus Rapid Transit Infrastructure | Less than a year | $30-45 million | Two-step Sealed Bid | C-TRAN
To purchase new C-TRAN express buses for additional express bus services.

Columbia River Bridge | 5-6 years | $1-1.5 billion | Design Build or Progressive Design Build | WSDOT

Construct the replacement I-5 bridge downstream of the existing bridge shore to shore over the Columbia River. This will include the construction
of two new bridges to accommodate highway, active transportation and transit modes. Light Rail Track, System and Stations package will construct
rail and system needs for transit. Includes construction of shoulders on I-5 to accommodate Bus on Shoulder and improve safety.

Columbia River Bridge Removal | 2.5-3 years | $120-180 million | Design Bid Build | WSDOT/ODOT
Remove the existing Interstate Bridge, including foundations below the riverbed, after traffic is shifted onto the replacement bridge.

Evergreen Boulevard Bridge | 2.5-3 years | $9-14 million | Design Bid Build | WSDOT

Replace the East Evergreen Boulevard overpass that crosses I-5 to allow for construction of follow-on projects and the realignment of I-5 during and
after construction. Work on mainline I-5 under Evergreen Boulevard will occur as part of the Bridge Approaches package.

Evergreen Park and Ride | 1-1.5 years | $90-140 million | Design Build | WSDOT

Potential Park and Ride locations are being studied in the environmental process. Decisions regarding the locations of Park and Rides will be made
after the public comment period of the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement. The program is considering options that include
zero, one, or two Park and Rides. Package reflects conceptual underground multi-story parking structure.

Hayden Island Package A | 2-2.5 years | $55-85 million | CM/GC or Design Bid Build | ODOT/TriMet

Construct the structure that supports the light rail line extension and the new transit station on Hayden Island. This package also includes the I-5
southbound off-ramp adjacent to the light rail line and the on-ramp to southbound I-5.

Hayden Island Surface Streets | 2-2.5 years | $53-80 million | Design Bid Build | ODOT

Construction of the new extension of North Tomahawk Island Drive connection under the new I-5 alignment. Realignment of North Hayden Island Drive,
North Jantzen Drive and North Center Avenue. Construction of the local road connection to the new local arterial bridge over North Portland Harbor.
Includes construction of connections to active transportation and the shared use path on the replacement Columbia River Bridge.

Light Rail Overnight Facility | 1.5-2 years | $9-14 million | CM/GC | TriMet

Includes the construction of a new light rail overnight facility to provide storage and facilities for cleaning and minor maintenance for vehicles that
will be purchased to support the extension of light rail as part of the IBR program. The location for this facility is still under consideration.

Light Rail Track, System and Stations | 3 years | $190-290 million | CM/GC | TriMet

Construct light rail tracks and systems from Expo Road to Evergreen Boulevard. This also includes construction of three new transit stations at Hayden
Island, Vancouver waterfront and Evergreen Boulevard and reconstruction of the existing station at Expo Center.

Light Rail Vehicle Procurement | $190-290 million | Two-step Sealed Bid | TriMet

TriMet will purchase new light rail vehicles to provide service along the extension of the existing light rail line and to the new stations identified.
Marine Drive Interchange | 3-3.5 years | $240-360 million | CM/GC or Design Build | ODOT

Reconstruct the Marine Drive interchange with I-5. Work includes construction of on- and off-ramps between Marine Drive and I-5, construction of the
on- and off-ramps leading to the arterial bridge and the partial interchange at Hayden Island, construction of local roadway and bike/pedestrian facilities
under I-5 to connect Expo Road to North Marine Drive, relocation of ramps between MLK Blvd and Marine Drive, and connections to local roads and construction

of active transportation facilities. This package completes reconstruction of the Marine Drive Interchange, which begins with Marine Drive Package A.

Marine Drive Package A | 2-2.5 years | $38-58 million | CM/GC or Design Build | ODOT/TriMet

Raise the section of Marine Drive immediately west of I-5, including the ramps, to accommodate the new alignment of light rail under Marine Drive.

Work includes connections to I-5/Marine Drive, new light rail guideway, and revisions to N Expo Road, including active transportation connections.

Mill Plain | 3.5-4 years | $550-830 million | Design Build | WSDOT

Reconstruct the Mill Plain Interchange, including the northbound off-ramp to Fourth Plain Boulevard and replace the I-5 bridges over McLoughlin Boulevard.
Includes construction of shoulders on I-5 to accommodate Bus on Shoulder and improve safety, and construction of active transportation facilities
along Mill Plain Boulevard and Fourth Plain Boulevard.

North Expo Road | 2-2.5 years | $14-21 million | Design Bid Build | ODOT

Construct shared-use-path along the west edge of North Expo Road between the Expo Center light rail station and North Victory Boulevard. The package
includes a long retaining wall on the west side, but no transit elements.

North Portland Harbor Bridge Removal | 2-2.5 years | $32-48 million | Design Bid Build | ODOT

Remove the existing I-5 bridges over the North Portland Harbor.

North Portland Harbor Transit Bridge | 2-2.5 years | $35-53 million | CM/GC - TriMet

Construct the bridge that will support the light rail extension across the levee and over the North Portland Harbor to Hayden Island where it connects
with the light rail structure in Hayden Island Package A.

Oregon I-5 Northbound | 3-3.5 years | $700 million- $1 billion | CM/GC or Design Build | ODOT

Reconnect ramps from North Victory Boulevard, North Denver Avenue to northbound I-5 and construct the ramp from Marine Drive over the North Portland
Harbor to northbound I-5. This package also includes the ramp from Hayden Island to northbound I-5, the local arterial bridge with active transportation
facilities over North Portland Harbor to Hayden Island and the northbound I-5 bridge over the North Portland Harbor. Includes construction of shoulders
on I-5 to accommodate Bus on Shoulder and improve safety.

Oregon I-5 Southbound | 3-3.5 years | $640-960 million | CM/GC or Design Build | ODOT

Constructs the I-5 southbound alignment between the Columbia River replacement bridge and Victory Boulevard. The package includes the new

I-5 bridge southbound over the North Portland Harbor, portions of the Marine Drive interchange and the braided ramp between Marine Drive

and Victory Boulevard. Includes construction of shoulders on I-5 to accommodate Bus on Shoulder and improve safety.

Oregon Station Finishes | 1-1.5 years | $1-2 million | Design Bid Build | TriMet

Includes non-structural elements at one reconstructed station and one new light rail station in Oregon including way finding, ticketing, vending, signage,
furniture, wind barriers, enclosures etc.

Pre-completion Tolling Signage | less than one year- $5-$6M | Design Bid Build | WSDOT/ODOT

Pre-completion tolling is targeted to start as early as the start of construction. To prepare for this, tolling signage will be installed throughout the corridor.

Ruby Junction TriMet Facility | 2 years | $45-65 million | CM/GC | TriMet

Modify TriMet’s existing Ruby Junction facility in Gresham to have enough space to maintain the additional light rail vehicles needed for the extension
of the existing light rail line that is part of the IBR program.

65th Street C-TRAN Operations & Maintenance Bus Facility | 1-1.5 years | $8-12 million | Design Bid Build | C-TRAN
Improvements to C-TRAN’s existing operations and maintenance facility to maintain new express buses needed to accommodate expected

increased ridership resulting from IBR program transit investments.

SR 14 Package A | 2.5-3 years | $8-12 million | Design Bid Build | WSDOT

Install permanent retaining walls along the east side of I-5, temporarily adjust SR-14 and City Center existing ramps including their connections to local
streets. This package facilitates the temporary shift of I-5 traffic eastward to ensure continued movement of traffic during construction of the I-5 Bridge
Approaches contract.

Washington North | 4-4.5 years | $180-270 million | Design Build | WSDOT

Constructs the new braided ramp along southbound I-5 between SR 500 and Fourth Plain Blvd. Package includes replacing the 29th Street and 33rd Street
overpasses, including active transportation elements. Includes construction of shoulders on I-5 to accommodate Bus on shoulder and improve safety.
Waterfront Park and Ride | 1-1.5 years | $30-45 million | Design Build | WSDOT

Potential Park and Ride locations are being studied in the environmental process. Decisions regarding the locations of Park and Rides will be made
after the public comment period of the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement. The program is considering options that include
zero, one, or two Park and Rides. Package reflects conceptual above ground multi-story parking structure.

Washington Station Finishes | 1-1.5 years | $1-2 million | Design Bid Build | WSDOT

Includes non-structural elements on the two new light rail stations in Washington including way finding, ticketing, vending, signage, furniture,
wind barriers, enclosures etc.

OFE0

The projects are listed in alphabetical order and not intended to represent sequence of construction. All packages are draft, conceptual packages and subject to change.
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All packages are draft, conceptual packages and subject to change.

WASHINGTON
Accommodation requests for people with disabilities in Washington can be made by contacting the WSDOT

(o]2{c{e]\
Diversity/ADA Affairs team at or by calling toll-free, 855-362-4ADA (4232).

For ADA (Americans with Disabilities Act) or Civil Rights Title

VI accommodations, translation/interpretation services, or
more information call 503-731-4128, TTY 800-735-2900 or

Oregon Relay Service 7-1-1.

Persons who are deaf or hard of hearing may make a request by calling the Washington State Relay at 711.
Any person who believes his/her Title VI protection has been violated, may file a complaint with WSDOT’s
Office of Equity and Civil Rights (OECR) Title VI Coordinator by contacting (360) 705-7090.

Connect with us today to learn more.

», Visit: interstatebridge.org/Opportunities
Email: info@interstatebridge.org
OJOJCICICIOID),

169


mailto:wsdotada@wsdot.wa.gov
https://www.interstatebridge.org/opportunities
https://www.interstatebridge.org/opportunities
mailto:info@interstatebridge.org

Date: 4/22/2025 Path: U:\Port\Projects\Clients\1585-WSP\274-1585-058 IBR Program\99Svcs\GIS\mapdocs\Ph_Transportation\Fig_X_Tolling.aprx

Attachment 5: Pre-Completion Tolling Signage and Toll Infrastructure Map

Pre-Completion Tolling Signage and
Toll Infrastructure Map

/o Ridgefield
- ose
e \ ] 502 tle
End Project Grdund
P I-5 MP 10.54 (WA)
o
503
E Evergreen Blvy
WS8thst E sth st ey
O I-5 MP 0.28 (WA) 500
5 OF
sC0
§ (Fort
=3
2 WW Vancouver
© [HistoricSite)
~ 0 250500 US Feet 14 205,
l L | 120
[ Camas
%6 99E
30B
99w Park
, Portland 30
Hillsboro 84
8 10 Gresham
Cornelius
12'@ 4\\/
e 217 10 @113 Happy
Beaverton it Milwaukie Valley
. 141
210 Tlgar 224
Lake Osweg .
219 ! ] ohnson Cit
King City
Durha
- - Gladst
Toll " X Tualati West Linn (43 aastone
oll sign and gantry . .
locations are draft and Begin Project O Toll Sign Location
subject to change. -5 MP 286.19 (OR) Toll Gantry Location
bregon City
Newberg @ @ 0%1 2 3 4 5Mies
I A N I
WilsoRville

Source: ODOT, WSDOT, Mapbox, OpenStreetMap

170



Attachment 6

" @ Metro
eImno

600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736
Date: June 27,2025
To: TPAC, JPACT, Metro Council, and Interested Parties
From: Ken Lobeck, Funding Programs Lead
Jean Senechal Biggs, Resource Development Manager

Subject: Public Comment Period Summary
I-5 Interstate Bridge Replacement (IBR) MTIP Formal Amendment

The June 2025 Formal Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP)
Formal/Full Amendment contains three projects. The purpose of this amendment is to
amend/add three I-5 Interstate Bridge Replacement Program projects to the 2024-27 MTIP
to meet federal project delivery requirements. The I-5 IBR Program MTIP amendment
contains funding updates and added phases to the non-construction phases project in Key
21570, plus adds two new segment or “package” construction phase projects. The funding
net change through this amendment will increase the total programmed funding from a
current $103,112,407 to $2,057,861,000.

Public Comment Period Notice and Invitation to Participate

Between May 12, 2025 and June 13, 2025, residents of the Portland metropolitan area were
invited to provide comment on the proposed MTIP formal amendment. The notice and
invitation to participate was distributed via the Metro News notification service and posted
on the Metro website: https://www.oregonmetro.gov/news/public-notice-opportunity-
comment-pending-amendment-metropolitan-transportation-improvement-84

Comments were accepted via email to summer.blackhorse@oregonmetro.gov.

During this comment period, Metro received:
e two email comments
e Testimony from one person at the Metro Council meeting on May 15, 2025
e Testimony from one person at the TPAC meeting on June 6, 2025

No mailed letters or voicemail comments were received.

Table 1 includes a summary of the comments received. Copies of the emails and transcripts
of the testimony are attached.

Page 1 of 2
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JUNE 2025 I-5 IBR MTIP FORMAL AMENDMENT

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD SUMMARY

DATE: JUNE 27, 2025
FROM: KEN LOBECK AND JEAN SENECHAL BIGGS

Table 1: Summary of Comments Received between May 12, 2025 and June 13, 2025

Comments Received

Num Date Name

Comment Type

Brief Summary of Comments

Arthur

1 5-15-2025 Lewellan

Public Testimony at
the May 15, 2025
Metro Council
meeting

Concerns raised about poor
engineering for Rose Quarter and [-5
IBR projects

Robin

2 5-19-2025 Smith

email

Concerns about increasing project
costs and funding availability, as
well as access on and off Hayden
Island.

Cory

3 5-22-2025 Pinkard

email

Concerns about the decline of rail
infrastructure and neighborhood
livability and increases in vehicle
congestion and social inequities.

Chris

4 6-6-2025 Smith

Public Testimony at
the June 6, 2025
TPAC meeting

Support for seismic replacement,
transit and active transportation
investments across the Columbia
River, and an equitable toll program.
Concerns about the width of the
bridge and freeway expansion,
increasing project costs and
accountability, and lack of
connectivity between active
transportation elements to transit
stations and into downtown
Vancouver. Interest in
communicating the importance of
equity and implementing a low-
income toll discount through the
MTIP amendment.

Attachments:

1. Arthur Lewellan Metro Council testimony transcript 05-15-2025

Bowon

Robin Smith email 05-19-2025
Cory Pinckard email 05-22-2025
Chris Smith TPAC testimony transcript 06-06-2025
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Lewellan - IBR testimony transcription, Metro Council, May 15, 2025:

My name is Arthur Lewellan. I've been an advocate for transportation system planningin
Portland for more years than everyone sitting behind me have been alive. That's how long |
put an effort into steering projects to... productive outcomes. And | am not here today as a
friendly witness to the current council. | consider in transportation system go. You are all
utterly incompetent. Disgracefully incompetent. And the three projects that | listed over my
years of study are the Columbia River crossing project the southwest corner max extension
to tiger. Thank god voters voted it down. And this latest plan for the rose quarter.
Astonishingly bad engineering. | made a few appearances over the last months to try to
make my case what can be salvaged on the gross quarter project? And they are the new
entrance southbound from Weidler. As far as | can tell, it's no longer on the table, but that
would reduce surface traffic demonstrably, make safer. And | say the exit southbound on
from southbound Broadway, you're moving into wheeler way, just south of that that's, that's
a hazard in the making. We're in pileups collisions, injuries, fatalities. It has to remain
where itis. And the exit that's now proposed, | don't know if it's possible, but it's owed us a
design for exiting to go eastbound on Weidler. I'm on to it, serious perspective, transit
system planning that may, | think, become a white paper study. | don't need your opinion
why | say electric buses don't convert to standard buses don't convert to electric very well,
no they don't. Nor do yale school buses, they don't. Nor do the paratransit lift vans. Oh,
boy, just so great with converting all of these obsolete chassis to electric and calling it
good. So, one more three-minute exercise in the testimony, probably necessary, to make
my points.
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From: SmithR

To: Metro
Subject: [External sender]Adequate funding?
Date: Monday, May 19, 2025 8:25:33 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

Since the changes you are proposing cost more money.... Is there adequate funding for these and for the overall
bridge project. Especially given the federal government situation.

Also short of building a toyboata infibious vehicle for myself how am I going to get on and off island? The current
plan appears to screw Hayden island.

Sent from my iPhone
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Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2025 8:43 PM
To: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>
Subject: [External sender] Cities Designed for People and Society Instead of Cars and Profiteering

Hello,

Oregon owes a lot of its strengths to rail infrastructure, much of which unfortunately no longer even
exists. The further we move away from the logical layout provided by streetcar grids and electric
commuter interurban railroads the uglier and less livable the city and its suburbs become. An
intelligent coastal city would take advantage of this limited time of people crowding in to install city
assets that will benefit us for generations such as a rail route beneath the Willamette meaning the
Steel Bridge won’t break the light rail circuit interrupting all MAX lines every time it lifts, and railway
going between Vancouver and us. |-5 should be buried on the inner east side stretch to make the
area tolerable and reclaim space for the Black community to rebuild their community they had
stolen from them. The WES should expand to extend down to Salem reuniting the Portland
metropolitan area with our capital. It makes perfect sense to build the full Southwest Corridor
(Purple) Line with railway stations on Marquam Hill and at Portland Community College Sylvania
Campus, for example, and zero sense not to.

Electric cars also destroy the environment through resource mining, manufacturing processes and
ultimately going to the landfillin mass droves. The pollution they cause is simply unnecessary as
is the amount of urban space squandered on parking and other paved over autocentric wastes.
MORE VEHICLES ON THE ROAD MEANS MORE AVOIDABLE DEATHS WILL CONTINUE TO
CONSTANTLY OCCURI!They also perpetuate redlining, urban sprawl, the food deserts that come
from that invariably, along with cities that are not navigable as a pedestrian or bicyclist and are, in
fact, inhospitable to humanity along with being lethally horrendous towards animals.

They add to traffic congestion.

Commodification of societal needs and attempted normalization of trying to substitute rampant
consumerism where we need standardized, regulated and uniform public utilities doesn’t work.

Putting the financial burden of transportation inefficiently and directly on the individual citizen is
simply not wise or fair and hasn’t been the norm for even 80 years. We need to invest in commuter
rail that’s properly implemented as it typically is overseas. A commuter rail system is an engineering
marvel while buses are just buses. The most reliable predictor of a neighborhood being
impoverished is if it has no commuter rail connection. The American people are apathetic through
decades of disenfranchisement and a lot of that marginalization (eg Robert Moses’s racist urban
renewal) is through divestment of public infrastructure, utilities and programs to help the
American people. We can’t undo the social inequities inflicted upon and retained by redlining until
we transcend the highway robbery carcentric built habitat that physically structurally reinforces
them. We’re past the point of car dominated transportation being anything better than a tragic
hindrance or an outright travesty. Public works materially improving life for the taxpaying citizenry
will bolster civic pride.
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Transcontinental High Speed Rail should integrate seamlessly with commuter rail networks so it
can evenly function as one cohesive system and this will convert flyover country (CONUS flights
should be virtually eliminated) back into a thriving heartland by functioning as an artery of
commute and commerce which will reduce clustering on the coasts. Similarly, wholly integrated
circuits of commuter rail blended with interurban routes, light rail lines, street car grids, subways,
and even trolleys along with electric ferries functioning together as a comprehensive, coherent
series of interwoven systems would prevent people from having to live on top of each other in city
centers in order to have quick access to urban cores and downtown areas so this would stimulate
our local economies and prevent gentrification from demolishing cherished heirlooms of our
historicity, destroying our classic neighborhoods, shredding the fabric of our communities and
toppling our civic landmarks and architectural heirlooms along with other social capital such as
venerable culture generating venues.

Numerous studies show that built environments of homogenously bleak and bland duplitecture
dreck that profiteering developers push on us for their privatized gains to our public loss for the
riches of themselves and corporate slumlords not only cause homelessness from being financially
inaccessible to most Americans, but also cause depression from creating such a devastatingly
sterile, cold, unloving urban habitat that’s too congested and overcrowded to work properly as a
correctly engineered built environment. Our roadways are overcrowded and no amount of widening
them and adding lanes will do anything to help it because it just leads to induced demand that
inevitably grinds to a halt at snags and bottlenecks down the road. Shouldn’t American cities be
thriving centers of culture and character rather than austere and chintzy morasses of mediocrity?

| believe that we can design the cities of our nation to reflect a future that embraces humanity and
that we also must for America to have any sort of a bright future ahead of it. Right now we are mired
in the destruction of our cities from the inward attacking neocolonial oppressors who weaponize
their clout of wealth against the nation for their own off-shore un-American gains of privileged,
parasitic, private profits. This greed fueled anti-social exploitation is present day feudalism driving
us into another gilded age. Tons of new petrochemical building “luxury living” housing units remain
empty serving only as financial assets in investment portfolios of hedge fund and permanent
capital firm cretins sheltering dubiously acquired wealth instead of as direly needed shelter for
humans. We deserve a landscape we can be proud of and country should come first before
corporate looting and exploitation. Legacies are important and live on forever.

We’ve grievously regressed since the grand times of our interurban electric railways, our streetcar
grid, our trolley lines. We’re a port town without even ferry service/water taxis. We need to do
different things with a different mindset if we want to change things for the better.

With space opened up in our cities we could rebuild beloved structures gone from economic and
environmental disaster utilizing new technologies such as hempcrete and 3-D printing. We could
create vertical agriculture, green pocket areas, etc. on spots currently now just serving as paved
over squares and nothing more. We can extend democracy into offering the taxpayer residents
democratic say in what their city consists of, how it looks and how it operates promoting civic
engagement and participation. With vision and strength we can be heroes.

Thank you,

Cory Pinckard
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TPAC June 6, 2025 Chris Smith Testimony

Good morning, Chris Smith on behalf of the Just Crossing Alliance, commenting on the IBR MTIP
Amendment that you have in front of you this morning. | know that you're not voting this month, and
we'll have formal written testimony for next month when you do have the votes. But | wanted to take
the opportunity to put some stuff on the record and plant some seeds for you to think about.

First of all, the staff memo puts Just Crossing Alliance JCA in the known opposition category. Our
position's a little more nuanced than that. We support a number of elements of this project,
including the seismic replacement, getting transit and active transportation across the river, and an
equitable toll program. Our issues are more about the width of the facility and the extra four miles of
freeway expansion that accompanied the bridge.

With respect to the MTIP Amendment, some things to think about. First of all, a process question.
There’s a lot of the talk in Salem right now in transportation package is about accountability and |
think the way we're doing this on this project is not supporting good accountability. They're asking
for authority to spend some of the money they've already got in hand, but they're a year overdue in
giving us a new cost estimate.

If you say, go ahead and spend it and tell us what it costs later, that's the opposite of accountability.
And | Want to point out that you just did this with ODOT and Rose Quarter. You approved an MTIP
amendment and six weeks later they came out with a new increased cost estimate. That's not the
way to keep our agencies accountable, and | would suggest that you think about whether you
should perhaps not do the MIP amendment until after we see the new cost estimate from IBR, with
respect to some of the specifics in the amendment.

On the second of the three amendments around tolling, the description talks about tolling signage
and electrical systems. That's a little bit misleading and I've talked to staff about this. | want to
appreciate Jean for taking all of my questions very patiently and providing good answers. That
amendment is really about tolling gantries, cameras, and transponders. So, this is the equipment
that will implement the pre-completion tolling. It's not just putting up some signs. And again, we
support an equitable totaling program for this project, but | want to underscore the equitable line.

The Oregon Transportation Commission passed a low income total discount program for Oregon in
general, but also including this project. But because Washington is actually operating the tolling,
they don't have such a policy and that needs to be reconciled. The toll scenarios currently in front of
the transportation commission(s) talk about a low income discount as soon as practical to be
equitable. We think that needs to be there on day one and adding something to the MTIP
amendment that communicates the importance of equity and getting that discount in place might
be useful.

And then finally, on the third amendment, which is funding bridge construction itself. Again, we
don't oppose the...replacement. During the public comment period, we and other allies had lots of
comments on the active transportation design. We think the active transportation design that was
in the draft EIS was not functional and did not meet our goals. It had no connectivity to the transit
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stations or their elevators, and it ended on the waterfront a hundred feet above the ground. We
think it's important that the active transportation path be designed so that it has access to all the
transit stations and their elevators, and that it continues into downtown Vancouver where it can
land at grade somewhere, rather than having an elevated termination. So again, this might be a
place to try and insert some of those values, and | hope you will think about that.

Thank you very much.
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JPACT Worksheet

Agenda Item Title: Resolution 25-5511: 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Allocation Package
and Legislative Materials

Presenters: Grace Cho (grace.cho@oregonmetro.gov)

Contact for this worksheet/presentation: Grace Cho (grace.cho@oregonmetro.gov)

Purpose/Objective
To request JPACT approval and recommendation for Metro Council adoption on Resolution 25-
5511, the 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation.

Outcome
JPACT members approve and recommend for Metro Council adoption on Resolution 25-5511, the
2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation.

What has changed since JPACT last considered this issue/item?

At the June 26t JPACT meeting, Metro staff shared as part of the materials a draft allocation
package being brought forward for JPACT discussion. The draft package included ten projects that
are high performers in a majority of the five components to comprise an allocation package. The
Step 2 draft allocation package was informed by the adopted 2028-2030 RFFA Program Direction
objectives, technical evaluation results of the Step 2 applications, coordinating committee and City
of Portland priorities, and additional considerations TPAC and JPACT identified for developing Step
2 allocation package options. The feedback on the Step 2 draft allocation package received a
positive response from JPACT members at the June 26t meeting. The Step 2 draft allocation
package is being carried forward as the Metro staff recommended 2028-2030 Regional Flexible
Fund Step 2 allocation package at the July 11th TPAC meeting.

What packet material do you plan to include?
e Memorandum: 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2: Allocation Package and Legislative
Materials
e Attachment 1 - 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Legislative Materials
o Resolution 25-5511
o Exhibit A to Resolution 25-5511:
o Exhibit B to Resolution 25-5511: Conditions of Approval
o Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511: 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Public
Comment Report
o Exhibit D to Resolution 25-5511: 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Public
Comment Report Appendices
o Staff Report to Resolution 25-5511
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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ALLOCATING RESOLUTION NO. 25-5511
APPROXIMATELY $141.6 MILLION OF
REGIONAL FLEXIBLE FUNDING FOR THE
YEARS 2028-2030, PENDING ADOPTION OF

THE 2027-2030 MTIP

Introduced by Chief Operating Officer
Marissa Madrigal in concurrence with
Council President Lynn Peterson

N N N N N

WHEREAS, Metro is the regional government responsible for regional land use and
transportation planning under state law and the federally designated metropolitan planning organization
(MPO) for the Portland metropolitan area; and

WHEREAS, approximately $161 million is forecast to be appropriated to the metropolitan region
through the federal Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STBG), Transportation Alternatives set
aside, and Congestion Mitigation — Air Quality (CMAQ) transportation funding programs; and

WHEREAS, the Metro Council and Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation
(JPACT) are authorized per federal regulation 23 CFR 450.324 to allocate these funds to projects and
programs in the metropolitan region through the Regional Flexible Fund Allocation (RFFA) process; and

WHEREAS, by Metro Resolution No. 24-5415, the Metro Council and JPACT have provided
policy guidance to conduct a two-step allocation process for funding of Region-wide Program
Investments and Capital Project Investments; and

WHEREAS, consistent with Resolution No. 24-5415, the Metro Council and JPACT have
allocated $92.3 million in Regional Flexible Funds for Step 1A, High Capacity Transit Bond Repayments,
and Step 1B, Region-wide Programs and Regional Planning Investments, as shown in Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, consistent with Resolution No. 24-5415, the Metro Council and JPACT directed
staff to develop a new Regional Flexible Fund bond proposal to support transit capital projects and transit
supportive investments at the corridor or regional scale, as proposed as part of Metro Resolution No. 25-
5510; and

WHEREAS, pending action on Metro Resolution 25-5510 to initiate a new Regional Flexible
Fund bonding commitment, the remaining forecasted 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Funds are directed to
a competitive allocation to community scale capital project investments (Step 2); and

WHEREAS, staff followed policy direction established by the Metro Council in the 2023
Regional Transportation Plan, adopted by Ordinance No. 23-1496, to select projects for the 2028-2030
RFFA Step 2; and

WHEREAS, the 2023 RTP prioritizes investments in transportation projects that advance five
goals: equitable transportation, safe system, climate action and resilience, mobility options, and thriving
economy; and

WHEREAS, the Regional Flexible Funds for Capital Projects Investments allocation meets the

adopted objectives of Resolution No. 24-5415, responds to public comments on the proposed capital
investments, and addresses local prioritization; and

Page 1 Resolution No. 25-5511
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WHEREAS, the Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC) and JPACT provided
input on additional considerations, including prioritizing projects with other committed funding,
considering small jurisdictions’ ability to secure other funding sources, continuing to invest in project
development to build a pipeline of projects, leveraging adjacent investments funded through Resolution
25-5510 (Step 1A.1 bond proposal), and considering economic development potential; and

WHEREAS, a public comment period, between March 26 and April 30, 2025, provided
opportunities for community input on the merits and potential impacts of the project applications, as
summarized in Exhibits C and D to this resolution; and

WHEREAS, at their July 11, 2025 meeting, TPAC considered local prioritization processes,
public comments, and the recommendations of Metro resulting in the recommendation to JPACT to
approve to forward a funding allocation to projects and programs to the Metro Council for adoption; and

WHEREAS, at their July 17, 2025 meeting, JPACT approved TPAC’s recommendation and
forwarded a recommendation to the Metro Council to allocate funding to projects and programs included
in Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, projects must meet the conditions of approval, listed in Exhibit B to this resolution,
to be eligible to access funds; now therefore

BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council hereby

1. adopts the recommendation of JPACT on the programs and projects to be funded through the
2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation process as set forth in Exhibit A.

2. directs the Chief Operating Officer to direct staff to work with ODOT to incorporate the
conditions of approval, as set forth in Exhibit B, in the delivery of the projects.

ADOPTED by the Metro Council this 31* day of July, 2025.

Lynn Peterson, Council President

Approved as to Form:

Carrie MacLaren, Metro Attorney

Page 2 Resolution No. 25-5511
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2028-2030 Regional Flexible Funds Allocation

Exhibit A to Resolution No: 25-5511

Step 1A & 1B: Regional Bond Commitments and Region-wide Program Investments

Transit + Project Development Bond Commitment S 51,780,000
Corridor and Systems Planning S 2,444,958
MPO Planning (in lieu of dues) S 5,169,460
Regional Travel Options + Safe Routes to School S 12,131,862
Transit Oriented Development S 12,900,856
Transportation System Management and Operations/ITS S 7,910,648
Step 1 Total:| $§ 92,337,784
Step 2: Capital Investments
Project name Applicant Sub-region Amount
NE 223rd Ave: NE Glisan to NE Marine Dr Safety Corridor East Multnomah
Planning Multnomah County County S 897,300
NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access Portland Portland S 7,577,698
NW Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview Trail - East Multnomah
Birdsdale Avenue Gresham County S 4,067,495
NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit Portland Portland S 4,879,517
Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements Washington County Washington County | $ 5,252,300
Tualatin Hills Parks &
Westside Trail Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge Over Highway 26 5,000,000
v g g y Recreation District Washington County >
Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail Bridge Construction Gladstone Clackamas County | $ 8,721,932
North Dakota Street (Fanno Creek) Bridge Replacement Tigard Washington County | $ 8,000,000
Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood
Avenue Milwaukie Clackamas County S 2,707,217
OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to tumwater
village: Shared-Use Path and Streetscape Enhancements S 2,232,341
Project Development Oregon City Clackamas County
Step 2 Total:| $ 49,335,800
Total 2028-2030 RFFA: $ 141,673,584
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2028-2030 RECOMMENDED REGIONAL FLEXIBLE FUND STEP 2 PROJECT AWARDEE
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Conditions of approval are mechanisms to ensure that projects are planned, designed, and built
consistent with the project applications as approved by JPACT and Metro Council, with federal
regulations, and with regional program policies. Metro may review projects at any point in the
process for consistency with the conditions of approval and may take action to ensure projects
comply.

There are two sets of conditions which apply to Regional Flexible Fund-awarded projects: 1)
conditions which apply to all projects; and 2) project-specific conditions.

The conditions applied to all projects outline expectations pertaining to the use of funds, project
delivery, community engagement, and project communications. The project-specific conditions
outline expectations to create the best project possible in accordance to regional program policies
and federal regulations. Recognizing that projects are at different stages of development (i.e. some
are in planning phases while others are ready for construction), Metro may choose to waive or
modify certain conditions for a project based on what is appropriate for the project’s stage in
development.

Conditions applied to all projects and programs:

1.

Funding is awarded to the project as outlined in the JPACT-approved and Metro Council-
adopted 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation (RFFA). If any project is determined
to be unfeasible or is completed without expending all of the awarded Regional Flexible
Funds, any remaining Regional Flexible Funds shall revert back to Metro to the regional
pool for future distribution. Alternatively, the project sponsor/local jurisdiction with the
project receiving the Regional Flexible Funds may request reallocation and reprogramming
of the funds to another project per the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program
(MTIP) amendment process. Depending on the nature of the reallocation request, JPACT
and Metro Council approval may be required.

The award amount is the total amount of Regional Flexible Funds provided to deliver the
awarded project as it is defined in the project application and as approved by JPACT and
Metro Council. The project sponsor/local jurisdiction is expected to resolve any cost
overruns or unexpected costs to emerge. Metro and the Regional Flexible Fund program
does not have any further financial commitment or responsibility beyond providing the
amount awarded.

Project scopes shall reflect what was included in the project application narratives and
project refinements in response to comments. Refined project schedules and budgets will be
determined during the pre-implementation phase following adoption of the 2028-2030
RFFA. Changes to project scope, schedule, and budget must be requested and made in
writing to the MTIP Project Manager following the amendment procedures adopted in the
MTIP (Please see the Administration section of the active MTIP.) Changes to project scope
must be approved by Metro to ensure the original intent of the project is still being
delivered.

28-30 Regional Flexible Funds — Step 2 Projects July 7, 2025
Awardee Conditions of Approval page 1 of 8
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4, All projects shall follow the design approach and decision-making process as defined in the
Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guide! (Metro; 3rd edition; October 2019 and any
updates in effect at the time a funding intergovernmental agreement is signed.) Other street
and trail design guidelines, including those developed by local jurisdictions, the National
Association of City Transportation Officials, the Institute of Transportation Engineers, the
Oregon Department of Transportation, the American Association of State Highway and
Transportation Officials, and the Federal Highway Administration, may also be referred to
as long as the design approach and decision making process used are consistent with
Metro’s guidelines. Additionally, all bicycle and pedestrian projects shall implement
sufficient wayfinding signage consistent with sign guidelines in Metro’s Intertwine Regional
Trails Signage Guidelines? (Metro; 2nd edition; December 2017) and the Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devices.

5. All projects shall update local network maps and provide relevant network data to Metro.
Metro will provide guidelines on network data submissions upon request.
6. All projects with Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) elements shall be consistent with

the Architecture Reference for Cooperative and Intelligent Transportation (ARC-IT;
previously called the National ITS Architecture), included in Final Rule (23 CFR Section 940)
and Regional ITS Architecture.? This includes completing a systems engineering process
during project development to be documented through the ITS systems engineering
checklist (request form and submit to tsmo@oregonmetro.gov) for inventory purposes. For
further guidance, consult ODOT’s ITS compliance checklist.*

7. All projects implementing Transportation System Management and Operations (TSMO)
elements shall provide information to Metro on the TSMO elements, referencing specific
connections to the 2021 TSMO Strategy found in Chapter 4, Performance Measures and/or
Chapter 5, Actions, for program evaluation purposes.> Specific connections shall be emailed
to tsmo@oregonmetro.gov.

8. All local jurisdiction/project sponsors shall acknowledge Metro as a funding partner.
Acknowledgement will attribute credit to Metro on all project materials (print or
electronic), such as reports, newsletters, booklets, brochures, web pages, and social media
posts. Attribution on materials must read “Made possible with support from Metro.” If
marketing is done with audio only, spoken attribution language must be “This project is
made possible with support from Metro.” The local jurisdiction/sponsor delivering the
project will include the Metro logo on all print ads, banners, flyers, posters, signage, and
videos. The jurisdiction/project sponsors shall include the Metro logo on all marketing and
advertising materials, both print and online (size permitting). Metro will provide partners
with Metro logos and usage guidelines upon request. Lastly, the local jurisdiction/project

1 https://www.oregonmetro.gov/tools-partners/guides-and-tools/guidelines-designing-livable-streets-and-trails

2 https://www.oregonmetro.gov/sites/default/files/2018/01/05/2017-Intertwine-Trail-sign-guidelines.pdf

3 ARC-IT is here https://www.arc-it.net/index.html and the Regional ITS Architecture will be updated in the next
two years. Until then refer to the 2016 version:
https://www.oregonmetro.gov/sites/default/files/2017/10/18/TransPort%20I1TS%20Architecture%20Report 2016
-12-16.pdf

4 https://www.oregon.gov/odot/Maintenance/Documents/ITS-QualityPlan.pdf

5 https://www.oregonmetro.gov/sites/default/files/2022/08/22/2021-Regional-Transportation-System-
Management-Operations-Strategy-20220106.pdf
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sponsor shall extend invitations to Metro Councilors to attend events or engagements

pertaining to the project.

9. All projects shall carry out public involvement processes to meet federal and state
requirements including Title VI requirements. As appropriate, local data and knowledge
shall be used to supplement analysis and inform public involvement. Metro guidelines for
public involvement can be found in Metro’s Public Engagement Guide (April 2024), with
guidance specific to transportation planning in Appendix D of the guide.6

10. All projects shall ensure compliance with applicable local, state and federal laws,
regulations and policies pertaining to protection of archeological, cultural or historic
resources, ancestral human remains, cultural areas or landscapes, and natural resources.
This includes all pertinent and required compliance responsibilities with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act that come as a recipient of federal funding through the
Regional Flexible Funds Allocation.

11. All construction projects shall implement transportation demand management (TDM)
strategies/ activities in conjunction with the delivery and opening of the project to enhance
the success and performance of the project. Local jurisdiction/project sponsors must
request and receive Metro approval to waive the requirement for transportation demand
management activities. Agencies that intend to use Regional Flexible Funds within their
awarded project budget for TDM activities shall identify to Metro the amount needed to
complete the activities. Metro will program the Regional Flexible Funds for TDM activities
as a separate MTIP project to avoid construction phase conflicts with the IGA between
ODOT and the local jurisdiction/project sponsors.

12. All projects shall measure the progress and performance of the Regional Flexible Funds
awarded project. Local jurisdictions/project sponsors shall identify a set of indicators for
data collection and pre-and post-project monitoring. Metro will provide input and feedback
into the indicators and datasets, especially to help respond to regional transportation
performance measures. Indicators may be determined as early as the pre-implementation
phase of the project.

13. Metro anticipates that projects awarded to local agencies that are not certified in the
federal-aid highway project delivery process (Non-Certified Agencies) will be delivered by
the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT). ODOT Delivered Local Agency Projects
(ODLAP) are expected to comply with ODLAP program requirements and conduct project
pre-implementation activities including completion of the project’s Technical Scoping Sheet
and Environmental Prospectus. The ODLAP program requirements include:

e facilitate programming the Regional Flexible Funds into the Metropolitan
Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) and the Statewide Transportation
Improvements Program (STIP) to meet funding obligation targets;

e initiate development and execution of the Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA); and

e enable timely obligation and expenditure of awarded federal funds for the project.

The awarded local agency is required to complete or participate in the following project
delivery and monitoring activities:

6 https://www.oregonmetro.gov/sites/default/files/2024/08/20/metro-public-engagement-guide-ally-
remediated-20240724.pdf
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¢ Designation of a qualified person(s) as the project manager to support project
delivery

e Satisfactory completion of the project’s Technical Scoping Sheet

e Satisfactory completion of the project’s Environmental Prospectus

¢ Complete and execute a project IGA in time to obligate funds as programmed

e Participate in project coordination meetings and reviews

e Participation in Project Delivery Actions, including attending project kick-off
meetings, Project Development Team (PDT) review meetings, completing and
submitting project Milestone Reports and Progress Updates, participating in Plans,
Specifications and Estimate (PS&E) deliverables review, supporting the permitting
and land use review approvals process, providing any performance measurement
project data, providing project delivery status updates, and addressing questions
raised by the Metro advisory committees

e Providing project close-out/final reports and billings

Conditions applied to specific projects (alphabetical order by coordinating committee and
jurisdiction):

Clackamas County

City of Gladstone: Historic Trolley Trail Bridge

The project shall confirm the roles and responsibilities of interagency coordination and
project delivery between the City of Gladstone, Clackamas County as the certified agency to
delivery the project, ODOT Region 1, and any other affected jurisdiction. As part of
confirming roles and responsibilities, the project shall also identify points of contact and
each partner’s roles and responsibilities to advance the project. Executing
Intergovernmental Agreements (IGAs) between all affected jurisdictions to document each
partner’s roles and responsibilities may be necessary.

As noted in the risk assessment, the complexity of the utilities and emergency infrastructure
(i.e. fire hydrant) relocation and mitigations for construction necessitates an increased level
of coordination. The project shall emphasize coordination among electric, natural gas, and
environmental services utilities.

The complexity of the number of easements and permits necessitates that the project to
coordinate with Water and Environmental Services, the Urban Renewal Agency of Oregon
City, the Oregon Division of State Lands, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), the
Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ), and the Oregon Department of Fish
and Wildlife (ODFW) for acquiring the appropriate easements and permits.

There is a high probability the project will need to conduct additional cultural resources
and archaeological research, which may include an archaeological survey of the project
area, that meets current Oregon SHPO standards. Additionally, the project should prepare to
conduct tribal consultation. The project should adequately budget for these activities. Refer
to the 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Project Delivery Risk Assessment results for any
further requirements.

The project shall develop and implement an Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP) for all ground
disturbance or construction activities in the project area.

28-30 Regional Flexible Funds — Step 2 Projects July 7, 2025
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City of Milwaukie: Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood Avenue

e The project shall coordinate with Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) to determine whether
permanent or temporary easements from UPRR are required.

e There is a high probability the project will need to initiate and conduct cultural resources
and archaeological research, which may include an archaeological survey of the project
area, that meets current Oregon SHPO standards. Additionally, the project should prepare to
conduct tribal consultation. The project should adequately budget for these activities. Refer
to the 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Project Delivery Risk Assessment results for any
further requirements.

e Any project development activities which result in ground disturbance in the project area
shall require the project to develop and implement an Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP).

City of Oregon City: OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to tumwater village:
Streetscape Enhancements Project Development

e As the Regional Flexible Fund awardee, the City of Oregon City is responsible to ensure
awarded Regional Flexible Funds are used for activities consistent with the project intent
and scope as described in Step 2 application and advances the regional policy objectives
which supported its award of funding.

o The project shall define the roles and responsibilities of interagency coordination between
the City of Oregon City as the agency awarded the Regional Flexible Funds and ODOT
Region 1 as the project delivery agency, and ODOT Region 1 as the facility owner
maintaining OR 99E within the vicinity of the proposed improvements.

e The project shall coordinate with all transit providers/operators in the project area and the
nearby transit center. Providers include, but not limited to: TriMet, Canby Area Transit, and
Clackamas County shuttle services.

o The project’s lead agency shall coordinate with Water Environmental Services (WES) to
address the required mitigations for planning and engineering.

e There is a high probability the project will need to conduct additional cultural resources
and archaeological research, which may include an archaeological survey of the project
area, that meets current Oregon SHPO standards. Additionally, the project should prepare to
conduct tribal consultation. The project should adequately budget for these activities. Refer
to the 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Project Delivery Risk Assessment results for any
further requirements.

e Any project development activities which result in ground disturbance in the project area
shall require the project to develop and implement an Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP).

East Multnomah County

City of Gresham: NW Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale
Avenue

e The City of Gresham is expected to conduct community outreach and engagement activities
throughout the design and development of the project with an emphasis on community
engagement activities ahead of developing the 30% project design milestone.

28-30 Regional Flexible Funds — Step 2 Projects July 7, 2025
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e There is a medium probability the project will need to conduct initiate and conduct cultural
resources and archaeological research, which may include an archaeological survey of the
project area, that meets current Oregon SHPO standards. Additionally, the project should
prepare to conduct tribal consultation. The project should adequately budget for these
activities. Refer to the 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Project Delivery Risk
Assessment results for any further requirements.

e The project shall develop and implement an Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP) for all ground
disturbance or construction activities in the project area.

Multnomah County: NE 223rd Ave: NE Glisan to NE Marine Dr Safety Corridor Planning

e Throughout the planning process Multnomah County shall coordinate with adjacent and
intersecting land/facility owners, including Union Pacific Railroad, TriMet, the City of
Fairview, and the City of Wood Village.

o There is a high probability the project will need to initiate and conduct cultural resources
and archaeological research, which may include an archaeological survey of the project
area, that meets current Oregon SHPO standards. Additionally, the project should prepare to
conduct tribal consultation. The project should adequately budget for these activities. Refer
to the 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Project Delivery Risk Assessment results for any
further requirements.

e Any project development activities which result in ground disturbance in the project area
shall require the project to develop and implement an Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP).

City of Portland

Portland Bureau of Transportation: NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access

e As the project lead agency, the City of Portland shall coordinate with TriMet to ensure the
proposed travel lane alterations and other proposed enhancements do not adversely affect
transit operations.

e There is a low probability the project will need to conduct cultural resources and
archaeological research. Nonetheless, the project should prepare to conduct tribal
consultation. The project should adequately budget for these activities. Refer to the 28-30
Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Project Delivery Risk Assessment results for any further
requirements.

e The project shall develop and implement an Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP) for all ground
disturbance or construction activities in the project area.

Portland Bureau of Transportation: NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit

e As the project lead agency, the City of Portland will coordinate with TriMet to ensure
proposed pedestrian crossing enhancements and signal timing modifications do not
adversely impact transit operations.

e There is a high probability the project will need to initiate and conduct cultural resources
and archaeological research, which may include an archaeological survey of the project
area, that meets current Oregon SHPO standards. Additionally, the project should prepare to

28-30 Regional Flexible Funds — Step 2 Projects July 7, 2025
Awardee Conditions of Approval page 6 of 8

189



conduct tribal consultation. The project should adequately budget for these activities. Refer
to the 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Project Delivery Risk Assessment results for any
further requirements.

e The project shall develop and implement an Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP) for all ground
disturbance or construction activities in the project area.

Washington County
City of Tigard: North Dakota Street (Fanno Creek) Bridge Replacement

e Prior to the programming of the Regional Flexible Fund award for the project, the City of
Tigard shall submit either: 1) a funding strategy and plan defining all funding sources
required to fund the project through completion and addressing the remaining deficit; or 2)
a proposed scaled project buildable with funds secured that constructs a bridge over Fanno
Creek on North Dakota Street that serves the purpose of a connected and low stress bicycle
and pedestrian facility agreed to by Metro.

e Asa project which has already commenced as a result of receiving ODOT Local Bridge
Program funding, the project shall ensure that the identified ODOT approvals regarding
amended IGAs, consultant contracts, amended MTIP and STIP programming, and rail entity
agreements have been met. As noted in the risk assessment, the project has significant
complexities. As a result, the project shall conduct close coordination with Washington
County, ODOT Rail, Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR), Portland & Western Railroad, Clean
Water Services (CWS), utility providers, landowners to address relocation work,
mitigations, and right of way acquisitions, easements, and temporary construction
easements (TCEs).

e There is a medium probability the project will need to initiate and conduct cultural
resources and archaeological research, which may include an archaeological survey of the
project area, that meets current Oregon SHPO standards. Additionally, the project should
prepare to conduct tribal consultation. The project should adequately budget for these
activities. Refer to the 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Project Delivery Risk
Assessment results for any further requirements.

e The project shall develop and implement an Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP) for all ground
disturbance or construction activities in the project area.

Tualatin Hills Parks and Recreation District (THPRD): Westside Trail Pedestrian and Bicycle
Bridge Over Highway 26

e Prior to the programming of the Regional Flexible Fund award for the project, THPRD shall
submit a funding strategy defining all funding sources required and anticipated schedule for
securing to fund the project through completion. As part of the funding strategy, THPRD
should include a formal plan of phasing the project in a manner to reduce the risk the
Regional Flexible Funds from not getting obligated.

e The project shall define and identify the roles and responsibilities of interagency
coordination and project delivery between Tualatin Hills Parks and Recreation District as
the Regional Flexible Fund awardee, ODOT Region 1 as the project delivery agency, ODOT
Region 1 as the facility owner of US 26, and any other affected jurisdiction including the City
of Beaverton and Washington County. As part of confirming roles and responsibilities, the
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project shall also identify points of contact and each partner’s roles and responsibilities to
advance the project. Executing Intergovernmental Agreements (IGAs) between all affected
jurisdictions to document each partner’s roles and responsibilities may be necessary.

As noted in the risk assessment, the project has significant complexities. As a result, the
project shall conduct close coordination with Bonneville Power Administration (BPA), Clean
Water Services (CWS), the Oregon Department of State Lands (DSL), and the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE) to address utility adjustments or relocations required to meet
clearance minimums, required mitigations for construction in a designated wetland area,
and obtaining easements for construction.

There is a low probability the project will need to conduct additional cultural resources and
archaeological research. Nonetheless, the project should prepare to conduct tribal
consultation. The project should adequately budget for these activities. Refer to the 28-30
Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Project Delivery Risk Assessment results for any further
requirements.

The project shall develop and implement an Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP) for all ground
disturbance or construction activities in the project area.

Washington County: Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements

The project shall coordinate with TriMet to ensure the proposed transit signal priority
improvements and enhanced pedestrian crossings do not adversely affect transit operations
in the project area.

There is a medium probability the project will need to initiate and conduct cultural
resources and archaeological research, which may include an archaeological survey of the
project area, that meets current Oregon SHPO standards. Additionally, the project should
prepare to conduct tribal consultation. The project should adequately budget for these
activities. Refer to the 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Project Delivery Risk
Assessment results for any further requirements.

The project shall develop and implement an Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP) for all ground
disturbance or construction activities in the project area.

28-30 Regional Flexible Funds — Step 2 Projects July 7, 2025
Awardee Conditions of Approval page 8 of 8

191



Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511
oregonmetro.gov

Engagement report

Public comments on proposed projects
for Step 2 2028-30 Regional Flexible
Funds.

May 2025

192



Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

193



Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Metro respects civil rights

Metro fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 that requires that no
person be excluded from the participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise
subjected to discrimination on the basis of race, color or national origin under any program
or activity for which Metro receives federal financial assistance.

Metro fully complies with Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act and Section 504 of
the Rehabilitation Act that requires that no otherwise qualified individual with a disability
be excluded from the participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to
discrimination solely by reason of their disability under any program or activity for which
Metro receives federal financial assistance.

If any person believes they have been discriminated against regarding the receipt of
benefits or services because of race, color, national origin, sex, age or disability, they have
the right to file a complaint with Metro. For information on Metro’s civil rights program, or
to obtain a discrimination complaint form, visit oregonmetro.gov/civilrights or call 503-
797-1536.

Metro provides services or accommodations upon request to persons with disabilities and
people who need an interpreter at public meetings. If you need a sign language interpreter,
communication aid or language assistance, call 503-797-1700 or TDD/TTY 503-797-1804
(8 a.m. to 5 p.m. weekdays) 5 business days before the meeting. All Metro meetings are
wheelchair accessible. For up-to-date public transportation information, visit TriMet’s
website at trimet.org.

Metro is the federally mandated metropolitan planning organization designated by the
governor to develop an overall transportation plan and to allocate federal funds for the
region.

The Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) is a 17-member committee
that provides a forum for elected officials and representatives of agencies involved in
transportation to evaluate transportation needs in the region and to make
recommendations to the Metro Council. The established decision-making process strives for
a well-balanced regional transportation system and involves local elected officials directly
in decisions that help the Metro Council develop regional transportation policies, including
allocating transportation funds. Together, JPACT and the Metro Council serve as the MPO
board for the region in a unique partnership that requires joint action on all MPO decisions.
This means JPACT approves MPO decisions and submits them to the Metro Council for
adoption. The Metro Council will adopt the recommended action or refer it back to JPACT
with a recommendation for amendment.

Project web site: oregonmetro.gov/rffa
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The preparation of this engagement report was financed in part by the U.S. Department of
Transportation, Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration. The
opinions, findings and conclusions expressed in this report are not necessarily those of the

U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit
Administration.
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INTRODUCTION

Every three years, Metro leads a discussion among the region’s residents, jurisdictional and

public agency staff, and elected officials to select which transportation needs are to be
funded with the region’s allotment of federal transportation dollars, known as the Regional
Flexible Funds Allocation (RFFA).

Regional Flexible Funds comprise of two federal grant programs:

e Surface Transportation Block Grant funds may be used for projects to preserve and
improve conditions and performance on public roads, pedestrian and bicycle
infrastructure, and transit capital projects.

e Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality Program funds may be used for surface
transportation projects and other related efforts that reduce air pollution from
transportation sources and provide congestion relief.

Metro is currently deciding how to invest federal funding available in the federal fiscal
years 2028 through 2030. A portion of these funds - approximately $42 million - is
targeted towards local jurisdiction led improvements to streets and trails throughout the
region through a competitive process. This targeted part is known as the Step 2 of the
Regional Flexible Fund Allocation.

The estimated total funding to be allocated in this process is between $150 - $153 million.
While this amount of regional funding is small relative to the scale of all the dollars spent
on transportation in the region, the Regional Flexible Funds are eligible to be spent on a
wide range of transportation system needs. As such, they are a critical part of fulfilling the
vision, goals, and objectives of the 2023 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).

From March 26th through April 30th, 2025, residents of the Portland metropolitan region
were asked to provide comment on the 24 applications competing in the Step 2 Regional
Flexible Fund Allocation process. These comments will help decide how an

estimated $42 million in Step 2 Regional Flexible Funds will be spent on projects that will
help make the region’s transportation system more equitable, safer, cleaner and more
reliable.

During this public comment period:

e Participants provided 1,683 project rating responses through an online interactive
map and survey available in English and Spanish. One project rating response was
submitted in Spanish. See Figure 1.

3 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025

198



Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

o Ofthe 1,683 participants, 332 provided responses on optional demographic
questions.

e AJPACT public hearing was held on April 17, 2025.

= 4 people testified through oral testimony, commenting on 3 projects,
several of which were the same project.

» 3 emailed testimonies were received, not including testimonies
emailed by public agencies.

¢ 4 email comments, not including those emailed comments from public agencies,
were received.

e No mailed letters or voicemail comments were received.

In addition, public comments were received via 2 emails, and 6 testimony (oral and
written) from public agency partners.

Fig. 1. Number of Responses to the Online Public Comment by County

Number of Reponses to Online Public
Comment by County (1,683)

Clackamas, 211

B Multnomah
B Washington
H Clackamas

Other

Washington, 714

Multnomah, 732

NOTICE AND INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE
The notice and invitation to participate were distributed through several channels:

¢ Email to community involvement offices and community participation
organizations*™

4 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025
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e Anemail to Metro’s transportation interested persons email list
¢ CORE members email*

e Metro News (https://www.oregonmetro.gov/news/public-notice-opportunity-
comment-transportation-projects-submitted-2028-30-regional-flexible)

e Metro News public hearing announcement
(https://www.oregonmetro.gov/news/public-hearing-notice-comment-2028-30-
regional-flexible-funding-allocation-process-jpact)

e Metro’s social media channels on Facebook and Instagram
e Oregon Trails Coalition email list
e Metro Parks & Nature Department hosted Quarterly Trails Forum announcements*™

e Email invitation to committee members and interested persons for the Metro
Council, Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation, Metro Policy Advisory
Committee, Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee and Metro Technical
Advisory Committee

See Appendix A: Notices and invitations to participate. Those denoted with * are not
included in Appendix A.

People were invited to learn about the projects via:

e The 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Funds web page (oregonmetro.gov/rffa), which
featured the technical scoring results of the applications and project factsheets for
the 24 proposed projects.

e An interactive public comment survey available in English and Spanish. The online
public comment survey provided an introduction of the Step 2 allocation and see a
map of the proposed projects. Each proposed project had a short summary available
when selected. Participants were able to choose which projects they wanted to learn
more about and then rate and comment on their projects of interest.

Comments were accepted through:

e the interactive comment survey, linked from the Metro website

e by email to transportation@oregonmetro.gov or rffa@oregonmetro.gov
e by letters to 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR, 97232

e by phone at 503-797-1750 or TDD 503-797-1804

Translation

The interactive public comment tool was translated into Spanish.
5 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025
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To increase the visibility of the public comment period, Metro posted on social media
(Facebook and Instagram) in Spanish and English. The posts reached a total of 2,686
people and garnered 59 link clicks and interactions. The social media posts are included in
Appendix A: Notices and invitations to participate.

Of the total public comment survey participants, one person participated in the Spanish
survey.

COMMENTS

From March 26th through April 30th, 2025, residents of the Portland metropolitan region
were asked to comment on the 24 candidate projects competing for the
estimated $42 million in Step 2 Regional Flexible Funds available.

Metro received:
e Participants provided 1,683 project rating responses through an interactive
comment map available in English and Spanish. There was one response in Spanish.

¢ 4 email comments, not including public agencies, were received.

o 1 provided general, non-project specific comments and 3 provided project
specific comments. The majority were concerned and 1 was supportive.

e No phone calls, voicemails or post was received.

For the full text of these comments, see Appendices B through E.
Summary of Project Comments

The online tool asked participants to rate any number of the 24 projects on a scale of one to
five, with five being “highly supportive” and one being “lesser support.” Participants were
also given the option to provide additional written comments on the projects. Of the
respondents who rated projects, 75.1% took the extra time to provide written comments.
Those written comments are included in Appendix E. In total, Metro received 1,683 project
rating responses through the online survey and 1,265 in online written comments.

Across all projects, the average rating is 4.15 with 85% of the project rating responses
receiving a four (4) or a five (5). Figure 2 outlines the number of responses and the
average score for each of the individual projects.
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Figure. 2: Number of Project Rating Responses with Average Rating Score
Ordered from highest to lowest by the number of project ratings received
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Overall, almost all the comments people provided through the online survey, emails, and
letters supported specific projects. That said, 14.6% of the project rating responses gave a
score of three (3) or less, indicating neutral to lesser support for a project.

Among the supportive written comments Metro received across the Step 2 applications, the
common themes to emerge include:

e The impact of the project on transportation safety for all users, but with a particular
focus on pedestrians;

e The impact of the project on making more seamless connections for people traveling
to and from places regardless the form of travel taken.

Among the concerned comments received across the Step 2 applications, the common
theme to emerge include:
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e The concern of prioritizing specific types of projects or using public funds on certain
types of projects over other competing transportation needs.

ONLINE TOOL PARTICIPANTS

People who responded using the online public comment survey were asked to respond to
demographic questions that help Metro and others looking at the public comment results
determine whether we heard from a representative group of people reflecting the
region’s diverse communities and broad range of experiences. The questions are optional
for the online public comment survey participants.

There is typically an opt-in bias that occurs with online engagement opportunities like this
one. This often results in an over-representation of people who have the time, comfort and
access to participate. Participation skews toward higher income people who speak English
and have a level of trust in governments. Groups that are underrepresented in respondent
information by four (4) percent or more are indicated in red. Demographic comparisons
are from demographic data from the U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey
(ACS) 5-year estimates and the 2020 Decennial Census for the Portland metropolitan
region.

In total 332 participants responded to the optional the demographic questions. This is less
than 20% response rate compared to the total 1,683 project rating responses received in
the online public comment survey. The participants who opted-in shared 40 different zip
codes as their residence as shown in Figure 3.

Figure 3. Number of Responses by Zip Code
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Table 1. Income (327 respondents)

Annual household Survey

income Percent

Less than $10,000 1%
$10,000 to $19,999 1%
$20,000 to $29,999 1%
$30,000 to $39,999 2%
$40,000 to $49,999 3%
$50,000 to $74,999 11%
$75,000 to $99,999 16%
$100,000 to $149,999 21%
$150,000 or more 26%
Don't know/prefer not to 18%

answer

Table 2. Gender (327 respondents)

Gender
Woman
Man
A gender not listed here
Prefer not to answer
** ACS 2016-2020 asks about sex, not gender

Table 3. Race/ethnic identity (326 respondents)

Racial or ethnic identity

ACS 2016-
2020

5%
6%
7%
14%
17%
13%
19%
20%

Survey Percent**

American Indian/Native American or Alaska

Native

Asian or Asian American

Black or African American

Hispanic, Latino or Spanish origin

Native Hawaiian, or other Pacific Islander
White

An ethnicity not included above

Prefer not to answer

* Participants could select as many race/ethnicity identities as applicable. Therefore, the total is greater than

100%.

51%
38%

1%
10%

Survey
Percent*

1%

6%
3%
6%
1%
76%
2%
13%

2020 census

3%

11%
5%
14%
1%
66%

9 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Table 4. Age (329 respondents)

Age Survey Percent*
18-24 2%

25-34 14%

35-44 25%

45-54 19%

55-64 12%

65-74 15%

75+ 6%

Prefer not to answer 7%

Table 5. Disability (328 respondents)

Survey Percent*

Yes 17%
No 72%
Prefer not to answer 11%
10 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

PROJECT APPLICATION PUBLIC COMMENT PROFILES

Beaverton Creek Trail: Merlo Road Improvements | Washington County | $6,640,700

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
Total number of project rating responses: 60
Average project rating: 4.6

Number of online survey written comments: 43

Beaverton Creek Trail: Merlo Road

Improvements

50 47

45

40
w
© 35
c
230
w
o]
s o5
o
@ 20
£
S 15
c

10 8

0 [ — -

1 2 3 4 5

NO SUPPOrt =y very high support

The comments were mostly
positive, emphasizing the
community benefits of
pedestrian and bicycle safety
improvements.

“This link between Trimet,
Waterhouse Trail and the
alternative high school, as
well as the developing areas
west of 170th Ave, have
generated more demand for
active transportation in this
area.”

“Merlo Station...has a lot of
students who take transit,
including young parents with
their children. Anything we
can do to make this road safer
for them is a plus.”

11 Public comments on proposed projects for 2025-27 regional flexible funds | July 2022
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Beaverton Downtown Loop: Southwest Hall Boulevard - 3rd Street to 5th Street |
Beaverton | $4,649,687

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 65

@ 00— 1240 ft.

Average project rating: 4.6

Number of online survey written comments: 37

60

a
o

I
o

n
o

number of responses
w
o

Beaverton Downtown Loop: SW Hall
Blvd - 3rd St to 5th St

2 3 2 3
- [ | - [ |
1 2 3 4

55

5

no support ———— very high support

Comments were mostly
supportive. Commenters
appreciated the safety,
accessibility and economic
benefits, with some concern
over project cost and how to
implement it.

“This starting project will help
be a demonstration and a
catalyst for what we can do to
improve our downtowns into
places that everyone can feel
safe, not only those on cars.”

“I think this could be one of
the most important, impactful
projects on this list to
demonstrate our regional
shift away from prioritizing
cars in our downtown areas.
This could be an example of
what's possible for others to
follow.”

12
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Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail: Roy Rogers - OR-99 West | Sherwood | $8,860,030

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 24

Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

@ 00— 1020 ft.

Average project rating: 4.3

Number of online survey written comments: 13

number of responses
[¢4)

IS

nN

Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail:

Roy Rogers - OR 99W

2
no support —————p very high support

15
6
2 I
i .
1 3 4 5

Comments were mostly
positive, noting enhanced
safety for pedestrians and
cyclists. There is concern
around the cost of the
project.

“What makes THIS project
GREAT is that it connects with
two other off road trails,
lengthening the opportunity
for people to really get out
and walk a good distance off
road.”

“How does a walking path
cost S9m? Is that really good
use of Tax Payer funds?”

“It will connect
neighborhoods via now
missing walking and biking
paths and allow kids to take

III

bikes to schoo

“Nice to have but more
pressing problems to
solve/alleviate.”

13
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements | Washington County |
$5,252,300

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 1

Total number of project rating responses: 35

@ 0/ ————— 1,150 ft.

Average project rating: 4.1

Number of online survey written comments: 26

25

20

Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to

Transit Enhancements

Comments were mostly
positive, noting the need for
improved transit
infrastructure and
improvements in public
transit service. There were
concerns about traffic and
congestion for all modes.

“This would be great for folks
along this corridor, which is
dense for mostly single family
homes with a good mix of
retail and restaurants that are
walkable on the path.”

“| grew up taking the bus to
the Cedar Mill library, and |
know first hand how much
the delays can impact the bus
lines there. | also think it's key
that we maintain the
neighborhood center feel of
Cedar Mill...This solution of
using tools within the space
that we already have is the

w
[] . .
2 most sensible solution.
215
o
G
@ 10
o
E
z ) 5

° 3

1 = 1 I
. |
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no support —————p very high support
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Clackamas Industrial Area Improvements: Southeast Jennifer Street Multi-use Path |

Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Clackamas County | $7,228,290

224,

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

(212)

@ 0 1,150 ft.

Total number of project rating responses: 14

Average project rating: 3.14

Number of online survey written comments: 10

Clackamas Industrial Area
Improvements: SE Jennifer Street

Multi-use Path

2
| I
1
0 I
2 3

1

w

number of responses
n

4
3 |
4 5

NO SUPPOIN s VET'Y high sUpport

Comments were mixed with
concerns of project
prioritization and a lack of
connectivity to the proposed
infrastructure.

“I do think it has some merit
in that it supports the
Veterans' Village and
Clackamas Village transitional
housing. “

“There are many workers in
the area who are forced to
walk in the street with semis.
This important connection will
increase safety.”

“The county should focus its
transportation funding on
existing population
centers...rather than directing
resources toward
unincorporated areas that
encourage further sprawl.
Prioritizing urban
infrastructure benefits more
residents and supports
sustainable growth.”

15 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail Bridge Construction | Gladstone | $8,721,932

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
Total number of project rating responses: 51
Average project rating: 4.2

Number of online survey written comments: 35

Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail
Bridge Construction

31

— n n
(62} o o

number of responses

5]

10
5 ° 4
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0 |
1 2 3 4 5
no support ————p very high support

Comments were mostly
positive expressing
excitement at the historic
connection. Concerns were
primarily related to project
prioritization.

“I would appreciate this
bridge as a local resident, but
I'm not certain how necessary
it is given that there is
another bike/ped bridge a
few blocks away.”

“This bridge would allow
Gladstone residents to easily
come and use them. It would
make the area more
connected and help to make
individuals more healthy by
increasing walking loop
options. | do believe good
walking loops would bring
visitors from elsewhere in the
metro area, and it would be a
positive addition for all.”

“I see it as a missing link; |
have walked and biked the
trails nearby many times on
both sides of the river, from
Milwaukie to Oregon City and
this would really be a valuable
link.”

16 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Lakeview Boulevard - Jean Road to McEwan Road | Lake Oswego | $983,000

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 12

Average project rating: 2.92

Number of online survey written comments: 7

Lakeview Blvd - Jean Rd to McEwan

Rd

S

number of responses
n w
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| I
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2 3

1
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4

5

no support =—————— very high support

Sentiment was mixed. The

benefits of the project were
acknowledged with concern
about project prioritization.

“This is an important project
for students getting to LO's
largest new elementary
school that does not have
safe bike or walk areas.”

“This is a small street with an
easily accessible parallel
route. Traffic calming and
shared facilities would be
much better than expanding
the roadway”

“Deliver a cycle track or a
bike/ped trail adjacent to the
project. Road widening by
itself is a horrible waste of
funds.”

17 Public comments on proposed projects for 2025-27 regional flexible funds | July 2022
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

North Dakota Street (FannoCreek) Bridge Replacement | Tigard | $8,000,000

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
Total number of project rating responses: 89
Average project rating: 4.8

Number of online survey written comments: 69

North Dakota Street (FannoCreek)
Bridge Replacement

79

Comments are
overwhelmingly supportive,
emphasizing the heavy use of
this narrow bridge. Safety for
commuters for all modes was
a theme.

“Replacement of this bridge is
of utmost importance to
continue to support
appropriate efficiency of
travel and appropriate traffic
flow. If the bridge is not
replaced, it will create traffic
bottlenecks; over congestion
in some parts of the city, and
longer travel times for all.
Please place high priority on
this project to promote
continued livability in our
community.”

“The Fanno Creek trail is a
major foot traffic arterial that
crosses this road, near the
bridge. The wetland, creek

w
@ o o o o
2 60 and Tualatin River will benefit
Q .
50 greatly from an improved
2 40 crossing, drainage and water
o
g 30 management.”
c
20
10
2 2 3
0 — — |
1 2 3 4 5
no support =—————— very high support
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Northeast 223rd Ave: Northeast Glisan to Northeast Marine Drive Safety Corridor

Planning | Multnomah County | $897,300

@ 0 ——— 2,000 ft.

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 21

Number of online survey written comments: 12

Average project rating: 4.0

NE 223rd Ave: NE Glisan to NE

Marine Dr Safety Corridor Planning

Comments were mostly
supportive and
overwhelmingly focused on
safety for bicyclists and
pedestrians.

“223rd desperately needs
safety improvements with
lack of sidewalks or adequate
bike lanes in many areas. This
road is primary access to both
Blue Lake Park and Chinook
Landing boat launch as well as
the Marine Drive bike path.”

“l lead a group bike ride on
this section monthly and it's
the scariest part of our day.
Wider bike lanes/shoulders,
bike signage would help.”

“People are having to walk in
the road! Please fund this

project.”
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no support ————— very high support
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Northeast Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access | Portland BOT |
$7,732,932

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 110

7y

213)

@ 0w 11580 ft.

205

Average project rating: 4.3

Number of online survey written comments: 87

©
o
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o

NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue
Multimodal Safety and Access

85

The majority of comments
were supportive, voicing
support for improved safety
for all modes of travel along
the corridor. Concerns were
about whether bicycle
infrastructure will be used if
invested in.

“NE Glilsan St. is 30 mph. Do
NOT put bicycle lanes on NE
Glisan St. This portion of NE
Glisan St. is used by freight
semi- trucks to travel to [-205.
It is a steep hill from NE 87th
Ave. to NE 90th Ave.”

“I'have clients and co-workers
with visual impairments that
live/work along this stretch of
Glisan. Prioritzing this portion
of Glisan would impact their
ability to safely and
independently travel along
this stretch of Glisan.”

8 “No one uses the existing bike
§50 infrastructure on Halsey, so
@
5 40 continuing to waste money on
& .\ .
230 additionally pointless
=0 ‘investments’ makes no
12
10 5 6 sense.”
2
"l - : om
1 2 3 4 5
no support ————p very high support
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Northeast Halsey Street Complete Street: 192nd Avenue - 201st Avenue | Gresham |
$9,420,793

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 16

Average project rating: 3.8

Number of online survey written comments: 9

number of responses
—_ n w N 4] [+] ~ w w

o

NE Halsey Street Complete Street:
192nd Avenue - 201st Avenue

1

8
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no support ————————— very high support

Comment sentiment was
mixed, the need for bicycle
and pedestrian safety was
affirmed, with concerns
highlighting project
prioritization and distance
from town.

“This road desperately needs
protection for bikes and
pedestrians. Please fund this
project.”

“This is a massive amount of
money for a small amount of
impact. There is not good
connectivity in this area so
what is the point of all this
work?”

“This is a great project as this
part of Halsey has needed
improvements for quite a
while. The proposed solution
is a great fit for what is
needed here.”

“l am so tired of seeing so
much money spent on bike
lanes that are not used.”

“Why sidewalks so far out
from town, when there are
lots of places with no
sidewalks closer in?”

21

Public comments on proposed projects for 2025-27 regional flexible funds | July 2022

216



Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Northeast MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit | Portland BOT | $4,879,517

30

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
Total number of project rating responses: 93
Average project rating: 4.7

Number of online survey written comments: 59

84/

=t
@ 039/ 4000 ft.

NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to

The majority of comments
were supportive. Comments
frequently touched on the
need for safer crossing and
reduced vehicle speeds.

“I know this project came out
of partnership with the Soul
District and it has been long
wanted by the Black
community. Please fund this
so it's easier to walk across
MLK and access local
businesses.”

“I live on a block right off MLK
Jr. and often drive, bike, and
walk down this corridor. With
the proposed improvements, |
would be much more inclined
to walk and bike over
choosing my car to go get
food at the food carts, pick up

Transit

90 my medication at the

80 78 Walgreens, and even walk

70 over to go volunteer at the
w
@ .
2 60 Oregon Humane Society.”
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no support =——————— very high support
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Northeast Prescott Street: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access | Portland BOT

Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

| $7,577,698

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 89

@ 0 — 1,480 ft.

Average project rating: 4.7

205

Number of online survey written comments: 73
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Safety and Access

NE Prescott St: 82nd Ave Multimodal

77

The majority of comments
were positive, emphasizing
bicycle safety, traffic calming,
connectivity and the need for
sidewalk infill.

“The 82nd project has been
through very extensive
community engagement with
formal groups and engaged
community organizations and
I think a lot of folks have been
able to weigh in so these are
well considered changes.”

“Prescott is one of the few
ways for cyclists to cross 205,
and one of only three that is
not a High Crash Corridor. It’s
the only way to traverse 205
north of Rocky Butte. It’s also
one of the few ways for
people to access Gateway
Green. These upgrades will
improve the safety of this
route. If we’re serious about

] .
£ 60 climate change we need to
=3 .
@ 50 make it safer for everyone to
5 40 traverse across 205”
é 30
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o — — |
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no support ————p very high support
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Northwest Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale
Avenue | Gresham | $4,067,496

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 18

Average project rating: 4.1

Number of online survey written comments: 7

NW Division Street Complete Street:

Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale

Avenue

number of responses
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1 2

no support ————— very high support

2
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Comment sentiment was
mixed, with a focus on
improving safety for
pedestrians and bicyclists.

“Fully in support of sidewalks,
completely against adding
bike lanes. Division is a
heavily travelled road and
cyclists should be discouraged
from traveling down this
highly congested area.”

“Makes life safer for those
outside of a car, makes our
planet healthier, makes our
communities more
economically resilient.”

“This seems like an easy win.
Let's help pedestrians and
cyclists make their way down
NW Division Street off the

|II

Fairview Trail. Very coo

“I'ride the Fairview-Gresham
trail occasionally. The utility
of this improvement is not
clear to me.”

24 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

OR-212/224 Sunrise Highway Phase 2: Bike/Pedestrian Facilities and Interchange

Improvements (CON) | Happy Valley | $12,026,120

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 30

Average project rating: 3.13

Number of online survey written comments: 23

OR 212/224 Sunrise Hwy Phase 2:
Bike/Ped Facilities and Interchange

Improvements (CON)

number of responses
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no support ———— very high support
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Comments were mixed in
sentiment, with many
concerns about prioritization
and alignment with regional
goals.

“The county should not be
prioritizing transportation
funding in unincorporated
areas.”

“Very dangerous intersection
that is car-centric...very
helpful for the thousands of
residents in the area. It's the
only connection between the
commercial area and the
many neighborhoods to the
south of the intersection”

“Please do not fund this
project that is part of a larger
freeway/expressway project
that is contrary to so many
regional policy goals”

“It’s regionally significant as it
is the primary East-West
route through northern
Clackamas County. The
people living in this
community deserve to be safe
and separated from
commuter traffic.”

“More lanes for cars? No
thank you.”

25 Public comments on proposed projects for 2025-27 regional flexible funds | July 2022
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OR-99 East (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to tumwata village: Shared-Use Path

Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

and Streetscape Enhancements Project Development | Oregon City | $3,832,341

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 36

Average project rating: 3.78

Number of online survey written comments: 29

OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th
Street to tumwata village: Shared-
Use Path and Streetscape
Enhancements Project Development

number of responses
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Comments were mostly
positive, noting safety,
economic significance and
benefit to tribes. There was
some concern about impact
on the environment.

“Could be a great draw for the
community in addition to
provide respectful and fitting
integration for local tribes: i.e.
Improved fishing access,
tourism.”

“Oregon City 99E
Enhancements and Trails is an
interesting concept but it has
not addressed the issues of a
loss of a riverside forest or
serious impacts to that forest.
Oregon City has no riverside
forest on the Willamette and
this is the only heavily
vegetated area that has
emerged over the last 100
years. The forest is inhabited
by American Bald Eagles and
Osprey nests and numerous
Great Horned Owl nests over
its 2000 ft length area.”

26 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025
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Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS Signal Improvements) | Portland BOT | $4,416,999

Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

184}

84

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 45

Average project rating: 4

Number of online survey written comments: 32

Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS
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Comments are mostly
positive, the need for traffic
management in order to
enhance pedestrian safety
and support transit is clear.

“Coupled with the Glisan
through street, | think this will
open up opportunity east of
205 and allow for more
pedestrian traffic to move
towards the greenlines and
Mall 205.”

“| feel very concerned for my
safety when walking, driving
or biking around SE. There are
many confusing intersections,
and blind turns.”

“The Lents Town Center
Monument is actually
currently broken because cars
keep hitting it. On SE Foster
and SE 92nd, you can still see
the crumbling building where
a Tesla crashed into the
building. Refuge Coffee House
on SE Foster is missing a
window because someone
crashed into the building.”

27 Public comments on proposed projects for 2025-27 regional flexible funds | July 2022
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood Avenue | Milwaukie |

$2,707,217

® 0e——— 1700 ft.

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
Total number of project rating responses: 130
Average project rating: 4.7

Number of online survey written comments: 107

Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th
Avenue to Linwood Avenue

The majority of comments are
supportive and enthusiastic
about improving connectivity.
Concerns were about further
delaying traffic as well as the
project cost.

“Right now getting to CCC's
Harmony Campus and the N.
Clackamas Aquatic Center is
either dangerous or
extremely meandering. These
are important parts of our
community that are currently
really hard to access except
via car! Adding a multiuse
path will make a huge
difference and make those
spaces much more accessible”

“It is no secret that the
intersection of Harmony,
Linwood, and Railroad is

120 14 extremely heavily used. The
railroad crossing adds further
100
. delays for traffic. Adding the
% 80 path would be unsafe and
g N would add additional,
% unnecessary delays for
E 40 motorists.”
20
5 ; 4 6
0 [ | _ - [ |
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N0 SUPP O ey 1Y high support
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Red Electric Trail East of Southwest Shattuck Road | Portland Parks | $3,938,250

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 1
Total number of project rating responses: 181
Average project rating: 4.7

Number of online survey written comments: 163

Red Electric Trail East of SW
Shattuck Rd

164

The majority of comments are
supportive with concerns
coming from residents who
live near the proposed trail or
see downsides to greater
access to schools and parks.
There was general support for
safety and accessibility,
community connectivity and
active transportation.

“My wife and | have enjoyed
walking the trails in
southwest Portland for
decades. As she gradually
becomes more disabled,
however, we can no longer
manage most of them. None
are ADA-accessible, and the
area does not have many
sidewalks, so it’s hard to find
a good place for us to stroll.

That’s what is so exciting
about the Red Electric Trail. It
will be ADA-compliant, run on

3 . .
§W20 relatively level terrain, and my
@ 100 wife will be able to walk along
o 80 it with her walker. That makes
5 00 it unique in this area.”
40
20 0 . , “Frankly, | don’t really want a
o W —_— - ton of people having easier
1 2 3 4 5
no support » very high support access to the unattended
back side of our school
grounds.”
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Smart Southwest 185th Avenue ITS and Better Bus Project | Hillsboro | $4,572,738

Comments were mostly
positive, highlighting traffic
congestion and safety and the
effect of the MAX on traffic.
There was mixed sentiment
on using artificial intelligence
(Al) in traffic management.

“Would love to see more

integration of technology to

help improve traffic flow
() royrs Gl oy around Hillsboro.”

“As Hillsboro continues to

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 298

Average project rating: 4.5

grow, we need to ensure all
people in different modes of
transit (car, bike, walking, bus,
light rail, etc.) have safe and

Number of online survey written comments: 231 predictable ways to travel

250

200

Smart SW 185th Avenue ITS and

185th.

“Build better infrastructure to

support non-car-oriented

Better Bus Project travel, such as separated bike
235
and ped paths. This

intersection is a nightmare to

g cross on foot or bike. "Al" will
2 150 not help with this.”
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N0 SUPPOTt =——  very high support
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

Southwest 175th Design: Southwest Condor Lane to Southwest Kemmer Road |
Washington County | $2,593,196

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0

Total number of project rating responses: 26

® 0 ——— 2000 ft.

Average project rating: 3.4

Number of online survey written comments: 18

number of responses

SW 175th Design: SW Condor Lane to
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N0 SUPPOr! =y ve1'Y high support

Comment sentiment was
mixed. While the need for
road improvements was a
theme, many questioned
whether the project would
ultimately support active
transit or achieve regional
goals.

“Straight roads encourage
people to drive fast. I'd prefer
to leave this turn in there to
force people drive slower.”

“This is a dangerous curve,
especially with teens driving
to MHS. However, | worry
about speeds if the road is re-
aligned.”

“This section of road and this
intersection is dangerous,
particularly at night. | am
supportive of doing studies
and coming up with
alternative designs for this
stretch.”

31
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Exhibit C to Resolution 25-5511

West Burnside Green Loop Crossing | Portland BOT | $7,677,446

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
Total number of project rating responses: 94
Average project rating: 4.4

Number of online survey written comments: 68

W Burnside Green Loop Crossing
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number of responses
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N0 SUPPOrt =e——— very high support

5

Comments were mostly
supportive, emphasizing the
need for pedestrian and
cyclist safety improvements
and expressing excitement for
the Green Loop.

“This project combines the
many needs of the people
who live and work near the
park blocks (and will continue
moving to these areas as they
continue to grow) to help
provide a better public space
for everyone.”

“Because this project is
between the very busy
Burnside crossing
intersections of both Old
Town and the Pearl District,
pedestrians are much more
likely to be utilizing this area
now and in the future.”

“Removing car traffic lanes in
support of this project is a
terrible idea.”

“Removing traffic lanes to add
in bike lanes will ALWAYS be a
good thing!!”

32 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025
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Westside Trail Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge Over Highway 26 | Tualatin Hills PRD |

$6,000,000

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 0
Total number of project rating responses: 115
Average project rating: 4.6

Number of online survey written comments: 87

Westside Trail Pedestrian and Bicycle
Bridge Over Highway 26
120

Comments were
overwhelmingly supportive,
emphasizing the need for
pedestrian and bicycle safety,
especially for students and
recreators.

“Sunset High School cross
country and track runners
(100+ students) run in this
vicinity, their routes often
taking them across the
Murray Rd or Cornell Rd
overpasses during rush hour
traffic. Construction of this
pedestrian bridge over Hwy
26 would create a much safer
alternate route for these
students. I'm certain the
bridge would also be utilized
by the greater community as
biking, walking, and running
our common activities
throughout the trail systems

100 87 north of Hwy 26.”
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33 Public comments on proposed projects for 2025-27 regional flexible funds | July 2022
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Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City | King City | $7,841,343

99)
W

@ 0 — 41350 ft.

Number of letter, email and voice mail comments: 1
Total number of project rating responses: 34
Average project rating: 4.2

Number of online survey written comments: 20

Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City
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N0 SUPPOrt =e——— very high support

5

Comments were mixed in
sentiment. There is
excitement about the
potential for extensive
connectivity, with concern for
local support and
environmental impact.

“With the UGB recently
expanded to the west side of
this corridor and new urban
development on the way,
now is a perfect time to fund
this project... In King City, it
would be the only continuous
active transportation route
between Beef Bend Rd. and
Tualatin River as 99W still has
several serious gaps for
pedestrians and cyclists.”

“I'm in favor of power line
trails on principle and it would
be great to be able to bike
from Tualatin to Bethany
someday but...this stretch of
the river and the natural
resources around it need to
be protected.”

34 Public comments on proposed projects for 2028-30 regional flexible funds | May 2025
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If you picnic at Blue Lake or take your kids to the Oregon Zoo, enjoy symphonies at the
Schnitz or auto shows at the convention center, put out your trash or drive your car - we've
already crossed paths.

So, hello. We're Metro - nice to meet you.

In a metropolitan area as big as Portland, we can do a lot of things better together. Join us to
help the region prepare for a happy, healthy future.

Stay in touch with news, stories and things to do.
oregonmetro.gov/news

Follow oregonmetro

=f i B v

Metro Council President
Lynn Peterson

Metro Councilors

Ashton Simpson, District 1
Christine Lewis, District 2
Gerritt Rosenthal, District 3
Juan Carlos Gonzalez, District 4
Mary Nolan, District 5

Duncan Hwang, District 6

Auditor
Brian Evans

600 NE Grand Ave. Portland,
OR97232-2736
503-797-1700

230



Exhibit D to Resolution 25-5511

Appendix A: Public
Comment Notices
and Invitation to
Participate

Step 2 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funds.

May 2025
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5/15/25, 4:44 PM Public notice: Opportunity to comment on transportation projects submitted for the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funding Allocation pr...

Exhibit D to Resolution 25-5511
@ Metro Q

Metro News <

Public notice: Opportunity to comment on transportation projects submitted
for the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funding Allocation process

March 26, 2025 11:59 a.m.

Share your feedback on transportation projects seeking federal funding to invest in roadways and
trails and make it easier and safer to walk, bike and use transit. Comment now through Wednesday,
April 30.

From safer sidewalks and bikeways to trails and road crossings, you can help decision-makers
choose the projects that will receive money through the Regional Flexible Funding Allocation

Regional flexible funds are federal dollars that can be used for a wide range of transportation
projects across the Metro region. These funds represent just a small piece - less than five
percent — of the region's total funding but help address crucial gaps and long-awaited fixes.

There are two separate opportunities to provide feedback on the different parts of the 2028-30
Regional Flexible Fund Allocation.

New bond proposal

As part of RFFA Step 1A.1, Metro is seeking input on a bond that would help fund regionally
significant transit projects proposed by cities, counties and transit providers throughout the
Metro region. Decision-makers are considering awarding up to $88.5 million dollars to five
proposed projects across Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington counties.

Learn more about the new project bond —

Step 2

With each regional flexible funds cycle, cities, counties and other transportation providers

across the region submit applications for community transportation projects to compete for

limited funds available in Step 2. There are 24 projects requesting funding to improve trails,
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5/15/25, 4:44 PM Public notice: Opportunity to comment on transportation projects submitted for the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funding Allocation pr...
. . Exhilgit D to Resol!lution.zs-ﬁll . .
sidewalks and roadways in communities across the region. There is an estimate of up to $42

million available. Your input is valuable in selecting projects for these highly competitive funds.

Learn more about the proposed projects —

How to comment

Let decision makers know what you think about the proposed bond and local projects. The
public comment period is open now through April 30, 2025.

There are a variety of opportunities for comment:

o Take surveys for both the transit-focused Step 1A.1 bond and the local transportation
projects competing for Step 2 flexible funds
o  Step1.A1bond survey

o  Step 2 survey in English and Spanish

o Email transportation@oregonmetro.gov

e  Mail to Transportation Planning, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR, 97232
° Call 503-797-1757 or TDD 503-797-1850

o Provide public testimony in the presence of decision-makers at the Joint Policy Advisory
Committee on Transportation meeting on Thursday, April 17.

Your input will be considered by decision makers alongside technical evaluations and regional
and federal policies.

Learn more about regional flexible funds —

RELATED STORIES

r4
m
<
i

Implementing the Regional
Transportation Plan: an update
on ongoing projects
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5/15/25, 6:12 PM Public hearing notice: Comment on the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funding Allocation process at JPACT | Metro

Exhibit D to Resolution 25-5511
@ Metro

Metro News <

Q

Public hearing notice: Comment on the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funding
Allocation process at JPACT

April 16,2025 11:35 a.m.

Join the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) meeting on Thursday, April
17th to share your feedback on transportation projects seeking federal funding. Projects will invest
in roadways and trails and make it easier and safer to walk, bike and use transit.

From safer sidewalks and bikeways to trails and road crossings, you can help decision-makers
choose the projects that will receive money through the Regional Flexible Funding Allocation

Regional flexible funds are federal dollars that can be used for a wide range of transportation
projects across the Metro region. These funds represent just a small piece - less than five
percent — of the region's total funding but help address crucial gaps and long-awaited fixes.

Public comment open until April 30th

The 2028-30 RFFA public comment period is open now until Wednesday, April 30. There are two
separate opportunities to provide feedback on the different parts of the 2028-30 Regional
Flexible Fund Allocation.

New bond proposal

As part of RFFA Step 1A.1, Metro is seeking input on a bond that would help fund regionally
significant transit projects proposed by cities, counties and transit providers throughout the
Metro region. Decision-makers are considering awarding up to $88.5 million dollars to five
proposed projects across Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington counties.

Learn more about the new project bond

Step 2
234
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5/15/25, 6:12 PM Public hearing notice: Comment on the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funding Allocation process at JPACT | Metro
lflt D to Resolution 25-

With each regional flexible fundg)él;/lc e, Clties, counties and %%I’llelzr transportation providers
across the region submit applications for community transportation projects to compete for
limited funds available in Step 2. There are 24 projects requesting funding to improve trails,
sidewalks and roadways in communities across the region. There is an estimate of up to $42

million available. Your input is valuable in selecting projects for these highly competitive funds.

Learn more about the proposed projects

Share your comments at JPACT

The Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) will hear tesitmony at their
virtual meeting on Thursday, April 17. Share your thoughts on the proposed bond and local
projects in the presence of decision makers.

Public testimony is anticipated to begin at 7:50 a.m. You are encouraged to sign up to speak in
advance.

April 177 JPACT meeting details —

How to give testimony —»

Other ways to comment
There are a variety of opportunities for comment until Wednesday, April 30:

o Take surveys for both the transit-focused Step 1A.1 bond and the local transportation
projects competing for Step 2 flexible funds
o  Step1.A1bond survey

o  Step 2 survey in English and Spanish

o Email transportation@oregonmetro.gov

e  Mail to Transportation Planning, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, OR, 97232
o Call 503-797-1757 or TDD 503-797-1850

Your input will be considered by decision makers alongside technical evaluations and regional
and federal policies.

Learn more about regional flexible funds —

RELATED STORIES
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Exhibit D to Resolution 25-5511

) > Please weigh in on which roads, transit, sidewalks and trails projects you support! Metro is
considering funding 24 projects throughout the community.

Survey available in English: https://bit.ly/4jbDzDZ or Spanish: https://bit.ly/3QZrCpé6.

~Wewantto -
+ hear from you!

.-

i,
—ry é:

Metro is considering
funding 24 projects
that improve roads,
transit, sidewalks

and trails.

Which projects do
you support?

Metro Ies mwta
“.a responder una
encuesta para

dar su opmmn

“-', e "_'i ] g Por favor diganos

3 cuales de los 24
proyectos usted

favorece mas para

financiacién.
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& oregonmetro &
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,*;__adhear from YOU! g
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Metro is considering

funding 24 projects

that improve roads,
transit, sidewalks

and trails.

Which projects do

you support?

QO Q2 T A

oregonmetro Ba/® Please weigh in on which roads,
transit, sidewalks and trails projects you support!

Metro is considering funding 24 projects throughout the
community, with up to $42 million available in funding.
Survey available in English or Spanish via the link in bio.
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Exhibit D to Resolution 25-5511

From: Robert Spurlock

To: Grace Cho; Molly Cooney-Mesker

Cc: Layne Wyse

Subject: FW: [External sender]Regional Trails Advocates: Regional Flexible Funds Public Comment is Open
Date: Friday, April 4, 2025 11:50:19 AM

From Steph...

Robert Spurlock, AICP | Metro | Regional Trails Planner

503-896-1700 | oregonmetro.gov/trails
My gender pronouns: he, him, his | Schedule: 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. Monday to Friday

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

Hi All,

There are a number of regional trails projects competing along with other on-street projects in
the current Regional Flexible Funds cycle. JPACT will be accepting public testimony at
the April 17th meeting, and the public comment period is open through April 30th.

Dear Portland metro area trails supporters,

The online public comment for the 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation is
open to receive community input through April 30™, 2025. The public comment period
provides the opportunity to provide feedback on both the Regional Flexible Fund bond
proposal and the competitive Step 2 applications. In addition to the online options for
comment, community members and interested parties can provide public testimony
before decision-makers at the April 1 7t meeting of the Joint Policy Advisory
Committee on Transportation (JPACT).

With each Regional Flexible Funds cycle, cities, counties and other transportation
providers across the region submit applications for community transportation projects
to compete for limited funds available in Step 2. For the 2028-2030 cycle, there are 24
projects requesting a total of $140 million in Regional Flexible Funds to improve trails,
sidewalks and roadways in communities across the region. There is an estimate of up
to $42 million available. To comment on individual project applications, please visit
the Step 2 website and navigate to the dynamic mapping tool to search for projects in
your area.
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Exhibit D to Resolution 25-5511

We encourage you to share these commenting opportunities with your networks. For
more information on the bond proposal, Step 2, or details on how to comment at the

April 17t JPACT meeting, please visit the Regional Flexible Fund webpage.

Steph Noll
Coalition Director
she/her
503-290-4569

https://www.oregontrailscoalition.org/
Oregon Trails Coalition

P.O.Box 14814
Portland, Oregon 97293

https://www.instagram.com/ortrailscoalition/
https://www.facebook.com/oregontrailscoalition/
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Exhibit D to Resolution 25-5511

From: Ramona Perrault

To: Ramona Perrault

Subject: 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Public Comment
Date: Thursday, March 27, 2025 10:36:39 AM

Dear Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) members, alternates and interested
parties:

The online public comment for the 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation is open to receive
community input through April 30th, 2025. The public comment period provides the opportunity to
provide feedback on both the Regional Flexible Fund bond proposal and the competitive Step 2
applications. In addition to the online options for comment, community members and interested

th

parties can provide public testimony before decision-makers at the April 17— meeting of the Joint

Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT).

Bond Proposal
Metro seeks input on a bond proposal that would provide up to $88.5 million dollars to five regionally

significant transit projects proposed by cities and counties throughout the Metro region. To learn
more and comment on the bond proposal, please visit Metro’s online open house.

Step 2
With each Regional Flexible Funds cycle, cities, counties, and other transportation providers across

the region submit applications for community transportation projects to compete for limited funds
available in Step 2. For the 2028-2030 cycle, there are 24 projects requesting a total of $140 million
in Regional Flexible Funds to improve trails, sidewalks, and roadways in communities across the
region. There is an estimate of up to $42 million available. To comment on individual project
applications, please visit the Step 2 website and navigate to the dynamic mapping tool to search for
projects in your area.

In closing, we encourage you to share these commenting opportunities with your networks. For more
information on the bond proposal, Step 2, or details on how to comment at the April 17" JPACT
meeting, please visit the Regional Flexible Fund webpage. Thank you.

Ramona Perrault

Committee Legislative Advisor
Metro

600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232-2736
503-780-4264

www.oregonmetro.gov

Metro | Making a great place
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From: Ramona Perrault

To: Ramona Perrault

Subject: 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Public Comment
Date: Thursday, April 3, 2025 11:27:57 AM

Dear MPAC members, alternates and interested parties:

The online public comment for the 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation is open to receive
community input through April 30th, 2025. The public comment period provides the opportunity to
provide feedback on both the Regional Flexible Fund bond proposal and the competitive Step 2
applications.

In addition to the online options for comment, community members and interested parties can
provide public testimony before decision-makers at the April 1780 meeting of the Joint Policy Advisory
Committee on Transportation (JPACT).

Bond Proposal
Metro seeks input on a bond proposal that would provide up to $88.5 million dollars to five regionally

significant transit projects proposed by cities and counties throughout the Metro region. To learn
more and comment on the bond proposal, please visit Metro’s online open house.

Step 2
With each Regional Flexible Funds cycle, cities, counties and other transportation providers across

the region submit applications for community transportation projects to compete for limited funds
available in Step 2. For the 2028-2030 cycle, there are 24 projects requesting a total of $140 million
in Regional Flexible Funds to improve trails, sidewalks and roadways in communities across the
region. There is an estimate of up to $42 million available. To comment on individual project
applications, please visit the Step 2 website and navigate to the dynamic mapping tool to search for
projects in your area.

In closing, we encourage you to share these commenting opportunities with your networks. For more
information on the bond proposal, Step 2, or details on how to comment at the April 17" JPACT

meeting, please visit the Regional Flexible Fund webpage.
Thank you.

Ramona Perrault

Committee Legislative Advisor
Metro

600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232-2736
503-780-4264

www.oregonmetro.gov
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From: Miriam Hanes

To: Miriam Hanes

Subject: 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Public Comment
Date: Tuesday, April 1, 2025 10:25:20 AM

Dear Metro Technical Advisory (MTAC) members, alternates and interested parties,

The online public comment for the 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation is open to receive

community input through April 30th, 2025. The public comment period provides the opportunity to
provide feedback on both the Regional Flexible Fund bond proposal and the competitive Step 2
applications.

In addition to the online options for comment, community members and interested parties can

provide public testimony before decision-makers at the April 17t meeting of the Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT).

Bond Proposal
Metro seeks input on a bond proposal that would provide up to $88.5 million dollars to five

regionally significant transit projects proposed by cities and counties throughout the Metro region.
To learn more and comment on the bond proposal, please visit Metro’s online open house.

Step 2
With each Regional Flexible Funds cycle, cities, counties and other transportation providers across

the region submit applications for community transportation projects to compete for limited funds
available in Step 2. For the 2028-2030 cycle, there are 24 projects requesting a total of $140 million
in Regional Flexible Funds to improve trails, sidewalks and roadways in communities across the
region. There is an estimate of up to $42 million available. To comment on individual project
applications, please visit the Step 2 website and navigate to the dynamic mapping tool to search for
projects in your area.

In closing, we encourage you to share these commenting opportunities with your networks. For
more information on the bond proposal, Step 2, or details on how to comment at the April 17th

JPACT meeting, please visit the Regional Flexible Fund webpage.

Thank you.
Sent on behalf of Grace Cho, Principal Transportation Planner, Metro

Miriam Hanes (she/they)
Program Assistant, Urban Policy & Development

Metro | oregonmetro.gov

600 NE Grand Avenue, Portland, OR 97232
desk: 503.797.1562, mobile: 971.378.3010
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From: Dorian Campbell

To: Dorian Campbell

Subject: 28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Public Comment
Date: Wednesday, March 26, 2025 3:57:24 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Dear Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC) members, alternates and
interested parties:

The online public comment for the 2028-2030 Regional Flexible Fund Allocation is open to
receive community input through April 30™, 2025. The public comment period provides the
opportunity to provide feedback on both the Regional Flexible Fund bond proposal and the
competitive Step 2 applications.

In addition to the online options for comment, community members and interested parties can
provide public testimony before decision-makers at the April 17t meeting of the Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT).

Bond Proposal

Metro seeks input on a bond proposal that would provide up to $88.5 million dollars to five
regionally significant transit projects proposed by cities and counties throughout the Metro
region. To learn more and comment on the bond proposal, please visit Metro’s online open
house.

Step 2

With each Regional Flexible Funds cycle, cities, counties and other transportation providers
across the region submit applications for community transportation projects to compete for
limited funds available in Step 2. For the 2028-2030 cycle, there are 24 projects requesting a
total of $140 million in Regional Flexible Funds to improve trails, sidewalks and roadways in
communities across the region. There is an estimate of up to $42 million available. To
comment on individual project applications, please visit the Step 2 website and navigate to the
dynamic mapping tool to search for projects in your area.

In closing, we encourage you to share these commenting opportunities with your networks. For
more information on the bond proposal, Step 2, or details on how to comment at the April 17th

JPACT meeting, please visit the Regional Flexible Fund webpage.
Thank you.

Sent on behalf of Grace Cho

Dorian Campbell She/They
RTP Program Assistant
Metro | oregonmetro.gov
600 NE Grand Ave.
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Appendix B:
Comment Received
by Email

Public comments on proposed projects
for Step 2 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funds.

May 2025
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From: Tim Mccarthy

To: Trans System Accounts

Subject: [External sender]Public comment on the 2028-30 Regional Flexible Funds Allocation
Date: Monday, March 31, 2025 7:49:09 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

It is really sad to have horribly rough roads due to projects that dig up the new smooth pavement and replace it with
garbage. The roads are so bad that it is destructive to our vehicles. I cannot believe that it is not possible to do a
better job of replacing pavement

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Jim Wygant

To: Trans System Accounts

Subject: [External sender]Burnside Bridge Replacement
Date: Tuesday, April 8, 2025 1:37:20 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

I am responding to the request for public input about the proposed
construction of a new Burnside Bridge. I grew up in Portland, and have
seen a lot of changes, some of which I regard as unfortunate. The state
engineer who designed the Marquam Bridge wanted to run an off-ramp to a
proposed freeway that would replace Powell Blvd. Fortunately that plan

for replacing Powell Blvd. occurred at a time when we did not assume

that highway engineers knew best. The off-ramp to Powell was discarded.

We are now considering new construction to replace the Burnside Bridge
across the Willamette River. It is regrettable that we are still trying

to design around the Marquam Bridge and the ugly, slow-moving freeway
snake that runs along the east side of the river. The consequence for

the new bridge plan is that the bridge must be stretched to accommodate
the freeway. This is not only ugly and expensive. It is ignores the

facts that:

1) traffic now crawls across the Marquam Bridge and along the east side;

2) most of the drivers are headed for areas that they could reach faster
by using the Fremont Bridge, but they don't know how to do that;

3) before committing to spending money on a new bridge, the re-routing
of I-5 traffic to the Fremont Bridge would move traffic more effectively
and remove the ugly nonsense along the east bank of the river. It
reminds me that San Francisco had an ugly two-layer ramp along the bay
that they could not decide to get rid off -- until an earthquake knocked

it down.

I know this has been argued before, but you are planning new
construction that is expensive and unnecessary. It will also cost a lot,
achieve nothing in expediting traffic, defers to another generation a
difficult decision, and preserves one of the ugliest developments in the
history of Portland.

Jim Wygant
7505 SE Reed College Pl.
Portland 97202

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
www.avast.com
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From: Joseph Stenger

To: RFFA

Subject: [External sender]Step 2. 82d Ave bicycle lane project
Date: Friday, April 4, 2025 4:29:37 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know
the content is safe.

I tried several times to complete the survey questions on the 82d project, but the survey page
won’t accept the county name so I can’t submit my response. Clearly glitchy. Here is what I
want to say.

Rank 5/5
I live west of that area. I ride Prescott to the 205 multiuser trail but it does not feel safe! This

project will be terrific.
Any project that makes it safer for cyclists and walkers will get people out of cars, make
traffic flow quicker, reduce deaths and reduce tailpipe pollution.

Multnomah County.
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From: Summer Beanland

To: Summer Blackhorse

Subject: FW: [External sender]Sunrise Gateway Corridor Project
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 2:44:56 PM

I think this might be for you.

Summer Beanland
Administrative Assistant
Office of the COO

My gender pronouns: she, her, hers.

Cell: 971-712-3792
Metro | www.oregonmetro.gov

From: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2025 2:35 PM

To: Summer Beanland <Summer.Beanland@oregonmetro.gov>
Cc: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>
Subject: RE: [External sender]Sunrise Gateway Corridor Project

Looks like another RFFA comment below

From: Roger Hough <rogerhough@houghteam.com>

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2025 2:26 PM

To: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>
Subject: [External sender]Sunrise Gateway Corridor Project

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

As a longtime resident and real estate broker in the Happy Valley area, I’'m writing to express
my enthusiastic support for the Sunrise Gateway Corridor Project.

This is far more than just a transportation improvement — it’s a visionary investment in the
future of our region. The emphasis on placemaking, safe and accessible bike and pedestrian
pathways, increased connectivity between neighborhoods, and thoughtfully planned green
spaces will make a lasting, positive impact on both livability and economic opportunity in East
Clackamas County.
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Our community is growing rapidly, and with that comes the responsibility to grow smart. This
project reflects a proactive approach to regional equity, safety, and sustainable infrastructure.
It can reduce congestion, expand multimodal transit options, and support job creation — all
while preserving the character and charm that makes Happy Valley such a desirable place to
live and work.

I strongly encourage your continued investment in this initiative and urge approval of the
funding to move the next phase of design forward. This is the kind of bold, thoughtful
planning our community needs — and deserves.

Thank you for considering this important step forward for our region.

Warm regards,

Roger Hough
Principal Broker

Roger Hough, Principal Broker with The Hough Team
Better Homes & Gardens Realty Partners, 12550 SE 93rd Ave, #120 Clackamas 97015

M 503.516.5688 | O 503.698.6600 | RogerHough@HoughTeam.com
| www.HoughTeam.com

icensed in Oregon ¢ Vashingtc
Licensed in Oregon and Washington
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From: Rose Causey

To: Trans System Accounts

Subject: [External sender]Sunrise Gateway Corridor project
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 4:52:16 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know
the content is safe.

Re: Sunrise Gateway Corridor Project

I am in favor of improvements to Hwy 212, and I believe that it is urgently needed. It is a popular
highway in Clackamas County which connects from [-205 out east into the country north of Carver
all the way past Boring into Sandy. Traffic is quite backed up during rush hours am and PM from I-
205 to Damascus. It is difficult to turn onto from side streets. There should be improved lighting and
some room in the center with left turn lanes in it. Also, some sort of raised dividers to help prevent
traffic collisions. There has been loss of life on Highway 212 over the past few years due to head on
collisions. A bike path or sidewalk on the south side would be helpful. Dividers of some sort would
be good between left turn lanes between intersections.

Thank you for listening to concerned citizens of Oregon

Rose Causey
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From: Prad Shah

To: Trans System Accounts

Subject: [External sender]Sunrise Gateway Corridor/Highway 212 Project
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 8:57:49 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know
the content is safe.

I live in the Happy Valley area and enjoy the area very much. Schools, Park walking trails
throughout the area. The Sunrise corridor/Highway offers a unique opportunity for
development that would add a unique charm to the area, with some residences, some
community activity centers and walking trails. Presence of Adrien C. Nelson high school
presence offers a real livable community to the area.

I whole heartedly support the critical funding for the Sunrise Gateway corridor/Highway
project.

Sincerely,

Prad Shah
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From: Trans System Accounts

To: Summer Blackhorse; Georgia Langer

Subject: FW: [External sender]Support for the Sunrise Gateway Corridor funding
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 12:59:52 PM

Hi Summer and Georgia!
This comment came into our general transportation in-box.

Thanks,
Jess

Jessica Martin
Administrative Supervisor
Planning and Development

Metro | oregonmetro.gov
600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736
503-797-1918

From: Michael Eddy <mikeeddyl@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2025 12:57 PM

To: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>

Subject: [External sender]Support for the Sunrise Gateway Corridor funding

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

JPACT and Metro Transportation,

| am submitting this in support of the Sunrise Corridor Gateway project, as itincreases multimodal
transportation options, helps create more jobs in the area, and protects and enhances the existing
neighborhoods in the region.

As a former long-time resident of Clackamas County (just above the corridor), | saw firsthand how
the area grew, yet struggled to improve as financial inputs were always constrained. It was always
disappointing that there were no easy access points to the Clackamas River, very few parks and
greenspaces and serious congestion. | am heartened to think that this funding may be the jumping off
point to some great improvements for the region.

| hope that this is just the first investment to improve the region.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Mike Eddy
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From: Shrestha, Bandana

To: Trans System Accounts

Cc: Triplett, Stacey; brett@hvhikers.com; JStasny@clackamas.us

Subject: [External sender]Support of the Sunrise Gateway Corridor, Highway 212
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 6:18:39 PM

Attachments: image001.png

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the

content is safe.

Dear Metro Transportation Team,

As a resident of Clackamas County who lives adjacent to and uses the Sunrise Gateway
Corridor in my everyday life and as the State Director for AARP Oregon, | am writing to strongly
encourage Metro to invest in the Sunrise Gateway Corridor/Highway 212. This investment is
crucial for enhancing the safety and accessibility of the corridor for all modes of transportation.
Furthermore, it will improve access to jobs, neighborhoods, transit options, and parks and
open spaces for our region.

| had the privilege of serving on the Metro Local Investment Team for Get Moving 2020, where
we heard from local residents, elected officials, and businesses and learned about the needs
and opportunities for improving safety and transit access in the Sunrise Corridor. This
experience brought home to me the importance of making strategic investments in this rapidly
growing area.

The Sunrise Gateway Corridor is one fastest-growing areas in the metro region and is expected
to continue growing with new homes, businesses, and residents. To support this growth and
ensure that it is the right type of growth, it is essential to make critical investments to ensure
this area remains a great place for people of all ages to live, work, and thrive. By investing in this
corridor, Metro will support families, foster economic development, and help to create a
community where people can age in place with the necessary transportation options, access
to amenities and supportive environments that enhance quality of life.

Thank you for considering this important investment.
Sincerely,

Bandana

Bandana Shrestha

State Director, AARP Oregon
Resident of Clackamas
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Bandana Shrestha S 9§

(she/her, how to_pronounce my name)
State Director | AARP Oregon

1455 SW Broadway, Suite 1490
Portland, OR 97201

503-784-1789 (C) 1 503-513-7368 (O)
bshrestha@aarp.org

Book a meeting with me.

CONNECT WITH US:
aarp.org/or|Facebook |Twitter |YouTube|lnstagram |LinkedIn

i Oregon

Wise Friend. Fierce Defender.
Ageism is prejudice against our own future selves.

“Look closely at the present you are constructing. It should look like the future you are

dreaming.” Alice Walker
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g Hillsboro

April 21, 2025

Metro Council President Lynn Peterson
Metro Councilor Ashton Simpson
Metro Councilor Christine Lewis

Metro Councilor Gerritt Rosenthal
Metro Councilor Juan Carlos Gonzalez
Metro Councilor Mary Nolan

Metro Councilor Duncan Hwang

Metro Regional Center
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232-2736

RE: Comments on Metro’s 2028-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 1A.1 Draft Bond Allocation
Dear Metro Council President Peterson and Metro Councilors:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the proposed 2028-30 Regional Flexible
Fund Step 1A.1 Draft Bond Allocation. The City of Hillsboro supports the proposed bond as an
opportunity to leverage federal and state funds, advance local and regional transit priorities,
and support building projects that meet our community's urgent transportation needs.

| am grateful and pleased to see the bond proposal would invest in the Tualatin Valley (TV)
Highway Safety and Transit Project — a collaborative multi-jurisdictional effort to make travel
safer, enhance transit rider experience, and improve service speed and reliability along this
well-traveled corridor. The TV Highway corridor supports one of the highest ridership bus lines
in the region, while serving many communities of color, limited English proficiency speakers,
and lower income communities. It is also a designated High Injury Corridor that desperately
needs investments to improve safety.

The bond package demonstrates strong regional support to leverage significant federal, state
and local funding. However, the draft bond allocation proposes $28 million dollars for the TV
Highway Safety and Transit Project instead of its requested $30 million dollars. | appreciate
that the proposed bond allocation strives to provide financial support to five regional projects.
Still, I must emphasize the need for the full requested regional contribution amount for the TV
Highway Safety and Transit Project.

Although the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) could fill the $2 million dollar
deficit, the uncertainty of those funds introduces many risks for the TV Highway Safety and
Transit Project in maintaining expected local funding contributions and in applying for federal
funding.

150 E Main Street, Hillsboro, Oregon 97123-4028 503.681.6100 Fax 503.681.6232 www.hillsboro-oregon.gov
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Request: Revise the Metro proposal to include a full regional award amount of $30 million
dollars for the TV Highway Safety and Transit Project securing this project and our communities’
future.

Thank you for consideration, and | know that together we can advance our shared goal of
improving transportation safety and equity for everyone in our community.

Sincerely,

Mayor Beach Pace

cc: Councilor Olivia Alcaire
Councilor Kipperlyn Sinclair
Councilor Saba Anvery
Councilor Elizabeth Case
Councilor Rob Harris
Councilor Cristian Salgado
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From: Trans System Accounts

To: Summer Blackhorse

Subject: FW: [External sender]Support for Sunrise Gateway Project
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 11:00:10 AM

----- Original Message-----

From: don smith <donsmith2269@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, April 28, 2025 10:35 AM

To: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>
Cc: don smith <donsmith2269@gmail.com>

Subject: [External sender]Support for Sunrise Gateway Project

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

Hello,

I whole heartedly support the Sunrise Gateway Project. Parallel/alternative/main routes are desperately needed in
northern Clackamas County to relieve congestion, spread traffic out and provide a safe and fast route/avenue for
emergency services.

If Metro has its eye on increasing the population around the 212 corridor, then a balanced transportation system is
essential with adequate roads to prevent grid lock and move commerce.

Thank you,

Don Smith

11800 SE William Otty Rd
Happy Valley, OR 97086
503-730-0253
donsmith2269@gmail.com
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From: Diana Helm

To: Trans System Accounts

Subject: [External sender]RFFA and Sunrise Corridor
Date: Monday, April 28, 2025 8:45:58 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know
the content is safe.

Hello JPACT Team,

The Sunrise Corridor/Hwy 212 Project is a worthy recipient of the Regional Flexible
Funds Allocation dollars. Jamie Stasney and her incredible team have done more
public outreach than any project | have witnessed or been involved in over the past
15 years.

Please allocate funds in Clackamas County, it's long overdue!

Thank you,
Diana

Diana Helm
503.522.6305
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SWTrails PDX

Promoting walking and cycling in SW
Portland, OR

www.swtrails.org

Facebook @SwTrailsPortland

Follow @swtrailspdx

April 15, 2025
Dear RFFA Commuittee,

To appreciate the importance of the Hayhurst segment of the Red Electric Regional
Trail it is crucial to keep in mind that this neighborhood has very few sidewalks.
Only 14% of area streets have a sidewalk, making Hayhurst one of the
neighborhoods with the least sidewalk coverage in Portland.

This means that schoolchildren walk to Hayhurst Elementary School in the road,
alongside cars. And the problem will only become more urgent once the Raleigh
Crest development builds 263 new residences on the Alpenrose site.

Portland Parks & Recreation’s proposed RFFA project connects the Alpenrose site
to the elementary school and to Pendleton Park, and has the potential to become a
car-free, safe route to school for many young children.
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The regional importance

The Red Electric Regional Trail will become a key connector for local, short
distance trips within and between the many neighborhoods it passes through. And
giving residents a safe way to walk across their neighborhoods is important! But
the bigger significance of the RERT is that it is regional. It will provide a 16-mile,
family-friendly walking and cycling route from Garden Home to the Willamette
River and downtown Portland. Heading the other direction, from Garden Home to
the south, trail users would be able to connect to Tigard’s Fanno Creek multi-use
Trail for a total 24-mile trip.

Because of this, both the Portland City Council and the Metro Council conferred
the trail with the “regional” designation in 2007 and 2008, respectively. The new
Raleigh Crest development of the Alpenrose site will be building a segment of the
Red Electric trail across their property. If Metro were to fund the Hayhurst/
Pendleton Park segment of the trail, the combined private public-private dollars
would anchor the western end of the Red Electric to the Fanno Creek Trail and
would be a gap-free extension of this walking and cycling path.

Equitable transportation
Finally, having a safe route to walk or roll would be transformative for those who

do not drive—children, the disabled, people living on low incomes and the elderly.

Because it is a multi-use path, the Red Electric Trail would be particularly helpful
to disabled people or others who rely on a scooter or other wheeled device. In this
way, the Red Electric multi-use path would reduce car trips and help non-drivers
achieve independence. Please keep in mind, the area does not have safe access to
the bus stops on Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway, Shattuck Road does not have a
sidewalk (and there was a pedestrian death crossing BHH at Shattuck a few years
back).

Evaluation scoring

One last comment about the evaluation report scoring. It is an impressive and
comprehensive set of criteria, and obviously Metro put a lot of work into
evaluating the projects. As we review the Red Electric scoring, we have some
comments which might clarify southwest’s existing conditions, several of which
seem invisible to this framework.

Residents of Southwest Portland live with a dearth of infrastructure—the area has
the least sidewalk coverage, the least number of planned bike routes that have
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actually been built, and the worst bus coverage and frequency in Portland. Only
33% of our biggest roads, the collectors and arterials, have sidewalks.

SWTrails has built and maintains our 55 miles of trails as a safe alternative to
roads which lack basic infrastructure. The point is to avoid high crash corridors and
intersections where possible. The Hillsdale-Hayhurst segment of the Red Electric
Trail is a good example of this. It runs near, and parallel, to the Beaverton-
Hillsdale Highway high crash corridor, which has a bike lane, but no sidewalks.
Confident cyclists will ride on BHH—no one else will; the Red Electric offers
children and less confident riders the only alternative route.

The first several Safe System criteria don’t capture our reality of needing an

avoidance and safe alternative strategy, and a few other questions seem to be
evaluated incorrectly. (For example, MO4. “Does the project provide a safer

alternative to a high-crash location?” was scored 0.0) Our infrastructure is so
minimal that the need isn’t registering.

In closing

SWTrails has worked closely with the Portland Bureau of Transportation, PP&R
and Metro over the decades to make the Red Electric Regional Trail a reality. We
hope that Metro will continue to support this worthy project. Thank you for your
consideration.

Sincerely,

Lisa Caballero
Vice-President
lisac@me.com

Don Baack
Founder
donbaack@gmail.com

Milestones in the Red Electric Regional Trail project

1995-1997 Multimodal trail on the old red electric route conceived by SWTrails,

PP&R and Metro;
1998 PP&R receives funding from Metro for feasibility study;
2000 Urban Trails Plan adopted by Portland City Council (including Trail

2, a portion of the Red Electric route);
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The 1998 feasibility study results in this route being approved as a
multimodal regional trail by Portland City Council with subsequent
approval in 2008 by Metro Council. The “regional” status means the
route requires public right-of-way dedication from future development
along its length.

State Senator Ginny Burdick secures a $750,000 State grant, “covid
funding,” for PP&R to design a multi-use path along the Hayhurst
segment;

Red Electric Trail Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge over the Fanno
Creek headwaters in Hillsdale opens. This multimodal bridge connects
Hillsdale business area with “Little Bertha™ area immediately west of
Hillsdale — a key connection for the overall trail.

Metro recognizes the transportation potential of the Red Electric Trail
in its Regional Trails Prioritization Tool Report, ranking it “Very
High.”

Portland approves the Land Use plan for the Raleigh Crest
development. Includes design for the Red Electric multi-use path
across the property.
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From: Trans System Accounts

To: Summer Blackhorse

Cc: Trans System Accounts

Subject: RE: [External sender]Support
Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 2:52:15 PM

And another!

From: kayduncan16@gmail.com <kayduncanl6@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2025 2:48 PM

To: Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>
Cc: Duncan, John <duncan@humnet.ucla.edu>

Subject: [External sender]Support

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the

content is safe.

Hi My name is Kay Duncan and we live in the Happy Valley . when we found out that there is a Sunrise
Corridor Project along the Hwy 212, we were happy to find out there is an infrastructure plan to
improve the traffic along these neighborhood. Having improved transportation along 212 will improve
the Gridlock along the Sunnyside as well..

WE need infrastructure improvements as much as we can support and my husband John and | are all

for it and will do what we can.

Thank you

Kay & John
Duncan
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From: Trans System Accounts

To: Summer Blackhorse

Subject: FW: [External sender]Project ID CFP6 “Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City”

Date: Monday, April 14, 2025 7:53:50 AM

Attachments: 0952uk2n3a2tocpr2pvnl.png
Attachment D for ID CFP6 - westside trail master plan for King City Seament 1.pdf
Attachment C for ID CFP6 - WaCo Review of Kensington Square development.pdf
Attachment A for ID CFP6 - Excerpt from KT EW Alts Study Transp 2022 Appendix B regarding Fischer Road
extension traffic volume.pdf
Attachment B for ID CFP6 - Letter from Chuck Watson, Rivermeade Community Club (1).pdf
Attachment E for ID CFP6 - Westside Trail and Park Concept plan approved by City Council.pdf

Thank you,

Summer Blackhorse, (she/they)
Program Assistant Il

Support for Jean Senechal-Biggs, Manager, Resource Development

Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program
TransPort, Transportation System Management & Operations
Regional Travel Options

Get There, Portland Metro Regional Network Administrator

Hours, 7:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. Monday through Friday
503-797-1757 to leave a message sent to my email
971-978-8789 cell phone

From: Gary Woods <garyjudywoods@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 13, 2025 5:44 PM

To: RFFA <RFFA@oregonmetro.gov>; Trans System Accounts <transportation@oregonmetro.gov>

Subject: [External sender]Project ID CFP6 “Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City”

CAUTION: This email originated from an External source. Do not open links or attachments unless you know the
content is safe.

To Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation

Here is the testimony for the April 17th meeting

Gary Woods

King City, Oregon
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Table 1 Segment 1: Tualatin River to SW Beef Bend Road

1A Tualatin River crossing

Design: three-span bridge with approach
ramp under 5% grade, steel/concrete
construction, 18’-wide bridge deck

Use: pedestrians, bicycles, equestrians
Jurisdiction: City of King City, City of
Tualatin

Length: 330’-long bridge plus 200’-long
north side ramp

Cost: $3,844,000

Priority: near term

Bridge crosses the Tualatin River west of the power
corridor; north approach ramp to be built within power
corridor; north ramp on piers to avoid impeding
floodwaters; connects to Ice Age Tonquin Trail and
Tualatin River Greenway Trail on south side of river and
to Segment 1 and King City Community Park on north
side; wildlife habitat features are to be included in

bridge design.

1B Tualatin River crossing to SW Beef Bend Road

Design: asphalt, 10’ to 12’ wide, up to 5%
grades; soil with gravel, 6’ to 8’ wide, up to
5% grades.

Use: pedestrians, bicycles, equestrians
Jurisdiction: City of King City

Length: 0.74 mile

Cost: $3,153,000

Priority: near term

Within power corridor; two parallel trails — one paved
multiuser, one equestrian; relatively flat corridor, no
switchbacks required; one wetland crossing requiring
boardwalk; trailhead at King City Park; prairie restoration
with wetland enhancement and restoration.
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Washington County Transportation Review
Kensington Square Preliminary Subdivision Application

Date: April 9, 2025
Jurisdiction: King City
City Application: LU-2024-07
County Application: CP2590901

City Contact: Maxwell Carter, City Planner
Phone: (971) 392-5869
Email:  mcarter@ci.king-city.or.us

County Staff: Tony Mills, Associate Planner
Phone: 503-846-3837
Email:  tony_mills@washingtoncountyor.gov

Site/Application Information
Existing Use: Low-density residential

Proposal: The applicant proposes subdividing four existing tax lots into + 87 lots for
future residential development.

Site Size: +7.16-Acres

Site Address: 13970 & 14060 SW Beef Bend Road, 16305 SW 137 Avenue

County Right-of-Way: SW Beef Bend Road

Washington County
Assessor’s Map(s): 2S116B, Tax Lots 800 and 1000 and 2S116BB, Tax Lots 2700 and 2701

Department of Land Use & Transportation - Planning and Development Services - Transportation Planning
155 N. First Avenue, Suite 350, MS 14 - Hillsboro, OR 97124-3072
phone: 503-846-3519
website: www.washingtoncountyor.gov/lut - email: lutplan@washingtoncountyor.gov






ACRONYM DEFINITIONS:

“WCCO” means Washington County Code of Ordinances

“TSP” Washington County’s Transportation System Plan

“RDCS” means Washington County’s Road Design and Construction Standards

“CDC” means Washington County’s Community Development Plan

“AASHTO” means American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials

“ESAL” means Equivalent Single Axle Load
“MUTCD” means Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
“ITE” means Institute of Transportation Engineers

“ORS” Oregon Revised Statute

COMMENTS AND DESIGN REQUIREMENTS

Consistent with ORS Chapters 368 and 810, these comments are intended to fulfill Washington County’s
role as the owner of public right-of-way impacted by a proposed development. The roadway subject to
the provided comments is confirmed to be under the jurisdiction of Washington County, as per county
road records, Washington County’s Transportation System Plan (TSP), and King City’s TSP.

Washington County’s roadway design comments are based on the County’s Transportation System Plan
(TSP) and Roadway Design Criteria Standards (RDCS). Resolution and Order 86-95 provides the basis for
determining when safety improvements are necessary.

Project Background

These comments address the Kensington Square preliminary subdivision application currently under
review by the City of King City as part of land use case file LU-2024-07. The proposed subdivision will
divide 7.16 acres currently occupied by four tax lots (Washington County Assessor’s Map 25116B, Tax
Lots 800 and 1000, and Map 25116BB, Tax Lots 2700 and 2701) into +87 lots for future residential
development. The development site has £515 linear feet of frontage along SW Beef Bend Road.

The current subdivision layout anticipates that the future lots will be accessed via a local street network
that ties into an intersection with SW 137th Avenue. SW 137th Avenue is currently a £ 22-foot-wide,
two-lane paved road that extends south from an intersection with SW Beef Bend Road, serving as the
only connection to the transportation network for approximately 40 existing dwellings in the area. King
City has identified SW 137th Avenue as a collector in their Transportation System Plan (TSP). Based on
the current design, all new traffic generated by the proposed subdivision will travel through the
intersection of SW 137th Avenue and SW Beef Bend Road.

Road Existing Conditions and Classifications

According to the most recent county survey (Survey Number: 31771), the right-of-way width for SW
Beef Bend Road varies substantially. Along the site’s frontage, the right-of-way is 58 feet wide, 25 feet
from the monumented centerline to the subject property boundary. SW Beef Bend Road transitions
from two to three lanes with a center turn lane to accommodate three offset intersections east of the
project site’s frontage.

The Functional Classification and Lane Number Designation Maps in Washington County’s TSP identify
SW Beef Bend Road as a 2-3 lane arterial roadway. A regional trail is planned to extend from the

Department of Land Use & Transportation - Planning and Development Services * Transportation Planning
155 N. First Avenue, Suite 350, MS 14 - Hillsboro, OR 97124-3072
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intersection between SW 137%™ and SW Beef Bend Road to the west across the frontage of the subject
project site.

According to the Functional Design Parameters for roadways provided in Table 3 of the Washington
County Transportation System Plan (TSP), arterial roads that are expected to be three lanes require a
minimum of 90 feet of right-of-way, which corresponds to the A-4 designation in the Roadway Design
Criteria Standards (RDCS).

Safety Hazard

The Transportation Impact Study, prepared by Lancaster Mobley and submitted as part of the proposed
subdivision, has been reviewed by Washington County traffic engineers to determine the impact of the
proposed development on the county right-of-way. These comments are consistent with the
Washington County TSP, Road Design and Construction Standards, and R&O 86-95.

The submitted application will establish a new subdivision with 87 lots for future residential dwellings.
As proposed, a local street network will connect the future lots to the existing roadway system via a
single intersection with SW 137™ Avenue.

SW 137th Avenue is the only outlet for an existing neighborhood of low-density, single-detached
dwellings. Currently, the road has a single connection point to the larger transportation network
through an intersection with SW Beef Bend Road. According to the TIS, the proposed subdivision will
add +624 daily vehicle trips to SW 137%™ Avenue, directly impacting its intersection with SW Beef Bend
Road.

R&O 86-95 defines the impact area of a specific development where the applicant may be responsible
for improvements, and it categorizes safety hazards as existing or predicted. According to Appendix B,
Section A of R&O 86-95, existing hazards refer to those identified on the Safety Priority Index System
List, and predicted hazards can be identified as locations where safety improvements are warranted.
The impact area is defined under Section A as road links where site-generated traffic equals or exceeds
10 % of the existing average daily traffic.

The TIS did not analyze the current traffic volume on SW 137th Avenue. However, based on the existing
development pattern of single-detached dwellings that use SW 137" Avenue for access, the current
traffic volumes on SW 137th Avenue are unlikely to exceed 6,240 vehicle trips. Therefore, the additional
624 trips produced by the proposed subdivision would exceed the 10% threshold used to define an
impact area in R&0O 86-95.

Per R&O 86 95, Appendix B, Section D.2.2.2, warranted improvements are considered a predicted
hazard. Subsection 2 specifies that left turn lanes at intersections within an impact area may be
regarded as a predicted hazard safety improvement, provided volume warrants indicate the need for an
improvement.

Based on the information provided in the applicant’s Traffic Impact Study (TIS) and analysis by
Washington County’s traffic engineering team, the additional vehicle trips generated by this subdivision
warrant a dedicated left turn lane for westbound traffic at the intersection of SW Beef Bend Road and
SW 137t Avenue.

The intersection between SW 137" Avenue and SW Beef Bend Road is one of three offset intersections
within a +400-foot stretch of SW Beef Bend Road. SW Colyer Way and SW Peachtree Drive intersect on
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the north side of SW Beef Bend Road, located west and east of the SW 137™ Avenue intersection. The
SW Colyer Drive intersection is to the west, and the SW Peachtree Drive intersection is approximately
150 feet to the east. An existing two-way center-left turn lane, extending between the two
intersections, allows eastbound and westbound traffic to make left-turning movements onto the
respective streets.

Based on the expected left-turning PM peak volumes and 85 percentile speed, the dedicated left-hand
turn lane's total required length (taper and turn lane) is 240 feet.! This exceeds the 150-foot distance
between the intersections of SW 137th Avenue and SW Peachtree Drive with SW Beef Bend Road.
Therefore, the current alignment of the SW 137" Avenue and SW Beef Bend Road intersection cannot
safely accommodate the increased westbound traffic from SW Beef Bend Road, which is making left-
turning movements onto SW 137" Avenue.

The county understands that resolving the issues at this intersection may not be feasible as a part of this
project. The County Engineer may be willing to support a Design Exception to establish an interim access
consistent with the access management provisions in Washington County’s TSP. This option would
provide the proposed subdivision direct access onto SW Beef Bend Road until the existing intersection is
improved and can safely accommodate additional traffic.

Any improvements to existing county facilities will require a Washington County Facility Permit. The
County Engineer must approve designs that deviate from the county’s Road Design and Construction
Standards through the Design Exception process.

! Washington County’s Road Design and Construction Standards, Section 15.08.320.050 determines the
design requirements for a dedicated left-turn lane.
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Washington County Facility Permit Requirements
I. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

A. Permit Requirements

1.

A Facility Permit is required for all improvements within Washington County’s right-of-
way. Facility Permits must follow the submittal requirements outlined in WCCO, Title
15.08.210.

An early access permit is required for site work where construction traffic will utilize the
county’s right-of-way.

Submit a construction access and traffic circulation/control plan.

Construction access will be from the city’s right-of-way. No rural properties can be used
for construction staging.

Per WCCO, Title 15.08.3.40.070, and CDC Section 501-8.5.B(4), new private driveway
entrances onto an arterial road are restricted. In cases where access to an arterial road is
necessary, a design exception may be submitted to the county engineer for review.
Applications for a design exception must conform to the submittal requirements in
WCCO, Title 15.08.220.020.2. Applicants are required to demonstrate that the request
conforms to the review criteria in Title 15.08.220.020 of the WCCO.

Provide a Pavement Report prepared by a Professional Engineer. The report will include
recommendations for new full-depth pavement and/or pavement repair for existing
roadway sections affected by the project. The report shall include but is not limited to
the following recommendations: Existing pavement condition analysis, Grind and
Inlay/Overlay, pavement repair, “Wet Weather” pavement construction, ESAL
calculations, AASHTO pavement design calculations, soil classification, modulus, and
laboratory test results.

B. Improvements

1.

New impervious areas that expand beyond the UGB boundary must follow rural drainage
practices.

Impacts to private driveways on neighboring properties shall be considered when
creating new intersections, including offsets that could result in unsafe ingress/egress
turning movements within the right-of-way.

Existing driveways within the project site's boundary that provide access to SW Beef
Bend Road will be closed.

According to WCCO, Title 15.08.340.110, retaining walls supporting private property are
not permitted within the right-of-way.

Construction activity that impacts existing survey monuments in the right-of-way shall
conform to the standards in WCCO, Title 15.08.310.020. Any new survey monuments
within the right-of-way shall follow the requirements in WCCO, Title 15.08.310.030.
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6. Coordinate with private property owners and the Postmaster General to relocate
mailboxes as needed.

C. Utilities

1. Per WCCO, Title 15.08.340.160.1, Dry utilities should be located outside the paved road
where feasible. Underground utilities intended to provide direct service to adjacent
properties with future connection shall not be located within the paved section of a
constructed road unless approved by county staff. To reduce impacts on infrastructure, it
is generally preferred that utilities be located outside of the right-of-way whenever
possible.

2. Above-ground utilities shall meet the minimum clear zone requirements in WCCO Title
15.08.320.070.

3. Wet utilities shall be designed in accordance with the relevant service provider’s
requirements, and the county engineer shall review their potential impacts on the
roadway.

4. When locating lighting and signal poles, the contractor shall coordinate with Portland
General Electric and the Bonneville Power Administration to confirm the required
clearance distances from power lines and other equipment.

PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT OR EQUIVALENT PERMIT BY THE
CITY OF KING CITY

Submit to Washington County Public Assurance Staff: A completed "Design Option”
form (original copy), the City’s Notice of Decision (NOD), and the County’s Revised
Letter dated April 9t", 2025.

$ 28,000 Administration Deposit.

NOTE: The Administration Deposit, a cost-recovery account, is used to pay for County services provided to the developer, including
plan review and approval, field inspections, as-built approval, and permit processing. This deposit is an estimate of the cost of these
services. If, during the project, the Administration Deposit account is running low, additional funds will be requested to cover the
estimated time left on the project. If there are any unspent funds at project closeout, they will be refunded to the applicant. Any point
of contact with County staff can be a chargeable cost. If project plans are incomplete or do not comply with County standards and
codes, costs will be higher. There is a charge to cover the cost of every field inspection. Costs for enforcement actions will also be
charged to the applicant.

Electronic submission of engineering plans, geotechnical/pavement reports,
engineer’s estimates, final sight distance certifications, and the “Engineer’s Checklist”

(Appendix E of County Road Standards) for the construction of the following public
improvements.
NOTE: Improvements within the ROW may require relocation or modification to permit the construction of public improvements. All

public improvements and modifications shall meet current County and ADA standards. Public improvements that do not meet County
standards shall submit a design exception to the County Engineer for approval.

A. SW Beef Bend Road
1. Half Street Improvements

a. Half-street improvements along SW Beef Bend Road shall meet the minimum
standards for the A-4 designation in Exhibit 1 of Washington County’s Road Design
and Construction Standards. This includes at least 45 feet of right of way to
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accommodate 12-foot travel lanes and a 6-foot bike lane. The county will defer to the
city’s conditions regarding facilities beyond the curb line. City requirements may
exceed the county’s minimum standards.

Road design shall be completed per the standards outlined in WCCO, Title 15.08.320.

Bikeways shall be designed in accordance with Washington County’s Bike Toolkit. The
minimum standards are outlined in WCCO Title 15, Section 8.340.010. Exceeding the
minimum requirements to provide safer facilities is encouraged.

Sidewalks shall be designed to meet the minimum requirements in WCCO, Title
15.08.340.060. Designs that exceed these minimum requirements to satisfy the
standards provided by the local land use authority are allowed. However, the county
engineer will be the final authority regarding design and safety concerns.

Pedestrian facilities must comply with the ADA Design Standards specified in the
memo titled "Clarification of Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Design Standards,"
signed by the County Engineer on May 26, 2022.

Street lighting and conduit shall be installed along the site’s SW Beef Bend Road’s
frontage. Each fixture shall include a shield, which shall be installed in accordance
with the applicable requirements in WCCO, Title 15.08.350.

Washington County will defer to the local land use authority regarding landscape
design requirements within the right-of-way. If landscaping is not required,
Washington County’s minimum design standards will apply. Plantings must follow the
specific installation requirements in WCCO, Title 15.08.340.130.3.

2. Interim Access Intersection (optional)

a.

Submit a Design Exception form in accordance with WCCO Title 15.08.350.040
justifying the need for an interim direct access onto an arterial roadway.

Intersections shall meet the minimum intersection design requirements in WCCO,
Title 15.08.320.

The intersection design may incorporate turn lanes consistent with the
recommendations in the Traffic Impact Analysis, provided that the applicable
warrants are met. Additional improvements may be required when indicated by a
supplemental warrant analysis.

Intersections must meet the minimum illumination standards in WCCO, Title
15.08.350.030.4.

Striping and signage must meet the Oregon MUTCD standards and any applicable
Washington County standards.

Submit a Preliminary Sight Distance Certification and mitigation for the intersection
Road.

3. Dedication of Right-of-Way

a.

Right-of-way dedication shall be incorporated on the final plat submitted to the
Washington County Survey Office for final review.
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b. Dedication resulting in a minimum of 45 feet right-of-way from the monumented
centerline on the south side of SW Beef Bend Road.

c. Additional right-of-way shall be provided as needed to permit the construction of city
and county public improvements and ensure accessibility for future maintenance.

d. Dedication at intersections with county roads shall extend to the curb return of the
intersecting road.

lll.  PRIOR TO CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY

A. Either afinal plat or dedication deed incorporating the necessary right-of-way dedication to
accommodate all public improvements shall be recorded with Washington County.

B. Washington County shall complete and accept all road and frontage requirements,
including final sight distance certification for any intersections affected by work within the
right-of-way.

Please contact Tony Mills, Associate Planner, at 503-846-3837 or by email at
tony mills@washingtoncountyor.qgov with any questions.

Cc: Road Engineering Services
Traffic Engineering Services
Assurances Section
Transportation File
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East/West Circulation Alternatives Transportation Analysis
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Realign 137th Avenue and Peachtree Drive with Signal

This alternative is illustrated in the figure below. Analysis of the alternative revealed that it would
successfully meet County operational standard of V/C= 0.99 in the 2040 PM peak hour. The worst
movement (westbound through/right) at the intersection is estimated to have a v/c ratio of 1.00 but the
overall intersection is estimated to have a v/c ratio of 0.96 (using quick output from HCM 2000). This
scenario would meet the County’s standard.
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5.8 Fischer Road Improvement Needs

Table 20 presents a summary of 2040 Average Daily Traffic projections on three of the approach legs for
the intersection of Fischer Road with 131 Avenue. These projections were prepared for both the
Alternative 1, 2 and/or 3 South scenarios or the No Direct Connection scenario and compares the
projections with existing daily volumes. ADT estimates were based on the PM peak hour projections
prepared as part of the Alternatives Analysis and rely on a K factor reflecting the relationship between
daily and peak hourly counts as observed on Fischer Road near OR 99W.

As indicated in the table, Fischer Road is currently estimated to carry about 7,000 daily vehicles east of
the intersection with 131°t Avenue, and about 6,400 vehicles on 131 Avenue north of Fischer Road.
Existing traffic patterns on these two streets include a relatively heavy movement between Fischer and
1315t Avenue to/from the north. This movement includes motorists making a cut-through maneuver
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East/West Circulation Alternatives Transportation Analysis

from Beef Bend Road to/from OR 99W south of Fischer Road as this pathway is shorter and quicker than
using the intersection of Beef Bend Road with OR 99W. Existing daily traffic volumes on Fischer Road
west of 131% Avenue average about 1,800 vehicles.

As further illustrated in the table, traffic volumes are expected to increase on either Fischer Road or
131 Avenue with the two Kingston Terrace east/west alignment alternatives, with an approximate
4,000 daily vehicle difference between the two scenarios on either Fischer Road or 1315 Avenue. While
the expected increases are significant, they are anticipated to affect the intersection of Fischer Road
with 131°t Avenue regardless of scenario. It is recommended that this intersection be signalized as signal
warrants are expected to be met.

Table 20. Comparison of Fischer Road Volumes

2040 ADT with Alternatives 2040 ADT with No Direct
1, 2 or 3 South (with Fischer Connection (No Fischer

Location 2021 ADT Connection) Connection)

R st
Fischer Road east of 131 7,000 12,900 8,900
Avenue

st i

131°* Avenue north of Fischer 6,400 5,800 9,800
Road

. st
Fischer Road west of 131 1,800 8,600 1,900
Avenue

The east/west alignment alternatives that include a direct connection to Fischer Road would see a
substantial increase in daily traffic along the segment of Fischer Road to the west of 131 Avenue,
growing from approximately 2,000 ADT to over 8,000 ADT.

Fischer between 131t and 137" Avenues has a 61-foot wide right of way and a 36-foot curb-to-curb
width which includes on-street parking. There are very few driveways along this street segment and
relatively few intersecting streets. Analysis conducted of the existing roundabout at 136" Avenue
indicates that it is expected to continue to operate acceptably with this traffic growth. Consideration will
need to be given to the provision of bicycle facilities through this corridor which could be developed as a
bike lane couplet placing westbound bicyclists on Fischer Road (and restricting on-street parking to one
side of the street) and eastbound bicyclists on King Lear Way (a parallel street to the south) where such
an opportunity is available. Complete removal of on-street parking could occur between King Lear Way
and 131°* Avenue because the parking demand and usage is much lower than further west. Pedestrian
crossings could continue to be provided at the intersections of Fischer Road with 136" Avenue and King
Lear Way/134™ Terrace.
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Letter from Chuck Watson, Rivermeade Community Club
April 12, 2025

To: Portland Metro
(Attn: Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation)
From: Chuck Watson, President, Rivermeade Community Club

| am the President of a small Community Club, consisting of 57 home sites, adjacent to the
western edge of King City, Oregon. Our community club is a registered 501(c)(7) organization
and wholly own a park at the end of our singular street.

Recently, a private citizen of King City brought to my attention that King City has plans to extend
Montague Way Road (through the existing power lines separating King City and our park) up to
the physical boundary of our park for purposes of extending said road through our park into our
neighborhood, at some point in the future. Currently we are unincorporated Washington County.
This person also explained King City was in the process of requesting funds for this future
project. This sounds like a road to nowhere.

This is why | am writing this letter.

1. King City has not once mentioned this potential intrusion of our organization/neighborhood. |
found this information out from a conversation with an individual, not a government official or
employee. | find this insulting and unprofessional.

2. If King City makes the decision to build this road and “stub it out” until a future date, there is
no chance our community will be more accepting of selling our private land/park. Not one
member of the Rivermeade Community Club wants to sell or lose our park. King City,
Washington County, Metro,...whomever; will have to use the very unpopular process of
“‘eminent domain” to “steal” our land from us.

3. Our Community Bylaws state if a landowner sells their property to a developer to be
subdivided, the new owners and residents of the said property, release any right to vote or have
use of this park. They no longer are members of the Rivermeade Community Club. So, time
is not something that will soften the sentiment. Once again, “eminent domain” is the only way
King City currently or in the future will acquire the park abutting to the “road to nowhere *.

Rivermeade Community Club is not against growth. Are we against wasteful use of government
resources and our own tax dollars to fund projects that don’t make sense?...you bet.

Chuck Watson
Chuckles737@hotmail.com
(503)347-8573












Exhibit D to Resolution 25-5511

Brate: Apri 13, 2025

Toc Joint Policy Advisory Committea on Transportation
Emailed to: (afBoreqonmelio oo
And transportation@onegonmetro, gov

Fram: Gary Woods
Ruesident of King City

Regarding: Project D CFPE “Westside Trail Segment 1 - King Cily”

The RFFA Step 2 application for this project contained emors and omissions. | believe it is
important for Metro to have accurale information before making a decision on which projects
recehve funding,

Summary

The errors and omisskons ane:

1. The grant application omits King City's plan to ‘stub’ the Capulet and Fischer
Road extensions, and lo not complete the connection with SW 137th Avenue until
soma tima in the future.

Ling 41 states ° This project includes the sireed connections from SW Capulel Lane, SW
Montague Way, and 5W Fischer Rd." King City stall have told the King City City
Council, and the community, that the connections to 137t will nol be made until the
imgrovemants to SW 137th Avenue (bo colecior status). The improverments to 137t are
identified in the King City TSP project list as “Unconstrained Tier 3 -the last phase of
projects to be implemented, should additional funding become available.”

The Wesiside Trail Layewd (Grant Exhibal A) shows thal the exdension of SW Montague
‘Way is stubbed. The future connection that is shown is through a park owned by
Rivermeade Community Club, a 801 (c)T) organizatson thal is vigorously opposed 1o
King City building a road through thesr community park,

It i not @ responsibhe use of the grant funds bo build roads that will not be connected
until some unidentified time, likely many years in the future.

2. The grant application states all property sellers are "amenable’. This is not trua,
The Edgewater on the Tualatin HOA owns approximately 30% of the property coverned
by this project. | Ive in Edgewater and have been talking with many of my neighbors.

The: Edgewater HOMA is not ‘amenable’ bo $eliing their property 1o King City, In fact, this
is vary controversial. King city staff knew this when thay wrobe the grant application.

Metro.pdf
dropbox.com
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East/West Circulation Alternatives Transportation Analysis
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This alternative is illustrated in the figure below. Analysis of the alternative revealed that it would
successfully meet County operational standard of V/C= 0.99 in the 2040 PM peak hour. The worst
movement (westbound through/right) at the intersection is estimated to have a v/c ratio of 1.00 but the
overall intersection is estimated to have a v/c ratio of 0.96 (using quick output from HCM 2000). This
scenario would meet the County’s standard.
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5.8 Fischer Road Improvement Needs

Table 20 presents a summary of 2040 Average Daily Traffic projections on three of the approach legs for
the intersection of Fischer Road with 131 Avenue. These projections were prepared for both the
Alternative 1, 2 and/or 3 South scenarios or the No Direct Connection scenario and compares the
projections with existing daily volumes. ADT estimates were based on the PM peak hour projections
prepared as part of the Alternatives Analysis and rely on a K factor reflecting the relationship between
daily and peak hourly counts as observed on Fischer Road near OR 99W.

As indicated in the table, Fischer Road is currently estimated to carry about 7,000 daily vehicles east of
the intersection with 131t Avenue, and about 6,400 vehicles on 131t Avenue north of Fischer Road.
Existing traffic patterns on these two streets include a relatively heavy movement between Fischer and
1315t Avenue to/from the north. This movement includes motorists making a cut-through maneuver
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East/West Circulation Alternatives Transportation Analysis

from Beef Bend Road to/from OR 99W south of Fischer Road as this pathway is shorter and quicker than
using the intersection of Beef Bend Road with OR 99W. Existing daily traffic volumes on Fischer Road
west of 131% Avenue average about 1,800 vehicles.

As further illustrated in the table, traffic volumes are expected to increase on either Fischer Road or
131 Avenue with the two Kingston Terrace east/west alignment alternatives, with an approximate
4,000 daily vehicle difference between the two scenarios on either Fischer Road or 1315 Avenue. While
the expected increases are significant, they are anticipated to affect the intersection of Fischer Road
with 131°t Avenue regardless of scenario. It is recommended that this intersection be signalized as signal
warrants are expected to be met.

Table 20. Comparison of Fischer Road Volumes

2040 ADT with Alternatives 2040 ADT with No Direct
1, 2 or 3 South (with Fischer Connection (No Fischer

Location 2021 ADT Connection) Connection)

R st
Fischer Road east of 131 7,000 12,900 8,900
Avenue

st i

131°* Avenue north of Fischer 6,400 5,800 9,800
Road

. st
Fischer Road west of 131 1,800 8,600 1,900
Avenue

The east/west alignment alternatives that include a direct connection to Fischer Road would see a
substantial increase in daily traffic along the segment of Fischer Road to the west of 131 Avenue,
growing from approximately 2,000 ADT to over 8,000 ADT.

Fischer between 131t and 137" Avenues has a 61-foot wide right of way and a 36-foot curb-to-curb
width which includes on-street parking. There are very few driveways along this street segment and
relatively few intersecting streets. Analysis conducted of the existing roundabout at 136" Avenue
indicates that it is expected to continue to operate acceptably with this traffic growth. Consideration will
need to be given to the provision of bicycle facilities through this corridor which could be developed as a
bike lane couplet placing westbound bicyclists on Fischer Road (and restricting on-street parking to one
side of the street) and eastbound bicyclists on King Lear Way (a parallel street to the south) where such
an opportunity is available. Complete removal of on-street parking could occur between King Lear Way
and 131°* Avenue because the parking demand and usage is much lower than further west. Pedestrian
crossings could continue to be provided at the intersections of Fischer Road with 136" Avenue and King
Lear Way/134™ Terrace.
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Letter from Chuck Watson, Rivermeade Community Club
April 12, 2025

To: Portland Metro
(Attn: Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation)
From: Chuck Watson, President, Rivermeade Community Club

| am the President of a small Community Club, consisting of 57 home sites, adjacent to the
western edge of King City, Oregon. Our community club is a registered 501(c)(7) organization
and wholly own a park at the end of our singular street.

Recently, a private citizen of King City brought to my attention that King City has plans to extend
Montague Way Road (through the existing power lines separating King City and our park) up to
the physical boundary of our park for purposes of extending said road through our park into our
neighborhood, at some point in the future. Currently we are unincorporated Washington County.
This person also explained King City was in the process of requesting funds for this future
project. This sounds like a road to nowhere.

This is why | am writing this letter.

1. King City has not once mentioned this potential intrusion of our organization/neighborhood. |
found this information out from a conversation with an individual, not a government official or
employee. | find this insulting and unprofessional.

2. If King City makes the decision to build this road and “stub it out” until a future date, there is
no chance our community will be more accepting of selling our private land/park. Not one
member of the Rivermeade Community Club wants to sell or lose our park. King City,
Washington County, Metro,...whomever; will have to use the very unpopular process of
“‘eminent domain” to “steal” our land from us.

3. Our Community Bylaws state if a landowner sells their property to a developer to be
subdivided, the new owners and residents of the said property, release any right to vote or have
use of this park. They no longer are members of the Rivermeade Community Club.  So, time
is not something that will soften the sentiment. Once again, “eminent domain” is the only way
King City currently or in the future will acquire the park abutting to the “road to nowhere “.

Rivermeade Community Club is not against growth. Are we against wasteful use of government
resources and our own tax dollars to fund projects that don’t make sense?...you bet.

Chuck Watson
Chuckles737@hotmail.com
(503)347-8573
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AP WASHINGTON COUNTY
=y OREGON

Washington County Transportation Review
Kensington Square Preliminary Subdivision Application

Date: April 9, 2025
Jurisdiction: King City
City Application: LU-2024-07
County Application: CP2590901

City Contact: Maxwell Carter, City Planner
Phone: (971) 392-5869
Email:  mcarter@ci.king-city.or.us

County Staff: Tony Mills, Associate Planner
Phone: 503-846-3837
Email:  tony_mills@washingtoncountyor.gov

Site/Application Information
Existing Use: Low-density residential

Proposal: The applicant proposes subdividing four existing tax lots into + 87 lots for
future residential development.

Site Size: +7.16-Acres

Site Address: 13970 & 14060 SW Beef Bend Road, 16305 SW 137 Avenue

County Right-of-Way: SW Beef Bend Road

Washington County
Assessor’s Map(s): 2S116B, Tax Lots 800 and 1000 and 2S116BB, Tax Lots 2700 and 2701

Department of Land Use & Transportation - Planning and Development Services - Transportation Planning
155 N. First Avenue, Suite 350, MS 14 - Hillsboro, OR 97124-3072
phone: 503-846-3519
website: www.washingtoncountyor.gov/lut - email: lutplan@washingtoncountyor.gov
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ACRONYM DEFINITIONS:

“WCCO” means Washington County Code of Ordinances

“TSP” Washington County’s Transportation System Plan

“RDCS” means Washington County’s Road Design and Construction Standards

“CDC” means Washington County’s Community Development Plan

“AASHTO” means American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials

“ESAL” means Equivalent Single Axle Load
“MUTCD” means Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
“ITE” means Institute of Transportation Engineers

“ORS” Oregon Revised Statute

COMMENTS AND DESIGN REQUIREMENTS

Consistent with ORS Chapters 368 and 810, these comments are intended to fulfill Washington County’s
role as the owner of public right-of-way impacted by a proposed development. The roadway subject to
the provided comments is confirmed to be under the jurisdiction of Washington County, as per county
road records, Washington County’s Transportation System Plan (TSP), and King City’s TSP.

Washington County’s roadway design comments are based on the County’s Transportation System Plan
(TSP) and Roadway Design Criteria Standards (RDCS). Resolution and Order 86-95 provides the basis for
determining when safety improvements are necessary.

Project Background

These comments address the Kensington Square preliminary subdivision application currently under
review by the City of King City as part of land use case file LU-2024-07. The proposed subdivision will
divide 7.16 acres currently occupied by four tax lots (Washington County Assessor’s Map 251168, Tax
Lots 800 and 1000, and Map 25116BB, Tax Lots 2700 and 2701) into +87 lots for future residential
development. The development site has £515 linear feet of frontage along SW Beef Bend Road.

The current subdivision layout anticipates that the future lots will be accessed via a local street network
that ties into an intersection with SW 137th Avenue. SW 137th Avenue is currently a £ 22-foot-wide,
two-lane paved road that extends south from an intersection with SW Beef Bend Road, serving as the
only connection to the transportation network for approximately 40 existing dwellings in the area. King
City has identified SW 137th Avenue as a collector in their Transportation System Plan (TSP). Based on
the current design, all new traffic generated by the proposed subdivision will travel through the
intersection of SW 137th Avenue and SW Beef Bend Road.

Road Existing Conditions and Classifications

According to the most recent county survey (Survey Number: 31771), the right-of-way width for SW
Beef Bend Road varies substantially. Along the site’s frontage, the right-of-way is 58 feet wide, 25 feet
from the monumented centerline to the subject property boundary. SW Beef Bend Road transitions
from two to three lanes with a center turn lane to accommodate three offset intersections east of the
project site’s frontage.

The Functional Classification and Lane Number Designation Maps in Washington County’s TSP identify
SW Beef Bend Road as a 2-3 lane arterial roadway. A regional trail is planned to extend from the
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intersection between SW 137%™ and SW Beef Bend Road to the west across the frontage of the subject
project site.

According to the Functional Design Parameters for roadways provided in Table 3 of the Washington
County Transportation System Plan (TSP), arterial roads that are expected to be three lanes require a
minimum of 90 feet of right-of-way, which corresponds to the A-4 designation in the Roadway Design
Criteria Standards (RDCS).

Safety Hazard

The Transportation Impact Study, prepared by Lancaster Mobley and submitted as part of the proposed
subdivision, has been reviewed by Washington County traffic engineers to determine the impact of the
proposed development on the county right-of-way. These comments are consistent with the
Washington County TSP, Road Design and Construction Standards, and R&O 86-95.

The submitted application will establish a new subdivision with 87 lots for future residential dwellings.
As proposed, a local street network will connect the future lots to the existing roadway system via a
single intersection with SW 137™ Avenue.

SW 137th Avenue is the only outlet for an existing neighborhood of low-density, single-detached
dwellings. Currently, the road has a single connection point to the larger transportation network
through an intersection with SW Beef Bend Road. According to the TIS, the proposed subdivision will
add +624 daily vehicle trips to SW 137%™ Avenue, directly impacting its intersection with SW Beef Bend
Road.

R&O 86-95 defines the impact area of a specific development where the applicant may be responsible
for improvements, and it categorizes safety hazards as existing or predicted. According to Appendix B,
Section A of R&O 86-95, existing hazards refer to those identified on the Safety Priority Index System
List, and predicted hazards can be identified as locations where safety improvements are warranted.
The impact area is defined under Section A as road links where site-generated traffic equals or exceeds
10 % of the existing average daily traffic.

The TIS did not analyze the current traffic volume on SW 137th Avenue. However, based on the existing
development pattern of single-detached dwellings that use SW 137" Avenue for access, the current
traffic volumes on SW 137th Avenue are unlikely to exceed 6,240 vehicle trips. Therefore, the additional
624 trips produced by the proposed subdivision would exceed the 10% threshold used to define an
impact area in R&0O 86-95.

Per R&O 86 95, Appendix B, Section D.2.2.2, warranted improvements are considered a predicted
hazard. Subsection 2 specifies that left turn lanes at intersections within an impact area may be
regarded as a predicted hazard safety improvement, provided volume warrants indicate the need for an
improvement.

Based on the information provided in the applicant’s Traffic Impact Study (TIS) and analysis by
Washington County’s traffic engineering team, the additional vehicle trips generated by this subdivision
warrant a dedicated left turn lane for westbound traffic at the intersection of SW Beef Bend Road and
SW 137t Avenue.

The intersection between SW 137" Avenue and SW Beef Bend Road is one of three offset intersections
within a £400-foot stretch of SW Beef Bend Road. SW Colyer Way and SW Peachtree Drive intersect on
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the north side of SW Beef Bend Road, located west and east of the SW 137™ Avenue intersection. The
SW Colyer Drive intersection is to the west, and the SW Peachtree Drive intersection is approximately
150 feet to the east. An existing two-way center-left turn lane, extending between the two
intersections, allows eastbound and westbound traffic to make left-turning movements onto the
respective streets.

Based on the expected left-turning PM peak volumes and 85 percentile speed, the dedicated left-hand
turn lane's total required length (taper and turn lane) is 240 feet.! This exceeds the 150-foot distance
between the intersections of SW 137th Avenue and SW Peachtree Drive with SW Beef Bend Road.
Therefore, the current alignment of the SW 137 Avenue and SW Beef Bend Road intersection cannot
safely accommodate the increased westbound traffic from SW Beef Bend Road, which is making left-
turning movements onto SW 137" Avenue.

The county understands that resolving the issues at this intersection may not be feasible as a part of this
project. The County Engineer may be willing to support a Design Exception to establish an interim access
consistent with the access management provisions in Washington County’s TSP. This option would
provide the proposed subdivision direct access onto SW Beef Bend Road until the existing intersection is
improved and can safely accommodate additional traffic.

Any improvements to existing county facilities will require a Washington County Facility Permit. The
County Engineer must approve designs that deviate from the county’s Road Design and Construction
Standards through the Design Exception process.

! Washington County’s Road Design and Construction Standards, Section 15.08.320.050 determines the
design requirements for a dedicated left-turn lane.
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Washington County Facility Permit Requirements
I. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

A. Permit Requirements

1.

A Facility Permit is required for all improvements within Washington County’s right-of-
way. Facility Permits must follow the submittal requirements outlined in WCCO, Title
15.08.210.

An early access permit is required for site work where construction traffic will utilize the
county’s right-of-way.

Submit a construction access and traffic circulation/control plan.

Construction access will be from the city’s right-of-way. No rural properties can be used
for construction staging.

Per WCCO, Title 15.08.3.40.070, and CDC Section 501-8.5.B(4), new private driveway
entrances onto an arterial road are restricted. In cases where access to an arterial road is
necessary, a design exception may be submitted to the county engineer for review.
Applications for a design exception must conform to the submittal requirements in
WCCO, Title 15.08.220.020.2. Applicants are required to demonstrate that the request
conforms to the review criteria in Title 15.08.220.020 of the WCCO.

Provide a Pavement Report prepared by a Professional Engineer. The report will include
recommendations for new full-depth pavement and/or pavement repair for existing
roadway sections affected by the project. The report shall include but is not limited to
the following recommendations: Existing pavement condition analysis, Grind and
Inlay/Overlay, pavement repair, “Wet Weather” pavement construction, ESAL
calculations, AASHTO pavement design calculations, soil classification, modulus, and
laboratory test results.

B. Improvements

1.

New impervious areas that expand beyond the UGB boundary must follow rural drainage
practices.

Impacts to private driveways on neighboring properties shall be considered when
creating new intersections, including offsets that could result in unsafe ingress/egress
turning movements within the right-of-way.

Existing driveways within the project site's boundary that provide access to SW Beef
Bend Road will be closed.

According to WCCO, Title 15.08.340.110, retaining walls supporting private property are
not permitted within the right-of-way.

Construction activity that impacts existing survey monuments in the right-of-way shall
conform to the standards in WCCO, Title 15.08.310.020. Any new survey monuments
within the right-of-way shall follow the requirements in WCCO, Title 15.08.310.030.
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6. Coordinate with private property owners and the Postmaster General to relocate
mailboxes as needed.

C. Utilities

1. Per WCCO, Title 15.08.340.160.1, Dry utilities should be located outside the paved road
where feasible. Underground utilities intended to provide direct service to adjacent
properties with future connection shall not be located within the paved section of a
constructed road unless approved by county staff. To reduce impacts on infrastructure, it
is generally preferred that utilities be located outside of the right-of-way whenever
possible.

2. Above-ground utilities shall meet the minimum clear zone requirements in WCCO Title
15.08.320.070.

3. Wet utilities shall be designed in accordance with the relevant service provider’s
requirements, and the county engineer shall review their potential impacts on the
roadway.

4. When locating lighting and signal poles, the contractor shall coordinate with Portland
General Electric and the Bonneville Power Administration to confirm the required
clearance distances from power lines and other equipment.

PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT OR EQUIVALENT PERMIT BY THE
CITY OF KING CITY

Submit to Washington County Public Assurance Staff: A completed "Design Option”
form (original copy), the City’s Notice of Decision (NOD), and the County’s Revised
Letter dated April 9t", 2025.

$ 28,000 Administration Deposit.

NOTE: The Administration Deposit, a cost-recovery account, is used to pay for County services provided to the developer, including
plan review and approval, field inspections, as-built approval, and permit processing. This deposit is an estimate of the cost of these
services. If, during the project, the Administration Deposit account is running low, additional funds will be requested to cover the
estimated time left on the project. If there are any unspent funds at project closeout, they will be refunded to the applicant. Any point
of contact with County staff can be a chargeable cost. If project plans are incomplete or do not comply with County standards and
codes, costs will be higher. There is a charge to cover the cost of every field inspection. Costs for enforcement actions will also be
charged to the applicant.

Electronic submission of engineering plans, geotechnical/pavement reports,
engineer’s estimates, final sight distance certifications, and the “Engineer’s Checklist”

(Appendix E of County Road Standards) for the construction of the following public
improvements.
NOTE: Improvements within the ROW may require relocation or modification to permit the construction of public improvements. All

public improvements and modifications shall meet current County and ADA standards. Public improvements that do not meet County
standards shall submit a design exception to the County Engineer for approval.

A. SW Beef Bend Road
1. Half Street Improvements

a. Half-street improvements along SW Beef Bend Road shall meet the minimum
standards for the A-4 designation in Exhibit 1 of Washington County’s Road Design
and Construction Standards. This includes at least 45 feet of right of way to
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accommodate 12-foot travel lanes and a 6-foot bike lane. The county will defer to the
city’s conditions regarding facilities beyond the curb line. City requirements may
exceed the county’s minimum standards.

Road design shall be completed per the standards outlined in WCCO, Title 15.08.320.

Bikeways shall be designed in accordance with Washington County’s Bike Toolkit. The
minimum standards are outlined in WCCO Title 15, Section 8.340.010. Exceeding the
minimum requirements to provide safer facilities is encouraged.

Sidewalks shall be designed to meet the minimum requirements in WCCO, Title
15.08.340.060. Designs that exceed these minimum requirements to satisfy the
standards provided by the local land use authority are allowed. However, the county
engineer will be the final authority regarding design and safety concerns.

Pedestrian facilities must comply with the ADA Design Standards specified in the
memo titled "Clarification of Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Design Standards,"
signed by the County Engineer on May 26, 2022.

Street lighting and conduit shall be installed along the site’s SW Beef Bend Road’s
frontage. Each fixture shall include a shield, which shall be installed in accordance
with the applicable requirements in WCCO, Title 15.08.350.

Washington County will defer to the local land use authority regarding landscape
design requirements within the right-of-way. If landscaping is not required,
Washington County’s minimum design standards will apply. Plantings must follow the
specific installation requirements in WCCO, Title 15.08.340.130.3.

2. Interim Access Intersection (optional)

a.

Submit a Design Exception form in accordance with WCCO Title 15.08.350.040
justifying the need for an interim direct access onto an arterial roadway.

Intersections shall meet the minimum intersection design requirements in WCCO,
Title 15.08.320.

The intersection design may incorporate turn lanes consistent with the
recommendations in the Traffic Impact Analysis, provided that the applicable
warrants are met. Additional improvements may be required when indicated by a
supplemental warrant analysis.

Intersections must meet the minimum illumination standards in WCCO, Title
15.08.350.030.4.

Striping and signage must meet the Oregon MUTCD standards and any applicable
Washington County standards.

Submit a Preliminary Sight Distance Certification and mitigation for the intersection
Road.

3. Dedication of Right-of-Way

a.

Right-of-way dedication shall be incorporated on the final plat submitted to the
Washington County Survey Office for final review.
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b. Dedication resulting in a minimum of 45 feet right-of-way from the monumented
centerline on the south side of SW Beef Bend Road.

c. Additional right-of-way shall be provided as needed to permit the construction of city
and county public improvements and ensure accessibility for future maintenance.

d. Dedication at intersections with county roads shall extend to the curb return of the
intersecting road.

lll.  PRIOR TO CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY

A. Either afinal plat or dedication deed incorporating the necessary right-of-way dedication to
accommodate all public improvements shall be recorded with Washington County.

B. Washington County shall complete and accept all road and frontage requirements,
including final sight distance certification for any intersections affected by work within the
right-of-way.

Please contact Tony Mills, Associate Planner, at 503-846-3837 or by email at
tony mills@w