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RESOLUTION No. 07-02

FOR THE PURPOSE OF ADOPTING THE FY2008-2011 CORVALLIS AREA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

WHEREAS, the Governor of the State of Oregon has designag@sentatives of the City of
Corvallis, Philomath and Adair Village, Benton Coyrand, the Oregon Department of
Transportation (ODOT) as the Corvallis Area Metidpa Planning Organization to carryout
the Metropolitan Transportation Planning Processd; a

WHEREAS, among the major requirements of the Metropoliteean$portation Planning
Process is the development of a Transportationdegment Program that enumerates priority
transportation projects in the Corvallis UrbaniZeda; and

WHEREAS, the Corvallis Metropolitan Planning Organizaticasideveloped an FY2008-2011
Transportation Improvement Program in coordinatiaih ODOT and the local transit agency in
compliance with all applicable federal and statuneements; and

WHEREAS, the FY2008-2011 Transportation Improvement Prognaets the requirement of
Financially Constrained; and

WHEREAS, the public has been notified and afforded reasengtportunities to review and
comment on the content of the FY2008-2011 TIP.

WHEREAS, the selection of priority projects in the FY200812 TIP has been coordinated
with the Cascades West Area Commission on Trarespamt(CWACT).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Policy Board of the Corvallis Area MPO
approves the Corvallis Area FY2008-2011 Transpianadimprovement Program and directs
staff to submit the document to ODOT for inclusiorihe FY2008-2011 Statewide
Transportation Improvement Program.

Dated this 22hd day of June 2007.

APPROVED:

By:

Ken Schaudt, Chair
Corvallis Area MPO

ATTESTED:
By:

Ali Bonakdar, Director
Corvallis Area MPO



This report was financed by the Federal Highway Adsiration (FHWA), the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) and the Oregon Department ddrisportation (ODOT)
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INTRODUCTION

What is a Metropolitan Planning Organization?

A Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is aganization of local governmenitis an

area with a collective population of 50,000 or mdreese heavily populated areas are called
Urbanized Areas. As a condition for receiving fed@ransportation dollars, an MPO must have
a continuing, cooperative and comprehensive transportation planning process with the state. An
MPO must collaborate with the state in developmggportation plans and programs for an
urbanized area. The MPO transportation plans aogkams must also be consistent with locally
adopted comprehensive plans.

What isthe Corvallis Area Metropolitan Planning Organization?

In 2002, the US Bureau of Census declared thgbdipelation of the Corvallis Urbanized Area,
according to the 2000 Census, had reached 58,2#9Corvallis Urbanized Area consists of the
cities of Corvallis, Philomath and Adair Villages well as the densely inhabited portions of
Benton County around the cities (Map 1). As a fesusurpassing the population threshold of
50,000, the area became eligible to form a MetiitgroPlanning Organization for its
transportation planning and programming activittadDecember 2002, the Oregon Governor, in
accordance with federal regulations, designatecCthreallis Area Metropolitan Planning
Organization (CAMPO) as a newly formed MPO in that& of Oregon. CAMPO is governed by
a five-member Policy Board consisting of represivea of the cities of Corvallis, Philomath
and Adair Village, Benton County and the Oregon &#pent of Transportation (ODOT).

What is the Transportation I mprovement Program?

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) iB@tsrange capital improvement program
that enumerates priority transportation projecthenCorvallis Metropolitan Area for funding.
The TIP encompasses a period of four fiscal ydars and is updated every two years. This TIP
document covers the period of FY2008 through 20he. fiscal years in this document are
federal fiscal years that begin on October 1stre¥jpus year and end on September 30th.

The TIP development process relies upon buildingseasus among federal, state and local
agencies on funding priorities of near term tramgtimn projects. These projects may range
from improving highways to adding bicycle lanessomajor urban street; funding transit to
preserving existing roads.

After the TIP document is completed and approvied,incorporated into Oregon’s Statewide
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). Projactsthen eligible for funding through the
Oregon Department of Transportation.

! Includes the Oregon Department of Transportat@n@T)



Map 1: Corvallis Area Metropolitan Planning Organization Planning Area
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Public Involvement

Federal and state laws require that MPOs adopt@eps for involving the public in their
planning and programming activities. Furthermahne, Policy Board of CAMPO regards public
involvement as an integral part of CAMPOQO’s actesti The guiding document for CAMPQO’s
public outreach efforts is tHeublic Involvement Framework.

The Technical Advisory Committee, made up of tecahstaff from member jurisdictions,
developed and recommended projects in this docutaghe CAMPO Policy Board. The
preliminary list of recommended projects was rewadwy the Policy Board on May 18, 2007.

A public comment period was held from May 24 throJdgine 11, 2007 to receive comments
through email, mail, fax or phone calls. The publas also afforded a special opportunity to
provide comments directly to the CAMPQO’s Policy Bibas part of their agenda of the June
15th meeting, prior to the adoption of the TIP.

The TIP was posted on CAMPOQO’s website for publide® www.corvallisareampo.orgAn
advertisement was placed on May'22007 in the Gazette Times/Democrat Heiafdrming

the public of the opportunities to provide commenrighe draft TIP. Copies of the document are
made available to the public via mail, email, faxirdernet. An additional FYI announcement
was placed in the Corvallis Gazette Times/Demaddeaald the week of May 382007 asking

for public comments on the draft TIP.

The advertisement in the paper was in compliantle Wi A’s requirement of Program of
Projects (POP)

Coordination with Area Commission on Transportation

The Area Commissions on Transportation (ACT) aresaaly bodies to the Oregon
Transportation Commission (OTC) primarily on funglinansportation projects. The Cascades
West Area Commission on Transportation (CWACT) emgasses the counties of Linn, Benton
and Lincoln. The Corvallis Area MPO is the only MR@hin the Cascades West ACT.
CAMPO and CWACT have adopted the ACT- MPO CoordamaProtocol that requires each
entity to collaborate with the other on fundingisportation priority projects. All five
governmental entities represented on the CAMPCciP@oard are also members of the Area
Commission on Transportation. This cross-memberfstuiitates communication and
coordination between the two bodies. On May 24,720@ MPO presented the list of
recommended projects for funding to CWACT and sotiggir comments.



Federal Regulations

Title 23 of U.S. Codé¢ 450.324-336 contains federal regulations applicabtbe Transportation
Improvement Program. The following is selected lpgints of these regulations:

The MPO, in cooperation with the state(s) and dfected public transportation
operator(s), shall develop a TIP for the metropaliplanning area.

The TIP shall cover a period of not less than f@ars, but may cover a longer period

The TIP shall be updated at least every four yaadsapproved by the MPO Policy
Board and the Governor. The frequency and cyclepoiating the TIP must be
compatible with the STIP development and approvatgss.

The MPO shall provide all interested parties witle@asonable opportunity to comment
on the proposed TIP. The TIP shall be publishethade readily available by the MPO
for public review, in electronically accessiblerfaats.

The TIP shall include capital and non-capital stefransportation projects within the
boundaries of the metropolitan planning area pre@der funding, under 23 USC, and
49 USC. Chapter 53 (including Transportation Enkaments, Federal Lands Highway
projects, safety projects included in the Stateghiday Safety Plan, trails projects,
pedestrian, walkways and bicycles projects...

The TIP shall include, for each project or phaséfi@gent descriptive material, estimated
total project cost, the amount of federal funds igedtification of responsible agency to
carry out the project.

Each project or project phase included in the Hi&le consistent with the approved
metropolitan transportation plan.

The TIP shall include a financial plan that demaatss how the approved TIP can be
implemented, indicates resources that are reaspeapkcted to be available. Only
projects for which funds can reasonably be expetctdd available may be included.

An MPO may revise the TIP at any time under prooeslagreed to by the cooperating
parties consistent with the procedures establishédter approval by the MPO and the
Governor, the TIP shall be included without chartyesctly or by reference, in the STIP.



Funding Sources

The Safe, Accountable, Efficient, TransportatiouilBgAct: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-
LU) provides federal transportation assistanceagi®lio states and local governments under
several programs. The Federal Highway Administratind the Federal Transit Administration
administer these programs. Apportionment of fulmdsach state is according to a formula set
forth in SAFETEA-LU. The Oregon Department of Traodation determines distribution and
allocation of transportation funds in the Stat®©oégon. The following is a summary of
transportation fund programs that are most relet@tite Corvallis Urbanized Area:

1. Federal Programs
A. Federal Highway Administration

National Highway System It consists of approximately 160,000 miles of nwagl important to
the nation's economy, defense, and mobility. TheoNal Highway System (NHS) includes the
Interstate System, other Principal Arterials, ®mat Highway Network (STRAHNET), Major
Strategic Highway Network Connectors and Interm@tahnectors. Local examples of NHS are
I-5 and OR 34.

Surface Transportation Program. The Surface Transportation Program (STP) is akidpant
program that may be used for any road (includirgNKS) that is not functionally classified as
local or rural minor collectors. These roads aféectvely referred to as Federal-Aid System
(FAS) roads. Public bridge projects are exempt fthis requirement. Transit capital projects are
also eligible under this program through a pro¢essvn as "flexibility,” which allows local and
State governments to determine the most effectiwan®s of meeting transportation needs in their
communities. The Oregon Department of Transpomnatidodivides STP funds into the

following categories:

Surface Transportation Program-State (STPS$R-State funds primarily provide
funding for reconstruction or rehabilitation of dveays on the State Highway System.
These funds may also be used for planning, enhagrdemnansit, bridge, or safety
activities.

Surface Transportation Program-Urban (STPAJportion of the STP is allocated to
urban areas (5,000 or more population). The funelpamarily used for reconstruction
or rehabilitation of roadways functionally classdias urban collectors or higher. These
funds may also be used for planning, transportaigrancement, transit, bridge, or
safety activities.

Oregon MPQOs, in cooperation with ODOT, identifyquitly projects for funding under
the STP-Urban Program. There are currently six MPQise State of Oregon: Bend,
Corvallis, Eugene-Springfield, Portland Metro, Rejtalley and Salem-Keizer.



Surface Transportation Program-Rural (STP-R)cal Rural funds are for projects in
rural areas, and in cities with population belo®@®, They are primarily used for
reconstruction or rehabilitation of roadways fuantlly classified as rural major
collectors or higher. The funds may also be useglémning, enhancement, transit,
bridge, or safety activities.

Surface Transportation Program-Enhancement (STHdh)percent of the STP funds
must be allocated for Transportation Enhancemdntiées. Proposed projects must
have a direct relationship with transportation &aibinto one or more of the following
categories:

= Pedestrians and bicycles facilities

= Safety and educational activities for pedestriah lainyclists

= Acquisition of scenic easements and scenic or tissites

= Scenic or historic highway programs (including tsuand welcome center facilities)

= Landscaping and other scenic beautification;

= Historic preservation;

»= Rehabilitation and operation of historic transpotabuildings, structures, or
facilities (including historic railroad facilitiesnd canals);

= Preservation of abandoned railway corridors (iniclgdhe conversion and use
thereof for pedestrian or bicycle trails);

= Control and removal of outdoor advertisimgchaeological planning and research

= Mitigation to address water pollution due to higlpwanoff

= Mitigation to reduce Vehicle-caused wildlife moitahlwhile maintaining habitat
connectivity, and

= Establishment of transportation museums.

Projects under the Transportation Enhancement &mogre funded on a statewide
competitive basis.

Safety Program SAFETEA-LU includes separate funding for transgibon safety projects.
Eligible activities include projects for the impewent of identified high-hazard locations that
constitute a danger to vehicles or pedestriansmiples of the types of projects include
intersection improvements, modification of roadveayss-sections, pavement skid treatments,
and alignment changes. Any reconstruction of apgioée lengths of roadway is not intended for
funding under this program. The major focus of finegram is to target spot improvements of
high accident areas. Similar to the Bridge Progrseiety projects can be on any public road.

Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation ProgramHighway bridges over waterways,
railroads, other highways, or other topographieatiers, may be replaced or rehabilitated when
the state and the Secretary of Transportationthatithey are unsafe due to structural
deficiencies, physical deterioration, or functionbkolescence. Preliminary engineering,
construction, construction engineering, paintiregsisic retrofitting, and calcium magnesium
acetate applications are eligible costs underntogram.



B. Federal Transit Administration
The FTA provides federal assistance funds undemari®us programs to assist with the
provision of public transportation services.

Section 5303Provides funds fatransit planning activities of states and metrdpali
planning organizations.

Section 5307These funds are allocated to the urbanized areatahytory formula for
capital improvements and operation of transit systelr'he funds could be used for
planning public transportation and the developnoéitansit services.

Section 5309.Provides discretionary funds allocated directiyds Congress to state
and local transit providers for capital improvempuatposes. The funds are not
transferable to roadway or transit operation improent programs.

Section 5310.Provides funds for services and rolling stoclks threctly benefit
transportation of elderly and people with disalaét The funds are distributed to states
based on the population of elderly and people dighbilities in the state.

Section 5311.Provides funds to states for distribution to siaentities in areas with a
population of less than 50,000. The funds can ld & planning, administration,
capital and operation improvements, and other asssciated with the provision of
transit services.

Section 5311(f). Funds are allocated to the state to be distribttteentities that provide
fixed route public transportation services betweigies. Funds may be used for
administration, operations, planning, and capdasts of intercity bus services.

2. State Programs

The State of Oregon provides a variety of trangion improvement funds to the cities and
counties. The Oregon Legislature has created arityajd these funding programs. The
following is a selection of prominent state fundprggrams:

Oregon Transportation Investment Act (OTIA)

OTIA I and OTIA Il are transportation funding pragns approved by the Oregon Legislature
that, including local matching money, have invest6d6 million dollars in Oregon’s
transportation infrastructure. It has funded imgments to state, county, and city roads and
bridges. A local project that has been largely thtdy OTIA | dollars is the Philomath road
couplet on U.S. 20. A local project that has beegdly funded by OTIA Il dollars is Highway
99 between Elks Drive and Circle Boulevard in Cdisa

OTIA Il Bridge Program

In 2003, the Oregon Legislature passed House B#lLl2which provides $1.3 billion for the
replacement and repair of bridges on state highw@f/ghat, $361 million is directly distributed
to counties and cities for maintenance and presiervarojects. Funds are distributed by a
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formula, 40 percent to cities and 60 percent taties. Local governments will select individual
projects for city and county roads. There are Exidge projects in Benton County that have
been largely funded by OTIA Il dollars, all of timealong U.S. 20.

Special City Allotment. The State Legislature mandated $1 million in st taxes to be
distributed annually among cities with populati@fisess than 5,000. ODOT sets the distribution
and dollar amount by agreement with the Leaguerefjén Cities. Half of the funds come from
the cities’ share of gas tax revenues and thecoaties from ODOT'’s share of the State
Highway Fund. Locals can receive $25,000, onethalimaximum grant amount, up front, with
final payment due upon completion of the projeety®ents are included in the expenditure
budget for Local Government in the Highway Program.

The Oregon Transportation Infrastructure Bank. The Oregon Transportation Infrastructure
Bank (OTIB) is a statewide revolving loan fund dg&d to promote innovative financing
solutions for transportation needs. Oregon’s @ogwas started in 1996 as part of a federal
pilot program. Legislative action in 1997 estabdidlthe program in state law and expanded the
bank's authority.

Salmon and Watersheds ODOT sets aside $3 million dollars per yearuod the Fish Passage
Program, which repairs or replaces culverts thatatacurrently provide fish passage. To date,
51 sites have been addressed, opening up mord fastream miles. ODOT has pioneered
efforts to incorporate fish passage into highwaystauction, including improvements to habitat
around in-water structures and more fish friendiplorepairs.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Grants.ODOT also has a local assistance grant prograrmid¢gcle

and pedestrian facility improvements. Local goveenis compete for funding for projects that
are the highest priority in their community. ODOfddocal governments share the costs of
these projects. The Oregon Bicycle & Pedestrianigaty Committee selects the Grant projects.

Immediate Opportunity Fund. The Immediate Opportunity Fund (IOF) supports priyna
economic development in Oregon. It does this bydmg and improving streets and roads in
strategic locations. The IOF only funds strategmexts that require a quick response and
commitment of funds because other sources are talheaor insufficient. It is not a substitute
for other funding sources. The IOF is a discretigmaogram. The maximum amount available
for a single project is $500,000.

Jurisdictional Exchange. ODOT has identified over 1,000 miles of state highg/that

primarily serve local purposes. These include udréerials serving mostly local travel, urban
streets that are parallel to highway bypassesr@auds that function like county roads. Through
negotiated agreements, ODOT will transfer jurisditiof these highways to local governments.
The agreements may include the cost to maintaimprove the facility based on the condition
of the highway at the time of transfer.

11



Financial Capacity Analysis

SAFETEA-LU requires a financial plan that identifies reasonably anticipated funding
sources for the implementation of transportation projects included in the Regional
Transportation Plan and the Transportation Improvement Program. This requirement is
referred to as Financial Constraint.

In compliance with the requirement of financial constraint the MPO examined the
following revenue streams:

1. Revenue Projection . The Corvallis Urbanized Area currently receives

approximately $530K of STP funds for its transportation improvement projects. The
Area has a carryover of approximately $575K as of February 2005. The table below
is a conservative projection of STP funds ($530K/year) for the Corvallis Urbanized
Area over the next 4 years. It shows the balance of STP funds against the costs of
projects programmed over the same time period.

STP Balance by Year

STP STP Fund Fund
Fiscal Cost Allotment | Available | Balance
No. Project Year %) (P)* (%) $)
Walnut Blvd, Highland-
1 13th St. 2008 280,000 | 574,784 574,784 | 294,784
Walnut Blvd, 13th -
2 Rolling Green 2008 282,000 294,784 12,784
Circle Blvd, US 20 -
3 City Limit 2008| 70,000 530,000 542,784 472,784
West Hills Rd, Western
4 Blv-53rd St. 2008| 112,000 472,784 360,784
Lewisburg Rd,
Highland-Crescent
5 Valley 2009| 137,000 530,000 890,784 753,784
Highland Blvd, Walnut -
6 City limit. 2009 | 160,000 753,784 593,784
Highland Rd, Corvallis-
7 Lester Ave 2009| 43,000 593,784 550,784
Highland Rd, Lester
8 Ave-Lewisburg Ave 2009 | 344,000 550,784 206,784
Walnut Blvd, Rolling
9 Green-Kings Blvd 2010| 561,000 530,000 736,784 175,784
Walnut Blvd, 25th streef]
10 | - King Blvd 2011| 504,000 530,000 705,784 201,784

12



FTA’s Section 5307 Program Funds

. The Corvallis Transit System which includes the

Philomath Connection Service currently receives approximately $690,000 from FTA'’s
Section 5307 for its capital and operation improvement programs. Additionally the area
receives the cost of purchasing a bus through Section 5309. The anticipated revenue
from Section 5309 has not been accounted for in the calculation of financial constraints.
A $104,714 of the State Discretionary funds has been approved for FY2008 which is
shown in the table below. Additionally, JARC funds for FY08 and 09 have been
earmarked for the Corvallis Transit System. It is reasonable to assume that the system
would receive similar funds in FY10 and FY11. The table below is a conservative
projection of Section 5307 funds for the Corvallis Urbanized Area over the next 3 years:

Transit Projects
Balancing of Revenue and Expenditure

= Improve- Federal $ Local Tota_l Cost Revenue| Available! Balance
ment Requested share Estimate
Bus
2008 | Replacemel | $104,714 | $11,985 | $116,699 | $104,71. | $104,714 $0
(PC)
o00e | Annual $536,500 | $536,500 | $1.073,001 | $744,531 | $744,53€ | $208.036
Operation : ’ T ’ ’ ’
p00g | Annual e 000 | $41,000 | $205,000 $208,03€ | $44,036
Operation ’ ' ’ ' '
JARC
2008 $156.000 | $156,000 | $312,000 | $156,001| $200,03¢ | $44,036
Program
2009| Annual $571,500 | $571500 $1.143000 $791¢ $835974| $264,474
Operation ! ! ! ! " ' '
Preventive/ =
2009 | Ul S $173,020 | $43255|  $216,275 $264,474| $91,454
JARC
2009 $162.485 | $162.485 $324.970 $162,48%253,939| $91 454
Program
o01¢| Annual $608.500 | $618,500 | $1,227.001 | $823.61| $915.07C | $306.,570
Operation : ’ S ’ ’ ’
Preventivel
201C | N | $182536 | $45,634 | $228,170 $306,57C | $124,034
JARC ]
201C| $170,609 | $170,610 | $341,219 | $170,60' | $294,64% | $124,034
rogram
2011| Annual $656,000 | $656.000 $1,312,000 $856,509980534| $324.534
Operation ’ ’ ' ’ " ' ’
Preventive/ )
2011 | N | $212576 | $53,143|  $265,719 $324,534| $111,958
JARC
2011 |  prooram | $179:140 | $179139  $358279  $179,139291,097 | $111,957
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Required Local Match Funds.  The use of federal transportation funds requiresspring
agencies to provide local matching funds as a @oxtf the total cost of projects. The amount of
required local match in Oregon is 10.27% of thaltobst of projects for STP funds, 20% for
transit capital improvement projects, and 50% fansit operation programs.

The State of Oregon’s Local Government Fund Excbdrggram allows sponsors of federally
funded projects to exchange $1 of their federatifion 94 cents in state highway funds.
Exchanging federal funds for state funds helpsllagancies avoid complicated federal
contracting regulations and ensures that all fddenals are expended within required timelines.

Financial Capability Analyses.  Benton County and the City of Corvallis are theydmto
local governments sponsoring projects in the CésvAlea’s TIP document. The County and
the City, each develop a five-year Capital ImproeatProgram (CIP) that is adopted by their
governing boards and is updated annually. The G&EIP includes capital outlay costs for
the preservation and maintenance of the existingiyoroadways. It also provides local dollars
to match federal funds.

Funding for transportation improvement purposeSanvallis are detailed in the City’'s CIP
under the Public Works cost item which constitutese than one-third of the entire city’s
annual budget. Partial funding for the operatiod eapital improvements of the Corvallis
Transit System is provided through the City of Gdiig local property taxes. There is, currently,
no indication that the City of Corvallis would distinue its support of the transit system
operation.

Both, Benton County and the City of Corvallis pugraat deal of emphasis on the preservation
and maintenance of their existing transportatianlifees. The jurisdictions routinely make
efforts to provide funds for the adequate mainteeaand operation of their transportation
systems. Both jurisdictions have advisory bodies @ivocacy groups that have been
instrumental in securing funds for transportatimpiovement projects.

Statement of Financial Capability. Tables above demonstrate the balancing of treonadoly
anticipated revenue and the costs of programmegédqtsocover the next 4 years. The MPO also
reviewed the Benton County and the City of CorgallllPs and the past trends in financing
transportation improvement projects by these gawents. The reviews led to the following
conclusions:

1. Benton County and the City of Corvallis are finally solvent and capable of providing for
the operation and maintenance of their transporiaystems;

2. The Benton County and the City of Corvallis’ €i&e based on reasonable estimates of
projected revenue and expenses over the next éaesy

3. The Benton County and City of Corvallis’ CIPslude adequate funds to cover the required
match for the transportation projects in the TIP;

4. Benton County and the City of Corvallis routinplovide for the maintenance and operation
of existing transportation systems;

5. The City of Corvallis is committed to providifgr the operation and maintenance of the
Corvallis Transit System, and;

14



6. There currently is no indication that Benton @ywor the City of Corvallis would
discontinue their financial support of their traogption systems.

15



Project Selection Process

The selection of transportation projects for inmasn the FY2008-2011 TIP was conducted on
two coordinated tracks.

A. Selection of Major Projects
The selection of major projects that are not funithedugh the MPQO’s STP funds are
conducted by and coordinated with the Cascades WWeatCommission on Transportation’s
project selection process. All entities within theee counties of Benton, Linn and Lincoln,
including CAMPO submit priority projects to CWAC®rffunding considerations. CWACT
uses prioritization criteria and recommends fundorgorojects within the entire three
counties.

B. Selection of Projects under STP
The MPO Area receives approximately $435K of STiRlfuannually that is pooled and
allocated to the highest transportation priorityhef MPO area.

1. Request for Projects The MPO requested its member agencies to sublmsttat
desired transportation projects for STP fundingsiiel projects were compiled into a
master list of candidate projects for funding.

2. Project Evaluation. In 2005 CAMPO developed criteria for funding pitization of
candidate transportation projects (Appendix A ahdH&r an adopted policy, more than
half of the available funds over a five year perawd allocated to the preservation and
maintenance of the existing transportation syst&ppéndix C). The MPO Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC) applied criteria to canalid projects for funding and
developed a ranking table of projects.

3. Programming of Projects The ranking table was modified based on financial

constraints and the logical sequencing of projéldtss process produced the
recommended list of projects for funding under 3ams.

The results of these processes are demonstratied following pages as the list of FY2008-
2011 Corvallis Area Transportation Improvement Paogy

16



Status of Previously Programmed Projects

Federal regulations require MPOs to provide theustaf projects from the previous TIP in termsroplemented, delayed or
modified. The following is the status of Corvalisea Transportation projects listed in the FY2QD®9 TIP:

FY2006-2009 TIP Projects

: : . Local | Total .
No.| Project From-To Imr[r)];or:{(e- P.Ir_oje:t Sponsor ';'Z;? FSUQS:QS F(eodoeor;a l Share | Cost OKDeOT (I?(c/)plt)—:‘ Olz\h(g/qs‘;ed
yp (000) | (000) y
Western |26th Street t City of
1 Boulevardl 35th Street Resurfacq P Corvallis FY05 STP $250 200 $450 14344 Y Y
: Hwy 20 to
Circle S Benton
2 Boulevard Cor\ll_?rlrlmlﬁ Cityl Resurfacd P County FY05| STP $70 $70 14345 N N
Eliminate Design & Benton
3 [53rd Streq Railroad 9 M FYO5 STP | $500 $500 | 14351 N Y
R.O.W. County
Underpass
Hwy 20/34 tq Benton
4 [53rd Stree|Country ClufReconstru¢ M FYO5( STP | $265 235 $500 | 14352 N Y
County
Road
Columbia
William R.|Ave to 350 ft City of Adair
5 Carr Streel  south of Resurfacef P Village FYO5 STP $30 25 $55 14353 Y Y
Laurel St.
Reservoir Benton under
6 Road Reconstru¢ M County FYO6| STP | $250 750 $900 | 14349 way Y
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Hwy 34 to | Benton
7 |[19th StreetChapeI StredRECONStrUgt County FYO6[ STP $500 262 $762 14350
13th Street .
Walnut . City of
8 Boulevard Rolllng Greel Resurface Corvallis FY07| STP | $272 200 $472 | 14346
Drive
Highland :
Walnut City of
9 Boulevard Road to 13th Resurfacs Corvallis FY07| STP $280 $280( 14348
Street
; Western
10| WestHills| g, levard td Resurface Benton 1evogl sTP | $112 $112 | 14347
Road County
53rd Street
. Highland Rd
17 | LOWISBUIG Y e rescent] Resurfacd Benton -vggl sTp | $137 $137| 14354
Road County
Valley Dr
. Corvallis City
12 AR Limitto | Resurface Benton vl sTP $43 $43 | 14355
Road County
Lester Ave
Lester
Highland | Avenue to Benton
13| Road Lewisburg Resurface County FY08 STP | $344 $344| 14356
Road
Rolling Greel .
Walnut : City of
14| Boulevard Dr to Kings | Resurface Corvallis FY0O9[ STP | $521 $521 | 14357

Blvd




FY 2008-2011

Corvallis Area
Transportation Improvement
Program

List of Projects

Note: All dollar amounts are estimates.
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Table 1. Corvallis Area FY 2008-2011 Projects — Pyects in the Draft STIP

No Project From To Type: Mod/ Description of Federal $ 5307 Local Cont- | Project Total | Fiscal | ODOT
) Route/Highway Pres Improvement Requested ribution |Cost Estimate Year(s) | Key No.
OR34: VAN BUREN ST
ENIVRON. WORK i
1 BRIDGEDE\I;PLACE. 0 0.34 Mod % ROW PURCHASE - - $10,075,000 2011 12827
US20: NEWTON - ENVIRON. DOC.
2 NEER DEVELOPMENT 51.31 54.51 Mod \WORK - - $2,000,000 2009 13666
TDM PROGRAM
TDM PROGRAM 2008 . USING FED FY 07-
3 (CORVALLIS) - - Operations 08 FUNDS: MATCH - - $45,000 2008 13682
BY LOCAL
TDM PROGRAM
. USING FED FY 07-
4 TDM PROGRAM - - Operations 08 FUNDS: MATCH - - $45,000 2009 13683
BY LOCAL
TDM PROGRAM
. USING FED FY 09-
5 TDM PROGRAM -- -- Operations 10 FUNDS: MATCH -- -- $48,000 2010 14884
PAID BY LOCAL
US20: NEWTON CR d . |OVERLAY MP
6 (PHILOMATH)-OR99W| MP 51.31MP 55.75 Preservation 51 31 to MP 55.75 -- - $2,096,000 2011 14744
US20: CORVALLIS- . |OVERLAY MP 0.78
- - (¢
7 ALBANY MP 0.78/MP 11.28 Preservation to MP 11.28 $5,247,000 2011 14744
TDM PROGRAM
TDM PROGRAM 2011 . USING FED FY 10-
8 (CORVALLIS) - - Operations 11 FUNDS: MATCH - - $48,000 2011 14885
PAID BY LOCAL
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Table 2. FY08-FY11 Projects Using STP Fund

Improve- OoDOT

No.| Project From To ment | Type| FY | STP Cost| Total Cost | Sponsof Key No.
Walnut Highland City of

1 |Blvd. Dr. 13th St. Resurface | P&M 2008 280,000 | $ 574,784Corvallis 14348
Walnut Rolling City of

2 |Blvd. 13th St. |Green St. |Resurface | P&M| 200& 282,000 | $ - |Corvallis 14344

Corvallis Benton

3 |Circle Blvd.JUS 20 City Limits |Resurface | P&M| 200&% 70,000 | $ 530,000County 14345
West Hills |Western City of

4 |Rd. Blvd 53rd St. Resurface| P&M 2008 112,000 | $ - |Corvallis 14347
Lewisburg |Highland |Crescent Benton

5 |Rd. Dr. Valley Rd. |Resurface | P&M| 200$% 137,000 | $  530,000County 14354
Highland |Walnut |Corvallis City of

6 |Dr. Blvd City Limits |Resurface | P&M| 200% 160,000 | $ 205,000Corvallis | Not issued
Highland |Corvallis Benton

7 |Dr. limits Lester Ave.| Resurface| P&M 200® 43,000 $ - |County 14355
Highland |Lester Lewisburg Benton

8 |Dr. Ave. Ave. Resurface | P&M| 200% 344,000 | $ - |County 14354
Walnut Rolling City of

9 |Blvd. Green St. | Kings BlvdResurface | P&M| 2016 561,000 | $ 530,000Corvallis 14357
Walnut City of

10 |Blvd. 25th St. | Kings Blvd|Resurface | P&M| 201% 504,000 | $ 530,000Corvallis | Not issued

P & M = Preservation and Maintenance
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Table 3. City of Corvallis Transit System Capital ad Operation Improvement Program
FY2008-2011 Projects

Federal $ , Total Cost
FY Improvement Requested Funding Source| Local share Estimate
Bus Replacemer State
2008 (Philomath Conn $104,714 Discretionary $11,985 $116,699
200€ | Annual Operatiol | $536,500 Section 5307 $536,500 $1,073,000
200€ | Annual Operatiol | $164,000 Section 5307 $41,000 $205,000
2008 | JARC Program | $156,000 State $156,000 | $312,000
’ Discretionary ’ ’

2009 | Annual Operation $571,500 Section 530 $571,50 $1,143,000

Preventive/ .
2009 Maintenance $173,020 Section 5307 $43,255 $216,27
2009| JARC Program|  $162,485 State $162,485 $324,970

’ Discretionary ’ '

201C | Annual Operatiol $608,500 Section 5307 $618,500 $1,227,000
201 | Preventive/ $182,536 | Section 5307 | $45,634 $228,170

Maintenance
201C| JARC Program | $170,609 _ State $170,610 | $341,219

' Discretionary ' '

2011 | Annual Operatior| $656,000 Section 530 $6%5,00 $1,312,000
2011| Preventve/ | ¢r15576 | Section5307|  $53,143 $265,71

Maintenance
2011| JARC Program|  $179,140| . St $179,139 $358,279

’ Discretionary ' '
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Transit Capital Improvement Projects under Section5309
Requires Approval by US Congress

The following capital improvement projects haverbpeogrammed based on the past

discretionary grants secured by the Oregon ConigredsDelegation. These projects require the
approval of US Congress upon the annual budgebapption.

Table 4
Anticipated Section 5309 projects

200¢ Bus Replacement $267,072

2009| Bus Replacement $266,318

201C| Bus Replacement $276,561

2011| Bus Replacement $286,350
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ACT
CAMPO
CIP
CWACT
FHWA
FTA

FY

IOF
JARC
MPO
NHS
OoDOT
OoTC
OTIA
OTIB
SAFETEA-LU

SIP
STIP
STP
STP-E
STP-R
STP-S
STP-U
STRAHNET
TAC
TEA-21
TIP
U.S.C.

Glossary of Acronyms

Area Commission on Transportation

Corvallis Area Metropolitan Planning Orgaatipn
Capital Improvement Program

Cascades West Area Commission on Transjpamtat
Federal Highway Administration

Federal Transit Administration

Fiscal Year

Immediate Opportunity Fund

Job Access Reverse Commute

Metropolitan Planning Organization

National Highway System

Oregon Department of Transportation

Oregon Transportation Commission

Oregon Transportation Investment Act

Oregon Transportation Infrastructure Bank

Safe, Accountable, Efficient TranspodatEquity Act: A Legacy

for Users

State Implementation Plan

Statewide Transportation Improvement Program
Surface Transportation Program

Surface Transportation Program — Enhancemen
Surface Transportation Program — Rural
Surface Transportation Program — State
Surface Transportation Program — Urban
Strategic Highway Network

Technical Advisory Committee

Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Qamyt
Transportation Improvement Program

United States Code
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Appendix A

Criteria for Funding Prioritization of Transportati on Projects
Under the Surface Transportation Program (STP) Fund

A. Modernization Projects

No. | Goal Measures Values
Will the project improve the transportation systensupport ,\S/Ilggg'rg?glt Iy_=35
economic development? Slightly = i/ -
Will the project improve current or future trafflow on this Sllggglr(;?glt Iy_=35
corridor? Slightly = i’ -
Significantly =5
Will the project help improve transit services? Moderately = 3
Slightly =1
Transportation _ _ _ _ N Significantly = 5
Capacity Will the project help improve bicycle facilities? Moderately = 3
L | improvement Slightly = 1
(34 Points) Significantly = 5
Will the project help improve pedestrian facilittes Moderately = 3
Slightly =1
Will the project improve system connectivity to &dreduce :Err?t?guzh—:;
travel time for people and commerce? Slight Ch;nge -1
Will the project accommodate for travel needs o$taxg or '\Sﬂlggg'r(;?glt Iy_=24
future trip generators? Slightly = i’ -
Total Points from this Goal 34
Will benefits of the project be realized in theisntJrbanized BI "A‘Ar:tee rrliaa||:_150
? : -
Area’ Collector = 2
Extent of ADT Range*:
2 Coverage A=10
(20 Points) Will the project impact a large number of users? B=5
C=2
Total Points from this Goal 20
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Preservation and
Maintenance of
3 Existing
Facilities

(15 Points)

Will the project extend the life of a facility wiblut construction
of new facilities?

Significantly = 5
Moderately = 3
Slightly = 2

Will the project upgrade or refurbish existing saracilities or
transit routes?

Significantly = 5
Moderately = 3
Slightly = 2

Will the Project upgrade or refurbish existing laleyand/or
pedestrian facilities?

Significantly = 5
Moderately = 3

Environmental

Slightly = 2
Total Points from this Goal 15
Does the project have adverse impacts on the anmaat Slgnlflcantly_z 1
(water, air, habitat, etc.)? MO(_jerater .
R e 2Slightly = 3

Will the project eliminate the need for an altervatsolution
with greater adverse impacts?

Significantly = 3
Moderately = 2
Slightly =1

4 | Protecti o _ _ __ I _
(fg Sgilnq[g) Does the project improve the environmental impatesxisting ,\S/Ilggg'rg?glt Iy_ 23
conditions? . - y=
Slightly =1
How much effort will be required to mitigate thevepnmental Slgnlflcantly_z .
impacts of the project? Moderately = 2
' Slightly = 3
Total Points from this Goal 12
Significantly = 10
Will the project improve safety of motorists onglfiacility? Moderately = 7
Safety Slightly = 2
S Improvement . o . L Significantly = 9
(14 Points) Will the_prOJect improve safety of transit usergyolists and Moderately = 7
pedestrians? ) =
Slightly = 2
Total Points from this Goal 19
Grand Total 100

* ADT Range for
Goal 2, Criterion 2;

A =>10,000
B = 5,000 -10,000

C =<5,000
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Appendix B

Criteria for Funding Prioritization of Transportati on Projects
Under the Surface Transportation Program (STP) Fund

B. Maintenance and Preservation Projects

No | Goal Measures Values
Pavement Good =10
Condition Pavement Rating Fair = 25

1 (reservation and Poor = 50
Maintenance of
Existing Facilities) | Total Points from this Goal 50

Will the project upgrade or refurbish existing san Yes =5
facilities or transit routes? No = 0
. . . . . Yes =5
Will the Project upgrade or refurbish existing luiley
, o
Extent of Coverage and/or pedestrian facilities” No = 0
2 =
Will benefits of the project be realized in theient II:/I ',A\Ar:tirrlizlll_—zl%
Urbanized Area? Collector :_5
Total Points from this Goal 30
Will the project improve safety of motorists onghi agsg'r:g&yzzsm
facility? Slightly = 2
3 Safety ___
Improvement Will the project improve safety of transit usergyllists a‘gggg;‘glt Iy_—510
and pedestrians? Slightly = g -
Total Points from this Goal 20
Grand Total 100
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Appendix C

Corvallis Area MPO
Policy on Allocation of STP Funds

A. Eligibility
Eligible projects for STP funds are:

1. Transportation projects on roadways functionelissified as Collector or
higher

2. Transportation Planning or Studies and Enviramaleprojects
3. Transit and other alternative modes of transpiort
4. Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) projects

5. Other transportation-related projects deemedagpiate by MPO Policy Board.

B. Funding Allocation

It is the policy of CAMPO to:

1. Allocate the majority of its STP funds to presgion and maintenance of
existing transportation system over a five yearqaer

2. Provide support and give due considerationd farésdictions’ projects.
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Appendix D

CAMPO'’s Definition of Modernization and Preservation?

Modernization

Projects that add capacity to the transportatigtesy by constructing new lanes or
widening existing facilities, and projects that adaific lights, curb and gutter,
sidewalks, bikeways or storm-water drainage.

Preservation
Projects that improve or maintain the existing $gaortation system’s operation,
productivity, safety or useful life without expaosiof capacity.

2 CAMPO's definitions of Modernization and Presefwatmight be different from the same definitions by
ODOT.
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