
2021-2024 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program 
Public Notification of Submitted New and Proposed Amended Existing Projects 

Public Notification and Opportunity to Comment Notice 

 

  

 
Metro is in receipt of the 2021-24 MTIP March FFY 2023 Formal Amendment Bundle for Resolution 23-5319 

 
Amendment Purpose Statement for Resolution 23-5319 (Amendment Number MR23-07-MAR) 

 
FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE 2021-24 MTIP TO RE-SCOPE THE OR8/CANYON RD PROJECT TO REFLECT ONLY THE BEAVERTON 
PEDESTRIAN ENHANCEMENT PORTION ALLOWING IT TO MEET FEDERAL DELIVERY REQUIREMENTS 
 

Public Notification Comment Opportunities for the March FFY 2023 Formal MTIP Amendment for Resolution 23-5319 
 

The public review period for this project amendment is 2/28/2023 and concludes on 3/29/2023, at 5:00 pm. 
Requests to submit comments or concerns about this amendment should be submitted to Summer Blackhorse, via email at 

summer.blackhorse@oregonmetro.gov . Subject to revisions to address comments received during the public comment period, the 2021-26 
MTIP as revised by the proposed amendment will be the final program unless amended, and a final notice will not be published. 

 
Added Notes 

 
Public comment also may occur by attending one of the two Metro approval committees required for the formal amendment to complete: (1) 

Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC), or (2) at the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT). Public 
comment can also occur at the Metro Council where the formal amendment receives final Metro approval. Please check the Metro website 

for the specific committee to see if the amendment is included on that month's agenda. 
 

About MTIP Formal/Full Amendments 
Formal MTIP amendments represent a significant change to a project from the original funding or scope of improvement activities. The 

various required process steps are intended to demonstrate that the required changes have no significant impact upon air conformity, plus 
fiscal constraint is still maintained, and/or the priorities, policies, and goals established in the approved Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 

have not changed.  Formal MTIP amendments normally fall into one or more of the following categories: (1) Significantly adds, revises, 
reduces, or changes the project scope of improvement activities. (2) Requires a significant change to the project limits (greater than 1 mile). 

(3) Involves a significant cost change (increase or decrease normally 20% or 30% greater).  (4) Adds or cancels a project from the MTIP. 
 



2021-2024 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program 
Exhibit A to Resolution 23-5319 

March FFY 2023 Formal Transition Amendment Bundle Contents 
Amendment Type: Formal/Full 
Amendment #: MR23-07-MAR 

Total Number of Projects: 1 
Key 

Number & 
MTIP ID 

Lead 
Agency Project Name Project Description Amendment Action 

(#1) 
ODOT Key # 

19758 
MTIP ID 
70757 

ODOT 

OR8: SW Hocken Ave - 
SW Short St 
OR8: Canyon Rd 
Pedestrian 
Enhancements 

Design and construct streetscape, safety, 
and operational improvements 
Construct streetscape, safety & 
operational enhancements of median 
islands and crosswalk stripping between 
SW 117th Ave & SW Lloyd St with new 
pedestrian crossing at Cedar Hills Blvd, & 
rapid flashing beacon at Rose Biggi Ave, 
for safer pedestrian access. 

SCOPE CHANGE: 
Re-scope the project to reflect the 
Beaverton pedestrian enhancement 
portion as the primary project scope 
and adjust the construction phase to 
be in FFY 2024. 

 
Added Amendment Notes: 
The complexity of separating the Beaverton pedestrian portion from the ODOT Street improvement project results in continue discussions over 
the appropriate name, description, and funding composition for the project. Through the public comment process, additional tweaks and 
adjustments to the project name, description, and funding composition may still occur. The final version will proceed to Metro Council with no 
further changes then occurring. 
 
Proposed Amendment Review and Approval Steps: 

- Tuesday, February 28, 2023: Post amendment & begin 30-day notification/comment period 
- Friday, March 3, 2023: TPAC meeting (Required Metro amendment notification) 
- Thursday, March 16, 2023: JPACT meeting 
- Wednesday, March 29, 2023: End 30-day Public Comment period 
- Thursday, April 6, 2023: Metro Council meeting 
- Wednesday, April 13, 2023: Submit MTIP Amendment bundle sent on to ODOT and FHWA for final reviews and approvals 
- Mid to late May 2023: Final project amendment approval from FHWA expected. 



Highway ODOT Key: 18758
SM&O MTIP ID: 70757

Operations Status: 4
Safety Comp Date: 12/31/2028

No RTP ID: 11440
Yes RTP Approval: 12/6/2018
Yes Trans Model: 12/6/2018

 TCM: No
 TSMO Award No

Metro
ODOT

TSMO Cycle N/A

STBG RFFA ID: N/A
OR8 RFFA Cycle: 2016-2018
3.22
3.15

UPWP: No

4.07
3.90

UPWP Cycle: N/A

0.85
0.75

Past Amend: 7

No Council Appr: Yes
N/A Council Date:  
2015 OTC Approval: No

9 OTC Date N/A

Project Status:  4 = (PS&E) Planning Specifications, & Estimates (final design 30%, 
60%, 90% design activities initiated).

Metro
2021-26 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP)

PROJECT AMENDMENT DETAIL WORKSHEET 

Lead Agency: ODOT

Mile Post End:

Project Type:

Capacity Enhancing:

Funding Type:

Fiscal Constraint Cat:

ODOT Type

State Highway Route

Mile Post Begin:

Flex Transfer to FTA
FTA Conversion Code:

 

Project Name: 
OR8: SW Hocken Ave - SW Short St
OR8: Canyon Rd Pedestrian Enhancements Performance Goal:

STIP Amend #: 21-24-3109 MTIP Amnd #: MR23-07-MAR

Short Description: 
Design and construct streetscape, safety, and operational improvements
Construct streetscape, safety & operational enhancements of median islands and 
crosswalk stripping between SW 117th Ave & SW Lloyd St with new pedestrian 
crossing at Cedar Hills Blvd, & rapid flashing beacon at Rose Biggi Ave, for safer 
pedestrian access.

Length:

1

 

30 Day Notice End:

Funding Source

On CMP:

March 2023 Formal Amendment for FFY 2023 - Amendment Number MR23-07-MAR

 Conformity Exempt:

30 Day Notice Begin:

Years Active:
1st Year Program'd:

2021-2026 MTIP Formal Amendment - Exhibit A

Summary Reason for Change: The project is being re-scoped closer to Beaverton's RFFA award Canyon Rd pedestrian enhancement project

MTIP Formal Amendment 
SCOPE CHANGE

Re-scope project to reflect 
Beaverton Canyon Rd Ped project
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Fund
Type

Fund 
Code

Year

STP (Metro) Z230 2015
STP (Metro) Z230 2015
State STP H240 2015

Equity B
LZ2E
LZ20

2015

NHS
(Min Guarantee)

Q760 2015

Redistribution
M040
M03E

2015

ADVCON ACP0 2015
STP (Metro) ZS30 2020
State STBG ZS30 2020

HSIP ZS30 2020
STP (Metro) Z230 2023

STBG-U Z230 2024
State STBG Z240 2023
State STBG Z240 2024

    
-$                                        

4,868,879$                            

 Federal Funds
1,111,396$              

 Note:  ADVCON =Metro  HIP Fund Exchange awarded funding to the project.

 

Preliminary 
Engineering

 STIP Description: Design and construct streetscape, safety, and operational improvements on Canyon Rd in Beaverton between SW 117th Ave and SW Lloyd St. Improve signal 
safety and access for pedestrians including streetscape enhancements.

PROJECT FUNDING DETAILS

 Detailed Description:  
Improve the safety and signal operation to provide streetscape improvements that improve the connectivity between the Creekside District and Old Town, and 
to improve access to transit users of OR8 (canyon Rd) in the Beaverton Regional Center Project Funding 
Construct various pedestrian upgrades on Canyon Rd/OR8 in Beaverton between MP 3.15 and MP 3.90, between SW 117th Ave and SW Lloyd St to include 
new pedestrian crossing at Cedar Hills Blvd, rectangular rapid flashing beacon (RRFB) at Rose Biggi Ave, construct median islands with landscaping, 
crosswalk striping, plus street and intersection lighting (Split from ODOT OR8 January 2023, 2016-2018 RFFA award and HIP fund exchange award) 

Construction Total

548,244$          548,244$                               

225,133$                               

32,882$                                 

50,344$                                 

1,577,190$              

 

-$                                        

 

Right of Way
Other

(Utility Relocation)
Planning

Last Amendment of Modification: Administrative - AM22-07-DEC1 - December 2022 - Slip Construction phase with $1,974,955 of STB-U and $1,615,497 of STBG State plus 
matching funds and overmatch from FFY 2022 to FFY 2023

-$                                        

25,452$                    

32,882$                    
1,577,190$                            

1,974,955$       
225,133$             

448,650$             

125,876$                  

50,344$                    

1,139,571$         

25,452$                                 

-$                                        

125,876$                               

-$                                        1,615,497$       
1,957,810$                            

325,948$                               

1,957,810$       

325,948$                  

Federal Totals:
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State (STP) Match 2015
State (Equity) Match 2015
State (NHS) Match 2015

State (Redist) Match 2015
State (STBG) Match 2020
State (HSIP) Match 2020

State S010 2020
State (STBG) Match 2023
State STBG Match 2024

Local (STP-U) Match 2015
Local (STP-U) Match 2015

Local (AC) Match 2015
Local (STP-U) Match 2020
Local (STP-U) Match 2023

Local (STBG-U) Match 2024
Other OTH0 2023
Other OTH0 2024

 

145,362$                               

127,204$                  
 Local Funds

-$                                        

3,764$                      

-$                       
-$                       

Local Total 423,703$                                
-$                                        

Phase Totals After Amend: 2,382,360$              
7,901,395$       11,171,395$                          Phase Totals Before Amend: 1,500,000$              1,770,000$         

5,475,250$                            2,811,990$       -$                            280,900$             
-$                            

State Total: 
-$                                        

3,764$                                    
 State Funds

5,475,250$                            Total Project Cost Estimate (all phases):
5,475,250$                            Year of Expenditure Cost Amount:

62,749$                                 62,749$            

130,429$             

30,000$               
-$                                        

14,407$                                 

25,767$                                 

14,407$                    

25,767$               

184,901$          

2,913$                                    

180,516$                               

19,107$                                 

-$                                        
224,080$                               

-$                                        

-$                                        

 
226,042$          
224,080$          

3,900,000$       
19,107$            

180,516$                  

51,350$               
37,306$                    

-$                                        

30,000$                                 

5,762$                      
2,913$                      

5,762$                                    
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1

2

3

4

5A
5B
5C
5D

Revised Match Federal:

Why project is short programmed:

Programming Summary Details

Phase Obligations and Expenditures Summary

Total Funds Obligated:

EA End Date:
Known Expenditures:

Revised Match Percent:

Phase Change Amount:
Phase Change Percent:

-$                       
59%

244,668$                  
10.27%

N/A
N/A N/A

-$                       
N/A

(1,489,100)$        
-84%

(5,696,145)$                           
-51%

557,264$                               
10.27%

25,767$               
0%

-$                            
10.27%

N/A

2,382,360$              280,900$             

0%
882,360$                  

EA Number: PE002550 R9263000
EA Start Date: N/A

Public Notification and Comment Process: 
Was a 30 Public Notification/Opportunity to Comment Period Required? Yes
What were the 30 day Public Notification/Opportunity to Comment Start and end dates?
Was the Public Notification/Opportunity to Comment period completed consistent with the Metro Public Participation Plan? 
Was the Public Notification/Opportunity to Comment period included on the Metro website allowing email submissions as comments? 

Federal Aid ID

N/A

General Areas
Phase funding fields: Red font =  prior amended funding or project details. Blue font = amended changes to funding or project details. Black font indicates no 
change has occurred.

Amendment Purpose: The purpose of an MTIP amendment is normally to add a new project due to required federal review actions involving the MTIP and 
STIP, or complete required changes to the project (name description, or funding) to meet the project's next federal approval delivery step.

This amendment to the MTIP completes what action: The amendment completes a re-scoping action to become a pedestrian/safety enhancement project 
which is closer to the original Beaverton Canyon Rd project as awarded through he 2016-18 RFFA call. The prior ODOT intersection safety improvement piece is 
split off from Key 18758.

Federal Funds Obligated: 2,137,692$              225,133$             

-$                            (5,089,405)$      

286,829$          

8/31/2015 11/1/2019

MTIP Programming Submitted Supporting Documentation: STIP Summary Report, STIP Impacts Worksheet, Project Location Map, Approved CMR, prior Metro 
funding award documentation, IGA 30667, 

-64%

10.27%

MTIP Programming Consistency Check Details and Glossary

 Other Notes

Item

N/A

Planning PE ROW Other/UR Construction

S029(027)
Initial Obligation Date:
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5E

6

1
2A
2B

2C

2D

1A

1B

2A
2B

3A

3B

3C

3D

4

5

1A

1B

Were there a significant amount of comments received requiring a comments log summary provided to Metro Communications Staff? No. However, any 
significant comments received are sent on to Metro's Communication staff for review plus evaluation, and response as needed.

Added clarifying notes: The project returns closer to the original RFFA award scope for Beaverton

Fiscal Constraint Consistency Check Areas

UPWP Consistency Check Areas

RTP Consistency Check Areas

 Does the MTIP action also require an UPWP amendment:  No. The project is not part of Metro's UPWP.

Can the MTIP amendment proceed ahead of the UPWP amendment? Yes. 

Does the project require a special performance assessment evaluation as part of the amendment? (applies to capacity enhancing projects, $100 million or 
greater, and regionally significant). No. The project is not capacity enhancing nor does it exceed $100 million dollars in cost.

What RTP Goal(s) does the project support? Goal #3 - Transportation Choices
   - Objective 3.3 Access to Transit – Increase household and job access to current and planned frequent transit service.
   - Objective 3.4 Access to Active Travel Options – Increase household and job access to planned regional bike and walk networks.

Will Performance Measurements Apply? No. This is a planning activity. Performance measurements do not apply to planning activities.
Does the amendment include fiscal updates? No. The authorized funding is not changing, only being advanced forward to FFY 2023.

Was overall fiscal constraint demonstrated? Yes.
 

Is the project exempt per 40 CFR 93.126, Table 2 or 40 CFR 92.127, Table 3? Yes, per 40 CFR 93.126, Table 2

Is Air Quality analysis required? No. The Metro MPA has obtained conformity attainment. Special air quality analysis requirements do not apply

Is an Air Quality analysis approval date required? No. If the project is capacity enhancing, then transportation modeling analysis was completed as part of the 
RTP update. The RTP approval date12/6/2018 can be considered the date for the completion of any required transportation demand modeling requirements 
for projects if they are capacity enhancing.

RTP ID and Name: ID# 11440 - TV Hwy (and Canyon Rd) Corridor Safety and Access to Transit

RTP Project Description: Bus stop improvements, ADA improvements, sidewalk infill, enhanced pedestrian crossings, signal priority, queue jumps.

What is the exception category per the regulation: Table 2 - Air Quality - Bicycle and pedestrian facilities.

Is the project considered capacity enhancing? No. The project is a planning project. It is not capacity enhancing.

If capacity enhancing, did the project complete required transportation demand modeling through the RTP Update or via an RTP amendment? No.

Was the Proof-of Funding  requirement satisfied and how? Confirmation of project need in FFY 2023 and verification that the funds will be part of the SFY 2024 
UPWP.

What is the funding source for the project? Metro RFFA Step 1 annual funding
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2

1
2A

2B

3
4

ADVCON

Equity B

HSIP

NHS
Minimum
Guarantee

Local
Other

Redistribution

State

State STBG

Other Review Areas
Is the project location identified on the National Highway System (NHS), and what is its designation? Yes. "Other NHS Routes"
Is the project location identified as part of one or more of Metro Modeling Networks, and which one(s)? Yes. Motor Vehicle

What is the Metro modeling designation? See below:
  - Motor Vehicle Network = Major Arterial
  - Transit Network = Light Rail Transit + Frequent Bus
  - Freight = Roadway Connectors
  - Bicycle = Bike Parkway + Regional Bicycle 
  - Pedestrian = Pedestrian Parkway

Is the project designated as a Transportation Control Measure (TCM)? No
Is the project location identified on a Congestion Management Plan route? Yes

Fund Type Codes References

What UPWP category does the project fit under (e.g. Master Agreement, Metro Funded Regionally Significant, or Non-Metro Funded Regionally Significant)? 
N/A

Older federal Equity Bonus Special funds that date back to SAFETEA-LU and reflect adjusted apportionments of federal funds to the state DOTs

A specialized federal fund type within the National Highway System (NHS) funding program that ensures that each State receives a specific share of the 
aggregate funding for major highway programs, with every State guaranteed at least a 90.5 percent return on its percentage share of contributions to the 
Highway Account of the HTF and that no State receives less that $1 million annually.

Federal Advance Construction fund type code. ADVCON is a generic federal fund placeholder. The State DOT normally covers the expenditures using their own 
funds until the final federal fund code is known and can be applied to the project. ADVCON is also stated as "AC" or ACPO in the STIP. In this case, the origin of 
the AC funds are fund exchanged federal Highway Infrastructure Program (HIP) funds between ODOT and Metro. When the final federal conversion code is 
known, a technical correction will occur to identify the specific programmatic federal fund code for the project

Federal Highway Safety Improvement Program funds appropriated to the State DOT and applied to eligible safety related type improvement projects

FHWA rescinds some funds from states that don't meet their annual obligation targets and redistributes them to other states as a bonus that don't meet their 
annual obligation targets. Redistribution funds reflect a portion of those funds Oregon received from other states by meeting Oregon's annual obligation 
targets

Federal Surface Transportation Block Grant funds appropriated to the state DOT. The portion ODOT retains is subclassified as State STBG to differentiate it 
from STBG allocated to the MPOs.

General state funds normally used by ODOT as the match to the required federal fund match requirement.

Local or general state funds used above the required match to cover phase costs. Also referred to as "overmatch" funds for the project.
General Local funds committed by the lead agency that normally cover the minimum match requirement to the federal funds 
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STP, STP-U, or 
STBG-U

(Metro STBG) Federal Surface Transportation Block Grant funds appropriated to ODOT and with a portion allocated under a formula to the MPOs and then 
committed to eligible projects via a discretionary award process
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