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Why is this project needed?

225 miles Urban Highway 
– Includes highways where 

ODOT doesn’t own sidewalk

265 miles Rural Highway

281 miles Interstate &  
Expressway mainline

35 Local Jurisdictions

4 Counties

1 MPO

1 ACT  *new*
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Why is this project needed?
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“Current funding levels are 
inadequate to complete the 
biking and walking facilities 
on the state system by the 
2030 Oregon Transportation 

Plan target date.”

ODOT Key Performance Metrics 
Report, May 2014

• ODOT inventory was not 
complete & needed 
updates

• No strategic process for 
identifying and 
prioritizing ODOT active 
transportation needs



Project Schedule & Overview
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Phase 1: Inventory
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“Gap”
No existing facility

“Gap”
No existing facility

“Substandard”
Existing facility, 

doesn’t meet ODOT 
minimum standard

“Substandard”
Existing facility, 

doesn’t meet ODOT 
minimum standard

“Meets Standard”
Existing facility, 

meets ODOT 
standard

“Meets Standard”
Existing facility, 

meets ODOT 
standard

Identified Need in 
Adopted Local Plan*
*Can apply to areas that are a 
Gap, Substandard, or Meets 

Standard



Phase 1: Inventory
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Region 1 Active Transportation 
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Region 1 Ped/Bike Facilities Atlas

• Complete atlas posted on project website: 
www.oregon.gov/ODOT/ATNI 7



Phase II: Outreach & Evaluation

• TAC, SAC, & PMT
• Over 40 stakeholder 

meetings & interviews
– Over 500 participants

• Virtual Open House 
– Project Background
– Interactive Map 

Comment Tool
– Criteria Survey
– Over 2,500 comments
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• NCHRP Report 803 
– Best Practices

• Literature review
• Survey
• Interviews

– Spreadsheet Tool
• Automates prioritization
• “Preset” with common 

evaluation criteria
• Transparent process
• Easy to update/adjust

– Pilot Tested

Phase II: Outreach & Evaluation



Phase II: Outreach & Evaluation
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DRAFT Statewide 
Bike/Ped Plan Goals

Safety

Mobility & Efficiency

Accessibility & Connectivity

Community & Economic Vitality

Equity

Health

Sustainability

Strategic Investment

Coordination, Cooperation, & 
Collaboration
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Top Criteria Selected by TAC / SAC

Crash History: 
EPDO analysis of ped/bike-involved crashes

Crash Risk: 
Index of risk factors (e.g. vehicle speed, vehicle volumes, # of lanes)

System Completeness: 
Size of gap & completeness of surrounding walk/bike network

Access to Transit:
Number & type of transit lines within walk/bike distance

Access to “Essential Destinations”:
Number of schools, hospitals, stores, etc. within walk/bike distance

Transportation Disadvantaged and Vulnerable Users:
Index of census data (e.g. children, elderly, poverty, non-white, hispanic, disabled, no car)

In Adopted Local Jurisdiction Plan

Phase II: Outreach & Evaluation



12

Phase II: Outreach & Evaluation
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Weight
NCHRP Spreadsheet 
Prioritization Factors

Evaluation Criteria 
Selected by TAC/SAC

8 Safety Crash History

Crash Risk

7 Demand Access to Transit

Access to Essential 
Destinations

4 Connectivity System Completeness

3 Equity Transportation 
Disadvantaged

2 Stakeholder Input In Local Plan

4 Existing Conditions Gaps & Deficiencies

Compliance Could be added in future 

Constraints Could be added in future 

Opportunities Could be added in future 



Applying the Evaluation Criteria
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highest

lowest



Applying the Evaluation Criteria



Applying the Evaluation Criteria
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In Local Plan 
Score: 0-1

Crash History
Score: 0-651

In Local 
Plan 

Score: 0-10

Crash 
History

Score: 0-10



Applying the Evaluation Criteria
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• Complete network evaluation
– >9,000 tenth mile highway segments

• Mode specific
– Pedestrian score
– Bicycle score
– Combined score
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Applying the Evaluation Criteria
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Corridor Summaries
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Next Steps
• 2019-21 STIP scoping input

• 99th and 95th percentile needs

– Feasibility analysis & “pre-scoping” 

– Alternative routes
– Constraints (right-of-way, 

topography, etc.)
– Planning level cost estimates

• Refine Implementation 
Guidance Memo 

• Refine Corridor Summaries
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Questions?

www.oregon.gov/ODOT/ATNI

Jessica Horning
ODOT Project Manager
Jessica.Horning@odot.state.or.us
503-731-3359

Karla Kingsley
Consultant Project Manager
kkingsley@kittelson.com
503-535-7407


