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Chapter 6 – Plan Implementation  
This section shows how the goals and policies in Chapter 2 are implemented through 
procedures and criteria that the MRMPO uses to identify projects. The sections in this chapter 
contain and address:  how and why projects are listed in the RTP, the criteria and 
considerations used by the MRMPO to fund projects, and the RTP Project List.  
 

A. Projects in the RTP 
Requirements for metropolitan plans are described in Federal Highway Administration rules, 
23 CFR Part 450.322. The plan must show through a horizon of at least 20 years the capital 
investment, operations and management strategies planned to lead to an integrated multimodal 
transportation system. Funding for all projects shown in the plan must be identified, or there 
must be a reasonable expectation for funding; meaning that the RTP Project List must be 
financially constrained.  
 
The MRMPO developed the funding expectations for this plan in consultation with ODOT and 
the member jurisdictions. The estimates are the best available at the time, but are likely to 
change – especially in the long-range years (2031-2040). Details about the financial planning 
process and funding sources are shown in Chapter 8 Financial Plan. 
 
It is important to note that not all transportation projects planned within the region are 
contained in this plan. Numerous local improvements are planned and implemented solely by 
the jurisdiction. Such projects are undertaken through the local Transportation System Plan 
(TSP), a state planning document required under Oregon land use law and generally 
incorporated into the local Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Federal transportation planning regulations specify what types of projects to be included in the 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).  These projects are: 

• Any regionally-significant project, 
 regardless of funding source; 

• Any project that will require federal 
 environmental clearance; 

• Any project that will be programmed 
 in the MTIP; and 

• Any project that will receive state or 
 federal transportation funds. 
 
The Clean Air Act further defines the projects 
that must be included in MPO plans and 
included in analysis for the transportation 
conformity process.  Because areas of the 
MRMPO have been designated by the 

Environmental Protection Agency as “attainment and maintenance areas” for carbon monoxide 
and particulates, Clean Air Act requirements must be met in this plan (see details in Chapter 9 

“Regionally-significant 
projects” are defined as being 

on a facility that serves 
regional transportation needs, 

such as access to an area 
outside the region, major 

activity centers in the region, 
major developments and 

planned developments.  
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Air Quality and in the Air Quality Conformity Determination, published separately). 

1. Local Jurisdiction Transportation System Plans 
Transportation planning begins in the local jurisdictions through the state-required 
Transportation System Plans. These plans identify local goals, existing and future system 
deficiencies and needs, and describe the projects that will be undertaken to address those needs, 
generally over a 20-year period. Public input is a key component of the TSP process. Plans 
reflect the kind of transportation system the public believes the region should have. Because of 
the significance of the TSPs in the MRMPO, the MRMPO has followed a policy of drawing 
projects for the RTP Project List from the local TSPs. 
 
The MRMPO planning process considers TSPs from a regional level, focusing primarily on 
improvements to roads – including construction of bicycle lanes, sidewalks and landscaping – 
and transit that serve the regional travel need.  
 

B. Project Selection Criteria 
There are two project funding sources over which the MRMPO has discretion. Both are federal 
programs funded through the Highway Trust Fund. They are the Surface Transportation 
Program (STP), a flexible funding source where funds can be spent on a variety of 
transportation related projects; and the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) 
program, to deal with transportation related air pollution. Details of these two funding 
programs can be found in Chapter 8 Financial Plan, and in Chapter 9 Air Quality.  
 
The MRMPO has developed criteria for evaluating and scoring applications for STP and 
CMAQ funds in a way that treats all applications and jurisdictions fairly and provides the 
greatest possible public benefit. Goals and requirements are grouped into four broad 
performance categories:   
 

• Mobility 
• Community Vitality and Livability  
• Transportation Options 
• Resource Conservation   

 
A total of 18 project evaluation criteria have been developed related to the above performance 
categories. Each criterion has guidelines on how it would be applied in project evaluation. 
Table 6.1 further describes the performance categories. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Middle Rogue Regional Transportation Plan  Chapter 6 - Page 3 

Table 6.1 – Policy Foundation for MRMPO Project Selection (established prior to RTP adoption) 
 

 
 

1. Evaluation and Review 
Evaluation procedures were developed by the MRMPO technical advisory committee and staff, 
and adopted by the Policy Committee.  Projects are initially evaluated by staff, and those 
results as well as applicant information and evaluation materials are posted on the MRMPO 
website and advertised for public comment. The TAC reviews all materials (applications and 
staff evaluations) and makes any agreed upon adjustments. The TAC then will make their final 
funding recommendation to the Policy Committee, with the Policy Committee making all final 
project funding decisions. 
 

C. RTP Project List 
This section of Chapter 6 shows all RTP projects by jurisdiction.  These projects provide 
facilities for motorists, buses, bicyclists and pedestrians.  They serve long-range needs for 
mobility and accessibility based on anticipated development. 
 
Projects listed (referred to as Tier 1 projects) do not represent all of the transportation actions 
anticipated. Each jurisdiction will plan and carry out a multitude of local projects, which don’t 
meet the criteria to be part of the MRMPO process. The local activities are based on the local 
Transportation System Plans (TSPs), which cities and the counties develop as part of their state 
comprehensive planning obligations. The MRMPO projects are first identified in the local 
TSPs. 
 
This plan identifies nearly $95 million expected to be available to invest in the regional 
transportation system through 2040.  Details about the financial assumptions used to calculate 
these sums and financially constrain the projects in this chapter are provided in Chapter 8 
Financial Plan. 
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1. Project Timing 
The project lists on the following pages provides a brief description of the work to be done, 
estimated cost based on year of construction or implementation (inflation adjusted) and the 
timing. 
 
Projects are scheduled by the following timeframes: 

• Short Range – Between 2015 and 2020 
• Medium Range – Between 2021 and 2030 
• Long Range – Between 2030 and 2040. 

 
The project number, or “RTP number”, shown in the left hand column are internal tracking 
numbers for project identification within the MRMPO. As projects are implemented they are 
added to the MRMPO programming document, the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement 
Program (MTIP) and forwarded into ODOT’s Statewide Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP) for authorization to proceed. At the MTIP-STIP stage, projects receive a programming 
Key Number, which differs from RTP numbers.  The key number is useful for tracking projects 
through implementation. 
 
Map 6.1 shows project locations by RTP number and is located at the end of this chapter, 
immediately following the project lists. 
 

2. Other Projects 
Additional projects identified as necessary and important by all jurisdictions (called Tier 2 
projects) are presented in Table 6.5 at the end of this chapter. No funding has been identified 
for the Tier 2 projects.  They have not gone through the regional Air Quality Conformity 
process required for the official RTP projects. 
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Table 6.2 – RTP Project List by Jurisdiction, Short Range Projects (2015 – 2020) 
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Table 6.3 – RTP Project List by Jurisdiction, Medium Range Projects (2021 – 2030) 
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Table 6.4 – RTP Project List by Jurisdiction, Long Range Projects (2031 – 2040) 
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Table 6.5 – Tier 2 Projects (unfunded) 
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This product is for planning purposes only 
and may not have been prepared for, or be
suitable for legal, engineering, or surveying purposes. 
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Map 6-1 - RTP Projects
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