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This report summarizes the 14 projects from the greater MHMTP that have been identified for 
early implementation in the Implementation Plan, the rationale for selecting these projects, the 
critical path steps and tasks necessary for their implementation, the parties that will complete 
these tasks, and the ways that the plan can be used to help them accomplish this. 
Status Update   
The 14 projects identified for early implementation in the Implementation Plan were approved 
by the Project Leadership Group on December 19, 2013. The action plans for projects included 
in the Implementation Plan Report are intended to be used by the project champions to create 
a more detailed work scope for their top priority projects to be carried forward by their staff.  
As the MHMTP evolves, more projects from the overall 38 adopted in the MHMTP will be added 
to the Implementation Plan. In addition, new projects may be identified and added to the 
MHMTP and the Implementation Plan. 
 
 

 









Mt. Hood Multimodal Transportation Plan  FINAL Implementation Plan 

January 2014  Page 1 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

CHAPTER 1: COMPONENTS OF THE PLAN ............................................................................................1 

INTRODUCTION ............................................................................................................................................. 1 
MHMTP PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS ......................................................................................................... 2 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN PROJECTS AS A SUBSET OF MHMTP PROJECTS .......................................................... 2 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN CRITERIA ................................................................................................................... 4 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN PROJECTS ................................................................................................................... 5 

CHAPTER 2: PROJECT ACTION PLANS ................................................................................................ 11 

PROJECT ACTION PLANS ................................................................................................................................ 11 
ODOT Implementation Plan Project Action Plans ............................................................................... 11 
Clackamas County Implementation Plan Project Action Plans ........................................................... 25 
FHWA WFLHD Implementation Plan Project Action Plan ................................................................... 29 

CONCLUSION .............................................................................................................................................. 31 
 

LIST OF TABLES 
TABLE 1. ACTION PLAN FOR ITS-2: INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS ALONG THE US 26/OR 35 CORRIDOR .......................... 12 
TABLE 2. ACTION PLAN FOR SAFE-5: US 26 ROADWAY DEPARTURE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ........................................................ 13 
TABLE 3. ACTION PLAN FOR PB-8: BIKE INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS AT OR 35/HISTORIC COLUMBIA RIVER HIGHWAY (US 30) ...... 14 
TABLE 4. ACTION PLAN FOR SAFE-2: US 26 ROADWAY DEPARTURE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ........................................................ 16 
TABLE 5. ACTION PLAN FOR SAFE-3: US 26 ROADWAY DEPARTURE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ........................................................ 18 
TABLE 6. ACTION PLAN FOR SAFE-4: US 26 ROADWAY DEPARTURE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ........................................................ 19 
TABLE 7. ACTION PLAN FOR SAFE-5: US 26 ROADWAY DEPARTURE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ........................................................ 21 
TABLE 8. ACTION PLAN FOR SAFE-6: OR 35 INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT AT DETHMAN RIDGE DRIVE .......................................... 22 
TABLE 9. ACTION PLAN FOR SAFE-17: OR 35/US 26 TIMBERLINE TO NOTTINGHAM ROAD SAFETY AUDIT IMPLEMENTATION PROJECT 

(MP 54.2-70.2) .................................................................................................................................................... 24 
TABLE 10. ACTION PLAN FOR PB-1  MT HOOD HIGHWAY BIKE/PED INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS ............................................... 25 
TABLE 11. ACTION PLAN FOR PB-7 BIKE/PEDESTRIAN INFO ALONG MT HOOD HIGHWAY .............................................................. 27 
TABLE 12. ACTION PLAN FOR PUB-T2:  MOUNTAIN EXPRESS EXTENSION .................................................................................... 28 
TABLE 13. ACTION PLAN FOR PB-3: MIRROR LAKE PROJECT .................................................................................................... 29 
 

  



Mt. Hood Multimodal Transportation Plan  FINAL Implementation Plan 

January 2014  Page 2 

LIST OF FIGURES 
FIGURE 1. IMPLEMENTATION PLAN PROJECTS ARE A SUBSET OF GROUP A PROJECTS ....................................................................... 3 
FIGURE 2. KEY MAP ............................................................................................................................................................ 6 
FIGURE 2A. MAP PAGE 1 OF 4 .............................................................................................................................................. 7 
FIGURE 2B. MAP PAGE 2 OF 4 .............................................................................................................................................. 8 
FIGURE 2C. MAP PAGE 3 OF 4 .............................................................................................................................................. 9 
FIGURE 2D. MAP PAGE 4 OF 4 ............................................................................................................................................ 10 
FIGURE 3. INTERSECTION OF OR 35 AND THE HISTORIC COLUMBIA RIVER HIGHWAY (US 30) ......................................................... 15 
FIGURE 4. US 26 BETWEEN MP 47 AND MP 49 ................................................................................................................... 17 
FIGURE 5. US 26 BETWEEN BRIGHTWOOD LOOP RD AND E. MULTNOMAH AVE. .......................................................................... 20 
FIGURE 6. US 26 BETWEEN ZIGZAG RANGER STATION AND STILL CREEK RD. ............................................................................... 20 
FIGURE 7. OR 35 AND DETHMAN RIDGE RD .......................................................................................................................... 23 
FIGURE 8. MIRROR LAKE TRAILHEAD ACCESS FROM US 26 BETWEEN MP 51 AND MP 52 .............................................................. 30 
 

ATTACHMENTS 

ATTACHMENT A: ALL MT. HOOD MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN ADOPTED PROJECTS
                                   (current as of February 2014) 
 
ATTACHMENT B:    WORKING DOCUMENT SHOWING   IMPLEMENTATION PLAN GROUP A PROJECT
                                   CRITERIA IN A MATRIX (Project scoring may be updated over the course of the
                                   rolling plan.) 



Mt. Hood Multimodal Transportation Plan  FINAL Implementation Plan 

January 2014  Page 1 

CHAPTER 1: COMPONENTS OF THE PLAN 

INTRODUCTION 

The Mt Hood Multimodal Transportation Plan (MHMTP) builds on many years of planning for the 
Mt. Hood Highway (US 26/OR 35) corridor, and is a direct outcome of the 2009 Omnibus Public 
Land Management Act.  The Project Leadership Group (PLG), which is the decision-making body for 
the MHMTP made up of representatives from the Oregon Department of Transportation, U.S. 
Forest Service, Clackamas County, and Hood River County, created a Project Charge in March 2012 
that defines the Mt Hood Multimodal Transportation Plan's goals and scope.  As directed by the 
Project Charge, the MHMTP focuses on affordable and achievable solutions to improve safety and 
enhance travel options for travelers and residents along the Mt. Hood Highway in both Clackamas 
and Hood River Counties.   

The MHMTP core values were created based on the project charge.  The Project Management Team 
(PMT), comprised of staff members from each of the four jurisdictions, plus FHWA Western Federal 
Lands Highway Division, and consultant staff, screened projects for inclusion in the final MHMTP 
Project List against the core values.  As defined by the Project Management Team (PMT), the core 
values are:    

1. Improve highway safety for all users, 

2. Expand travel options year round to reduce peak travel demand and enhance mobility and 
access to recreation and rural communities,  

3. Projects are financially feasible and sustainable, and 

4. Projects can be implemented in 15 years. 

A unique aspect and organizing principle of the Mount Hood Multimodal Transportation Plan 
(MHMTP) is the Implementation Plan component. The Implementation Plan identifies the highest 
priority projects that the Project Partners agree to implement during the next six years.  In addition, 
each “Implementation Plan project” has an action plan outlining the major tasks for 
implementation, the timeline for completing each task, and the project partners responsible for 
completing the tasks.   Since the MHMTP is a rolling plan, more projects will move up in priority for 
implementation over the 15-year time frame of the plan. An action plan for each of those new 
Implementation Plan projects will be developed as they move up to implementation. 

This report summarizes the 14 projects from the greater MHMTP that have been identified for early 
implementation in the Implementation Plan, the rationale for selecting these projects, the critical 
path steps and tasks necessary for their implementation, the parties that will complete these tasks, 
and the ways that the plan can be used to help them accomplish this.  
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MHMTP PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS 

The MHMTP project team conducted a public involvement process designed to 1) draw out the 
specific interests of each stakeholder group and 2) discover common interests, values and criteria 
that could lead to decisions on the types of projects that would be implemented on the mountain.   

In addition to the three main stakeholder groups (PLG, PMT, and Technical Working Group (TWG), 
there was a broad range of stakeholder groups to engage to help inform the MHMTP and move it 
forward.  In all, over 250 specific groups were contacted to gather input and request their 
assistance in promoting the MHMTP public process.  In-person interviews were conducted with PLG 
and PMT members, transit providers, and Mt. Hood resort owners and managers to help the project 
team identify common values and goals held by the diversity of stakeholders.  The MHMTP staff 
also developed a project website sponsored by ODOT. 

Two surveys were conducted in 2013 to gauge levels of support for, and garner opinions on, which 
projects should be included in the MHMTP. The PMT members considered the results of the surveys 
and input from other stakeholder contact in determining the 38 projects that were ultimately 
included in the MHMTP final project list, and the 14 projects that were selected for the 
Implementation Plan component of the MHMTP.   (Further information on the MHMTP public 
involvement process and survey results can be found in the MHMTP Final Report Appendices.) 

IMPLEMENTATION PLAN PROJECTS AS A SUBSET OF MHMTP PROJECTS 

Implementation Plan projects are a subset of the highest priority projects that are achievable in the 

near term. These projects either are implementable in the zero- to six-year time frame or are very 

effective projects that need to be started now in order to implement them within the 15-year 

overall planning time frame. In addition, Implementation Plan projects must have: 

 A project champion who is willing and able to carry the project forward 

 Funding sources that have been identified and are being pursued by the project champion 

Thirty-eight total projects have been approved for inclusion in the MHMTP to be implemented 

within the plan’s 15-year time frame.  These projects were reviewed to determine the degree to 

which they promoted the project core values and their ease of implementation based on eight 

criteria (found on Page 4). Projects were then broken into three categories:  Group A, Group B, and 

Group C.  Projects are designated with an Identification Number based on project type.  Project 

types include Safety and several types that fit under the travel options definition: Intelligent 

Transportation Systems (ITS), Pedestrian and Bicycle, Public Transit, Private Transit, Parking, and 

Organizations, Programs and Legislation.  

Group A projects were the first priority for implementation. Ideally, these projects strongly met the 

project core values, had no major impediments to implementation, and had a short implementation 

time frame. They could also include projects that are hard to implement, but such projects would 
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be likely to make substantial improvements in safety and/or travel options. They could also include 

projects that could be very easy to implement and that had only moderate effectiveness. 

Group B projects were the second priority for implementation. They were likely have longer-term 

implementation (longer than 5 years and up to 15 years), and have important implementation 

considerations based on the eight criteria, such as high cost and needing other projects to be in 

place first.  (The criteria are discussed in more depth below.) 

Group C projects were the third priority for implementation. They had the longest timeline to 

implement within the 15-year time frame.  Also, they might lack a project champion and have other 

major implementation issues.   

Figure 1 shows the 14 projects that are included in the Implementation Plan, which is a subset of 

the highest priority (or Group A) projects.  It also shows that the plan includes multiple project 

types (projects are given an identification, or name, that combines an abbreviation of their project 

type and a number).  

Figure 1. Implementation Plan Projects Are a Subset of Group A Projects 

 

Some Implementation Plan projects will see only a portion of their overall project description 
implemented in the short term due to lack of funding or other issues.  The portions of the projects 
that will not be implemented are still included in the MHMTP as high priority, but those parts of the 
projects will be accomplished later, when conditions allow.  (An example is project PB-5, which 
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includes an analysis of where there are deficient shoulders for bicycle and pedestrian use in the 
corridor and then includes selective shoulder widening. The portion of the project being 
implemented as part of the Implementation Plan is only the analysis of deficiencies and 
opportunities.) 

IMPLEMENTATION PLAN CRITERIA 

As mentioned above, each MHMTP project was prioritized based on the core values and the ease or 

difficulty of implementation. Implementation Plan projects had two additional criteria to meet for 

early implementation:  a project champion willing and able to carry the project forward, and 

funding sources identified and being pursued by the project champion. 

The implementation matrix found in Attachment B identifies the initial set of criteria for successful 

implementation of travel options and highway safety improvements.  The matrix was developed 

with input from stakeholders, the project’s Technical Working Group (TWG) and the Project 

Management Team (PMT).  For each project, the matrix provides an assessment of the parameters 

necessary for its successful implementation, based on the criteria.  The implementation matrix 

includes the major conditions that must be in place for successful implementation of travel options, 

based on the characteristics of each option. 

The criteria are:  

Funding Potential. This criterion identifies any potential funding sources (e.g., grants, ODOT 
Planning funds, tourism).  

Permitting/Regulatory Compliance. This criterion identifies potential environmental 
documentation necessary, such as National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documentation or 
legal and legislative approvals. 

Administrative/Organizational. This criterion identifies what organizational structure and 
coordination would be necessary (e.g., nonprofit, multiagency) or whether project 
organizational support is necessary. 

Capital Cost. This criterion provides or gauges the capital costs necessary for the project. 

Ongoing Costs (Operating Costs, Marketing, etc.). This criterion identifies day-to-day costs, 
such as office space, marketing, and maintenance. 

Effective Time Frame. This criterion provides the estimated time frame in which a project could 
be implemented. 

Dependent on Other Projects. This criterion identifies whether the project can be implemented 
as a stand-alone project or if it requires coordination with other projects. 

Who. This criterion identifies who is ultimately responsible for implementation. 
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The matrix demonstrates the complexity of implementing each project and provides a basis for 
comparison. It was an early tool to understand the potential ease or difficulty of moving different 
solutions forward; some of the assumptions may have changed since the implementation matrix 
was created.  

IMPLEMENTATION PLAN PROJECTS 

Fourteen of the total 38 MHMTP projects are included in the Implementation Plan. These projects 
are located throughout the corridor (see Figure 2 on the next 5 pages). As shown, the 
implementation plan projects include multiple modes as well as safety improvements that fall into 
the following categories: 

 One public transit project 

 One Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) project 

 Five bicycle and pedestrian projects 

 Seven safety and roadway projects  

One of the seven safety and roadway projects in the Implementation plan (SAFE-1) was completed 
by ODOT during the course of developing the MHMTP.  Therefore, it is already implemented and 
will not require an action plan.  

  



Æü

Æü

Æü

Æü

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

" )k

" )k

" )k
" )k

" )k

" )k

" )k

" )k

" )k

" )k

" )k

" )k

!!
!!

!

!

!!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!!

!

!

!

!

!

!

Mt
. H

oo
d M

ea
do

ws

Co
op

er 
Sp

ur

Mi
rro

r
La

ke
Sk

i B
ow

l

Tim
be

rli
ne

 Lo
dg

e

Su
mm

it

Co
lum

bia
 Ar

ea
 Tr

an
sit

 (C
AT

)

La
ur

el 
Hi

ll

Es
ta

ca
da

 W
or

k C
en

te
r

Pa
rk

da
le

 W
or

k C
en

te
r

Zig
za

g R
an

ge
r S

tat
io

n

Tro
utd

ale
 Ta

nk
er

 B
as

e

Ho
od

 R
iv

er
 R

an
ge

r S
ta

tio
n

Up
pe

r S
an

dy
 G

ua
rd

 S
tat

io
n

Mt
. H

oo
d N

ati
on

al 
Fo

re
st 

He
ad

qu
ar

ter
s

Sa
nd

y C
ity

 Tr
an

sit
 St

ati
on

/
Pa

rk
 an

d R
ide

§̈ ¦84 £ ¤3
0

£ ¤2
6

£ ¤30B
Y

£ ¤2
6

£ ¤26

£ ¤30

£ ¤2
6

£ ¤26

£ ¤3
0

ÄÆ

35

ÄÆ

28
1

ÄÆ

22
4

ÄÆ
21

2

ÄÆ

21
1

ÄÆ

17
3

ÄÆ

28
2

ÄÆ

35

ÄÆ

22
4

ÄÆ

21
1

ÄÆ

22
4

DE
E

OD
EL

L

WY
ET

H

SA
ND

Y

KE
LS

O

MO
SIE

R

WI
NA

NS

VIE
NT

O

ZIG
ZA

G

WE
NI

ME

CA
RV

ER

BO
RI

NG

OR
IE

NT

FA
UB

IO
N

RE
DL

AN
D

WE
LC

HE
S

CO
TR

EL
L

GR
ES

HA
M

CO
RB

ET
T

WI
LD

W
OO

D

ES
TA

CA
DA

PA
RK

DA
LE

VA
N 

HO
RN

RO
CK

FO
RD

DA
MA

SC
US

RO
CK

W
OO

DFA
IR

VI
EW

OA
K 

GR
OV

E

TR
OU

TD
AL

E
MO

UN
T H

OO
D

HO
OD

 R
IV

ER

BR
IG

HT
W

OO
D

SP
RI

NG
DA

LE

BO
NN

EV
ILL

E

AL
DE

R 
CR

EE
K

CH
ER

RY
VI

LL
E

BR
ID

AL
 V

EIL

BE
AV

ER
 C

RE
EK

RH
OD

OD
EN

DR
ON

CA
 S

CA
DE

 LO
CK

S

GO
VE

RN
ME

NT
 C

AM
P

LA
TO

UR
EL

L F
AL

LS

MU
LT

NO
MA

H 
FA

LL
S

TW
EL

VE
MI

LE
 C

OR
NE

R

Pu
bT

-2

PB
-8

Safe-6

Safe-5

Sa
fe-

4

Sa
fe-3

Sa
fe-

2

Sa
fe-

1

Safe
-17

Pu
bT

-2

Pr
oje

cts
 no

t ti
ed

 to
 sp

ec
ific

 lo
ca

tio
ns

PB
-1

ITS
-2

PB
-7

PB
-5

PB
-3

Sa
fe-

4

Sa
fe-

5

Safe-5
Safe-5

" )Pa
ge

 1

" )Pa
ge

 2

" )Pa
ge

 3" )Pa
ge

 4

Le
ge

nd Co
un

ty 
Bo

un
da

ry
Mt

. H
oo

d N
ati

on
al 

Fo
res

t
Sk

i A
rea

")k
Sn

o-P
ark

Æü
Pa

rk 
& 

Rid
e

Im
ple

me
nta

tio
n P

lan
 Pr

oje
cts

 
Pr

oje
ct 

Ty
pe

×
ITS

×
Pe

de
str

ian
 an

d B
icy

cle
×

Pu
bli

c T
ran

sit
×

Sa
fet

y

Pu
bli

c T
ran

sit
 P

ro
jec

t S
eg

me
nt

Pr
oje

ct 
ID

Pu
bT

-2
En

lar
ge

d A
re

a

±

Ma
p P

rep
are

d B
y:

Pa
th:

 P:
\O

\O
DO

T0
00

00
78

2\0
60

0IN
FO

\G
S\M

ap
s\R

ep
or

ts\
Im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 C
om

po
ne

nt\
Im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 P
roj

ec
ts 

Ma
p K

ey
 8x

11
.m

xd
Da

te:
 1/

20
/20

14
 11

:33
:43

 A
M 

 Au
tho

r: 0
2

4 Mi
les

Im
ple

me
nta

tio
n P

lan
 Pr

oje
cts

Fig
ure

 2: 
Ke

y M
ap

Sa
fet

y P
roj

ec
t S

eg
me

nt

Pro
jec

t T
ype

Pro
jec

t ID
Lea

d A
gen

cy
De

scr
ipt

ion

ITS
ITS

-2
OD

OT

Stu
dy:

 In
teg

rat
ed 

Ma
nag

em
ent

 Pla
n (

Co
nce

pt 
of 

Op
era

tio
ns)

. El
em

ent
s m

ay 
inc

lud
e T

rav
ele

r In
for

ma
tio

n f
or 

Spe
ed 

Lim
its,

 Pa
rki

ng,
 Tr

ans
it, a

nd
 Tr

ans
po

rta
tio

n D
em

and
 M

ana
gem

ent
 we

bsi
te (

Rea
l-Ti

me
 Pa

rki
ng 

Gu
ida

nce
, 

Tra
nsi

t M
ana

gem
ent

 an
d I

nfo
rm

atio
n, E

xpa
nd

ed 
Rea

l-Ti
me

 Tr
ave

ler
 In

for
ma

tio
n –

 On
 M

ou
nta

in a
nd

 En
 Ro

ute
, 

Mt
. H

oo
d M

ob
ile 

Tra
vel

er 
Inf

orm
atio

n/M
ult

imo
dal

 Tr
ave

l O
pti

on
s W

ebs
ite)

. U
pgr

ade
 ele

ctr
on

ic r
ead

er 
bo

ard
 

at M
t. H

oo
d M

ead
ow

s a
cce

ss 
roa

d/O
R 3

5 (
MP

 64
.08

).  (
Thi

s im
ple

me
nta

tio
n P

lan
 pr

oje
ct d

oes
 no

t in
clu

de 
the

 
com

pre
hen

siv
e s

tud
y a

nd
 im

pro
vem

ent
s w

hic
h w

ill b
e c

om
ple

ted
 as

 a G
rou

p A
 Pr

oje
ct.)

PB
-1

Cla
cka

ma
s C

ou
nty

Mt
 Ho

od
 Hi

ghw
ay 

bik
e/p

ed 
int

ers
ect

ion
 im

pro
vem

ent
s --

 de
pen

din
g o

n w
her

e tr
ans

it s
top

s a
re 

loc
ate

d f
or 

enh
anc

ed 
tra

nsi
t se

rvi
ce 

on
 US

 26
 wi

thi
n C

lac
kam

as 
Co

un
ty,

 th
ere

 ma
y b

e a
 lac

k o
f p

ede
str

ian
 or

 bik
e c

ros
sin

g 
fac

iliti
es 

at t
ho

se 
loc

atio
ns.

 Th
is p

roj
ect

 wo
uld

, in
 co

ord
ina

tio
n w

ith
 th

e c
om

mu
nit

y a
nd

 th
e O

reg
on

 
De

par
tm

ent
 of

 Tr
ans

po
rta

tio
n, d

esi
gn 

saf
e a

nd
 co

nve
nie

nt 
ped

est
ria

n a
nd

 bic
ycl

e c
ros

sin
gs 

acr
oss

 US
 26

. Th
e 

pro
jec

t w
ou

ld e
nco

ura
ge 

the
 de

vel
op

me
nt 

of 
enh

anc
ed 

ped
est

ria
n t

raf
fic 

con
tro

l (e
xam

ple
s c

ou
ld b

e 
cro

ssw
alk

s o
r si

gna
ls) 

to 
fac

ilita
te m

ove
me

nt 
acr

oss
 US

 26
 (R

ho
do

den
dro

n h
as 

bee
n id

ent
ifie

d a
s o

ne 
like

ly 
pla

ce 
for

 an
 en

han
ced

 cro
ssi

ng)
. (T

his
 im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 pr
oje

ct o
nly

 im
ple

me
nts

 th
e p

art
 of

 th
e P

B-1
 Gr

ou
p 

A p
roj

ect
 in 

Cla
cka

ma
s C

ou
nty

.)

PB
-5

OD
OT

Mt
 Ho

od
 Hi

ghw
ay 

sho
uld

er 
wid

eni
ng 

ana
lys

is f
or 

bic
ycl

ist 
use

. Th
ere

 ar
e m

any
 str

etc
hes

 of
 US

 26
 an

d O
R 3

5 
wh

ere
 sh

ou
lde

rs a
re 

ver
y n

arr
ow

 or
 no

nex
iste

nt.
 Bic

ycl
ists

 re
ly o

n s
ho

uld
ers

 fo
r tr

ave
l th

rou
gh 

thi
s a

rea
. Th

is 
pro

jec
t w

ou
ld b

e a
 stu

dy 
tha

t id
ent

ifie
s w

her
e th

ere
 ar

e d
efic

ien
t sh

ou
lde

rs a
nd

 wh
ere

 th
ere

 is 
po

ten
tial

 fo
r 

wid
eni

ng.
  (T

his
 im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 pr
oje

ct o
nly

 im
ple

me
nts

 th
e a

nal
ysi

s p
art

 of
 th

e P
B-5

 Gr
ou

p A
 pr

oje
ct.)

PB
-7

Cla
cka

ma
s C

ou
nty

Bik
e/p

ed 
inf

o a
lon

g M
t H

oo
d H

igh
wa

y w
ith

 ma
ps 

to 
mo

un
tain

 bik
ing

, al
ter

nat
e r

ou
tes

 to
 US

 26
/O

R 3
5, h

ikin
g 

tra
ils 

etc
. W

ayf
ind

ing
 wo

uld
 be

 a k
ey 

ele
me

nt.

Pe
de

str
ian

 & 
Bic

ycl
e



Æü

Æü

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

!

!

!

!

Es
tac

ad
a W

or
k C

en
ter

Zig
za

g R
an

ge
r S

tat
ion

Mt
. H

oo
d N

ati
on

al 
Fo

res
t H

ea
dq

ua
rte

rs

Sa
nd

y C
ity

 Tr
an

sit
 S

tat
ion

/
Pa

rk
 an

d R
ide

£ ¤2
6

£ ¤2
6

£ ¤2
6

ÄÆ

21
1

ÄÆ

22
4

SA
ND

Y

ZIG
ZA

G

WE
NI

ME

OR
IEN

T

WE
LC

HE
S

CO
TR

EL
L

WI
LD

WO
OD

BR
IG

HT
WO

OD

AL
DE

R 
CR

EE
K

CH
ER

RY
VIL

LE
Sa

fe-
4

Pu
bT

-2Sa
fe-

4

Cl
ac

ka
ma

s C
ou

nty
Mt

. H
oo

d N
ati

on
al 

Fo
res

t

Mt
. H

oo
d N

ati
on

al 
Fo

res
t

Le
ge

nd Co
un

ty 
Bo

un
da

ry
Mt

. H
oo

d N
ati

on
al 

Fo
res

t
Sk

i A
rea

" )k
Sn

o-P
ark

Æü
Pa

rk 
& 

Rid
e

Im
ple

me
nta

tio
n P

lan
 Pr

oje
cts

 
Pr

oje
ct 

Ty
pe

×
ITS

×
Pe

de
str

ian
 an

d B
icy

cle
×

Pu
bli

c T
ran

sit
×

Sa
fet

y

Pu
bli

c T
ran

sit
 P

ro
jec

t S
eg

me
nt

Pr
oje

ct 
ID

Pu
bT

-2

§̈ ¦84

§̈ ¦5

§̈ ¦20
5

£ ¤3
0

£ ¤9
7

£ ¤19
7

£ ¤2
6

£ ¤30

ÄÆ

22

ÄÆ

21
1

ÄÆ

35
SA

ND
Y

HO
OD

 R
IV

ER

±

Ma
p P

rep
are

d B
y:

Pa
th:

 P:
\O

\O
DO

T0
00

00
78

2\0
60

0IN
FO

\G
S\M

ap
s\R

ep
or

ts\
Im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 C
om

po
ne

nt\
Im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 P
roj

ec
ts 

Ma
p P

ag
es

 8x
11

.m
xd

Da
te:

 1/
15

/20
14

 1:
30

:42
 P

M 
 Au

tho
r: 

0
1

2 Mi
les

Im
ple

me
nta

tio
n P

lan
 Pr

oje
cts

Fig
ure

 2a
: M

ap 
Pag

e 1
 of

 4
Sa

fet
y P

roj
ec

t S
eg

me
nt

Pro
jec

t ID
Lea

d A
gen

cy
De

scr
ipt

ion

Saf
e-4

OD
OT

US
 26

 Ro
adw

ay 
De

par
tur

e s
afe

ty i
mp

rov
em

ent
s --

 US
 26

 be
tw

een
 M

P 3
6.9

-39
.77

 an
d 4

2.6
-43

.2 h
as 

bee
n 

ide
nti

fied
 as

 an
 ar

ea 
lac

kin
g r

um
ble

 str
ips

. Th
is p

roj
ect

 wo
uld

 im
pro

ve 
saf

ety
 by

 ins
tall

ing
 ce

nte
r ru

mb
le s

trip
s 

and
, if 

the
re 

is r
oo

m o
n t

he 
sho

uld
er,

 ed
ge 

rum
ble

 str
ips

, to
 de

cre
ase

 th
e c

han
ce 

of 
veh

icle
s le

avi
ng 

the
 

roa
dw

ay.
  Se

e C
om

me
nt 

to 
Saf

e-2
. 



"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

")k

")k

")k
")k

")k

")k

")k

")k

")k

")k

")k

")k

!!
!!

!

!

!!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

! !

!

!

!

!

Mt
. H

oo
d M

ea
do

ws

Co
op

er
 S

pu
r

Mi
rro

r
La

ke
Sk

i B
ow

l

Tim
be

rlin
e L

od
ge

Su
mm

it
La

ur
el 

Hi
ll

Zig
za

g R
an

ge
r S

tat
ion

Up
pe

r S
an

dy
 G

ua
rd

 St
ati

on

ÄÆ

17
3

ÄÆ

35

ZIG
ZA

G

WE
NI

ME

FA
UB

IO
N

WE
LC

HE
S

WI
LD

WO
OD

BR
IG

HT
WO

OD

RH
OD

OD
EN

DR
ON

GO
VE

RN
ME

NT
 C

AM
P

Pu
bT

-2

Safe-5

Sa
fe-

4

Sa
fe-3

Sa
fe-

2
Safe

-17

Pu
bT

-2Sa
fe-

4

Sa
fe-

17

Sa
fe-

5
PB

-3

Le
ge

nd Co
un

ty 
Bo

un
da

ry
Mt

. H
oo

d N
ati

on
al 

Fo
res

t
Sk

i A
rea

" )k
Sn

o-P
ark

Æü
Pa

rk 
& 

Rid
e

Im
ple

me
nta

tio
n P

lan
 Pr

oje
cts

 
Pr

oje
ct 

Ty
pe

×
ITS

×
Pe

de
str

ian
 an

d B
icy

cle
×

Pu
bli

c T
ran

sit
×

Sa
fet

y

Pu
bli

c T
ran

sit
 P

ro
jec

t S
eg

me
nt

Pr
oje

ct 
ID

Pu
bT

-2

§̈ ¦84

§̈ ¦5

§̈ ¦20
5

£ ¤3
0

£ ¤9
7

£ ¤19
7

£ ¤2
6

£ ¤30

ÄÆ

22

ÄÆ

21
1

ÄÆ

35
SA

ND
Y

HO
OD

 R
IV

ER

±

Ma
p P

rep
are

d B
y:

Pa
th:

 P:
\O

\O
DO

T0
00

00
78

2\0
60

0IN
FO

\G
S\M

ap
s\R

ep
or

ts\
Im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 C
om

po
ne

nt\
Im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 P
roj

ec
ts 

Ma
p P

ag
es

 8x
11

.m
xd

Da
te:

 1/
15

/20
14

 1:
30

:42
 P

M 
 Au

tho
r: 

0
1

2 Mi
les

Im
ple

me
nta

tio
n P

lan
 Pr

oje
cts

Fig
ure

 2b
: M

ap 
Pag

e 2
 of

 4
Sa

fet
y P

roj
ec

t S
eg

me
nt

Pro
jec

t ID
Lea

d A
gen

cy
De

scr
ipt

ion

PB
-3

WF
LH

D
Mi

rro
r La

ke 
Pro

jec
t:  O

ver
 pa

rki
ng,

 po
or 

sig
ht 

dis
tan

ce,
 u-

tur
ns,

 lef
t tu

rns
 co

ntr
ibu

te t
o s

afe
ty i

ssu
es.

  Th
e lo

t is
 

clo
sed

 in 
win

ter
, bu

t p
eop

le p
ark

 at 
Ski

 Bo
wl 

and
 wa

lke
d d

ow
n t

he 
sho

uld
er 

on
 to

p o
f th

e s
no

w b
ank

 to
 th

e 
tra

il.  
Acc

ess
 to

 th
e tr

ail 
nee

ds 
saf

ety
 im

pro
vem

ent
s.  

Inc
lud

es 
rel

oca
tin

g tr
ailh

ead
 an

d a
dd

ing
 pa

rki
ng.

Pu
bT-

2
Cla

cka
ma

s C
ou

nty
Bu

s: M
ou

nta
in E

xpr
ess

 ex
ten

sio
n o

f se
rvi

ce 
to 

Ski
 Bo

wl 
and

 Tim
ber

line
.

Saf
e-2

OD
OT

US
 26

 Ro
adw

ay 
De

par
tur

e s
afe

ty i
mp

rov
em

ent
s --

 US
 26

 be
tw

een
 M

P 4
7.2

 an
d 4

8.9
 ha

s b
een

 ide
nti

fied
 as

 an
 

are
a la

cki
ng 

rum
ble

 str
ips

. Th
is p

roj
ect

 wo
uld

 im
pro

ve 
saf

ety
 by

 ins
tall

ing
 ce

nte
r ru

mb
le s

trip
s a

nd
, if 

the
re 

is 
roo

m o
n t

he 
sho

uld
er,

 ed
ge 

rum
ble

 str
ips

 as
 we

ll, t
o d

ecr
eas

e th
e c

han
ce 

of 
veh

icle
s le

avi
ng 

the
 ro

adw
ay.

Saf
e-3

OD
OT

US
 26

 Ro
adw

ay 
De

par
tur

e s
afe

ty i
mp

rov
em

ent
s --

  U
S 2

6 b
etw

een
 M

P 4
4.9

 an
d 4

6.6
 ha

s b
een

 ide
nti

fied
 as

 an
 

are
a la

cki
ng 

rum
ble

 str
ips

. Th
is p

roj
ect

 wo
uld

 im
pro

ve 
saf

ety
 by

 ins
tall

ing
 ce

nte
r ru

mb
le s

trip
s a

nd
, if 

the
re 

is 
roo

m o
n t

he 
sho

uld
er,

 ed
ge 

rum
ble

 str
ips

, to
 de

cre
ase

 th
e c

han
ce 

of 
veh

icle
s le

avi
ng 

the
 ro

adw
ay.

 Se
e 

Co
mm

ent
 to

 Sa
fe-

2.

Saf
e-4

OD
OT

US
 26

 Ro
adw

ay 
De

par
tur

e s
afe

ty i
mp

rov
em

ent
s --

 US
 26

 be
tw

een
 M

P 3
6.9

-39
.77

 an
d 4

2.6
-43

.2 h
as 

bee
n 

ide
nti

fied
 as

 an
 ar

ea 
lac

kin
g r

um
ble

 str
ips

. Th
is p

roj
ect

 wo
uld

 im
pro

ve 
saf

ety
 by

 ins
tall

ing
 ce

nte
r ru

mb
le s

trip
s 

and
, if 

the
re 

is r
oo

m o
n t

he 
sho

uld
er,

 ed
ge 

rum
ble

 str
ips

, to
 de

cre
ase

 th
e c

han
ce 

of 
veh

icle
s le

avi
ng 

the
 

roa
dw

ay.
  Se

e C
om

me
nt 

to 
Saf

e-2
. 

Saf
e-5

OD
OT

OR
 35

 Ro
adw

ay 
De

par
tur

e s
afe

ty:
 Sa

fet
y im

pro
vem

ent
s h

ave
 be

en 
ide

nti
fied

 fo
r O

R 3
5 a

t se
ver

al s
egm

ent
s 

bet
we

en 
MP

 60
 an

d 9
3.7

5. T
his

 pr
oje

ct w
ou

ld i
nst

all 
rum

ble
 str

ips
 an

d c
urv

e w
arn

ing
 sig

nin
g fr

om
 M

P 6
0-6

3; 
ins

tall
 ru

mb
le s

trip
s fr

om
 M

P 6
5.9

-68
.2;

 ins
tall

 ru
mb

le s
trip

s a
nd

 sig
nag

e fr
om

 M
P 7

3.9
-84

.1;
 an

d in
sta

ll 
rum

ble
 str

ips
 an

d s
ign

age
 fro

m M
P 9

2-9
3.7

5.



"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

")k

")k

")k
")k

")k

")k

")k

")k

")k

")k

")k

")k

!!
!!

!

!

!!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

! !

!

!

!

!

Mt
. H

oo
d M

ea
do

ws

Co
op

er
 S

pu
r

Mi
rro

r
La

ke
Sk

i B
ow

l

Tim
be

rlin
e L

od
ge

Su
mm

it
La

ur
el 

Hi
ll

Up
pe

r S
an

dy
 G

ua
rd

 St
ati

on

ÄÆ

17
3

ÄÆ

35

GO
VE

RN
ME

NT
 C

AM
P

Pu
bT

-2
(S

eg
me

nt
En

dp
oin

t)
Safe-5

Sa
fe-

2
Safe

-17

Sa
fe-

17

Sa
fe-

5
PB

-3

Le
ge

nd Co
un

ty 
Bo

un
da

ry
Mt

. H
oo

d N
ati

on
al 

Fo
res

t
Sk

i A
rea

" )k
Sn

o-P
ark

Æü
Pa

rk 
& 

Rid
e

Im
ple

me
nta

tio
n P

lan
 Pr

oje
cts

 
Pr

oje
ct 

Ty
pe

×
ITS

×
Pe

de
str

ian
 an

d B
icy

cle
×

Pu
bli

c T
ran

sit
×

Sa
fet

y

Pu
bli

c T
ran

sit
 P

ro
jec

t S
eg

me
nt

Pr
oje

ct 
ID

Pu
bT

-2

§̈ ¦84

§̈ ¦5

§̈ ¦20
5

£ ¤3
0

£ ¤9
7

£ ¤19
7

£ ¤2
6

£ ¤30

ÄÆ

22

ÄÆ

21
1

ÄÆ

35
SA

ND
Y

HO
OD

 R
IV

ER

±

Ma
p P

rep
are

d B
y:

Pa
th:

 P:
\O

\O
DO

T0
00

00
78

2\0
60

0IN
FO

\G
S\M

ap
s\R

ep
or

ts\
Im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 C
om

po
ne

nt\
Im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 P
roj

ec
ts 

Ma
p P

ag
es

 8x
11

.m
xd

Da
te:

 1/
20

/20
14

 3:
23

:37
 P

M 
 Au

tho
r: 

0
1

2 Mi
les

Im
ple

me
nta

tio
n P

lan
 Pr

oje
cts

Fig
ure

 2c
: M

ap 
Pag

e 3
 of

 4
Sa

fet
y P

roj
ec

t S
eg

me
nt

Pro
jec

t ID
Lea

d A
gen

cy
De

scr
ipt

ion

PB
-3

WF
LH

D
Mi

rro
r La

ke 
Pro

jec
t:  O

ver
 pa

rki
ng,

 po
or 

sig
ht 

dis
tan

ce,
 u-

tur
ns,

 lef
t tu

rns
 co

ntr
ibu

te t
o s

afe
ty i

ssu
es.

  Th
e lo

t is
 

clo
sed

 in 
win

ter
, bu

t p
eop

le p
ark

 at 
Ski

 Bo
wl 

and
 wa

lke
d d

ow
n t

he 
sho

uld
er 

on
 to

p o
f th

e s
no

w b
ank

 to
 th

e 
tra

il.  
Acc

ess
 to

 th
e tr

ail 
nee

ds 
saf

ety
 im

pro
vem

ent
s.  

Inc
lud

es 
rel

oca
tin

g tr
ailh

ead
 an

d a
dd

ing
 pa

rki
ng.

Saf
e-1

7
OD

OT

OR
 35

/US
 26

 Tim
ber

line
 to

 No
ttin

gha
m R

SA
 Im

ple
me

nta
tio

n (
MP

 54
.2-

 M
P 7

0.2
). T

his
 pr

oje
ct i

ncl
ud

es 
up

gra
din

g s
ign

s a
lon

g th
e 1

6-m
ile 

cor
rid

or.
 In

 ad
dit

ion
, it 

wo
uld

 inc
lud

e in
sta

llin
g a

 lar
ge 

dia
gra

mm
atic

 sig
n a

t 
the

 OR
 35

/US
 26

 sp
lit s

ho
win

g th
at t

he 
rig

ht 
sid

e e
xit 

is f
or 

no
rth

bo
un

d H
oo

d R
ive

r a
nd

 th
e le

ft s
ide

 ex
it is

 fo
r 

sou
thb

ou
nd

 M
adr

as.
 Th

is w
ou

ld a
dd

res
s th

e e
xis

tin
g c

ou
nte

rin
tui

tive
 ex

its.
  (T

his
 im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 pr
oje

ct 
ins

tall
s s

ign
s. O

the
r S

afe
-17

 Im
pro

vem
ent

s w
ill b

e c
om

ple
ted

 as
 a G

rou
p A

 Pr
oje

ct.)

Saf
e-5

OD
OT

OR
 35

 Ro
adw

ay 
De

par
tur

e s
afe

ty:
 Sa

fet
y im

pro
vem

ent
s h

ave
 be

en 
ide

nti
fied

 fo
r O

R 3
5 a

t se
ver

al s
egm

ent
s 

bet
we

en 
MP

 60
 an

d 9
3.7

5. T
his

 pr
oje

ct w
ou

ld i
nst

all 
rum

ble
 str

ips
 an

d c
urv

e w
arn

ing
 sig

nin
g fr

om
 M

P 6
0-6

3; 
ins

tall
 ru

mb
le s

trip
s fr

om
 M

P 6
5.9

-68
.2;

 ins
tall

 ru
mb

le s
trip

s a
nd

 sig
nag

e fr
om

 M
P 7

3.9
-84

.1;
 an

d in
sta

ll 
rum

ble
 str

ips
 an

d s
ign

age
 fro

m M
P 9

2-9
3.7

5.



Æü

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

"

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!!

!

!

!

!

Co
lum

bia
 A

re
a T

ra
ns

it (
CA

T)

£ ¤3
0

ÄÆ

28
1

ÄÆ

28
2

DE
E

OD
EL

L

RO
WE

NA
MO

SIE
R

WI
NA

NS

VIE
NT

O

VA
N 

HO
RN

RO
CK

FO
RD

OA
K 

GR
OV

E

HO
OD

 R
IVE

R

PB
-8

Safe-6

Sa
fe-

1

Safe-5

Ho
od

 R
ive

r C
ou

nty

Hood River County

Wasco County

Le
ge

nd Co
un

ty 
Bo

un
da

ry
Mt

. H
oo

d N
ati

on
al 

Fo
res

t
Sk

i A
rea

" )k
Sn

o-P
ark

Æü
Pa

rk 
& 

Rid
e

Im
ple

me
nta

tio
n P

lan
 Pr

oje
cts

 
Pr

oje
ct 

Ty
pe

×
ITS

×
Pe

de
str

ian
 an

d B
icy

cle
×

Pu
bli

c T
ran

sit
×

Sa
fet

y

Pu
bli

c T
ran

sit
 P

ro
jec

t S
eg

me
nt

Pr
oje

ct 
ID

Pu
bT

-2

§̈ ¦84

§̈ ¦5

§̈ ¦20
5

£ ¤3
0

£ ¤9
7

£ ¤19
7

£ ¤2
6

£ ¤30

ÄÆ

22

ÄÆ

21
1

ÄÆ

35
SA

ND
Y

HO
OD

 R
IV

ER

±

Ma
p P

rep
are

d B
y:

Pa
th:

 P:
\O

\O
DO

T0
00

00
78

2\0
60

0IN
FO

\G
S\M

ap
s\R

ep
or

ts\
Im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 C
om

po
ne

nt\
Im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 P
roj

ec
ts 

Ma
p P

ag
es

 8x
11

.m
xd

Da
te:

 1/
15

/20
14

 1:
30

:42
 P

M 
 Au

tho
r: 

0
1

2 Mi
les

Im
ple

me
nta

tio
n P

lan
 Pr

oje
cts

Fig
ure

 2d
: M

ap 
Pag

e 4
 of

 4
Sa

fet
y P

roj
ec

t S
eg

me
nt

Pro
jec

t ID
Lea

d A
gen

cy
De

scr
ipt

ion

PB
-8

OD
OT

Bik
e in

ter
sec

tio
n im

pro
vem

ent
s a

t O
R 3

5 a
nd

 Hi
sto

ric 
Co

lum
bia

 Riv
er 

Hig
hw

ay 
(HC

RH
) (E

. St
ate

 St.
) in

 Ho
od

 
Riv

er 
-- T

his
 int

ers
ect

ion
 lac

ks 
str

ipin
g fo

r b
icy

clis
ts h

ead
ed 

thr
ou

gh 
the

 int
ers

ect
ion

 of
 HC

RH
 an

d O
R 3

5. T
he 

pro
jec

t w
ou

ld i
mp

rov
e b

ike
 lan

e s
trip

ing
 at 

the
 int

ers
ect

ion
 an

d, p
ote

nti
ally

, ac
ros

s th
e r

igh
t-tu

rn 
lan

e fr
om

 
eas

tbo
un

d H
CR

H t
o s

ou
thb

ou
nd

 OR
 35

.

Saf
e-1

OD
OT

OR
 35

 int
ers

ect
ion

 im
pro

vem
ent

: si
gna

ge 
at C

ent
ral

 Va
le D

r./B
oo

th 
Hil

l Rd
. (M

P 9
3.5

).   
Thi

s in
ter

sec
tio

n n
eed

s 
up

dat
ed 

sig
n p

lac
em

ent
. W

est
bo

un
d o

n B
oo

th 
Hil

l Rd
. ap

pro
ach

ing
 OR

 35
 - r

elo
cat

e o
bsc

ure
d S

top
 sig

n a
nd

 
trim

 tre
es/

shr
ub

s to
 im

pro
ve 

vis
ibil

ity.
  Ea

stb
ou

nd
 on

 Ce
ntr

al V
ale

 Dr
. - i

nst
all 

Ad
van

ce 
Sto

p W
arn

ing
 sig

n.

Saf
e-5

OD
OT

OR
 35

 Ro
adw

ay 
De

par
tur

e s
afe

ty:
 Sa

fet
y im

pro
vem

ent
s h

ave
 be

en 
ide

nti
fied

 fo
r O

R 3
5 a

t se
ver

al s
egm

ent
s 

bet
we

en 
MP

 60
 an

d 9
3.7

5. T
his

 pr
oje

ct w
ou

ld i
nst

all 
rum

ble
 str

ips
 an

d c
urv

e w
arn

ing
 sig

nin
g fr

om
 M

P 6
0-6

3; 
ins

tall
 ru

mb
le s

trip
s fr

om
 M

P 6
5.9

-68
.2;

 ins
tall

 ru
mb

le s
trip

s a
nd

 sig
nag

e fr
om

 M
P 7

3.9
-84

.1;
 an

d in
sta

ll 
rum

ble
 str

ips
 an

d s
ign

age
 fro

m M
P 9

2-9
3.7

5.

Saf
e-6

OD
OT

OR
 35

 int
ers

ect
ion

 im
pro

vem
ent

 at 
De

thm
an 

Rid
ge 

Dri
ve.

 Th
is i

nte
rse

ctio
n a

t M
P 9

7.6
 ha

s b
een

 tar
get

ed 
for

 
saf

ety
 im

pro
vem

ent
s d

ue 
to 

a h
igh

er 
tha

n n
orm

al c
ras

h r
ate

. Sa
fet

y im
pro

vem
ent

s a
t D

eth
ma

n R
idg

e D
r. 

inc
lud

e n
ew

 lan
e li

ne 
ma

rki
ng 

and
 ad

van
ce 

int
ers

ect
ion

 wa
rni

ng 
sig

ns.
  (T

his
 im

ple
me

nta
tio

n P
lan

 pr
oje

ct o
nly

 
imp

lem
ent

s s
trip

ing
 an

d s
ign

ing
. O

the
r S

afe
-6 

Im
pro

vem
ent

s w
ill b

e c
om

ple
ted

 as
 a G

rou
p A

 pr
oje

ct.)



Mt. Hood Multimodal Transportation Plan  FINAL Implementation Plan 

January 2014  Page 11 

CHAPTER 2: PROJECT ACTION PLANS 

Implementation Plan projects have an action plan that lists the critical path actions and the defined 
roles for implementation by the Project Partners.  Actions will be included in at least four 
implementation categories:  (1) planning, design, and construction (process and permitting needs); 
(2) funding (identified sources and steps to access sources); (3) administrative/organizational 
requirements (the existing organization to champion, and whether a new organization needs to be 
created or identified); and (4) the timeline to complete each step required. 

The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) will champion 10 of the projects; Clackamas 
County will champion three of the projects; and the Federal Highway Administration-Western 
Federal Lands Highway Division (FHWA-WFLHD) will champion one of the projects. Project numbers 
are identifiers only and do not indicate preferred priority. 

PROJECT ACTION PLANS 

The action plans are intended to provide a framework for the project champions to follow in order 
to move forward and develop more detailed scopes of work for accomplishing the project within 
the timeline identified in the action plan. In addition, the adoption of these action plans is a 
commitment by the Project Partners that they will champion these projects, and it moves them 
forward in the near term. 

The action plans for the Implementation Plan projects, shown below, are organized by Project 
Partner champion, starting with ODOT (nine projects), then Clackamas County (three projects), and 
then FHWA-WFLHD (one project).  A tenth ODOT project was included as an Implementation Plan 
project, but as mentioned earlier, ODOT completed SAFE-1 during this planning process. 
Consequently, there is no action plan developed for that project. 

ODOT IMPLEMENTATION PLAN PROJECT ACTION PLANS 

Project ID: ITS-2 

Project Type: Intelligent Transportation Systems 

Lead Agency: ODOT 

Project Description:  Intelligent Transportation Systems along the US 26/OR 35 corridor - This 
project would install a weather-based variable speed limit system along US 26 and OR 35. It would 
provide additional roadside cameras, expanded real-time traveler information, and an upgraded 
electronic information sign at the intersection of OR 35 and the Mt. Hood Meadows access road 
(Milepost [MP] 64.08). (This implementation Plan project does not include the comprehensive study 
and improvements which will be completed as a Group A Project.) 

Required Actions for Implementation: 

 ODOT will prepare the project plans for bid and construction in Years 1 and 2, and bid the 
project and oversee construction in Years 2 and 3. 
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 ODOT will commit ODOT Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) funds for 
the project in Years 1 through 3. 

 ODOT will cover Preliminary Engineering costs in Years 1 and 2, permit costs in Years 1 
through 3, construction costs in Years 2 and 3, and implementation costs in Years 1 through 
3. 

 
This implementation plan project does not include the comprehensive study and improvements, 
which will be completed as a Group A project. 

Table 1. Action Plan for ITS-2: Intelligent Transportation Systems Along the US 26/OR 35 Corridor 

ITS-2: Intelligent Transportation Systems Along the US 26/OR 35 
Corridor 

Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)     

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 

YR 
5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 
Construction 

Scope project for cost, risks and 
resources (completed) ODOT   x           

Design team to prepare project 
plans for bid and construction ODOT X X           

  
Bid project and oversee 
construction ODOT   X X         

Funding 

Funding:  ODOT Statewide 
Transportation Improvement 
Program funds ODOT X X X         

Contributive Funding (e.g. 
membership dues, sponsorship, 
transportation improvement 
district) N/A               

Administrative/ 
Organizational 

Memorandum of understanding 
with partners N/A               

Intergovernmental Agreement 
(IGA) with partners N/A               

Other N/A               

Cost(s) 

Preliminary engineering ODOT X X           

Permits - US Forest Service, 
Hood River and Clackamas 
counties ODOT X X X         

Construction ODOT   X X         

Maintenance ODOT             X 

Implementation Cost: $4.9 
million ODOT X X X         

 
  



Mt. Hood Multimodal Transportation Plan  FINAL Implementation Plan 

January 2014  Page 13 

Project ID: PB-5 
Project Type: Pedestrian and Bicycle  
Lead Agency: ODOT 
Project Description:  Mt Hood Highway shoulder widening analysis for bicyclist use. There are many 
stretches of US 26 and OR 35 where shoulders are very narrow or nonexistent. Bicyclists rely on 
shoulders for travel through this area. This project would be a study that identifies where there are 
deficient shoulders and where there is potential for widening.  (This implementation Plan project 
only implements the analysis part of the PB-5 Group A project.) 
 
Required Actions for Implementation: 

 ODOT will scope the project for costs, risks, and resources in Year 1, and hire a consultant or 
utilize internal resources to perform analysis in Years 1 and 2. 

 ODOT will commit ODOT Planning Funds for the project in Years 1 and 2. 

 ODOT will cover implementation costs in Years 1 and 2. 
 

Table 2. Action Plan for SAFE-5: US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements 

SAFE-5: US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements 
Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)     

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 

YR 
5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 
Construction 

Scope project for cost, risks and 
resources ODOT X             

Design team to prepare project 
plans for bid and construction ODOT X             

  
Bid project and oversee 
construction ODOT X X           

Funding 

Committed Funding: ODOT Safety 
Funds (Roadway Departure 
Initiative) ODOT X X           

Contributive Funding (e.g. 
membership dues, sponsorship, 
transportation improvement 
district) N/A               

Administrative/ 
Organizational 

Memorandum of understanding 
with partners N/A               

IGA with partners N/A               

Other N/A               

Cost(s) 

Preliminary engineering ODOT X             

Permits N/A               

Construction ODOT X X           

Maintenance ODOT             X 

Implementation Cost: $40,000 ODOT X X           

  



Mt. Hood Multimodal Transportation Plan  FINAL Implementation Plan 

January 2014  Page 14 

Project ID: PB-8 
Project Type: Pedestrian and Bicycle  
Lead Agency: ODOT 
Project Description:  Bike intersection improvements at OR 35 and Historic Columbia River Highway 
(HCRH) (E. State St.) in Hood River -This intersection lacks striping for bicyclists headed through the 
intersection of HCRH and OR 35. The project would improve bike lane striping at the intersection 
and, potentially, across the right-turn lane from eastbound HCRH to southbound OR 35. 
 
Required Actions for Implementation: 

 ODOT will scope the project for costs, risks, and resources in Year 1, prepare project plans 
for bid and construction in Year 1, and bid the project and oversee construction in Year 2. 

 ODOT will commit ODOT Region 1 Bike/Pedestrian funds for the project in Years 1 and 2. 

 ODOT will cover Preliminary Engineering costs in Year 1, permit costs in Year 1, construction 
costs in Year 1, and ongoing maintenance costs and implementation costs in Years 1 
through 2. 

Table 3. Action Plan for PB-8: Bike Intersection Improvements at OR 35/Historic Columbia River 
Highway (US 30) 
PB-8: Bike Intersection Improvements at OR 35/Historic Columbia 

River Highway 
(US 30) 

Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)     

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 

YR 
5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 
Construction 

Scope project for cost, risks and 
resources ODOT X             

Design team to prepare project 
plans for bid and construction ODOT X             

  
Bid project and oversee 
construction ODOT   X           

Funding 

Funding: ODOT Region 1 Bike/Ped 
Funds ODOT X X           

Contributive Funding (e.g. 
membership dues, sponsorship, 
transportation improvement 
district) N/A               

Administrative/ 
Organizational 

Memorandum of understanding 
with partners N/A               

IGA with partners N/A               

Other N/A X             

Cost(s) 

Preliminary engineering ODOT X             

Permits - Hood River ODOT X             

Construction ODOT X             

Maintenance ODOT             X 

Implementation Cost: $10,000 ODOT X X           
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Figure 3. Intersection of OR 35 and the Historic Columbia River Highway (US 30) 
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Project ID: Safe-2 
Project Type: Safety 
Lead Agency: ODOT 
Project Description:  US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements - US 26 between MP 47.2 and 
MP 48.9 lacks rumble strips. This project would improve safety by installing center rumble strips 
and, if there is room on the shoulder, edge rumble strips as well, to decrease the chance of vehicles 
leaving the roadway. For cycling considerations, rumble strips should not be placed where the 
shoulder is substandard. 
 
Required Actions for Implementation: 

 ODOT will complete the planning, design, and construction phases of the project in Year 1. 

 ODOT will commit ODOT Safety Funds for the project in Year 1 and Year 2. 

 ODOT will cover Preliminary Engineering costs in Year 1, construction costs in Years 1 and 2, 
and ongoing maintenance costs starting in Year 2. 

Table 4. Action Plan for SAFE-2: US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements 

SAFE-2: US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)     

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 YR 5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 
Construction 

Scope project for cost, risks and 
resources ODOT X             

Design team to prepare project 
plans for bid and construction ODOT X             

  
Bid project and oversee 
construction ODOT X x           

Funding 

Committed Funding: ODOT 
Safety Funds (Roadway 
Departure Initiative) ODOT X X           

Contributive Funding (e.g. 
membership dues, sponsorship, 
transportation improvement 
district) N/A               

Administrative/ 
Organizational 

Memorandum of understanding 
with partners N/A               

IGA with partners N/A               

Other N/A               

Cost(s) 

Preliminary engineering ODOT X           X 

Permits N/A               

Construction ODOT X X           

Maintenance ODOT   X X X X   X 

Implementation Cost: $4,000 ODOT               
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Project ID: Safe-3 
Project Type: Safety 
Lead Agency: ODOT 
Project Description:  US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements - US 26 between MP 44.9 and 
MP 46.6 has been identified as an area lacking rumble strips. This project would improve safety by 
installing center rumble strips and, if there is room on the shoulder, edge rumble strips as well, to 
decrease the chance of vehicles leaving the roadway. For cycling considerations, rumble strips 
should not be placed where the shoulder is substandard. 
 
Required Actions for Implementation: 

 ODOT will complete the planning, design, and construction phases in Year 1. 

 ODOT will commit ODOT Safety Funds for the project in Year 1 and Year 2. 

 ODOT will cover Preliminary Engineering costs in Year 1, construction costs in Years 1 and 2, 
and implementation costs in Years 1 and 2. 

Table 5. Action Plan for SAFE-3: US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements 

SAFE-3: US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements 
Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)     

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 

YR 
5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 
Construction 

Scope project for cost, risks and 
resources ODOT X             

Design team to prepare project 
plans for bid and construction ODOT X             

  
Bid project and oversee 
construction ODOT X X           

Funding 

Committed Funding: ODOT Safety 
Funds (Roadway Departure 
Initiative) ODOT X X           

Contributive Funding (e.g. 
membership dues, sponsorship, 
transportation improvement 
district) N/A               

Administrative/ 
Organizational 

Memorandum of understanding 
with partners N/A               

IGA with partners N/A               

Other N/A               

Cost(s) 

Preliminary engineering ODOT X             

Permits N/A               

Construction ODOT X X           

Maintenance ODOT             X 

Implementation Cost: $4,000 ODOT X X           
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Project ID: Safe-4 
Project Type: Safety 
Lead Agency: ODOT 
Project Description:  US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements - US 26 between MP 36.9 and 
MP 39.77 and between MP 42.6 and MP 43.2 has been identified as an area lacking rumble strips. 
This project would improve safety by installing center rumble strips and, if there is room on the 
shoulder, edge rumble strips as well, to decrease the chance of vehicles leaving the roadway. For 
cycling considerations, rumble strips should not be placed where the shoulder is substandard. 
 
Required Actions for Implementation: 

 ODOT will complete the planning, design, and construction phases in Year 1. 

 ODOT will commit ODOT Safety Funds for the project in Year 1 and Year 2. 

 ODOT will cover Preliminary Engineering costs in Year 1, construction costs in Years 1 and 2, 
and implementation costs in Years 1 and 2. 

Table 6. Action Plan for SAFE-4: US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements 

SAFE-4: US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements 
Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)     

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 YR 5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 
Construction 

Scope project for cost, risks and 
resources ODOT X             

Design team to prepare project 
plans for bid and construction ODOT X             

  
Bid project and oversee 
construction ODOT X x           

Funding 

Committed Funding: ODOT 
Safety Funds (Roadway 
Departure Initiative) ODOT X X           

Contributive Funding (e.g. 
membership dues, sponsorship, 
transportation improvement 
district) N/A               

Administrative/ 
Organizational 

Memorandum of understanding 
with partners N/A               

IGA with partners N/A               

Other N/A               

Cost(s) 

Preliminary engineering ODOT X             

Permits N/A               

Construction ODOT X X           

Maintenance ODOT             X 

Implementation Cost: $8,000 ODOT X X           
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Figure 5. US 26 between Brightwood Loop Rd and E. Multnomah Ave. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 

 

Figure 6. US 26 between ZigZag Ranger Station and Still Creek Rd. 

MP 36.9 

MP 39.8  

MP 42.6  

MP 43.2  
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Project ID: Safe-5 
Project Type: Safety 
Lead Agency: ODOT 
Project Description:  US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements - Safety improvements have 
been identified for OR 35 along several highway segments between MP 60 and MP 93.75. This 
project would improve safety by installing center rumble strips and curve warning signs between 
MP 60 and MP 63; install rumble strips between MP 65.9 and MP 68.2; install rumble strips and 
signage between MP 73.9 and MP 84.1; and install rumble strips and signage between MP 92 and 
MP 93.75. For cycling considerations, rumble strips should not be placed where the shoulder is 
substandard. 
 
Required Actions for Implementation: 

 ODOT will complete the planning, design, and construction phases of the project in Year 1. 

 ODOT will commit ODOT Safety Funds for the project in Year 1 and Year 2. 

 ODOT will cover Preliminary Engineering costs in Year 1, construction costs in Years 1 and 2, 
and implementation costs in Years 1 and 2. 

Table 7. Action Plan for SAFE-5: US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements 

SAFE-5: US 26 Roadway Departure Safety Improvements 
Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)     

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 

YR 
5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 
Construction 

Scope project for cost, risks and 
resources ODOT X             

Design team to prepare project 
plans for bid and construction ODOT X             

  
Bid project and oversee 
construction ODOT X X           

Funding 

Committed Funding: ODOT Safety 
Funds (Roadway Departure 
Initiative) ODOT X X           

Contributive Funding (e.g. 
membership dues, sponsorship, 
transportation improvement 
district) N/A               

Administrative/ 
Organizational 

Memorandum of understanding 
with partners N/A               

IGA with partners N/A               

Other N/A               

Cost(s) 

Preliminary engineering ODOT X             

Permits N/A               

Construction ODOT X X           

Maintenance ODOT             X 

Implementation Cost: $40,000 ODOT X X           
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Project ID: Safe-6 
Project Type: Safety 
Lead Agency: ODOT 
Project Description:  OR 35 Intersection Improvement at Dethman Ridge Drive - This intersection at 
MP 97.6 has been identified for safety improvements due to a higher than normal crash rate. Safety 
improvements at Dethman Ridge Drive include new lane line marking and advance intersection 
warning signs. This implementation plan project implements only the striping and signing. Other 
Safe-6 improvements will be completed as a Group A project. 
 
Required Actions for Implementation: 

 ODOT will complete the planning, design, and construction phases in Year 1. 

 ODOT will commit ODOT Fix-it Safety Funds for the project in Year 1 and Year 2. 

 ODOT will cover Preliminary Engineering costs in Year 1, construction costs in Years 1 and 2, 
and implementation costs in Years 1 and 2. 

Table 8. Action Plan for SAFE-6: OR 35 Intersection Improvement at Dethman Ridge Drive  

SAFE-6: OR 35 Intersection Improvement at Dethman Ridge Drive Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)     

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 

YR 
5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 
Construction 

Scope project for cost, risks and 
resources ODOT X             

Design team to prepare project plans 
for bid and construction ODOT X             

  Bid project and oversee construction ODOT X X           

Funding 

Committed Funding: ODOT Fix-It 
Safety Funds ODOT X X           

Contributive Funding (e.g. 
membership dues, sponsorship, 
transportation improvement district)  N/A               

Administrative/ 
Organizational 

Memorandum of understanding with 
partners N/A               

IGA with partners N/A               

Other N/A               

Cost(s) 

Preliminary engineering ODOT X             

Permits N/A               

Construction ODOT X X           

Maintenance ODOT             X 

Implementation Cost: $10,000 ODOT X X           
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Project ID: Safe-17 
Project Type: Safety 
Lead Agency: ODOT 
Project Description:  OR 35/US 26 Timberline to Nottingham Road Safety Audit (RSA) 
Implementation Project - This project includes upgrading signs along this 16-mile corridor of US 
26/OR 35. In addition, this project includes installing a diagrammatic sign and sign bridge at the OR 
35/US 26 split. This large sign would show that the right-side exit is for vehicles headed to Hood 
River, while the left-side exit is for motorists headed to Madras. This solution would address the 
counterintuitive exits that have caused confusion and safety concerns in the past. This 
implementation plan project only installs signs. Other Safe-17 improvements will be completed as a 
Group A project. 
 
Required Actions for Implementation: 

 ODOT will complete the planning phase of the project in Year 1, the design phase in Years 1 
through 3, and the construction phase in Years 2 through 4. 

 ODOT will commit ODOT Fix-it Safety Funds for the project in Year 1 and Year 2. 

 ODOT will cover Preliminary Engineering costs in Years 1 through 3, construction costs in 
Years 2 through 4, and implementation costs in Years 1 through 4. 

Table 9. Action Plan for SAFE-17: OR 35/US 26 Timberline to Nottingham Road Safety Audit 
Implementation Project (MP 54.2-70.2) 

SAFE-17: OR 35/US 26 Timberline to Nottingham Road Safety 
Audit Implementation Project (MP 54.2-70.2) 

Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years) 
    

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 

YR 
5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 
Construction 

Scope project for cost, risks and 
resources ODOT X             

Design team to prepare project plans 
for bid and construction ODOT X X X         

  Bid project and oversee construction ODOT   X X X       

Funding 

Funding: ODOT Fix-It Safety Funds ODOT X X           

Contributive Funding (e.g. 
membership dues, sponsorship, 
transportation improvement district) N/A               

Administrative/ 
Organizational 

Memorandum of understanding with 
partners N/A               

IGA with partners N/A               

Other N/A               

Cost(s) 

Preliminary engineering ODOT X X X         

Permits - US Forest Service Permit 
for Sign Bridge N/A     X         

Construction ODOT   X X X       

Maintenance ODOT             X 

Implementation Cost: $250,000 
(scoping to provide more accurate 
cost) ODOT X X X X       
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CLACKAMAS COUNTY IMPLEMENTATION PLAN PROJECT ACTION PLANS 

 
Project ID: PB-1 
Project Type: Pedestrian and Bicycle  
Lead Agency: Clackamas County 
Project Description:  Mt. Hood Highway bike/pedestrian intersection improvements -- Depending on 
where transit stops are located for enhanced transit service on US 26 and OR 35, there may be a 
lack of pedestrian or bike crossing facilities at those locations. This project would, in coordination 
with the community and the Oregon Department of Transportation, design safe and convenient 
pedestrian and bicycle crossings across US 26. The project would encourage the development of 
enhanced pedestrian traffic control (example could be crosswalks or signals) to facilitate movement 
across US 26 (Rhododendron has been identified as one likely place for an enhanced crossing). This 
implementation plan project implements only the part of the PB-1 Group A project in Clackamas 
County. 
 
Required Actions for Implementation: 

 Clackamas County will identify potential funding source or sources for project planning, 
design, and construction in Year 1; scope the project for cost, risks, and resources in Years 1 
and 2; and prepare project plans for bid and construction in Years 2 through 5. 

 Clackamas County will apply for funding for the planning phase of the project in Year 1 and 
for the construction phase in Year 2. 

 Clackamas County will work with multiple project partners (ODOT, Mt. Hood Express, 
Villages of Mt. Hood) to develop a detailed project scope in Year 1 and will execute an 
Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) in Years 2 and 3. 

 Responsibility for project costs (Preliminary Engineering, permits, construction, and 
maintenance) is to be determined.  

Table 10. Action Plan for PB-1  Mt Hood Highway Bike/Ped Intersection Improvements 

PB-1  Mt Hood Highway Bike/Ped Intersection Improvements 
Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)     

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 

YR 
5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 
Construction 

Identify potential funding 
source for planning, design, 
and construction 

Clackamas 
County X             

Scope project for cost, risks 
and resources 

Clackamas 
County / 
ODOT X X           

Design team to prepare 
project plans for bid and 
construction 

Clackamas 
County / 
ODOT   X X X X     

Funding 

Apply for funding for 
planning 

Clackamas 
County X             

Apply for funding for 
construction 

Clackamas 
County   X           
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PB-1  Mt Hood Highway Bike/Ped Intersection Improvements 
Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)     

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 

YR 
5 Future Ongoing 

Administrative/ 
Organizational 

Work with ODOT, Mt Hood 
Express, Villages of Mt. Hood 
to develop detailed scope of 
project 

All 
Partners X             

IGA with partners 
All 
Partners   X X         

Cost(s) 

Preliminary engineering  TBD     X 
 

    X 

Permits TBD       X       

Construction TBD         X     

Maintenance TBD             X 

. 
Project ID: PB-7 
Project Type: Pedestrian and Bicycle  
Lead Agency: Clackamas County 
Project Description:  Bike/Pedestrian Information along Mt. Hood Highway - This project provides 
maps and information on mountain biking, alternate routes to US 26/OR 35, hiking trails, and other 
bike/pedestrian-related information.  Wayfinding would be a key element. 
 
Required Actions for Implementation: 

 Clackamas County will conduct discussions with the community on project needs, and select 
locations and implement “Share the Road” signs in Year 1. 

 Clackamas County will identify and obtain funding for maps and wayfinding signage in 
Year 2. 

 Clackamas County will work with Clackamas County Tourism, the Mt. Hood Chamber of 
Commerce, and the local community to develop maps in Years 2 and 3.  Clackamas County 
will work with Clackamas County Tourism, and Villages at Mt. Hood to discuss wayfinding 
signage and identify funding in Years 1 through 3.   

 Clackamas County will cover costs for “Share the Road” signs in Year 1, maps in Year 2, and 
wayfinding signage in Years 3 and 4. 
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Table 11. Action Plan for PB-7 Bike/Pedestrian Info along Mt Hood Highway 

PB-7 Bike/Pedestrian Info along Mt Hood Highway 
Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)    

Implementation 

Category Action/Improvement Who? 
YR 

1 

YR 

2 

YR 

3 

YR 

4 

YR 

5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 

Construction 

Discuss needs with the 

Community 

Clackamas 

County X             

Select locations and 

implement Share the Road 

signs 

Clackamas 

County X             

Funding Identify and obtain funding 

for maps and wayfinding 

Clackamas 

County   X           

Administrative/  

Organizational 

Work with DTD 

Transportation maintenance 

to identify and implement 

Share the Road signs on 

County roads 

Clackamas 

County X             

Work with Tourism, Mt Hood 

Chamber and local 

community to develop maps 

Clackamas 

County   X X         

Work with Tourism and 

Villages at Mt. Hood to 

discuss wayfinding and 

identify funding 

Clackamas 

County X X X         

Cost(s) 
Share the Road Clackamas 

County X             
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Project ID: Pub-T2 
Project Type: Public Transportation 
Lead Agency: Clackamas County 
Project Description:  Mountain Express Extension - This project involves the extension of Mountain 
Express service to the ski areas from Sandy. This project would pursue long-term funding to 
maintain the recent bus service extension from Sandy to the ski areas.   
 
Required Actions for Implementation: 

 Clackamas County will initiate discussions about long-term funding strategies in Year 1.  

 Clackamas County will work with businesses and local property owners to identify potential 
funding partners in Year 1 and Year 2.  

 Clackamas County will also work with Mt. Hood Transportation Alliance to explore the 
option of a Transportation Management Association (TMA) in Year 1 and Year 2.  

 Ongoing coordination and discussion are needed in order to determine how the costs will 
be covered.  

Table 12. Action Plan for Pub-T2:  Mountain Express Extension 

Pub-T2:  Mountain Express Extension 
Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years) 
 

  

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 

YR 
5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 
Construction* 

Implement existing 
extension of service as 
funded through the 
Federal Lands Access 
Program N/A X X X X       

Funding 
Initiate discussion of long-
term funding Clackamas 

County X             

Administrative/ 
Organizational 

Work with businesses and 
local property owners to 
review and identify 
potential partnerships for 
long term funding  

Clackamas 
County X X           

Explore possibilities for  
future long term funding 
such as  a Transit District 
and/or Transit Authority  

Clackamas 
County X X           

Work with Mt Hood 
Transportation Alliance to 
further explore a TMA 

Clackamas 
County X X           

Cost(s) 

Organization TBD             X 

Operation and 
Maintenance TBD             X 

Capital Costs TBD             X 

*Effort will be to maintain recent expansion of service focusing on a stable long-term funding strategy. 
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FHWA WFLHD IMPLEMENTATION PLAN PROJECT ACTION PLAN 

 
Project ID: PB-3 
Project Type: Pedestrian and Bicycle 
Lead Agency: FHWA Western Federal Lands Highway Division (WFLHD) 
Project Description:  Mirror Lake Project - At Mirror Lake, over parking, poor sight distance, U-turns, 
and left turns contribute to safety issues.  The lot is closed in winter, but people park at Ski Bowl 
and walk down the shoulder on top of the snowbank to the trail.  The access to the trail needs 
safety improvements, including relocating the trailhead and adding parking. 
 
Required Actions for Implementation: 

 WFLHD will complete the planning phase of the project in Year 1 and Year 2, the design 
phase in Year 3, and the construction phase in Year 4. 

 WFLHD will commit Access Program funding in Years 1 through 4. ODOT and Mt. Hood 
National Forest (MHNF) will contribute matching funds in Years 1 through 4. 

 Interagency project agreement between ODOT and MHNF in Year 1. 

 WFLHD, ODOT, and MHNF will pay for preliminary engineering in Years 1 through 3, 
implementation for Years 1 through 4, and construction in Year 4.  

 ODOT and MHNF will pay for maintenance in Years 4 through 5 and other ongoing 
maintenance costs.  

Table 13. Action Plan for PB-3: Mirror Lake Project 

PB-3: Mirror Lake Project 
Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)     

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 

YR 
5 Future Ongoing 

Planning/Design/ 
Construction 

Scope project, preliminary 
engineering, and NEPA 
compliance WFLHD X X           

Design team to prepare project 
plans/final engineering and 
construction documents WFLHD     X         

  
Bid project and oversee 
construction WFLHD 

 
    X       

Funding 

Committed Funding: Federal 
Lands Access Program*  WFLHD X X X X       

Contributive Funding-  ODOT 
and Mt Hood National Forest 
matching funds   

ODOT/Mt 
Hood National 
Forest X X X X       

Administrative/ 
Organizational 

Match agreement with ODOT 
and Mt Hood National Forest WFLHD X             

Project Agreement with 
ODOT/MHNF WFLHD X             

Other N/A               
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PB-3: Mirror Lake Project 
Time Frame 

Short-Term (1-5 years)     

Implementation 
Category Action/Improvement Who? 

YR 
1 

YR 
2 

YR 
3 

YR 
4 

YR 
5 Future Ongoing 

Cost(s) 

Preliminary engineering 
WFLHD/ODOT/ 
MHNF X X X       X 

Permits 

N/A- covered 
in Preliminary 
Engineering               

Construction 
WFLHD/ODOT/ 
MHNF       X       

Maintenance ODOT/MHNF       X X   X 

Implementation Cost: $2.6 
million 

WFLHD/ODOT/ 
MHNF X X X X       

*MAP 21 Reauthorization by Congress in Oct 2014 is necessary for the Federal Lands Access Program FLAP program to provide 
the already committed funds beyond Oct 2014 for project development and construction.  

Figure 8. Mirror Lake trailhead access from US 26 between MP 51 and MP 52 
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CONCLUSION 

The Implementation Plan is an important component of the overall MHMTP, because it provides a 
basic framework for the Project Partners to move forward with the implementation of the highest 
priority projects. The action plans for these projects are intended to be used by the project 
champions to create a more detailed work scope for their top priority projects to be carried forward 
by their staff.  As the MHMTP evolves, more projects from the overall 38 adopted in the MHMTP 
will be added to the Implementation Plan. In addition, new projects may be identified and added to 
the MHMTP and the implementation plan. Action plans with critical path tasks and assigned project 
champions will be developed for these projects to create a framework for implementation and to 
document the important partner commitments.    
 





 

 

ATTACHMENT A: ALL MT. HOOD 
MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION
PLAN ADOPTED PROJECTS 
(current as of Febuary 2014) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(for best resolution, print on 11x17 paper) 

  



 

 

  



PROJECT ID/

PROJECT TYPE PROJECT 

EFFECTIVE 

TIME FRAME

LEAD AGENCY/ 

ENTITY

FINAL APPROVED 

PROJECT LIST

PB‐1
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Mt Hood Highway bike/ped intersection improvements ‐‐ depending on 

where transit stops are located for enhanced transit service on US 26 

within Clackamas County, there may be a lack of pedestrian or bike 

crossing facilities at those locations. This project would, in coordination 

with the community and the Oregon Department of Transportation, 

design safe and convenient pedestrian and bicycle crossings across US 

26. The project would encourage the development of enhanced 

pedestrian traffic control (examples could be crosswalks or signals) to 

facilitate movement across US 26 (Rhododendron has been identified 

as one likely place for an enhanced crossing). (This implementation 

Plan project only implements the part of the PB‐1 Group A project in 

Clackamas County.)

See Implementation 

Plan 
‐Clackamas County

PB‐3
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Mirror Lake Project:  Over‐parking, poor sight distance, U‐turns, and left 

turns contribute to safety issues.  The lot is closed in winter, but people 

park at Ski Bowl and walk down the shoulder on top of the snow bank 

to the trail.  Access to the trail needs safety improvements.  Includes 

relocating trailhead and adding parking.

See Implementation 

Plan 
‐WFLD using FLAP fund

PB‐5
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Mt Hood Highway shoulder widening analysis for bicyclist use. There 

are many stretches of US 26 and OR 35 where shoulders are very 

narrow or nonexistent. Bicyclists rely on shoulders for travel through 

this area. This project would be a study that identifies where there are 

deficient shoulders and where there is potential for widening.  (This 

implementation Plan project only implements the analysis part of the 

PB‐5 Group A project.)

See Implementation 

Plan 
‐ ODOT

PB‐7
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Bike/ped info along Mt Hood Highway with maps to mountain biking, 

alternate routes to US 26/OR 35, hiking trails, etc. Wayfinding would be 

a key element.

See Implementation 

Plan 
‐ Clackamas County

PB‐8
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Bike intersection improvements at OR 35 and Historic Columbia River 

Highway (HCRH) (E. State St.) in Hood River ‐‐ This intersection lacks 

striping for bicyclists headed through the intersection of HCRH and OR 

35. The project would improve bike lane striping at the intersection 

and, potentially, across the right‐turn lane from eastbound HCRH to 

southbound OR 35.

See Implementation 

Plan 
‐ ODOT

PubT‐2
(Public	Transit)

Bus: Mountain Express extension of service to the ski areas from Sandy. 

This project would pursue long‐term funding for the enhanced service.
See Implementation 

Plan 
‐ Clackamas County 

Safe‐1
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

OR 35 intersection improvement: signage at Central Vale Dr./Booth Hill 

Rd. (MP 93.5).   This intersection needs updated sign placement. 

Westbound on Booth Hill Rd. approaching OR 35 ‐ relocate obscured 

Stop sign and trim trees/shrubs to improve visibility.  Eastbound on 

Central Vale Dr. ‐ install Advance Stop Warning sign.

COMPLETED ‐ ODOT

Mount	Hood	Multimodal	Transportation	Plan	Project	List	
C
O
R
E 
V
A
LU

ES

1. Improve highway safety for all users,

2. Expand travel options year round to reduce peak travel demand and 

enhance mobility and access to recreation and rural communities, 

3. Projects are financially feasible and sustainable, 

4. Projects can be implemented in 15 years.
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PROJECT ID/

PROJECT TYPE PROJECT 

EFFECTIVE 

TIME FRAME

LEAD AGENCY/ 

ENTITY

FINAL APPROVED 

PROJECT LIST

Safe‐2
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

US 26 roadway departure safety improvements ‐‐ US 26 between MP 

47.2 and 48.9 has been identified as an area lacking rumble strips. This 

project would improve safety by installing center rumble strips and, if 

there is room on the shoulder, edge rumble strips as well, to decrease 

the chance of vehicles leaving the roadway.

See Implementation 

Plan 
‐ ODOT

Safe‐3
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

US 26 roadway departure safety improvements ‐‐  US 26 between MP 

44.9 and 46.6 has been identified as an area lacking rumble strips. This 

project would improve safety by installing center rumble strips and, if 

there is room on the shoulder, edge rumble strips, to decrease the 

chance of vehicles leaving the roadway. 

See Implementation 

Plan 
‐ ODOT

Safe‐4
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

US 26 Roadway Departure safety improvements ‐‐ US 26 between MP 

36.9‐39.77 and 42.6‐43.2 has been identified as an area lacking rumble 

strips. This project would improve safety by installing center rumble 

strips and, if there is room on the shoulder, edge rumble strips, to 

decrease the chance of vehicles leaving the roadway. See Comment to 

Safe‐2. 

See Implementation 

Plan 
‐ ODOT

Safe‐5
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

OR 35 roadway departure safety: Safety improvements have been 

identified for OR 35 at several segments between MP 60 and 93.75. This 

project would install rumble strips and curve warning signage from MP 

60 to MP 63; install rumble strips from MP 65.9 to MP 68.2; install 

rumble strips and signage from MP 73.9 to MP 84.1; and install rumble 

strips and signage from MP 92 to MP 93.75.

See Implementation 

Plan 
‐ ODOT

Safe‐6
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

OR 35 intersection improvement at Dethman Ridge Drive. This 

intersection at MP 97.6 has been targeted for safety improvements due 

to a higher than normal crash rate. Safety improvements at Dethman 

Ridge Dr. include new lane line marking and advance intersection 

warning signs.  (This implementation Plan project only implements 

striping and signing. Other Safe‐6 Improvements will be completed as a 

Group A project.)

See Implementation 

Plan 
‐ ODOT

Safe‐17
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

OR 35/US 26 Timberline to Nottingham RSA Implementation (MP 54.2‐ 

MP 70.2). This project includes upgrading signs along the 16‐mile 

corridor. In addition, it would include installing a large diagrammatic 

sign at the OR 35/US 26 split showing that the right side exit is for 

northbound Hood River and the left side exit is for southbound Madras. 

This would address the existing counterintuitive exits.  (This 

implementation Plan project installs signs. Other Safe‐17 Improvements 

will be completed as a Group A Project.)

See Implementation 

Plan 
‐ ODOT

ITS‐2
(Intelligent	

Transportation	
Systems)

Study: Integrated Management Plan (Concept of Operations). Elements 

may include Traveler Information for Speed Limits, Parking, Transit, and 

Transportation Demand Management website (Real‐Time Parking 

Guidance, Transit Management and Information, Expanded Real‐Time 

Traveler Information – On Mountain and En Route, Mt. Hood Mobile 

Traveler Information/Multimodal Travel Options Website). Upgrade 

electronic reader board at Mt. Hood Meadows access road/OR 35 (MP 

64.08).  (This implementation Plan project does not include the 

comprehensive study and improvements which will be completed as a 

Group A Project.)

See Implementation 

Plan 
‐ ODOT
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PROJECT ID/

PROJECT TYPE PROJECT 

EFFECTIVE 

TIME FRAME

LEAD AGENCY/ 

ENTITY

FINAL APPROVED 

PROJECT LIST

Org‐1
(Organizations,	
Programs	&	
Legislation	)

Transportation Management Association (TMA): organization to 

coordinate transit and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 

programs. 

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)

 ‐ Informal Work Group (Mt. 

Hood Transportation 

Alliance)

‐ Mountain Express / CAT

ITS‐1
(Intelligent	

Transportation	
Systems)

Traveler Webpage Clearinghouse: links to weather and incidents, 

carpool websites, transit websites, parking.

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)

‐ Individual champion(s)

‐ Business partners/members 

‐Transportation 

Management Association

‐ Community 

groups/advocates

‐ Agency/jurisdiction 

partners

ITS‐2
(Intelligent	

Transportation	
Systems)

Study: Integrated Management Plan (Concept of Operations). Elements 

may include Traveler Information for Speed Limits, Parking, Transit, and 

Transportation Demand Management website (Real‐Time Parking 

Guidance, Transit Management and Information, Expanded Real‐Time 

Traveler Information – On Mountain and En Route, Mt. Hood Mobile 

Traveler Information/Multimodal Travel Options Website). Upgrade 

electronic reader board at Mt. Hood Meadows access road/OR 35 (MP 

64.08). 

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)

‐ Public‐Private Partnership, 

ODOT, Clackamas County, 

Hood River County, Forest 

Service

PubT‐2
(Public	Transit)

Bus: Mountain Express extension of service to the ski areas from Sandy. 

This project would pursue long‐term funding for the enhanced service.

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)

‐ Mountain Express

‐ Clackamas County

‐ Ski Areas

‐ Forest Service

PubT‐4
(Public	Transit)

Expansion and development of park‐and‐rides: expand use of existing 

and add new park‐and‐rides (potential new park‐n‐rides in Welches, 

Laurel Hill, Parkdale). Ideally, adding information component.

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)

‐ Counties and transit 

agencies

Park‐2
(Parking)

Sno‐Park Management/Enforcement ‐ Teacup, Pocket Creek  (Forest 

Service is owner;  ODOT does maintenance).

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)

‐ Forest Service, Oregon 

State Police, ODOT, County 

Sheriffs

Park‐3
(Parking)

Parking education related to parking areas and safety.
SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)

‐TMA, ODOT, Forest Service, 

Counties, private

PB‐1
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Mt. Hood Highway bike/pedestrian intersection improvements ‐‐ 

depending on where transit stops are located for enhanced transit 

service on US 26 and OR 35, there may be a lack of pedestrian or bike 

crossing facilities at those locations. This project would, in coordination 

with the community and the Oregon Department of Transportation, 

design safe and convenient pedestrian and bicycle crossings across US 

26. The project would encourage the development of enhanced 

pedestrian traffic control (example could be crosswalks or signals) to 

facilitate movement across US 26 (Rhododendron has been identified 

as one likely place for an enhanced crossing).

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)

‐ ODOT, Clackamas County, 

Hood River County, 

Mountain Express, CAT 

(depends on where the 

locations are)

PB‐3
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Mirror Lake Project:  Over‐parking, poor sight distance, U‐turns, and left 

turns contribute to safety issues.  The lot is closed in winter, but people 

park at Ski Bowl and walk down the shoulder on top of the snow bank 

to the trail.  Access to the trail needs safety improvements.  Includes 

relocating trailhead and adding parking.

MID TERM

(3‐7 years)
‐ Forest Service
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PROJECT ID/

PROJECT TYPE PROJECT 

EFFECTIVE 

TIME FRAME

LEAD AGENCY/ 

ENTITY

FINAL APPROVED 

PROJECT LIST

PB‐5
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Mt. Hood Highway shoulder widening for bicyclist use ‐‐ There are 

many stretches of US 26 and OR 35 where shoulders are very narrow or 

nonexistent. Bicyclists rely on shoulders for travel through this area. 

This project would create a plan prioritizing shoulder widening locations 

along US 26 and OR 35. Shoulder widening would be targeted to areas 

based on need and cost.

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)
‐ ODOT

PB‐7
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Bike/pedestrian info along Mt. Hood Highway with maps to mountain 

biking, alternate routes to US 26/OR 35, hiking trails, etc. Wayfinding 

would be a key element.

MID TERM

(3‐7 years)
‐ Clackamas County

PB‐8
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Bike intersection improvements at OR 35 and Historic Columbia River 

Highway (HCRH) (E. State St.) in Hood River ‐‐ This intersection lacks 

striping for bicyclists headed east on HCRH to OR 35 north (or across 

the highway to the HCRH multi‐use path). The project would add bike 

lane striping (green striping potentially) for bicyclists headed east from 

the bike lane on HCRH to the OR 35 crossing.

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)
‐ ODOT

PB‐9
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Bike intersection improvements at OR 35 and OR 282 intersection ‐‐ The 

bike shoulders on southbound OR 35 end through this intersection, so 

bicyclists have to merge into high‐speed traffic at this location. In 

addition, bike lanes are not striped on OR 282 as it nears OR 35, so 

bicyclists have to enter the lane at the intersection. This project would 

stripe a bike lane on OR 282 approaching OR 35, and would look for 

ways to widen available space on OR 35 to allow for a bike lane on OR 

35 south, to the west of the dedicated right‐turn lane.

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)
‐ ODOT

Safe‐2
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

US 26 roadway departure safety improvements ‐‐ US 26 between MPs 

47.2 and 48.9 has been identified as an area lacking rumble strips. This 

project would improve safety by installing center rumble strips and, if 

there is room on the shoulder, edge rumble strips as well, to decrease 

the chance of vehicles leaving the roadway.

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)
‐ ODOT

Safe‐3
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

US 26 Roadway Departure safety improvements ‐‐  US 26 between MP 

44.9 and 46.6 has been identified as an area lacking rumble strips. This 

project would improve safety by installing center rumble strips and, if 

there is room on the shoulder, edge rumble strips, to decrease the 

chance of vehicles leaving the roadway. 

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)
‐ ODOT

Safe‐4
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

US 26 roadway departure safety improvements ‐‐ US 26 between MP 

36.9‐39.77 and 42.6‐43.2 has been identified as an area lacking rumble 

strips. This project would improve safety by installing center rumble 

strips and, if there is room on the shoulder, edge rumble strips, to 

decrease the chance of vehicles leaving the roadway. 

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)
‐ ODOT

Safe‐5
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

OR 35 roadway departure safety: Safety improvements have been 

identified for OR 35 at several segments between MPs 60 and 93.75. 

This project would install rumble strips and curve warning signage from 

MP 60 to MP 63; install rumble strips from MP 65.9 to MP 68.2; install 

rumble strips and signage from MP 73.9 to MP 84.1; and install rumble 

strips and signage from MP 92 to MP 93.75.

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)
‐ ODOT

Safe‐6
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

OR 35 intersection improvements: Two locations on OR 35 have been 

identified for safety improvements due to a higher than normal crash 

rate ‐‐ MP 95.2 (Davis Dr./OR 282) and MP 97.6 (Dethman Ridge Dr.).   

At Davis Drive, pavement markings and signing were recently installed. 

Further safety improvements may require realigning the intersection, 

which is very costly. Safety improvements at Dethman Ridge Dr. include 

new lane line marking and advance intersection warning signs.

MID TERM

(3‐7 years)
‐ ODOT
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PROJECT ID/

PROJECT TYPE PROJECT 

EFFECTIVE 

TIME FRAME

LEAD AGENCY/ 

ENTITY

FINAL APPROVED 

PROJECT LIST

Safe‐10
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

Government Camp Loop Road (W.)/US 26 intersection: Government 

Camp Loop Road West intersects US 26 at a skewed angle. Motorists 

must look back over their shoulder to safely merge onto US 26. This 

project would improve safety, operation and access to Government 

Camp Loop Road West by realigning the intersection with US 26. One 

possible solution would be to combine a project here with Ski Bowl 

West access, which is offset to Government Camp Loop Road West.

LONG TERM

(7‐10 years)
‐ ODOT

Safe‐11
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

Government Camp Loop Road(E.)/US 26 intersection: This busy 

intersection's westbound US 26 right‐turn lane is not visible for 

approaching motorists until they are traveling over the hill (vertical 

crest curve). In addition, the Government Camp Loop Road East 

intersection is very wide. This creates confusion with the entrance to 

the rest area, also in the intersection area. This project would improve 

safety, operations, and access to Government Camp Loop Road East 

from US 26 and reduce the traffic impacts of the existing rest area by 

extending the westbound US 26 right‐turn lane over the vertical crest 

curve to provide more deceleration distance. In addition, the project 

should look at more clearly defining the Government Camp East Loop 

intersection. A more extensive project would realign the intersection 

further to the west, away from the rest area.

LONG TERM

(7‐10 years)
‐ ODOT

Safe‐17
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

OR 35/US 26 Timberline to Nottingham Road Saftey Audit 

Implementation (MP 54.2‐70.2). Project elements could include a sign 

for ramp connecting to OR 35 northbound to help drivers follow correct 

alignment; striping for sharp curves at MP 64‐65; removal of dangerous 

trees; minor widening and paving to reduce elevations at MP 59‐64; 

larger curve signs at Mt Hood Meadows; durable striping where it's not 

present; and general sign improvements. At the US 26/OR 35 split, a 

diagrammatic sign with graphic showing that the right side exit is for 

northbound Hood River and the left side exit is for southbound Madras 

would be installed. This would alleviate driver confusion for the existing 

counterintuitive exits.

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)
‐ ODOT

Org‐2
(Organizations,	
Programs	&	
Legislation	)

Explore legislation for Sno‐Park permits to allow variation in fees.  

(Current legislation does not allow any variation in fees, which is a 

common practice by peers to encourage carpooling and transit use.)

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)

Champion to bring change to 

legislature.  Legislators would 

need to get it approved.

ITS‐3
(Intelligent	

Transportation	
Systems)

Chain‐up Area Education and Management: Recreation providers and 

local businesses can provide copies of Oregon State Police's Winter 

Driving Guide, ODOT's Winter Driving Guide, and additional signage. 

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)

‐ ODOT, Oregon State Police, 

TMA

ITS‐4
(Intelligent	

Transportation	
Systems)

Increased Cell Phone Coverage: Provide service in existing coverage 

"dead zones."

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)
‐ Private entity

PubT‐1
(Public	Transit)

Bus: Columbia Area Transit extension of service to the ski areas.
MID TERM

(3‐7 years)

‐ CAT

‐ Hood River County

‐ Could add potential 

partners (Mt Hood 

Meadows)

PubT‐3
(Public	Transit)

Mass Transit: Transfer hub down the mountain; develop a portal 

staging concept supported by mass transit. Once charter bus service 

and shuttle service is in place, the Forest Service could work with its 

partners and other stakeholders, including all relevant transit agencies, 

to establish true mass transit service from Portland to Mt Hood 

National Forest (Sandy and/or Hood River as a portal served by mass 

transit).

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)

‐ Clackamas County 

‐ CAT (Columbia Area Transit)

PriT‐1
(Private	Transit)

Bus Intra‐Forest: Improve intra‐forest transit service on Mt. Hood 

w/transit hub on mountain ‐ During winter months, the parking/transit 

hub would be a focal point for an on‐mountain shuttle transit system 

that serves each ski area.

MID TERM

(3‐7 years)
‐ Private entity
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PROJECT ID/

PROJECT TYPE PROJECT 

EFFECTIVE 

TIME FRAME

LEAD AGENCY/ 

ENTITY

FINAL APPROVED 

PROJECT LIST

PB‐4
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Government Camp ‐ Add new pedestrian bridge or crossing over US 26 

by Ski Bowl and Mirror Lake. 

MID TERM

(3‐7 years)
‐ Forest Service and ODOT

PB‐6
(Pedestrian	&	

Bicycle)

Government Camp ‐ Develop trailhead at Forest Service Compound 

(proposed or expanded parking).

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)
‐ Forest Service

Safe‐9
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

US 26: Timberline Highway (MP 54.3) ‐ The intersection of Timberline 

Highway and US 26 lacks clear definition. Motorists headed south on 

Timberline Highway often use the shoulder to make a right turn onto 

US 26. Because the intersection is not clearly marked and aligned, 

motorists mistakenly think the wide shoulder on US 26 is an add lane. 

This creates weaving and merge safety concerns. This project would 

improve the intersection by clearly defining this intersection, especially 

slowing the southbound right‐turn movement. In addition, the 

Timberline Highway alignment with US 26 would be rebuilt. 

MID TERM

(3‐7 years)
‐ ODOT

Safe‐12
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

US 26: Ski Bowl West Access (MP 52.5) – This intersection has a skewed 

angle of less than 40 degrees; there is no westbound US 26 left‐turn 

lane into Ski Bowl at this location; and sight distance is impaired. This 

project would reconfigure the intersection to provide improved 

intersection angles and intersection spacing. 

LONG TERM

(7‐10 years)
‐ ODOT

Safe‐13
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

US 26: Ski Bowl East Access (MP 52.85) – This intersection with US 26 

has a very skewed angle and poor deceleration opportunities. The 

storage length for vehicles turning left off US 26 westbound is small. 

This project would reconfigure the intersection to provide improved 

intersection angles and intersection spacing. 

LONG TERM

(7‐10 years)
‐ ODOT

Safe‐14
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

Firwood Road/US 26 intersection ‐ This intersection has been identified 

in the past for safety improvements for vehicles turning left from 

Firwood Road onto westbound US 26. The turn movement is on a curve 

with high speed vehicles traveling in both directions. Earlier this year 

(2013), ODOT made striping improvements to allow for a two‐stage left 

turn onto US 26 West. In addition, access management changes were 

made to restrict some turning movements in the intersection area. If 

more improvements are needed following monitoring and evaluation of 

the recent round of improvements, they likely would involve re‐routing 

traffic away from this intersection to a different access point to US 26.

LONG TERM

(7‐10 years)

‐ ODOT and Clackamas 

County

Safe‐15
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

US 26:  MP 26.0 – 42.0 Roadway Safety Audit study (exact study 

boundaries to be determined). This project would be similar to the two 

existing Road Safety Audits done on US 26 and OR 35, though for 

different highway segments. Safety along the corridor would be 

analyzed and specific safety improvements identified. This could be 

phased to include the US 26 Hot Spot Safety Study. This project would 

examine areas outside of the existing Road Safety Audits to determine 

whether cable barrier or other safety improvements would decrease 

crashes. Suggested locations for this Hot Spot Safety Study on US 26 

focused on: MP 28‐30, 32‐35, and 45‐47, (formerly Safe‐7).

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)
‐ ODOT

P
R
O
JECT

	G
R
O
U
P
	B

Page 6 of 7



PROJECT ID/

PROJECT TYPE PROJECT 

EFFECTIVE 

TIME FRAME

LEAD AGENCY/ 

ENTITY

FINAL APPROVED 

PROJECT LIST

Safe‐16
(Safety	&	Road	
Improvements)

OR 35:  MP 93.0  – 102.0  Roadway Safety Audit Study (exact study 

boundaries to be determined). This project would be similar to the two 

existing Road Safety Audits done on US 26 and OR 35, though for 

different highway segments. Safety along the corridor would be 

analyzed and specific safety improvements identified, examining  areas 

outside of the existing Road Safety Audits to determine whether cable 

barrier or other safety improvements would decrease crashes. This 

could include a Hot Spot Safety Study on OR 35 (MP 93‐94, 95‐96, 98‐

99, 101‐102), (formerly listed as Safe‐8).

SHORT TERM

(0‐3 years)
‐ ODOT

P
R
O
JECT
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P
	B

PubT‐3b
(Public	Transit)

Potential new project: Government Camp Intermodal Hub for 

automobiles and alternative transportation connections.

MID TERM

(3‐7 years)

‐ Clackamas County 

‐ TMA

PriT‐2
(Private	Transit)

Aerial transportation link (ATL)  project between Ski Bowl, Government 

Camp, and Timberline.

LONG TERM

(7‐10 years)
‐Private entity

Project	
Recommendation

Implementation	
Plan	Projects

Project	Group	A

Project	Group	B

Definition	of	Project	Categories

Project	Group	C

First priority for implementation in the MHMTP.

Strong core values.  Ideally, no major impediments to implementation and 0‐ to 5‐year implementation time frame.  Could also include a project that is hard 

to implement, but such a project would be likely to make substantial improvements in safety and/or travel options.  Could also include projects that are 

very easy to implement, but are only moderately effective in meeting core values. 

Second priority for implementation in the MHMTP.

Strong or good core values.  Likely have longer‐term implementation (longer than 5 years and up to 15 years), with important implementation 

considerations based on the eight criteria, such as high cost and needing other projects to be in place first.  If very strong core values, then project is difficult 

to implement.  If moderate core values, then project is easy to implement.  Most projects will have more than a 5‐year implementation time frame and 

could be longer.

Third priority for implementation in the MHMTP.

Moderate to low core values.  Longest term to implement in the 15‐year time frame.  Also, could lack a project champion and have other major 

implementation issues.  Projects may have significant merit, but may be not  be key to improving safety and travel options in the corridor within the plan’s 

time frame.  (These projects may be better implemented through other planning efforts such as local Transportation System Plans.)

Subset of Group A Projects, highest priority for implementation in the MHMTP.

Implementation Plan projects are achievable in the near term and are a subset of Group A (see below). Projects either are implementable in the 0‐ to 6‐year 

time frame or are very effective projects that would need to be started now to implement within the 15‐year overall planning time frame. These projects 

have a champion willing and able to carry the project forward.  They also have funding identified or being pursued.
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ATTACHMENT B: WORKING 

DOCUMENT SHOWING
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN GROUP A
PROJECT CRITERIA IN A  MATRIX
(Project scoring may be updated
over the course of the rolling plan.) 
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