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Executive Summary
The ease with which residents, visitors and businesses can access desired destinations has
a significant impact on the quality of life enjoyed in a region. A reasonable level of mobility
provides individuals and organizations with tremendous freedom in accessing activities and
opportunities and provides significant freedom in choosing neighborhoods, employment,
recreational activities, social and commercial opportunities.
When a transportation facility, including a roadway segment, an interchange, or a transit
route, is not adequate to meet the demand for reliable mobility, the facility chokes local, regional
or interstate travel, diminishing the quality of life of residents and visitors and reducing business
productivity.
Oregon’s network of roads, highways and public transit systems allows this fast-growing
state to provide safe and efficient travel, while enabling businesses to conveniently serve their
customers. However, continued growth in Oregon’s population and travel is straining the
capacity of the state’s surface transportation system and impeding quality of life by constraining
commuting, commerce and other travel.
In this report, TRIP looks at the impact of growth on the state’s surface transportation
system and the potential consequences if Oregon is unable to make needed improvements in its
surface transportation system to provide an adequate level of mobility to meet the needs of a fastgrowing state.
This report identifies the 50 worst surface transportation chokepoints in the state and the
status of projects needed to relieve these chokepoints. Addressing these chokepoints will be
critical in maintaining the high quality of life in the state by improving mobility, reducing delays,
enhancing environmental quality and supporting economic growth.
The major findings of the report are:
Oregon’s quality of life and economic productivity are being reduced by chokepoints in the
state’s surface transportation system. These chokepoints include major roads, highways
and public transit routes that impede routine travel, commuting or commerce, or that
place limits on economic development opportunities because of deficient design or a lack of
adequate capacity.
•

Two recent reports found that the state’s businesses, particularly in the Portland area,
were responding to increasing traffic congestion by increasing inventories, decentralizing
operations to serve the same market, increasing the number of deliveries and drivers
because of longer travel times and starting production shifts earlier in the day to avoid
peak congestion periods.

•

Oregon’s top 50 surface transportation chokepoints include urban interchanges and
highway segments, public transit routes and sections of rural highways that are unable to
meet a region’s need for adequate mobility. This constraint on reliable transportation
harms business productivity and reduces access to housing, employment, recreation,
entertainment and other social functions.
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•

The top five surface transportation chokepoints in Oregon are located in Portland and
include the I-5 Columbia River Crossing, the I-5/I-84/I-405 Interchange, the OR 212/224
Corridor, the I-205/I-5 Interchange and the OR 217/I-5 Interchange. The following chart
provides more details on these five chokepoints. Intermodal (roadway and transit)
chokepoints are shaded in green, roadway chokepoints are shaded in yellow and transit
chokepoints are shaded in purple.

•

A list of Oregon’s top 50 surface transportation chokepoints is included in the report.
Additional information on the state’s top 50 surface transportation chokepoints, including
needed improvements and the funding status of needed improvements, can be found in
the Appendix.
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•

Oregon’s top 50 surface transportation chokepoints include 38 roadway segments or
interchanges, nine transit routes or corridors and three multimodal segments, which
include both a roadway and a transit chokepoint.

•

TRIP ranked Oregon’s top 50 surface transportation chokepoints by assigning each
chokepoint an overall score based on the following factors: volume of daily travel or
ridership; the severity of the congestion or crowding; the importance of the route or
facility to local, regional and interstate travel; the cost of the needed improvement;
whether a route or facility provided mobility to non-motorists; whether a transportation
facility was intermodal; the impact of the chokepoint on the environment; and the level of
difficulty in using an alternate route or facility.

The approval last year of a comprehensive state transportation funding program and the
outcome of ongoing Congressional deliberations over a future federal surface
transportation program will have a significant impact on Oregon's ability to relieve many
of its surface transportation chokepoints.
•

In 2009, the Oregon Legislature approved the Oregon Jobs and Transportation Act (HB
2001), which increased funding for local and state roads and highways and public transit
systems, as a result of increased state registration fees, licensing fees and motor fuel
taxes.

•

The Act will provide $100 million for non-road transportation improvements, including
public transit and, by 2011, when all fee increases are implemented, will provide an
additional $300 million annually for local and state road and highway improvements.

•

A number of the chokepoints identified in this report, including the I-5/I-205 Interchange,
widening of US 26 from Cornell to 185th Avenue, Newberg-Dundee Bypass in Yamhill
County, US 97/Murphy Road Interchange in Bend, I-5 Steep Grade Bottlenecks in
southern Oregon, and I-84 Spring Creek section, may be significantly improved by
funding allocated to specific projects under HB 2001.

•

Federal spending levels for highways and public transit in Oregon are based on the
current federal surface transportation program, the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and
Efficient Transportation Equity Act – A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), which was
approved by Congress in 2005. The SAFETEA-LU program expires on December 31,
2010.

•

Congress is currently deliberating over a long-range federal surface transportation
program to follow SAFETEA-LU. The level of funding and the provisions of a future
federal surface transportation program will have a significant impact on Oregon’s ability
to address many of its surface transportation chokepoints.
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Rapid increases in population, vehicle travel and economic activity in Oregon have
outpaced improvements to the state’s roadway and transit system, resulting in increased
congestion. Reduced transportation reliability in the state may become an impediment to
economic development and may reduce tourism.
•

Between 1990 and 2008, vehicle travel in Oregon increased by 23 percent, from
approximately 27 billion miles of travel to approximately 33 billion miles.

•

Between 1990 and 2008, Oregon’s population increased by 33 percent, from
approximately 2.8 to 3.8 million. Oregon’s rate of population growth during this period
is the eleventh highest among all states and is significantly higher than the 22 percent
national increase in population during this period.

•

Population gains are expected to continue at a significant rate in Oregon, increasing 28
percent by 2030 to approximately 4.8 million people.

•

Despite the nation’s recent economic downturn, Oregon has experienced significant
economic growth since 1990. From 1990 to 2008, Oregon’s gross domestic product
(GDP), increased by 71 percent, when adjusted for inflation. This rate of economic
growth in Oregon from 1990 to 2008 was the 13th highest in the U.S. and higher than the
national average of 52 percent.

•

A report from the Reason Foundation found that traffic congestion in the Portland area is
expected to more than double by 2030 unless the region’s transportation system is
improved.

•

The Reason Foundation report found that trips in the Portland area take 29 percent longer
to complete during rush hours, as compared to non-peak periods of the day. By 2030, the
report found that unless major steps are taken to relieve traffic congestion in the Portland
urban area, the average rush hour trip will take 75 percent longer to complete than during
non-peak hours.

•

The Reason Foundation report also found that traffic congestion delays in the Eugene and
Salem areas will more than double by the year 2030, unless major steps are taken to
relieve traffic congestion.

Relieving traffic congestion in Oregon will save time for travelers and businesses, provide
additional employment in the state and increase the productivity of the state’s businesses.
•

A 2007 report found that if Oregon modernizes and expands key segments of its highway
system that by 2025 it would result in an annual increase of $1.7 billion in business
output, would support an additional 16,300 jobs annually and in the Portland area would
save the average household 28 hours of travel time annually.
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Traffic congestion relief will require a comprehensive approach, which includes expanding
the capacity of the state’s transportation system, improving the efficiency of the existing
system and offering alternatives for some peak-hour trips. In order to accommodate the
continued growth in vehicle travel, without experiencing a significant increase in traffic
congestion, Oregon will need to both expand the capacity of its roadway and transit
systems and make further improvements in the efficiency of its transportation system.
These plans should continue to include and enhance:
•

Effectively increasing the transportation system through expanded road and highway
capacity, improved freight movement corridors, improved public transit system and
enhanced sidewalks and bike paths.

•

Improving traffic flow and system efficiency through better traffic signalization, ramp
metering, faster incident response times and driver information systems.

•

Implementing programs to reduce the number of peak-hour vehicle trips, including
telecommuting, flextime and ridesharing programs.

All data used in this report is the latest available. TRIP’s report is based on information
obtained from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Texas Transportation Institute
(TTI), the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT), the U.S. Census Bureau and the
Reason Foundation.
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Introduction
Oregon’s roads, highways and public transit are the backbone of the state’s transportation
system, providing mobility to the state’s residents, visitors and businesses.
Oregon’s surface transportation system allows Oregonians to travel to work and school
and to access recreation, healthcare-related, social and commercial activities. But the state’s
system of roads, bridges and public transportation contains numerous “chokepoints,” which
reduce mobility and adversely affect quality of life and economic development in the state.
Oregon continues to experience significant population growth. However, without
corresponding growth and expansion of the state’s transportation system, Oregon’s major roads,
highways and public transit routes are becoming increasingly congested and unable to provide an
adequate level of mobility to support the state’s quality of life and economic aspirations. The
improvements that have been made to allow Oregon’s existing system of roads, highways and
public transit to operate more efficiently have been helpful in relieving some traffic congestion.
But, without the addition of some new roadway and transit capacity, operational improvements
to the state’s surface transportation system will be inadequate to prevent a worsening of traffic
congestion. Long commutes and snarled traffic have long been the calling cards of the nation’s
largest urban areas, but congestion has increasingly spread to growing states such as Oregon,
particularly in the Portland area.
Traffic congestion is more than a time-wasting nuisance to commuters. High levels of
traffic congestion have been found to reduce worker productivity and increase shipment costs,
which can impact a businesses’ competitiveness by raising costs and slowing the delivery of
goods and commodities. Increasing levels of traffic congestion on key routes may also hurt the
region’s economy by discouraging some local and out-of-state visitors from traveling to the area.
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Two recent comprehensive reports looking at the impact of traffic congestion on Oregon
economy and the Portland-area economy found that increasing traffic congestion was reducing
the efficiency of businesses in the state. The reports released in 2005 and 2007 found that the
state’s businesses, particularly in the Portland area, were responding to increasing traffic
congestion by increasing inventories, decentralizing operations to serve the same market,
increasing the number of deliveries and drivers because of longer travel times, and starting
production shifts earlier in the day to avoid peak congestion periods.1
This report identifies the 50 worst surface transportation chokepoints in Oregon and
provides information on how each chokepoint negatively impacts the region and the people who
regularly travel on these routes. The report also provides information on the importance of these
routes to local and regional transportation patterns and makes a set of recommendations for a
comprehensive approach to improving mobility in Oregon and relieving surface transportation
chokepoints.
Adequately addressing traffic congestion can have a significant impact on an area’s
livability. The Urban Land Institute notes that traffic congestion has the potential to hinder a
region’s ability to attract residents and businesses and degrades local quality of life. 2
High levels of traffic congestion also have been found to result in diminished air quality.
Conversely, steps that reduce congestion can result in improved air quality. The Transportation
Research Board, an agency of the National Research Council, reports that strategies that reduce
traffic congestion by improving traffic flow also reduce vehicle emissions, thus improving air
quality.3
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Population, Vehicle Travel and Economic Growth in Oregon

Congestion and crowding on many of Oregon’s key streets, highways and transit routes,
particularly during peak hours, continue to increase as population, vehicle travel and economic
activity continue to increase. From 1990 to 2008, Oregon’s population increased from
approximately 2.8 million to approximately 3.8 million, an increase of 33 percent.4 Oregon’s
rate of population growth during this period is the eleventh highest in the U.S., and is
significantly higher than the 22 percent national increase in population during this period. 5
Population gains are expected to continue at a significant rate in Oregon, where the population is
expected to increase by 28 percent by 2030 to approximately 4.8 million people.6
The significant increase in Oregon’s population resulted in corresponding increases in
vehicle travel and economic activity. From 1990 to 2008, vehicle travel in Oregon increased by
23 percent, increasing from approximately 27 billion miles of travel annually to approximately
33 billion miles.7 Despite the nation’s recent economic downturn, Oregon experienced
significant economic growth from 1990 to 2008 when the state's gross domestic product (GDP),
a measure of the state’s economic output, increased by 71 percent when adjusted for inflation.
Oregon's rate of economic growth from 1990 to 2008 was the 13th highest in the U.S. and
significantly above the national average of 52 percent.8
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Chart 1: Population, GDP and Vehicle Travel increase in Oregon, 1990 to 2008, 1 = 1990 level
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Source: TRIP analysis of Federal Highway Administration, Bureau of Economic Analysis and U.S.
Census data

As a result of further increases in vehicle travel without a corresponding increase in
highway capacity, traffic congestion in Oregon’s largest urban areas (particularly Portland,
Salem/Keizer, and Eugene/Springfield) is likely to get significantly worse unless roadway and
public transit systems are improved. A recent report by the Reason Foundation concluded that
traffic congestion levels in Oregon’s largest urban areas are likely to increase significantly by
2030 unless roadway and public transit systems are expanded to accommodate surging demand
for mobility. The report found that traffic congestion in the Portland area is expected to more
than double by 2030 unless the region’s transportation system is expanded. Portland has a travel
time index (TTI) of 1.29, meaning that driving times during peak traffic hours are 29 percent
longer than during off-peak times.9 Unless major steps are taken to relieve traffic congestion in
the Portland area, the region’s travel time index will increase to 1.75 by 2030.10
The Reason Foundation report also found that traffic congestion delays in the Eugene and
Salem areas will more than double by 2030, unless these regions take major steps to relieve
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traffic congestion. The current travel time index in the Eugene area is 1.08, while Salem’s travel
time index is 1.10.11 But unless significant improvements are made to relieve traffic congestion,
the travel time index in the Eugene area is expected to increase to 1.22 by 2030, while Salem’s
travel time index will increase to 1.23.12

Oregon’s Transportation Chokepoints

Modern lifestyles and commerce depend on reliable transportation to provide timely
access to a variety of destinations. When a personal or commercial trip is impeded by an
inadequate transportation facility, both quality of life and the efficiency of local commerce are
affected. Conversely, the provision of improved mobility increases personal choices for housing,
work, recreation, entertainment and other social interaction and improves business productivity
by reducing transport costs.
A transportation chokepoint constrains personal and commercial mobility and is a
significant factor in a region’s economic competitiveness and prosperity. TRIP defines a
chokepoint as a transportation facility that is inadequate to provide a reasonable level of mobility
and thus reduces both the reliability and the level of personal or commercial mobility in a region
When a portion of a region’s highways, roadways or public transit facilities impedes routine
travel, commuting or commerce, or limits economic development opportunities because of a lack
of capacity or a design deficiency, it is a transportation chokepoint.
Transportation chokepoints can be a segment of a roadway, an interchange, a transit
route, an intermodal facility or the current lack of a roadway segment or transit route that
constrains mobility.
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To prepare this report, TRIP asked the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) to
provide information on the state’s most severe transportation chokepoints, including segments of
roadways, interchanges and portions of the state’s public transit system.
To rank the state’s worst transportation chokepoints, TRIP assigned each transportation
segment or facility an overall score, based on a scale that provided points for categories,
including:
9 volume of daily travel or ridership.
9 the severity of the congestion, crowding or lack of adequate capacity to provide a
reasonable level of mobility.
9 the importance of the route or facility to regional, interstate or international travel.
9 the cost to improve mobility on this facility or route.
9 whether the facility or route serves non-motorists and segments of society that typically
have less access to mobility, such as the elderly, the disabled and people with lower
incomes.
9 the level of difficulty of using an alternate transportation route or mode.
9 whether the facility provides an intermodal connection.
9 to what extent the deficiency had an impact on the environment.

Oregon’s Top Transportation Chokepoints
The following table indicates the 50 road, highway or transit routes or corridors in Oregon
that are the worst surface transportation chokepoints in the state because they impede routine
travel, commuting or commerce or limit economic development opportunities because of a lack
of capacity or a design deficiency. The worst chokepoints in the state include 38 segments of
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roads or highways, nine transit routes or corridors and three multimodal segments that include
both a roadway and a transit chokepoint. The state’s worst chokepoints include urban highway
and transit routes in the Portland area as well as sections of rural roadways that either lack
adequate capacity to meet regional mobility needs or lack adequate design to efficiently
accommodate freight delivery in a corridor.
Oregon’s worst surface transportation chokepoints include the Interstate 5 Columbia River
Crossing from Vancouver to Portland, which lacks both adequate highway and transit capacity;
the I-5, I-84 and I-405 Interchange area in Portland, which causes significant travel delays; the
frequently congested Oregon 99W Corridor, which serves as the most direct connection between
the Portland area and the Oregon Coast and which lacks adequate highway and transit capacity;
and portions of US 97, which serves as the most critical north-south trade corridor in Eastern
Oregon, which is often congested. The top five surface transportation chokepoints in Oregon
are:
1. The I-5 Columbia River Crossing from Vancouver to Portland. This bridge is one of the
nation's top freight routes and a key regional commuting route. There are few alternatives to this
route. The bridge causes the worst congestion in the Portland metro region, and is one of the
biggest chokepoints on the I-5 trade corridor. This corridor is congested for 4-6 hours per day
and could be congested for as many as 15 hours per day by 2030. This multimodal chokepoint
also reduces freight access to the Port of Portland and Port of Vancouver. The limited public
transportation service across the Columbia River serves only about 3,500 riders each weekday
and does not provide a convenient alternative to driving. Buses get bogged down in congestion
with everyone else. Local agencies have endorsed replacing the bridge with a new structure,
which would include a light rail line from Portland to Vancouver.
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2. The I-5, I-84, I-405 Interchange in the Portland area. Design flaws and a lack of adequate
capacity at this set of interchanges, which connect three high-volume freeways, results in
significant traffic congestion. Needed improvements to this interchange include braiding I-5
interchange ramps to and from I-84 with ramps to the local street system, adding a through lane
in each direction on I-5, and creating a 4-lane approach to I-5 on westbound I-84, with two lanes
each heading north and south to a widened I-5 cross section as well as widening I-5 southbound
to three lanes approaching I-405.
3. The OR 212/214 Corridor in Clackamas County. As Portland’s only designated east-west
state freight route south of I-84, the OR212/224 corridor provides a vital service for freight
movement within the Portland metro area, as well as a principal route to central and eastern
Oregon. Significant congestion on this corridor, among the worst in the state, impedes
commerce and fails to meet the transportation needs of a growing residential area. The needed
improvement is the construction of a new highway to connect OR 212/224 to I-205, which would
provide substantial congestion relief on the corridor..
4. The I-5 and I-205 Interchange in the Portland area. Interstate 5, the West Coast's main
trade corridor, and I-205 are two of Oregon's busiest freeways and carry large volumes of freight
to and through the Portland metro region. I-205 southbound narrows from three lanes to a one
lane on-ramp to I-5, and vehicles have an extremely short distance to merge onto I-5. This lack
of an adequate merge lane frequently overwhelms the interchange and contributes to lengthy
backups on I-205. As a result of the lack of extended dual exit lanes on I-5 northbound onto I205 northbound, vehicles exiting I-5 must wait in the right hand travel lane to exit, oftentimes in
heavy traffic, rather than having a dedicated lane to ease their transition to I-205. The addition
of added acceleration/auxiliary lanes and extended exit lanes could significantly improve traffic
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flow and reduce congestion on I-5 and I-205 at a relatively small cost, and would also improve
safety.
5. OR 217/I-5 Interchange in the Portland area. This interchange of two major regional
transportation routes experiences significant congestion as a result of high traffic volume and
inadequate design. Needed improvements include separation of the freeway to freeway
movements from the local access movements with a number of improvements, including a
southbound OR 217 to southbound I-5 flyover ramp, a southbound I-5 to northbound OR 217
free flow ramp and a southbound I-5 to eastbound Kruse Way loop.
The following is a list of the worst 50 surface transportation chokepoints in Oregon.
Roadway chokepoints are colored yellow, transit chokepoints are colored purple and intermodal
(roadway and transit) chokepoints are colored green. For additional information on each
chokepoint, including needed improvements and the funding status of needed improvements,
please see the Appendix.
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Chart 2. Worst 50 Surface Transportation Chokepoints in Oregon
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Source: TRIP analysis of Oregon Department of Transportation Response to TRIP Survey

Surface Transportation Funding in Oregon

The approval last year of a comprehensive state transportation program and the outcome of
ongoing Congressional deliberations over a future federal surface transportation program will
have a significant impact on Oregon's ability to relieve many of its surface transportation
chokepoints.
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The construction, repair and upkeep of Oregon’s surface transportation system, which
includes roads, bridges, highways and public transit systems, is paid for by local, state and
federal governments. Funds to pay for the improvement, maintenance and operation of the
state’s surface transportation system are raised through a combination of user fees, such as motor
fuel taxes, registration fees, licensing fees, a weight-distance tax on heavy trucks and farebox
charges as well as from general local and state taxes, such as property and income taxes.
In 2009, the Oregon legislature approved the Oregon Jobs and Transportation Act, which
increased funding for local and state roads and highways and public transit systems, as a result of
increased state registration fees, licensing fees and motor fuel taxes. The Act will provide $100
million for non-road transportation improvements, including public transit. By 2011, when all
fee increases are implemented, will provide an additional $300 million for local and state road
and highway improvements.
A number of the chokepoints identified in this report received significant allocations of
funding under HB 2001 and may be significantly improved if additional federal and local
resources come available. These chokepoints include:
•

OR 212/224 corridor (#3)

•

I-205/I-5 interchange (#4)

•

OR 99W Newberg-Dundee Bypass (#6)

•

US 26 Cornell Road to 185th Avenue (#9)

•

I-5/OR 214 Woodburn interchange (#12)

•

OR 569 (Beltline Highway)/Delta Highway interchange (#18)

•

I-5 Steep Grade Bottlenecks (#25)

•

OR 62 (#33)
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•

US 97/Murphy Road interchange (#34)

•

I-84/US 97 interchange (#35)

•

I-84 Spring Creek section (#36)

•

OR 42 (#39)

•

Eastern Oregon chain-up areas (#42)
A number of other projects may be funded through discretionary resources provided under

the legislation. For example, the Oregon Transportation Commission recently allocated $30
million in Jobs and Transportation Act resources to the I-5 Columbia River Crossing, the state’s
top transportation chokepoint.
Federal funding for Oregon’s highways and bridges comes from the Federal Highway
Trust Fund, under funding levels and formulas determined by Congress. The Federal surface
transportation program is a critical source of transportation funding in Oregon. From 1998 to
2008, Oregon received approximately $4.4 billion in federal funding for road, highway and
bridge improvements, and $1.4 billion for public transit, a total of approximately $5.8 billion.
Federal spending levels for highways and public transit are based on the current federal
surface transportation program, the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation
Equity Act – A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), which was approved by Congress in 2005.
The SAFETEA-LU program expires on December 31, 2010.
Currently Congress is deliberating over a long-range federal surface transportation
program to follow SAFETEA-LU. The level of funding and the provisions of a future federal
surface transportation program will have a significant impact on Oregon’s ability to address
many of its surface transportation chokepoints.
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Transportation Chokepoint Relief

Relieving travel chokepoints and improving mobility and access in Oregon will require a
comprehensive approach that provides commuters and businesses with an integrated surface
transportation system. This approach should include proportional strategies to increase the
capacity of the state’s surface transportation system, improve the efficiency of the existing
system and reduce some travel demand, particularly during peak periods.
The Oregon Department of Transportation has taken steps that have been effective in
providing some traffic congestion relief by increasing the efficiency of the state’s highway and
street network. But accommodating the continued significant growth in travel, without
experiencing a significant increase in traffic congestion, will require that the state both expand
the capacity of its roadway and transit systems as well as make further improvements in the
efficiency of its surface transportation system.
The modernization and expansion of key highway segments in Oregon would result in a
significant increase in employment and business activity in the state and would also save time for
travelers as a result of reduced congestion. A 2007 report found that if Oregon modernizes and
expands key segments of its highway system that by 2025 it would result in an annual increase of
$1.7 billion in business output, would support an additional 16,300 jobs annually and in the
Portland area would save the average household 28 hours of travel time annually.13
Elements of a comprehensive approach to improving local and regional mobility should
include the expansion of the capacity of a region’s transportation system, improvements in the
efficiency of the existing transportation system and the reduction of some travel demand during
peak hours. Elements of such a plan should include:
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Expand capacity of the transportation system
•

Additional traffic lanes, turn lanes and improved interchanges. Expanding capacity,
particularly on routes carrying significantly more travel than they were initially designed to
carry, is a critical component of a traffic congestion relief program. Additional lanes or
improved interchanges have been found to reduce congestion on nearby routes by drawing
some of the traffic from these secondary roads.

•

Additional transit service. Increasing transit ridership can help relieve congestion,
particularly along heavily-traveled corridors. Investment in additional transit capacity can be
an effective part of a congestion solution.

•

Install or improve sidewalks and bike paths. Sidewalks and bike paths can provide an
alternative to driving, particularly for shorter trips.

Improve the efficiency of the existing transportation system
•

Improved signalization. Traffic speeds on congested routes can be increased by 12 to 25
percent by using coordinated traffic signalization, thus improving traffic flow.

•

Improved incident management program. Officials in many areas are improving the
speed with which they can detect and respond to congestion-causing accidents and breakdowns, thus reducing the time that traffic is delayed.

•

Improved driver information. Regional transportation centers that provide drivers with
current information on road conditions to help them make informed decisions on which
routes to take are having some success in reducing congestion.

•

Ramp-metering. Highway ramps can be metered to insure that cars enter freeways more
smoothly.
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Reduce travel demand during peak hours
•

Promote telecommuting, flex-time and ridesharing. Recent improvements in technology
have greatly increased the ability of workers to telecommute, which, along with the use of
flex-time and promotion of ridesharing by large employers, can contribute to reductions in
some peak-hour highway travel, thus reducing regional traffic congestion.

Conclusion
Oregon’s system of roads, highways and public transit plays a critical role in supporting
the high quality of life in the state by providing reliable mobility to the state’s residents, visitors
and businesses. But while the Beaver State has enjoyed significant population and economic
growth over the past two decades, its transportation system has not been able to keep up with the
growing demand for access.
Increasingly, Oregonians are finding their mobility constrained by congested and crowded
roads, buses and rail cars, increasing personal delays and diminishing their access to recreation,
social activities, employment and housing. Businesses in Oregon are also seeing their
productivity threatened by increasing traffic congestion and constrained freight routes, which
increases the cost and reduces the reliability of transport, harming their competitiveness.
Maintaining the high quality of life in Oregon and insuring future business
competitiveness will require that Oregon make further improvements to its surface transportation
system.

Numerous surface transportation chokepoints in the state impede routine travel,

commuting or commerce. Addressing these chokepoints will be critical in maintaining the high
quality of life in Oregon by improving mobility, reducing delays, enhancing environmental
quality and supporting economic growth.
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