Seattle Freight Mobility Advisory Committee
 Meeting Notes

July 15, 2008

Location:
Car Wash Enterprise Headquarters (Brown Bear)

Attendees:
a sign-in sheet is on file
Agenda Topics/Discussion Summary/Actions
1. Notes from the May meeting were amended and approved. 

Several members indicated that they did not agree that all the proposed projects were consistent with City Council criteria that projects should “improve freight capacity”. While the all of the projects are valuable, several should be considered “maintenance” in nature rather than projects that add to freight capacity.
FMAC will submit a letter to SDOT with a list of recommended freight mobility projects that should be completed over the next five years.

SDOT will provide FMAC with its’ list of recommended projects at the same time SDOT submits the list to Council

2.     WSDOT Superload Restrictions


It was announced that WSDOT had recently and without much prior notice changed the regulations related to times of day oversized trucks could operate on highways and city streets and the need for State Patrol to accompany such trips. A meeting between WSDOT and impacted firms had been scheduled.
3. 

Mercer Corridor Improvement Project (I-5 to Dexter)
Angela Brady, SDOT Project Manager, provided a briefing on the current design. Considerable discussion followed the briefing. Comments raised by FMAC members included:
Freight Concerns about Mercer project
· Trucks having to make 90 degree turns when pedestrians and bikes are given crosswalk priority.
· Trucks having to negotiate the new turns in the Broad St hook.

· They believe they need two northbound lanes on 9th Ave between Mercer St and Broad St.

· They do not want any bike markings on 9th Ave north of Mercer.  Some believe that bike lanes or sharrows in the block between Mercer St and Broad St will encourage bikes to continue northbound on 9th conflicting with trucks north on Westlake.  Eugene would like a letter signed by Grace stating that bike markings on this block will be limited to sharrows.  No bike markings would be even better. 

· One idea is to change the existing bike lanes on 9th Ave, south of Mercer St to sharrows to be consistent with marking between Mercer and Broad.

· They are concerned that local traffic will continue using eastbound Mercer instead of other streets.

· Suggestion was made that we do a better job of showing (or signing?) alternate routes for local traffic (i.e. Republican for traffic to Capital Hill)

· We are overselling project benefits. (Eugene).  As an example, Slide 11 lists other east-west connections across Aurora as a Mercer Project Freight benefit.  Eugene’s point was that these connections can be done independent of the Mercer project and is not a project benefit.

· Does our traffic study assume the Mercer off-ramp from northbound Aurora is already removed?

Other Freight Concerns

· They are very concerned about the removal of the northbound Aurora off-ramp at Mercer.  They believe it will be very difficult for truck wanting to travel from northbound Aurora across Mercer St to I-5.  What route would trucks take?  Has anyone looked at the turning movements for this new route? 

· They would like a presentation from our planning group regarding 2-way Mercer west of Dexter.



SDOT agreed to provide briefing on the planning work being 


conducted to extend the project west to Elliot and the relationship 

between the Mercer project and the Urban Mobility Plan.
4.
S Holgate St. to King St. Viaduct Replacement

WSDOT and SDOT staff provided an update on this project. FMAC members raised the following issues:
· The design drawing that illustrated the north bound right-turn from Atlantic St. to the underpass showed too tight a radius to accommodate truck turns.
Staff will make the necessary corrections

· Neither pedestrians nor bicyclists should be permitted in the underpass.
Staff noted that while pedestrians would not be encouraged to enter the underpass, there will be a sidewalk to provide a safe walking environment.

· Strict police enforcement will be needed to ensure safety through the work zones.

· Further clarification is needed to understand how the roadway segment under discussion will connect to the Central Waterfront segment.

SDOT/WSDOT staff assured FMAC members that the segment described today is deigned to connect with the Central Waterfront segment.
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