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Image Credit: Port of Seattle 

Seattle Industrial Areas 

Freight Access Project (FAP) 
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FAP 

ÅJoint City/Port 

effort 
 

ÅFocused on MICs 

ïBallard/Interbay 

ïDuwamish 



Primary deliverables 

ÅEvaluate existing and 
future conditions within 
and between the MICs 
 

ÅRecommend prioritized 
improvements within the 
project area 

 

ÅIdentify policy issues and 
opportunities to be 
addressed by the Freight 
Master Plan 
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FAP & Move Seattle address the 

importance of freight  

Near-term actions 

Å Complete Freight Master Plan 

Å Make spot improvements to help 

truck move more quickly at key 

bottlenecks 

Å Study pilot freight-only lanes in the 

Greater Duwamish MIC 

Å Ramp up the monitoring and 

collection of truck volume data 

Large Capital Projects 

Å East Marginal Way Corridor 

Improvements, including 

reconstruction to heavy haul vehicle 

standards 

Å South Lander Street Grade 

Separation/Railroad Crossing 

òGoods movement is the lifeblood of our city and must be 

supportedó 

 

http://www.seattle.gov/transportation/freight_industrialareas.htm 



FAP recommendations to FMP 

ÅOverall economic importance of freight in 
the City of Seattle 

 

ÅExamine freight linkages throughout the city 

 

ÅUpdate Major Truck Street network 

 

ÅRefine Citywide policies and design standards 



FAP schedule 

March FAB, NSIA, MIC briefings 

April 13 
Release draft report for public 

review 

May 4 Close of public review 

May 26 Release final report 
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Potential Freight Network 

Designation 



Freight Network Designation 

Overview 

ÅWhy update network? 

ïExisting networks 

ÅWhy recommend a multi-tiered network?  

ÅWhat are other cities doing? 

ÅFreight Access Project suggestion 

ÅProposed criteria for discussion 
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Seattleõs Major 
Truck Streets 

ÅServe as primary routes 

for the movement of 

goods and services 

 

Å Improve freight mobility 

and safety within the City 

 



Over-legal  

vehicles & loads 

ÅVehicles or loads 

exceeding the maximum 

height, width, and/or 

length designated by the 

City 

 

ÅOver-legal loads traveling 

within the city are required 

to obtain a special permit 

 

 



Heavy Haul 

network 

ÅVehicles or loads exceeding 

a certain weight designated 

by the City 

 

ÅOver-legal loads traveling 

within the city are required 

to obtain a special permit 



First and last  

mile connector 

routes 

ÅSome segments included 

as part of the MTS 

 



Source: US Bureau of Economic Analysis and Parsons Brinckerhoff Analysis 

 

Why recommend a multi -tiered 

network? 

ÅMTS focus on industry 

 

ÅRetail generates freight  

 

ÅLast mile to consumer 

 

 

ÅInsert photo of 

residential hub village 

in eattle with truck 

(Andy Seattle can do 

this, for now put in the 

graph from the 

previous PPT that 

shows the trucks 

associated with retail 

vs. other industries)  
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Why recommend  

a multi-tiered  

network? 
 

ÅFreight goes 

everywhere 

 

ÅNot all freight is equal 

 

ÅNeed for context 

sensitivity 

 

 



Review of truck classification 

systems 
 

ÅNo federal guidance 

 

ÅMany states have systems, 
some regions, few cities 

 

ÅReviewed cities with 
systems of two or more 
levels 
ïSimilar size western cities 

ïComparable MSAs 
nationwide 

ïLogistics hubs 

ïPort cities 
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Portland, Oregon 

ÅRegional truck way 

ÅPriority truck street 

ÅMajor truck street 

ÅFreight district street 

ÅTruck access street 

ÅLocal truck street (all 

streets not otherwise 

designated) 

 



Portland, Oregon 

ÅLand use ð type of freight 
activity  

 

ÅFunction ðvolume and level 
or quality of mobility and 
access provided.  

 

ÅConnections ð which routes 
or destinations are  
connected.   

 

ÅDesign ð  how streets 
should be designed in 
future.   

Å Insert photo of truck in 
Portland or route map 



 

 

 

 

 

Insert image of a similar project  

that has been completed 
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Chicago -proposed 

ÅClass I 

 

ÅClass II  

 

ÅClass III 

 

ÅBoulevards/Truck 

Restrictions 

 

ÅInsert Chicago truck 

map or freight photo  



Chicago - screening criteria 

ÅTruck AADT 

ÅVertical clearance 
restrictions 

ÅBridge weight limits 

ÅLane widths 

ÅAdjacent land uses 

ÅLocal connectors 

ÅIntermodal facilities 

ÅConnectivity with roads 
and jurisdictions 

 

 



Tampa, Florida 

ÅExisting Truck Route 

ÅLand Uses 

ÅBridge Locations 

ÅFunctional 

Classifications 

ÅSpeed Limits 

 

ÅNumber of Lanes 

ÅConstrained Roads 

ÅTruck Volume and % 

ÅTruck Crash Data 

ÅTruck Traffic Generators 

ÅContinuity 



Tampa, Florida 

ÅSliding scale rather 

than pass/fail scoring 

 

ÅWeighted assignments 

for roadway 

characteristics 

 

ÅMost minor arterials 

and above included 

 

ÅInsert photo of Tampa 

showing water and 

bridge 



Lesson Learned 
ÅTiered systems 

 

ÅAvoid complexity  

 

ÅCommon Criteria 

ïFunctional 

Classification 

ïTruck Volume/% 

ïPhysical Roadway  

Characteristics 

ïObstructions 

ïConnectivity 

ïLand use 



Seattle FAP - Function 

ÅPrimary  
ïMajor corridors in MICs 

lined by industrial users or 
corridors that connect to 
interstate, highways or 
between major industrial 
areas 

 

ÅSecondary 
ïCorridors that provide 

access to industrial areas 
but where other 
nonindustrial uses are 
present 

 

ÅDelivery network  
ïCorridors providing access 

to local retail and 
commercial centers 

 

 

 

ÅSpecialized uses 
ïOver dimensional, heavy 

hauls and hazardous 
materials routes. 

 



Seattle FAP - form and conflict 

management 
ÅHorizontal and vertical 

clearances 

ÅWeight restrictions 

ÅLane widths 

ÅTurning radii 

ÅSignal spacing 

ÅOn and off street loading 

ÅSensitive receptors 

ÅPoints of conflict with 
other modal systems 

ÅAbility to physically 
separate users within 
right of way 

ÅAbility to manage 
conflicts through time of 
day restrictions 

ÅPotential for alternative 
routing to separate 
modal uses 

 



Concept for Seattle  

ÅThree designations 
ïPrimary 

ïSecondary 

ïLocal  

ïNote special designations 

 

ÅCriteria  
ïFunction  

ïForm 

ÅDetails in design 
guidelines 

 

ÅMultimodal Corridor 
Program  

 

ÅMultimodal Decision 
Process 

 

ÅROW Improvement 
Manual 

 

 



Potential criteria  

ÅTruck Volume 

 

ÅFunctional Class 

 

ÅSupports Freight 
Generating Land Uses 

 

ÅTime Efficient 
Connectivity to Network 

ÅSystem Redundancy/ 
Performance Risk  

 

ÅHeight Clearances 

 

ÅWeight Restrictions 

 

ÅTurn Radii 

 

ÅLane Width 

 



Discussion questions 

ÅShould we develop a tiered system? 

 

ÅWhat are the most important considerations for 
a truck network? 

 

ÅAny changes to the general criteria? 

 

ÅAre there other suggestions with respect to 
truck network? 
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Neighborhood Case Studies 



ÅBallard 

ïBallard Market 

ïHi-Life Restaurant 

ïEast Ballard Community Council 

ïCentral Ballard Residents Association 
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Study Participants 



ÅSouth Lake Union 

ïBrave Horse Tavern (Tom Douglas Company) 

ïOperations Manager, Tom Douglas Company 

ïGlazerõs Camera Store 

ïSouth Lake Union Community Council 

 

Study Participants 



Ballard: Existing Uses 
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Ballard: Traffic Congestion 

Å Google travel time data 

collected from cell 

phone recorded speeds 

No traffic delays 

Medium amount of traffic 

Traffic delays 

Slower vehicle speeds 

Å Speeds recorded @ 

5:30 p.m. 



Ballard:  

Truck Volumes & Major Truck Streets 
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Ballard: Load Zones 
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South Lake Union:  

Existing Uses 


