Section 1: Infroduction

What are Corridor Plans?

Corridor Plans provide WSDOT, along with other ages and
jurisdictions, a long-range vision for a state souCorridor
Plans are often the first step in identifying nekde
improvements for a specific state highway corridor.

With a long-range vision smaller bottleneck or segtn
improvement projects can be designed to work inergaily
toward this vision avoiding unnecessary improvemethiat
would otherwise have to be removed at a later date.

This document provides a summary of key findingeuab
existing and future travel conditions and idensfiproposed
improvements for SR 167 between S “i&ireet in Renton to
SR 161 in Puyallup (Mile Post [MP] 6.80 to MP 24.7TYhere
are eight technical memorandums that have beerapmdfor
this Corridor Plan that provide details of existiognditions,
modeling assumptions, analyses, and recommendatidhss
document is a summary of the most important faategarding
the SR 167 Corridor derived from those technical
memorandums.

The short segment of SR 167 between Interstate lat@ S
180" Street has been addressed in the 1-405 Corridan Pl
(2002), since this segment is predominantly affibtte the on-
and off-ramps of the 1-405 / SR 167 interchange.

Where is the SR 167 Corridor and Who Does it
Serve?

SR 167, also known as the Green River Valley Frgewa
simply the Valley Freeway, is an important 27-nribeite that
links south King County and north Pierce County-#05. In
conjunction with [-405 and SR 512, SR 167 is onetvod
north-south routes in the region and this 60-miteridor
provides one of the only alternatives to the cotegked-5
corridor.

The Steps to Creating a
Corridor Plan Include:

= Determining existing
conditions (Technical
Memorandum 3)

= |dentifying a full range
of options (Technical
Memorandum 2)

* Evaluating and
screening
improvement options
(Technical
Memorandum 5)

= Advancing the range
of improvement
options through
environmental
screening and cost
benefits (Technical
Memorandum 7)

Page 15 | December 2008



Regional Transportation
Investment District
(RTID)

State legislation allows
Snohomish, King, and
Pierce counties to identify
projects within each of
their respective counties
and fax themselves to
finance the projects. RTID
funding must be spentin
the county where the
funding is raised. The
voters within the district
must approve the ballot
measure which specifies
revenue sources and lists
the projects to be
constructed.
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The combination of 1-405, SR 167, SR 512, and ttop@sed
SR 167 extension into the Port of Tacoma createita v
economic corridor for the Puget Sound area.

SR 167 and the Green River Valley play an importaf in

the movement of freight since one third of the oe

warehouses are located near SR 167. As freightectitravel
grows between the region’s seaports and the waselsoaf the
Green River Valley, an even greater strain wilplsced on the
area’s transportation network in general and the BR

corridor specifically.

What is the Background of the SR 167
Corridor Planning Process?

This Corridor Plan describes the existing and fasesd future
conditions of SR 167 and the recommended improvésnien
address future travel demand by the year 2030. The
Washington State Department of Transportation (WSpPiaas
worked with the SR 167 Corridor Working Group (CWG)
which is comprised of representatives of local goweents and
agencies seeking a consensus on future improvenibats
address the growing travel demand on SR 167. WSBQir
the CWG worked closely to define the goals.

Phase 1

In 2003, elected officials from south King Countgked
WSDOT to begin a Corridor Plan (Phase 1) to suppuet
Regional Transportation Investment District (RTIDallot
measure.

The SR 167 Corridor Plan was initiated to develojoray-
range vision for SR 167 between S T&htreet in Renton and
SR 161 in Puyallup. It also allowed a way for WSD®
provide the RTID Board with project recommendaticars]
cost estimates. The RTID Board took the recommigmua
and prepared a package of regional projects anutitpes,
along with a funding mechanism, which was placedtlos
ballot before Snohomish, King, and Pierce Countierin
November 2007.



Phase 1 was initiated in 2003 to help provide iripuhe RTID

package which, at the time, was expected to bebptdre

voters in the fall of 2004 or spring of 2005. Awite was a
short time and limited budget, WSDOT staff and citasits

completed the modified planning process in four theno

identify projects and their cost estimates for RIEID ballot.

The projects were located in King County, per th€lIR

legislation, while conceptual projects were ideatlfin Pierce
County to be considered by Pierce County legistatortheir
concurrent RTID process. In 2005, a series of ipugbinion

polls indicated the draft RTID plan would not betrmeth a

favorable vote. As a result the ballot measure p@stponed
until fall 2007 and the project list and revenueirses were
reduced.

Phase 2

Phase 2, started in 2005 and completed in 2007a is
comprehensive document with identified recommendatifor
bottlenecks/segments and long-term improvements thear
SR 167 Corridor. This final Corridor Plan documémntludes
the long-term improvement options that were considien
Phase 1 and carried forward into Phase 2 of thyse®sm (see
Section 8 of this document).

What Was Analyzed and How is the
Information Presented in This Document?

The SR 167 Corridor Plan analyzed existing trawelditions
and identified congestion and collision areas. A dfeshort-
term and long-term improvement options were dewedoand
evaluated that will improve the effectiveness of 867 as a
goods and people mover.

There is a portion of SR 167 that is not a limigetess
freeway but rather a surface street from I-5, ircohaa, to
SR 161, in Puyallup (Mile Post 0.0 to Mile Post)6.8This
portion was not directly included in this corrickiudy because
plans are already in place for this portion of toeridor. A
WSDOT project to the south known as the SR 167 risxom
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SR 167 Technical

No.
No.

No.

No.

No.

No.

Memorandums

No.1: Goals and
Objectives

No. 2: Improvement

Options Screening
Criteria

Existing Conditions

Existing Traffic
Operations

Corridor
Improvement
Options

Future Travel
Demand
Operations
Evaluation and
Final Screening of
SR 167 Corridor
Options

Public
Involvement
Summary
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Project will extend the limited-access freeway westl from
SR 161 across I-5 all the way into the Port of Taao

The existing 1-405 Corridor Plan was consulteddoordinated
analyses and cohesive design. Similar coordinatias also
done with the future SR 167 Extension Project.

The in-depth analyses are documented in a seriesighit
technical memorandums, which this Corridor Plan drep
summarizes. Appendix D of this report includes thé
Technical Memorandums.

This information was then summarized in this CaridPlan
document in the following sections:

Section 1: Introduction

Section 2: Transportation Policy Goals

Section 3: Highway Classification and Characterssti

Section 4: Existing Travel Conditions

Section 5: Public Transit, Bicycle, and Pedestrian
Facilities

Section 6: Natural and Built Environment

Section 7: 2030 Travel Conditions

Section 8: Long-Term Improvement Options

Section 9: Bottleneck/Segment Improvement Options

Section 10:  Cost Estimates

Section 11:  Evaluation and Screening of Alternative

Section 12: SR 167 Corridor Recommendations and

Phasing



What Were the Main Tools Used for the
Analysis?

Several computer traffic models were used to fasedravel
conditions in the year 2030. The models were alksed to
evaluate various improvement options. More infdroma
about the models is discussedSaction 7: Year 2030 Traffic
Conditions

Additionally, a Geographic Information System (GIS)
screening process was used to identify the worst saenarios
for potential impacts on natural resources and It
environment adjacent to the freeway. This infororatwas
used in the Cost Estimate Validation Process (CHVi®
refine the planning level cost estimates for thpriomements.

WSDOT also conducted a cost-effectiveness analiisid
examined the travel time savings associated witth dang-
term improvement option. This information then weed in
an overall screening of the most effective longrt@ption and
the potential combination of bottleneck/segmentrompments
that could be elements of future projects.

Finally, public input and guidance from the citiegunties,
tribe, and other related agencies that make upCibeidor
Working Group (CWG) for SR 167 were factored intee t
WSDOT-recommended options.

How Has the Public Been Involved?

WSDOT employed a number of strategies to involvenasy
interested parties as possible. The following publi
involvement and communication activities were coztgad
during the planning process and will be drawn frasmprojects
move into the design and environmental permittingges:

* Fourteen Corridor Working Group (CWG)
meetings

* Four open houses

What is the Cost
Estimate Validation
Process (CEVP®)?

WSDOT has implemented
a process, CEVP®, to
better estimate the
probable cost and
schedule (as well as cash
flow) of their planned
mega-projects. This
estimate includes risk,
opportunity, and other
uncertainties. This process
was designed to provide:

=  More redlistic
projections of
probable cost and
schedule, including
the effects of inflation.

= Better decision-
making and risk
management for
individual projects,
and for the entire
program of projects.
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Number of Participants
for Outreach Activities:

Two Fall Open Houses
on October 4, 2005
and October 13, 2005
totaled approximately
75 people.

Two Winter Open
Houses on February
15, 2006 and February
16, 2006 totaled
approximately 13
people.

Thirteen informal
events including the
Kent Farmers Market,
Auburn Good OI’
Days and the South
Hill Mall totaled
approximately 700
people.
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* Informal outreach activities, including mall
patrols and informational booths at 11 fairs and
festivals

* A traveling informational display at four
locations along the corridor

» A survey of trucking companies and
associations

* An SR 167 Corridor Plan project folio
« A WSDOT project web site

The Corridor Working Group (CWG) members represg e
following jurisdictions or agencies:

» City of Algona

» City of Auburn

» City of Edgewood
» City of Kent

» City of Pacific

» City of Puyallup

» City of Renton

» City of Sumner

* King County

* Pierce County

* Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC)
* Metro Transit

* Sound Transit

* Port of Seattle



* Port of Tacoma

* Muckleshoot Tribe

» Washington State Patrol
 WSDOT Freight Office

« WSDOT NW Region

« WSDOT Olympic Region
 WSDOT Urban Planning Office

The CWG helped form the Goals and Objectives which
Corridor Plan should strive for in terms of longrga planning
recommendations. These goals can be foun&eaation 2:
Goals, Policies & Recommendations These Goals and
Objectives are the basis of screening and selectiberia for
the long-term improvement options.

The CWG met approximately once per month throughioist
process. They were apprised of the previous memgtogress
and analyses, and were asked for their input thoulgthe
process.
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