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Corridor Working Group Meeting — Meeting Summary
December 19, 2006
1:30 — 3:30
WSDOT Kent Maintenance Center
26620 68" Avenue South, Kent 98032

Attendees:

WSDOT City of Pacific City of Auburn
Ed Barry Jim Morgan Dennis Dowdy
Carol Hunter Dick Wooding Roger Thordarson
Ron Landon John Welch

Mike Sallis

City of Kent King County City of Renton
Tim LaPorte Paul Takamine Keith Woolley
Port of Tacoma PSRC Envirolssues
Sean Eagan Charlie Howard Kristine Edens
Perteet

Michael Booth
Jeff Lundstrom

Welcome and Introductions
Carol Hunter, WSDOT

Carol Hunter, WSDOT, welcomed the group and thanked them for coming. She asked
the attendees to introduce themselves and the agency or organization they were there
to represent.

Carol acknowledged that the group had discussed meeting earlier in the month when
the updated CEVP numbers were available for the SR 167 Corridor projects. The
governor asked WSDOT to wait to release these numbers until after her budget came
out. The budget was released yesterday, on December 18", authorizing WSDOT to
release the numbers. However, the team has not had a chance to review the numbers
yet and would like that opportunity before they are released to the general public and
the CWG partners. Carol promised to provide the updated CEVP numbers some time
after the New Year.

Discussion
= Tim LaPorte asked if Carol could discuss what she did know about the CEVP
numbers. Carol said that the additional lane in each direction will be very costly.
The four bottleneck projects that were identified are going to be much more
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expensive than originally estimated and will not include the HOV to HOV
connection between SR 167 and 1-405.

= Tim LaPorte asked if it was possible for those preparing the CEVP numbers to
isolate the cost of retrofitting the current structures due to liquefaction issues.
Carol said the liquefaction issues will not affect the individual bottleneck projects.
The addition of one lane in each direction will face the liquefaction issue and the
team will identify how many bridges will need to be replaced to address this
issue. Additional geotech drilling is being conducted to do so.

= Tim asked how much of the inflated cost estimates are due to the liquefaction
issue. Carol said that will be a next step after the CEVP numbers are released.
There is a due date of December 27™ or 29" for that information.

Approve November 21°" Meeting Summary
Carol Hunter, WSDOT

Copies of the November 21 meeting summary were sent to the partners via email
before the meeting and a hard copy was provided at the meeting. Carol asked for
comments on the summary and approved the summary without additional comment.

Review 2030 Interchange Options
Michael Booth, Perteet

Michael distributed a handout to the partners that included diagrams of the final options
for the three interchanges that were examined along the SR 167 corridor, including the
South 180" Street, SR 18, and the SR 410/SR 512 interchanges.

South 180" Street Interchange

Options 1 (a Single Point Urban Interchange (SPUI) and closed 41% street ramp) and 2
(a SPUI with an open 41° street ramp) were the final options reviewed for the S 180™
Street interchange. The team found that Option 2 was the best option. Keeping 41
street open allows for the best operational flow for traffic just off of the freeway on local
streets.

Discussion

= Jeff Lundstrom noted that both S 180" interchange options include grade
separating 180" over East Valley Highway.

= Keith Woolley asked if there was still an intersection at East Valley Road and 41°
Street. Michael said yes, that it would stay the same as it is today.

= Tim LaPorte noted that Option 2 would dramatically change East Valley. There
could be some push back from businesses in that area, including the Great Mall
owners. It will be important to inform them of this preferred option early on in the
process. Continued transit service to this area will also be important.

= Sean Eagan asked which of the two options were more expensive for S 180".
Carol said the options are similar. Option 2 is a bit more expensive due to
additional structures, but only slightly.
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SR 18 Interchange

Michael directed the partners to the three pages related to the SR 18 interchange in
their handout. The first page showed the final two options being considered for this
interchange, which include Option 1 (a full clover interchange) and Option 5 (a high
volume directional ramp interchange). The second pages show the weaving patterns
associated with the two options.

With Option 1, there are heavy volumes weaving on the west side of SR 167,
decreasing speeds. The queue is not large, but traffic speeds need to slow
considerably to allow for this weaving pattern.

With Option 5, you do not have the weaving conflicts as you do with Option 1, allowing
traffic to maintain speed as it enters and exits SR 167 at this location. Therefore,
Option 5 is the preferred option operationally for this interchange.

Cost is a major issue between Option 1 and 5. Option 5 has a lot more flyover ramps
and geometric changes to the existing interchange and is much more expensive.

Both options disconnect SR 18 from East Valley Highway.

Discussion

= Sean Eagan noted that those coming off of northbound SR 18 can stay on the
highway, which is a major operational improvement. Currently, traffic must exit to
surface streets to get on SR 167.

= Tim LaPorte noted that the only right-of-way issue with either option is in the
northeast quadrant.

= Dennis Dowdy said he liked the idea of disconnecting SR 18 to West Valley
Highway.

= Dennis Dowdy asked if the SPUI would be an elevated structure at 15" Street
SW and the flyover exit to the Super Mall would still work with this option.
Michael said yes, it would be elevated as it is now with the flyover exit.

= Tim LaPorte asked if WSDOT has experience with SPUIs with this kind of traffic
volume. The team said yes, on Highway 101 in Olympia, SR 522 and 3 or 4
SPUIs in Vancouver. Other state DOTs have experience with high volume
SPUIs as well, so there are good examples to follow.

SR 410/SR 512 Interchange

The final two options for this interchange both worked, operationally, about the same.
There are very heavy volumes coming off of SR 161, using the future SR 167 extension
and going south on SR 512. With Option 1, the ramp from SR 410 going northbound on
SR 167 has a tight radius, which may have some safety concerns. The team is still
working on that configuration. With Option 2, there would be an extension coming off of
SR 167 along existing SR 162 or a similar alignment through the City of Sumner. This
presents some major land use issues for the City of Sumner and the team has had

SR 167 Corridor Plan, HOT Lanes, and Stage 4 Corridor Working Group 3
12/19/06 Meeting Summary



=N
Washington State
'J’ Department of Transportation

SR 167 Corridor Plan, Environmental Assessment, and HOT Lanes Pilot Project

conversations with the city about this issue. They have suggested connecting the
extension further east of SR 162 to act as more of a bypass to the City of Sumner.

Discussion

= Tim LaPorte asked if the modeling assumed a connection to I-5 with the future
SR 167 extension. Michael said it assumes no connection. Tim suggested that
the team model these options assuming this connection, as that will likely change
the flow of traffic through this interchange considerably.

= Ron Landon agreed, saying that the SR 167 Extension team is designing and
reviewing the ultimate plan for the new freeway, which includes a full interchange
with 1-5.

= Charlie Howard also noted that the PSRC model assumes the growth absorbed
by the new Cascadian development in the Orting area, which will bring online
approximately 8000 new homes by 2020.

Carol Hunter noted that the team is trying to wrap up the Corridor Plan process soon.
She asked the partners to send her an email with any additional feedback on the final
options within the next week or two. With the feedback on the preferred options, the
team will meet with the partners again to get the final endorsement on the preferred
interchange options.

Corridor Working Group — Future Projects
Carol Hunter

Carol Hunter asked the group to share their thoughts on the future of the SR 167
Corridor Working Group as it exists today. There will only be a few more meetings of
the CWG related to the Corridor Plan project, in order for the group come to consensus
on their final recommendations.

Ed Barry, the project manager for the Stage 4 HOV/HOT lane extension, would like to
continue to solicit feedback from the group as that project is delivered. Ed said he did
not think it was necessary for the group to meet monthly, but possibly every other
month, for the project. The team agreed that the CWG has been important to
delivering the Corridor Plan and would like to see the group continue in some capacity
to help deliver the funded TPA projects. The group has the next few meetings to decide
on their continued participation in this format and what issues would be valuable to bring
to this group in the future.

Discussion
= Tim LaPorte said that it is a politically significant time for the SR 167 corridor and
he is hopeful for a positive vote on the RTID package for the communities along
SR 167. That being said, Time said he thought it was important for the group to
continue meeting in some capacity until the RTID vote is complete (in November
2007), or at least the public input is final on the RTID package (in April 2007).
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= Carol Hunter said she believes that the CWG partners have an opportunity to
implement some innovative and unique solutions to some very complicated
issues in order to get the projects their communities need implemented.

= Keith Woolley agreed that the partners can help assign costs to different projects,
make endorsements on what projects will most benefit the corridor, and inform
elected officials in order to lobby for project funding.

= Dennis Dowdy said he would endorse keeping the group together in order to
keep the focus and priority on SR 167. He suggested getting 1-405, SR 509, SR
167 and the 167 Extension teams together to develop a strategy to keep these
highways working and new projects funded and implemented.

= Charlie Howard said the RTID board meets on January 14™ and it may be useful
for this group to see what projects made it on the list before then. Project
managers for each project on the list could attend the meeting to help explain the
scope of each project.

= Dennis Dowdy also noted that to keep good faith with the mayors of the valley,
WSDOT should fulfill their request for the comprehensive list of needed projects
with their costs. As soon as these numbers are available, this should be
provided to the mayors.

= Paul Takamine asked the team to update the map of funded projects on SR 167
so the partners can see how those projects fit in with the projects proposed for
RTID. In addition, projects that WSDOT believe could be fully funded by the
TPA, but now could not due to the increase in material costs, should also be
included, and how much those projects have fallen short funding wise. This kind
of graphic will also help the partners explain to their elected officials what is being
done on SR 167 and what may happen in the future, depending on the result of
the RTID vote.

= Dennis also thought an updated graphic would be helpful, and should include the
full corridor to Tacoma including the new extension, and possibly the HOV to
HOV flyover ramp from SR 167 to 1-405.

= Jeff Lundstrom also said that Susan Everett presented the 73-foot lane option
that could be converted to 5 lanes as funding is available for structure
replacement. This should be revisited. Some partners believed a 75-foot option
would be more appropriate to allow for safer shoulder widths.

Adjourn

Next Meeting: 1/9/07
WSDOT Kent Offices
21851 84" Avenue South, Kent 98032
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