Camp Murray Gate Relocation
Traffic Analysis Summary
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Studies to Date

e Draft Environmental Assessment (Sept.
2010)

« Updated Traffic Analysis (February 2011)
— Evaluated improvements to existing gate
— Evaluated Grant Avenue
— Compared options

 Traffic Analysis Refinement (April 2011)

— Technical Advisory Group Overview
— Agency agreement on findings
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Consistency with other Studies

* Pt. Defiance Bypass (ongoing)

 JBLM Growth Coordination Plan
(2010)

 |-5 Alternatives Analysis (2010)

e« Camp Murray Master Plan
(2009)
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4,400 Daily Vehicles
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Existing Issues

i

 Tillicum’s isolated geography
 There are only two ways in and

out - Berkeley Street and
Thorne Lane

e Growth at JBLM

* The Berkeley/I-5 interchange is
over capacity

» Eventual activation of
Union/Berkeley traffic signal
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Expected Shifts in Traffic
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Improvement Options Evaluated

otion A — Move Gate to Portland Avenue
otion B — Move Gate to Grant Avenue

otion C — Improve Existing Gate
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Existing vs. Gate Relocation
(Options A & B)

At I-5 Interchange




Existing vs. Gate Relocation
(Options A & B)

At I-5 Interchange




Existing vs. Gate Relocation
(Options A & B)

At I-5 Interchange






Key Findings

1. Relocation improves AM & PM traffic operations —
especially when the traffic signal is activated at
Union/Berkeley

2. Portland Avenue & Grant Avenue options result in
similar traffic improvements

3. Other improvements possible without gate
relocation, but still worse than existing

4. Increase in neighborhood cut-through traffic
5. Neighborhood impacts can be mitigated
6. Additional off-site improvements still needed
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