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Leading industries rely on goods
movement

Manufacturing (i.e. Machinery)
Agriculture

Forest Products

Mineral Extraction

Paper

Dairy Products

Major growth
Ethanol
Wind Energy Components

Additional port traffic



Legislative Rumblings about TSW S
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States accomodating heavier trucks on state/local roads, beginning to
pressure Feds

Growing recognition of international progress (Compared to others, U.S. is
underutilizing infrastructure, overutilizing energy resources)

Next transportation authorization bill discussions in the works

Proposals (such as H.R. 1799) foafle, 97,000 pound trucks on
Interstate System
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WI Truck Size and Weight Study Overview ‘% #

HISTORY KEY QUESTIONS
» Wisconsin Legislature » Should changes be made to .
Special Committee on 7TEOAT T OEI 60 437 1A

Highway Weight Limits

» What impacts would changes to TSW
1 AxO EAOA 11 OEA 3.
bridges, regulatory and enforcement
capabilities, administrative processes,

» WI Assembly Bill 23&, WI and freight transportation modes?

Act 20 (10/26/07)

Requires Department of
Transportation to study
vehicle size and weight
limits

Influenced by Minnesota
Truck Size & Weight Study

» What specific requirements need to be
met by any vehicles operating under
modified size/weight standards?

Safety

& Costs
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Welight Limits  Class A Highways
Z 80,000 Ibs. Gross Vehicle Weight (GVW)

iz 20,000 Ibs. GW for any single axle
Z 34,000 Ibs. for consecutive sets of tandem axles

7 11,000 Ibs. GW per wheel

Bridge Weight limits posted by management agency
i ZFOANOCAT 01T U 11T AAl ClI 660(Q

or-Trailer Combinations Tractors w/ Double Bottoms

exceptions)
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TSW Laws in Neighboring States s
Key Findings %,

» Similar height, width, and length
restrictions

o Some differences in allowable GVW

7 Michigan allows much heavier
trucks

7 Minnesota moving towards heavier
trucks

7 lllinois has lower weight limits on
secondary highways (73,280
pounds)

» Other states have fewer loadspecific
permits written into laws

» Overweight fines higher in surrounding
states
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Heavy Vehicle Technology Trends

Weigh-n-Motion

» |Implementation of newer /
innovative technologies
has been a slow process

Low replacement rates
for large trucks

Affordability issues for
smaller companies

» Technology categories

Pavement protection
devices

Safety enhancing gzgfe:;parture Warning

technologies

Roll Stability Systems and

Enforcement/compliance : &
Electronic Stability Systems

systems

Forward Collision
Warning Systems with
Adaptive Cruise Control

6 Vehicle diagnostic and
location systems



Changing Business Practices in WI :
Trends Affecting Load Sizes and Weights %,
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Economic pressures

Changes in supply chain management
Railroad capacity and business practices
Congestion at terminals and border crossings

Infrastructure project lead times

Urban congestion

Competing land uses

Changes in production locations in certain =
industries



Current Safety Issues

» Truck driver training and experience

» Limited enforcement capacity

» Standardization of postings and permits
» Increasing vehicle size disparity

» Deployment of assistive technologies

» Integration of safety conditions (driver
performance, fleet performance, etc.)
INnto special permit management
conditions
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Source: Wisconsin Bureau of Transportation Safety



