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Level 1 Screening Meeting Minutes

Agendaltems:

Project: US-20; Ashton to SH-87 JCT PEL
Subject:  Screening

Date January 20, 2022

Microsoft Teamsmeeting

Join on your computer or mobile app

Click here to join the meeting

Or call in (audio only)

+1 385-419-2863,,227291112#United States, Salt Lake City

Phone Conference 1D:227 291 112#

ScreeningCommittee Goals:

Further the PEL process by giving consideration to the range of alternatives developed by the project team,
from agency input and from public workshop. Ultimately, the question at hand is,

- DOES THE ALTERNATIVE MEET THE DRAFT PURPOSE AND NEED AND GOALS OF THE
PROJECT?

- IS IT A UNIQUE ALTERNATIVE THAT MERITS FURTHER CONSIDERATION AND MORE IN-
DEPTH STUDY?

Draft ProjectPurposeand Need

TheAshtonto ID87 segment olUS20wasoriginallybuiltin the m ¢ p A Heéuentroadwaydoesnot providesufficienttraffic

flow or passingpportunities to accommodate growing traffic volumes. Much of the roadway has exceeded its service life and
requires improvements to the roadwand drainage features as well as new pavement. Reconstruction will provide the
opportunity to include desigelementsfor reducing severity ofrashes.

Purpose:
Thepurposeof the US20 Ashtonto ID-87 projectis toenhancehighwaysafetyand operationsby:
1 Improvingcapacityand Levelof Service
1 Improvingaccessnanagement
1 Improvingregionalfreight movement
1 Improve the safety in the corridor

Need:
Theneedfor improvementsto the US20corridoristo:
1 Addressexistingdeficienciesuchas:
0 Traveltime
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Congestion

Delays

Safety

Meet moderndesignstandards

O O O o

0 Extendcorridordesignlife
1 Preparefor future growth, economicdevelopmentandtourismin the region
1 Increasdreightmobility
1 Evaluatemulti- usesolutionsthat provides aangeof options forusers

Through the efforts of the individual screening and the efforts of the screening committee meeting; the
committee will arrive at a determination for each alternative. Potential outcomes may include:

- Not advanced (as a standalone alternative) due to the inability to

- Advanced and shows potential (as a standalone alternative, or partial alternative) to achieve the
project purpose and need.

Meeting Schedule:
10:00 ¢ 10:15 Welcome

Each person to introduce and present one challenge/trend that they saw as they
reviewed the alternatives

10:15 ¢ 10:20 High Level Overview of Preliminary Summary Results of the screening responsesScreening
participant list

Goal Dates and Committee Members:
« Alternative Package was given to screening committee 12/22/2021
¢ Individual Screening Matrix responses due January 14%
* Screening commillee lo meet at D6 January 20"

Draft-Screening Alternatives
Committee
1o level | FHWA | level | Agencies level | Local officials level | Consultant level
= = team
Micah 1,2,3 | Lisa 1,2,3 | IDFG 2,3 Fremont County ‘ 2,3 Horrocks 1,23
Brown Applebee Jacob Gray Brandon Harris Kelly Hoopes
Karen Hiatt 1,2,3 | Brent 2,3 ACOE- 2,3 Ashton Mayor-77 2,3 Horrocks- 1,23
Inghram Shane Kurt Wald
Skaar
Wade Allen | 1,2,3 USFS-Liz 2,3 | tsland Park 2,3 Horrocks- 1,23
Davy Mayor??? Mike McKee
Drew 2,3 USFWS- 23 Horrocks-Ben | 1,2,3
Meppen 7272 | Burke
Scot Stacy 2,3 HDR-Cameron | 1,2,3
1 Waite
v
{2'(')\‘ ™ A mt‘l .v\'i‘J:‘I‘"_:“:lJlullrf‘rp;ﬂ‘\n!r\'! District 6 -
t}g_J* —] ; Meetng Agend:
Mark Layton | 1,2,3 ‘ HDR 1,23
‘ Stephanie
| Borders
Bryan Young | 2,3 HDR-Jason 1,23
Longsdorf
Todd 1,23
Sherwood
Curtis 1,2,3
Calderwood
“Wendy 2,3
Terlizzi
Mike Hartz 2,3
Crystal Craig | 1,2,3
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Agencies will get involved in Phase two when the alternatives have had a first pass and combined where
they are similar or an added component.

10:20 - 10:30 Overview of update with Jason Minzghor
10:30 ¢ 10:40 Hand raising training, comments, keeping minutes10:40 ¢ 11:15 Discuss
Study Areal &2
11:15 ¢ 12:00 Discuss Study Area 3,4,5,7 (Mostly 4)
12:00 ¢ 12:30 Break for Lunch
12:30 ¢ 2:15 Discuss Study Area 6
OverarchinAlternatives:SA6C1(US20 alignmentto the East) SA6C7(RecVehicleTrail)
12:30 ¢ 1:00 Last Chance ¢ Box Canyon Area
Alternatives: SA6- (B1,C2,C15,C18,C19)
1:.00 ¢1:30 EIk Creek Area
Alternatives: SA6- (C5, C8,C13,C16,C17,C21,C24,C26,C29)
1:30 ¢2:15 Mack® Inn and Sawtell Area
Alternatives: SA6- (B2,C3,C4,C9,C10,C12,C14,C20,C22,C23,C25,C27,C28)
2:15¢2:30 Wrap-Up and Future Steps

VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVV VY
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Alternativesbasedon
Prellmlnar resultsthat are
ikelyto advance (totak 24)

Alternativesthat are undecided
at this stageof the procesand

US-20; Ashton to SH

87 Jct.PEL will be discussed(total = 18)

: Alternativesbasedon
LeV§I1.SCreen|ng ﬁzellirrt]inar resulttstrt\alt_aﬁnot
Prellmlnary ikelyto advance(total =12)
KN23229

Colors indicate the preliminary summary of the screeners input, colors were used only to make screening
process more efficient. (Numerical values were not used in the screening.)

PreliminaryAlternative Screeningsummary

Levell DevelopedBy o .
Screening Descriptionsof Alternative
Question

SAIAL HOR StudyAreal OnrAlignment

NB Through Ashton; SBest ofAshtonNo ICwestof Ashton
SA1B1 HOR

HOR/PM Realignment West of Ashtenth IC at SHB7

SAIC1

Realignment Far West A§hton
SA1C2 HOR

Realignment to the East AShton
SAIC3 HOR

NB & SB West of Ashton Nawéstof AshtonMove US20 to
the Eastafter the Bridge
SA1C4 HOR

On alignment 2 lanes eadirection; the existing road is lnetween
the proposedroad
SA2A1 HOR

SA2B1 HOR
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SA2C1 HOR SB West of Ashton Hills Esté&on ExistingAlignment

NB Easbf Existing Alignmen$Bon ExistingAlignment
SA2C3 HOR

SA2C4 PM AshtonHillsEstate Access

On alignment 2 lanes eaclirection; the existing road is retween
the proposedroad
SA3A1 HOR

On alignment 2 lanes eaclirection; the NB lane is on tlesisting
roadthe southbound

laneis shifted West

SA3B1 HOR

Onalignment 2 lanes eadtiirection; the SB lane is on theisting
road the NB lane ishifted East

SA3B2 HOR

On alignment 2 lanes eadlirection; the existing road is retween
the proposedroad
SA4A1 HOR

On alignment 2 lanes eaclirection shifted to the East;
Acceleratiorlanesat public

approaches

SA4B1 HOR

Reroute U0 Far West dExistingdS20
SA4C1 HOR

Reroute SB UZ0 west oExistingJS20 (couplet)
SA4C2 HOR

On alignment 2 lanes eaclirection; theexisting road is inetween
the proposedroad
SA5A1 HOR

On alignment 2 lanes eaclirection; the NB lane is on tlegisting
road the southboundane is shiftedVest

SA5B1 HOR
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On alignment 2 lanes eadclirection; the SBane is on thexisting
road the NB lane ishifted East
SA5B2 | HOR
SABB3 | HOR Roundabouiat MesaFallsRoad
On alignment 2 lanes eaclirection; the existing road is lretween
the proposedroad
SABAL HOR
On alignment 2 lanes eaclirection; the NB lane is on tlegisting
road the southboundane is shiftedVest
SA6GB1 | HOR
On alignment 2 lanes eaclirection; the SB lane is on thristing
road the NB lane ishifted East
SA6B2 | HOR
Realign U0 (NB&SB) EastthE ExistinguS20
SA6C1 | HOR
US20 Shift West across theiver at last chance (M.P. 3886)
SABC2 | PM
New County Road to conndrim US20 to S Big Springsop
SAGC3 | PM
New County Road to conneitom US20 to N Big Sprindsoop,
Remove Approach acrdssm SawtellPeakRoad
SAGC4 | PM
New Frontage Road East of-@@at Elk Creek Road; Restactess
from US20 tobusinesses, Business accism new frontageroad
SAGC5 | PM
Newnon-motorizedRecreationatrail from M.P379
-401); East side of the rodmbtween M.P. 37894.7, Wesside of
the Roadfrom 394.7
401. New Bridge crossings@sborne Bridge, Buffalo Rivétenry's
Fork River, Across U at Sawtell, and Henry's laknitlet Bridge
(Circles Represe@irade Separate@rossingf
UsS20)
SAGC7 | PM
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Roundabout at Yale KilgdRead(M.P.389.2)
SAGC8 | PM
Roundabout at S. Big Sprihg®p(M.P.392.6)
SABCY9 | PM
Roundabout at Sawtell PeRbad(M.P.394.3)
SABC10 | PM
Interchange at M.P. 392.6; raid&20 Bridge over the riveAccess
both sides under théridge on North and South ¢iie River under
raised bridgeAdd Recreation bridge on tHeastand FrontageRoad
Bridge
onthe West
SAGBC12 | PM
Interchange at M.P. 389.Keroute U0 East of Existihgs520
SABC13 | PM
Reroute U0 East of Existifdignment with Overpass atEg
Springs Road
SA6C14 | PM
Frontage Road east of 28 with Roundabout at M.P382.6connect
to old Highway
SAGBC15 | PM
Frontage Road east of t2Bbetween M.P 387389.4;
Interchange atM.P.388
SABC16 | PM
Frontage Road East of 128 atElk Creek Road, with On/@GRamps
andbike Pedestrian
Tunnel
SABC17 | PM
SA6C18 | PM Roundaboutat M.P.383.5
SA6C19 | PM LeftTurnLanesat M.P.383.5
SABC20 | PM LeftTurnLanesat M.P.394.3
Realign Yalilgore to line upvith Phillips Loop road and attdffic
signalat intersection
SABC21 | PM
Traffic Signal at S. Big SpribgspRoadM.P.392.6
SABC22 | PM
Traffic Signal at Sawtell Péadad(m.P.394.3)
SAGC23 | PM
FrontageRoadEastof US20
SABC24 | PM M.P.393to 394
SABC25 | PM Overpasat M.P.394.6
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ChangeGrade at Yale Kilgored Free running right frorale
Kilgoreto US20

SABC26 | PM
New Intersection North @awtellPeakRoad

SABC27 | PM
Traffic signal at Sawtell PeR&ad(M.P.394.3)

SA6C28
Interchange at Yale KilgdRead

SABC29
Onalignment 2 lanes eadttirection; the existing road is lnetween
the proposedroad

SA7A1 | HOR
On alignment 2 lanes eadlirection; the NB lane is on tlegisting
roadthe southbound
laneis shifted West

SA7B1 HOR
On alignment 2 lanesachdirection; the SB lane is on thristing
road the NB lane ishifted East

SA7B2 | HOR




11 ORI%“OCl{S

ENXGINEERS

Idaho Transportation Department District 6
US-20; Ashton to SH-87 Jct.
Status Meeting Agenda

l ASHTON to SH-87 JCT '

STUDY AREA 1

SAT AL
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responses:
Alternative Overview:Begins south of Ashton and extends ughe bridgenorth of AshtonPortions of the
alternative may be best suited as antinuation of the Chester to Ashton Project divided highway (5 lane). If routing
through Ashtorbecomes the viable alternativéhis alternative may serve asannecton from the future signal
project at 47to the Ashton BridgeMostof the alternative is in anrbanized section.
Discussion:
A Provides for the volume
A Would not inhibit ommunity cohesiveness

Results of discussioAk ALmoves forwardconsider combiningyith the Chester to Ashton project)

€ Lo
A Layer List

Layers & : -
SR ¢ ef o™ 1 StudyArea1
J .+ Alternatives

¥ SAA1 White Lines 10.22 21
¥ SAA1 Yellow Lines 10.22.21
¥ SA1A1102221

SA1 BY Lines 12.13.21

SA1 B1 Poly 121321

SA1C1 Line 112321

SA1 C1 Poly 112321
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SA1B1

High Level Overview of Initial Screening CommitiBesponsesMerits further discussion
Alternative Overview Couplet system. Northound through Ashton on existirgignment Southboundrouted west of
Ashton.Will need a turnaround connection.

Discussion:

A Thenorthbound lanes would experience all samegatives listed above in SAL
Only provids for future southboundexpansion.

Emergency vehicles have issues with couplets when responding to accidents.
528SayQi | @2AR SY@ANRYYSyGlt AYLI Ola
Will need to provide local highway connections for both NB & SB

Wetlands and sewer treatment arease locatedbetween the SB & NB lanes
Community cohesion concerns expressed with bypas®ns

Lowers access fears for locals

Results of discussianSAXB1 does not move forward

> > > > D> D

=z Layer List

Layers

23229 _Cultural_SHPO_081621 - Clas StUdy Area 1
AT Wt L 102221 Alternatives

SA A1 Yellow Lines 10.22.21
SA1 A1102221

SA1 B Lines 12.1321

SA1 B1 Poly 12.13.21

SA1 C1 Line 112321

SA1 C1 Poly 11.2321
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SAIC1

HighLevel Overview of Initial Screening Committee Respons@gerwhelming positive scores from the screening
committee

Alternative Overview Realignment of both NB & SB west of Ashton (4 line divided). Extending 47 out for an
interchange access. A lot of peemrew this up in the public meetings.

Discussion:

Participants at public meeting liked it for ease and safety of access.

Removes the problem for locals to cross205

Fits with the local future plannini@r land useas described ipublicworkshops

West side landowners were not opposing

Moves highway traffic away from schools

Reduces thru traffic particularly freight traffic (improved safety)

Allows the community to reduce speeds.

Wetlandsmay be a concern.

T v Iy D D D D

Results of discussiofiGINoICSHonIaId

< . ’
=z Layer List

SA AL VINITE LINES 1U22)

SA A1 Yellow Lines 10.22.21 / | i Study Area 1
141102221 / Alternatives

SA1B1Lnes 121321
SA1 B1 Poly 121321
SA1 C1 Line 11.2321
SA1C1Poly 112321

SA1 C2 Line 12.20.21

SA1 C2 Poly 122021

SA1 C3 Line 12.20.21
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High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbiesgeneratonsensus

Alternative Overview Same as C1 but further wesy about a half mile. This was drawn from public input where a few
wanted US20 to reroute a good distance from the community.

Discussion:

A
A
A

A

At this distance there is more impacts, particular concerns about wetland impacts.

An increased amount of roadway bwild

Causes deslopmentfurther that follows the US routekurther from the community(possibly unwantedby the
area residents

Travelers passing Ashton completely

Results of discussianSAtC2does not move forward

Layer List

SA1 B1 Lines 121321

SA1 B1 Poly 12.13.21

Study Area 1

SAMCllne 112321 l i Alternatives

SA1 C1 Poly 112321

SA1 C2 Line 12.20.21

SA1 C2 Poly 122021

SA1 C3 Line 122021

SA1 C3 Poly 122021

SA1CALine 122021
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SALIC3
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee ResponSesred very low
Alternative Overview Alignment east of Ashton with interchange 8m47.
Discussion:

A Splits the community

A Incurs out of way travel

A Creates additional concerns

A Puts thealignment closer to the high school

Results of discussianSAXC3does not move forward

Layer List

SA1 B1 Poly 12.13.21 y
SAIClLne 1123021 ) A :‘ Study Area 1
A1 1 Py 112821 <’ Alternatives

SA1 G2 Line 122021
SA1 C2 Poly 122021
SA1 C3 Line 122021
SA1C3 Poly 122021

SA1 C4 Line 122021

SA1 C4 Poly 122021

XROW 111221
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SA1C4
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbiesgeneral concensus
Alternative Overview Realignment of U0 slightlyto the west tying back ifurther to the north. Fremont county has
a thought of using the existing 28 for a local route (lower speed).
Discussion:
A D6noted thatthey like the waythis C4 connects t&A2B1
A Manysimilar concernso other alternatives.
A May impactconservation easemerdreas(team still investigating easements for mapping)

Results of discussiofINOICSHonan

Layer List

SA1 B1 Poly 12.13.21 4
8A1C1 Line 112321 ) ‘}'v Study Area 1
St Pl 112821 i ~ Alternatives

SA1 C2 Line 122021
SA1 C2 Poly 122021
SA1 C3 Line 12.20.21
SA1 C3 Poly 122021

Ly

¥ SAfCALine 122021

¥ SAI C4Poly 122021

XROW 111221

Summary report shared by Kurt Wald about routes around Ashton
Ashton as a destination rather than thru traffic is desired by residents that shared input.




l ASHTON to SH-87 JCT '

Kurt Wald 11:08 AM

here are some high level points on a national study on alternative route-The following findings were generally consistent
among many of the bypass studies reviewed.

O In most communities, highway bypasses have little adverse impact on overall economic activity. The
economies of smaller communities (populations less than 2,000) have a greater potential to be adversely
impacted by a bypass.

0 Over the long term, average traffic levels on the “old routes” in medium and large bypassed communities are
close to or higher than pre-bypass Counts, indicating continued strong economic activity in those
communities and the opportunity for retail trade to flourish.

O Very little retail flight has occurred in bypassed communities, meaning that few businesses have relocated or
developed new operations in areas adjacent to the bypass route.

0 Communities view their bypasses as beneficial overall and understand that further action is required after
construction of the bypasses to achieve their overall goals; such as implementing new/revised ordinances

and improving existing infrastructure.

0 Bypasses are seldom either devastating to or highly beneficial to a community's downtown business district,
at least in terms of business access or retail spending.

0 The locational shift in traffic can cause some existing businesses to turn over or relocate, but the net
economic impacts on the broader community are usually relatively small (positive or negative).

O Common benefits are better overall traffic flow and congestion relief. The elimination of trucks and seasonal
traffic from local streets make traffic patterns safer and more predictable in a community.

0 No concrete conclusions can be drawn from case study research regarding safety impacts: however, the
expectation is that traffic safety would be improved or at least not worsened.

O Interviews indicated the potential to increase the "perception of pedestrian safety,” even if it's not
measurable, which may be just as important to the public.

O Traffic impact depends on the distance from original facility and time savings.

Idaho Transportation Department District 6
US-20; Ashton to SH-87 Jct.
Status Meeting Agenda

11 ORI%“OCl{S

ENXGINEERS




Idaho Transportation Department District 6
US-20; Ashton to SH-87 Jct.
Status Meeting Agenda

1LIORROCKS
et T

STUDY AREA 2

SA-Al

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Respon¥esy Positive

Alternative Overview On alignment option where weould follow the existindJS20. Current 3 lane to expand to 4
lanes Would require some walls. Area is tighttee roadis not divided. Two lanes in each direction with a possible
median barrier.

DiscussionHas potentialto meet the needs.Much depends on topography for this alternative.

Results of discussiofiinoucnonen

Study AreaTour  Study Area 1 Alternatives  Study Area 2 Alternatives  Study 3 Alternatives es  Study/ ernatives  Study Area 6 Alternatives  Study Area 7 Alternatives  Idaho Transpo

< i
A Layer List
Layers
¥ SA2 Al Lines 102021

& SA2 A1 White Lines 10.20.21

SA2 A1 Poly10.2021

SA2 B1 Line 122021 Study Al'ea Z
F e Alternatives

SA2 C1 Lines 11.2321
SA2 C1 Poly 112321

SA2 C2 Line 12.2021

23229 SA2 Designs L1 Screen App
©O = & N ® Y & &
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SA-B1

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee ResponSesy Positive

Alternative Overview B1 is ughe same Canyon as SA2. The northboundvould jump to the other side of the
Canyon and the southbound would stay on the existing2Q8lignment. Potentially be a tight squeeze. Join them to
cross the caldergCouplet) Ties well to SA24

DiscussionHas potential to meet the needs. Much depends on topography for this alternative.

Results of discussio R SINOISSIONISINEICNNICOBIENONNISR

- R Study Area 2
e Alternatives

SA2 A1 Poly10.2021
SA2 B1 Line 122021
SA2 B Poly 122021

SAZ C1 Linea 11.23.21

SA2 C1 Poly 112321

SA2 C2 Line 12.2021
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SAR-C1

High Level Overview of Initial Screeni@pmmittee Responsediddle scoring with mixed feedback

Alternative Overview Couplet system. Northbound would stay on the existifg20 alignment and the southbound
would jump over a couple of canyons and come down West of the Ashton Hills estatesrraéieis steep. An

additional bridge crossing at the river and then join just as you come back north of Ashton. Two lanes northbound, 2

lanes southbound on this option.

Discussion:
1 Has potential to meet the needs. Much depends on topography tlois alternative.
1 Many similar concerns to other alternatives.

Results of discussiofiEINDICSIONIEN Team should ansiderhow it may combine with SA1C4

<
A Layer List

Layers

ox Study Area 2
42 01 W L 102021 Alternatives

SA2 Al Poiy10.20.21
SA2 B1 Line 122021
SA2 B1 Poly 122021

¥ SA2C1Lnes 112221

¥ SA2C1Poly 112321

SA2 C2 Line 122021
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SA-C2
High Level Overview of Initigcreening Committee Responsésiw scoring
Alternative Overview Couplet systemiNorthbound 2 lanes would stay on the existid§20 alignment. South Bound 2

lanes would be located at a notable distance to #est (about a mile betweeh
Discussion:

Results of discussio®A2-C2does not move forward

g Layer List
SAZ Al Lines 102021
SA2 A1 Whate Lines 10.20.21
= Study Area 2
SA2 A1 Poly10.20 21 / \ *
Alternatives
SA2 Bf Line 122024 J \
SA2 B Poly 122021 |
SA2CTLnes 112321
A2 C1 Poly 112321

SA2 G2 Line 12.20.21

SA2 C2 Poly 122021

SA2 C3 Line 12.20.21
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SA-C3
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responkes! scoring
Alternative Overview Couplet system. Northbound would move to the east. Southbound would libeoexisting
alignment. Two lanes in each direction. (Note all four lanes could be relocated to the eastern route)
Discussion:

A Identified by the routefinding toolfor easy grade

A Current caldera crossing is the best selattigeological tearpresentedthis potential alternativeand
recommendedstaying with theexistingcrossing)

Results of discussio®A2-C3does not move forward

€ Lot

SA2 B1 Poly 12.20.21

e e Study Area 2
201 ol 1122 Alternatives
SA2 C2 Line 122021

SA2 C2 Poly 122021

SA2 C3 Une 122021

L

SA2 C4 Line 122021

SAZ C4 Poly 122021

Y-ROW
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EXGINEE

SA-C4
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee ResponSesy Positive
Alternative Overview. C4 is docalplancentered on the onnection at the Ashton Hills estatéBhe publichad a lot of
feedback hereAcouple ofoptions will bemoving forward in this screeninghis isonewhere they wanted to move
the access a little bit to theanth. The comadown around the farm field and join &end with the existing County
Road, and then have one access just north of the river
Discussion:

1 Has potential to meet the needs.

1 Many similar concerns to other alternatives.

1 May be combined witlother alternatives.(SA2C4 would not meet the purpose and need as a standalone

alternative)

Results of discussiofiinMUNESHONIEI-Must be considered as combined with other alternatives)

*
A Layer List

SA2 B1 Poly 122021

R— ‘& ¢ 4 Study Area 2
SA2 C1 Poly 11.2321 ’ y Alternatives

SA2 C2 Line 122021
SA2 C2 Poly 12.2021
SA2 C3 Line 12.20.21
SA2 C3 Poly 122021

SA2 C4 Line 122021

SA2 C4 Poly 122021

Y-ROW
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STUDY AREA 3

SA3A1

High LeveDverview of Initial Screening Committee ResponsE$gh Score

Alternative Overview Staying on alignment, the existing Rd wobé&in the median of the two, so we would work
northbound and southbound either side of the existimgd. The same just put two lanes northbound 2 lanes
southbound with a wide median batrrier.

Discussion:The discussion for SA81, SA81 and SAB2was allcombined into a single discussion and were all
considered together. Se SAR for details.

Results of discussiofmE OO CEICOBIREL e 2st and west limits)

Results of discussion: The attributes and function are identical in all three scenarios. All are taking advantage of the
alignment favorable conditions. The decision was to combine all three areas into one and then evaluate and refine t

route from aconstructability and impact standpoint.

<
=z Layer List

Layers
¥ SA3AT Lnes 102121 ) 1 StUdy Area 3
5 )
M SA3 A1 White Lines 102121 \',‘ e '-‘ Alternatives
! \
¥ SA3 A1 Yellow lnes 102121 A )
SAI B Lne 110974
)
SA3 B1 Poly 11.00.21

SA3 B2 Line 11.09.21

SA3 B2 Poly 11.00.21

X-ROW
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SA3B1

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbkkgh Score

Alternative Overview On the existing alignment. But this one we wanted to shift to the West and so our northbound
would essentially be on relatively the same Rd td&20is. We can construct a new road to the West to carry the
southbound traffic. Essentially the same medidre've got a wide median through there for safety.

DiscussionThe discussion for SAB1, SA3B1 and SAB2 was all combined into a single discussion and were all
considered together. Se SAR for detalils.

Results of discussiofEE O ICOBIREL e 2st and west limits)

Results of discussion: The attributes and function are identical in all three scenarios. All are taking advantage of the
alignment favorable conditions. The decision was to combine all three areas éemdrihen evaluate and refine the
route from a constructability and impact standpoint.

€ Layor List
Layers = \

SA3 A1 Linea 10.21 21 \ \ \‘\ \ StUdy Area 3
A0 A1 WL 02121 \\\ W\ Alternatives
SA3 Al Yellow linea 10.21.21 i\

¥ SA3B1Line 110921

¥ sA3B1 Poly 11.0021

SA3 B2 Lne 11.09.21

SAS3 B2 Poly 11.09.21

X-ROW
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SA3B2
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbkkgh Score
Alternative Overview B2 is relatively the same as B1. We're just shifting to the East now, and so our southbound
would be on the existingyS20 and northbound would be shifted quite a bit farther to the to the East.
Discussion:The discussion for SAR1, SA®B1 and SAB2 wasall combined into a single discussion and were all
considered together.
A Optimize Al, B1 and B2 design to fit obstacles and avoid impacts. Combine all three areas into one.
A As a combined alternative theestern limits would be defined by the proposed R@®NVSA3B1 and the
eastern limits would be defined by SB&2.
A Construction traffic control, environmental impacts aRdrest Service polygon impacts should be considered
as the alternative is refined.

Results of discussion: The attributes and function are identical in all three scenarios. All are taking advantage of the
alignment favorable conditions. The decision was to combine all three areas into one and then evaluate and refine t
route from aconstructability and impact standpoint.

Results of discussioi eI CICOBIRE  cast and west limits)

,Measuremem

o B Study Area 3
\ Alternatives

Becauseof the similarities in the discussion and basis of screening were similar between SAZnd SA7
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the sequential order progressing south to north within the project extents was adjudtaddiscussion
efficiency and continuity of similar concerns.

STUDY AREA 7

SA7Al1

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbkggh score

Alternative Overview Centeredon alignment 2 lanes in each direction

Discussion:

From discussion with the public as well as analyzing high level resourcéssilya team dichot find any
benefit to going off alignment

Based on comments from public andeagiesthere is no apparent benefftom a high level of shifting the
alignmentoff of the existing

Wetland areas on the southern end of teidy area should be considered as the alternative develops.
Widened shoulders were a part of the latesiprovements made to this section of roadway

Results of discussiofi DI OMBIRE st and west limits)

Results of discussion: The attributes and function are identical in all three scenarios. All are taking advantage of the
alignment favorable conditions. The decision was to combine all three areas into one and then evaluate and refine t
route from a constructability and impact standpoint.

>

>

> >

-
A Layer List

Layers

ek Study Area 7
7 A Whte L 102221 Alternatives

SAT Al Poly 102221
SA7 Bl Lnes 111424
SA7 B1 Poly 11.14.21

SA7 B2 Lines 111421

SA7 B2 Poly 11.1421
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SA-Bl1
High Level Overview of Initial Screening CommitteesponsesMixed feedback due to wetlan@oncerns
Alternative Overview Centeredon alignment 2 lanes and 2 lanes shifted to the west
Discussion:
A Wetland impacts may vary between the SA7 alternatives.

Results of discussiofD OO CICOBIREL e 2st and west limits)

Results of discussion: The attributes and function are identical in all three scenarios. All are taking advantage of the
alignment favorable conditions. The decision was to combine all three areas éemdrihen evaluate and refine the
route from a constructability and impact standpoint.

<

=z Layer Lial
Layers - |

St i | Study Area 7

A7 1 Whte s 102221 ,’ Alternatives

SA7 Al Poly 102221
SA7 Bl Lnes 11,1421
SA7 B1 Poly 11.14.21

SA7 B2 Lines 11.1421

SA7 B2 Poly 11.14.21

X-ROW
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SA-B2

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbkgh Score

Alternative Overview Centeredon alignment 2 lanes each directiorshifted to the east
Discussion:

The decision was to combine all thrakernativesinto one and then evaluate and refirtee route from a
constructability and impact standpoinfSameas Study Area 3)

Results of discussio TSRS 25t and west limits)

Results of discussion: The attributes and function are identical in all three scenarios. All are taking advantage of the
alignment favorable conditions. The decision was to combine all three areas into one and then evaluate and refine t
route from aconstructability and impact standpoint.

® o
=z Layer List

Layers

SA7 Al Lnes 102221 : Study Area 7
SA7 A1 Wiste Lines 102221 Alternatives

SA7 A1 Poly 10.2221
SA7 B1 Lines 11,1421
SA7 B1 Poly 11.14.21
SA7 B2 Lines 11.14.21

SA7 B2 Poly 11.14.21

L3

X-ROW




11 ORI%“OCl{S

ENXGINEERS

Idaho Transportation Department District 6
US-20; Ashton to SH-87 Jct.
Status Meeting Agenda

STUDY AREA

SA-AL
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbkigh Score
Alternative Overview Centeredon alignment 2 lanes in each direction
Discussion:
A Have not foundany benefit to going off alignment
A Existing accesses along the corridbould be evaluateds the alternatives is developed further.
A Viablereasons to stay oalignmentwithin the easement
0 making better use of the existing investment in th&astructure.
0 avoiding impacts to resource areas that are untouched.

Results of discussiofiiEE ORI OMBIRE e ast and west limitand

with consideration ofntersectionaccessnd possible frontage roads)

S/A-BL
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbkigh Score
Alternative Overview:Centeredon alignment 2 lanes and 2 lanes shifted to the west

Results of discussiofi OO OMBIRE c2st and west limits and

with consideration of interchange access and possible frontage roads)

SA-B2

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbligh Score

Alternative Overview:Centeredon alignment 2 lanes arilanes shifted to the east
Results of discussiofEIE IO EICOMBINEH cast and west limits and
with consideration of interchange access and possible frontage roads)

Results of discussion: The attributes and function are identiedlitiree scenarios. All are taking advantage of the on
alignment favorable conditions. The decision was to combine all three areas into one and then evaluate and refine t
route from a constructability and impact standpoint.

<
=z Layer List

Layers -
ey Study Area 5
45 01 Whte L 102121 Alternatives
SA5 A1 Poly 102121
SAS B1 Poly 11.12.21
SAS B2 Line 11.12.21
SAS B2 Poly 11.12.21
SA5 B3 Lines 11.24.21
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SA-B3

HighLevel Overview of Initial Screening Committee Respondeasyv score

Alternative Overview Centeredon alignment 2 lanes in each directidtublic input alded adualroundabout and
acceleration and deceleration lanasMesa Falls Roadlanes also added #te Herriman state Park acce$ot
dividedthrough this areaAlso added awff-alignmentaccess toward the old Osborne bridge.

Discussion:

Going forwardoossiblyconsider thesentersections generically ashigh-capacityintersectionneeded instead of
choosing an intersection solution in the is phase.

Results of discussio®A5 B3 does not move forwardlementsof the alternative may be considered as a part of other
alternatives, however, the alternative

€ Lot

CHsties 2015 10 Presei

e Taon | Study Area 5
uses Toie / Alternatives

Fremont Snow Mobile Trails
Fremont Parcels 07.28.21

CTNF Forest Plan RX

AdminBoundaryl ayers - Land Status
(Owner)

Aquatic Resources (PEL) 11.04.21

USA Wetlands

23209_IDFG_Elk_Deer_Migration -
Elk_ID_SandCreek_stopovers_original_
2000
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STUDY ARHEA

SA-Al
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbkigh Score
Alternative Overview Staying oralignmentwith a fivelane section(Swan bBke/ throughPine Haven area)

Discussion:
A May benefit from considering &ontage road on the east side

Results of discussio NIISICONDINCISUNOUSNONIEE

A modelof the roadway may be beeficial ging forwardto consider the potential impacts to resources

B st ozt Study Area 4
QA0S W L 10212 . P Alternatives

SA4 Al Poly 10.21.21

L3

SA B Lne 112621

SA4 B1 Poly 112621

SA4C1 Line 122021

SA4 C1 Poly 122021

SA4 C2 Line12.20.21
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SAI-B1
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responkiggh Score
Alternative Overview East shift alignmenwith afive-lane section to avoid Swan Lakelditional acceleratiorand
deceleration lanes for local access poirig&wvan Lake throughPine Haven area)
A DiscussionMay benefit from considering a frontage road on the east side

Results of discussio S EIISICOBINCIOUCHORE

A model of the roadway may be beneficialrg forwardto consider the potential impacts to resources.

€ Laver it
Layers
B v i Study Area 4
B i w1 ' / Alternatives
¥ SA A1 Poly 102121 h '
i o
¥ SA1B1Poly 112621

SA4C1Linc 122021

SA4 C1 Poly 122021

SA4 C2 Line1220.21
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SA-CL

HighLevel Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responséigh Score

Alternative Overview We took afour-lanedivided highwayandrealigned it to the West. This would go around Swan
Lakeand tie back in a little farther to the north, so we'd come tangefiithe curve straight around, and then curve
back in and tie back into the existit520 N after weget out of that populated area just before we cross the river
Noted a business loopag considered but not drawn ift.would be a frontage road or a loop access that for

individuals that live there.

Discussion:
9 Agency input is needed to further evaluate the alternatieffectiveness
1 Alignment of C2nay be a consideration for the alternativalignment

Results of discussiofiNSnoNcIone

e Study Area 4
SA1 A1 White Lines 10.21.21 ! S Alternatives

SA4 Al Poly 102121
SAM Bl Lne 112621
SA4 B1 Poly 112621

¥ SMClune122021

¥ SA4C1Paly 122021

SA4 C2 Line1220.21
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SA-C2
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbtiged scoring due to couplet design
Alternative Overview. Couplet systemNorthbound would go through the existing tovamd the southbound wouldyo

around Swan Lak® the westand then tie back in.

Discussion:

Results of discussioBAl- C2does not movdorward (as it is written now as a coup|diiSRNCHMONOZINEIE ©

€ Lot

Layers

Study Area 4
Alternatives

SA4 A1 Lines 102121

SA1 A1 White Lines 10.21.21

SA4 Al Poly 10.21.21

SA4 81 Line 112621

SA4 B1 Poly 11.26.21

SA4 C1 Line 122021

SA4 C1 Poly 122021

¥ SA4C2Line122021
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STUDY ARBALast Chance to Saelt, a lot of public feedback in thiSA6area)

SA-AUB1L

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee ResponBesitivefeedback

Alternative Overview:Two lanes each direction, so four lanes total with some additional acceleration and deceleratior
lanes to improve access. One roundabout proposed.

Discussion:

A Concerns witlenvironmentallmpacts

Town cohesion

Existing UK0 might be sed for a short cut

Meets P&N

Safer

From a general traffic standpoint, meets P&fith 2 lanes each direction

Concerns wittenvironmentallmpacts

Concerns in general willbcal road and access connectiorisftturns are a particular concern.

T I vy D I B I

Reslts of discussioB#6- B1movesforward but must have considerations férontage roadsandintersections.

Intersectiors shown onhis alternative should be disregarded.
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Last Chance Box Canyorrea

SK-C1

High LeveDverview of Initial Screening Committee Responsésiw Scorglots ofno-go comments

Alternative OverviewOff alignment with theUS20, thisnew alignmenis movingfar away from the existing alignment
to the east. This is an alternative that we looked at vathr GISroute-findingtool and it was also a suggestiin a
public meetiry. Steeringfar to the east with theUS20 S we take the existindJS20, wrap it aroundsome of that
populated area of Island PaiRonnect that with another connectaoad so that people are driving through thessll
have access to Island Park orM% If@ébut then you could still travel nortand reconnecnorth of Sawtell. This
would beafour-lanedivided highway through that area as well afoar-lane section to tie in from the newS20
alignmentto wherepeople could jump back intislandPark.This one is unique in that it is inclusivelaist Chance Elk
Creeka I O nfand the Sawtekrea,it includes all of thatlefines study area @&xistingJS20 would becomea local
low speed route (Noviable west routég

Discussion:

A Meets P&N
A Safer
A From a general traffic standpoint, meets P&N with 2 lanes each direction

Environmentallmpacts
Results of discussiof£6- Cl does not moveorward

GA6 81 Line 120521

0 2 vy s : Study Area 6
o2 e 2221 \* Alternatives

SAS B2 Poly 12 0221
SAS C1 Lines 122121
SA8 C1 Poly 122221

SAS C2 Line 122021

SA8 C2 Poly 122021

N =2 N
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SK-C2

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responses:

Alternative OverviewFrontage Road to the to the east to try control the accésds not adivided highway through
this area it wouldoe basicallya five-lane section.

Discussion:

A Town cohesion

Snow removal and snow storage as shown betweer2@&nd the frontage road will be difficult.

Meets P&N

From a general traffic standpoint, meets P&N with 2 lanes each direction

Resuts o cisc. 2wl S46- C2movesforward ¢ Snow Removal ankitersections must be considerddrther.

> > > >

€ et

SAS Al Poly 102221

— /e | Study Area 6
—— Alternatives

SAS B2 Poly 120221 '.

SASClUnes 122121

¥ SASC2Lne 122021

¥ 5A8C2 Poly 122021

RAR O i 12 29 21
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l ASHTON to SH-87 JCT '

SK-C15

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responkes! score for roundabouts

Alternative Overview This one is we're looking at once again to help control or those access points. Four l&ies on
20with a roundabout in townEverything funne$to a single intersectioriVouldrequirea duaklane roundabout.
Discussion:

A Roundabouts have issue in a high snow area, saftémaronmentalconcern for the fish
A Roundabousare a concerrfor freight vehicles

Results of discussiof- C15 does not moveorward

Study Area 6
Alternatives
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l ASHTON to SH-87 JCT '

SA-CBB
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responkes! score for roundabouts

Alternative Overview C18 is similato C15 Moved the roundabout a little farther to the northRoundabouts were

mentioned by the publicPossiblyas a solution tdelp the skewed intersections.
Discussion:

A Roundabouts have issue in a high snow area, salt is an environmental concern for the fish
A Roundabouts are a concern for freight vehicles

Results of discussiof- C18 does not moveorward

SAS C15 Line 122121

Study Area 6
4 Alternatives

SAS C15 Poly 122121

SAS C16 Line 122021

SAB C16 Poly 122021

SAS C17 Poly 12.16.21

SAS C17 Line 12.16.21

SABCI8 L 121521

A8 C18 Poly 121521

SAS C10 Line 122021
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SA-C19
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbkigh Score
Alternative Overview At the publicmeeting, they were trying to really make that intersection a little farther north of

last chance to kind of help that community to the to the West. They didn't suggest anything further to the South
Discussion:

A Off set intersections are a safety concern.

Results of discussio i ISNDISSIOEOCOCORe,

General éscussiorSummarnyof this area:

A Twolanes in each direction will improve intersections.

Concernsabout roundaboutswith imbalanceduse

Off set intersections are a safety concern.

Type of Intersection is @esigndecisiondown the road

No grade separated intersections suggested by thalipook at this option North and south)
Examine potential frontage road on east and west.

Environmental and operational challenge in this area.

v > > > >

LTI “BS Study Area 6
SA6 C17 Line 121621 . 3o Alternatives

SASC18 Line 121521
SAB C18 Poiy 121521
SAS C19 Line 122021
SAS C19 Poly 122021

SA8 C20 Line 1221 21

SMCOPay 121N

SAS C21 Line 121621
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l ASHTON to SH-87 JCT '

Elk Creelfdrea:

SK-G

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbiged feedback; Not the lowest

Alternative Overview Thesuggestion was to close the access at the interseafo®® highwayand potentially move
and add 2 access points, one to the North, one to the South. Combine thoseamdsisparate tle access pointwith
a little bit of space and then and then join them up so if people are moving through, if they come froA2thegthway
they'd be abé to turn right to crossover lanemd getinto a turnbay and then make a left hand turn to comadk to
the gas station or the bank or a couple of those businesses there to the east.

Discussion:

A From a traffic standpoindriver will encounter multiplanovements

Reslts of discussioB6- C5movesforwardwith modifications or in combination due feontage road connections

S 15 4 Study Area 6
SA C2 Poly 122021 . v Alternatives

SASC3Une 122121
SAS C3 Poly 122121
SASCALre 122921

SASCAPoly 22120
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SK- 3B
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responkes: score
Alternative Overview. The publicsuggested putting eoundabout at the Azhighway and with a with an access point to
the South With Us20 having twdanes each direction this would probabiged to beatwo-laneroundabout.
Discussion:

A Roundabouts work well with eqli'evek of volumes allegs Unequal traffic demands on the legs would cause
safety and intersection function concerns.
Roundabouts have issue in a high snow area, salt is an environmental concern for the fish

Roundabouts are a concern for freight vebgl

> >

Results of discussiof£6- C8does not movedorward

Study Area 6
Alternatives

B C7 Line Bike Path 1221 21

§ C7 Poly Bike Path 122121




Idaho Transportation Department District 6
US-20; Ashton to SH-87 Jct.
Status Meeting Agenda

11 ORI%“OCl{S

ENXGINEERS
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SA-C13

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbigh Score

Alternative Overview The public as theguggested ainterchangeat the A2 highwayRealigning tk A2 highway,

shifting it to the SouthA grade separateihterchange withthe potential access to the East so people could access the
grocery store or the bank. Connecttfrontageroadwith the otherroadthat heads to lhe northeast direction
Discussion:This alternativénas potential of meeting the traffic needs.

Results of discussiofISNOICIOn

SAS C10 Line 122121

SAS C10 Poly 122121 J Study Area 6
612 Lne 22021 Ny / ’ Alternatives

SAS C12Poly 122021
¥ SASCI3Lme 122121
W SAS C13 Poly 12202

SAD C Line 122121

BAS CH4 Poly 122121

SA8 C15 Line 1221 21
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SK- Cl6

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbktged tolow

Alternative Overview Very similar taC13. Looking at an interchange South of Elk's Crae# then connecting that

with the frontage roads. So you've got a connection so that people that are going down t&2téghway could make
their way down intoa more populated area of Highland Park. The interchange would probably be Iscatedvhere

in between that populated area d$landParkand wherethat gas stationd. Also,would have a frontage Rd on the east
side toconnect.That frontage Rd for the mei part, is therealreadyA (i Q ald aligin&lUS20

Discussion:

Results of discussios46- C16does not moveorward [liCIONEUCHIoaICoNC eSOV oS

SAS C13 Poly 122021 » ‘ Study Area 6
CH Lo 2 Alternatives

SAS C14 Poly 122121
SAEC15Lme 122121
SAS C15 Poly 122121

SAS C16 Line 12.20.21

GAS C18 Poly 12 20 21

SAS C17 Poly 121024

SASCI7 Lime 127620
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SAK-C17

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responkew score $coresdroppeddue to thisnot having two
lanes in each directign

Alternative Overview This is one that was brought up in a public meeting that came in with $ighedetail This is
more a semi graderossing here with the existingS20. The drawing shows one lane in each direction going over the
top and then theA2 highway going underneath the existibk$20. You would have aoff-rampdeceleration laneff
of US 20 on the on the southbound side and then and then an on ramp on the northH@eever,you would not
have that on the east sideut driverscould go underneatland access the locabutes. hereisan on ramp a little bit
to the north anacceleration lane and a deceleration laloethe South tdtie to the frontage Rd

Discussion:

Only one lane in each direction

One lane will not meet the level of service

Off ramps will not meet level of service

Thereare similar solutionghat will provide the two lanesin each directiomneeded for LOS

Less access points

> I > > D

Summarywhen using thisuggestiorin a solution going forward:

Thegenesis oh refined solutiorstarted with thisstakeholder involvement, bub make the minimum threshold
requirementswe had to take the initial idea and meld it with teperational and safety requirementblote conceps
to move forwardare the desire that thistructurebe low profile anchavereduced speeds.

Resulls of discussiofi%- C17moves forward Contingent on anipgraded totwo lanes in eachlirectionfor US20

Study Area 6
Alternatives
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SK-21
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbtged reviews
Alternative Overview The intersectionismoved it a little further to thesouth trying to line up with the oldUS20.
Addinga signal theretrying to provide acced® stores and the bank.
Discussion:
A Signal rather than a grade separated interchangeld impact the LOS negatly
A Grade separated is safer than a signal

Results of discussio

€ unerim

SAS CS Poly 122021

R A Ve . Study Area 6
SA8 C7 Poly Bike Path 12.21.21 N ’ Alternatives
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SK-C24

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committieesponses:

Alternative Overview C24 idike C21, but they were very specificK I & (1 KS & sRhaRjystaintagmdey 0 |
intersection. Shifting it to the South a bit too to avoid some of those busineBsttially adding somacceleration

anddecelerationlanes.(Thesdane would need to be long¢han shown
Discussion:

Results of discussiof- C24does not moveorward

SAS C23 Poly 121821 e N\ 4 ;

SAS C24 Line12 21 21 » o1 4 - 1 StUdy Area 6
o Y/ ; *  Alternatives
SA6 C25 Line1221 21 : 7

SAB C25 Poly 1221 21

A5 C26 Line12.21 21

A8 C26 Puly 122121

SAS C27 e 12,1621

A8 C27 Poly 12 1821
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SK-CH

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responkes! score

Alternative OverviewC26 is very similar to C5n this one they were very specifidoutone lane in each direction
Therewould alsobe a free running right

Discussion:

Results of discussiof- C26does not moveorward

SAS C23 Poly 12 1621

Study Area 6
Alternatives

SAS C24 Line1221 21

SAS C24 Poly 122121

A5 C25 Line122121

SAS C25 Poly 122121

SA5 C28 Lme1221 21

QAH C28 Puly 1221 21

SA8 C27 Une 12,1621

BAS C27 Poly 121821
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SA-C29

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responses:
Alternative OverviewC2 similarother solutions. Slightly different location
Discussion:

Results of discussio RIS NIOOEEIE

SAS C26 Poly 122121 i L J ’/‘ ‘ Study Area 6
4027 Low 12102 /] - Alternatives

SAS C27 Poly 121621
SAS C28 Line 121621
SAS C28 Poly 12.16.21
¥ SA8 C29 Linet221.21
¥ SASC29Poyi221 21
X-ROW

Crmstees 2015 10 Present
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a I O \n@& Sawtell area

SA-B2

High Level Overview of Initial Screening CommitiBesponsesMixed review

Alternative Overview Couplet system Northbound onUS20 alignment Southbound depart wit a couple of return
connections?2 lanes in each directiortketch from a public meeting

Discussion:

Results of discussio®46- B2does not moveaorward

SAD BY Line 120521

R ' & Study Area 6
a2 e 222 e ~ Alternatives
SAG B2 Poly 12.02.21 & M8

A6 C1 Unes 122121

A8 C1 Poly 122221

SN Qe 122021

0A8 G2 Poly 122021

SAGC3 Lne 122121
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SA-C3

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbéiged review(lower side)

Alternative Overview C3isto identify a frontage road and the idea with this onéhat US20would maintain the
current condition Additionally,you would have a frontagead South of M® | Q dhatlwguld connect tdBigSprings
loop and then join up another connection with the frontagead. It would just be an improvement through there.
Makesa couple of connections

Discussion:
A Does/ tineet the P&N but hasomelocalroad connectionswvorth reviewing with other alternaties

Results of discussio

e | P gkl
Alternatives

SASC1 Poly 122221
SASC2 Line 122021
SAB C2 Poly 122021
SASCAme 122121
SASCI Poly 122121

SABCALne 122124

SASCA Poly 122121




Idaho Transportation Department District 6
US-20; Ashton to SH-87 Jct.
Status Meeting Agenda

1LIORROCKS
et T

SK-A
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committeesponses:
Alternative Overview An attempt to get better access to the intersection

Discussion:

Results of discussiorBA6 C4does not move forwardnoves forward not as a standaloa#ternativebut maybe
considered as aonceptto be combined withothers.

su%(»:zu-lfzﬂ.’l F ‘ ; \ . ... 1 Study Area 6
280 2 Py 1220 TR A A : Alternatives

SAS C3 Line 122121
SAS C3 Poly 122121
- L 4
SAB C4 Line 122121 : 7% 2 .. 4
\ - 2 7 , ‘¥

~ Fa
SAS CA Poly 122121 AR ¢ N ¥ 4
| + 48

SA8 C5 Line

BAB CS Poly 122021

SAS C7 Line Bike Puth 122121
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M Idaho Transportation Department District 6
| ' Siatus Mooting Agonda,
Status Meeting Agenda

SA-C9
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responkes: score for roundabout
Alternative Overview Aroundabout type otonnectiontrying to connect some of these locals. If you if you look at the
South side of the river, there is a bridge undercrossihg. idea with this onés thatUS20is raised up through here
There is a vertical component to this that's we really couldn'betate on this one, but there's a little white box just
South of that of the river theréhat would be like a local pedestrian bridémr pedestrians ovehiclesor ATV<ould
access either side &fS20.
Discussion:

A Driver expectancy issues

A Safety

A ImbdancedflowA y 12 (G KS NP dzy Rl cefleditelyR2 Say Qi Fdzy Ol A2y

Results of discussior8£6- C9does not movdorward

SAS CS Poly 122021

¥ Study Area 6
SAS C7 Line Bilke Path 122121 . ‘ / : i
R s | f A g Alternatives
SASCBLme 122121 i
SAS C8 Poly 122121
o i i
SAS C9 Poly 121521

SA8 C10 Line 1221 21

BAB C10 Poly 1221 21
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M Idaho Transportation Department District 6
| ' Starus Miestng Agenda
Status Meeting Agenda

SA-C10
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responkes! score for roundabout

Alternative Overview. A suggested roundabouorth at Sawtell
Discussion:

A LYOLFEFYOSR Ft26 Ayid2 (fefectididy RI 02dzi R28&ay Qi Tdzy O

Results of discussionSA- C10does not movédorward

SAS CS Poly 12200 N

; N e Study Area 6
SAS C7 Line Bike Puth 12.21.21 X : . .

>l -

SAS C7 Poly Bike Path 122121 3 . L 4 5 Alternatlves
S48 C8 Line 1221 21 ~ L'e RN
SAS CB Polly 122121
S Lne 12150

SAS CO Poly 121521

¥ SASCI0Lme 122121

¥ SASC10Poly 122121




Idaho Transportation Department District 6
US-20; Ashton to SH-87 Jct.
Status Meeting Agenda
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ENXGINEERS

SA-C12
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responb&ged review
Alternative Overview The is an elaborateolution created by a local residenh&idea here is to takedS20 as soon
as you're coming into Ma 1 Indcome down with the profileQuggested to keep that level and you'll have a high
bridge that goes through the towacross the river and then as you as you get across thetlieagrade starts to come
back up. With thayyou would have a connection with aofitageroadthat would go underneath that structure and tie
those two local roads togetheOn theSouth you would have another crossing underneath those structures and to tie
the local roads to the SoutAdditionally,there is aroff ramp and on ramgoui K 2 F  a. In @sseRcehislwgud
be US20over the topandthe frontage roads would connect belddS20. Three crossings underneathe main
bridge. If you look at the river you would have the middle bridge, which woutdlband then the two othe shorter
bridges
Discussion:

A It does meet the P&Nriteria

A Effectivelyaccommodates the traffic movements in the area.

Results of discussioriSNGINONESHoNeI

SAD C8 Poly 122121 'v

SAG 09 Line 121521 s A StUdy Al'ea 6
7/ "

SAS €9 Poly 121521 ; Alternatlves

SAS C10 Lime 122121

SAB C10 Poly 1221 21

SASCI2 Une 1222021

SAS C12 Poly 122021

WCA L2221

SAS C13 Poly 122021
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M Idaho Transportation Department District 6
| ' Siatus Mooting Agonda,
Status Meeting Agenda

1LIORROCKS
et T

SK-CU

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbkigh Score

Alternative Overview Interchange to the to the West @f | O 1 Q&heré afegome cabins or something ther
shifting everything to thavest with an interchange and then a connection to the locals théne one potentially
could be combined then with th&s.

Discussion:

Results of discussior S IINOISSONISIEONSCOROINORUI 3

%é‘zwljmjl : ',’ Study Area 6
Alternatives

SAS C13 Poly 122021
SASCHLme 122121 » »
SASCHPoly 122121
SASCISLine 22121
SABCISPoly 122121

A6 C16 Line 122021

SAS C16 Poly 122021




Idaho Transportation Department District 6
US-20; Ashton to SH-87 Jct.
Status Meeting Agenda

1LIORROCKS
et T

SA-C0

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbtsstly Positive

Alternative Overview G20 is up closer to Sawtellét grade intersection wittacceleration and deceleration lanes
¢ KS@ RA Rslghdiizedioihsghafizetising the sambgic,as wedid at Elk Creethis intersectiorwould need
to be signalizetio make it as safe gsossible.

Discussion:

Results of discussio

ee— s g bag Spi ) Study Area 6
A6 18 Lo 12152 Alternatives

SAS C18 Poly 12.1521
SASC190Lmme 122021
SAS C19 Poly 122021
SAS C20 Line 122121
SNCOPoly122t

SAS C21 Lnw 12.1821

SAS C21 Poly 12.16.21




Idaho Transportation Department District 6
US-20; Ashton to SH-87 Jct.
Status Meeting Agenda

1LIORROCKS
et T

SK-C2

High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responbtiged reviews

Alternative Overview SignakedA Yy i SNE SOl A2y G al 01 Qa Lyy
Discussion:

Results of discussior S EIUIOISSONCONS OO CEEORE

SASCHOe212Y . - 3 Study Area 6
a6 C20 Py 122121 : Alternatives

SAS C21 Line 121621
SAS C21 Poiy 121621
A8 C22 Line 12.16.24
SAS C22 Poly 12.16.21

BAS C20 Line 121621

SAS C23 Poly 121621

SMCM LRI




Idaho Transportation Department District 6
US-20; Ashton to SH-87 Jct.
Status Meeting Agenda

1LIORROCKS
et T

SA-C23
High Level Overview of Initial Screening Committee Responktged reviews
Alternative Overview Intersectionsat Sawtell
Discussion:
A Combine with C2and 28
A Traffic signal a requirement of the alternative as shown

Results of discussiorSEIINOISSIORGOO GOSN

SAS C20 Line 1221 21 2 3 -, . '\ . | . _: Stl.ldy Area 6
e Capy 12212 a . - - ~ Alternatives

SAS C21 Line 12.1821
SAS C21 Poly 121621
SAS C22 Uine 12.18.24
SAS C22 Poly 12.18.21

BAS C20 Lime 121621

SAS C23 Poly 12,1021

SN CH Lmer2 2 1







