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Meeting Participants’          
-     A total of 10 people attended the meeting.
Demographics

-     Of those 10 participants, 4 were male.

· Of those 10 participants, 6 were female.

· 4 participants represented “Citizens for a safer Highway 16”.

· 2 participants represented the “Emmett Jaycees”.

· 2 participants represented themselves as residents of Emmett.

· 1 participant was from the media.

· 1 participant was a representative from the Gem County Farm Bureau.

Meeting Overview
     The transportation department is meeting with a group of citizens who volunteered to participate in a Task Force throughout the Idaho 16 Improvement Study’s environmental process.  The Task Force is a group of citizens that meet regularly to discuss project related issues.  The citizen’s comments and points of view are recorded and used by the transportation department to help guide project decisions.   

The Idaho 16 Improvement Study Task Force meetings serve several purposes.  First, they help the transportation department understand project issues.  Second, the meetings allow participants to make recommendations on the alternatives to be evaluated in the environmental document.  Third, the meetings inform the public about regulations and policies that affect the project.  Finally, the meetings help keep interested citizens updated on the project’s progress.  

The first Task Force meeting was held June 20, 2002 at Emmett High School.  The Task Force members participated in a group exercise to help identify and prioritize some of the key issues associated with the highway corridor.  The Task Force members were split into two groups and asked to identify their issues or concerns with the project.  After the issues were identified, each group ranked them to identify the issues they felt were a higher priority.  The issues generated at the meeting and their rankings are listed below.  Some of the issues tied in the rankings.

Group 1

1. No signal at Substation Rd., possible caution light.

2. Need passing lane all the way up Freezeout Hill.

3. Would like passing lanes at Firebird Raceway.

3. Need wider shoulder width for broken down cars.

4. Minimize access points along the corridor, frontage roads are important.

4.   Need to have Ada County involvement.

5. Need public driving education for all drivers both young and old.

5.   Need more law enforcement especially on top of Freezeout and at Firebird Raceway.

5.   Accelerate the process whenever possible.

5.   No Cherry Lane entrance on to Idaho 16.

6. Address traffic entering Idaho 16 from W. Deep Canyon Rd.

6.   Widening of Freezeout Hill.

6.   Address passing lanes that are planned (congestion, bottlenecking, not long enough).

6.   Need double yellow at milepost 8.

6.   Need double yellow extended north down Freezeout Hill.

Group 2

1. Passing lanes are needed throughout the corridor, especially between milepost 7.5 and 8.5 because of low visibility.

2. No Substation light, evaluate another solution.

3. More law enforcement is needed.

3.   Four lanes now.

3.   Speed up process.

3.   Vehicle pullout are needed
3.   Provide acceleration lanes for safer access.  
4. Evaluate speed limit study.  Lowering the speed limit would not help, it would just cause more driver frustration.
4.   Add lane on Freezeout Hill.

4.   Coordinate with planning associations to make sure the long-range Idaho 16 corridor
      plans are consistent with other long-term plans.
4. Idaho 16 should maintain its function as a commuting thoroughfare.  The number of 
      access points and the number of stoplights should be limited.  
4.   Level shoulder dirt.

PAGE  
1

