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FLAP PROJECT ADDITIONS TO THE IDAHO TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENT PROGRAM

EXHIBIT ONE - PROJECTS ADDED FROM THE 2016 IDAHO FEDERAL LANDS ACCESS PROGRAM UPDATE PROCESS

Key No. FLAP Project_ID Project_Name c““ﬁ,t;:f“““ Detivered By T""é::t”"“
New |ID ADA 3789(2) Bogus Basin Road Safety. Maintenance, and Trailhead 2018 Ada Cty $5,378,000
New |ID BONNEVILLE 2016(1) Snake River Road / Bear Creek Road 2019 Westemn Federal Lands $3,387,330
New |ID BOUNDARY 5806{1) Riverside Road Improvements 2019 Westem Federal Lands $4.495,076
New |ID CASSIA 700W(1) West Milner Road: 700W to 850W 2019 Western Federal Lands $2,282.876
New |ID DOT 57(1) Priest River Boat Access 2019 Idaho DOT $196,499
New |ID ELMORE 61(1) Pine-Feathenville Road Surface Treatmeni- SH 20 to Pine Bridge 2019 Glenns Ferry HD $841,461
New [ID IDAHO 222(1) Dixie Road Crack/Chip Seal 2019 Westem Federal Lands $1.458,550
New [|ID KOOTENAI 5762(1) Bunco Road Improvements _2019 Weslern Federal Lands $2.160,125
New |ID LEHMI 83(1) 2L Trails Highway 93 Trail 2019 Westem Federal Lands $1.542,070
New |ID FREMONT 6805(1) Yale-Kilgore Road Improvements 2020 Waestemn Federal Lands $6,560,285

EXHIBIT TWO - PROJECTS ADDED FROM PRIOR IDAHO FEDERAL LANDS ACCESS PROGRAM UPDATES

Key No. | FLAP Project_ID Project Name °°"§‘;:f“--°" Defivared By Tmé:;:’“‘
New |ID ADA 3789(1) Bogus Basin Road Improvements 2015 Ada Cty $2,927,000
New ]ID CANYON 2013(2) Deer Flat NWR Regional Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan 2015 Westem Federal Lands $226,000
New |ID LEMHI 2013(1) Salmon Area Trail Feasibility Study 2015 Lemhi Cty $100,000
New [ID CANYON 2013(1) Riverside Road and Lake Shore Drive Rehabilitation 2017 Woestem Federal Lands $5,308,796
New |ID DOT T 33(1) Idaho Teton Centennial Trail 2017 Westemn Federal Lands $1,705,000
New |ID AMFALLS MARINA(1) |Marina Road; SH-39 to Pacific Road 2018 Westem Federal Lands $1.074,630
New |ID CASCADE LS DR(1) Lakeshore Drive Phase Il 2018 Western Federal Lands $1.882,082
New |ID DOT 93{1) Lost Trail Pass Slope Stabilization 2018 Westemn Federal Lands $1.620,000
New |ID SHOSHONE 5711(1) St. Joe River Road Pavement Rehabilitation 2018 Westem Federal Lands $5,000,000
New |ID VALLEY 3904(1) Wamm Lake Highway Pavement Rehabilitation and Chip Seal 2018 Valley Cly $5,832,000
New |ID CLARK 6805(1) Yale-Kilgore Roadway Improvement 2019 Woestern Federal Lands $5,400,000
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OFFICIAL MINUTE

WHEREAS, construction of the Athol and Granite South stages of the
larger Garwood to Sagle Project on US-95 is complete; and

WHEREAS, the Idaho Transportation Department (Department)
constructed frontage roads during the Athol and Granite Stages for access
purposes; and

WHEREAS, the Department realigned a portion of US-95 during the Athol
and Granite Stages, leaving a section of the former US-95 alignment in tack as a
separate transportation facility; and

WHEREAS, the Department has identified frontage roads and former
section of US-95 are not essential as part of the State Highway System; and

WHEREAS, the Department entered into a Cooperative Agreement with
the Lakes Highway District on February 18, 2015, pursuant to Idaho Code section
40-203B, in which the Lakes Highway District agreed to assume the control,
Jurisdiction of, and responsibility for, the scction of former US-95 and the frontage
roads identified in the agreement once the Department seal coated such roads; and

WHEREAS, the Department and the Lakes Highway District, amended the
Cooperative Agreement to provide that the Department shall pay the Highway
District for the seal coat rather than perform the work itself: and

WHEREAS, the District brought to the Idaho Transportation Board of its
approval of the Cooperative Agreement, as amended, and the relinquishment of a
section of former US-95 and the frontage roads to the Lakes Highway District.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the former portion of US-95, now
known as Blair Castle Road, and the frontage roads as specifically identified in the
amended Cooperative Agreement (attached hereto as Exhibit "A" which is
incorporated by reference) hereby are removed from the State Highway System
and relinquished to the Lakes Highway District; and
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FXHIBIT 467

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Idaho Transportation Department
will cooperate with Lakes Highway District upon request in providing all right-of-
way information in its files associated with the transfer of this section of highway.

APPROVEDR:

NSPORTATION BOARD:
bk,

RECOMMENDED BY

APPROVED

By Damon Allen at 12:26 pm, Feb 08, 2016
District Enginecr . Viee Chairman
Date: Date:

Member
Date:



EXHIBRIT 467

STATL OF IDAIO )
} 55
COUNTY OF ADA )

On this / w..&._l day of r _. 2016 before me the undersigned. a Notary
Public in and for said State. personally appearetl Jerry Whitehead, R. James Coleman. Janice B. )
Vassar. Julie Delorenzo. Jim Kempton, Dwight W. Horsch, and Lee Gagner. known to me to be
the Chairman, Vice Chairman. and Members. respectively. of the Idaho Transportation Board of
the State of Idaho, which Idaho Transportation Board executed the within instrument. and
acknowledged to me that the said Idaho Transportation Board of the State of Idaho executed the
same for the State of Idaho.

INWITNESS. WHLREQF, [ have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the
day and year in this certificate first above written.
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" EXHIBIT 467

COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
(Frontage Roads)

US95, Garwood to Sagle, Athol Stage US95, Garwood to Sagle, Granite South
Kootenai County Stage
Project No. A009(791) Kootenai & Bonner County
Key No. 09791 Project No. A011(894)
Key No. 11894

PARTIES

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this_/§ " day of _february |
702{5 , by and between the Idaho Transportation Department, hereafter called the State, and
the Lakes Highway District, hereafter called the Highway District.

PURPOSE

The State has programmed the construction of Project Nos. A009(791) and A011(894),
During construction of the projects, frontage roads will be constructed as shown on the attached
Exhibit A. The frontage roads will be relinquished to the Highway District upon completion of
construction.

This Agreement is entered into pursuant to Idaho Code, Section 40-203B.
The Parties agree as follows:

SECTION I That the State will:

1. Provide for the design and construction of frontage roads under Project No.
A009(791), as follows:

a. Blair Castle Road STA 300+20.00 — 373+98.49 (Segment 026805, MP
100.527 to 100.759 & Segment 001540, MP 448.274 to 449.391)

b. Sylvan Road STA 72+55.00 - 126+42.66 (Segment 022750, MP 100.904 to
101.906)

c. Roberts Road STA 186+70.00 — 228+54.00 (Segment 022750, MP 102.152 to
102.920)

d. N. Williams Lane STA 41+96.87 — 44+47.11 (Segment 022750, MP 102.967
to MP 102.920)

Cooperative Agreement (Frontage Roads)
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2. Provide for the design and construction of frontage roads under Project No.
A011(894), as follows:

a. Blair Castle Road STA 2984+50.00 — 3086+97.55 (Segment 032924, MP
449.391 to 451.278)

b. N. Williams Lane STA 2018+00.00 - 2086+95.96 (Segment 022750, MP
102.967 to MP 104.274)

c. Williams Lane STA 4000+00.00 — 4004+92.29 (Segment 032923, MP
100.000 to 100.100)

3. Following roadway construction of the segments described in Paragraphs 1 and 2

above, also provide for construction of full-width, single layer sealcoats with finish
center line and edge line pavement markings.

SECTION II That the Highway District will:

1. Upon acceptance of the completed projects by the State, accept the jurisdiction of and
full responsibility for the frontage roads identified in Section I.

SECTION 11! General:

1. This Agreement shall become effective on the first date mentioned above and shall
remain in full force and effect until amended or replaced upon the mutual consent of the
State and the Highway District.

Sufficient Appropriation. It is understood and agreed that the State is a governmental
agency, and this Agreement shall in no way be construed so as to bind or obligate the
State beyond the term of any particular appropriation of funds by the Federal
Government or the State Legislature as may exist from time to time. The State
reserves the right to terminate this Agreement if, in its sole judgment, the Federal
Government or the legislature of the State of Idaho fails, neglects or refuses to
appropriate sufficient funds as may be required for the State to continue payments.
Any such termination shall take effect immediately upon notice and be otherwise
effective as provided in this Agreement.

Cooperative Agreement (Frontage Roads)
Key Nos. 09791 and 11894
Page 2



EXECUTION

This Agreement is executed for the State by its District Engineer; and executed for
Highway District by the Board of Commissioners, attested to by the Secretary, with the
imprinted corporate seal of the Lakes Highway District.

IDAHO TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

ATTEST: LAKES HIGHWAY DISTRICT
ANMWW/xwahmwvw "
Secretary Chairman, Badrd of g%oq@mﬂ

(SEAL) ‘N& 1 ‘\@ : \
Commisstoner

w%g@w%mnmm_ meeting on

- nw\hﬁu&. «Dan J. Malcolm, who participa and

Commissioner yoted via telephone on
February 16, 2015.%

*This Commissioner attended by telephone and cast the vote at the meeting
which was acknowledged by the Deputy Clerk above in accordance with
Resclution 2014-01.%

hn1:9791 11844 Coop.docx

Cooperative Agreement (Frontage Roads)
Key Nos. 09791 and 11894
Page 3
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FEXHIBIT 467

ADDENDUM TO
COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
(Frontage Roads)
US95, Garwood to Sagle, Athol Stage US9S, Garwood to Sagle, Granite So. Stage
Kootenai County Kootenai & Bonner County
Project No. A009(791) Project No. A011(894)
Key No. 09791 Key No. 11894
PARTIES
THIS ADDENDUM is made and entered into this day of

, ., by and between the Idaho Transportation Department,
hereafter called the State, and the Lakes Highway District, hereafter called the Highway District.

PURPOSE

This Addendum will modify the Cooperative Agreement entered into on the 18" day of
February, 2015, (hereinafter “Agreement”) between the same parties.

This construction of the projects above was performed under the GARVEE program under
multiple contracts. The contractor had difficulty acquiring aggregate for the sealcoat which
resulted in mutual agreement by the Department and contractor to delete the bid item knowing it
couldn’t be completed by the end of construction season and date of the closing of the GARVEE
funds.

Providing funds to the Highway District in lieu of performing the sealcoat work will allow for
the completion of ITD’s commitment under this agreement.
The parties agree to the following revisions:

A. Section 1 (ITD) of the Agreement will be amended by revising Paragraph 3 to read as
follows:

3. Following roadway construction of the segments described in Paragraphs 1 and 2
above, pay the amount of $377,500 to the Highway District to cover the cost of
construction of full-width, single layer scalcoats with finish center line and edge line
pavement markings. This is a lump sum amount. No additional funds will be paid
for this work. The payment will be made to the Highway District by March 31, 2016.

B. Section II (Highway District) of the Agreement will be amended by adding the following
paragraphs thereto:

2. Be responsible for construction of full-width, single layer sealcoats with finish center

Addendum to Cooperative Agreement
Key Nos. 09791 and 11894
Page |



line and edge line pavement markings on the segments described in Paragraphs 1 and
2 in Section L.

C. All other terms and conditions previously agreed to and set forth in the Agreement shall
remain in full force and effect.

Addendum to Cooperative Agreement
Key Nos, 09791 and 11894
Page 2



EXECUTION

This Addendum is executed for the State by its District Engineer, and executed for the
Highway District by the Board of Commissioners, attested to by the Secretary, with the

imprinted corporate seal of Lakes Highway District.

ATTEST:

muﬁb. gy
Secretar

(SEAL)

By ¢egulaiyspecial meeting
on RN Ig D .

hm:9791 11894 Coop Addendum.docx

IDAHO TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

District Engineer

LAKES HIGHWAY DISTRICT

L)

, -
ChairmanyBoard 6f Cominissioners

U .z €. Mo Ggaeriers7

(iz
Commissioner / \

{
Commissioner

Addendum to Cooperative Agreement
Key Nus. 09791 and 11894
Page 3



FXFIBIT #468

FY 2016 Mid-Year Programming Plan for the
FY 2016 - FY 2020 STIP

FY16
DIST i Key Project Name Program Estimated
Current |Proposed e Cost
Delays from FY16 to FY17
3 16 17 7215 |SH 55, PAYETTE RV BR, HORSESHOE BEND Bridge Restoralion (6,620,000)
3 16 17 12383 |SH 55, INT KARCHER RD & LAKE AVE, CANYON CO Strategic Initiatives (3,715,000)
3 16 17 13025 |SH 55, INT MIDWAY RD, NR NAMPA Strategic Initiatives (4,410,000)
3 16 17 13390 |SH 52, UPRR BR MP 13.3, PAYETTE CO Bridge Restoration (1,201,000)
3 16 17 14360 |US 95, CURVE FLATTENING MP 172 TO MP 174 Pavement Restoration {1,500,000)
Advances and Cost Increases
1 16 19509 |US 95, IRONWOOQD INTERSECTION, CDA Strategic Initiatives 1,605,000
2 18 17 18890 [US 95, SPALDING BR TO LEWISTON, NEZ PERCE CO  |Pavement Preservation 10,500,000
2 19 16 18792 |US 12, CHERRYLANE BR TO LENORE PASSING LANE, NHPavement Restoration 1,518,000
2 19 16 19187 |US 12, ARROW BR TO CHERRYLANE RD Pavement Restoration 3,113,000
2 19 16 19543 [US 12, SPALDING BRIDGE TO JCT US-12 & SH-3, NEZ PE|Pavement Preservation 3,410,000
2 19 16 19751 |US 12, PEACH LANE TO BIG CANYON CR BR Pavement Restoration 3,278,000
3 | 17AC 16 8432 |US 95, COUNCIL ALTERNATE ROUTE Strategic Initiatives 3,000,000
3 17 16 13922 |SH 19, OR ST LN TO N 4TH ST E, HOMEDALE Pavement Preservation 1,000,000
3 17 16 139829 |US 95, WEISER RV BR TO N OF MIDVALE, WASHINGTON|Pavement Preservation 1,900,000
3 17 16 19407 |US 95, WILDER TO PARMA Pavement Preservation 645,000
3 18 16 18787 |SH 55, OVERHEAD MESSAGE BOARD TO AVIMORE Pavement Restoration 1,230,500
~ 3 20 16 19254 |US 95, PARMA to JCT |-84 Pavement Preservation 1,785,000
/3 20 16 19289 |1 84, FIVE MILE RD TO ORCHARD RD & RAMPS, BOISE  |Pavement Preservation 2,997,500
3 20 17 19557 |STATE, FY17 D3 RUMBLE STRIPS Strategic Initiatives 454,000
4 i7 16 13531 |STATE, FY16 D4 DISTWIDE SEAL COATS Pavement Preservation 2,464,000
4 17 16 13974 |STATE, FY16 D4 DISTWIDE SEAL COATS #2 Pavement Preservation 970,000
4 18 16 13533 |SH 81, YALE RD TO FISHER CUTOFF RD Pavement Restoration 1,095,000
4 18 16 13972 |184, WENDELL TO"J" COULEE CANAL BR, EB Pavement Preservation 3,269,000
4 18 16 13973 |184, WENDELL TO "J* COULEE CANAL BR, WB Pavement Preservation 3,270,000
4 18 16 19074 |1 84, NORTHSIDE CANAL BR TO IC # 201 WB, JEROME C(Pavement Restoration 5,206,000
4 18 16 19213 |SH 81, FISHER CUTOFF RD TO 1050 E RD Pavement Restoration 4,142,000
4 20 17 19433 |SH 81, 1050 EAST TO MARSH CRBR Pavement Restoration 1,343,000
5 16 18784 |115,IC # 108 TO BONNEVILLE CO LINE Pavement Restoration 5,500,000
5 17 16 12436 |STATE, FY16¢ D5 BRIDGE REPAIR Bridge Preservation 2,342,000
5 18 16 14012 |STATE, FY16 D5 GUARDRAIL; POCATELLO TO INKOM | Safety 821,000
5 18 17 13550 |l 15, ARIMO CL TO McCAMMON IC Pavement Restoration 11,750,000
5 19 16 13103 |115, SAND RD UPASS TO IC #89, BINGHAM CO Pavement Restoration £,000,000
5 19 17 19211 |1 15, LAVA ROCKS N TO IC# 108, BINGHAM CO Pavement Restoration 7,200,000
6 18 16 14032 |US 93, TRAIL CR RD TO JCT SH 75, CUSTER CO Pavement Preservation 1,750,000
6 18 16 14040 |US 20, ARCO TO IDAHO FALLS WCL Pavement Preservation 2,940,000
] 18 16 14050 |STATE, FY16 D6 SIGNALS UPGRADE Safety 1,776,000
6 18 16 19459 |SH 32, TETONIA TO ASHTON Pavement Preservation 1,110,000
] 19 16 19421 |SH 33, BUTTE CITY TO HENRY'S FORK BR Pavement Preservation 3,000,000
6 19 16 19564 (SH 28, MUDLAKE TO SALMON Pavement Preservation 4,900,000
] 20 17 19457 |SH 47, ASHTON TO BEAR GULCH, FREMONT CO Pavement Preservation 500,000
6 20 17 19551 |STATE, FY17 D6 RUMBLE STRIPS Strategic Initiatives 250,000
6 20 17 19565 |SH 33, REXBURG TO WYOMING LINE Pavement Preservation 2,346,000
HQ 16 16 13156 |STATE, FY16 ITS OPERATIONS System Support 2,700,000

April 28, 2016 Board Meeting 25
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SFY-17 PROGRAM BUDGET IDAHO AIRPORT AID PROGRAM s ITB RECOMMENDED PROGRAM
PRIMARY SERVICE "NPIAS' AIRFORTS PROGRAM | PROJECT PROJECT DESCRIPTION TOTALS {FAA-AIP 93.75% | SPONSOR § 6.25% | IAAP § N/A
Bolse Alr Terminal-Gowen Field F178B01 |AIP-083 |Acquira Land, Rehab Taxiway, Modify Slgns/Markings $ 6,016,781 | $ 5,640,732 | § 376,049 | § -
Hailey-Friadman Memoriat F178SUN JAIP-042  limprove Aunway Sefety Arsa $ 6,192,000 § 7.680,000 | S 512,000 | § =
Idaha Falls Regional Airport F17BI0A  |AIP-041 lFAx Liti, Rehab RW and TW, Replace Signs $ B295111 1§ 7776667 | § 518,444 | § -
Lawiston-Nez Parca County Aisport FI7BLWS |AIP-039 |Rehab TW and TW Lighting $ 1,137,777 § 1,066,666 | § 71,111 | 8§ -
Moscow-Puliman Regional Alrport F178PUW |AIP-042  |Realign Aunway $18,204,445 | & 17,066,667 | § 1,137,778 | § -
Pocatello Regional Airport F178PIH  [AlP-038  |Rehab Apron and Acquire Snow Removal Equipment $ 1,132,778 1 § 1,066,667 { § 7111 | § -
Twin Falls-Jostin Field-Magic Valley Reglonal |F178TWF |AIP-038 lﬂehab Term, Construct TW, EA, Acquire SRE $ a8 | % 1,285595 | § 85706 | § -

PRIMARY SERVICE 'NPIAS' AIRPORTS SUB-TOTAL| $44,355104 | § 41,562,984 | § 2,772,200 | § -
GENERAL AVIATION 'NPIAS' AIRPORTS |PROGRAM PROJECT I PROJECT DESCRIPTION TOTAL § FAA-AIP 90% | SPONSOR $ 6.5% | IAAP $ 3.5%
Abardsan Municipal |F17euas  |AiP-007  |Envionmental Assesment & Apron Rehabiliiation § 255556 % 230,000 | § 18,611 | § 8,944
Blackioot-McCarley Fleld |F1 Jauo2  JAIP-013 Approach Land & TW Apron Rehabilltation_Daslgn Only $ 1,120,000 | $ 1,008,000 | § 72800 $§ 39,200
|Bonners Ferry-Boundary County F178855 |AWP-014  |Master Plan $ 104444 | 8 175000 | $ 12,639 | § B,B06
Burley F1788Y1  |AIP-011 [Almon Pavamean| Mainlenance § 313,333| 8§ 300,000 | $ 21667 | § 11,667
Caldwell Industrial FI178EUL |AIP-029 |RW & CTW Rehabfitation - Design $ 166667 ) S 150,000 | § 10,833 (| § 5,833
Cascade Fi78U70 |AIP-014  |Master Plan $§ 1M1L,N111] S 100,000 | § 722218 3,889
Challis |Fi78LL)  |AIP-D09  [AW TW Apron Rehabllitation $ 23000008 270,000 | § 19,500 | $ 10,500
Coaur d'Alene-Pappy Boyington Field |F178coOE |AIP-043  [Land & Multi TW Reheblitation $ 1.111,111 ] § 1,000,000 | $ 72,222 | $ 38,889
|mmmd Memorial |[Fi7epl  jAIP-015  [Land & Fencing $ 728556| % 655,700 | § 47,356 | $ 25,489
$ 3298388 206,944 | § MNAEL S 11,548
Grangeviile-ldaho County F17BGIC  JAIP-016  |[PTW full depth Reconstruction s 2,000,000 § 7,500,000 | § 0000 S 70,000
Jerome County [Fl 7BJER [AIP-018  |[TL and GA Apron Rehabilitation - Design $ 2600008 2340001 % 16800 | § 8,100
Kol hoshone County |Fi78583  |AIP-011  |Environmental Assesment for Approach & Davalapment Land $ 120000( % 108,000 { § 7.000|% 4,200
MecCall Municipal F178MYL  |AIP-022 Snow Removal Equipment $ B632,131]|$ 560,918 | & 41,080 | 8 22125
|mountain Home Municipai F178U76 |AIP-014 |GA Apron Qverlay & Construct Tumarcund - Design $§ 103500)]S 93,150 | § 6728 | § 3,623
INampa Municlpal F17BMAN [AIP-027 Environmental Aasesm_ml for Agemach Land $ 100,000 S 20,000 | § 6,500 ] & 3,500
Paris-Baar Lake Gounty F178107  [AIP-0ta v, 1 Apron Rehablliation & RW Lighting System 8 AWOS & | 5 1230074 [s 11107067 | 5 79955 |5 43,053
IFrlssl River Municipal F17B8156 |AIP-008 Avigalion Easements & Obstruction Removal - Dasign $ 166667 % 150,000 { § 10,833 | § 5,833
|Haxburg—Madison County F17BAXE |AIP-D15 RW PTW Rehabillitation - Sturry Seal $ 172000 S 154,800 | § 11,180 | $ 6,020
{Sandpoint Alrport F178SZT |AIP-016  |Obstruction Removal $§ 76000|% £8,400 | § 4,940 | § 2,660
Weiser Municipal F178587 1AIP-012  |Wind Cone & Fancing $ 201,250{ § 181,125 | $ 13,0811 $ 7,044
GENERAL AVIATION 'NPIAS' AIRPORTS SUB-TOTAL| § 8,712 S 8,741,104 631,302 | § 339,932
COMMUNITY "NON-NPIAS' AIRPORTS PROGRAM | PROJECT PROJECT DESCRIPTION TOTAL § Match Rate SPONSOR § |AAP §
American Falis L178U01 ISP-UD1-16 Runway Maintenance $20,000] . 50% $10,000 $10,000
Glenns Farry Municipal L178UB9 |SP-U9-1D Runway Reconstruciion $370,000 50% $185,000 $185,000
Murphy L1781U3  |SP-1U3-02 |Alrpont Planning $20,000) 100% $0 $20,000
Nezpercae Municipal |L178055  |SP-055-06 |Runway Maintenance $45,000 75% $11,250 $33,750
COMMUNITY 'NON-NPIAS' AIRPORTS SUB-TOTAL| § 455,000 - - - - $ 208,250 | $ 248,750
AEACQNAUTICS PROGRAMS PROGARAM | PROJECT PROJECT DESCRIPTION TOTAL $ - - - - - = - = 1AAP §
Divislon of Asronautics X178COM | - - - - |One Small Emergency Project $ 1,999 5 1,999
|Division of Asronautics X178UNC | - - - - |Uncommitted Funds S - $ -
LAST UPDATED: 20 12016 AERONAUTICS PROGRAMS SUB-TOTAL| $ 1,899 L 1&9.
Base for SFY17 = 000 The Asronautics Advi Board ved thia P 18 April 2016 $54,524,531 50,324,098 803,752 | $ 580,681
Additional for the SFY-17 Program from SFY-15 Uncommittad, Total avaliable o date $55,423.64 CQither Funds May Bs Available | Base B t Plus 40,881
. SPECIAL NOTE: Final ﬂmnl amounts may chmﬂe due ta the final FAA Hmnt amount at the 3.5% match rate, actual Blds m:e[vedl and minar acope chmu Er[or to construction. .

VABIM1 -

IAAP - IDAHO AIRPORT AID PROGRAMc-GRANTS-TO-AIRPORTS\SFY-17 - Grants 1o Alportsia - Anwal Budget and Afocaions\ IT8 Appravahaaro Dats\AERO SFY-17 LAAP_PROGRAM for [TB.dsx

Prinipd 59/2018
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Exhibit 470

Idaho Transportation Board - Special Meeting
Wednesday, June 8, 2016
10:30 a.m.
3311 W. State 5t. Boise, 1D 83707

PERMITTED TRUCKS ~ NEGOTIATED RULEMAKING

In April 2016, the |daho Transportation Department began negotiated rulemaking related to permitted
trucks. The department received comments and/or verbal testimony from approximately 40 citizens or
organizations between May 6 - May 31.The public comment period included & public hearing on May 25.
The hearing allowed for video conferencing at five of the department’s districts throughout the state,
along with the option to testify by Webinar or telephone.

Department staff reviewed the comments and testimony, and 17 general comment categories were
identified:

1} safety Inspections and Enforcement = {Owner inspections)
2} Safety Inspections and Enforcement = (Law Enforcement inspections)
3) Equipment / Overlegal Loads

4) Driver qualifications

5) Truck permitting

6) Road characteristics

7) 129K Regional Harmonization

8) Support for existing regulations/Rules

9) “Overlegal” terminolagy

10} Rulemaking process

11} Rulemaking scope

12} Enforcement and penalties

13) Reasonable access

14) Data collection

15} Funding

16} Local authaority

17} Allowable vehicle size

For each of these 17 categories, a concept sheet is provided with corresponding titles.

Page 1of 2



Exhibit 470

ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

SAFETY INSPECTIONS AND ENFORCEMENT
(OWNER INSPECTIONS)

Intent — As per directions by the Governor’s letter, the Department has initiated Negotiated
Rule Making. As part of the process of negotiated rulemaking, the Department has sought
public comments and input pertaining to the following:

s Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
s Regional harmonization

* Improved permitting process

* Improved customer service

Comments - Comments were received from ISP encouraging the Department to adopt Federal
Motor Carrier Administration Rule, 49 CFR Part 396.17 and 396.19, relating to Owner
inspections of Commercial Motor Vehicles (CMV) operating under overlegal permits.

Proposed Modification by Commenter - ITD should adopt a requirement that all overlegal
permit applicants are required to self-certify that they have performed inspections in
accordance with 49 CFR Part 396.17 and 396.19, prior to obtaining an overlegal permit.

This new requirement will not impact those operating under an agricultural exemption.

Analysis - Every vehicle operating under the authority of an overlegal permit issued by the
Department would self-certify that they meet the requirements as set forth in Federal Motor
Carrier Administration (FMCSA) 49 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 396.17 and 396.19.
The term “commercial motor vehicle” inciudes each vehicle in a combination of a commercial
motor vehicle. For example, a tractor semitrailer would consist of the tractor, the semitrailer,
and/or the full trailer (including the converter dolly, if so equipped).

Under this rule, Motor carriers must ensure that individuals performing annual inspections are
qualified as fallows:
(1) Understand the inspection criteria set forth in FMCSA 49 CFR Part 393 and
Appendix G and can identify defective components;
(2) Are knowledgeable of and have mastered the methods, procedures, tools and
equipment used when performing an inspection; and
{3) Are capable of performing an inspection by reason of experience, training, or both as
follows:
(i) Successfully completed a Federal-or State-sponsored training program or have
a certificate from a State or Canadian Province that qualifies the individuals to
perform commercial motor vehicle safety inspections, or




(ii) Have a combination of training or experience totaling at least one (1) year.
Such training or experience may consist of:
(A) Participation in a commercial motor vehicte manufacturer-sponsored
training program or similar commercial training program designed to
train students in commercial motor vehicle operation and maintenance;
(B) Experience as a mechanic or inspector in a motor carrier maintenance
program;
(C) Experience as a mechanic or inspector in commercial motor vehicle
maintenance at a commercial garage, fleet leasing company, or similar
facility; or
(D) Experience as a commercial motor vehicle inspector for a State,
Provincial or Federal government.
(E} Motor carriers and intermodal equipment providers must retain
evidence of that individual's qualifications under this section.

Proposed Modification — Language would be inserted in Administrative Rule 39.03.12 — Rules
Governing Safety Requirements of Overlegal Permits to state the proper inspection
requirements for all vehicles that are operating under the authority of an overlegal permit
issued by the Department.

This new requirement will nat impact those operating under an agricultural exemption.
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ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

SAFETY INSPECTIONS AND ENFORCEMENT
{LAW ENFORCEMENT INSPECTION)

Intent — As per directions by the Governor’s letter, the Department has initiated Negotiated
Rule Making to request and receive information pertaining to the following:

e Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
¢ Regional harmonization

e |mproved permitting process

e |mproved customer service

Comment - Several comments were received stating that the current number of inspections
conducted on commercial motor vehicles (CMV) is sufficient. Other comments focused on
enhancing inspection/enforcement program.

Analysis — The ldaho State Police (ISP) has oversight of the safety inspection program and is
currently funded to perform truck inspections and authorizes ITD to perform cursory
inspections. Idaho Code § 67-2901 and IDAPA 11.13.01, which adopts parts of FMCSA's 49 CFR,
currently give the Idaho State Police (ISP) Commercial Vehicle Safety (CVS) Troopers the
authority to conduct driver and vehicle safety inspections of commercial motor vehicles (CMV).
IC § 40-510 and § 40-511 gives ITD Ports of Entry (POE) the authority to conduct safety
inspections in relation to Idaho driver and vehicle equipment laws. Through an MOU with ISP,
ITD is enabled to enforce a limited number of the federal regulations.

ISP is the lead agency for commercial vehicle highway safety and designated as the lead
agency for the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Assistance Program (MCSAP), which enables grant
recipients to promote CMV safety. CVS is primarily funded through federal grants. CVS
troopers receive certification from the Commercial Vehicle Safety Alliance {CVSA) and are
certified to conduct full inspections, including roadside inspections. There are four major
levels of vehicle inspections performed by ISP. Three of the four inspections include
inspection of the vehicle braking systems. ISP aiso does full vehicle safety inspections, which
include all safety components on the CMV's listed in 49 CFR Part 393. These inspections
normally average 45 minutes to complete and are conducted at roadside or at POE’s. A CVSA
inspection is submitted to FMCSA for tracking and to keep drivers and carriers in compliance
with regulations.

POE inspectors have limited peace officer authority outlined in IC § 40-510 and 511. They
conduct driver and walk around safety inspections. Inspections are conducted at POE’s and
pertain to driver safety, credentialing, limited vehicle safety, size and weight and permits.
These inspections average 10 — 15 minutes.




In calendar year 2015:
ISP CVS completed the following:

* 9467 Commercial Vehicle Inspections and 2578 vehicle/equipment out of service violations
* 17D completed 4,616 inspections and 744 agriculture inspections

As the lead agency, ISP presented information stating that on a national level, "Equipment
violations account for ~8% of the commercial vehicles {sic) crashes with brakes/brake system
failures having potential for the biggest impact.” As a result, ITD conducted an in depth
historical safety evaluation of Idaho commercial vehicle accident rates associated with
equipment failure or defect. During the 2010-2014 timeframe there were a total of 110,480
crashes statewide, and of those 3,912 involved tractor-trailer combinations. Over the five (5)
year period, crashes involving tractor-trailer combination vehicles where a vehicle defect was 3
contributing circumstance comprised just 3.4% of crashes, and just 0.1% of all crashes in the
state. Further, during this period only 0.79% of tractor-trailer crashes involved brake
malfunction or defect which comprises only 0.028% of ali accidents statewide.

Additional enhancements to the CMV inspection program could be accomplished with
additional funding for more inspections of CMVS. However, based upon the low accident rate
attributable to vehicle malfunctions, such does not appear warranted.

Based on these low accident rates, we believe the ISP led inspection process in its current form
is valid and effective.

Additional funding for an enhanced inspection program would need to be a policy decision and
go through the legislative process.
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ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

EQUIPMENT/OVERLEGAL LOADS

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding 51229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
* Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
= Regional harmonization
e |mproved permitting process

Improved customer service

Comment - There were multiple comments submitted on improving the functionality and
safety of Commercial Motor Vehicles (CMV) through emerging safety technology. Comments
also included suggestions to modify existing rules to require various vehicle safety technologies,
focusing on both current and emerging technologies. Examples of current technologies include
such things as ABS braking systems, whereas emerging technologies include: lane departure,
stability control, rear cameras, and crash avoidance systems.

Analysis ~ Currently, the Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards (FMVSS) contain minimum
requirements for brake systems. For example, 49 CFR Part 571.121 specifically addresses air
brake systems used on commercial motor vehicles. Beginning in the 1990’s, the FMVSS’s
phased in additional brake requirements for commercial motor vehicles, including automatic
slack adjusters to automatically adjust brakes, ABS brake systems, and minimum thicknesses for
brake linings and pads. In addition, the Commercial Vehicle Safety Alliance {CVSA) has kept the
North American Standard Out-Of-Service Criteria updated annually to reflect any changes to
brake regulations.

Requiring any of the additional vehicle safety emerging technologies stated by commenters,
such as crash avoidance technologies, would exceed current federal safety standards and would
not be in harmony with our surrounding states.

The staff opines the current FMVSS regulations for air brake systems are sufficient. However,
for the brake systems to remain effective, they need to be maintained to the FMVSS applicable
standards for the year the commercial motor vehicle was manufactured. Staff recommends
adding language to the ITD IDAPA rules that requires brakes be maintained to the FMVSS
standard in effect at the time the commercial motor vehicle was manufactured.
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ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

DRIVER QUALIFICATIONS

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding 51229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs

Regional harmonization

Improved permitting process

Improved customer service

Comment — Comments were received from ISP and others regarding driver training, age requirements,
and enhanced driver qualifications for drivers of Long Combination Vehicles {LCV): suggestions included
rulemaking for minimum driver qualifications and/or certifications such as COL holders operating 129K
vehicles be at least 25 years of age and have two years of doubles/triples experience before being
eligible to operate up to 129K,

Proposed Madification:

Specifically, ISP proposed adopting the FMCSA rules that govern the training requirements
for LCV's as contained in 49 CFR Part 380. These requirements include: 1) A driver who wishes
to operate an LCV shall first take and successfully complete an LCV driver-training program that
will provide the knowledge and skills necessary to safely operate an LCV; 2) Include a
grandfather clause for those drivers who meet the requirements listed in 49 CFR 380.111. To
qualify the driver must provide proof of operating an LCV for minimum of two years prior to the

application for LCV “T” endorsement. 3} Increasing the age limit for ali LCV drivers to 21 years of age
or older.

Analysis — The information below outlines the current process/requirements for obtaining a
CDL with a doubles/triples endorsement. Current Idaho code complies with the laws set forth
by the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (FMCSA) with regard to minimum driver
training and qualifications for the operation of LCV.

Current LCV licensing requirements include:

* The Idaho CDL manual provides the FMCSA required reading material that all applicants
for a “T” endorsement (an endorsement on a CDL to pull double and triple trailers) must
study, and the test for that material is administered by the Idaho county sheriff's driver
licensing offices.

* No applicant will be issued a “T” endorsement on their CDL until he or she passes the
required test.




Idaho drivers must obtain a Class A CDL before the “T” endorsement can be added to
the COL.
Under current rules, most drivers with a “T” Endorsement will also be required to
undergo LCV training by their employer before operating a long commercial vehicle, per
FMCSA rules. The training outlined for LCV operators is not part of the testing/training
required by FMCSA to be administered by the Idaho Transpartation Department or its
agents at this time.
The following Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulations (FMCSR) specify the additional
training and certification requirements an employer and driver must follow before the
driver can legally operate most vehicles towing double and/or triple trailers.

§380.113 - Employer responsibilities

§380.201 - General requirements

§380.203 - LCV Doubles

§380.205 ~ LCV Triples
Per Idaho State Police, statistics nationwide have proven that 87% of crashes are caused
by driver error.
Currently Idaho code allows an 18-year-old driver the ability to get a class A, B or C CDL.

Any driver with a current CDL can take a written test to receive a double or triples
endorsement. Upon receiving the endorsement the driver is allowed to begin operating
the LCV's without a skills test.

Staff recommendation: Implementation of a training program as listed in 49 CFR 380 through
the Idaho Legislature would better train and qualify drivers to operate over-legal LCV's. It would
also help insure compliance with FMCSA rulemaking.
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ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

TRUCK PERMITTING

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding $1229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
o Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
e Regional harmonization

Improved permitting process

Improved customer service

Comment - Various comments and concerns were received concerning the Truck Permitting
and Information process. These comments and concerns included:

A. Automated Permitting System - Need by industry for continuous access to automated
permitting system. There is a need for ITD to acquire a new automated permitting system

that would allow customers to obtain overlegal permits 24/7 to ensure mobility of goods
and services.

B. Increase maximum Dimensions for Ag Permits — Request by implement dealers to increase
overlegal permits for implements of husbandry with maximum annual dimensions of 19'11”
wide and 16’ in high. Industry proposes that this modification to rule would increase
efficiency of movement, eliminating the sometimes cumbersome requirements of single
trip permits.

C. Update ITD Permit Manual - Need to update the ITD Permit Manual. Several sections of
the manual are outdated and difficult to read and understand.

D. Discourage Long-Term Use Of Overlegal Permits - Long term use of overlegal permits
should be discouraged, especially for trucks that circumvent size and weight restrictions.

E. Improve Color Coded Route Map - Need to improve color coded maps and provide the
proper web links to each route throughout Administrative Rules. ITD should improve color
coded maps by utilizing one color for each route designation.

F. Better Enforcement of Overlegal Permits - Need for specific, measurable and attainable
method of verification and enforcement to ensure that overweight permitted vehicles are
complying with the permit requirements and designated routes.




G. Single State-Wide 129K Permit - Need for a single 129K permit to allow travel on all state
and local roads. It is time consuming to obtain a separate 129K permit from each local
jurisdiction the hauler wishes to travel. A single 129K permit for all designated routes in the _
state would be an efficiency and cost savings. _

H. Minimum Power Axles - Requests that a section be added in 35.03.22 that requires all
power units to have a minimum number of powered axles {2} to reduce the impacts to
pavement while the vehicle is accelerating to operational speed or while it is pulling up a
steep grade.

I.  Minimum Axles Required - Modification requested to require a 129K permitted vehicle to
have a minimum of 10 axles when operating at the maximum weight limit. Requiring a
minimum of 10 axels on 129K vehicles is consistent with previous truck schematics/
information presented by industry.

Analysis -

A. Automated Permitting System - Currently ITD utilizes a mainframe system that makes it
impossible for continuous 24/7 access for industry to obtain any single trip overlegal
permits. Currently, industry can obtain annual overlegal permits 24/7 through the website
ACCESS Idaho.gov. However, industry would like to be able to obtain single trip permits in
the same manner.

Staff recommends: This is a modernization of systems issue and DMV has declared that an
alternate solution will be forthcoming within 2-3 years.

B. Increase maximum Dimensions for Ag Permits - ITD modified Administrative Rule
39.03.19, Rules Governing Annual Overlegal Permits, in 2016 to increase annual overlegal
permits to a new maximum width of 16’ from 14’6" due to a similar request by the
agricultural industry.

Staff recommends: Maintaining current width and height requirements so that staff are
involved in order to provide for the safety and oversight of these overlegal movements.

C. Update ITD Permit Manuat - Most recent Permit Manual update was performed in 2013.
Staff recommends: ITD concurs with comment and Permit Manual is scheduled to be _
updated this year.

D. Discourage Long-Term use of Overlegal Permits - Currently ITD has the ability to revoke
overlegal permits as per Administrative Rule 39.03.23, Rules Governing Revocation of
Overlegal Permits. Permits can be revoked for many violations of the permit such as:
failure to travel on designated routes, proper safety and travel requirements, and exceeding
proper weight limitations.

Staff recommends: No change to current rule.




Improve Color coded Route Map - Color coded maps are detailed on ITD's website. They
are also required to be attached to the overlegal permit which a customer must have in
their poassession while transporting an overlegal load.

Staff recommends: Web links can be placed in the ITD Permit manual, however, since web
link addresses change staff opines it would not be beneficial to be in the Permit Manual.

Better Enforcement of Overtegal Permits - Performance metrics detailing verification and
enfarcement of permits can be obtained based on the enforcement actions by ITD Port of
Entry roadside inspectors and authorized law enforcement personnel as verified by FHWA
annual reviews/audits. Current Idaho code and IDAPA rules adequately provide
enforcement tools.

Staff recommends: No change to current rule,

Single State-Wide 129K Permit - The Legislature has provided authority to the local
jurisdiction through Idaho Code 49-1004A(1) which provides that local jurisdictions shall
issue special permits for 129K routes within their local jurisdictions. In order to provide for
a single statewide 129K permit, either 1) this section will need to be modified to give ITD
jurisdiction over all 129K routes within the state, or 2) the local jurisdictions would need to
grant ITD authority to issue 129K permits on local routes as an agent of the local highway
jurisdiction.

Staff recommends: These concepts can be explored with local jurisdictions.

Minimum Power Axles ~ To mandate this requirement could hinder commerce, impede
economic opportunity, and cause Idaho to be in disharmony with surrounding states.
Staff recommends: No change to current rule.

Minimum Axles Required - Current permitted vehicles operating on 129K designated
highways can achieve a weight above 105.5K up to 129K by complying with Idaho Code
section 49-1001 which mirrors Federal Formula B. While previous overlegal permit
applications have included schematics/information illustrating 10 axle vehicle combinations,
Idaho Code section 49-1001 does not mandate 10 axle vehicle combinations. To mandate
this requirement could hinder commerce, impede economic opportunity, and cause Idaho
to be in disharmony with surrounding states.

Staff recommends: No change to current rule.
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ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

ROADWAY CHARACTERISTICS FOR 129K ROUTES

intent - This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding 51229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
e Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
s Regional harmonization
e Improved permitting process
e Improved customer service

Comment — Numerous comments were received regarding characteristics which should be
used in the designation of state 129K routes. Below are the characteristics proposed:

A. Sight distance of 400ft for vehicles traveling at 60 mph and 200 feet for vehicles
traveling at 30 mph
Minimurn 2ft shoulder width
Passing lanes required where grades are 5% or greater and longer than 2 miles
Runaway truck ramps required where grades are 5% or greater and longer than
2 miles
Provide adequate Chain-up and Chain-down areas
Provide reader boards during adverse weather conditions
Set maximum speed limits of 65MPH on 129k routes
. Seasonal reduction in load limits (spring break-up)
Northern ldaho roads are not suitable for 129K designation

o

Tomm

Staff recommends: No change to rule based upon the information below.
Analysis

A. Sight distance of 400ft for vehicles traveling at 60 mph and 200 feet for vehicles traveling at
30 mph.

The AASHTO Green Book sets engineering and design standards for the construction of new
roadways. Itis not intended to be used as the basis of establishing 129K route designations.
The AASHTO Green Book does not attempt to provide sight distance standards for 129K routes.
The Green Book provides: “the recommended stopping sight distances [contained herein) are
based on passenger car operation and do not explicitly consider design for truck operation.”




B. Minimum 2ft shoulder on 129k routes.

Roadway shoulder width is a factor that affects safety for all travelers on 129K designated
highways. Shoulder improvements are considered during highway reconstruction projects.
129K vehicles have the same length and width requirements as 105.5K vehicles. When
designing new routes or reconstructing existing routes, the ITD Roadway Design Manual
provides standards on shoulder widths based on route type, level of construction, traffic
volumes, speeds, and percentage of commercial vehicles.

Roadway shoulder width is incorporated into ITD’s allowable off-tracking routes map that is
used to regulate extra-length vehicle combinations.

C. Passing lanes required where grades are 5% or greater and longer than 2 miles.

The need for additional passing lanes is not associated with the gross weight of the 129K
vehicles using the designated routes. Typically 129K vehicles do not require additional passing
lanes beyond those utilized by 105.5K vehicles.

Passing lanes on two-lane highways are designed per ITD’s Roadway Design Manual. Highway
design speeds and sight distances are among the factors considered when evaluating locations
for passing lanes. Volumes of commeurcial vehicles are addressed through the use of the
Highway Capacity Manual for determining the level of service calculations.

Idaho Administrative Rules already address the power to weight ratio of all trucks (regardless of
weight} by requiring all trucks (including ones that weigh up to 129,000 Ibs.) to be capable of
maintaining uphill speeds of no less than 20 mph.

D. Runaway truck ramps required where grades are 5% or greater and longer than 2 miles.

Need for runaway truck ramps {escape ramps) are warranted in cases where runaway trucks
could reach downhill speeds of 80MPH without leaving the roadway. Typically runaway truck
ramps are used on long, relatively straight grades. ITD follows the guidance given in the
AASHTO Green Book in the design of truck emergency escape ramps on new highways.

Runaway truck ramps are already constructed at all known locations on the state highway
system where warranted. While the gross weight of the truck is a factor in designing the length
and depth of the ramp, it is not a factor used in determining the need for one. The location of
runaway truck ramps is based upon an engineering analysis of locations where high truck
speeds would result in the truck leaving the roadway.




E. Provide adequate Chain-up and Chain-down areas.

Itis important to note that on all approved routes, a permit is required for 129K loads. These
permits do not allow loads to operate in adverse weather conditions.

Chain-up and chain-down locations are determined based on documented instances of trucks
losing traction during winter conditions. Should these instances continue in frequency, ITD
would investigate the feasibility of additional chain-up and chain-down sites at these locations.
This would be applicable for all vehicles, not just 129K vehicles.

F. Provide reader boards during adverse weather conditions.

It is impaortant to note that on all approved 129K designated routes, a permit is required for
129K loads. These permits do not allow loads to operate in adverse weather conditions.

Many highways on the State system have Dynamic Message Signs permanentiy installed to
provide road users with information on driving conditions. Portable Changeable Message Signs
(PCMS) are frequently placed in advance of difficult driving conditions in order to give motorists
advance warning or information.

in addition to reader boards, Idaho 511 Traveler information is also available to all road users.
Special information for truckers is kept up to date on that system as well.

G. Set maximum speed limits of 655SMPH on 129k routes.

Per recent Idaho Code modifications, 129K vehicles are soon to be allowed on Idaho's Interstate
Highway system. Truck speed limits on this system are as high as 70MPH and other vehicles are
allowed to go 8OMPH. Per Idaho Code section 49-201, speed limits are set in accordance with
speed studies and engineering analysis.

H. Seasonal reduction in load fimits {spring break-up)

Idaho Code section 49-1005 provides authority to the Idaho Transportation Board to reduce
allowable weight, size, or speeds of vehicles traveling on state highways when in the opinion of
the Board failure to reduce vehicle weight, size, or speed will cause damage to the road by
reason of climatic or other conditions or will interfere with the safe and efficient use of the
highway by the traveling public.

Additionally, IDAPA 39.03.14 provides administrative rules applicable to vehicle size, weight,
and speed limitations during spring break-up season.




k. Northern Idaho roads are not suitable for 129K designation.

Engineering analysis is applied in the selection of appropriate routes for 129K configurations
based on State and Federal Highway Standards. Each 129K route designation application on the
state highway system will be reviewed to determine the suitability for 129K vehicles. The
analysis of the route designation addresses the interaction of 129K vehicle combinations with
roadway geometry.

F £
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ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

129K REGIONAL HARMONIZATION

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding 51229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governar and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
« Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
s Regional harmonization
e Improved permitting process
* |mproved customer service

Comment — Comments were received expressing that regulatory requirements among the
states regarding issuance of 129K permits should be harmonious whenever possible.

Proposed Modification by Commenter — Commenters expressed an interest in modifying
existing overlegal rules to bring Idaho into closer harmony with surrounding states relating to
129K vehicles.

Analysis — In order to allow 129K vehicles on the interstate changes to Administrative Rule
39.03.15, Rules Governing Excess Weight Permits for Reducible Loads, will be necessary to bring
the rule into compliance with Idaho Code § 49-10048B. Section 49-1004B details that idaho
Interstate Highways (115, 184, 186, 190 and 1184) are identified as a “designated routes” allowing
movements up to 129K.

Staff recommends: Staff concludes Administrative Rule changes would be required to increase
regional harmonization of 129K permitting.
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ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

SUPPORT FOR EXISTING REGULATIONS/RULES

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding 51229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
e Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
* Regional harmonization
¢ |Improved permitting process
e Improved customer service

Comment - Comments were received expressing support for existing rules and regulations.
Several respondents commented that the current rules should not be altered and are sufficient
for 129K permits. Many comments also relayed that the current exemptions in federal and
state statutes should remain as is.

Proposed Modification — No specific administrative rule (or modification) was proposed. The
comments suggested no change to either existing federal and state regulations or rules was

necessary for the movement of up to 129K vehicles on Idaho’s highway system.

Analysis — Some specific rule improvements have also been proposed that are being analyzed
and considered on their own merits.

Staff recommends: No change needed.
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ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

“Over-lLegal”

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding 51229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs

Regional harmonization

Improved permitting process

Improved customer service

Comment - Several commenters said designating vehicles more than 80K as “over-legal”
insinuates they are not legal. They opined “over-legal” gives a negative and false connotation to
vehicles more than 80K, including 129K vehicles which are legally permitted to travel on
designated routes.

Proposed Modification — Commenters would like the term “over-legal” removed. No specific
suggestions were given as to a suitable replacement term.

Analysis — The term “over-legal” does not mean illegal. it means a shipment requires an “over-
legal” permit if it is more than 8.6 feet wide, has a height of more than 14 feet, or weighs more
than 80K. A vehicle also requires an over-legal permit, if it exceeds statutory length limits.

Staff recommendation: While staff agrees that the term “over-legal” may not be the most
accurate nomenclature, it will expend necessary time and resources researching alternative
designations.
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Rulemaking Process

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding $1229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs

Regional harmonization

e Improved permitting process

Improved customer service

Comment — The Idaho Farm Bureau Federation and the idaho Sugarbeet Growers Association
submitted comments regarding the rulemaking process. These stakeholders were confused as
to why there was no draft rule presented at the May 25™ public hearing. Additionally they have
requested ITD to author and publish draft rule(s) as soon as possible. There was also concern
regarding the Department’s timeline and hearing schedule. Furthermore, it was noted that the
Department should incorporate safety concerns and information from past legislative hearings
into its rulemaking process.

Proposed Modification — No administrative rule modification was offered by the commenters
to address this concern.

Analysis — The negotiated rulemaking process is flexible and fluid by design. It is an informal
process that is conducted in advance of the formal proposed rulemaking process. Negotiated
rulemaking is conducted with interested parties, in order to improve the final rule and expedite
the rulemaking process. This process allows the agency to leverage shared information,
knowledge, expertise and technical abilities from outside stakeholders.

This particular rulemaking was prompted by a letter from Governor Otter relating to
S$B1229 and 129K interstate route designations. Commensurate with suggestions from the
Governor and interested legislators ITD began the negotiated rulemaking process.

Any proposed administrative rule promulgated by the Department following the negotiated
rulemaking process will be commensurate with the statutory requirements for administrative
rulemaking.

Staff recommends: In an effort to use the most timely information available researching past
legislative testimony may not be the best source of relevant information.
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ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

RULEMAKING SCOPE

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding 51229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
e Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
e Regional harmonization
e Improved permitting process
e Improved customer service

Comments — Several comments were received regarding the scope of this negotiated
rulemaking process. The most common comment received was draft rules stemming from this
negotiated rulemaking should not be any more stringent than current federal regulations.
Commenters also regularly referenced that when it comes to driver qualifications,
vehicle/equipment and safety issues the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (FMCSA)
should be the controlling authority. Current FMCSA regulations relating to drivers, vehicles,
and safety are sufficient. Additionally some commented that issues associated with current
engineering highway standards are well beyond the scope of this rulemaking process. They
further stated their concern that broad changes to the current system could be harmful to
Idaho businesses. Furthermore, some commenters suggested that 129k rules for implementing
5B1229-2016 should be done separately from this rulemaking.

Proposed Modification by Commenter —~ No administrative rule modification was offered by
the commenters to address this concern.

Analysis — Administrative Rules cannot preempt federal or state statutes, However, states may
provide greater protections resulting in more stringent regulations in certain circumstances.
Based upon the suggestions received during this negotiated rulemaking process it does not
appear that the department would be entertaining administrative rules more restrictive than
those in current federal and state laws relating to 129K permitting.

Staff Recommendation: Some specific rule improvements have also been proposed that are
being analyzed and considered on their own merits.
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ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

ENFORCEMENT AND PENALTIES

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding 51229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
¢ Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
* Regional harmonization
¢ Improved permitting process
* Improved customer service

Comment — Numerous comments were received expressing the need for enhanced
enforcement and penalties for vehicles violating overlegal permit requirements or conditions.
These comments are summarized as follows:
a) Set stiff fines and penalties for those responsible for loading, as well as those operating
commercial permitted vehicles illegaliy.
b) Out-of-Service designations should be strictly enforced due to “imminent safety
hazard.”
¢} Regular evaluations of speed limits and strict enforcement of violations involving
passenger vehicles and trucks.
d) Increase inspections on routes that trucks use to bypass or avoid POEs.
e) Incentivize legal operation through possible tax breaks for legally operated permitted
vehicles,

Proposed Modification — While no specific administrative rule {or modification} was suggested,
the comments proposed increasing compliance through raising fines and penalties. They also
proposed denying overlegal permits for Out-of-Service orders by FMCSA. Commenters further
proposed support for POE personne! having additional inspection sites on routes which
suspected violators may utilize to avoid POE sites.

Commenters suggested required evaluations of speed limits and strict enforcement of
violations involving passenger vehicles and trucks.

Analysis -~ Collaboration with the Idaho Supreme Court is needed to increase the fines for
overlegal violations. Increasing penalties for the vehicle operators violating overlegal will
require legislation. Itis not yet known if legislation is appropriate/possible to punish those
responsible for the loading of goods on permitted vehicles. Currently, enforcement personnel
are able to cite the drivers of illegally operated permitted vehicles. it is the driver's
responsibility to abide by the proper size, weight, and safety requirements for the operation of
a permitted vehicle.

—
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Additional technologies could assist POE in staff utilization to increase inspections and deter
bypassing of fixed and roving POE sites. POE has incorporated technologies in remote locations
for virtual weigh stations and will cantinue to research and implement such technologies as
they become available and funding allows.

Compliance is currently being incentivized by the POE through the installation and use of Weigh
in Motion/Automatic Vehicle Identification systems allowing compliant size, weight and
credentialed carriers to legally bypass open fixed POE sites. This increases the compliant
vehicle’s efficiency and rewards the driver for being compliant. A reduction in permitted
vehicle registration or permit fees for compliance would need to be researched and would
require statutory modifications.

Staff recommendation:

Staff recommends collaboration with the Supreme Court of idaho in order to increase
fines for overlegal violations. Additionally, safety may be enhanced through a change to
Administrative Rule 39.03.23, Rules Governing Revocation of Overlegal Permits, to insert
language that will provide revocation due to an Out-of-Service order by FMCSA.



Exhibit 470

ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

REASONABLE ACCESS

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding 51229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
» Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
e Regional harmonization
e Improved permitting process
» Improved customer service

Comment - Comments were received relating to the Federal “Reasonable Access” requirement
which allows commercial motor vehicles to travel up to one mile off of their permitted route in
order to load or unload and to obtain essential services such as food, lodging, repairs, and fuel.
Comments focused on 1) not allowing this requirement to be used to circumvent size and
weight limits on local roads, and 2) not creating congestion in urban areas by allowing
permitted vehicles to travel on local roads.

Proposed Modification — No specific rule modification was proposed by the commenters.
Analysis — With regard to reasonable access, Federal law provides:

(a) No State may enact or enforce any law denying reasonable access to vehicles with
dimensions authorized by the STAA* between the NN and terminals and facilities for
food, fuel, repairs, and rest. In addition, no State may enact or enforce any law
denying reasonable access between the NN and points of loading and unloading to
household goods carriers, motor carriers of passengers, and any truck tractor-
semitrailer combination in which the semitrailer has a length not to exceed 28 feet
(28.5 feet where allowed pursuant to § 658.13(b)(5) of this part} and which generally
operates as part of a vehicle combination described in

5§ 658.13(b)(5) and 658.15(a) of this part.

{b) All States shall make available to commercial motor vehicle operators information
regarding their reasonable access provisions to and from the National Network.

(c) Nothing in this section shall be construed as preventing any State or local
government from imposing any reasonable restriction, based on safety
considerations, on access to points of loading and unloading by any truck tractor-
semitrailer combination in which the semitrailer has a length not to exceed 281/2 feet



and which generally operates as part of a vehicle combination described in
§§ 658.13(b){5) and 658.15(a).

{d) No State mavy enact or enforce any law denying access within 1 road-mile from the
National Network using the most reasonable and practicable route available except
for specific safety reasons on individual routes.

(e) Approval of access for specific vehicles on any individual route applies to all
vehicles of the same type regardiess of ownership. Distinctions between vehicle types
shall be based only on significant, substantial differences in their operating
characteristics.

(f} Blanket restrictions on 102-inch wide vehicles may not be imposed.
(g) Vehicle dimension limits shall not be more restrictive than Federal requirements.

(h) States shall ensure compliance with the requirements of this section for roads
under the jurisdiction of local units of government.

23 CFR 658.19 (Emphasjs added)(*State Transportation Assistance Act).

The Idaho Legisfature has recognized this exemption in Idaho Code section 49-1010(3):

Semitrailers operating on routes which are a part of the national network as set forth
in 23 CFR 658, on routes providing access between the national network and terminals
and facilities for food, fuel, repairs and rest which are located within one (1) road mile
of the national network and state highways as set forth by policy and approved by the
transportation board shall not exceed a length of 53 feet.

Staff recommends - The reasonable access exemption is part of the Federal law and may not be
modified or infringed upon by an ITD administrative rule.



Exhibit 470

ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

DATA COLLECTION

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding 51229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
o Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
* Regional harmonization
e Improved permitting process

Improved customer service

Comment - Comments were received relating to the collection of data for overlegal violations.
Specifically by having violation data available, enforcement personnel can focus on high risk
corridors. POE data relating to compliance should be collected and reviewed on a regular basis.

Proposed Modification — No specific rule medification was provided by the commenters.

Analysis - Vehicles are currently screened at Ports of Entry for the carrier’s safety score which is
based on the FMCSA Compliance, Safety, Accountability (CSA) program. The CSA program
collects and evaluates carrier and driver data to identify carriers with high risk behaviors and
measure a carrier’s safety performance using inspection and crash results.

On an annual basis, ITD reports size and weight enforcement efforts (citations, warnings, and
the number of vehicles weighed) to FHWA for evaluation of idaho’s size and weight
enforcement program. A list is compiled of the carriers with the 10 highest violation rates who
are then notified of the opportunity to have POE staff assist and provide education in an effort
to increase company compliance. POE staff also evaluates commercial traffic patterns on state
highways through traffic survey and analysis monitoring stations. POE staff also assigns assets
to ensure roadside enforcement is utilized at locations where there is a high violation rate.

Staff recommends: Currently, POE staff submits an annual review analysis to the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) to be evaluated for the effectiveness of Idaho’s size and
weight program.



Exhibit 470

PERMITTED TRUCKS - ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

FUNDING

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2016, letter from Governor
Otter regarding 51229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
e Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
* Regional harmonization
e Improved permitting process
* Improved customer service

Comment — Concerns were raised by the Ada County Highway District, the Idaho Association of
Highway Districts, the 1daho Association of Counties and the Local Highway Technical Assistance
Council, regarding the impact heavier loads have on road and bridge infrastructure and the
resulting costs for maintenance and repair.

The Ada County Highway District pointed to the 129,000 Pound Pilot Project Report of 2013,
where private industries reported significant savings from using these vehicles. Specifically, Ada
County Highway District wants these savings to result in increased permit fees in order to offset
increased costs for damage to public infrastructure. The Idaho Association of Counties noted
counties will require additional revenue from heavier vehicles in order to ensure proper
maintenance of roads.

Proposed modification ~ Commenters recommended increasing permit fees for 129K
permitted vehicles.

Analysis — Currently registration fees for commercial vehicles are set on a sliding scale for
weight taking into account any increased road use caused by heavier loads. Commercial vehicle
operators who travel in Idaho currently pay a combination of registration fees, fuel tax, and in
some cases, permit fees. Registration and fuel tax fees are set in statute by the legislature,
Registration fees are hased on vehicle weight and miles traveled.

For example, if the vehicle types shown below traveled between 20,001 - 35,000 miles in the
state, the registration fee would be as listed:

80,000 pound vehicle $1,700
105,500 pound vehicle $2,358
129,000 pound vehicle 52,965



By statute registration fees and fuel taxes are proportioned to the Highway Distribution
Account which divides the fees among the idaho Transportation Department (57%), Local
Jurisdictions (38%) and Idaho State Police (5%). Increased fuel tax and registration fees
approved by the 2015 Idaho Legislature were apportioned 60% to the Idaho Transportation
Department and 40% to local highway jurisdictions.

Idaho’s statutorily directed fee structure for road usage does assess higher fees for vehicles
that are larger or heavier.

Staff recommends: Any change to registration fees for heavy vehicles is a policy decision and a
legislative prerogative. Overlegal permit fees are set by administrative rule. The administrative
costs incurred in the processing, issuance and enforcement of overlegal permits. IDAPA
39.03.21.100.



Exhibit 470

ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

LOCAL AUTHORITY

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2018, letter from Governor
Otter regarding 51229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Department began the negotiated rulemaking process. |

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following: “
» Safety, such as driver qualifications and equipment needs
» Regional harmonization
e Improved permitting process
* |mproved customer service

Comment — Comments were received expressing concern that nothing in the negotiated |
rulemaking process be used to usurp the authority of local jurisdictions over the roads and
highways within their localities. The concerns focused on the Counties and Highway Districts
retaining their exclusive authority to issue permits and designate routes for 129K vehicles
within their jurisdictions.

Proposed Modification — No administrative rule modification was offered by the commenters
to address this concern.

Analysis -~ The Idaha Code is clear that authority over the roads and highways within iocal
jurisdictions is held exclusively with the local jurisdiction. “

Specific to 129K routes and permits, Idaho Code section 49-1004A(3) clearly provides for
the exclusive jurisdiction of local counties and highway districts over their roads.

Nothing in this section shall limit the exclusive jurisdiction of a local authority in its
discretion to decline to designate, to revoke or modify an existing designation, or to
place limits upon the designation of, highways within its jurisdiction that it determines
hereunder to have public safety concerns or limited structural capacity of pavement,
bridges or other appurtenances. b

I.C. & 49-1004A(3){emphasis added).

More generally, Idaho Code section 40-1310(1) provides the exclusive jurisdiction of
highway districts over their roads.

The commissioners of a highway district have exclusive general supervision and
jurisdiction gver all highways and gublic rights-of-way within their highway system, with
full power to construct, maintain, repair, acquire, purchase and improve all highways

TN
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within their highway system, whether directly or by their own agents and employees or
by contract. Except as otherwise provided in this chapter in respect to the highways
within their highway system, a highway district shall have all of the powers and duties
that would by law be vested in the commissioners of the county and in the district
directors of highways if the highway district had not been organized.

I.C. § 40-1310(1)(emphasis added}.

Likewise section 40-1406 provides the same exclusive jurisdiction to single county-wide
highway districts as those provided to highway district commissions set forth above. “The
highway commissioners of a county-wide highway district shali exercise all of the powers and
duties provided in chapter 13 of this title ...." 1.C. § 40-1406.

A significant statutory change would be required in order for ITD to usurp the exclusive
authority of a county or highway district’s authority over the roads and highways within the
county or highway district’s jurisdiction.

Staff recommends: Not modifying existing Idaho code, thereby retaining county or highway
district’s exclusive authority to issue permits or designate 129K routes within their jurisdictions.



Exhibit 470

ADMINISTRATIVE RULE CONCEPT

ALLOWABLE VEHICLE SIZE

Intent — This negotiated rulemaking was prompted by a March 21, 2018, letter from Governor
Otter regarding $1229 relating to 129K vehicle interstate route designations. Commensurate
with suggestions from the Governor and interested legislators, the Idaho Transportation
Departrent began the negatiated rulemaking process.

The Department has sought public comments and input pertaining to the following:
e Safety, such as driver qualifications and eguipment needs

Regional harmonization

s Improved permitting process

» Improved customer service

Comment = In order to bring Idaho into compliance with the recently passed Fixing America's
Surface Transportation Act (FAST) which allows stinger steered auto transporters an overall
legal tength of 80 feet and increases their legal overhang. Idaho Code section 49-1010 was
modified to increase legal overhang for an automobile transporter from 7 feet to 10 feet (4 feet
front and 6 feet rear overhang).

Proposed Modification — Modify Administrative Rule 39.03.06 to bring it into compliance with
recent amendments to Idaho Code.

Analysis — A cancept was brought forward to amend IDAPA 39.03.06 to comply with
modifications brought about by the passage of Senate Bill 1261-2016. This amendment
modified Idaho Code section 49-1010 to provide uniformity with the FAST Act. The
maodification of Idaho code requires an administrative rule amendment to remove reference to
stinger-steered automobile transporters.

Staff recommends: As the legal length limits for overhang are defined in Idaho Code section
49-1010, there is no need for this section in the Administrative Rule.
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2016
SAFETY REST AREAS AND OASIS PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM

BASIC PLUS — a public roadside facility that is located in areas directly accessible to low to a3 medium volume State or
US highways. A Basic Plus Safety Rest Area will provide the basic human needs 1o the traveling public plus furnish
ather amenities such as potable water, flush toilets, and picnic tables,

DELUXE - a public roadside facility that is located in areas directly accessible to a medium to high volume State, US, or
Interstate highways. A Deluxe Safety Rest Area will include all of the amenities of 2 Basic Plus Safety Rest Area plus
vending machines, designated pet areas and traveler information. The preferred design includes vestibules, where
climactic conditions warrant, and at least one family-assist restroom to accommedate people with small children and
those assisting others with disabilities.

GATEWAY - a public roadside facility that is located in areas directly accessible 10 a medium or high volume State, US
or Interstate highway and located near important regions of the state or tourist entrances into the state. A Gateway Safety
Rest Area will include all of the amenities of a DELUXE Safety Rest Area plus adequate space for a staffed Visitor
Information Center.

SAFETY REST AREA CLASSIFICATION

Existing Safety Rest Area Mccting Requirements

PROGC REST AREA APPROX. HWY ADT
FY TYPE REST AREA LOCATION DIST RTE M.P. 2015
MR Basic Plus Sheep Creek 2 [JS-95 189 2,400
MR Basic Plus Mineral Mountain 2 US-93 371 2,800
MR Deluxe Midvale 3 US-935 101 2,300
MR Deluxe Blacks Creck EB 3 [-84 62 23,000
MR Deluxe Blacks Creek WB 3 1-34 62 23.000
MR Galeway Snake River View 3 I-84 1 18.500
MR Deluxe Bliss EB 4 1-84 133 16,000
MR Deluxe Bliss WB 4 1-84 133 16,000}
MR Deluxe Cotterell EB 4 1-84 229 8.700
MR Deluxe Cotterell WB 4 1-84 229 3,700
MR Basic Plus Hagerman 4 US-30 184 1,800
MR Deluxe Juniper NB 4 [-84 269 8,400
MR Deluxe Juniper SB 4 1-84 269 8,400
MR Deluxe Timmerman 4 US-20 177/101 1,400/

/SH-75 2.900
MR Gateway Chemry Creek 5 I-15 7 10,500
MR Dejuxe Big Lost River 6 US-20/26 265 1,600
MR Basic Plus Clark Hill 6 US-26 357 4.100
MR Gateway Dubois 6 I-15 167 3.300

Existing Safety Rest Area
{Rehabilitation/Expansion or Proposed Reconstruction Upgrade)

PROG REST AREA APPROX. HWY ADT
FY TYPE REST AREA LOCATION DIST RTE M.P. 2015
RE Basic Plus Huetter WB I 1-9(0 8 54,000
RE Gateway Huetter EB 1 1-90 8 56,000
RE Basic Plus Lenore 2 Us-12 28 3,300
RE Basic Plus Jerome EB 4 1-84 171 24,500
RE Deluxe Malad Summit 5 I-15 a5 9,600
RE Deluxe North Blackfoot NB 5 I-15 101 22,500
RE Deluxe North Blackfoot SB 5 [-15 101 22,500
RE Deluxe Coldwater 5 [-86 19 7.100
RE Deluxe Massacre Rocks 5 I-86 3l 7.100
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Publi¢/Private & Qasis Partnerships

PROG HWY ADT
FY PUBLIC/PRIVATE STOP LOCATION DIST RTE APPROX. MLP, 2015
MR Oasis Partnership at Flying J 5 I-15B 4 8,400

Truck Stop at McCammen
MR Winchester Rest Area 2 US-95 252 3,400
Partnership Rest Area/Visitor Center

PROG APPROX HWY ADT
FY VISITOR CENTER LOCATION PARTNER DIST. RTE M.P. 2015
MR Visitor Center at Bonners Ferry City of Bonners Ferry | US-95B 507 12,500
MR Rest Area at Lost Trail Pass Montana Depaniment 6 US-93 350 630

of Transportation
MR Rest Area at Lolo Pass {Gateway) U.S. Forest Service/ 2 Us-12 174 580
MDOT

MR — Indicates rest areas that currently meet requirements and are included in the normal eycle and schedule for rehabilitation or
reconstruction program.

RE — Indicates rest area projecis not currently programmed that may need Rehabilitation or Expansion in order to meet requirements based on
facility assessments,

50
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FINAL Working Plan Summary EXHIBIT 472

| GARVEE PROGRAM CORRIDOR BUDGETS
June 2016
{millions of dollars, rounded)
GARVEE FUNDS FORMULA | TOTAL
—_u_.n-mnn Phase 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 TOTAL FUNDS FUNDING
US 95, Garwood to Sagle
mzq_m_”.._:_”:-m_ n_mua.“.nmnm?_.”_:m w*u_”._m.maum PE & PC 18.3 5.6 . . - - 23.9 . 23.9
corridor. Reconstruct 15.8 miles of U.5. 85,
from Garwood to Granite with 3 new e 8.3 14.6 25 01 z . 23.0 5.3 25.3
interchanges and select frontage roads. CN 03 32.0 14 0.4 0.3 46.7 81.1 16.1 97.2
Corridor Total 27.5 52.2 1.8 0.5 0.3 46.7 129.0 214 150.4
US 95, Worley North
Recanstruct 4.2 miles of U.5. 95 to 4-lane  |pg g p¢ 0.2 - b - = - 0.2 = 0.2
divided highway with new Interchange at ROW @ 5 r 03 = c 03 . 03
Idaho 58.
CN 49.5 4.1 0.2 - - = 53.8 - 538
Corridor Total 49.7 4.1 0.2 0.3 - - 54.3 - 54.3
Idaho 16, ICT 1-84 to Emmett
Environmental clearance of 6.7 miles of new |pg g, pc 7.4 5.0 0.2 4.9 5 L 215 . 215
lignment from Jct |-84 to daho 44 of & 1oy 0.8 6.0 50| 186 19 32 355 48 403
lane highway. Construct new highway from
.S, 20/26 (Chinden) 1o Kdaho 44 (State). | <N 03 7.1 46 5.9 6.7 204 45.0 0.9 45.9
Corridor Total 8.5 22.1 9.8 29.4 8.6 23.6 102.0 5.7 107.7
I-84, Caldwell to Meridian
Environmental clearance of 18 miles PE & PC 23.9 8.2 1.5 - 5 35 37.1 16 38.7
of I-84 from Karcher IC to Five Mile Road. ROW 4.7 181 0.8 R 5 15 261 13 26.4
Recanstruct and widen the Interstate
trom Franklin iC to Meridian IC. CN 23.9 723 43.1 44.0 - 23.0 206.3 58 212.1
Corridor Total 52.5 98.6 45.4 44.0 - 28.0 268.5 8.7 277.2
—_.wa. Orchard to Isaacs Canyon
qm&:#mnm pavement between Broadway PE & PC 87 49 = = 2.6 4.1 203 37 24.0
1 Eisenman, Reconstruct Interstate from
Cole/Overtand to Broadway. Reconstruct — L o 0.7 h 5 i 6.5 L5 e
the Orchard and Vista interchanges. CN 18.9 20.5 54.3 0.1 o 56.8 150.6 29.1 179.7
Corridor Total| 28.2 30.6 55.0 0.1 2.6 60.9 177.4 33.2 210.6
US 30, McCammon to Lava Hot Springs
Reconstruct nearly 9.5 miles of U.5, 30 from [pg g pe 3.6 25 03 . . - 6.4 . 6.4
McCammon to Lava Hot Springs, including ROW 1 = ) i = _ ) ) i
the Topaz Bridge the Portneuf River Bridges.
CN 24.2 33.8 16.1 3.8 - - 779 14 79.3
Corridor Total 27.8 36.3 16.4 3.8 - - 84.3 1.4 85.7
JProgram Management 20.4 8.5 5.4 3.9 0.5 3.5 42.2 0.9 43.1
Phase Total|PE & PC 82.5 38.7 7.4 8.8 31 111 151.6 6.2 157.8
Phase Total [ ROW 15.0 43.9 6.9 19.0 19 47 91.4 118 103.2
Phase Total|CN 117.1 169.8 119.7 54.2 7.0 146.9 614.7 53.3 668.0
Total by Fiscal Year 214.6 252.4 134.0 82.0 12.0 Hmww 857.7 713 929.0




FINAL Working Plan Summary

GARVEE PROGRAM CORRIDOR BUDGETS

June 2016
{millions of dollars, rounded)

GARVEE FUNDS FORMULA | TOTAL
fProject 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 TOTAL FUNDS FUNDING
-_.._m 95, Garwood to Sagle

Project Total| 27.5 52.2 1.8 0.5 0.3 48,7 129.0 214 150.4
JUs 95, Worley North

Project Total]  49.7 4,1 0.2 0.3 - - 54.3 - 54.3
fidaho 16, JCT I-84 to Emmett

Project Total| 8.5 22,1 9.8 29.4 8.6 23,6 102.0 5.7 107.7
—_.2_. Caldwell to Meridian

Project Total| 52.5 98.6 45.4 430 - 28.0 268.5 8.7 277.2
__.ma. Orchard to Isaacs Canyon

Project Total]  28.2 30.6 55.0 0.1 2.6 50.9 177.4 33.2 210.6
JUS 30, McCammon to Lava Hot Springs

Project Total]  27.8 36,3 16.4 a8 - - B4.3 1.4 85.7
Jv_.on_.m_._.. Management

Project Total 20.4 8.5 5.4 3.9 0.5 35 42.2 0.9 43.1

Total by Fiscal Year] 2146 2524 134.0 82.0 12.0 | 1627 857.7 71.3 929.0




ACCOUNTS TO BE WRITTEN OFF

Fiscal Year 2016
Over (51,000)
Account Name Amount Milcage Tax Registration  Returned Audit Reinstatement Damage Permits Final Comments
Check Claim
1100813 RANDY SPENCER $7,621.30 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $7,62130  $0.00 Pastsawte of limitations.
1017659 BARNARD ALFALFA $6,328.42 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00  $6,288.42  $40.00 $0.00 $0.00 Paststatutc of limitations.
FARMS
6100713 CRETE CARRIER $5,420.80 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00  $5420.80  $0.00 Paststatute of limitations.
CORPORATION
1100818 ADAM ELLER $4,727.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 5000 $4,727.00  $0.00 Feststawte of limitations.
5101380 EDYTH NELSON $2,965.46 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,96546  $0.00 Paststatute of limitations.
1100807 DAN GARCIA $2,838.80 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,838.80  $0.00 Fastsiatvie of imitations.
3100819 TAYLOR J LOWER $2,794.36 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,794.36  $0.00 Paststatute of limitations.
4100870 SEDGEWICK CLAIMS $2.239.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2239.00 $0.00 Paststatute of limitations.

Wednesday, August 03, 2016 Page 1 of 3
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Account

Name

Amount

Mileage Tax Registration

Returned

Check

Audit

Reinstatement

Damage
Claim

Permits

Final Comments

—

2954079

1100727

0806497

4100860

2100376

5101262

4100961

5101406

4944828

TAYLOR CONTRACTING

JARROD VEILLEUX

J & K TRUCKING

JOAQUIN CHAVEZ-

BAUTISTA

BRANDON M KRAMER

CONCRETE PLACING CO

EDIE A BALES

TAMMY LINDSEY

$1,794.41

$1,681.86

$1,496.72

$1,447.74

$1,338.45

$1,308.41

$1,290.90

$1,242.33

ROCK N PINES TRUCKING $1,150.16

LLC

Wednesday, August 03, 2016

50.00

$0.00

$1.456.72

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

30.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

50.00

$0.00

$0.00

50.00

$0.00

$1,110.16

$1,754.41

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

50.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

50.00

50.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

f0.00

50.00

$40.00

50.00

$40.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

30.00

$40.00

Page 2 of 3

$0.00

$1,681.86

50.00

$1,447.74

$1,338.45

$1,308.41

£1,290.90

$1,242.33

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

30.00

Past statute of himitations.

Past statuie of limitations.

Past statute of limitations. Ch 7
filed 10/21/13. discharged
2/18/14 and closed 3/26/2015

Past statuic of limilations.
Jerome court ordered to
consumer 10 pay restitution

Past statute of limitations.

Past statute of limitations.

Past statute of limitations. Skip

tracing

Past siatute of limitations.

Past statute of limitations.




Account Name Amount Mileage Tax Registration  Returned Audit Reinstatement  Damage Permits Final Comments
Chech Claim

4100867 BRUCE WARNER $1,136.72 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00  $1,136.72  §0.00 [Paststaute of limitations.
3100883 JOHNNIE M EDISON $1,028.20 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,02820 §0.00 Paststatte of imitations.
5101268 AMANDA WEDIN $1,022.73 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,022.73  $0.00 Faststatte of limilations
6100840 EDWIN JOE SOTO JR $1,000.62 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,00062  $0.00 Festsatuieof limiations.
Total of Accounts: 21 $51,874.39 $1,456.72 $1,110.16 $1,754.41  $6288.42  SI60.00 $41,104.68  $0.00
Approved by: : ' uf\ g L&/ (&
Idaho\qra\ﬂsportation Board Chairman Date
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ACCOUNTS TO BE WRITTEN OFF

Fiscal Year 2016
under ($1,000)
Account Name Amount Mileage Registration Returned  Audit Reinstatement Damage MVR Permits Plans & Final Comment
Tax Check Claim Specs

3100908 DANIEL L MILLER $999.76 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $999.76¢  $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statute of

limitations.
1100782 JULIE MCGOWAN $954.77 $0.00 $0.00 £0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $054.77  30.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statute of

limitations.

6100864 JUSTIN CODY MERRITT §915.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 £915.00  $0.00 30.00 $0.00 Past statuie of

limitations.

3100810 DARRIN E BASSETT $£903.59 $£0.00 £0.00 $0.00 $0.00 £0.00 $903.59  $0.00 £0.00 $0.00 Paststatute of
limitations.

6100880 DAVID A WATSON £894.37 £0.00 $£0.00 $0.00 $£0.00 $0.00 $894.37  $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past stawute of
limitations.

4100958 YOLONDA RODRIGUEZ- $804.15 $0.00 50.00 £0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $804.15 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statuie of

JIMENEZ limitations.
6100869 AMANI DISSI $795.36 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $795.36  $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statute of
limitations,
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Account Name Amount  Milenge Registration Returned  Audit Reinstatement Damage MVR Fermils Plans & Final Comment

Tax Check Claim Specs
5101263 JENNIFER ORR $760.18 £0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $£0.00 $760.18 $0.00 50.00 $0.00 Past stawte of
limitations.
6100893 DANA RAMOS $756.05 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $756.05 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statuic of
limitations.
3100910 MARK A STEWART $705.62 $£0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 £705.62 $0.00 $0.00 $£0.00 Past satute of
[imitations.
1052020 DEBORAH J THOMAS £694.35 £0.00 $654.35 $0.00 $0.00 $£40.00 $0.00 £0.00 £0.00 $0.00 Past statute of
limitations.
6100843 SANDY COLBATH $606.68 £0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 £0.00 $606.68 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statule of
{imitations. Sent letter
0077842 WATSON ENTERPRISES INC $540.88 $0.00 $500.88 £0.00 $0.00 $40.00 $0.00 $0.00 £0.00 £0.00 Past statute ol
limitations.
5101446 TINA BUCK $533.75 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 £0.00 $£0.00 $533.75 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statutc of
limitations.
5101383 BRANDON STOKES §521.24 $£0.00 £0.00 50.00 $0.00 $0.00 $£521.24 £0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Paststatute of
limitations.
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Account MName

5101369 CHRISTOPHER ALFORD

1100812 PAUL CARRICO

4100332 ROBERT ALLRED

9319112 AMANDA HENDERSON

6100844 JACOB MARTIN

Amount

$514.50

5490.47

$405.82

$390.00

$381.05

331.88 JENETTEM WORTHINGTON $331.88

3677613 HIGH DESERT HAULING LLC$329.25

4100878 GORDON PAVING

Wednesday, August 03, 2016

$252.85

Tax

50.00

$0.00

50.00

$0.00

$0.00

f0.00

$0.00

30.00

50.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

Mileage Registration Returned
Check

30.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$331.88

$329.25

$0.00

50.00

$0.00

50.00

$0.00

£0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

Audit Reinstatement

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

50.00

$0.00

$0.00

50.00

$0.00

Damage MVR
Claim
$514.50  $0.00
$490.47  $0.00
$£409.82  $0.00
$£390.00  $0.00
$381.05 $0.00
$0.00 30.00
$0.00 $0.00
$£252.85 $0.00
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Permits

$0.00

30.00

$0.00

50.00

50.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

Plans & Final Comment

Specs

$0.00

$0.00

£0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

£0.00

$0.00

Pasl statute of
limitations. Sent letter

Pasi statute of
limitations.
Atlempting lo conlnct
consumer

Past statute of
limitations, Filed
bankruptey 12/14/10.
Discharged 3/7/16

Past statute of
limitations.

Past statutc of
limilations.

Past statute of
limitations.

Past statute of
limitations.

Past statute of
limilations.



Account Name Amount Mileage Registration Returned  Audit Reinstatement Damage MVR Permits Plans & Final Comment

Tax Check Claim Specs
6100742 STEPHEN DEFORT $237.40 £0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 £0.00 $237.40 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statute of
limitations.
2100393 CARLOS J HARRIS $232.16 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 £232.16 $0.00 $£0.00 $0.00 Past statute of
limnitations.
6100835 LEOVARDO GUZMAN $£231.80 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 £0.00 $0.00 $231.80 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statute of
VALENCIA limitations.
6100841 SHELBY MARIE MCSWEENY $223.59 £0.00 $0.00 £0.00 £0.00 $0.00 $223.59 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statute of
limitations.
0319692 JEDIAH GRIFFIN $£212.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 £212.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statuie of
limitations.
4461274 SKYLER TRANSPORT $178.84 $0.00 $138.84 $0.00 $0.00 $40.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statute of
limitations.
3100816 JASON CANADAY $175.33 $0.00 £0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $175.33 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statute of
limitations. Sent letter
6100748 STEVEN EUGENE $171.50 $0.00 £0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 £171.50 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statute of
THOMPSON limilations.
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Account Name Amount  Milenge Registration Returned  Audit Rcinstatement Damage MVR Permits Plans & Final Comment

Tax Check Claim Specs
5101372 STEVEN PRESTON £160.91 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $160.91 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Past statute of
limitations.
6100739 BYRON JOHN PERKES £105.95 $0.00 £0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $105.95 30.00 £0.00 $0.00 Past statute of
hmitations, Sent
reminder leticr
2/13/14 with no
responsc
5194792 MARK LAFAYETTE FARM & $£93.00 $0.00 $£0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $40.00 $0.00 %0.00 $53.00 $0.00 Past statute of
TRUCKING limitations.
4143892 MIKE SOLKO INC $£83.00 $0.00 $0.00 £0.00 $0.00 $40.00 £0.00 $0.00 $43.00 $£0.00 Past statuic of
limitations.
1141864 TRIPLE E'S TRUCKING $£83.00 $0.00 $£0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $40.00 $0.00 $0.00 $43.00 $£0.00 Past statute of
limitations.
0861567 ASHTON FOREST PRODUCTS $73.95 £0.00 $33.95 §0.00 $0.00 5£40.00 £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 $0.00 Past statute of
limitations.
0448308 H O T LINES EXPRESSLTD  $65.66 $25.66 $0.00 50.00 $0.00 $40.00 $0.00 $0.00 £0.00 $0.00 Past stawute of
limitations.
0318242 INTERCONNECT SOLAR £50.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 £0.00 $0.00 30.00 $50.00 $0.00 Past statute of
limitations.
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Account Name Amount  Mileage Registration Returned  Audit Reinstatement Damage MVR Permits Plans & Final Comment

Tax Check Claim Specs
Total of Accounts 39 $16,863.66 $25.66 $1,328.02 $661.13 $0,00 $320.00 $14,339.85 $0.00 $189.00 $0.00
Approved by:
Controller Date
Chief Administrative Officer Date
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FY 2016 LPA EQY PLAN PRIORITIZED LIST
FOR REDISTRIBUTED OBLIGATION AUTHORITY
as of July 31, 2016

Total Project Cost (W/Match)

FXBIBIT 474

District Program Yr Key No. Route, Project Name EOY Redistibution Note
COMPASS - TMA
3 2016 13916  LOCAL, DRY CR TRAIL, EAGLE 255,000
3 2016 13514 LOCAL, GARDEN CITY TQ AMERICANA GREENBELT, BOISE 276,000
3 2016 12368  STP-7403, FRANKLIN RD; BLACK CAT TO TEN MILE 362,500
2 2016 13892 OFFSYS, WEBB RIDGE RD; WEBS RD TO FLAT (RON RD 9,073
2 2016 19536  STC-4804, ROBINSON PK RD SIGNS & ELEVATION 406,921
3 2017 18717 STP-7343, CHERRY LN; N LINDER TO N MERIDIAN RD LIGHTING 440,000
2 2017 18873  STC-4771, SOUTHWICK & COYOQTE GRADE GRORL, NEZ PERGE CO 188,000
2 2017 19015  STC-4715, CLEAR CR RO GUARDRAIL, IDAHO CO 208,000
3 2017 19387  SMA-7563, OVERLAND RD & VISTA AVE LIGHTING, ACHD 109,000
1 2017 19657  LOCAL, FY17 DURABLE PAVEMENT MARKINGS, BONNER CO 122,000
6 2016 11681 5000 S; US 20 TO ARCHER LYMAN HWY 2,987,328 Low on OA
6 2016 11683  STC-6869, PENCE BR, LOST RIVER HD 1,858,006
3 2019 13056  STC-3945, E LAKE FORK RD BR, VALLEY CO 1,062,000
3 2019 12444 OFFSYS, PORTNEUF RV LEWIS ST BRIDGE 1,027,000
1 2020 13873  STC-1801, RAILROAD AVE, ST MARIES 102,000 FY18RW
3 2018 13054  STC-7165, FARMWAY RD / HIGHWAY 44, PARMA HD #2 2,905,000
4 2017 12408  OFFSYS, ADAMS GULCH RD, BIG WOOD RV BR, KETCHUM 1,071,000
HQ 2017 19769  LOCAL, FY17 LOC/OFFSYS BRIDGE INSPECTION 1,362,000
Urban Committee
2 2020 13443 SMA-7014, SNAKE RV AVE: SOUTHWAY BR TO 11TH AVE 44,000 FY16 RW
5 PREL 12098 STP-7341, CENTER ST RR BR UPASS, POCATELLO 10,000 FY16 UT
3 2016 13052 STP-7933, 215T AVE, CLEVELAND TO CHICAGO, CALDWELL 2,381,000 Low on OA
1 2018 12311 STP-7605, SELTICE WAY CONGESTION MITIGATION 2,164,000
3 2020 13486 STP-8423, COLORADO & HOLLY SIGNALPED IMPR, NAMPA 714,000
3 PREL 13494 §TC-7787, OLD HWY 30, W PLYMQUTH ST BR, CANYON CO 435000 FY17RW
1 PREL 13864 STC-5791, INT MEYER RD & BOEKEL RD, RATHDRUM 210,000 FY18 PE/PC
6 2018 13585 SMA-7406, 17TH ST; HOLMES TO S WOODRUFF, IDAHO FALLS 1,600,000
STP-Rail
1 2016 13415 LOCAL, BNSF & MRL SIGNAL UPGRADE LED 64,000
1 2018 18863 OFFSYS, KOOTENAI ST RRX, BONNER COQ 5,000 FY16 PE
3 2016 19568  STC-3860, PENNSYLVANIA AVE RRX, FRUITLAND 520,000
3 2016 19817 SH 52, WASHINGTON AVE RRX, EMMETT 200,000
1 2017 13414 STC-7505, SPOKANE ST UPRR RRXING, POST FALLS 910,000
TAP-RuraliUrban
5 2016 18949 US 30, E MAIN ST PED BR, LAVA HOT SPRINGS 290,000
3 2018 14345 US 95, SIDEWALK & DRAINAGE IMPR, CAMBRIDGE 401,000
3 2017 18827 OFFSYS, DESERT CANYON TRAIL BIKEPED, MH 5,000 FY16 PE
4 2017 18868  OFFSYS, HEYBURN SCHOOLS SR2S 47,000 FY16 PE/PC
4 2017 18910  LOCAL, CORE DOWNTOWN SIDEWALKS, KETCHUM 6,000 FY16 PEIPC
3 2016 18954  OFFSYS, HEIGHTS ELEM SCHOCL SR2S, MiDDLETON 281,000
10,408,828 14,629,000



DEPARTMEMT SUMMARY AND CERTIFICATION

AGENCY: 10 TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT Agency ber: 290 FY 2018 Request
FUNCTION: Function Number: Page ___ of __ Pages
ACTIVITY: N/A Activity Number: 00  Original Submission Date __or Revision Request Date __
n accordance with 67-3503, Idaho Code, | certify the attached forms properly slale the receipts and expenditures of the depariment
{agency, office, or institution) for the fiscal years indicated. The summary of expenditures by major program, fund source, and
standard class is indicated below.
- PROPOSED REQUEST -
DU 1.0 DU 2.0 SUBJECT TO BOARD REVIEW AND APPROVAL
2016 2016 2017 2017 2018
Total Actual Original Eslimated Total
By Major Programs Appropriation Expenditures Appropriation Expenditures* Request
290 01 Administration 24,656,200 22,678,400 27,997,800 27,997,800 28,505,400
290 03 Motor Vehicles 34,065,400 31,800,900 35,315,500 35,315,500 37,244,200
290 04 Highway Operations 188,797,500 171,261,700 194,886,900 194,886,900 198,398,600
280 05 Capital Facilities 3,345,000 2,826,300 3,345,000 3,345,000 5,863,000
290 06 Contract Construction & Right-of-Way Acquisilion 494,787,900 282,864,400 391,586,600 632,025,000 387,685,200
290 07 Aeronaulics 3,670,700 2,316,700 2,753,300 3,833,300 3,324,400
TOTAL 749,322,700 513,748,400 655,885,100 897,403,500 __ 661,020,800
Total Actual Original Estimated Total
By Fund Source Appropriation Expenditures Appropriation Expenditures Request
0260-02 d State Highway 369,349,200 285,437,500 347,612,400 470,504,800 343,726,600
0260-03 f State Highway 299,355,000 211,933,100 301,086,800 345,506,300 309,936,600
0260-04 i State Highway 412,200 264,900 - - -
0260-05 o State Highway 21,797,000 11,203,400 4,386,400 14,408,100 3,983,200
0270-02 d Strategic [nitiatives Program Fund 54,700,000 2,560,800 - 63,104,800 -
0221-02 d Aeronautics 3,162,700 1,699,100 2,250,200 3,330,200 2,705,300
0221-03 f Aercnautics 320,700 232,300 322,200 322,200 442,500
0221-04 i Aeronautics 225,900 417,300 227,100 227,100 226,600
0001-00 g General Fund - - - - -
TOTAL 749,322,700 513,748,400 655,885,100 897,403,500 661,020,800
Total Aclual Original Estimated Total
By Object Appropriation Expenditures Appropriation Expenditures Request
Personnel Cosis 122,414,200 105,878,400 130,956,700 130,956,700 130,377,800
Operating Expenditures 109,138,100 87,909,200 96,688,800 113,244,200 98,382,800
Capital Outlay 494,950,300 302,374,200 407,014,200 627,737,100 406,573,300
Trustee and Benefit Paymenis 22,790,100 17,586,600 21,225,400 25,465,500 25,686,900
Lump Sum - - - - -
TOTAL 749,292,700 513,748,400 655,885,100 897,403,500 664,020,800
TOTAL FTP 1,698.7 1,698.7 1,678.0 1,678.0 1,678.0
FUNDED FTP 1,698.7 1,698.7 1,678.0 1,678.0 1,678.0

*FY2017 Estimated Expendilures includes; original appropriation, reappropriated spending authority from FY16, and FY17 supplemental appropriation request
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STATE OF IDAHO

IDAHO TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

STATE HIGHWAY FUND

CERTIFICATION OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS CASH BASIS
JULY 1, 2015 - JUNE 30, 2016

Cash Balance - July 1, 2015
Receipts
Transfer From Highway Distribution Account
Miscellaneous Receipls
Tolal State Recelpls
Federal Aid - Formula
Federal Aid - ARRA Title XII
Transfers In - Ethanol Exemption Elimination
Transfers In - Cigarette Tax
Transfers In - Direct Investment Pool
City & County Contributions
Total Receipts

Disbursements
Expenditures - Fund 0260
Expenditures - ARRA Title XI|
Transfers Out - To Long Term Investment Fund
Transfers Qut - To Local Highway Trust Fund
Transfers Qut - To Local Highway Distribution Fund
Transfers Qut - Garvee Capital Fund
Transfers Oul - Garvee Debt Service Fund - Fed
Transfers Qut - Garvee Debt Service Fund - State
Transfers QOut - Depariment of Commerce

Total Dishursements
Net Change in Cash Balance

Cash Balance - June 30, 2016

Prepared By:

David Tolman, Controller
Idaho Transportation Departiment

$ 198,209,300
$ 103,341,300

e

$ 301,550,600
$ 287,145,700
3 -
$ 17,087,100
$ 7,348,800
$ -

$ 12.014,800

510,141,400

$

5 -

$ 46,704,500
§ 32,900
3 1,200
] 391,500
§ 53,649,600
L

$ 25,000

Certifid:

Jerry Whitehead

Chaiman, Idaho Transportati

$ 625,147,100

610,946,100

$89,650,800

$ 14,201,000

————

$ 103.851,800

e e

FXUTRIT #477




Local Highway Safety Improvement Program

TEUIRTT #4HL7R
Project Total
istrict Location Project BCR
b ) {Includes Match)
New G il i 2 5
5 4 Wendell HD, Gooding County ew Guardrail and signs 138 $95,000
LED stop si d
6 Bonneville County, Bonneville County > .ou S 129.1 $86,000
flashing beacons
New delineat d
1 Benewah County, Benewah County ew eelinestors an 5.7 $131,000
chevrons
1 Lakes HD, Kootenai County Flashing Warning Beacons 64.9 $40,000
New R I id
1 City of Coeur d'Alene ew Rectangular Rapi 33.8 $91,000
Flashing Beacon
Washington St. converting
th isting si t : !
% City of Twin Falls, Twin Falls County _,mm.. existing signals to 28.1 $544,000
flashing yellow arrows.
54500W Road
dd 3’ of d should : 65,000
8 Teton County, Teton County A of paved shoulder 26:F 3365,0




