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ITD developed and screened more than  
50 concepts and shared them at the  
second round of public meetings. The Level 
1 Concepts that are being carried forward 
are high-level ideas for transportation 
solutions that will be further refined and 
combined into alternatives during the Level 
2 and Level 3 screening processes. This 
study will  develop recommendations to 
optimize existing corridors and potential 
new routes that will mitigate congestion, 
enhance connectivity, and improve mobility 
throughout the region.

Public Meeting #2 Summary

The Idaho Transportation Department (ITD) held its second round 
of public meetings for a Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) 
study to develop and evaluate concepts to improve the state highway 
and local roadway system within the Rathdrum Prairie. 

The purpose of the in-person and online public meetings was to 
share the range of potential transportation improvement concepts 
identified and the preliminary results of our first step to screen and 
eventually recommend future projects, as part of the study. Concepts 
included an alignment (location on a map) and a general description, 
with some having a general representative cross-section. 

Study Area

What is a Planning & Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study?
The PEL process considers environmental, community, �and economic goals early on while planning 
future projects. This process is outlined by the Federal Highway Administration and weighs:

•	 Transportation issues & priorities
•	 Environmental resources & concerns
•	 Stakeholder & public concerns

POST-PEL
PROJECT STEPS

NEPA requires agencies to assess environmental effects of proposed actions prior to making decisions.

Use information to 
develop a range of 
potential transportation 
solutions called 
alternatives.

Develop a plan 
for funding and 
delivering projects. 

Categorize alternatives  
into potential short-, 
mid-, and long-
term transportation 
improvement projects  
in the study area.

Collect information 
about the transportation 
system, local  
communities, and 
environment. 

COLLECT UTILIZE REFINE
Screen alternatives  
against certain 
factors such as safety, 
environmental impacts, 
and future development 
and planning.

CATEGORIZE DEVELOP

Final DesignNational Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) Preliminary Design Construction
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Each participant was given a handout that included information on the Level 1 
Concepts and screening process. Study information was displayed around the room 
and maps of each concept were placed on tables for participants to add comments. 
The Preliminary Level 1 Screening Results Summary handout showed each concept 
along with descriptions, cross sections, and whether each concept was:

Carried Forward: Carried forward for  
further development and evaluation in  
Level 2 as an alternative. 

Retained as Element: Does not fully 
meet Purpose and Need as a stand-alone 
alternative but may be evaluated as a 
packaged element of larger-scale  
alternative or implementation plan. 

Eliminated: Does not meet Purpose and 
Need, has a fatal flaw, and/or is considered 
not feasible or unreasonable (with notes  
providing reasons why the alternative  
is considered unreasonable). 

Public Meeting Materials 

Team members helped participants use the 
handout and table maps to explore each concept 
and help them comment on those they thought 
were good ideas as well as those that were not. A 

video describing the PEL process was 
available as part of the online meeting 
(scan the QR code to view).

Display boards included:2

•	 Welcome and Purpose of the Meeting 

•	 Study Area 

•	 PEL Study Background

•	 What is a Purpose and Need?/What is a Goal?

•	 PEL Purpose and Need

•	 Goals

•	 A PEL is a good option when:

•	 Traffic Level of Service

•	 Existing Conditions PM Peak Hour Level of Service 

•	 2045 No Action Conditions PM Peak Hour Level  
of Service 

•	 High Crash and Fatal and Serious Injury Crash 
Locations: 2018-2022 

•	 What is included in a PEL?

•	 Study Terminology

•	 Highway and Roadway Jurisdictions

•	 Level 1 Alternatives

•	 Study Schedule 

•	 What’s Next

•	 Stay Involved

June 25, 2024 
5 p.m. – 7:30 p.m. 
Kootenai Technical  
Education Campus 
6838 W Lancaster Rd 
Rathdrum, ID 83858

June 27 - July 19 , 2024 at 
itdprojects.idaho.gov/pages/ 
rathdrum-prairie-pel

June 26, 2024 
6 p.m. – 8:30 p.m. 
Coeur d’Alene Shrine  
Club Event Center 
1250 W Lancaster Rd 
Hayden, ID 83835

In-Person Public Meeting Participation

•	 12 comment forms submitted

•	 24 comments on table maps 

•	 5 comment forms submitted

•	 48 comments on table maps 

•	 Average engagement time was  
2 minutes 10 seconds

•	 22 comments submitted

750 Users Viewed the 
Online Meeting

546 Unique Users Visited 
the Online Meeting

Online Meeting1 Participation

Participants 
Signed In176 Participants 

Signed In144



RATHDRUM PRAIRIE PEL           PUBLIC MEETING #2 SUMMARY             3

Comments presented in this summary are condensed or edited 
for spelling without altering the intent of the comment. The 
excerpts listed are representative  of comments received but 
may not cover all topics/issues raised by stakeholders.

To read comments in full, go to Appendix C. Names, addresses, 
and identifying information have been redacted to protect privacy.

129 People signed in

3.6K Visits to the online meeting  with  
546 unique page views  

17 Comment forms submitted at the meeting 

72 Comments written on table maps

22 Comments submitted through the online meeting 

40 Comments submitted via mail

2 Comments submitted via email

Comments Received

Public Meeting #2 153 Comments

Meeting Notifications3

The public was notified of the meeting in the following ways:

Project emails

More than 50,000 tri-fold postcards 
mailed to addresses in the project area 

Coeur d’Alene Press event post and 
multiple ads event post, and multiple ads

NEWS

Posts on Facebook, Instagram, and X

KXLY.com News Story ITD Press Release
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The comment form for the in-person meetings 
included two questions with an additional 
space for general comments or input. The 
following answers are representative of the 
comments submitted.

Comment Forms 

Q

•	 Reasonable options to help address 
traffic congestion

•	 The potential east-west highway 
options could avoid existing 
development while moving traffic 
across the prairie 

•	 Pleasant View Road improvements 
are needed now

•	 Arterial options for Huetter Road 
will have less impact on adjacent 
residential areas and property than 
highway options

•	 Do not box alternatives in to 
constrain additional growth  
on corridors 

•	 Identify the future opportunities and 
benefits the options could have for 
local communities

•	 Narrow the options down and make 
a decision quickly to reduce impact 
and costs

•	 The Huetter Bypass is the best option 
to reduce US-95 congestion

•	 Avoid impacts to neighborhoods

•	 Do not widen Hanley Avenue to 4/5 
lanes east of Huetter Road!

What do you think of 
the options developed 
for the study?

“

“

Q What is important to you as 
we continue to refine options 
for the study area?

“

“•	 Protect the aquifer!

•	 Provide consistency in intersections 
across the study area

•	 Safety

•	 Congestion relief with better  
traffic flow

•	 Maintain access for residents along 
Huetter Road

•	 Provide more lanes on SH-53

•	 Bike and pedestrian facility 
connections

•	 Consider undeveloped areas  
first before impacting residential 
properties 
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Table Map Comments4

•	 Need another east-west option to get 
across the prairie

•	 Protect the aquifer!

•	 Avoid residential and land application 
parcel impacts from highway 
expansion and traffic

•	 Provide separate bike paths  
along highways 

•	 Pleasant View Road needs more lanes 
to handle traffic

•	 SH-41 is already a highway, use it 
instead of Huetter Road to avoid 
impacts to area residents

•	 Avoid putting new highways over 
existing roads, keep them for  
local access

•	 Provide more lanes on SH-53

•	 Route highway traffic around 
Rathdrum

•	 Huetter Bypass decision is holding up 
planning for City of Hayden

•	 Closing railroad crossings and access  
to SH-53 will hurt communities along  
the highway

•	 Build the Huetter Bypass now

•	 Need railroad underpasses  
or overpasses

•	 Building needs to slow down across the prairie

•	 The Huetter Bypass is needed to reduce 
congestion on US-95

•	 Do not widen Hanley Avenue to 4/5 lanes east 
of Huetter Road!

•	 Avoid negative impacts to properties adjacent 
to highways

•	 Protect the aquifer!

•	 Put in traffic signals over roundabouts

•	 Route highway traffic around Rathdrum,  
not through it

•	 Provide access control on highways

•	 Provide more bike and pedestrian connections

•	 Provide more east-west options to relieve I-90

Participants at the in-person public meetings drew lines 
and wrote 72 comments on the table maps that presented 
the Level 1 concepts. Several identified preferences for 
concepts and identified important impacts.

Online Meeting, Email, and 
Mailed Comments
Comments received from the public through the 
online meeting, email, and through mailed forms 
and letters identified preferences for concepts and 
identified important impacts.

1. �Copies of sign-in sheets are included in Appendix A. The online version of this meeting, including all the same content and 
information, was available from June 27 to July 19. A copy of the online meeting is included in Appendix D. Photos from 
the public meetings are included in Appendix F.

2. Copies of meeting displays and handouts are included in Appendix B.

3. Copies of notification and communication materials are included in Appendix E.

4. Copies of table maps are included in Appendix C.

“

“
“

“
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Sign-In Sheets 
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Appendix B 

Public Information Meeting Display 

Boards  & Handout  
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Preliminary Level 1 Screening Results Summary

Recommendations from the PEL study, and the public and agency input received, may be adopted, or 
incorporated into future National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) studies.
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Public Meeting 
Meeting #2 – June 25 and 26, 2024
Preliminary Level 1 Screening Results Summary (for discussion)
Note: These screening results have been modified since 
Community Working Group Meeting #2, based on input 
received during and after the meeting. These results remain 
preliminary and subject to change based on stakeholder and 
public input.

The purpose of this handout is to show the range of initial concepts developed and preliminary 
Level 1 screening results. ITD used public and stakeholder input, planning best practices, and 
collaboration with agencies and jurisdictions to develop a range of more than 50 Level 1 Concepts. 
ITD received 262 public comments, including 165 comments written on table maps, from the 
online and public meetings held in November 2023. This information is also available online at the 
project website at itdprojects.idaho.gov/pages/rathdrum-prairie-pel.

What is a Level 1 Concept? 
Level 1 Concepts are high-level ideas for transportation solutions that can be further refined 
and combined into alternatives during the Level 2 and 3 screening processes. Concepts 
include an alignment (location on a map) and a general description that sometimes includes a 
representative cross-section. 

How Alternatives were Evaluated (screened)
Level 1 Screening Questions – Based on the Purpose and 
Need

	» Does the concept address safety concerns within 
high-crash roadways and intersections? 

	» Does the concept address existing transportation 
system congestion caused by growth within the 
corridor? 

	» Does the concept address future transportation 
system congestion caused by growth within the 
corridor? 

	» Does the concept improve existing or add new 
routes to increase reliability and resiliency for 
regional and local trips? 

	» Does the alternative provide opportunities to 
increase safety, mobility, and connections for 
bicycles, pedestrians, and transit users? 

	» Does the alternative avoid fatal flaws, including 
feasibility and impacts to resources, which make 
the concept extremely challenging to approve or 
construct? 

Based on the Purpose and Need
	» Carried Forward
	» Eliminated
	» Retained as an Element 

Preliminary Results for Public Input
	» 53 Total Concepts 
	» 21 Carried Forward 
	» 13 Eliminated 
	» 19 Retained as an Element 

Preliminary Results Key: This key provides a definition for the preliminary screening results 
below.

Carried Forward: Carried forward for further development and evaluation in Level 2 as 
an alternative.

Retained as Element: Does not fully meet Purpose and Need as a stand-alone 
alternative, but may be evaluated as a packaged element of larger-scale alternative or 
implementation plan.

Eliminated: Does not meet Purpose and Need, has a fatal flaw, and/or is considered 
not feasible or unreasonable (with notes providing reasons why the alternative is 
considered unreasonable).

Preliminary Level 1 Screening Results Summary: The following sections show the initial 
range of concepts and preliminary Level 1 screening results. Preliminary screening results are 
subject to change based on stakeholder and public input. The following concept terminology 
is used below:

	» Interchange: Grade separation of access between roadways with on- and off-ramps. 
	» Expanded Highway: Adds capacity to existing state or federal highway corridors with 

additional lanes or other improvements (SH-41, SH-53, US-95). Maintains at-grade 
signalized intersections.  

	» Frontage Road: Provides access to adjacent land uses while consolidating access to the 
main roadway. 

	» Express Lanes: Adds new lanes for the purpose of separating pass-through traffic from 
general purpose local traffic.  

	» Access-Controlled Highway: Free flow roadway with access controlled by interchanges. 
No at-grade signalized intersections.   

	» Improved Arterial: Update local roadway to four lanes with a left-turn lane in the 
median, as traffic volumes warrant. 

https://itdprojects.idaho.gov/pages/rathdrum-prairie-pel.
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Existing Roadway Concepts

SH-53, Access Management

Level 1 Concept 
ID Existing Roadway Concept Description for Story Map 

Preliminary Screening 
Result and Rationale for 

Eliminated Concepts

1

SH-53, Access Management: Develop and apply 
an access management plan compliant with state 
standards to reduce driveways and intersections on 
the highway. 

Retained as 
Element

Level 1 Concept 
ID Existing Roadway Concept Description for Story Map 

Preliminary Screening 
Result and Rationale for 

Eliminated Concepts

2
SH-53, Expanded Highway: Add travel lanes and 
improve intersections on SH-53 from state line to 
Rathdrum.  Carried Forward

SH-53 Expanded Highway

SH-53 Expanded Highway
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Level 1 Concept 
ID Existing Roadway Concept Description for Story Map 

Preliminary Screening 
Result and Rationale for 

Eliminated Concepts

3 US-95, Expanded Highway: Add travel lanes and 
improve intersections through the study area. Carried Forward

Level 1 Concept 
ID Existing Roadway Concept Description for Story Map 

Preliminary Screening 
Result and Rationale for 

Eliminated Concepts

4
SH-41, Expanded Highway: Add travel lanes 
and improve intersections to SH-41 from I-90 to 
Lancaster Road. Carried Forward

US-95, Expanded Highway

US-95 Expanded Highway

SH-41 Expanded Highway

SH-41 Expanded Highway
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Level 1 Concept 
ID 

Existing Roadway Concept Description for 
Story Map 

Preliminary Screening Result and Rationale for 
Eliminated Concepts

5

US-95, Elevated Byway: Build 
a structure in the existing 
median with local traffic on 
the existing ground-level 
highway and regional through 
trips within express lanes on 
the structure above.

Eliminated
Considered unreasonable due to 

anticipated high cost and complexity 
of construction, operations, and 

maintenance for approximately 5.5 miles 
of grade-separated structures.  

Story Map ID & 
Level 1 ID

Existing Roadway Concept Description for 
Story Map Preliminary Screening Result and Rationale

6
US-95, At-grade Express 
Lanes: Add express lanes to 
US-95. 

Eliminated 
Would not meet Purpose and Need to 
address capacity constraints or add or 
improve a route for regional and local 

trips. Express lanes are not compatible 
with at-grade intersections in this context.

US-95, Elevated Byway

US-95 Elevated Byway

US-95, At-grade Express Lanes

US-95 Express Lanes
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Story Map ID & 
Level 1 ID Existing Roadway Concept Description for Story Map Preliminary Screening Result and 

Rationale

7 US-95, Parallel Express Lanes: Add 
separate express lanes parallel to US-95. Carried Forward

Story Map ID & 
Level 1 ID

Existing Roadway Concept Description for 
Story Map Preliminary Screening Result and Rationale

9 Huetter Road Interchange with 
I-90: Shown on pages 10 and 11. Retained as Element

10
Greensferry Road Interchange 
with I-90: Shown on pages 10 
and 11.

Eliminated
Directly connecting to I-90 is 

infeasible due to proximity (less than 
1 mile) to adjacent interchanges. Note: 

Collector-distributor roads along 
I-90 are being studied separately, 
which could make this feasible, if 

implemented; however, it is outside of 
the scope of this study.

11

US-95, Corridor-wide 
Overpasses/Underpasses: 
Remove US-95 intersections at 
select cross streets and route 
them over or under US-95. Shown 
on pages 10 and 11.

Eliminated
Would not meet Purpose and Need to 
address capacity constraints or add or 
improve a route for regional and local 

trips without interchanges.

US-95 Parallel Express Lanes

Story Map ID & 
Level 1 ID Existing Roadway Concept Description for Story Map Preliminary Screening Result and 

Rationale

8 SH-53, Frontage Road: Add a frontage 
road on the north side paralleling SH-53. Carried Forward

SH-53, Frontage Road

SH-53 with Frontage Road
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Story Map ID & 
Level 1 ID Existing Roadway Concept Description for Story Map Preliminary Screening Result 

and Rationale

12

Prairie Avenue, Improved Arterial: Update 
to a two-lane arterial with a median/turn lane 
from Beck Road to McGuire Road; update to a 
four-lane arterial with a median/turn lane from 
McGuire Road to SH-41.  

Retained as Element

13
16th Avenue, Extension: Extend 16th Avenue 
from Meyer Road to Huetter Road as a four-lane 
arterial with a median/turn lane. Retained as Element

14 Chase Road, Improved Arterial: Update to four-
lane arterial from Seltice Way to SH-53. Retained as Element

15
Hayden Avenue, Improved Arterial: Update to 
four-lane arterial with a median/turn lane from 
SH-53 to US-95.

Retained as Element

16
Huetter Road, Improved Arterial 1: Update to 
four-lane arterial with a median/turn lane from 
Seltice Way to Lancaster Road. Carried Forward

17

Huetter Road, Extended Improved Arterial: 
New four-lane arterial with a median/turn lane 
from I-90 to US-95 from the I-90 rest area to 
Wyoming Avenue, then going northeast south 
of the UPRR to connect with US-95.

Carried Forward

18
Meyer Road, Improved Arterial: Update to 
four-lane arterial with a median/turn lane from 
Prairie Avenue to Wyoming Avenue. Retained as Element

19
Poleline/Hanley Avenue, Improved Arterial: 
Update to four-lane arterial with a median/turn 
lane from Greensferry Road to US-95. Retained as Element

20
Lancaster Road, Improved Arterial: Update to 
four-lane arterial with a median/turn lane from 
Huetter Road to US-95.

Retained as Element

Improved Arterial - Sidewalk

Concepts 12-20
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Story Map ID & 
Level 1 ID

Existing Roadway Concept Description for Story 
Map Preliminary Screening Result and Rationale

21

Beck Road, Access-Controlled 
Highway (with parallel frontage 
road & interchanges at key 
crossroads): I-90 to SH-53 with a 
new overpass over the BNSF line.

Eliminated
Considered unreasonable as this 
alignment would serve the same 
purpose as a Pleasant View Road 

access-controlled corridor, and 
Pleasant View Road has more 

opportunity for improved east-west 
connectivity.  

22

Greensferry Road, 
Access-Controlled Highway 
(with parallel frontage road & 
interchanges at key crossroads): 
Update to grade-separated, access-
controlled highway between I-90 
and SH-53 with a new overpass over 
the BNSF line. 

Eliminated
An access-controlled highway would 

necessitate an interchange with 
I-90. Directly connecting to I-90 is 

infeasible due to proximity (less than 
1 mile) to adjacent interchanges. 
Note: Collector-distributor roads 

along I-90 are being studied 
separately, which could make this 

feasible; however, it is outside of the 
scope of this study.

23

Pleasant View Road, 
Access-Controlled Highway 
(with parallel frontage road & 
interchanges at key crossroads): 
I-90 to SH-53.

Carried Forward

24
McGuire Road, Improved SH-53 
Connection: Grade-separated 
Interchange. Retained as Element

25
Beck Road, Improved SH-53 
Connection: Grade-separated 
Interchange Retained as Element

26

SH-41, Access-Controlled Highway 
(with parallel frontage/backage 
road and interchanges at key 
crossroads): I-90 to Lancaster Road. 

Carried Forward

Access-Controlled Highway 6-Lane Paved Median

Access-Controlled Highway 4-Lane Unpaved Median

Concepts 9-11 and  21-29
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Story Map ID & 
Level 1 ID

Existing Roadway Concept Description for Story 
Map Preliminary Screening Result and Rationale

27

SH-53, Access-Controlled Highway 
(with parallel frontage road & 
interchanges at key crossroads): 
State line to Rathdrum.

Carried Forward

28

Huetter Road (Alternate US-95 
alignment), Access-Controlled 
Highway (with parallel frontage 
road & interchanges at key 
crossroads): Along existing Huetter 
Road from I-90 to Lancaster 
Road, then new alignment going 
northeast along UPRR and connect 
with US-95. 

Carried Forward

29

US-95, Access-Controlled (with 
parallel frontage road and 
interchanges at key crossroads): 
Through the study area. 

Carried Forward

New Roadway Concepts

New Roadway Concepts
Concepts 9-11 and  21-29
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Level 1 Concept 
ID New Roadway Concept Description for Story Map Preliminary Screening Result and Rationale 

for Eliminated Concepts

30

New Local Arterial: New arterial 
connection between Greensferry 
Road and Huetter Road midway 
between Hayden Avenue and 
Wyoming Avenue. 

Eliminated
Would not meet Purpose and Need 

to address capacity constraints or 
add or improve a route for regional 

and local trips.

31

Pleasant View Road to Lancaster/
Heutter Road along UPRR 
Access-Controlled Highway: 
Parallel to the UPRR line from 
Pleasant View Road to Lancaster 
Road. Note: North or south of UPRR 
line. Not feasible within UPRR 
right-of-way.

Carried Forward

32

Pleasant View Road to SH-41 along 
UPRR Access-Controlled Highway 
(with parallel frontage road & 
interchanges at key crossroads): 
Parallel to the UPRR line from 
Pleasant View to SH-41. Note: North 
or south of UPRR line. Not feasible 
within UPRR right-of-way.

Carried Forward

33

SH-41 to US-95 along UPRR 
Access-Controlled Highway 
(with parallel frontage road & 
interchanges at key crossroads): 
Parallel to the UPRR line from SH-
41 to the northeast and connect 
to US-95. Note: North or south of 
UPRR line. Not feasible within UPRR 
right-of-way.

Eliminated
The alignment parallel to the UPRR 
line to the SH-53/US-95 single-point 
interchange is unreasonable as this 
would require the construction of 
an interchange complex linking 
three major roadways above the 
UPRR line. The alignment could 

reasonably connect to US-95 
1 mile south of existing US-95 and 

SH-53 interchange, similar to other 
alignments carried forward. 

New Roadway Concepts
Concepts developed along new roadways or routes.  

Level 1 Concept 
ID New Roadway Concept Description for Story Map Preliminary Screening Result and Rationale 

for Eliminated Concepts

34

Stateline to Huetter Road along 
UPRR Access-Controlled Highway 
(with parallel frontage road & 
interchanges at key crossroads): 
Parallel to the UPRR line from state 
line to the Huetter Road. Note: North 
or south of UPRR line. Not feasible 
within UPRR right-of-way.

Carried Forward

Concepts 30-34
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Level 1 Concept 
ID New Roadway Concept Description for Story Map Preliminary Screening Result and Rationale 

for Eliminated Concepts

35
Meyer Road, Extension: Extend 
Meyer Road from SH-53 over BNSF 
and connect to SH-41. 

Retained as Element

36
Chase Road, SH-53 Connection: 
Extend Chase Road over BNSF and 
connect to SH-53. 

Retained as Element

37
Idaho Road, SH-53 Connection: 
Extend Idaho Road over BNSF and 
connect to SH-53.

Retained as Element

38
Lancaster Road, SH-53 Connection: 
Extend Lancaster Road over BNSF 
and connect to SH-53. 

Retained as Element

39

Mullen Avenue, Extension: Extend 
Mullen Avenue from programmed 
project at Huetter Road to Kathleen 
Avenue. 

Eliminated
Considered unreasonable due to 
alignment bisecting U.S. Forest 

Service nursery property. 

40

Huetter Road, Extension: Continue 
Huetter Road south over the 
Spokane River on a new bridge, then 
into a tunnel to connect to US-95. Eliminated

Not within the scope of this study. 

Concepts 35-44
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Level 1 
Concept ID New Roadway Concept Description for Story Map Preliminary Screening Result and Rationale for 

Eliminated Concepts

41

SH-41, Access-Controlled Highway 
(with parallel frontage road & 
interchanges at key crossroads) 
from I-90 to US-95: SH-41 from I-90 
to a new alignment south of UPRR 
line connecting to US-95. 

Carried Forward

42

Parallel to Greensferry Road, 
New Access-Controlled Highway 
(with parallel frontage road & 
interchanges at key crossroads): 
Parallel to Greensferry Road from 
I-90 to a new alignment south of 
UPRR connecting to US-95. 

Eliminated
An access-controlled highway would 

necessitate an interchange with 
I-90. Directly connecting to I-90 is 

infeasible due to proximity (less than 1 
mile) to adjacent interchanges. Note: 
Collector-distributor roads and other 
infrastructure along I-90 are being 

studied separately, which could make 
this feasible; however, it is outside of 

the scope of this study.

43

New North-South Rathdrum 
Arterial: New arterial between 
Meyer Road/Boekel Road and 
Greensferry Road/Lancaster Road.

Eliminated
Considered unreasonable due to 

alignment location entirely within 
utilities corridor. Anticipated high level 

of impacts to utilities corridor.

44

New North-South 
Access-Controlled Highway on 
west side of study area: I-90 to 
SH-53 between Beck Road and 
Pleasant View Road, connect 
to Pleasant View Road/I-90 
Interchange. 

Eliminated
Considered unreasonable as this 
alignment would serve the same 
purpose as a Pleasant View Road 

access-controlled corridor, and 
Pleasant View Road has an existing 

alignment and right-of-way, and 
established connection to I-90. 

45

SH-41, North Realignment: Realign 
SH-41 to the west north of Wyoming 
Avenue to align with Greensferry 
Road with a new overpass over the 
BNSF line. Carried Forward

Concepts 35-45
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Level 1 
Concept ID New Roadway Concept Description for Story Map Preliminary Screening Result and 

Rationale for Eliminated Concepts

46

New East-West Access-Controlled 
Highway South of Rathdrum to US-95 
via Lancaster Road: From SH-53 and 
Pleasant View Road, parallel to BNSF line to 
Lancaster Road, and parallel to UPRR line to 
connect with US-95. 

Carried Forward

47

New East-West Access-Controlled 
Highway South of Rathdrum to from 
Pleasant View Road and SH-53 to US-95 
via Wyoming and Parallel to UPRR line: 
From SH-53 and Pleasant View Road to 
Wyoming Avenue, and parallel to UPRR line 
to connect with US-95. 

Carried Forward

48

New east-west corridor from Pleasant 
View Road to US-95 via new alignment 
from Pleasant View Road to Hayden 
Avenue and parallel to UPRR line. Carried Forward

49

New North-South Access-Controlled 
Highway along Meyer Road: Realign SH-41 
and SH-53 north of Rathdrum with direct 
connection to Meyer Road over the BNSF 
line. Retained as Element

50

New East-West Access-Controlled 
Highway north of Rathdrum: Realign 
SH-53 north of the City of Rathdrum from 
Greensferry Road to connect with SH-41. Carried Forward

Concepts 46-50
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Level 1 Concept 
ID New Pathway Concept Description for Story Map Preliminary Screening Result and Rationale 

for Eliminated Concepts

51
Hayden Avenue, Pathway: Add 
pathway along Hayden from 
Huetter Road to Government Way.

Retained as Element

52
Prairie Trail, Trail Extension: Extend 
Prairie Trail through old railroad line 
from Meyer Road to SH-41. 

Retained as Element

53

Huetter Road, Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Improvements: Add 
pedestrian access along Huetter 
Road from Seltice Way to new 
trail along the rail corridor and to 
Centennial Trail.

Retained as Element

New Pathway Concepts
Facilities for use by bicycles, pedestrians, and other non-motorist users.

Concepts 51-53

Prairie-wide Concepts
General concepts and ideas that are not location specific and apply to the entire study area.

Notes:

	» Expand Traffic Management Center (TMC) and Intelligent 
Transportation System (ITS). 

	» Consolidate railroad crossings, replace with overpasses.
	» Provide grade-separated crossings of I-90 for trails, bikes, and 

pedestrians.
	» Implement KMPO Regional Non-Motorized Transportation Plan.
	» Expand transit service (shorter headways, more routes) 

and incorporate transit use and connections into project 
implementation.

	» Update signal timing plans for highway and arterials. 
	» Implement location-specific safety countermeasures.
	» Develop and enforce access management policies on major 

arterial roadways.

Retained as
 Element



If you have questions, please contact the study team:  
info@rathdrumprairiepel.com

Share your input by submitting a comment form or mailing one to:

ITD District 1 
Attn: Carrie Ann Hewitt, P.E. 
600 West Prairie Avenue 
Coeur d’Alene, ID 83815-8764

Comments are due by Friday, July 19, 2024.
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Online Meeting Comments  

June 27-July 19, 2024 

Submission 

Date 

Comments First Name Last Name 

Jun 27, 2024 Lots of good ideas that you are advancing and incorporating!  Please 

continue to keep some form of a Huetter / 95 bypass in the 

conversation!  Thank you! 

Asa Gray 

Jun 27, 2024 Disabled people need to be included as well. We already have a lot of 

disabled people that need access and more will be coming due to the 

refusal to address the ongoing pandemic. This is especially important 

for those that rely on wheelchairs and mobility scooters to get around. 

  

Jun 27, 2024 Would like to suggest the following 2 projects based on continuing  

traffic growth & safety,  

 

1. Intersection Lancaster & Railway Ave. A stoplight or something 

comparable. With the Brookshire Development getting extremely 

challenging to get onto Lancaster.  

2. "Pedestrian crosswalk @ Railway Ave. & Majestic Park St. Traffic has 

increased 5- fold in 6yrs. Dangerous to cross streets. 

 

Thank you. Terry & Debbie Meece. Rathdrum 

Terry & 

Debbie 

Meece 

Jun 30, 2024 

 

I attended the June 26th Meeting. While the information is good. I 

have one comment. In my opinion the most important improvement 

that can be made and that should be the highest priority is the Huetter 

By-pass #28. This would improve traffic for all of Kootenai County. It 

would take traffic pressure off of Highway 95 and off of Highway 4, 

especially the big truck traffic. In my opinion plans #31,32 & 34 do 

nothing for traffic congestion. Thank You. 

Jon Furbee 

Jul 2, 2024 Hello, I'm very supportive of this PEL study and appreciate the time 

ITD/local agencies are putting into planning for our future.  What is 

decided through this study will have a generation impact on the 

transportation aspects of our area.  From a long-term circulation 

perspective, I greatly support strict access control on SH-53, I-90, US-

95, SH-41, Pleasant View Road, Huetter Road, and Hayden Avenue.  

The original plan to access control Prairie Avenue would be too 

problematic to implement now that development has occurred, so 

choosing a logical east-west connector that is access controlled 

through the Rathdrum prairie and holding it will be very important for 

long-term circulation.  I would recommend that ITD consider adopting 

an east-west corridor in the prairie (consider Hayden Avenue) to make 

Kevin   Smith 
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Submission 

Date 

Comments First Name Last Name 

it a State controlled 4-lane highway with frontage roads and access 

control.  This idea is similar to alternative 48, but with the alignment 

following Hayden Avenue to the east all the way to US-95. 

Another consideration would be to revise concept 52.  Last year the 

trail was constructed from Huetter Road to Meyer Road.  A pedestrian 

undercrossing is programmed to be constructed in FY25 under Prairie 

Avenue along the old railroad line. It would be good to construct a trail 

from the currently planned terminus at Prairie Avenue to SH-41 along 

the old railroad line. Additionally, I would like to consider an option for 

a bike path along Poleline Avenue from Huetter Road to SH-41. That 

would be a direct route from CDA to Post Falls and would connect into 

a large development that is underway (Coeur Terre). 

Thanks for all you’re doing on these studies.  Great work! 

Jul 2, 2024 One way to improve is NOT to approve so many building permits.  Slow 

it down - that has been a concern for many years.  We have too many 

out--of-state contractors and companies driving our area.  Just slow it 

down!!! 

Charlotte 

 

Carstensen 

Jul 2, 2024 One way to improve is NOT to approve so many building permits.  Slow 

it down - that has been a concern for many years.  We have too many 

out--of-state contractors and companies driving our area.  Just slow it 

down!!! 

Charlotte 

 

Carstensen 

Jul 3, 2024 I agree that the 8 identified locations are in desperate need of 

improvement.  The two on Hayden Ave especially so.  Lancaster / 

Huetter also seems to be a problem area.  Is there a document that 

shows what specific remedies are planned or proposed?  The recent 

upgrades on 95 (traffic light timing) seem to have had little positive 

effect at 2 or 3 intersections with traffic on 95 being stopped  with no 

cross traffic present. 

John  Baillie 

Jul 3, 2024 I support the proposals number 28, 41, 16, 23, 48 FRITZ  WIEDENHOFF 

Jul 3, 2024 

 

You really need to route hwy traffic around down town Rathdrum.   

Their is no room for jamming that much traffic through town.  A 

Lancaster by-pass sounds like good solution.  Slow down hwy53 speed 

limit to 45 mph from Meyers Rd to Ramsey Rd.  We have seen to many 

fatalities and 30 or 40 seconds longer won't kill anyone. 

Jay Mitchell 

Jul 3, 2024 Concept 19 (Poleline/Hanley Arterial):  Please drop ideas of turning 

Hanley into a 4-lane arterial where it goes right through the middle of a 

residential development (Coeur d'Alene Place) with three schools very 

close by.  There have already been vehicle-pedestrian accidents 

involving school children before the Hanley to Poleline extension; 

chances of more accidents have increased now, and would skyrocket 

with a 4-lane arterial.  This is NOT the place for that type of arterial! 

Gary Weber 
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Submission 

Date 

Comments First Name Last Name 

Jul 4, 2024 I believe it would be a terrible idea to widen Hanley to 4 lanes.  It runs 

through a very large neighborhood development, and there is HIGH 

pedestrian and bike traffic in the neighborhood in all seasons.  There 

are also 2 schools (including a VERY busy high school, plus planning a 

middle school at Carrington), 2 churches, Children's Village, and a fire 

station.  The traffic has already more than doubled since Hanley has 

been opened up to Poleline; and the danger (to pedestrians and cars) 

has already increased.  It would be a disaster if Hanley were changed to 

4 lanes!  Most of Prairie (just north of Hanely) is already 4 lanes; and 

Hayden and Lancaster are much less developed, and could 

accommodate a change to 4 lanes much easier than Hanley.  Good luck 

w/ the study.  :) 

Karen  Currie 

Jul 5, 2024 The suggestion of widening Hanley to four lane from Heutter to 95 is 

concerning, especially through the new Coeur Terre development and 

Coeur d'Alene Place. There are several intersections that have high 

pedestrian volume during before and after school hours and are 

already congested.  There are three schools in the Coeur d'Alene Place 

subdivision, with students moving back and forth across Hanley, with 

two additional school sites planned in the Coeur Terre development. 

Increasing traffic volume will more significantly impact the pedestrian 

traffic, specifically school aged children, in what has been a wonderful 

walkable neighborhood. Increasing the vehicle traffic will significantly 

impact the walkability and feel of the area, and increase risk to children 

accessing local schools.  Please consider alternate east/west traffic 

routes through the area. 

Michelle

  

Johnson 

Jul 5, 2024 I’m very interested in staying informed as you provide meetings and 

input. Please keep me posted.  

Mrsfooj@me.com 

Thank you 

Judy  Fujimoto 

Jul 9, 2024 We both like the ideas of 3,4,16,17,26,27,37,& 38for further 

evaluation. We also agree with the eliminated options and feel strongly 

that option 9 is a bad idea as 28 is preferable. 

We definitely like options 18,28,45, & 41 are options that should be 

completed. 

Steven & 

Susan  

Smith 

Jul 9, 2024 CONCEPT 19 (POLELINE/HANLEY ARTERIAL): 

Please drop ideas of turning Hanley into a 4-lane arterial where it goes 

right through the middle of a residential development (Coeur d'Alene 

Place), with 4 schools very close by. There have already been vehicle- 

pedestrian accidents involving children before the Hanley to Poleline 

extension: chamber of more accidents have increased now, and would 

skyrocket with a 4- lane arterial.  This is NOT the place for that type of 

arterial! 

Cheryl  Weber 
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Date 

Comments First Name Last Name 

Jul 9, 2024 The Preliminary Level 1 Screening Results Summary distributed at the 

recent Public Meeting includes a Retained as Element #49, showing 

Meyer Road as a North-South Access Controlled Highway connecting 

SH-41 and SH-53. Creating a connector highway through residential 

neighborhoods can not possibly be a viable alternative. From Nagle to 

the UPRR the roadway is lined on both sides with subdivisions that 

include pedestrian crossings crossing Meyer Road. Meyer Road is in 

need of repair, but only in the footprint already established. Otherwise 

the citizens of Rathdrum in this area take the full impact for those that 

choose to avoid SH-41 and US-95. The noise pollution along Meyer 

Road has already dropped property values and is extremely 

unpleasant. 

Matt  Harwood 

Jul 16, 2024 First, thank you for doing this study and accepting public input. 

 

I believe Existing Concepts 2, 3, 7, 17, 23 and especially 28 are most 

needed.  For the New Concepts  I like 31 & 48 the best. 

 

One I don't like is 19 for the section that goes east on Hanley from 

Atlas to 95 as it would destroy a  neighborhood which has existing 

roundabouts which are working well. 

 

Thanks again for your work! 

  

Jul 18, 2024 I live off Hanley and Atlas. Extending Hanley over to Poline and Hwy 41 

and beyond has created quite the traffic increase. It is difficult to cross 

Hanley as it is now. It is much more difficult to cross Hanley compared 

to last year when Hanley did not extend as it has a recently. 

 

I am very much opposed to Hanley becoming a four-lane arterial. I 

believe this is Option 19 I am opposed to. Hanley is where residents 

live and ride their bikes and walk their dogs. Children go to elementary 

school and need to regularly cross Hanley as well. This should not be a 

four-lane arterial down Hanley. Prairie is close by for this type of traffic. 

Please keep Hanley as quiet as possible. 

Lara  Newburn 

Jul 19, 2024 At the intersections of Meyer road and Hayden a light or round about is 

needed. Also a round about or light is need at the intersection of 

hayden and huetter road. Accidents occur here often.  Further more a 

round about at huetter road and lancaster is needed. 

Samantha

  

Lahti 

Jul 19, 2024 I am a proponent of concept ID 28 - Huetter Road controlled access 

highway/ alternate I-95. With the continued growth this will be 

desperately needed to reduce congestion on 95 north of CDA.  Thank 

you. 

Nicholas

  

Britz 
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Jul 19, 2024 Do not take any more land away. The building needs to Stop. We don't 

need more infrastructure with the roadways. It just invites more 

people that we do not need. We are already passed capacity. The 

water systems won't be able to keep up. The roads won't ever be 

enough. 
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The following table summarizes the comments in favor of or not in favor of specific concepts. 

Level 1 Concept ID In favor Not in favor 

1 1   

2 5   

3 3   

4 2   

7 2   

8 2 1 

9   1 

12 2 2 

14 4   

15 1 1 

16 4   

17 4 1 

18 2   

19   52 

20 1   

23 5   

24 7   

26 1   

27 2   

28 16 3 

31 1 3 

32   2 

34   4 

36 3   

37 2   

38 1   

41 3   

45 4   

46 5 1 

47 7 1 

48 8   

49   2 

50 1 1 

52 4 1 
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• Coeur d’Alene Press Display Ads (Local Section) 

o October 12 

o October 18 

o October 25 

• ITD News Release  

o June 21 

• ITD News Blog Archives 

• Postcard (51,000 mailed via zip code drop to the area) 

• Constant Contact emails 

o June 13 

o June 24 

o July 1 

• Social Media 

o Facebook Posts 

 June 20 

 June 24 

 July 2 

 July 17 

• KXLY news story 

o June 24 

• Kootenai Journal Article about Study 

o June 21 
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