Appendix A | Sign-in Sheets

¢ Ashton Meeting Sign-in Sheet: August 21, 2024
¢ |Island Park Meeting Sign-in Sheet: August 22, 2024
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Appendix B | Meeting Materials and Display Boards

Display Boards
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Meeting Handout
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Appendix C | Comments

¢ Ashton Meeting Comments: August 21, 2024

¢ Island Park Meeting Comments: August 22, 2024

¢ Online Meeting Comments: August 22 — September 5, 2024
¢ Emailed Comments

e Facebook Comments

Ashton Meeting Comments: August 21, 2024
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Island Park Meeting Comments: August 22, 2024
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Online Meeting Comments

Submission | Comments or suggestions First Name Last Name
Date
Sep 5, 2024 As a 40 year full time IP resident | remember when the speed | Nancy Doyle
limit was changed from 55 to 65. Many people were
disappointed and many more animal collisions occurred. This
major re-routing and widening seems so useless when it leads
to smaller highways up north. Trucks should use I-15. | hope a
less impactful plan can be adopted. This is not good for Island
Park people, businesses, or wildlife.
Sep 5, 2024 Drew Meppen, Project Engineer Rob Thornberry

Idaho Transportation Department, District 6
206 N. Yellowstone Highway
Rigby, Idaho 83442

RE: US-20 Ashton to SH-87 JCT Summer 2024 Online Meeting
Mr. Meppen,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Summer
2024 meeting of the Preliminary Environmental Linkage study
of the U.S. Highway 20 corridor between Ashton and the
junction of Idaho Highway 87 near Henry’s Lake. | submit
these comments on behalf of the Theodore Roosevelt
Conservation Partnership (TRCP), a national conservation
organization working to guarantee all Americans quality
places to hunt and fish. In addition to our 62 formal partner
groups, the TRCP represents more than 140,000 individual
members across the United States and 3,500 specifically in
Idaho. In cooperation with other sporting and conservation
organizations, we collaborate with willing partners to ensure
access to public lands while also working through federal land
use planning to make sure big game animals — such as deer,
elk, bighorn sheep, and pronghorn — have room to thrive.
Understanding that promoting public safety is the paramount
interest as you undertake the project, the TRCP encourages
you to make decisions that will not only decrease wildlife-
vehicle collisions, but that also account for the needs of the
area’s big game wildlife populations, which are culturally and
economically important to Idahoans. The TRCP believes
mitigation for wildlife movement across the highway must
occur to help ITD achieve its goal “to maintain a safe roadway
and reliable connection to adjacent communities,
Yellowstone National Park, and the region.”

Specific to the latest information offered in the online
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Submission
Date

Comments or suggestions

First Name

Last Name

meeting, the TRCP:

¢ Applauds the continued inclusion of the goal “to integrate
wildlife movement strategies in the corridor.” Including that
phrase in the draft project purpose and need is a clear step
forward toward the goal of increasing safety on the highway
for both traffic and wildlife.

¢ Applauds inclusion of the tab in the online presentation that
addresses multi-use crossings. Again, it shows ITD is taking
seriously its goal to “to integrate wildlife movement
strategies in the corridor.”

¢ Applauds the inclusion of the phrase “wildlife crossing
infrastructure” in the multiple use tab of the document. |
believe this is the first specific mention of wildlife crossing
infrastructure during the Preliminary Environmental Linkage
Study. Again, the TRCP believes it is a positive step toward
making the structures happen.

In general, the TRCP wants to stress the need to consider
wildlife movement in Island Park when discussing Highway 20
expansion to meet ITD’s needs. The Highway 20 corridor
bisects known migration routes that deliver thousands of big
game animals from the summer ranges of the Centennial
Mountains, Island Park, the Teton Range, and nearby
Yellowstone National Park to the terminal winter range on
the Sand Creek Desert between St. Anthony and Dubois,
Idaho.

As ITD continues to plan for improving Highway 20 between
Ashton and the Highway 87 Junction, we again recommend
that the agency:

1. Use Idaho Department of Fish and Game data to
understand big game movement and migration as related to
Highway 20. Different species of big game animals cross the
highway at different times for different reasons, and TRCP
believes it is important project managers understand those
wildlife needs and design the appropriate mitigation
measures to improve safety.

2. Work with the Idaho Department of Fish and Game to
identify and develop strategies to maintain movement and
migration and reduce wildlife-vehicle collisions.

3. Identify and pursue relevant federal highway money to
build wildlife crossings.

4. ldentify to the public how and where you intend to use
IDFG data to inform your decisions about reducing accidents
on the highway.
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Submission
Date

Comments or suggestions

First Name

Last Name

5. Study the nearby success of highway departments leading
in the effort to mitigate wildlife movement. Examples include
Idaho’s Highway 21, Idaho’s Highway 33 at Rocky Point, and
Wyoming’s Trapper Point.

In conclusion, the TRCP believes that the outcome of this
process can be an effective transportation corridor, thriving
local communities, and wildlife movement mitigation that can
promote both safety and community.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on this
important project.

Sincerely,

Rob Thornberry
Idaho Field Representative
Theodore Roosevelt Conservation Partnership

Sep 5, 2024

This is ridiculous. There is traffic in this section maybe 2
months a year and even that is not every day. Plus if freight
transport is a big deal how much freight moves between only
Ashton and Island Park? It ends right before Montana and
the roads it ends into aren't expanded so that is completely
ridiculous. Plus why waste so much money on something not
needed. If safety is truly an issue consider stoplights, etc.
Putting lots of property owners in a situation where their
properties will be much less attractive and/or removed and
putting local businesses out of business for an unneeded
large road through a place with a small population is
ridiculous. Plus it's about 50 miles long in total, wouldn't help
increase freight movement time significantly, is extremely
expensive, unnecessary and would ruin homes and
businesses.

Laurie

Deaton

Sep 5, 2024

Hello,

| am writing to encourage IDT to consider wildlife crossing as
a major issue/concern that should be addressed in the plans
for Highway 20 north of Ashton and up towards West
Yellowstone.

As the road becomes busier we risk cutting off migration
corridors for elk, mule deer, etc. More vehicles in the
corridor also means more animals vehicle collisions with
wildlife.

I am in favor of making sure that vehicle wildlife collisions and
threatening elk and deer migration are highly considered and
mitigated in the planning for Highway 20.

Don

Carpenter
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Submission
Date

Comments or suggestions

First Name

Last Name

-l am in favor of the least impactful alternative tht stays
within the existing footprint.

-A 4 lane highway could negatively impact wildlife movement.
-l encourage IDT to have a solid handle on wildlife
movements and patterns before deciding on an alternative.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important
issue.

Don Carpenter

Sep 5, 2024

The Idaho Walk Bike Alliance appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the US 20- Ashton to SH-84 JC. Every highway
project is an opportunity to enhance multi-modal
connectivity and usability. As traffic congestion is a concern,
creating alternatives to SOV travel is essential. This
destination area attracts many who are interested in non-
motorized travel, and Yellowstone Park is seeking ways to
reduce automotive use. This project can support those
efforts.

Improvements need to include integrating US-20 into the
area's separated, non-motorized transportation network. This
includes improved crossings and expansion of the separated,
non-motorized system. Those actions will support regional
recreational use for non-motorized transportation. The
greater Yellowstone area is a destination for recreational
cyclists and improvements should enhance their experience
and keep them out of motor vehicle lanes. We encourage
consulting closely with locals who have expertise in non-
motorized travel.

Molly

O'Reilly

Sep 5, 2024

Higher speeds and more truck traffic will only increase
fatalities. Truckers are already driving dangerously through
this area. More turn lanes are needed. The alternate route
being paved should help with traffic during peak times.

Leslie

Taylor

Sep 5, 2024

Take some of that road money and get us some law
enforcement. You're going to double the square footage of
the road but we can’t enforce what we have.

Please plan for exits. It seems like we had to have hundreds
of people die before y’all cared about St Anthony exits. Why
does my family have to be hurt or killed for action to be
considered?

Justin

Barnard
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First Name
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Sep 4, 2024

One of the projects goals is to "Provide multiuse solutions
that provide a range of options for recreational users".
However, the summary of the alternatives does not provide
for non-motorized travel along US-20
(walking/biking/wheelchair). This corridor is becoming
increasing popular for these activities especially since the
National Park systems are becoming less car-centric and
leaning towards shuttles and alternate forms of
transportation to enter the parks. Please have the plans
consider and/or offer these types of transportation options
along this corridor.

Bruce

Olenick

Sep 4, 2024

Please consider preserving as much farmland as possible. Of
the two routes, one will devastate a current farm. Kim
Grover-Haskin

Kim

Grover-Haskin

Sep 4, 2024

| love that ITD is ready to improve highway 20. Contrary to
what many of the locals believe | think 2 lanes to 87 would be
the best option but either way would love more passing
options. | love the idea for the trail crossings, those can get
pretty scary for the people on the trail and highway.

Jasmine

Cutts

Sep 4, 2024

This project needs to be put to sleep permanently and no
more studies to waste money when the community has told
you no. you keep wasting taxpayer money on studies and no
the people in the area or that do frequent have no interest in
changing the Island park area.

Sherry

Cole

Sep 4, 2024

The area population has already said “No” The to this project.
The State and the Feds and wealthy investors are pushing the
locals around. This project is ridiculous and overreach by
Government. Slow the traffic down. Yellowstone National
Park is already overrun and overwhelmed by people who do
not respect the wildlife or the small local business's. This
project is bad. You can keep beating this dead dog project
and keep stepping on the people who have rejected it.
Follow the money and you know who and why they want this
road expansion.

Stop this craziness of ruining Idaho and selling out to the
influence of money

Diana

Nielson

Sep 4, 2024

| am still not seeing any options for lights or roundabouts,
combined with reducing speed along the corridor of Hwy-20
through Island Park.

Providing signaled lights or a roundabout at each of these
intersections is the least impactful evironmentally, and

Katie

Bennett
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First Name
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provides more safety for drivers. There have many many
more crashes this summer while we wait on this tedious
study to be completed by ITD. | realize this study and
planning process is for 2050 - but what about our safety
NOW? The main intersections I'm concerned with include Elk
Creek, Mack's Inn, Pond's, Entry into Herriman, and Island
Park Village. These are all very dangerous all summer long,
and even in the winter when semi trucks are blasting through.

Creating a 4 lane divided highway with exits/entries onto the
highway CANNOT be the only option to make this safer. The
alternatives provided are still creating a huge pain point for
wildlife crossings and the vitality of business already located
at these dangerous intersections. Routing the highway
AROUND these business will do a lot of harm.

We NEED roundabounds or signaled lights NOW!

Sep 4, 2024

| think this is a great idea. 4 lanes will be more safe and
efficient. Just make sure there are plenty of crossings added
for snowmobiles and cross country skiers so that recreational
opportunities aren’t lost.

Payton

Holtom

Sep 4, 2024

| disagree with this hugely oversized plan to destroy Island
Park. The summer traffic does not require a major 4-lane
highway that will destroy businesses in the Last Chance,
Ponds Lodge and Sawtelle Moutain Resort areas. This is a
lose/lose for Island Park. It could jeopardize Harriman State
Park, add miles and miles of additional county roads for the
county to maintain, destroy wildlife habitat areas on the
Henry's Lake flats and destroy the historical Longest Main
Street in America. Take a SERIOUS look at alternating passing
lanes, a SERIOUS look, not just to check off a box. Look closely
at how other states, like Oregon and Montana are
successfully using alternating passing lanes. Please, Please,
Please listen to the people this impacts the most. The
businesses you are looking to destroy, the additional tax
burden for Fremont County for additional county roads. Just
No.

Teri

Ehresman

Sep 4, 2024

Idaho Transportation Department
Again!!
Until the silence is deafening.

Instead of playing games, please do the job we pay you to do

Corey

Switzer
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and investigate the forgery of my address on these
documents!

My address and signature was forged on this document. This
isn't my address.

This recording is of Department of Idaho Transportation
Department Motor Vehicle Inspector Monte Schmidt.
https://youtu.be/jrnfxLmbza0

Sep 3, 2024

Please include improvements and expansion of the
separated, non-motorized system to support regional
recreational use for non-motorized transportation. The
greater Yellowstone area is a destination for recreational
cyclists and improvements should take this into
consideration.

Jeff

Selfa

Sep 3, 2024

Improvements need to include overall integration on US-20
into the separated, non-motorized transportation network.
This includes but goes beyond improved crossings.
Integration of improvements and expansion of the separated,
non-motorized system is needed to support regional
recreational use for non-motorized transportation. The
greater Yellowstone area is a destination for recreational
cyclists and improvements should take this into
consideration.

Daniel

Harelson

Aug 31, 2024

Thank you for taking wildlife movement into account. |
recommend taking conservation of biological resources (flora
and fauna) into account.

Thank you for including wildlife overpasses and underpasses.
| am all for them as a solution to protect motorists and
animals. As a year round resident of Island Park, | can
personally attest to a number of near misses with wildlife on
the road, especially during the migration season. Also, the
large number of dead animals along the roadside indicates
that vehicular animal accidents are occurring frequently.

| attended the public meeting in Island Park but was unable to
see several of posters showing alternate routes for the
highway due to the umber of people present. | also could not
hear comments provided to questions asked, again due to the
noise in the meeting place. | was hoping to see the highway
alternate route ideas in the presentation. | think it will be
critically important to share these ideas with the public so

Janet

Baer
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that we can offer input from a local viewpoint. For example, |
think | saw an alternative route just prior to the Hwy 20 and
87 junction cutting west near the small public airport at that
intersection. The Nature Conservancy has recently purchased
the ranch close to the intersection and have placed the land
in a conservation easement to ensure migratory routes for
pronghorn, elk, deer, grizzly bears and moose. Running a four
lane highway through this conservation easement would be a
very bad idea. Again, | strongly encourage ITD to get local
input on the alternate routes before final decisions are made.

My final comment is that we need to address safety concerns
during the peak tourist season now through installation of
traffic lights at key locations where traffic is congested. | am
scared to get on and off the highway at to go to the
businesses at Island Park Village, Mack’s Inn, and Ponds
Lodge. Even with the slower traffic speed in these areas, cars
and semi truck come racing through the area making it
difficult to get on and off the highway.

Aug 31, 2024

This is a crucial and hazardous stretch of road for humans and
wildlife. It’s only getting busier and more developed. As you
plan for road construction please plan for big game migration
and mitigation. Specially over and underpasses. Providing
safe crossings for wildlife will keep people safer as well and
keep traffic moving better.

Thanks,
Corey McGrath

Corey

Mcgrath

Aug 28, 2024

So, | went through the slides and just wasn't sure what the
decisions were on the overpasses and underpasses are for
wildlife. This was just so general and | couldn't figure out
how to get on more detailed information.

Annette

Hanson

Aug 27,2024

| am opposed to the expansion of HWY 20. The result will be
material increase in simi-trucks traffic, which contributes to
the vast majority of killed wildlife.

Michael

Caughlin

Aug 24, 2024

August 2024 Ashton to SH87 plan comments:

AC - Ashton to Caldera Rim: AC2 would be the preferred
alternative. Access to the Caldera Rim trail systems and the
cell site needs to be maintained.

PL - Pond’s Lodge: There is still no access to this area on the
plan. Access to the existing facilities and the Buffalo River
boat take out area needs to be maintained. Still much work to

Jeff

Coward
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do on this part of the plan.

EC - Elk Creek: Access to the Yale-Kilgore road, Phillips Loop

and Rainbow roads needs to be maintained.
Aug 24,2024 | Prefer AC2 to AC2. Suggest that you consider either addinga | Thomas Woodall

1200 N exit or separate from the current right-of-way south
of 1200 N so that ease of use of 1200 N is kept both for farm
vehicles otherwise more farm vehicles are going to have to go
through town as are people like me who use 1200N to bypass
having to travel through Ashton

| like the change that changes to US-20 route to the west of
Swan Lake.

The intersection of ID-47 and US-20 needs to all northbound
traffic on 47 to turn right (north) on US-20. and the same for
southbound US-20 to turn to south on ID-47. The other
directions do not need to be supported as most traffic is
to/from Island Park from/to Mesa Falls, Bear Gulch, and
Warm River. If more separation from the Harriman State Park
entrance, then go back to the old route which would
intersection at about MP 380.5

| applaud that LC2 bypasses LC2 that will allow for safe local
traffic within Last Chance, including ATV, UTV, and snow
machines. | would make sure there is a multi-use crossing
over Chick Creek.

| like PL3. | would encourage raising the level of the roadbed
at the Buffalo River so it becomes a multi-use crossing with
adequate clearance for wildlife to travel under the roadway.

EC-2 is good but it needs to have quite a few multi-use
crossing to keep ATV, UTVs, and snowmobiles from crossing
UsS-20.

Mack Inn Text for MI-3 says it does not advance (Should this
be MI-2) The web lists PL3 on the Mack’s Inn Options so |
think there is website error.

IPV2. This is a populated area and so | believe eliminating the
connector to Big Springs N Loop due to Grizzly Habitat is
overblown and that this decision should be revisited.
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RR2: Super happy to see a good RR2 Option as this is where |
normally exit US-20.

It is not clear how access to Rasmussen Ln, Meadow Cross Rd,
and Tyghee Ln are preserved.

Again | recommend a multi-use crossing over Herny’s Lake
Outlet.

Aug 24, 2024

AC3 better in many ways, much safer for all local residents on
Fishermans Drive and Ashton Hill, these areas are growing
each year, and with a lot of out of town visitors floating the
river and with all the fishing activity in this area safety should
be a major consideration. With all the additional traffic we
must have an Interchange near mile marker 62.

Paul

Jackson

Aug 23, 2024

Talking with the superintendent of Yellowstone, he notes that
while not there yet it is close to hitting maximum capacity. So
projecting past increases into the future need to account for
this fact. Growth will not continue in yellowstone for much
longer. A limit will be set. So there is no need to build a
super highway through island park.

In addition, building a super highway will ruin Island Park
Area and it's rural beauty.

Also, without buyin from Montana all you will create is a
bottle neck at the pass.

Please select the no build option

Jeff

Miller

Aug 23, 2024

Talking with the superintendent of Yellowstone, he notes that
while not there yet it is close to hitting maximum capacity. So
projecting past increases into the future need to account for
this fact. Growth will not continue in yellowstone for much
longer. A limit will be set. So there is no need to build a
super highway through island park.

Jeff

Miller

Aug 23, 2024

| am glad to hear that funding has been secured and is now
available for IDT to install a stop light control access at the Elk
Creek junction of U.S. Highway 20 and Yale Kilgore Road. |
cannot praise this decision enough by IDT to complete this
project.

| hope this to be the first of three to four controlled access
interactions in Island Park. My personal preference for future
controlled interactions would be: 1. Crossroads at Robins
Roost / Sawtelle Mtn Resort (No Big Springs Loop/Sawtelle
Peak & Hwy 20), 2. Mack’s Inn area (So Big Springs Loop &
Hwy 20), 3. Henry’s Lake Flats (Red Rock Road & Hwy 20). |

Ronald

Larsen
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say my personal preference, because of a lifetime of work in
law enforcement with several years of experience in traffic
accident investigations, reconstruction, causality, and
prevention. Island Park is now my home, and | drive these
roads often to know their limitations and dangers.

While | appreciate IDT’s efforts to install controlled access at
the Elk Creek junction, and the good Lord knows, it needs it.
When traffic is heavy on Hwy 20 and vehicles are lined up a
couple of hundred feet deep on Yale Kilgore to make a left to
go North on Hwy 20, and other vehicles are in the makeshift
thru land to cross over 20 to the Elk Creek Gas station, locals
are smart enough to know that it is easier to make a right
turn onto Hwy 20 South and flip a “U”ey at Phillips Loop Rd to
go back North rather than waiting 15-20+ minutes or more to
make a left turn or go straight ahead and risk getting T-
Boned. The locals know this little trick for their benefit, but it
compounds the traffic movement and slows down even more
the ability for vehicles trying to access Hwy 20 from Yale
Kilgore.

| understand that Elk Creek junction will only receive a
controlled access stop light and no road realignment of the
Yale Kilgore and Phillips Loop Road (Old Hwy 191), because of
the U.S. Forest Service property management and the Federal
Government’s environmental impact assessments Red Tape
procrastination and impediment for small land project to
improve the safety, health and quality of live for the citizens
of the small rural communities. | would still hope that IDT
would attempt to get some concessions from the federal
government in a timely manner for this stop light project and
consider road re-alignment. These are the kinds of things that
cause the citizenry to have no faith in the federal government
and loath their control over local lands. This re-alignment
would only impact all of two (2) acres of ground, that already
has an emergency service heliport that would stay in place
and provide for safer medical response in the controlled
access infrastructure. When government officials cannot see
or understand the need for such changes and the impact,
they would have on such a project. It is no wonder that
people look at such work and ask, why is it that my
government does a half ass job! Do not get me wrong, |
agree, something is better than nothing. But when the Yale
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Kilgore Road improvements get completed, mark my words,
there will be double the current traffic for this area!

Aug 23, 2024

| thought the plans were pretty reasonably thought out. |
forgot to ask, but one main concern of mine is South
Antelope parking and turn out area for summer and winter
recreation. | am not sure with your future plans map what
plans there are. I'd like to see a large area of some sort there
as well as some other places for accessing. South Antelope
flat road has long been a nice snowmobile access point onto
the trails.

Greg

Bitter

Aug 23, 2024

Prefer the 4 lane divided ONLY IF adequate wildlife
movements are taken into account and provided for in the
plan. This is a major draw to this area and is irreplaceable if
lost. It's a one way street, catastrophic to wildlife and area if
not considered.

Mary

VanFleet

Aug 23, 2024

As a homeowner in Island Park, | think the 4 lane highway is
badly needed.

It would help alleviate some of the dangerous intersections
where many accidents occur.

Chris

Waddoups

Aug 22,2024

A 4 lane divided highway is a must. Please consider a bypass
system allowing the existing hwy 20 to be used as a local
route connecting island park to create more of a community
rather than a pass thru town.

Amber

Boyce

Aug 22,2024

ITD should be expanding Hwy20 to 87 before Ashton all the
way to the MT. Border. It is Long over due. Put in some over
passes or proper length exits-Left Turns and 2 lanes in both
directions. NOT PASSING LANES!!

The Multi use for snowmobiles trails and bicycles are way
over due! Stop think about the greedy Business that don’t
want the Necessary expansions.. do what is Safe for the many
visitors and the Public. Or put in Stop Lights.. and
ATV/Bicycle/SnowMobile Overpasses crossing 20 is deadly
and the Blood is on IDT hands...

Keep in mind that many business owners along HWY 20 are
only open During Peak Season they don’t give a hoot about
the safety of many vacationers, Commuter's, Travelers going
to MT.

HWY 20 should long ago been expanded to 4 lanes 2 North
and 2 South Bound. With correct over/underpasses.

Tom

Goe

Aug 22,2024

This is all very beneficial and in the long term will be much
needed. | also think once this project, as well as the I-15/US-
20 project is done, this route should be signed as an
Interstate Highway as well. Assuming it is built to Interstate

Braden

Castleton
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Standards (US-20 from IF to north of Rexburg is already built
to standards, minus the I-15/US-20 current interchange).

If Montana has plans to widen US-191 or US-287 to Interstate
Standards in the future, this route should be signed as I-17. If
not, this route should be signed as I-115 or 315.

Aug 22, 2024

What does PL3 mean ? Also is the black line representing
pavement specifically new payment to be added in all
presented locations including those feeding off of highway
20? Macks Inn already had a boat take out on Teton Avenue
which has caused a complete hazard for the neighborhood
with speeding drivers, heavy traffic, etc. The movement of
this needs to be addressed as well. Keep hearing from ranger
that it is dependent on this project. All take in my opinion
should be at the shores by Springhill Suites and the
highway/bridge solution needs to address that as well.

John

Allison
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Comments emailed to ITD:
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Facebook comments:

Page 107



Page 108



Page 109



Appendix D | Online Meeting

August 22 - September 5, 2024
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Appendix E | Notification Materials

¢ Postcard (3,000 mailed)
¢ Post Register Newspaper Ad

o0 August 7
o August 14

¢ Rexburg Standard Newspaper Ad

o0 August 9
o0 August 13

¢ Online Ads (120,000 impressions)
e Social Media

o Facebook Posts

o August 7

o August 20

0 August 22

o September 4
o X Posts

o August 7

o August 20

0 August 22

o September 4

¢ Constant Contact emails

o0 August 6
0 August 23

e Poster

¢ Press Release — August 16
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https://apps.itd.idaho.gov/Apps/MediaManagerMVC/PressRelease/Preview/11361

Postcard (front/back)
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Newspaper Ad (ran multiple times)
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Online Ads

Public Meetings: Learn more about the US-20 Ashton to SH-87 JCT
Study and potential future improvements.

itdprojects.org/projects/us-20-ashton-to-sh-87-jct RV R T8 e fo1[=Ye V= o111

PRTTIN A Public Meetings: Learn more about the US-20 Ashton
I I to SH-87 JCT Study and potential future improvements.
itdprojects.orgfprojectsfus-20-ashton-to-sh-87-jct Visit the project website
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Facebook Ads

Text: US-20 Drivers: Help us
improve safety and shape the
future of this important highway.
Both meetings will present the
same information.

Text: US-20 Drivers: Review
information and provide
feedback at your convenience
between August 22 and
September 5.
itdprojects.org/projects/us-20-

ashton-to-sh-87-jct.

Text: US-20 Drivers

Comments are due September 5.
Email us at
comments@US20ashtonto87.co
m or fill out a comment form at
itdprojects.org/projects/us-20-
ashton-to-sh-87-jct.
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Constant Contact Email #1
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Constant Contact Email #2
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Poster
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Press Release
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Appendix F | Photos

Ashton
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Island Park
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