To compare alternatives and overall regional benefits, the team used data presented in the screening

= = matrix, Level of Service maps and travel time tables. These tools allow the team to review the data in
eve cree n I ng a rlx detail and see which options benefit the region overall.
Alternatives were screened for performance by estimating the effects of each alternative and

[ ] [ ]
& Tra ffl c An a Iys I s combinations of alternatives on traffic conditions within the study area. Travel times along major A -~
corridors and certain travel paths were estimated, focusing on ITD facilities such as Interstate 90, U.S. ~\\'/
S 7

Highway 95, State Highway 53, and State Highway 41. Congestion at select intersections within the
study area is reported as a letter grade from A through F. This is known as the Level of Service, or LOS. RATHDRUM PRAIRIE

AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Travel Time Tables Level of Service Maps
In the travel time tables, each alternative was compared against five major corridors and four travel “paths” The change in Level of Service, or LOS, is determined by comparing the No-Build
within the study area. These were analyzed to understand improvements in time during the morning and Alternative to future traffic conditions (in 2045) under each scenario.

evening rush hours (7:00 — 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 - 6:00 p.m.) in the “forward,” point A to point B direction, and in

the “reverse” point B to point A direction (See map on page 2). » Orange: Intersections that were LOS E or F in the No-Build

Alternative that remained LOS E or F with the alternative.
» Yellow: Intersections that were LOS D or
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7[13/2026 Update
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RATHDRUM PRAIRIE

AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY

7/13/2026 Update

ITD would like to provide an update to information presented at the July 8, 2026, public meeting regarding the predictive crash analysis for Alternative B.

The original results indicated a substantial increase in crashes on US-95 Alternative B when transitioning from a 4-lane divided arterial to a 6-lane divided arterial. Because the reported increase
was higher than expected, the analysis was reviewed again and the shoulder width input for the predictive models was updated. The revised results for crashes on US95 for the Combined
Alternatives are as follows:

For Alternative N-D-B:

» Total crashes on US-95 are predicted to increase by 1%
» Fatal and injury crashes on US-95 are predicted to increase by 46%, going from 14.6 in the No Build to 21.4 in the combined alternative.

For Alternative N-H-B:

» Total crashes on US-95 are predicted to increase by 2%
» Fatal and injury crashes on US-95 are predicted to increase by 46%, going from 14.6 in the No Build to 21.4 in the combined alternative.

The project team is committed to providing accurate information and transparency throughout the study process. We appreciate the opportunity to clarify these results and update the analysis. If
you have questions, please contact the project team at info@rathdrumprairiepel.com.
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Travel Paths |
This travel time analysis considers the |
travel time along different routes between
the southwest and northeast corners of
the prairie. Although many routes could
potentially be taken for this journey, the

N

53

analysis focuses on using ITD routes for Path
1Tand Path 2 (1-90, US-95, SH-41 and SH-53)

Rathdrum

Boekel Rd.

as a basis of comparison for the alternatives.
Path 3 is used in Alternatives M, N and their
combinations. Path 4 is used in Alternatives
D, H and their combinations.

Travel Time is measured in the AM and PM
peak hours, for the “forward” direction, point
A to point B, as well as the “reverse” direction,
point B to point A. It is measured along the
major corridors from one end to the other

in both directions as shown on the map.
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Trave' Tlmes Along Malor corrldors NO-BUILD ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE ° ALTERNATIVE O ALTERNATIVE 0 ALTERNATIVE o
and Travel Paths (in minutes)

Corridor Direction Travel Times Travel Times Travel Times Travel Times Travel Times Travel Times Travel Times Travel Times Travel Times Travel Times
(AM Peak Hour) (PM Peak Hour) (AM Peak Hour) (PM Peak Hour) (AM Peak Hour) (PM Peak Hour) (AM Peak Hour) (PM Peak Hour) (AM Peak Hour) (PM Peak Hour)
NB 14.75 44.37 14.66 37.56 14.24 31.36 14.84 40.53 14.81 34.41
US-95
SB 24.04 24.16 20.72 20.26 20.13 20.97 23.33 22.79 22.90 22.03
NB 15.27 29.56 14.25 24.85 14.17 23.60 13.32 17.37 13.53 17.64
SH-41
SB 16.26 21.85 14.25 18.98 13.64 18.75 14.22 15.08 14.22 15.30
EB 15.04 22.55 14.88 3977 14.82 22.80 15.02 16.01 14.85 15.90
SH-53
wB 15.61 20.63 15.25 19.40 15.14 19.49 15.01 15.74 14.95 15.97
N EB 20.34 21.84 19.44 21.04 17.46 19.50 20.30 22.92 20.41 22.18
Prairie Ave. '
wB 16.61 23.90 16.48 22.47 15.91 19.99 16.39 21.41 16.37 22.01
_ EB 24.95 =3.34 22.21 31.43 23.29 30.74 24.09 21.54 24.17 21,27
Seltice Way
wB 18.50 45.75 17.76 44.91 18.36 45.29 17.42 38.16 17.36 38.11
(NB / EB) 24.26 55.12 23.60 47.98 23.16 42.14 23.62 49.90 23.59 43.77
Path 1
(SB / WB) 32.82 34.72 29.49 31.50 29.36 32.57 31.87 33.52 31.36 32.68
| (NB / EB) 24.17 36.77 24.00 32.25 23.81 30.98 22.90 26.34 23.49 27.59
Path 2
(SB / WB) 26.46 31.28 24.32 26.73 23.84 26.25 24.19 25.65 24.15 25.99
(NB / EB) . . ; - - s 14.73 15.17 14.55 15.00
Path 3
(SB / WB) . - : . : : 15.01 14.89 14.92 14.85
(NB / EB) = 21.84 23.14 15.28 17.11 . , . .
Path 4 1 1 1 — :
(SB / WB) - - 23.77 25.13 15.40 16.50 . < ’ -
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Travel Times Along Major Corridors
and Travel Paths (in minutes)

NO-BUILD ALTERNATIVE ‘ ALTERNATlVE@ ‘ ALTERNAT'VE@ ‘

ALTERNATIVE m ‘ ALTERNATIVE m

14.62

20.78

0 a0 ) g 0
NB 14.75 44.37 14.71 32.56
US-95
SB 24.04 24.16 20.14 19.78
NB 1‘5.27 2‘9.56
SH-41
SB 16.26 21.85
EB 15.04 22.55
SH-53
WB 15.61 20.63 15.43 14.97
. EB 20.34 21.84 21.16 22.02
Prairie Ave.
wB 16.61 23.90 16.25 20.78 21.20
EB 24.95 33.34
Seltice Way
WB 18.50 45.75
(NB / EB) 24.26 55.12 23.51 41.96
Path 1
(SB / WB) 32.82 34.72 28.62 30.76
(NB / EB) 24.17 36.77
Path 2
(SB / WB) 26.46 31.28
(NB / EB) - " 14.65 15.10
Path 3
(SB / WB) . - 15.06 15.04
(NB / EB) - ¥ 19.47 19.94 19.37 19.96
Path 4
(SB / WB) - " 21.30 22.13 20.54 22.36

14.67

22.39

23.08

23.38

14.71 15.09

15.24
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LEVEL OF SERVICE

Alternative D
Huetter Road widened arterial

North-South Route
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7:00 — 9:00 AM

Alternative D

Improved or Worsening 2045 AM Peak Hour
Intersection Level of Service Compared to
No-Build

@ LOSEorF -No Change (17)

0 LOS D or Better - No Change (53)

® Improved to LOS C or Better (3)

@ Improved to LOS D (4)

® New Intersection - LOS D or Better (5)

® Degraded to LOS E or F (0)
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LEVEL OF SERVICE

Alternative H
Access-controlled highway, Huetter Road

North-South Route

s v/

~C 7:00 - 9:00 AM === 4:00 - 6:00 PM

Alternative H Alternative H

Improved or Worsening 2045 AM Peak Hour Improved or Worsening 2045 PM Peak Hour
Intersection Level of Service Compared to @] ] —}\ ! Intersection Level of Service Compared to
No-Build / 0 q ( No-Build P
® LOSE orF - No Change (17) ; E ® LOSE orF - No Change (39) E
o 5 i} - Halley-Rd—" z i}
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Rathdrunm : Rathdrum 3
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LEVEL OF SERVICE

Alternative M
Access-controlled highway, Pleasant View and parallel to Hayden Avenue, Wyoming
Avenue and Lancaster Road, expanded SH-53, Meyer Road Bypass

East-West Route

\'l

v/

7’

= 4:00 - 6:00 PM N
Alternative M f Alternative M f

~C 7:00 - 9:00 AM

Improved or Worsening 2045 AM Peak Hour / Improved or Worsening 2045 PM Peak Hour
Intersection Level of Service Compared to 9] Intersection Level of Service Compared to
No-Build / =0 ¢ —A No-Build - —A
® LOSE orF - No Change (17) \'Ij s ® LOSE orF - No Change (37) \'Ij / 5
s 5 alley Ra-aa 2 3 @) % dalley Ra-ap 2 =
LOS D or Better - No Change (50) e ity ( : Sk 2 g ; LOS D or Better - No Change (24) s ¥ b b 2 2
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LEVEL OF SERVICE

Alternative N
Access-controlled highway, Pleasant View and parallel to Hayden and Lancaster,
expanded SH-53, Meyer Road Bypass

East-West Route

\\I,
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/|\

7:00 — 9:00 AM
Alternative N {

4:00 - 6:00 PM
Alternative N {

A
N

Improved or Worsening 2045 AM Peak Hour / Improved or Worsening 2045 PM Peak Hour /
Intersection Level of Service Compared to 9] Intersection Level of Service Compared to {/
No-Build / Y0 G ——A No-Build /‘-;?—' G ——%\
® LOSE orF - No Change (17) s ® LOSE or F - No Change (36) g / s
LOS D or Better - No Change (50) Nalley Re-ras e = = > LOS D or Better - No Change (23) e Z 5
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LEVEL OF SERVICE

Alternative N-D
Alternative N and Alternative D combined

\'l
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~C 7.00 - 9:00 AM N
Alternative N-D f Alternative N-D f /

2= 4:00 - 6:00 PM

Improved or Worsening 2045 AM Peak Hour / Improved or Worsening 2045 PM Peak Hour /
Intersection Level of Service Compared to

9] Intersection Level of Service Compared to [
No-Build / Y0 G __A No-Build A//‘-;2—' C ——}\j

N-Ramsey-Rd

-Ramsey-Rd

@ LOSEorF -No Change (10)

@ LOSEorF -No Change (28)
LOS D or Better - No Change (50) )

LOS D or Better - No Change (24) Mﬂa!lernﬂ

E Boekel Rd
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LEVEL OF SERVICE

Alternative N-D-B
Alternative N and Alternative D combined with US-95 widening

\'l

v/

~C 7:00 - 9:00 AM

2 4:00 - 6:00 PM N
Alternative N-D-B f Alternative N-D-B f

Improved or Worsening 2045 AM Peak Hour / Improved or Worsening 2045 PM Peak Hour /
Intersection Level of Service Compared to 9] Intersection Level of Service Compared to
No-Build / Y0 ¢ ——A ' No-Build /‘.;?—' ( ——%\
® LOSE or F - No Change (7) - ® LOSE or F - No Change (22) § :
) - alle M b - alle h-
> LOS D or Better - No Change (50) : M‘\' il i I e 2 LOS D or Better - No Change (23) e Y RE 4 e 2
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LEVEL OF SERVICE

Alternative N-H
Alternative N and Alternative H combined

\'l

/|\

Alternative N-H

Improved or Worsening 2045 AM Peak Hour
Intersection Level of Service Compared to
No-Build

7:00 — 9:00 AM

@ LOSEorF -No Change (10)
> LOS D or Better - No Change (50)
® Improved to LOS C or Better (11)
@ Improved to LOS D (3)
® New Intersection - LOS D or Better (27)
® Degraded to LOSE or F (0)
= Alignment
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Alternative N-H

Improved or Worsening 2045 PM Peak Hour
Intersection Level of Service Compared to
No-Build

4:00 - 6:00 PM

@ LOSEorF -No Change (28)
> LOS D or Better - No Change (24)
® Improved to LOS C or Better (15)
@ Improved to LOS D (7)
® New Intersection - LOS D or Better (27)
® Degraded to LOS E or F (0)
= Alignment
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LEVEL OF SERVICE

Alternative N-H-B

Alternative N and Alternative H combined with US-95 widening

\'l

/|\

7:00 — 9:00 AM
Alternative N-H-B

| %\ :

e ErdthAve— e

Improved or Worsening 2045 AM Peak Hour /
Intersection Level of Service Compared to 9]
No-Build / H—0
® LOSE orF - No Change (8)
) - alle 0
> LOS D or Better - No Change (50) " m#,;l Ly ( # ek
® Improved to LOS C or Better (12) R a':t hdrui
@ Improved to LOS D (4) fogetin B Ytosg
® New Intersection - LOS D or Better (27)
® Degraded to LOS E or F (0) g ' = ]
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Alternative N-H-B

Improved or Worsening 2045 PM Peak Hour
Intersection Level of Service Compared to
No-Build

4:00 - 6:00 PM

@ LOSE or F - No Change (21)
LOS D or Better - No Change (24)
® Improved to LOS C or Better (16)
@ Improved to LOS D (13)
® New Intersection - LOS D or Better (27)
® Degraded to LOS E or F (0)
= Alignment
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LEVEL 3B COMPARATIVE SCREENING RESULTS

0000

NO BUILD

Ranking Scale v

Worst Negative

o

Neutral/ Better/ Best
Medium Good

CRITERIA METRIC(S) (REFERENCE) B (ELEMENT) M
- Sum of percent change for 1-90, SH-53,
Ability to reduce segment related crashes SH-41, US-95 N/A N/A -66 >4
- . Sum of percent change for 1-90, SH-53,
Ability to reduce severity of crashes SH-41, US-95 N/A N/A -55 ] -44
Number of intersections that will improve to Level
of Service D or better compared to the No-Build
Ability to address congestion on key corridors Alternative (77 intersections analyzed in No-Build 24 AM, 51 PM: LOSE orF N/A 21 (7 AM, 14 PM) V 22 (7 AM, 15 PM)
Alternative).
AM +PM.
Ability to reduce travel time on key corridors AM+PM vehicle-minutes weighted by traffic N/A N/A 13862 V 15390
Ability to increase safety, mobility, and connections . .
for bike,/ pedestrian users Number of corridors improved 0 N/A 3 O 3
frg'r'l'stiyttui'e"r‘;rease safety mobility and connections for | ¢ 1 ¢ 45 b or better or improved intersections 24 of 77: LOSE or F N/A Y 20(7AM,14PM) | N/ 22(7AM, 15 PM)
. . O New access to 1-90, O New access to 1-90, D Improved connection D Improved connection
General access changes that would impact existing | g6 evel of increased access No new access N/A North-south corridor North-south corridor between -90 and SH-53, between 1-90 and SH-53,
properties and land uses improvements. improvements. Consolidated access on SH-| Consolidated access on SH-
53, New east-west corridor. | 53, New east-west corridor.
Total ROW Parcels Total parcels 0 0 VY 385 YV 380
Total ROW Acres Total acres 0 0
Residential ROW Parcels Total parcels 0 0
Residential ROW Acres Total acres 0 0
Commercial ROW Parcels Total parcels 0 0
Commercial ROW Total acres 0 0
Agricultural ROW Parcels Total parcels 0 0 167 178
Agricultural ROW Total acres 0 0 317 324
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LEVEL 3B COMPARATIVE SCREENING RESULTS, CONT. @ @ © ©

CRITERIA

METRIC(S)

NO BUILD
(REFERENCE)

B (ELEMENT)

Ranking Scale v

Negative Neutral/

Worst

H
Residential Displacements Total displacements 0 N/ \/
Commercial Displacements Total displacements 0 \/ \/
Community/ Utility Displacements Total displacements 0 \/
Impervious Surface acres 23 N/ \/
Sensitive Aquifer Recharge Areas Intersect with priority area (Yes/No) and priority level. O O
Floodplain Impacts acres 0 N/ \/
Wetlands and Waters of the U.S. acres 0 N/ ]
Community Resources Total impacted or displaced 0 O O 2
Hazardous Materials Number of sites. 0 O 1 O 1
Historic Resource Impacts Listed, Eligible, or may be Eligible Resources 1 \/ \/
Potential Noise Receptors :ﬁzirc:;:itjzl land use properties within 500 ft of 162 . N
Conceptual construction costs N/A \/ O $564,156,000

Ability to proceed with phased implementation,
reducing temporary impacts

Can mostly maintain
existing number of through
lanes in each direction
during construction.
Frequent access work and
adjacent traffic not efficient
and more disruptive to
traveling public.

Medium

[

X

L] 424

o

Better/ Best
Good

X XX XX
L

~

11

412

YV  $1,045,149,000

TH=l X EslROEsl x| x Bl < x| x

$1,038,116,000

Ccan mostly maintain
existing number of through
lanes in each direction
during construction.
Frequent access work and
adjacent traffic not efficient
and more disruptive to
traveling public.

O Mostly offline
construction and can

be constructed around
Huetter Road’s lower
volume of traffic with
phased intersections and
interchanges.

| Typical highway
widening. Two major
maintenance of traffic
phases. Can maintain
existing 1-lane of traffic in
each direction, may have to
temporarily close turn lane.
Other roadway/highway
alignment work and
interchanges could disrupt
cross street traffic.

| Typical highway
widening. Two major
maintenance of traffic
phases. Can maintain
existing 1-lane of traffic in
each direction, may have to
temporarily close turn lane.
Other roadway/highway
offline alignment work and
interchanges could disrupt
cross street traffic.
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LEVEL 3B COMPARATIVE SCREENING RESULTS

OO CD - KW

o

Negative Neutral/ Better/ Best
Medium Good

N+H

NO BUILD
CRITERIA METRIC(S) (REFERENCE) B (ELEMENT)

Ability to reduce segment related crashes Zt;rrl\Jgfgp;ercent change for 1-90, SH-53, SH- N/A N/A
Ability to reduce severity of crashes sum of percent change for I-90, SH-53, SH- N/A N/A

41,US-95

Number of intersections that will improve to Level

. . . of Service D or better compared to the No-Build .

Ability to address congestion on key corridors Alternative (77 intersections analyzed in No-Build 24 AM, 51 PM: LOSEorF N/A O 37 (14AM, 23 PM) | &/

Alternative). AM +PM.
Ability to reduce travel time on key corridors AM+PM vehicle-minutes weighted by traffic N/A N/A [0 19460 N/
Ability to increase safety, mobility, and . .
connections for bike/pedestrian users Number of corridors Improved 0 1 V. V
Ability to increase safety mobility and connections | ¢\ ¢ 05 p or better o improved intersections 24 of 77: LOS E o F N/A O  37(14AM,23PM) | &7
for transit users

v/ N/

Genera[ access changes that would impact existing Relative level of increased access No new access N/A
properties and land uses
Total ROW Parcels Total parcels 0 0
Total ROW Acres Total acres 0 0
Residential ROW Parcels Total parcels 0 0
Residential ROW Acres Total acres 0 0
Commercial ROW Parcels Total parcels 0 0
Commercial ROW Total acres 0 0
Agricultural ROW Parcels Total parcels 0 0
Agricultural ROW Total acres 0 0

37 (14 AM, 23 PM)

V.

V

N/ N/

119

23 <] PRSI RS RS2
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LEVEL 3B COMPARATIVE SCREENING RESULTS, CONT. D Q2D D QDD vinsae B |

CRITERIA METRIC(S) (R"égEi‘éﬁgE) B (ELEMENT)
Residential Displacements Total displacements 0 0
Commercial Displacements Total displacements 0 0
Community/ Utility Displacements Total displacements 0 0
Impervious Surface acres 0 23
Sensitive Aquifer Recharge Areas ::\t/zl;seCt with priority area (Yes/No) and priority
Floodplain Impacts acres 0 0
Wetlands and Waters of the U.S. acres 0 0
Community Resources Total impacted or displaced 0 0
Hazardous Materials Number of sites. 0 0
Historic Resource Impacts Listed, Eligible, or may be Eligible Resources 0 1
Potential Noise Receptors Re5|den_t|al land use properties within 500 ft of 0 162
alternative
Conceptual construction costs 0 N/A v $1,202,082,000
[] see N and D.
Can mostly maintain existing
number of through lanes
Ability to proceed with phased implementation, 0 Izoiii:]u::;:iﬁu:?e:zg:tg

reducing temporary impacts

access work and adjacent
traffic not efficient and more
disruptive to traveling public.

Worst

[] see N and D.

Can mostly maintain
existing number of through
lanes in each direction
during construction on US-
95. Frequent access work
and adjacent traffic not
efficient and more disruptive
to traveling public.

Neutral/
Medium

Negative

Z
+
I

fut'y
©

xixixxxxxixx

|:| See N and H.

o

Better/ Best
Good

SRS S [ PREERGHIRDSIER SRS [1 PRSI S

[] see N and H.

Can mostly maintain
existing number of through
lanes in each direction
during construction on US-
95. Frequent access work
and adjacent traffic not
efficient and more disruptive
to traveling public.
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O

LEVEL 3A COMPARATIVE SCREENING RESULTS Raling Sal
Worst Negative '\l\/]ligmarlr/] BceégeJ/ Best
NORTH-SOUTH EAST-WEST SCENARIOS
CRITERIA METRIC(S) NO BUILD D D+B B
PERFORMANCE
Number of segments on

Ability to address congestion

key corridors exceeding

throughoutthe study 4 9y//¢ or Level of 43
area (Volume to capacity ice E h AM
ratio) (V//C ratio) Service E across bot
and PM peak hours
Average travel time
Ability to improve travel savings compared to
times throughout the study |No-Build weighted by N/A
area (Total Time Savings) average corridor traffic
volumes
Ability to improve travel Change in VMT from the
efflclency.wnhln. the study |\ Build across both AM 1,169,993 O
area (Vehicle-miles traveled and PM eak hours 1,169,980
for the network) (VMT) P
Ability to improve travel .
. s Change in VHT from the
efficiency within the study | o b i acrossboth AM | 50,720 \
area (Vehicle-hours traveled and PM eak hours
for the network) (VHT) P
How does the alternative Assessment based on
effect local access to no change in access, .
X . No improved
regional roadways (Based |improved access to access

on adding more or improving
existing conditions)

existing facilities, or new
access.

1,171,943

Improved
access between

1-90 and SH-53.

Improved east-
west access
near Post Falls,
Rathdrum and
Hayden.

Improved
access between

1-90 and SH-53.

Improved east-
west access
near Post Falls,
Rathdrum and
Hayden.

Alternative D
provides access
improvement.
Alternative
B doesn't
provide access
improvements.

Alternative H
provides access
improvement.
Alternative
B doesn't
provide access
improvements.

O

1,169,794

O

Alternative M
provides access
improvement.
Alternative
B doesn't
provide access
improvements.

O \

1,169,741 1,175,280

O

Alternative N
provides access
improvement.
Alternative
B doesn't
provide access
improvements.

O

1,170,299

[ \

1,173,457 1,174,477
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LEVEL 3A COMPARATIVE SCREENING RESULTS, CONT. ——  (AvAlElNeN

Worst Negative Neutral/ Better/ Best

Medium Good
NORTH-SOUTH EAST-WEST SCENARIOS

CRITERIA METRIC(S) NO BUILD D H M N

RIGHT OF WAY IMPACTS

Total ROW Parcels

Total ROW Acres
Residential ROW Parcels
Residential ROW Acres
Commercial ROW Parcels
Commercial ROW
Agricultural ROW Parcels
Agricultural ROW
Residential Displacements

Commercial Displacements

Community/Utility
Displacements

Community Resources (ROW
Impact or Proximity)

[w] Q [w] Q Q Q
o o o o o o
f— f— f=— f=— f— f—
= = = = = =
= = = = = =

CRITERIA METRIC(S) NO BUILD

IMPLEMENTATION

Conceptual Cost estimate | Millions of 2026 Dollars

High-level BCA (Traffic
Performance and Cost
(including ROW and
displacements)
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