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TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Executive Summary

n 2007 the City of Twin Falls hired Crvil Science to provide an update to their 1993 transportation
Iplan. This update addresses the growth m the community since 1993 as well as looking forward to a

planning horizon of 2030. In recent decades the City has seen significant growth and 1s at a cntical
pomt as the population nears 50,000. This population s a threshold for metropolitan planning
organization (MPO) status and the tuning of this study provides the City a basis for this future designation
as well as a tool for effective design, operation and maintenance of the transportation systern.
Additionally, this study was timed to coincide with and be structured to be a part of the update of the

Twan Falls City Comprehensive plan.

In an effort to incorporate the public in the development of this plan, many public nvolvement elements
were included. During these events the transportation goals and objectives were formed. These goals
were advanced and have guided the plan through its development. Primary goals which were identified by

Technical and Community Advisory Committees are:

PRIMARY GOALS

1. Clear and Efficient connectivity of transportation facilities
2. Develop and Implement appropriate design and operation standards
3. Provide sufficient roadway capacity to meet current and future needs

To address these goals and others a comprehensive planning process was performed which iutially
wdentified existing conditions, concerns and opportunities. The integration of public nput and staft
expertence was then applied in development of maps, plans and analysis leading to recommendations for
future mprovements.

Connectivity was addressed through mplementation of a gnd network of roads with arterial roadways at
one mile mtervals and collector roadways at quarter mile spacing. This approach maintains consistency
with past City practice. This approach required some flexibility due to topography challenges presented
prncipally by the Rock Creek drainage. Provisions for bike way connectivity was addressed through
cooperative planning with the Comprehensive Plan update which mapped offstreet pathway facilities.
An efficient system of bike ways was recommended that focused on connectivity to important off road
recreation features such as Rock Creek and the Snake River Canyon. Additionally, the planned bikeways
provide connectvity to these features from the downtown and Townsite areas where limited connectivity
has traditionally been provided. To enhance safety, the bikeways are proposed on collector class roadways
where tratfic volumes and speeds are traditionally lower than that seen on artenal roadways.

Goals related to operation and design standards are substantiated i the form of updated roadway cross
sections that provide for mncreased lane and shoulder widths, defined bike lanes, and mncreased utility
setback areas. Additionally, intersection and access control standards are provided that provide for
increased operational safety and enhanced level of service conditions.
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TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

This study also analyzed and provides recommendations for varnous transportation facilities including
roads, on street bicycle areas, transit and pedestrian accommodations. To address future roadway
conditions and needs a travel demand model was developed which resulted in a graphical depiction of the
state of the current and future system. Study results show that the exstng roadway network is
functioning at level of service C or better, except in the case of Blue Lakes Boulevard which currently
functions at a level of service D. To address the stated capacity goals, the City determined that this level
of service standard should be mantained into the future and this goal guided the modeling and study

recommendations.

Future roadway conditions were modeled and no-buld scenarios were evaluated which demonstrated the
need for improvements to address future north-south and east-west level of service conditions. Vanous
alternatives were then exarmined to address these level of service challenges. An iterative approach was
then applied to alternative evaluations which resulted in a proposed capital improvement plan (CIF) as
shown below. The CIP received extensive scrutiny to ensure compatibility with potential funding capacity
and opportunities that are available to the City.

Table 1: Capital Improvement Plan

Twin Falls City
Master Transportation Plan
CIP List
(Including R/W for Median Lanes on Arterials)
Project ID Cost at Phase with
# Street From To Improvement Preliminary Cost Phase Inflation
1 Falls Washington Grandview Widen to 4 lanes $3,418,119 2015 $4,809,637
2 Falls Locust Eastland Widen to 4 lanes $2,361,062 2030 $5,565,829
3 Falls Blue Lakes Locust Widen to 5§ lanes $377,111 2015 $530,632
4 Blue Lakes Kimberly Addison Widen to 3 lanes $2,917,834 2030 $6,878,456
5 Washington Pole Line Addison Widen to 5 lanes In Process
6 Grandview Filer Falls Widen to 3 lanes $1,446,066 2030 33,408,833
7 Filer Grandview Blue Lakes Widen to 3 lanes $3,891,866 2030 59,174,623
8 Filer Locust Madrona Widen to 4 lanes $587,502 2030 51,384,967
9 Hankins Addison 4th Ave. Widen to 3 lanes $3,000,108 2030 57,072,403
10 Cheney Parkview North College New road/ 3 lanes $6,622,357 2015 59,318,321
Eastland Candleridge Addison Widen to 4 lanes i

1" IEastiand Addison Orchard Widen o 3 lanes REHGI 213 22,809,501
12 |Addison Morningside Juniper Widen to 5 lanes §1,208,921 2015 $1,698,259

flation 5% unti

e
Costs include additional R/'W for median lane to meet Master Plan Width {current day dollars) i

This study also focused on the state of the existing transportation system including areas that do not meet
proposed standards (roadway deficlendes), intersection deficiencies, lighting deficiencies and pavement
conditions. Roadway deficiencies were determined based upon field surveys which were mtegrated into
the City’s GIS network., Associated costs for improvements were estimated and are discussed in Chapter
5. Intersection deficiencies were determined based upon public and staff input and recommendations for
improvements, along with associated costs are also shown within the Capital Improvement Flan m
Chapter 5. A lighting field study was performed which resulted in recommendations for improvements to
existing lighting faciliies and costs as described m Chapter 5. A pavement management programming
effort was also undertaken to assist the City in assessing future operation and maintenance needs. These
efforts included inventories on many of the major roads and data integration mto a pavement
management software system. This program will allow for continued development by City staff toward
ultimate implementation directly within the City planning, programming and budgeting processes.
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TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

1. Introduction

This introductory chapter sets forth the purpose of the Twin Falls
Master Transportation Plan, the public involvement process and
goals of the plan.

Purpose of the Plan

he purpose of the Twin Falls Master Transportation Plan 1s to create a transportation plan that

I will help meet the transportation goals of the City and allow future development to enhance the

positive aspects of Twin Falls. Twin Falls’ previous transportation plan was a section of the
1993/1994 Comprehensive Plan. The transportation element was subsequently reviewed in 2000. The
City mtends to mcorporate this Master Transportation Plan mto the adoption of a new Comprehensive
Plan. The current transportation systemn has been studied to address the needs and concerns of Twin Falls.
Road cross sections and bicycle routes have been updated to reflect the needs of future traffic volumes
while still mamntaining the quality of life that the citizens of Twin Falls have come to know.
In the last few decades, Twin Falls has seen significant population growth in its 16 square mules. In 1990,
the population was 27,591, The 2007 Twin Falls population 1s estimated to be approximately 43,000
people; however, the City serves the much broader Magic Valley regional area by providing goods and
services to a much larger regional area that extends as far away as Elko, Nevada and Sun Valley, Idaho.
Consequently the growth of Twin Falls City and region has put mcreased pressure on the City’s
transportation systern.

Twin Falls 15 at a cntical growth pomt. As the City reaches a population of 50,000 Twin Falls will be
eligible for Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) status. The Transportation Master Plan takes
MPO status into account to ensure that funding for transportation projects and programs are based on
this planning process. Federal fundmng for transportation projects are channeled through the MPO

process.

This plan responds to the increased travel demand while retamning the character and feel of the City. As
part of the City’s Comprehensive Plan, the Master Transportation Plan guides City government, staff, and
residents as future growth and needs are encountered. The Master Transportation Plan should be wiewed
as a component of the Comprehensive General Plan.
There are many causes that have lead to the development of this Master Transportation Plan including;
= Recently completed and planned developments are having and will have sigmificant traffic impacts
®  To identify and respond to known “problem” transportation areas

=  To remain current with regional 1ssues

» To save taxpayers’ money by constructing and repaiing roads more efficiently via careful
planning

m- Final Report January 2009 Page 3
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TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

This plan has been organized into five chapters which cover the components of the transportation plan.
Chapter 1 1s the mtroduction which covers the City’s goals and includes a high level wiew of transportation
issues. Chapter 2 reviews existing conditions in Twin Falls. Chapter 3 locks at the transportation
conditions that Twin Falls will likely encounter in the future. Chapter 4 presents transportation
implementation recommendations. Chapter 5 proposes funding and a Capital Improvement Flan.
Related figures which are referenced in the aforementioned chapters are provided in Appendix A. Other
appendices have also been provided to include supporting techrical details of the plan.

This document serves as a resource and guide to be used by City officials for transportation-related
standards. This Master Transportation Plan also offers a basis for understanding the future goals and
standards identified by the public and City officials. Of course, the discretion of City officals and staff is

always encouraged and decisions should be made wnthin the relative context of each transportation issue.

Twin Falls City Vision
Twin Falls is located in the high desert of Southern

Idaha. Initially the City of Twin Falls grew to serve the
needs of the homesteaders and farmers that irrigated the
lands of the Snake River plain. In the last few decades
the City has emerged mto an urban center that serves the

needs of the surrounding Magic Valley region.

Twin Falls is a City that has a small town feel which is
rich n rural heritage and yet has the convenience of
urban opportunities. The citizens of Twin Falls want to
manage the contnuing growth wiathin the City to
mantain the high quality of life that these atizens have
come to know. An efficient transportation system is an
important component to this wision. This Master
Transportation Plan locks to satisfy the goal of
providing a well structured transportation system.

Public Involvement

Public involvement was an impartant element of the Twin Falls Master Transportation Plan. The intent
behind the wvarious groups and meetings descaribed below was to expand opportunities for public
involvement to several levels and to appropriately mtegrate the public mto the planning process. In
addifion to utilizing the knowledge and opimions of the City Council, local groups were established to
provide regular opportunities for direction and information. Transportation mnput from the City’s
Comprehensive Plan processes was also integrated into the Transportation Master Plan. Public open
houses were held so that any resident or interested individual could ask questions and see the focus of the
transportation plan. These open houses were intended to provide participants with a broad understanding
of the transportation planning process and results as well as to gain msight from those most affected by
the plan, the residents and business owners. The public was involved so as to develop support for the
most effective final plan recommendations that would meet various community needs while planming a
transportation system that was both desirable and achievable.
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TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Public Involvement Elements
The public mvolvement activities to support the development of the Twin Falls Transportation Master

Plan were designed to appropriately integrate the public into the planning process. The activities involved
spectfic stakeholders, affected groups, key organizations and the general public at key decision points and
in ways appropriate for each group. The goal was to develop support for final plan recommendations that
were the most effective in meeting the various community needs for a transportation system that 1s both

desirable and achievable.

The elements of the public involvement plan included the activities listed below and are shown 1n order of
occurrence. The schedule 1s shown mn Table 2.

Stakeholder Interviews- Twelve interviews were conducted at the mitiation of the planning
process mn order to promote conversation and comprehension about the most important ssues
regarding the City’s current and future transportation needs with key community and organization
representatives. Interviewees mcluded representatives from the College of Southern Idaho, Twin
Falls School District, Twin Falls Chamber of Commerce, Twin Falls Parks and Recreation, Trans
IV Transit, Twin Falls Economic Development, Twin Falls Police Department, Magic Valley
builders and several private businesses. The key 1ssues cited by mnterviewees are organized mto
prinary categories below.

o Safety - Crossings, school zones, high residential speeds, lack of sidewalks, intersection
design, and downtown 2° Aves were listed as concerns.

o Congestion - Intersection delays, the need for more capacity, relief of Blue Lakes
congestion, and reconstruction of Washington Street.

o Bike/Pedestrian - Concerns included improved connectivity, lack of sidewalks, mussing
bike connections, and the desire for continued canyon trails.

o Trmcking - Trucking issues centered on providing clear to and through-routes,
construction to support loads, mtersections that meet truck turning needs, and a South
East truck route.

o Regional Access - An improved alternative to Perrine Bridge/Blue Lakes Boulevard
/Pole Line Road and a US-30 re-route were discussed.

o Planning Coordination - Conversations imvolved integrated project planning and
scheduling, coordination with Twin Falls county and state, R.O.W. preservation, cross-
community connectivity, and definition and maintenance of roadway hierarchy.

Stakeholder Roundtables — Two presentations and discussions were held with the Greater Twin
Falls Area Transportation Comimittee. The first session was held at plan mnitiation to mtroduce
the project and gather input regarding the key 1ssues that should be addressed as part of the plan.
The second session was held to present the dmaft transportation mmprovements and Capital
Improvement Plan and gather comments.

Transportation Advisory Commuittee (TAC) — The TAC included representation from key
community orgamzations and agencies that have a technical understanding of the transportation
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systermn and the City of Twin Falls. A list of the TAC members is included in the plan appendix.
The main objective of the TAC was to provide technical guidance to the plan development and to
ensure that the most appropriate projects and recommendations were developed. The TAC met
six times throughout the planning process. The specific results from the TAC meetings are also
included n the appendix.

Community Advisory Committee (CAC) — The purpose of the CAC was to provide baance to
the technical input from the TAC. The CAC included non-technical representation from across
the community providing input on behalf of community transportation system users. The CAC
met four tmes at key decision pomts in the development of the plan. A complete hist of CAC
members and conclusions from CAC meetings are mcluded in the plan appendix.

City Council Work Sessions — The City council was engaged in the planning process at three
distinct times; project imtiation, confirmation of future land use and transportation system goals,
and a review of the draft list of system improvements and Capital Improvement Flan.

General Public Events — The generdl
public was mwited to participate in two
open house events. The first open house
occurred at project imtation m order to
introduce the project and identfy public
concerns regarding the City’s current and
future transportation system needs. The
second open house presented and
discussed the draft transportation system
improvement projects and the Capital
Improvement Plan. The results of these

sessions are included m the plan appendix.

Additional Public Outreach — At the
request of the City, due to the low attendance at the two public open house events, the consultant
team added public outreach activities designed to generate increased awareness to the plan and
gather input on the revised CIP. Additional activities to gather public mput for the revised CIP
included a display boath at the Twin Falls Western Days and notification on the City’s utility bills
of the revised CIP avalability for review and comment on the City’s web sate. Fmally, in
coordination with the Times News, an additional article was developed that outlined the revised
CIP and mwited public comment wia the City’s web site or direct contact with the public
involvement coordinator. Results of these additional outreach activities are avalable m the plan

appendix.

Supporting Public Involvement Tools — a series of supporting toals were implemented, including
media releases in advance of each public meeting, a project webpage, a mailing/contact list for
public meeting attendees, comment forms to gather specific public input and an open opportunity
to contact any member of the planming team for questions or comments.
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Table 2: Public Involvement

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT OUTLINE

PHASE | — PROJECT KICK OFF AND ISSUE IDENTIFICATION
Comprehensive Plan Coordination

+ Conference call with Landmark Design to discuss common issues
Stakeholder Interviews (10-12)

e |dentify outstanding transportation issues

Kick off Meeting

+ City/ Consultant team; Scope, schedule, deliverables and data needs
TAC Meeting #1 / CAC Meeting #1

+ Introduce the project, present scope, schedule and identify issues
Greater Twin Falls Area Transportation Committee Presentation #1

4+ Introduce the project, identify issues

City Council Workshop #1

4+ Kick off, present project scope, schedule and identify issues
Public Workshop #1

4+ Kick off, present project scope, schedule and identify issues

August 2007

August / September 2007

September 10", 2007

September 10", 2007

September 11*", 2007

October 15%, 2007

October 15, 2007

TAC Meeting #2

+  Existing conditions, priority issues and goals discussion

TAC Meeting #3 / CAC Meeting #2

4+ Future land use, traffic demand and traffic analysis zones

City Council Workshop #2

4+ Future land use, traffic demand and traffic analysis zones

PHASE Ill — ALTERNATIVES EVALUATION / PRESENTATIONS

TAC Meeting #4 [ 4A [/ CAC Meeting #3

+ TAC#4 /CAC #3 — Draft improvement alternatives — initial discussion February 11“’, 2008

+ TAC #4-A—Pavement management plan discussion

Greater Twin Falls Area Transportation Committee Presentation #2

+  Present / discuss draft improvement alternatives

City Council Workshop #3

+ Present / discuss improvement options, policies and funding options

PHASE |V —CIP, POLICIES AND FUNDING DISCUSSIONS

Public Workshop #2

+  Present / discuss draft improvement options

TAC Meeting #5

+ Present / discuss draft CIP, policies and funding options

PHASE V — DRAFT PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

TAC Meeting #6 / CAC Meeting #4

¢ Present / discuss draft plan recommendations

Public Involvement Tools
Media coverage (Newspaper, Radio and TV) As needed to support public involvement plan
Stakeholder interview surveys and comment forms Coordinate with public events and project needs
Web page Integrated with City of Twin Falls web page
Mailing / E mail list Ongoing use and upcoming event notification
Contact list of project team For miscellaneous stakeholder / public contacts
Utility Mailing Western Days Presentation

Public Involvement Plan Management '

Mike Pepper, KMP Planning Kyle Comer, Civil Science, Inc.; Project Mgr. Jackie Fields, City of Twin Falls, Project Mgr.
(208) 734-6208 kmpplanning@cablecne.net (801) 768-7200 Kcomer@civilscience.com (208) 7357273 [fields@tfid.org

October 16, 2007

December 10", 2007

December 10", 2007

February 12", 2008

April 7%, 2008

April 14%, 2008

April 14%, 2008

July 9, 2008
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Goals and Objectives

The goals and objectives for this transportation plan were developed as a culmination of 1deas from the
City Council, open houses, the Technical Advisory Commuttee and the Community Advisory Committee.
These goals were advanced and became the principles which guided the Twin Falls Master Transportation
Plan development. Using results from a survey of the TAC and CAC, it was determined that the top
three goals were numbers 1, 6 and 7, Connectivity, Design/Operation and Capacity Congestion.

Goal Number 1. Connectivity

®  Maintain clear and efficient connectvity for vehicle, pedestrian and bicycle travel across the
community.

®  Maintain a clear and appropriate roadway hierarchy.
Goal Number 2. Trucking
®  Provide efficient and safe truck access mto, around, through and out of the commurnity.

® Tocate / relocate truck routes in appropriate locations that improve safety and support desired
community design and function.

= Design and construct streets and transportation improvements that accommodate large trucks in
desired areas, while minimizing negative impacts.

Goal Number 3. Coordination / Planning

= Maintain effective coordination with the state and county when planning and developmg a
transportation systemn and related frastructure improvements.

®  [dentify and preserve nght of way to meet future needs.

®  Maintain consideration for actions that are achievable and fundable.

= Approprately consider cost of potential improvements when developing plan recommendations.
Goal Number 4. Public Transportation

= Affirmatively address the development of public transportation system facilities and services as
needed to meet demand.

= Jdentify potential public transportation pick up and drop off locations as needed and approprate
to meet user demand.

= Seek funding to support planning and development of public transportation systems to meet
demand.

Goal Number 5. Pedestrians / Bicycles

®  Provide facilities and programs that support the safe “walk-ability” of the commuruty.

m- Final Report January 2009 Page 8
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®  Provide facilities and programs that support the safe “bike-ability” of the community.
Goal Number 6. Design / Operation

= Develop, adopt and enforce appropriate street, bicycle and pedestrian facility standards to meet
City needs.

*  Maintain community / neighborhood identity when planning and developing transportation
improvements.

® Incorporate beautification and aesthetic enhancements into transportation system improvement
projects where feasible and appropriate and that reflect Twin Falls climate restrictions.

= Avoid or minimize mmpacts to the environment when designing and mmplementing transportation
systemn mmnprovements.

®  Incorporate traffic calming measures where appropriate and feasible.
Goal Number 7. Capacity / Congestion

®  Provide sufficient roadway capacity to meet current and future needs.

®  Minimize congestion where and when feasible.

®  Maintain an appropriate level of service on key collector and arterial streets and intersections.
Goal Number 8, Maintenance

® Maintain or enhance the quality and function of the City’s existing streets, pathways and support
tacilities.

®  Incorporate future system maintenance requirements mto the planming and desigrung of system
improvements.

®  Identify and secure sufficient and consistent funding to support desired system mamtenance

Master Transportation Plan Development Process

The development Twin Falls Master Transportation Plan mmplemented a process that mcluded public
involvement, coordination with the City Council, CAC/TAC group interaction and private consultants to
wdentify transportation needs and solutions. The following points summarnze the process of the
development of the Master Transportation Plan.

®  Coordination with the General Comprehensive Plan. Various communications were held with

the City’s planning staft and wath their consultants to coordinate efforts between the General
Comprehensive Plan and the Master Transportation Plan.
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= Stakeholder interviews. Early i the plan process nterviews were held with key stakeholders to
dentify the transportation system goals and concerns.

= City Council meetings. Throughout the planning process the City Council was kept mformed on
the progress, ssues and status of the plan. Information gathered at the City Council meetings
was also a significant source of mput for the plan.

®  Data collection. Early and throughout the process data in and around the City was collected.
Examples of data collection include: traffic counts, lighting studies, curb/ gutter and sidewalk
mventortes, pavement condition studies, mtersection conhiguration evaluations, and crosswalk
accommodations.

= TAC and CAC meetings. The CAC was made up of non-technical representative advisors to add
input to the planning process. The TAC was a group of technical advisors to add mnput to the
plan. These groups were purposefully chosen to add balance to the plan.

=  Development of a Travel Demand Model. A travel demand model for the City of Twin Falls was
spectfically designed and built for this transportation plan. The model became an integral part of
testing roadway scenarios. Many tterations of the model were tun to evaluate alternatives and
possible project mprovements.

= Public Workshops. Workshops held at the College of Southern Idaho were designed to gather
public nput for the transportation plan. This mput was used as main source of nformation for
the development of the transportation plan.

®  Prepare and write the Master Transportation Plan. The wniting of this transportation plan was an
effort between the prvate consultants Civil Science, InterPlan and KMP Planming, and
incorporated review and mput from City Statf as well as the members of the TAC and CAC.

®  Develop a Capital Improvement Program that mcorporated the results of the alternatve
evaluations and associated cost estimating.

Travel Demand Model

As part of the Twin Falls Master Transportation Plan a travel demand model was developed. A Travel
Demand Model (TDM) 1s a computer modeling tool which forecasts trps using socio economic data
based on small regions known as Traftic Analysis Zones (TAZs). Using this model, the consultant team
was able to analyze future congestion on the existing roadways. TIDMs are also often used for forecasting
the impacts of roadway projects and for forecasting travel patterns within urban areas.

The Travel Demand Model utihizes two main mputs to forecast trafhic; socio-economic data and the
roadway network. Socio-economic data in the model consists of dwelling units, service employment,
retail employment and non-retail employment. The roadway network uses links and nodes to represent
the actual roadway network.

The existing conditions base year model was derved after extensive data collection. This data was
compiled and studied for accuracy before mtegration into the model. Data collection measures included:
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=  Feld investigations
®  Traffic counts
= (IS aerials and data collection used for lane configurations and roadway widths

While the model 15 an effective tool for forecasting tratfic and a tool to be used when deciding on the
future mfrastructure, it 1s not the only tool that should be used. For example the model should not be
used n place of local expert engineering judgment.

The Master Transportation Planning process is designed to address transportation 1ssues over the long
term. Travel modeling considers long term (year 2030) growth trends to evaluate future capacity needs.
Safety analysis considers the conditions that generate higher crash rates above the specifics of any
indvidual lugh crash location. A pavement management system began the development of a baseline to
evaluate the effects of vanous funding options on pavement condition. Ultimately, the mtersection
improvements, maintenance improvements, new traffic signals and related smaller scale improvements
can only be implemented after an understanding of the types of growth related challenges that face the
City and the available funding sources to meet these challenges. This allows the Twin Falls City Council
to balance hmited resources and put the most money toward the most pressing needs, while
understanding future plans. The Master Transportation Plan allows for a “look ahead” to understand the
transportation conditions i the future by setting a policy direction on the mcremental improvements that
will be built this year and on mnto the future.

Peer City Comparison

For transportation plan analysis 1t 1s useful to compare the Twin Falls region to similar cities i Idaho.
(T'win Falls’ future demographics are described in the Future Conditions portion of this document).
Several cities were selected as “peer cities” due to simnilar characteristics of geographic location, strong
residential growth, and on-going employment growth. Reviewing transportation data from peer cities 1s a
useful way of presenting available data in the context of other areas so that discussion and presentation 1s
stmplified. The following list of peer cities share similar characteristics to Twin Falls. It should be noted
that use of Year 2000 Census data limits the summary of Twin Falls to the mcorporated limits of the City,
but actual planning occurred for a larger area, consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, which accounts
for growth m the overall Twin Falls region.

Idaho Falls City Bonneville County

Pocatello City Bannock County

Botse City Ada County

Rexburg City Madison County

Butley City Minidoka and Cassia Counties
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For comparison, the 2000 Census population of these cities 15 shown 1n the graphic below.

Graph 1: Twin Falls Peer City 2000 Population
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The population m many of these cittes, including Twin Falls, has grown substantially over the seven years
since the 2000 Census. However the transportation related aspects can be expected to change more slowly
and provide a useful way to compare the status of Twin Falls City transportation system to other peer
cities.

Having employment opportunities neatby, with a reasonable commute, adds to the quality of life of a City.
Although some people commute longer distances by choice, there 1s a trade-oft between the value of time
spent traveling and other values such as land costs and leisure time. 2000 Census data shows that a high
percentage of commuters 1n Twin Falls travel less than 20 minutes to get to work which is very sumilar to
commuters in the other peer cities which tend to travel less than 20 minutes to work.
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Graph 2: Twin Falls Peer City 2000 Travel Time to Work
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Meode choice 13 an inportant transportation ndicater. Many people value a balanced transportation
system where there are choices between a vanety of travel modes such as automobule, transtt, walking or
bieyeling. In Idaho and across the United States, there 15 a trend for mcreasing percentages of workers

dowving in a single occupant vehiele, Toarin Falls and the Idahe cities in this comparison are no different
This has created an inefhecient use of the roadway network and trafhe congestion 15 a growing problem.

Graph 3: Twin Falls Peer City 2000 Travel Mode
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2. Existing Conditions

This Existing Conditions chapter of the Master Transportation Plan
analyzes the current transportation system in Twin Falls. Recent
development has offered substantial growth with a mix of
residential and commercial land uses.

Existing City Comprehensive General Plan
he existing Twin Falls City Comprehensive General Plan was adopted almost fifteen years ago.
I Since then the City has expernienced significant population and employment growth and the
needs of the City have changed. Accordingly an update to the Comprehensive General Plan 1s

being developed concurrent with this Transportation Plan.

The Comprehensive General Plan update uses the water and sewer setvice area as the limitations for
future growth. Infrastructure will not be provided from the City of Twin Falls beyond thus Limit lLine.
These limits will encourage in-fill of the existing system. The Comprehenswve Plan also promotes
redevelopment of the downtown area to include high density residential units mn conjunction with the
commercial development in this area. An increase in commercial and industrial properties 1s anticipated
to accompany the population growth. The updated Comprehensive Plan addresses the anticipated
growth and the areas that will be impacted by this mcrease. The Transportation Master Plan 1s based
upon the information provided from the updated Comprehensive Plan including proposed land use
changes. The coordmation of these two plans allows both documents to suppott each other and provide
a more accurate vision of the future growth and development of Twin [alls and the associated
transportation tmpacts.

Existing land use 1n Twin Falls 1s consistent with many of the sunilar sized cities in Idaho. Land uses tend
to separate and follow the rules of typical Euclidean zonmg. Residential land accounts for a significant
amount of total land use i Twin Falls. Generally commercial development has been located along major
arterial roads such as Blue Lakes, Pole Line, Addison and Kimberly. The areas zoned mndustrial tend to be
located near the ratlroad lines and m the South portion of the City. Agniculture and open space tends to
be 11 the outlying areas of the community. The southernmost area of the City has been zoned for an
arport and associated uses. As the communuty has grown, agricultural land has either been developed or
taken out of production to be used for other land uses such as residential or commercial development.
The exasting land use map can be seen in Figure 1. Located m Appendix A of this document.

Existing Roadway Classification

The existing street network mn Twin Falls has been classified based on a gridded network consistent with
previous area planning. Twin Falls City has traditionally distinguished arterial and collector roadways by
spacing, arterial roadways are based upon mile spacing, and collectors are half-mile and quarter-mile
spacing. Local roadways fill m the spacing between the collector roadways. The makeup of the existing
roadway system 1s shown on the Existing Roadway Classification map on Figure 2. This Master
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Transportation Plan focuses on the arterial and collector grade roadways and the final recommendations
will be identified for roadway improvements at that level.

= Arterial - Streets that carry the greatest volume of through or long distance travel of the road
network. Artenials often connect other high volume trafhic generators and high volume travel
corridors. Arterials are roads where vehicles are expected to move at hugher speeds. Depending
on the type of arterial area, the speed threshold 1s generally greater than 40 miles per hour. In
Twin Falls City arterial roadways are spaced every mile. Arterial roadway connectvity 1s not
affected by homes or parks. Arterials provide good east-west and north-south connectivity,
except m the case of Grandview Dr, which does not cross Rock Creek. The roadway width of
these existing arterial roadways vartes from 30 foot sections up to 120 feet on Poleline Road.
The width of these roadways can have an effect on the level of service as larger widths generally
allow for increased traffic flow and greater capacity.

= Collector - Collector roads are intended to carry trafhic from local streets to arterial streets. They
are designed to carry less traffic at lower speeds than arterials and to serve tops that are shorter in
length. Collector streets often provide access to residential areas, churches, parks and schools.
Twin Falls City collectors are spaced every quarter mile. But, in some portions of the City, this
spacing does not hold true due to geographic limitations, such as parks, school, or other
obstructions. Currently the widths of these roadways vary from 20 feet to 48 feet.

= State Highways - A broad highway designed for high volumes and high speed traffic. Generally
speeds are 50 miles per hour or greater. Often state highways are designed to carry through

trathic over long distances with few stops.

* Residential Streets / Local Roads - Local roadways provide connectivity between residential
neighborhoods, churches, parks etc., and the collector level roadway network. Local roadways
are traditionally narrow, with slower speeds; these and other design elements contribute to the
discouragement of through-trathic.

Existing Standards and Policies

The standards and policies associated with the Twin Falls transportation system are located in a variety of
documents. These documents include the 1993 Twin Falls Master Street Plan, the City of Twin Falls
Engineering Department Standard Drawings, and the Title 10 Zomng and Subdivision Regulations.
These standards and policies address items such as night-of-way width, pavement structure, access control,
intersection separation, and alignment control.

Roadwayv Width and Structure

The required roadway width and structure are based on the road classification. Currently there are three
roadway classifications, Residential, Collector, and Arterial. Standard Drawings S-3 to 55 identify the
various street sections that are allowed within Twin Falls. The 1993 Street Plan mdicates roadway widths
for the vanious street classifications that are different than what 1s mdicated in the Standard Drawings. In
recent years the required right-of-way widths have expanded to 88 feet for Arterial Roads, 72 feet for
Collector Roads, and 50 feet for Residential Roads. The roadway structure s consistent with the
directions indicated in the current standard drawings.
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Alignment

The roadway alignment 1s controlled by the minimum amount of centerline radius and tangent length
allowed based on roadway classification. Section 10-12-3-13 of the Zoning and Subdwision Regulations
indicate the mmimum requirements for the alignment. Section 10-12-3-4 also addresses the grade
limitations and vertical alignment controls. There are no set design speeds for the wvarious road
classifications to asstst in the roadway design process.

Intersections

Intersection constraints are located m the Section 10-12-3-6 of the Zoning and Subdivision Regulations.
This includes angle hmitation of no less than 70 degrees, clear sight distance trangles of 100 feet,
lmitation on number of roads crossing at an intersection, mtersection off-set imitations, and grade
limitation for approaches mto the intersection. Cutb radis 1s also addressed for intersections with the
standard being 20 feet. Recently Twin Falls has requested curb radu to be a minmimum of 30 feet on
arteral roads to accommodate truck turning actions. A standard radu for arternial routes should be
established for enforcement purposes.

Access Control

Controlling access onto the transportation systemn has a great impact on traftic flow and assists in reducing
congestion. Currently the guidelines for access control are located in the 1993 Street Plan which mdicates
the mumum access guidelines for arteril streets. In new developments the City controls the accesses on
arterial roads by not allowing accesses onto the arterial except for street intersections. There are occasions
where a development cannot achieve this and the City works together with the developer in mmimizing
the accesses onto the arterial. For collector streets the City requests combined or shared approaches and
direction that cars are not allowed to back into the collector road thus requirmg a turnaround on the
indrvidual lot. For residential roads the access 1s not controlled other than proximity to an intersection or

property line

Topography and Regional Considerations

The geography of Twin Falls City provides challenges for planning an overall roadway network that
provides connectivity to all areas of the City. Rock Creek cuts diagonally across the City and limats
roadway connectivity due to the depth of this feature. In some areas the creek has been crossed and
provides the necessary connectivity for the transportation system. In other areas such as between
Grandview Drive, and Sun Way the creek has not been crossed. In the areas where bridges have not been
constructed over Rock Creek north-south connectvity 1s limited. This situation exists for approximately
one quarter of the City, resulting in an increased demand on East-West collector and arterial roadways

that do provide crossings of Rock Creek.

The area known as the “Townsite’ which 1s the area of Twin Falls that extends from Addison to Kumberly
Road, and from Blue Lakes Boulevard to Washington Street, presents various roadway geometric 1ssues.
The angled roadways present unique problems when trying to incorporate this geometry nto the grid
roadway system that s found throughout most of Twin Falls City. The resulting intersections can create
difficult and challenging drving conditions. Examples of resulting intersections are the 5 pomts

intersections at Blue Lakes / Addison Avenue, Blue Lakes / Kimberly Road, and Washington Street /
Addison Avenue.
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The Twin Falls area supports several state highways that represent major traffic travel routes. These
include Blue Lakes Blvd (US 93), Kimberly Road (US 30), 2" Avenue East & 2™ Avenue West, and SH
74. 'These roadways fall under the junsdiction of the Idaho Transportation Department (ITD), but
because of the affect they have on the overall trathe flow i the Twin Falls area they are an mtegral part of
thus study. The study team incorporated the Idaho Transportation Department and surrounding hughway
nterests into the Technical Advisory Commuttee to ensure the consideration of compatibility and
connectvity to these regional transportation facilities.

An additional topographic element unique to Twin Falls City 1s that of the Snake River Canyon. This
canyon presents limited access to Twin Falls City, because of its size and location, between Twin Falls City
and [-84. Currently there are two crossings of this canyon, with a third crossing north of Twin Falls being
currently under study by the Idaho Transportation Department. Tlus third crossing may have some
relevance to Twin Falls City m the future, but currently the timing and funding viability 1s unknown.

At grade railroad crossings also can pose a traffic flow and congestion dilemma. Currently there are
several at grade railroad crossings i Twin Falls. An example 1s on Washington Street just north of Rock
Creek, where train traffic on some days brings tratfic flow to a halt. This has a larger effect on trathic flow
then just the time 1t takes for the tram to pass. The effects can be felt for a peried of time after the tram
has passed, if the tran happens to pass during peak trathic flow times. Eastland Drive has an underpass
that allows free traffic flow, but the remaming crossings, at Blue Lakes Boulevard, Locust Street and
Hankins Road all have at grade crossings which should be evaluated as traffic loads increase.

With the City of Twin Falls being a major regional center for the Magic Valley it 1s imperative that the City
transportation systemn provides functionality with the surrounding transportation systems. Connectivity
between the City, county, and state roadway system 1s essential to providing an efficient transportation
operation. Currently the City 1s connected to the Interstate Systemn through US-93 and SH-50 in
conjunction with US-30. These connections are limited m functionality and capacity by the ability to cross
the Snake River Canyon on the Perrine Bridge on US-93 and the Hansen Bridge on SH-50. ITD recently
completed a feasibility study for a third Snake River Crossing to provide additional access from Twin Falls
to [-84. Currently I'TDD 1s in the environmental evaluation process for the proposed third crossing.
Continued involvement by the City of Twin Falls 1s encouraged as thus project develops.

The state routes within the City study area mnclude US-93 (Blue Lakes Boulevard), US-30 (Kunbetly
Road, Addison Avenue West, and the Second Avenues), and SH-74 (Shoshone Street and Washington
Street South). These state highways are integrated into the City transportation system. A majority of the
Artenial Streets in Twin Falls connect to Twin Falls County Roads. The City currently works together
with the County to coordinate the development of these roadways so that they are compatible and
provide connectivity benefiting both entities. Continuing the coordination between the City and County
1s essential to ensure connectvity and compatibility of the two transportation systerns.

Existing Traffic Signals

Trathc signals provide tratfic control and are an indication of roadways that carry high volumes of trathe.
In Twin Falls, there are currently 35 operating signals which are located at the mtersections that handle the
majority of the daily traffic flow. Blue Lakes Boulevard has nine signals located at ntersections with both
collectors and arterals, two of which are at north five points and east five points. Addison Avenue has six
signalized intersections; one of these intersections s west five pomnts. Addison Avenue also shares north
tive points with Blue Lakes Boulevard. The rest of the signalized intersections are found along Kimberly
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Road, Pole Line Road, Shoshone Street, Eastland Drive, Locust Street and Washington Street.  (See
Existing Tratfic Signals - Figure 3 in Appendix A).

Currently Twin Falls also has numerous 4-way, 3-way, and 2- way stop sign controlled mtersections.
These sign controlled intersections are in areas with much lower daily trathic demands, and areas where
collector grade roads allow access onto local or residential streets. Roundabout controlled mntersections,
which have mncreased m populanty in recent years, are not currently found in Twin Falls City.

Twin Falls Travel Demand Model

The Travel Demand Model created for this study was calibrated utilizing the latest version of General
Network Editor (GNE) and the latest version of Quick Response Systern I (QRS II). Thus software 1s
often used for forecasting the impacts of roadway projects and for forecasting travel patterns within urban
areas. GNE allows a user to enter the roadway network and then to enter data about each link and node
to describe the network. QRS II acts as the motor behind GNE and 1s a program designed to forecast

the impacts of development on roadway traftic and projects travel patterns.

The Travel Demand Model follows a “four step process™ to assist urban areas estumate travel demand
while building the mterstate system. This process 1s an econometric process of estimating mdividual
choice decisions such that the aggregate estimate 1s reasonably accurate even 1if the indwidual estimates do
not represent actual travel demand choices of indrviduals. The four steps of the travel demand model are:

= Top Generation

=  Top Distrabution

*  Mode Choice

= Top Assignment
To calibrate the model traffic data was compiled from a number of sources including Twin Falls City, the
Idaho Transportation Department (ITD), and the Twin Falls County Highway District.  Additionally

tratfic counts were performed at 12 strategic locations around the community. Using this data iterative
model runs were performed and cross checked against the existng data to calibrate the model.
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Existing Roadway Level of Service
Regional forecasts and plans assist with the development of the Twin Falls Master Transportation Plan.

The travel demand model was developed to analyze the number of vehicles which utilizes current
roadways within Twin Falls City. The travel demand madel is also used to predict how well the roadway
network will perform m the future.

Level of Service 1s used to evaluate how well a roadway or intersection operates and is expressed as a letter
grade from “A” to “I’. Level of Serwice (LOS) A represents traffic volumes that perrmt free vehicle
movement with little or no congestion while Level of Service F represents traffic where condiions are
very congested and vehicles may experience significant delay. Some congestion occurs at a level of Service
D, but the transportation system is assumed to be adequate at this level. The graphic below is a wisudl to
help understand the Level of Service grading system.
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Graphic 1: Level of Service Examples / Tables
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The following tables illustrate the LOS detfinitions for the suburban arterial and the signalized intersection
as defined by the Transportation Research Board i the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM).

Undivided Multilane Suburban Highway/Arterial Level of Service

Level of Service
(LOS) Traffic Conditions

A Free-flow operations at average travel speeds, vehicles are unimpeded in
maneuvering within traffic stream

B Relatively unimpeded at average travel speeds, only slightly restricted maneuvering
within traffic stream

C Relatively stable traffic operations, more restricted maneuvering at mid-block

locations than LOS B, individual cycle failures at traffic signals may begin to appear

D Small increases in traffic flow may cause substantial delay and decrease in travel
speed, congestion and individual cycle failures at traffic signals are more noticeable as
vehicles stop

E Poor travel speeds with slow progression and high delay, individual cycle failures at
traffic signals occur frequently

F Extremely slow travel speeds with queues forming behind breakdowns, brief periods

of movement are followed by stoppages, considered unacceptable by most drivers.

Source: Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2000, Transportation Research Board National Research Council, Washington D.C., 2000,

Signalized Intersection Level of Service

Level of Service(LOS) Control Delay (seconds/vehicle)
A 0-10
B >10-20
C >20-35
D >35-55
E >55-80
F >80

Source: Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2000, Transportation Research Board National Research Council, Washington D.C., 2000,

Travel Demand Model Yields LOS Values

The travel demand model was developed to quantify current traffic conditions and to predict future traftic
and level of service. The comparison between cutrent and future trathe 1s used n this study because
congestion 1s not just dependent on the number of velucles using a road. The number of lanes, the
capacity, the speed and the number of intersections also help to determine the LOS experienced by

motorists.  The level of service maps contamned within this document depict average daily traffic
conditions. A motorist in Twin Falls can expect to experience varted roadway level of service conditions

depending on the time of day, such as the PM peak period.

In the current conditions travel demand model, traffic congestion 1s relatively low as can be seen on
Graphic 1 above. One of the most congested modeled roads, Blue Lakes Blvd.,, has an existing modeled
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volurne of 25,000-30,000 vehicles per day. By comparison the modeled volume of Addison Avenue was
in the 12,000 to 16,000 vehicles per day range.

Figure 4 1s 2 map showing the existing daily Level of Service and road volume for the City of Twin Falls
and surrounding areas. Green roads have little or no trathic congestion and correspond to LOS A or B.
Yellow roads have a stable flow and correspond to LOS C. Orange roads have some congestion and
correspond to LOS D. Although no roads are shown 1n red in the map below, red roads would have
sigruficant trathic congestion and correspond to LOS E or IF and may occur duning peak travel periods.
The width of the roadway shown on this figure mdicates the approximate modeled daily volume of these
roads.

Note that the volume of vehicles experienced on a particular roadway does not necessanly determine the
road’s LOS. For example, Falls Avenue carnies 5,000 to 15,000 vehicles daily, but the portion from
Washington Street to Blue Lakes Blvd has LOS A and B whereas Falls Avenue from Blue Lakes Blvd to
Hankins Road has LOS C and D. The decline m LOS for that portion of Falls Avenue, while not due to
differing volume, may be due to lesser capacity, 1e. fewer lanes; poor signalization or cross street
interruption; frequent access points such as driveways or other factors.

Traffic Generators

The City of Twnn Falls 1s a regional service center for southern Idaho generating trips from as far as Sun
Valley and Elko Nevada. A major draw for thus additional traffic 1s the retail centers along Blue Lakes
Boulevard. The College of Southern Idaho also generates additional traffic with students commuting
from throughout the Magic Valley. Other major traftic generators mclude the St Luke’s Magic Valley
Regional Hospital, Jayco Inc., Dell USA, Amalgamated Sugar Company, and ConAgra Foods. Sigmificant
changes to these traffic generators or the introduction of others that are outside the context of plans
stemming from the City’s Comprehensive Plan can be expected to mmpact the functionality of the
transportation system. Adjustments to the transportation plan may be necessary to identify and address
the impacts generated from the changes to the traffic generators.

Accident Rates

The Police Department in Twin Falls has collected and recorded accident data for all of the accidents that
have occurred within the Twin Falls City limits over the past seven years. Since the data from the year
2006 was the latest available it was analyzed in further detail. The graphic below shows the rate of
accidents per vehicle million miles traveled on the busier roads n Twin Falls. A review of the data
revealed that Police Department accident rates provide a good indication of the relative number of
accidents on any given roadway. However, detailed accident analysis has found that rates produced at thus
aggregate level may reflect higher than actual accident rates to the recording of the Police Department of
driveways and internal parking areas, cross streets, and related geographic details that distort the summary
of total acaidents by roadway. Figure 5 shows the areas with the most accidents.
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Graph 4: 7 Year Accident Rate
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As expected the roads with the highest traffic volumes in Twimn Falls had the higher acadent rates.
Generally high volumes and numerous access pomts lead to higher accident rates. Access points nclude
driveways and cross streets and can be signalized or unsignalized. Numerous access points introduce
multiple decision points for drivers. More decision points lead to more accidents.

The following table shows the mtersections i Twin Falls that had the highest average accident rate over
the last seven years. The intersection of Blue Lakes and Falls Avenue had the highest accident rate with
an average of 61 accidents a year.
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Table 3: 7 Year Highest Accident Rate Intersections

2003-2006 Intersection Accident Data

Intersection Average Average Average
Location Accidents Vehicles Injuries

Blue Lakes and

Falls 61 125 17
Addison and

Washington 35 70 4
Blue Lakes and

Addison 35 71 8
Blue Lakes and

Filer 32 67 8
Blue Lakes and

Cheney 29 48 5
Blue Lakes and

Pole Line 28 54 5
Addison and

Eastland 28 57 9

Blue Lakes and
North College 24 56 7

Pole Line and
Fillmore 14 29 6

Pole Line and
Bridge View 11 24 3

The 2006 accident data was geocoded and mapped to show the location of the more severe accidents that
had an injury or a fatality. This injury/fatality map 1s shown in Figure 5. In addition to roads which have
a pattern of high accident rates, such as Blue Lakes Boulevard, areas of more severe accidents tend to
tollow a pattern of higher trathic volumes in the core of the City as opposed to higher speeds on the
fringe. An ongoing diligent review of accident patterns 1s suggested as part of this Master Transportation
Plan, and later sections address hot spot intersection locations which emerged through analysis of this data
and public comment.

Roadway Deficiencies

Roadway deficiencies such as lighting, curb, gutter and sidewalk may be mmproved by Twin Falls as
deemed necessary for the safety and health of residents. Situations where roadways lack connection or
width may be remedied as development occurs i these areas or as the City sees a critical need.
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Roadwayv Width Requirements
As part of the TMP Civil Science identified the widths of the existing roadways. The collector and arterial

roadways were analyzed in the field to determine any asphalt width deficiencies in relation to the proposed
roadway cross sections (See Typical Cross Sections Figure 14). The purpose of the analysis was to identify
the sections of arterial and collector roadways that do not meet the proposed standards (See Roadway
Defictencies Figure 6). Using a handheld GPS recetver edge of asphalt shots were taken throughout the
City on all existing collector and arterial roadways and the data was imported mnto a GIS database. Thus
database was used to identify the existing; sections of roadway that are deficient according to the proposed
roadway cross sections. Within the City limits of Twin Falls there are roughly 40 miles of arterial
roadways. The study shows 14.5 arterial miles do not meet the proposed width requirement. There are
roughly 50 miles of collector roadways within Twin Falls City lumits. Thirty-seven (37) mules of collectors
will need additional widening to meet the proposed master plan cross section requiremnents.

Roadside Improvements

Sidewalks with curb and gutter provide pedestrian safety and dramnage during heavy rainfall. Many streets
in Twin Falls have cutb, gutter, and sidewalks. However, some streets in Twin Falls are lacking these
amenities and there are areas that have breaks i cuth, gutter, and sidewalk along main roads. In
conjunction with areas that lack curb and gutter, there are locations that lack adequate ADA complhant
pedestrian ramps. Additionally, there are various locations with existing pedestrian ramps that do not
meet current ADA standards.

Planter strips are generally utilized in the establishment of roadway cross sections mn Twin Falls City.
Landscaping between the roadway and the sidewalk offers a visual amemity and enhances the safety of
adequately planned and constructed sidewalks. TIigure 6 shows the existing roadside deficiencies of
sidewalks, curb and gutter and associated planter strips m Twin Falls City.

In addition to the GPS data for asphalt width, survey shots were taken to identity locations of existing
sidewalk and curb and gutter. This data was also imported mto the GIS database and line work was
created that defines locations of existing roadside features. With the existing roadside features located and
drawn on the mapping, areas where these roadside features were deficient was then created in the GIS.
(See Roadside Deficiencies, Figure 6) These deficient features mclude, curb & gutter, sidewalk, and
landscaping/hardscape. Landscaping/hardscape 1s defined as grass planter strip or instead of grass,
decorative rock or some other hard surface feature. The landscaping/hardscape are not quantified using
the GPS, but it generally exists in the same locations as the existing sidewalk. Using this understanding,
wherever sidewalk does not exist, landscaping/hardscape was also considered to be lacking,

Pavement Inventory
One of the most important capital mvestments for any City 1s the streets and roads within that City. The
condition of the roadways 1s often viewed as a reflection of the City. As part of the Twin Falls Master

Transportation Plan the development of a Pavement Asset Management Plan has been established.
A roadway condition mventory provided mformation forming the basis of a program that will more

accurately identify pavement constramnts and allow a better understanding of financing needs and future
prioritization. This program will assist the City of Twin Falls m determining whether pavement sections

Final Report January 2009 Page 25




TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

are 1 need of maintenance or replacement through a techmical evaluation of the current conditions. The
map on Figure 8 represents the condition of the pavernent in Twin Falls.

Data in the form of pavement condition sutveys were collected along selected Twin Falls City arterial,
collector, and local roadways in order to obtain a pavement condition index (PCI). The PCI 15 a
numerical indicator which rates pavement surface condition and gives a measure of the present condition
of the pavement. When the PCI 1s monitored over time it provides feedback on pavement performance
for validation or improvement of the cutrent pavement design and mamtenance procedures. The PCI also
aids m pavement life cycle predictions, planming and budgeting for roadway mamtenance, and addressing
broader roadway system goals.

Orgamization of the pavement condition survey began by dividing the pavernent network into branches,
sections, and sample units according to the ASTM D 6433 Standard Practice for Roads and Parking Lots
Pavement Condition Index Surveys. Pavement condition surveys were performed on key roadways
selected by the Twin Falls City Streets Department staff and exclude roadways maimntamned by the Idaho
Transportation Department. After a branch, section, and sample unit was determined, the mnspection of
distresses on the pavement surface began. Fach distress within the sample unit was recorded by its type,

severity, and quantity according to the MicroPAVER 6.0 User Manual.

Roadwayv Branch, Section, and Sample Unit selection

To organize the pavement condition surveys, an overview page was created for each section and data
sheet filled out for each sample unit. The section overview page documents the branch name, section
letter, section dimensions, and sample umt dimensions and location. The data sheets contain a sketch of
the sample unit, location mformation, and the distresses present within that sample unit.

The City of Twin Falls identified the branches of roadway to be surveyed.

Table 4: Branches of Roadway to be Surveyed

Falls Ave. Addison Ave. Eastland Dr.
Filer Ave. Elizabeth Ave. Grandview Dr.
Locust St. Heyburn Ave. Shoup Ave.
Washington St. Idaho St. Fairfield St.
Main Ave. Park Ave. South Park Ave.

The survey direction of each branch was either North to South or Fast to West. Branches were divided
nto sections usually ranging from 0.5 to 1.0 mule in length. Sections were assigned an alphabetical letter to
aid 1 delineating a section’s boundaries. Sample units measuring 2500 square feet m area were identified
in each section. To obtain the number of sample units within a section, the total area of the section was
dwided by 2500 square feet to obtain the total number of sample units. The total number of sample units
was then compared to the Network Level Sampling Table to obtain the number of units to be sampled
within the section. A random beginnmg sample vt was chosen and the remaining sample units were
spaced out equidistantly within the section.
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Pavement Inspection Procedure
‘The procedure for recording distresses 1s covered in the ASTM D 6433 Standard Practice for Roads and

Parking Lots Pavement Condition Index Surveys. Each distress was recorded by its type, severity, and
quantity on the survey data sheet. There ate nineteen ditferent distresses for flexible pavements.

Table 5: Distresses for Flexible Pavements

Alligator Cracking Bleeding

Block Cracking Bumps and Sags

Corrugation Depression

Edge Cracking Joint Reflection Cracking
Lane/Shoulder Drop-off Longitudinal and Transverse Cracking
Patching and Utility Cut Patching Polished Aggregate

Potholes Railroad Crossing

Rutting Shoving

Slippage Cracking Swell

Weathering / Raveling

The severity of each distress was recorded as either low, medium, or high based on descriptions and
pictures in the MictoPAVER 6.0 User Manual. For example, a rut which 1s .25 — 0.5” deep 1s defined as
low severity. A rut which is 0.5” — 17 deep 1s defined as medium severity, and a rut greater than 17 deep 1s
defined as high seventy.

Data Results

The tield data collection gathered thus far in Twin Falls includes pavement distress and PCI information
on 15 branches, 50 Sections, and 200 sample units (sece Pavement Condition Ratings Figure 8). The
section with the lowest PCI of 36 was Eastland Avenue between Hillcrest Drnive and Addison Avenue.
This pavement section contains large areas of high seventy block cracking, longitudinal and transverse
cracking, and edge cracking, Other distresses present in this pavement section are edge cracking,
potholes, bumps, rtting, and patching, The sections with the highest PCI values of 100 were Eastland
Avenue between Pole Line Road and Candleridge Road and Filer Avenue between Washington Street and
Grandview Street. These pavement sections were recently overayed, chip sealed, ot reconstructed.

Existing Bicycle Facilities |
Twin Falls has an existing network of bikeways that

contributes  to its multimodal  transportation
netwotk and provides a travel choice for residents.
Currently, the existing bikeways network in Twin §
Falls provides for lmmited connectivity. Existing &
bikeways in Twin Falls are predominately Class 111
bike lanes or bike routes which mean that there is not
a continuous stripe on the pavement indicating a bike
lane, but rather it is signed for shared use with
motorists. Existing bike lane locations can be seen
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on Figure 18.

Existing Intersection Hotspots
The Community Advisory Committee, Technical Advisory Committee and City officials identified several

ntersection “hot spot” areas within Twin Falls. These “hotspot” areas in the City are areas where
transportation issues are of a particular concern and are shown on Figure 16. These areas have diverse
transportation problems such as msufficient transportation infrastructure to meet the growing
transportation demand. As part of this transportation plan, each location was studied mn further detail and
recommendations for each “hotspot” are presented in Chapter 4 of this document.

Location Number 1. The intersection of Washington Street and Orchard Drive.  Recent
development in this section of town generates increased tratfic volumes on both Orchard Drve
and Washington Street. The mcreased volumes make 1t ditficult for traffic on Orchard Drwve to
cross or turn on to Washmngton Street. There 15 also an increase m truck traffic using Orchard
Drive adding to the difficulty in accessing Washington Street at this location. The approaches to
Washington Street from Orchard Drive are at an incline adding to the ditficulty for vehicles
(especially larger vehucles such as trucks and trailers) to aceelerate across the intersection from a
stopped condition. Control i this intersection includes stop signs and single through lanes on
Orchard Drive. Washington Street controls mnclude a night turn lane, through lane, and left turn
lane in each direction

Location Number 2. The mtersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard and Cheney Drive. With
commercial development increasing on Fillmore Street and Cheney Drive more trathe 1s using
Cheney Drive to access the area resulting in trathic congestion on the west leg of Cheney Drve.
There are two through lanes and a left turn lane in each direction of Blue Lakes Boulevard at this
location. There 1s also a night turn lane from Blue Lakes Boulevard onto the west leg of Cheney
Drive. Cheney drive 15 controlled with stop signs and has a through lane in each direction and a
right turn lane from the west leg onto Blue Lakes Boulevard.

Location Number 2a. The intersection of Blue Lakes and Addison, also called the “North Five
Pomts Intersection”. Due to the configuration of a five leg mtersection there 1s difficulty in
addressing the associated traffic movements and timing resulting in congestion at this crucial
intersection. Blue Lakes Boulevard, Addison Avenue, and Shoshone Street carty a major load of
the Twin Falls transportation system resulting m the traffic congestion encountered at the
junction of these major routes. One concern expressed with this mtersection 1s the left turn
restriction from the south leg of Blue Lakes to the east leg of Addison. This restriction creates
confusion for mdividuals not familiar with the intersection. Currently south bound trathic on Blue
Lakes Boulevard 1s lunited to one lane and the associated signal time for this action 1s mumal to
accormnmodate the rematning traffic movements. The intersection 1s controlled by a traffic signal
with timed phasing for each leg. The existing configuration for the mntersection includes two
through lanes and one left turn lane on each leg of Addison Avenue and two through lanes on
Shoshone Street with a right turn lane from Shoshone to east bound Addison Avenue. Blue
Lakes Boulevard south bound consists of one through lane for Blue Lakes and two through lanes
for Shoshone Street. The northbound leg of Blue Lakes contains two through lanes. Current
restrictions at this mtersection mclude no left turn from Blue Lakes onto Addison and no left turn
from Shoshone Street onto Addison Avenue.
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® Location Number 3. The mtersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard and Falls Avenue. This
signalized intersection of these two major routes in Twin Falls expeniences congestion due to the
large amount of traffic using this mntersection on a regular basis. There are also some business
approaches near this intersection that impact the operation of this intersection. Each leg of thus
ntersection mcludes two through lanes, a left turn lane, and a night turn lane. Public comments
indicated that the lack of a left turn lane 15 leading to turn movement deficiencies.

®  Location Number 3a. The intersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard and Filer Avenue. Comments
indicated a need for night turn lanes on Filer Avenue to Blue Lakes to address the deficiencies at
thus mntersection. Currently Filer Avenue has 2 through lanes and a left turn lane while Blue Lakes
Boulevard has two through lanes, a lett turn lane and a night turn lane.

® Location Number 4. The mtersection of Washmgton Street and Addison Avenue. This major
signalized intersection is in close proximity to another signalized intersection at 2™ Avenue and
Addison Avenue. Due to the proximity of these two signals trathe tends to back from
Washington Street into the 2 Avenue signal. Comments also indicated that the intersection is
lacking a night turn lane on Washington going northbound. Addison Avenue consists of two
through lanes, a left turn lane, and a right turn lane. Washington Street mcludes two through
lanes and a left turn lane with a right turn lane for south bound trathic.

®  Location Number 5. The intersection of Falls Avenue and Locust Street. Traffic along Locust
Street 1s increasing as more people use this road as an alternative to Blue Lakes Boulevard. Trafhic
on Falls Avenue 1s mcreasing with commercial growth adjacent to this intersection. The traffic
growth through this signalized mtersection results in tratfic delay and congestion. Locust Street
consists of one through lane and a left turn lane with a right turn lane for south bound trathe.
Falls Avenue consists of one through lane east bound and two through lanes west bound with a
left turn lane each direction. Identified deficiencies include lack of right turn lanes on certain legs
and lack of through lanes on Falls Avenue east bound.

®* Location Number 6. The mtersection of Addison Avenue and Carmage Lane. Recent
residential growth and development mn this area increases the traffic through this intersection.
The increased traffic volumes make 1t difficult to cross or turn on to Addison Avenue. The
intersection 1s controlled with stop signs on Carriage Lane. Carriage Lane consists of one through
lane while Addison Avenue consists of one through lane and a left turn lane.

® Location Number 7. The mtersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard and Orchard Drwve. The
residential development in the south portion of Twin Falls increases the traffic volumes at this
mtersection. Truck trathic 15 mereasing on Orchard Dove due to mndustnial growth m this section
of Twin Falls. The intersection 1s controlled with stop signs on Orchard Drive. Each leg of thus
intersection consists of a through lane and a left turn lane. Concerns with this intersection mclude
turn movement deficiencies resulting from mcreased truck traffic and limited turn radmws.

® Location Number 8. The mtersection of Addison Avenue and Hankins Road. This
intersection expetiences traffic volume growth as residential growth occurs to the north and
south. With the trathc increase on Addison Avenue 1t 1s difficult for trafhic to cross or turn on to
Addison Avenue from Hankins Road. This leads to delays and congestion along Hankins Road.
The mtersection 15 controlled by stop signs on Hankins Road. Hankins road consists of one
through lane while Addison Avenue has one through lane and a left turn lane.
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®*  Location Number 9. The intersection of Eastland Drive and Falls Avenue. Traffic volumes for
both of these roads have mcreased due to development m this area. The additional traffic
generates congestion at the signalized intersection of these two cornidors. Eastland Drive consists
of a through lane, a left turn lane and a night turn lane while Falls Avenue contains a through lane
and a left turn lane with a right turn lane for east bound traftic.

® Location Number 10. The mntersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard and Kimberly Road 1s also
known as “East Five Points”. This intersection in conjunction with the mtersection of Blue Lakes
with 2 Avenue and the adjacent railroad generate a complex intersection that is complicated by
the increased traffic volumes associated with the growth in the south section of Twin Falls.
Kimberly Road enters this signalized intersection with one through lanes, one left turn bay, and
one right turn bay. Blue Lakes contains one through lane, one left turn lane and one right turn
lane. Mamn Street 1s 2 one way road heading away from the mtersection. Minidoka Avenue
consists of two through lanes and one left turn bay. The congestion mn this area can be attnbuted
to the lack of through lanes on Blue Lakes Boulevard and the conditions at the Blue Lakes and 2™

Avenue Intersection.

= Location Number 11. The intersection of Falls Avenue and Hankins Road. This intersection 1s
a daily route for indmviduals traveling from the southeast side of Twin Falls to the north portions
of the City. Recent developments along Hankins Road and the north east section of Twin Falls
have increased the trathic volumes and congestion at this intersection. Hankins Road 1s controlled
with stop signs and has one through lane in each direction. Falls Avenue consists of one through
lane and one left turn lane each direction. There 1s a right turn lane for eastbound tratfic on Falls
Avenue to southbound Hankins Road.

In locking at the transportation systern as a whole, the role of mtersections in determining trafhic
congestion, and overall LOS cannot be underestimated. Input from City staff and the public was gathered
for collector and arterial grade roadways which were reported to have existing deficiencies or congestion
concerns. Figure 16 details the proposed intersection improvements to various intersections throughout
Twnn Falls City. The mmprovements outlined generally include dedicated right turn lanes, dedicated left
turn lanes and traffic signals.

Historic Downtown

The transportation system in Twin Falls faces specific challenges and opportunities associated with the
historic sections of the City. The section bordered by Blue Lakes Boulevard on the east, Kamberly Road
on the west, Addison Avenue on the north and Washington Street on the south consists of smaller blocks
which genenlly offset the prevailing street grid at a 45 degree angle. These angled intersections caused by

the offset gnid present geometric challenges at indwvidual intersections, including the large signalized five
leg mtersection at Blue Lakes Boulevard and Addison Avenue, as well as many smaller stop controlled
mntersections. The nature of movement in the downtown area can offer pedestrian opportunities due to
the smaller block lengths and more dense development. Yet, the use of 2 Avenues one-way couplets as
a State/US highway through the downtown presents an important consideration towards pedestrian flow
and the nature of downtown travel.

Many of the land use considerations of the downtown area are addressed in the Comprehensive Plan.
The continuing use and promotion of on-street parking mn the downtown creates an on-going
coordmation element of the transportation and comprehensive planning process. By creating a walk-able
downtown environment, mtemal traffic problems can be mimnmmized. Traffic must still get to and from
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the downtown core, but a focus should be on the concept of “park once and walk” as opposed to
multiple short trips. Boundary issues of the offset grid must also be addressed by City staft as an evolving
1ssue.

Other Existing Conditions

Many elements contribute to the existing travel conditions m Twin Falls. Pedestrian crosswalks, transit,
truck routes and lighting conditions were both identified as needed study areas by the public involvement
process. These areas are addressed m further detail in the following sections.

Pedestrian Crosswalks
Pedestrians make up a key transportation component within Twin Falls City. To understand safety

conditions related to pedestrian travel existing controlled crosswalks were 1dentified and documented.
Controlled crosswalks that were identified consisted of those that have more control than sumply a
pedestrian sign designation. Crosswalks such as those at major intersections that are controlled by a traffic
signal were not quantified as part of this study as these are recognized as standard with signal installation.
Thirty-Two (32) intersections or crossings were identified as those that meet the aforementioned
standards. Each of these crossings has one or more of the following controlling elements:

Pavement Striping

Crossing Flags

Protective Medians

Speed Reduction Signs

Flashing Light, with or without a Speed Reduction Sign

Crossing Guard

e - R

Cones or Barrels.

Figure 9 - Controlled Crosswalks (Existing) shows the location of these mtersections, with a picture of
each crossing. Fach pedestrian crossing has the standard white street markings mdicating a pedestrian
crossing. The majonity of the pedestrian crossings in the study are located on collector roads, making up
20 out of the 32 roads, 12 of the 32 are located on arterial roads. The following table represents six
different pedestrian accommodations and the amount they appeared at the 32 locations studied. Of the
32 crosswalks studied 29 of them are located around various schools. These schools include: Stuart Jr.

High, Harrison Elementary, Twin Falls High School, Bickel Elementary, and College of Southern Idaho.

Table 6: Existing Controlled Crosswalks

Pedestrian Accommodations Arterial Road Collector Road
1- Crossing Flags 58% 0%
2- Protective Island 29% 25%
3- Speed Reduction Sign 75% 95%
4- Flashing Light 50% 0%
5- Crossing Guard 25% 15%
6- Cones, Barrels, etc. 25% 25%
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The majority of the pedestrian crossings have a speed reduction sign. The majority of the arterial based
roads have an additional pedestrian accommodation besides signing due to the higher volume of traffic
serviced by this roadway classification.

Existing Public Transit
Existing public transit in the City of Twin Falls s lnited. The following options exist to serve Twin Falls:

= As part of the College of Southern Idaho Trans IV shuttle buses have been providing public
transportation to the people of Twin Falls and the Magic Valley. A variety of services, mcluding
dial a ride, are offered to meet the needs of commuters, students, the elderly, and the disabled.

®  Magic Valley Ride Share organizes a rideshare program. The program helps mdwiduals to find a
carpool partner for commuting purposes. The goal of the program 1s to lower the number of
single occupant vehicles on the roadways.

= Several senior transportation services exist.

®  Rocky Mountain Trailways provides service to Salt Lake City.

®  Greyhound Bus service travels from Twin Falls to Boise, Salt Lake City, and Pocatello.

Existing Airport Facilities
The City of Twin Falls cutrently mamtains a regional airport facility in the south portion of the City. This

facility serves as a hub for magic valley residents and provides regional service to areas throughout the
Western United States. Expansion of the airport and related facilities has been underway in the past
several years and 1s anticipated to continue mto the future to meet expected demands.

Existing Truck Routes

For the Twin Falls Master Transportation Plan truck traffic data was collected from three different
SOULCes:

®  The Snake River Crossing Plan
= Southeast Twin Falls Regional Corridor Study, and
®  The Twin Falls County Transportation Plan

Increasing safety, reducing noise levels and reducing pavement impact are all reasons cities restrict truck or
heavy vehicle trathic to certain routes. Restrictions may mclude weigh limits, minimal height clearance
design standards or prohibitions on streets that primarnly setve recreational or residential land uses. If
such restrictions are implemented, the City must make provisions for alternate routes to accommodate all

types of vehicle traffic.

Twin Falls 1s 2 hub for interstate truck traffic; most of this traffic utilizes UUS-93 as a north/south corridor.
All three of these documents identified both 1JS-93 and US-30 as the main truck routes in the City of
Twin Falls. The average percent of trucks on the busiest truck route, US-93, 1s approximately 11%. The
average varies by season with harvest season in the fall being the busiest and winter being the slowest.

Currently truck routes are limnited to the existing State Routes. Extensive examination of these conditions
and other possible routes were analyzed within the study.
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Lighting Conditions
As part of the transpoffation plgn an inventory was taken of the street thting within the City limits of

Twrin Falls. The lighting study included key areas within Twin Falls on arterial, collector or state highways
as shown on Figure 10. The red diamonds on the figure represent the locations where street lighting
studies took place.

Using a light meter a study was conducted on 27 intersections to determine the light level for all travel legs
of the intersection. The readings were read at the stop bar with the light meter facing the direction of
traffic. This study was conducted between 11:30 pm and 400 am and was completed in one night.
According to the ANSI / IESNA RP-8-00 as shown in Table 7 the average maintained illuminance fora
medium pedestrian intersection {11-100 pedestrian per hour) is 18 lux for an arterial and 16 lux for a
collector. For a low pedestrian intersection {U-10 pedestrians per houry the average maintained illuminance
for an arterial is 12 lux and 10 lux for a collector. Table 7 details the results of the study. Based upon the
study results it is clear that the vast majority of intersections studied are not adequately lit, and require
additional street lighting to prowvide a safer night environment for pedestrians.

The lighting study associated with the Transportation Master Plan identified areas within the City of Twin
Falls that are deficlent in nighttime illumination (see Table 7 Lighting Study Results). The lighting
conditions of the deficient intersections need improvements to meet the requirements of the City's light
policy and the guidelines established in AINSI / IESHA EP-8-00 Table 7 . The results of these
improvements will provide a safer nighttime environment for motorists and pedestrians.

Table 7: Lighting Study Results

Intersection Quadrant
Intersection Mumber of illuminares & location Maorth (Jux) | East (ux) | West (lux) | South (Jux)

Falls/Srandview | ME corner | 3.5 1.4 0.5
Grandview/Morth College 0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Grandview/Cheney Dr. WY, 15E corer 0.4 5.9 A 231
Grandview/Pola Line 5 Total: two on MNWY cormer, 1 NE, 5B, SV 95 3.4 7.8 12
FallsMWendell 1 SW carner 0.2 ] J:2 o]

Morth College/Fillmoare 1 ME corner 2 7.7 0.1 0z
Pole Line/Locust 2 Total: one in M median 1 5E corner 29 06 02 09
Pole Line/Madrona 2 Total: NvY, ME corner BB 0.7 0.9 B.1
FallsfHankins 0 0.1 1] ] 0

Addison/Hanking 1 SW corner 0.4 0.5 s 75
Crchard/Eastland 1 MW cormer 1.2 0.1 0.7 .1
Orchard/Blue Lakes 5. 0 0 0 0 0

Orchard/Harrison o] 0 ] 1] 0

Park Ave /Harrizon 1 SE corner o7 26 4.1 5

Park Ave /Blue Lakes 0 0 &, 1] 0

Locustidth Ave. 1 W of intersection 5.8 0.9 [i] 8, 19
Elizabeth/Eastland 2 Total: MW, SE corners NW not on during study 06 g5 0.8 1.4

2 Total: MW not on during study, SVW corner an

Eastland/Filer for only the south reading 0.4 0.5 0.3 4.8
Filer/Locust 3 Tatal: NW NE, &YW corner 117 52 7.5 7B
Addison/Locust 3 Total: MW . MNE, SE corner B2 7.8 5.5 ]

Addison/Eastland 4 Total: KE,SE 5 MWW carner 83 a7 368 g2
Addison/Carriage 1 SWW cormer 0.1 0.1 1 01
Falls/Eastland 2 Total: NVY, SE corner 1.1 249 1 1.8
Falls/Madrona 1 5E cormer 05 4.6 1.8 5.1
Falls/Locust 2 Total: WY, ME corner 26 1.4 2 46
Fillmore/Falls 1 SE corner Pl 0.8 0.2 0.3
Harrison/Falls 1 5E cormer A, 1 4.1 171

Denctes the walues that fall within the acceptable range
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Currently the City of Twin Falls has a street lighting code for new subdivisions, which requires street lights
to be mstalled at intersections throughout new subdivisions (see section 10-12-4-2.N). The City of Twin
Falls City’s standard street lighting policy also requires street lights at intersections, the end of long cul-de-
sacs, and in the middle of long blocks that exceed 920 feet mn length.

The recommended illuminance guidelines established by ANSI / IESNA RP-8-00 Table 7 are defined by

pavement classification, roadway classification, and pedestrian trafhic.
e DPavement classification 1s drvided mto concrete and asphalt surfaces.

e Roadway classification 1s dependent upon the classification of the mtersecting roadways.

e Pedestrian use 1s defined by Low (0-10 pedestrians/hour), Medim (11-100 pedestrians /hour),
and High (more than 100 pedestrians/hour). Tt is estimated that the majority of the intersections
in the study meet the Low (0-10 pedestrians/hour) classification during the nighttime hours.
However, the amount of pedestrian trathic at the study mntersections may require further analysis
and was not part of this study.

Roadway Signs, lighting, traffic signal data collection
As part of the nitial field data collection of the Transportation Master Plan; roadway signs, street lighting,

traffic signals, asphalt width, existing sidewalk and exasting curb and gutter were to be collected by Crvil
Science using GPS survey equipment. This data was collected in conjunction with and integrated into the
Twin Falls City wide GIS database. This information was combined with data that Twin Falls City had
already collected involving traffic signals, street lighting and street signs.
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3. Future Conditions

Having clearly defined goals, strong analysis tools, and
identification of known travel deficiencies gives elected officials,
City staff and residents the ability to better prepare for the coming
transportation challenges and opportunities.

Coordination with the Comprehensive General Plan

I I Y he Twin Falls Comprehensive General Plan 1s the City’s principal tool for defining the goals and
the vision for the City of Twin Falls. The Comprehensive General Plan also provides the City
policy guidance as growth and the corresponding development decisions take place.

In 2008, the existing Comprehensive General Plan was being updated by the City of Twin Falls
conjunction with LandMark Design Group. Since land use 15 a comerstone of the transportation plan, it
1s tmperative that the two efforts are coordmated.

Figure 11 shows the planned land use stemming from the updated Comprehensive Plan effort. This
information was then used as the basis to develop future population and employment data that formed
the foundation for the travel demand modeling,

Growth and Development

In 2000, Twin Falls” population was 34,469 indwiduals, up from 27,591 indwiduals in 1990 representing
an increase of 6,878 people according to the U.S. Census. In 2006, Twin Falls population had grown to
about 40,000 indrviduals. The rate of growth 1s forecasted to continue to mcrease in the next decade.
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Graph 5: Twin Falls Population Change
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The state of Idaho, 1n general, has seen much population growth in the last decade. Idaho was the fifth
fastest growing state mn the nation from 2000 to 2005; during those years the state’s growth was about
eight percent. Twin Falls” growth during that time period was approximately 12 percent. By 2010 the
City’s population s expected to reach approximately 46,000 persons. Based upon the Twin Falls
Comprehensive Plan by Landmark, long term forecasts have projected the population of Twin Falls to be

66,500 by 2030. The table below shows the 2000, 2005 and expected future Twin Falls population.

Table 8: Percent Change in Population

Year Population 5 Year increase
2000 34,469

2005 38,600 12%
2010 45,000 18%
2015 52,565 15%
2020 57,259 9%

2025 62,031 8%

2030 66,500 7%

Source: Intermountain Demographic

Final Report January 2009

Page 36




TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The most current count of Twin Falls dwelling units can be found in the Census 2000, According to
Census 2000 data the City contained approximately 15,000 dwelling units. The number of dwelling units
needed for the forecasted population 1s expected to nearly double over the 30 year period. By the year
2030 the City of Twin Falls 1s expected to contain 28,000 dwelling units. About 83 percent of the total
dwelling stock will be single farly dwelling units, while the remaimning 17 percent will be multi-family
units.

Table 9: Dwelling Unit Change over Time

Year Single Family Units Multi-Family Units Total Units 5 year increase
2000 11,638 2,519 14,519

2005 13,350 2,867 16,217 12%
2010 15,648 3,338 18,986 17%
2015 18,151 3,850 22,001 16%
2020 19,878 4,204 24,082 10%
2025 21,715 4,580 26,295 9%

2030 23,505 4,947 28,452 8%

Source: Intermountain Demographic

Employment data is generally available at the county level. Infrequently, data 1s available for indrridual
cities within a county. Therefore, the data i this section 15 for all of Twin Falls County. Twin Falls City 1s
the major employment center 1n the county, so many of the conclusions drawn at the county level are
relevant to the City of Twin Falls. The table below shows the 2005 total employment and the forecasted
employment prediction through year 2030.

Table 10: Employment Change over Time

Year Total Employment 5 Year increase
2005 36,530

2010 40,363 11%
2015 43,523 8%

2020 46,880 8%

2025 50,238 7%

2030 53,695 7%

Source: Intermountain Demographic
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Table 11: Twin Falls 2006 Major Employers

Employer Business Type 2006 Number of Employees
Magic Valley Medical Center Health Care Services 847
Lamb Weston Food Processing 825
College of Southern Idaho Education 804
Amalgamated Sugar Co. Food Processing 373
Twin Falls Clinic Physicians Health Care Services 300
Glanbia Foods Inc. Food Processing 200
Longview Fiber Corrugated Containers 148
Times News Newspaper Publishing 130

Source: http://community.idaho.gov/Portals/15/Profiles/Community/TwinFallsCity.pdf

Future Forecasts
Travel demand for the roadway network mn Twin Falls was modeled for the future years 2015 and 2030.
These future year models were based upon the most current Twin Falls City Comprehensive General Plan

and socio-economic data, which were gathered by Intermountain demographic.

The stated goal of the City of Twin Falls 15 to achieve level of service (LOS) C on all roads with the
exception of Blue Lakes, which has a future goal of LOS D. The recommended CIP was formulated to

achieve these goals in the most cost effective manner.

External Trips

The focus of this section 15 communicate what percent of trips come from outside of the Twm Falls study
area and utilize the street network within Twm Falls. Thus section provides mformation on what percent
of the total trips are external m nature.

External Stations are used to represent vehicle trips coming to and leaving the Twin Falls study area.
Generlly speaking external trips represent a smaller portion of the trips as compared to the mternal trips.
As such the Twin Falls Model has been more intenswely focused on internal travel, however the travel
demand model can provide external to external and external to mternal trips when creating a vehicle trip
table.

The travel demand model creates four different types of trips:

— Internal to Internal - The entire vehicle trp stays withun the modeled study area of Twin
[Falls.

— Internal to External - The trip has its ongmation m Twin Falls and goes to a destination
outside of Twin Falls.

— External to External - The vehicle passes through the Twin Falls Study area without
stopping.

— External to Internal - The trip has its ongins outside of Twin Falls and has a destination
within the Twin Falls study area.
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The following tables represent the external trips for the Existing Conditions Twin Falls model and the
2030 Capital improvement Plan Twin Falls model.

Existing Model

External Trips 14%

2030 CIP Model

External Trips 15%

Two examples of national external station trip data are given as reference for comparnison to Twin Falls:

— In The Calibration and Adjustment of System Planmng Models, the U.S. Department of
Transportation, Federal Highway Administration gives several examples of external trips for
cities of various sizes. The table 1s show below.

Urban Area

Population % External Trips
50,000-100,000 21
100,000-250,000 15
250,000-750,000 10
750,000-2,000,000 4

— In The National Cooperative Hzghway Research Programe (NCHRP) Report 365, also gives examples
of external trip rates for cities of various sizes. The table 1s shown below.

Location Population % External Trips
Chicago 6,070,000 5
Twin Cities 2,464,000 7
San Diego 2,498,000 12
Phoenix 2,122,000 14
Reno 255,000 13
Wausau 37,000 20

Metropolitan Planning Considerations

Federal transportation funding requirements designate that contiguous areas of urban densities exceeding
50,000 people, as determined by the US Census, be designated as Urbanized Areas subject to the
Metropolitan  Planning Regulations. [t 1s expected within the planning horizon that a Twin Falls
Utbanized Area will be designated by the Census Bureau and a Twin alls Metropolitan Planning
Orgamization (MPO) will be formed to address the federal requirements. Among these transportation
requirements 1s the development of a2 Continuous, Comprehenswve, and Cooperatwe (“3-C”) Planning
Process. This planning process will address multi-modal transportation considerations as well as air quality
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issues as they relate to transportation. Although it 1s premature to describe what future planning
regulations may entail, 1t 1s useful to identify the development of an MPO early 1n the process to allow the
existing planning process to consider metropolitan issues and to begin to explore federally mandated
metropolitan planning regulations.

This TMP provides Twin Falls City with the basis to integrate with an MPO and recewve federal funds. A
MPO generally requires a long range plan be in place, modeling of transportation conditions existing and
future, trafhic counts and statistics, and estimated costs to construct the projects. This TMP provides each
of these items and will be the basis for any further study needed to qualify for federal funds thru an MPO.
The actual application process with an MPO for federal funding may require more detailed site specific
studies to address issues not covered as part of this TMP. Some of those issues may include, how
construction will affect travel conditions, Right-OfWay acquisition, and other simnilar requirements.

Inherent mn the Metropolitan Planning Process 1s the need for Twin Falls City, Twin Falls County, and the
Idaho Transportation Department to work together to solve mutual planning needs. The Transportation
Master Plan (Chapter 4, Recommendations Section) identifies the long term role of various roadways (see
Figure 15, Long Term Functional Classification). This classification 1s developed to assume a general
pattern of urban densities spreading from Twin Falls City to suggest future needs for a one-mile grid of
arterial streets and a one-quarter mile gnd of collector streets, which vary based on topography and known
spectfic demand considerations. By establishing a long term vision of how the street system will function,
each entity can work together to define the best way to achieve that function in a manner that does not
push funding needs for one agency to another.

Unfortunately, the urgent needs of today often compete with the vision of tomorrow. It 1s dithicult to
forecast future trafhic safety needs beyond a high level identification of today’s safety challenges. Similarly,
it 1s difficult to forecast the mdvidual solutions to mtersection challenges, access 1ssues, and related details.
These details must continue to be addressed while looking ahead toward long term challenges to ensure
that what 1s built today can last for the longer term. The following section provides a glimpse at the future
capacity challenges facing the Twin Falls region. Chapter 4 then addresses the specific programs

necessary to meet these long term challenges.

2015 and 2030 No Build Level of Service

2015 and 2030 models were developed to determimne the future travel demand for the City of Twin Falls.
Figure 12 depicts the 2015 condition and Figure 13 shows the 2030 condition. These figures illustrate the
roadway level of service conditions 1f none of the existing roads are widened and no new roads are built.
This data illustrates where trathc congestion 1s likely to occur under a no-buid scenanio. This data 1s
valuable to help determine the phasing of travel improvement projects. Certain roadway mnprovement

assumptions were added and coded mto the 2015 and the 2030 models. These included:

®  Improvements are already programmed to Washington Street from Pole Line to Addison.

®  Improvements on Pole Line Road that were recently completed as part of the Twin Falls
Alternate Project.
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2015 No Build

Figure 12 shows 2015 Level of Service for the City of Twin Falls. Green roads have little or no trathic
congestion and correspond to LOS A or B. Yellow roads have a stable flow and correspond to LOS C.
Orange roads have some congestion and correspond to LOS D.  Although no roads are shown in red in
the 2015 map on Figure 12, roads designated with red would have sigmficant traffic congestion and
correspond to LOS E or F and may occur during peak travel periods. The width of the roadway indicates
the approximate modeled daily volume of these roads. Note that the LOS shown 1s daily; peak periods
may exhibit worse traffic in the moming or afternoon.

In Twin Falls’ travel demand model, 2015 forecasts exhubit growing modeled traffic congestion. Limited
sections of roadway, such as North College Road and Falls Avenue, are showing congestion problem

areas and are shown as LOS E/F on the Figure 12.

2030 No Build
The Twin Falls’ 2030 No Build travel demand model forecasts significant modeled traffic congestion as
shown on Figure 13. The areas shown as E/F will have significant traffic congestion m the year 2030 if

no roads are widened or built. The following roads show congestion in the 2030 no-build scenario:

®  Blue Lakes Blvd. The congestion on Blue Lakes Blvd 1s a result of north/south traffic utilizing
1JS-93 through Twin Falls. The many trathic generators located along Blue Lakes are also adding
to the congestion.

= North College. The College of Southern Idaho 1s a major traffic generator in Twin Falls. The
college produces and attracts many vehicle trips to both North College and Falls Ave.

= [iler and Falls. The two roads are acting as main routes connecting the east and west portions of
the City and are showing congestion mn 2030.

®  Grandview. Grandview acts as a relief valve for travelers trying to avoid the congestion on Blue

Lakes. Grandview 1s the first sigruficant road for vehicles coming from the west on Pole Line

Road to go south into Twin Falls.
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4. Recommendations

This chapter discusses the recommended short and long term
transportation network improvements. The recommendations in
this chapter will be used for road building and transportation
reconstruction projects into the future. Other mobility and safety
aspects such as traffic calming, transit and bicycle movement are
also discussed in this chapter.

Recommended Functional Class

D ] any mputs were taken m account when the recommended street classification was developed.

The recommended street classification 1s based upon:

" Goals developed by the City Council, Citizens Advisory Commuttee, Techmical Advisory

Comrmuttee and public open house comment.
= Existing street network
®»  Huture land use and
®  Future traffic movement and congestion

This Transportation Master Plan has focused its analysis on the arterials and collectors within the City of
Twin Falls, as these roadways provide for the backbone of the transportation system within the City. The
recommended street classifications are shown on Figure 15. Roads not noted as Arterial or Collector are
defined to be of Local classification.

Future Street Classification

Revision of Street Standards

These street standards reflect the goals of the City and are consistent with the transportation goals set up
by the City Council, public open houses and advisory commuittees. Street standards have been developed
in this Plan for each specific functional classification of street.

Using design speeds as a gudelne m designing the street horizontal and vertical alignment 1s
recommended. An established design speed will dictate the horizontal and vertical controls as dictated in
the latest revision of the AASHTO Policy on Geometric Design. Arterial Streets are designed to pass

traffic at a higher rate of speed. To meet this 1t 1s recommended that Arterial Streets have a minimum
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design speed of 45 mph. For Collector roads the design speed should be 35 mph while Local roads
should be designed at 25 mph.

The City should strve to have all roadways meet the standard cross sections dentified m this Twin Falls
Master Transportation Plan as shown on Figure 14, The suggestions are provided as recommended
widths and configurations, but some situations may need either lane or dimension changes. The
modification of these standards may be recommended on a case-by-case basis by the City Engineer. Thus
change should be based on a review of the existing and proposed function of the road, proxmmity to major
intersections, access pomts, accident history and related techrucal criteria. The City Engineer may require
higher standards, based on best engmeering judgment related to the safe operation of tratfic flow.
Intersections of minor collector streets and higher road classification shall be reviewed for the need for
turn lanes and other geometnic improvements and are excellent examples of locations where different
cross section standards may be required. The City Engineer may also approve alternative standards when
those standards can be demonstrated to provide a superior solution to the safe operation of trathe flow.
The City Engineer serves as a technucal reference for the City. Final decisions and appeals rest with the
City Council based on appropriate input and the best imnterests of the City.

Proposed Arterial Street Cross Sections

Arterial streets are the primary regional transportation routes within Twin Falls. These roads have Lmited
access, higher speeds, and traffic signals only at major cross streets.

92-Foot Arterial
The 92-foot ROW arterial street cross includes four travel lanes and a center turn lane for a total of 62 feet
of road surface. Figure 14 shows the proposed artenial cross sections.

Proposed Collector Street Cross Sections

Collector streets serve local trips and provide local access.

78-Foot Collector- 4 Lanes
The 4 lane collector streets have two 12 foot travel lanes 1n each direction on 48 feet of road surface.
Planter strips, curb /gutter and sidewalks make up the remainder of the 78 foot right-of-way.

78-Foot Collector- 3 Lanes

The 3 lane collector streets have the same road surfaces as the 4 lane collectors, however it 1s contigured
differently. This street standard has one 12 foot travel lane mn each direction, a 12 foot center turn bay,
planter strp, curb/gutter and sidewalks within a 78 foot right-of-way. A six feet wide shoulder bike lane
corridor 1s offered 1 each direction. Figure 14 shows the proposed collector cross sections.

Proposed Local Street Cross Sections

Local streets are designed to offer access from residences to the roadway network. Local streets serve
many driveways and provide a collection poimnt to collector or arterial roadways. Local streets should be
designed to munimize speed and cut-through traftic while meeting the requirements of emergency
vehicles. Local streets are typically placed with driveways on both sides and have a statutory limit of 25
miles per hour. Generally, no striping 1s proposed on local streets. However, the City Engineer may
provide roadway striping consisting of a center yellow line and outside white lines to allow travel lanes no
smaller than nine feet as a traffic calming measure. Parking may be restricted on local streets near
intersections, 1 high density or commercial areas, where snow removal or storage 1ssues arise, or at other

locations deemed by the City.
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50-Foot Local
The 50 foot ROW Local streets include one eleven foot travel lane in each direction, curb/gutter and
sidewalks. This cross section mcludes a seven foot shoulder. The road surface 1s 36 feet in width.

Truck Routes

Truck restrictions on certain roads may include weight limits, speed limits, minimum height clearance
design standards or prohibitions on streets that primanly serve recreational or residential land uses. If
such restrictions are implemented, the City must make provisions for alternate routes to accommodate all
types of velucle traffic, as trucks need access to numerous points within the City of Twin Falls.

Recommended truck routes are mtended for truck trafhc that passes through the City of Twin Falls. [fa
route 15 a designated truck route, the truck route 1s both structurally and geometrically able to handle truck
traffic.

This study examined possible alternative route for commercial trucks. Proposed truck routes off the
existing State Highways were extensiely analyzed and considered. Substantial costs and mmnpacts to
provide these routes was anticipated. After significant discussion within the study, the City determined
that the continued utilization of the state road facilities for truck routes would best meet the goals of the
study when considering anticipated funding limitations.

Accident Rates
By analyzing the specific locations (Figure 5) that are experiencing a high level of accidents steps can be
taken to reduce crashes. The list below suggests some methods of lowering the accident rates within the

City of Twin Falls.
= Improved signal timing and coordmation
= Addition of raised medians, etther short or full length
®  Closure of unnecessary driveways
= Additional enforcement of the existing laws and restrictions
= Speed reduction
®  Improved roadway striping

One or a combination of these methods could be used to lower the accident rate in a high accident area.
Engineering studies to determine which measure 1s appropriate for a gven area should be taken before
construction begins. Also, additional engineering studies should be done before and after to test the
valdity of the measures to determine effectiveness. The Recommendations section of this document
incorporates some of these technmques into the Master Transportation Plan.

Proposed Roadway Improvements

A Capital Improvement Plan list of projects was assembled to address the LOS and connectivity goals of
the Study. This plan as detailed mn Chapter 5 provides LOS C conditions on all roadways except Blue
Lakes Boulevard, which in the future functions at LOC D, and 1s consistent with present day conditions.
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Roadside Improvements

Based upon the recommended Long Term roadway classification map, additional widening will need to
be constructed to bring many of the existing roadways up the proposed master plan width. This
proposed width has been outlined in Figure 14 Proposed Typical Cross Sections. These roadside
improvements include the following, cutb & gutter, sidewalk, and landscaping. Landscaping can also be
termed as hardscape which 1s using decorative rock or some other water friendly landscaping technique.
It 1s recommended that at tume of widening of each of the existing roadways that the appropriate roadside
features be constructed to bring the particular roadway segment up to the desired width, and include all of
the necessary roadside features. It 1s also recommended that all new roadway construction be required to
build the road at desired wadth, with all necessary roadside features. By requinng the initial roadway
construction to be done at proposed master plan width, it prevents the City of Twin Falls from having to
come back later and fund both the additional widening of an madequately constructed roadway, and the
roadside features which should be built with the iutial construction.

Hotspot Intersections

Many locations throughout the City have been identified as “hotspot” areas. These “hotspot” areas are
areas where transportation issues are of a particular concern. These areas have dwverse transportation
problems including msufficient transportation infrastructure to meet the growing transportation demand.
As part of thus transportation plan each location was studied in further detail and recommendations for
each “hotspot” are presented in this section of the report.

® Location Number 1. The mtersection of Washington Street and Orchard Drve. Recent
evaluation of this mtersection warrants a traffic signal at this location. Adding night turn lanes on
Orchard Drve will also decrease the congestion experienced at this location.

® Location Number 2. The mntersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard and Cheney Drwe.
Signalization of this intersection will address the congestion encountered.

®  Location Number 2a. Due to the configuration of the intersection of Blue Lakes and Addison,
also called the “Five Points Intersection”, signal phasing improvements are vital to allow the five
leg intersection to accommodate existing and future traffic volumes at an acceptable level of
Service.

Potential short-term mmprovements at the intersection may include lane marking changes that facilitate
southbound traffic flow. These lane marking changes would allow one of the through lanes from Blue
Lakes to Shoshone Street to also act as a southbound through lane for Blue Lakes Boulevard. These lane
marking changes may also allow the Blue Lakes southbound through lane to act as a left/thru lane and
one of the northbound through lanes on Blue Lakes could also act as a left/thru lane. To accomplish this,
the traftic signal phasing would be adjusted so that each leg of Blue Lakes would have its own phase as
well as Shoshone Street having a single phase and Addison having two phases to accommodate protected
left turns. The south leg of Blue Lakes 15 wide enough to accept the additional through lane for the
distance needed to allow the two through lanes to merge mto a single lane. Further evaluation, traffic
modeling and study 1s needed to address the signal phasing and impacts.

Longer-term solutions include additional turn lanes and/or the closure of either Shoshone Street or the
southern leg of Blue Lakes Boulevard. New turn lanes at the mtersection would provide additional

Final Report January 2009 Page 45




TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

capacity for future traffic growth while closure of one leg of the intersection would mprove intersection
safety and performance. However, dll of these potential alternatives would require either additional right-
of-way or reduce access to either Blue Lake Boulevard or Shoshone Street possibly mmpacting existing
businesses and residents.

The table below shows the level of service of each alternative and the benefite and issues with the
implementation of each alternative. Hach alternative presented belowr will require further detailed study.

Alternative Concept LOS Benefits Issues
e No property impacts e Poor LOS
e Access to Townsite area via ¢ No spare capacity for
_ F Shoshone and Blue Lake future traffic growth
No Action Boulevard ¢ No left turns from Blue
o : * No property impacts Lakes
¢ |ncreased southbound ¢ Lower LOS
capacity on Blue Lake ¢ No spare capacity for
Boulevard future traffic growth
Lane F e Access to Townsite area via ¢ More conflicting traffic
Marking o . Shoshone and Blue Lake movements
Changes f Boulevard
s e No property impacts
o Left-turns allowed from Blue
Lakes
e |Improved LOS e Multiple property
_ ¢ Additional capacity for impacts
Additional = — D future traffic growth * Does not improve
Tiiir Laias 3 e Retains full access to conflicting traffic
Townsite area via Shoshone movements
¢ E and Blue Lake Boulevard
& ¢ |Improved LOS ¢ Eliminates direct access
| "; _ ¢ Improves intersection safety to Townsite area
Close ;« ;?” Mdson| ¢ Fewer property impacts e Potential traffic diversion
Shoshone <" than widening on residential streets
4 ¢ Permits left-turns from Blue
) Lakes Boulevard
¢ |Improved LOS ® Eliminates access to
¢ Improved intersection safety south Blue Lakes
Close Blue - C ¢ Fewer property impacts Boulevard
Lake Y than widening e Potential traffic diversion
q\oé‘“oe e Permits left-turns from Blue on residential streets
Lakes Boulevard/Shoshone
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= Location Number 3. The intersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard and Falls Avenue. To address
the left turn deficiencies an additional turn lane 15 needed on both legs of Falls Avenue.
Additional widening of the existing road would be required to accommodate the proposed turn
bays. Relocating the private approaches away from the intersection would also be beneficial 1f

feasible.

»  Location Number 3a. The intersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard and Filer Avenue. Provide
right turn bays on Filer Avenue by widening the existing roadway. This will address the
congestion generated by the lack of right tum bays in this area. Relocating the private approaches
away from the mtersection would be beneficial if feasible.

® Location Number 4. The intersection of Washmgton Street and Addison Avenue. Due to the
close approximation of this intersection to another signalized intersection at 2 Avenue and
Addison Avenue it 1s imperative that these signals are interconnected to function as a cohesive
unit. Coordinating the signals will reduce traffic blocking the mtersections. Relocating the private
approaches away from the mntersection would be beneficial

®  Location Number 5. The intersection of Falls Avenue and Locust Street. Adding right turn
lanes to each leg of this mtersection in conjunction with extending the turn bays for stacking
purposes will address the congestion related to the turning movements. Increasing the through
lanes to two lanes extended outside of the intersection would also be beneticial in the operation of
this intersection.

® Location Number 6. The intersection of Addison Avenue and Carriage Lane. Signalizing the
intersection will allow traffic to safely cross and access Addison Avenue. Accommodation of left
turn bays on each leg will also improve the traffic flow at this ntersection.

" J.ocation Number 7. The intersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard and Orchard Drive. To address
the turning movement deficiencies additional right turn lanes should be added.

®  Location Number 8. The intersection of Addison Avenue and Hankins Road. Adding left turn
lanes on Hankins Road will reduce the congestion in this intersection. Widening Addison Avenue
for right turn lanes will also improve trathic flow.

®  Location Number 9. The mtersection of Fastland Drve and Falls Avenue. Expanding the
intersection to accommodate an additional right turn lane from westbound to northbound would
allow traffic to pass through this mtersection efhiciently. These lanes would need to extend
beyond the mntersection to allow for merging opporturuties.

® Location Number 10. The mtersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard and Kimberly Road also
known as East Five Pomts. To accommodate the north and south bound mncrease in traffic the
intersection should be widened to allow for two extended through lanes i both directions on

Blue Lakes Boulevard.

® Location Number 11. The mtersection of Falls Avenue and Hankins Road. Adding right turn
lanes on Hankms Road will address turning constraints at this intersection.

Final Report January 2009 Page 47



TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The specific areas and 1ssues are summarnized on Figure 16. The possible ntersection improvements are
highlighted 1n either red or blue on this figure. A red line denotes the addition of a right turn lane, while a
blue line shows the addition of a left turn lane.

Future Signals

As Twin Falls continues to grow and traffic increases, the need for traffic signals at intersections will
increase. Twin Falls should continue to watch the intersections with the highest volume and most
accidents in anticipation of future need for tratfic signals based on the warrants described in Chapter Two
Existing Conditions. Figure 17 depicts possible future locations for trafhic signals and major mtersection
improvements.

The Mamtal of Unifoire Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) 1s the national standard for all trafhic control devices
on public roads open to travel i accordance with 23 U.S.C. 109(d) and 402(2). The MUTCD states that
the need for a tratfic control signal shall include an analysis of the applicability of any of eight standard
warrants based on a study of the existing operation and safety. The MUTCD further states that the
satisfaction of a tratfic signal warrant, or multiple warrants, shall not in itself require the mstallation of a
traffic control signal. The mvestigation of the need for a traffic control signal shall include an analysis of
the applicable factors contained in the following trathic signal warrants and other factors related to existing
operation and safety at the study location:

Warrant 1, Eight hour vehicular volume
Warrant 2, Four hour vehicular volume
Warrant 3, Peak Hour

Warrant 4, Pedestrian Volume

Warrant 5, School Crossing

Warrant 6, Coordinated Signal System

Warrant 7, Crash Experience

* & & & * + S+ o

Warrant 8, Roadway Network

A traffic control signal should not be installed unless one or more of the factors are met; unless an
engineering study mndicates that mstalling a traffic control signal will mprove the overall safety and

operation of the intersection. A trafhic control signal should be not mstalled 1f 1t will sigruficantly disrupt
the flow of traffic.

Despite the need for ongoing trattic signal warrant studies, 1t 1s important to allow for planning of traffic
signals to ensure that signals are not spaced to close to mhibit progression. A review of future traffic
volurnes 1n the City has identified locations where trathic signals may be warranted. The City may apply
Warrant Number 8, Roadway Network Warrant, to mstall traffic signals in advance of traffic count or
traffic acaident support on locations where a future signal 1s planned and, m the opiion of the City
Engineer, will result in an improvement to traffic flow and/or traffic safety.
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While traffic modeling does not take the place of detailed trathic signal warrant analysis, certam conditions
are used to estunate future traffic signal warrants. The travel modeling was used to generally estimate
intersections which serve over 10,000 vehicles per day on the main route and over 5,000 vehicles per day
on a cross street as potential signalized locations. However, left turn volumes are often a stronger trigger
towards traffic signal warrants. There exists a balance between mconverencing the major flow of traffic
and providing gaps to allow for the safe passage of the minor traffic movement. Regional modeling and
the proposed future traffic signal plan should be used as a general guide for the placement of traffic
signals, but diligent on-going trathic engineering analysis remains necessary.

Access Management

Access management 1s the practice of limiting access to land development to preserve the flow of traftic
on the surrounding roadways. The preservation of street safety, capacity, and speed are the primary goals
of access management. Access management can mvolve the control of the location, design, and operation
of dowveways, median openings, and street connections to a roadway. Access management typically
involves greater access restrictions on the higher functioning roadways, such as artertal roads, wath little or
no control on the access to lower functioning roadways, such as local streets.

Access spacing standards allow dnvers to process one decision at a time. Through proper spacing, dovers
may monitor upcoming conflict points and react accordingly to each conflict. Studies show that the speed
of traffic 1s decreased by 0.25 mph with each additional driveway (1994 Highway Capacity Manual) and
that accident rates on a road mncrease by upwards of three percent with each new access point (I'RB

Access Management Manual, 2003).

The proper design of driveways and roadway dramage systems are an important component of access
management. Design of drveways 1s generally addressed by the Twin Falls City engineering standards,
which define specific detals for the construction of the approach

The operations of driveways are generally approved on a case-by-case basis by the City Engineer.
Driveways may restrict certain movements, such as left turns, or be constructed with acceleration and
deceleration lanes to minimize their impact on the main street. Circuttous access to indrmidual
developments may be provided through operational restrictions of access points. Operational analysis of
driveways during development approval or as part of subsequent engineening studies of a roadway shall
consider the followmng four mamn principles of access management:

®»  Conflict elimination,
= Conflict separation,
®  Removing speed differentials from travel or turn lanes, and

®  Providing for on-site circulation and storage.

The location of driveways will have a considerable effect on the function of the roadway regardless of the
design and operation of each driveway. The location of cross streets and driveways shall be a primary
factor in the review of traffic impact studies presented to the City Engineer for approval of access pomts
along with the operational factors addressed above.

Access spacing may be mcreased by the City Engineer based on localized conditions outlined by the four

main access management principles presented above. Requests to decrease access spacing standards may
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be granted by the City Engineer provided that a traffic mpact study 1s provided by the developer which

documents the preservation of safety, capacity, and speed with reduced access spacing;

Access spacing or driveway spacing s measured from the closest edge (perpendicular tangent section) of
the nearest driveway to the center of the proposed driveway. Application of access spacing standards shall
consider driveways on the same side of the proposed driveway as well as driveways on the opposing side
of the street. Opposing upstream driveways (vehicles approaching from the right of dnvers in the
proposed driveway) shall be carefully considered due to the conflicts presented with left turms mto the
proposed drveway.

Table 12: Recommended Intersection Standards

Roadway Right-of-Way Curb Radius Distance Before
Classification at TBC First Driveway
. 300 Foot Minimum (Recommend
Arterial 92 ft 40 ft
access onto local and collector roads)
Collector 78 ft 30 ft 75 ft

Public street spacing standards govern the spacing between unsignalized public intersections, which
typically accommodate higher traffic volumes than private driveways and access pomnts. High volume
private driveways may be held to the standards of public street spacing at the discretion of the City
Engineer. Issues associated with public street spacing are simnilar to those discussed with access spacing,
although the mimnmmum spacing standards are greater due to the expected higher traffic volumes. Table 13
shows existing Idaho Department of Transportation standards for imntersection spacing on State
Highways. This mformation may be helpful as a guide for some larger City facilities such as Washington
Street and Pole Line Road.

This study recommends that the City of Twin Falls continue to restrict access onto Arterial Streets except
for Local and Collector Roads at the length restrictions as indicated for a Type III Urban roadway
described 1n Table 13. For Collector Roads all accesses should be shared or adjacent to each other along
the property line with no more than one access per lot. For both Artenal and Collector Roads the City

should continue to enforce that backing out onto these roads 1s not allowed.
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APPROACH/INTERSECTION/SIGNAL SPACING PER ACCESS TYPE

APPROACHES SIGNALS FRONTAGE
ACCESS | RURAL/ TYPE INTERSECTION | APPROACH SIGNAL ROADS
IEES|HRBAH SPACING SPACING SPACING
0.25 miles 300 feet 0.5 miles 0.25 miles
At-grade
(0.4 km) (91.4 m) (0.8 km) (0.4 km)
Urban sections shall be upgraded to Type |l or greater
s 0.25 mile 500 feet 0.5 mile 0.25 mile
| ¢ (0.4 km) (0.15 km) (0.8 km) (0.4 km)
A 660 feet 150 feet 0.25 mile 0.25 mile
g (201.2 m) (45.7 m) (0.4 km) (0.4 km)
At-grade/ 0.5 mile 1,000 feet 0.5 mile 0.25 mile
0 Interchange (0.8 km]) {0.3km) {0.8 km) (0.4 km)
At-grade/ 0.25 mile 300 feet 0.5 mile 0.25 mile
Interchange (0.4 km]) (91.4 m) (0.8 km) (0.4 km)
a At-grade/ 1 mile A 1 mile 0.25 mile
- Interchange (1.6 km]) (1.6 km) (0.4 km)
i At-grade/ 0.5 mile Rk 0.5 mile 0.25 mile
Interchange {0.8 km]) (0.8 km) (0.4 km})
3 miles
R Interchange NA None NA
B (4.8 km)
v 1 mil
U Interchange (1_gn|l(:q) NA None NA

Type | Is applicable to segments of the State Highway System functionally classified as major collectors. All major
collectors shall be upgraded to a minor arterial or higher class once located within an urban area.

Type ll Is applicable to segments of the State Highway System functionally classified as minor arterials and some
selected segments classified as major collectors that exhibit characteristics of minor arterials.

Type Il Is applicable to segments of the State Highway System functionally classified as principal arterials. Type lll can
also be applied to selected segments classified as minor arterials but exhibiting characteristics of principal
arterials.

Type IV Is applicable to segments of the State Highway System functionally classified as principal arterials and have two
or more through lanes in the same direction of travel. The highway may or may not be divided.

Type V Is applicable to State Highways accessible only by interchanges (ramps). All at-grade intersections, including

those with railroads are prohibited. These highways typically include the Interstate System and require FHWA
approval for any change in access.
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Table 14: Twin Falls Minimum Access Spacing Standards

TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Roadway From To Signal Intersection State Hwy
Spacing (feet) | Spacing (feet)

Falls Grandview Hankins 1320 300 No
Washington Pole Line Addison 1320 300 No
Grandview Pole Line Orchard 2640 300 No

Filer Grandview Hankins 1320 NA No

Hankins Falls Orchard 2640 300 No
Eastland Cheney Orchard 2640 300 No
Arterials such as Blue Lakes, 2nd Avenue north and 2640 1320 Yes
west, Addison, Kimberly and Washington Street {as feasible)
south

Pedestrian Accommodation

Our recommendations are swnilar to the current crosswalk application within Twin Falls Gity.  For
Arterial streets we recommend placement of additional pedestrian accommodation in the form of
crosswalks where determined as appropriate by a pedestrian traffic study. Collector roads may not need
an additional accommodation besides a speed reduction sign but locations should be considered on a case
by case basis by Twin Falls City Engmeerning staff. Crossing Flags have been found to be somewhat
effective and are a low cost accommodation, particulatly when used on arterial streets.

The City may also consider protective 1slands as an effective pedestrian accommodation. According to a
study by the FHWA, protective islands on multi-lane minor and major arterials are essential. Protective
islands allow pedestrians to determine a safe crossing gap for one direction of traffic at a time. Older and
younger pedestrians have reduced gap acceptance skills and 1t's more difficult for them to cross multi-lane
arterial streets without a protective 1sland. Protective 1slands can be kept simple with a low cost and a low
maintenance. Protective 1slands may be considered on collector roads that have higher traffic volumes
and higher speeds. [Flashung lights and crossing guards are of high importance near elementary schools
and should be applied i appropriate areas as determined by a pedestrian trathic study.

Recommended Bike Lanes

Currently in the City of Twin Falls bike routes share travel lanes with motor vehicles. This pattern reflects
the current state of the development of the Twin Falls bicycle route system. In the future, the travel
network should reflect a balance of multiple uses which share the roadway, mcluding a preferred bike lane
which 1s exclusvely designated and signed for cyclists. After consultation with the City staff and advisory
committee members, a recommended Bike Facilities Map was prepared as shown mn Figure 18. This map
was coordinated with the multi-use pathways being proposed by the Comprehenstve Plan to provide an
interconnected network of facilities geared to non-motorized use.

Section 217 of Title 23 of the U.S. Code provides the enabling legislation for the integration of bicycling
and walking mto the transportation mainstream. The Federal Highway Administration's Office of Human
and Natural Environment 15 responsible to carry forth the mandate to promote bicycle and pedestrian
transportation accessibility, use, and safety through its Bicycle and Pedestrian Program. The Idaho
Transportation Department [ITD] 1s responsible for the design and construction of non-motornzed
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facilities on state roads under their junsdiction. On local roads, the City of Twin Falls 1s responsible for
taking ownership to develop mtegrated local transportation network.

Speafic goals and objectives should be considered when establishing multi-use corndor segments as
tollows:

* Improve and mamtamn the current areas as part of an overall ongomng roadway mamtenance

prograr.

* Include planning for multi-use corndors as part of road projects including rehabilitation, capacity
improvements, pavement maintenance and re-stoping etforts.

" Seek federal, state and local funding opportunities to enhance facilities
*  Promote multi-use transportation facilities.

* Hstablish an Adwvisory Commuttee to the Planning and Zoning Department. This will assist City
officials and City staft to work with various users to design a multi-use travel network that
provides adequate connectivity.

Bike Lanes and Roadway Design
The skill and ability level of multiple uses should be taken mto consideration when determiming the type

of facilities to select. As bike lane corridors are implemented, consideration should be given to providing a
balance of facilities that reflect local use. As well,
consideration should be @ven to prowding
connectivity to other modes of transportation.
Opportumuties for re-stnpmg can mclude creating
multi-use areas to provide lanes of safety.
Additionally, as new roads are bemg designed,
constructed or reconstructed, consideration
should be given to developing these corndors at
safe widths and 1n acceptable locations.

Figure 18 1s a map of the recommended bike
lanes and bike routes in Twm Falls. This map has
been coordinated with planned “oft street” multi-
use trals to ensure connectivity and compatibility

of use thfoughout the City.

Future Public Transit

As the City of Twin Falls continues to grow and reaches a population of 50,000, investmg in public transit
should become a goal that the City 18 Stnving for. Public transportation will add to the qua]ity of life for
the citizens of Twin Falls. A public transportation system for Twin Falls should mclude the followmng
goals:

*  To provide transportation options that will assist in reducing auto dependency i Twin Falls

*  To provide high-quality transportation options that meet the needs of Twin Falls Commuters
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= To promote economic development by providing additional transportation linkages to and from
the commercial areas of the City

®* To coordinate and assist i providing transportation service to the elderly, disabled, or
transportation disabled populations of Twin Falls including youth.

Twin Falls faces many challenges when trying to meet the mobility needs of its residents. The City should
work towards conducting a feasibility study that would identify the capital and human resources needed to
provide mcreased mobility for those in the local area who do not use, or do not wish to use, an
automobile for transportation. The feasibility study could be conducted in conjunction with the Idaho
Transportation Department.  Further, coordination with the Idaho Transportation Department 1s
necessary to determine an appropriate timeline and guidance on securing funding from the Federal Transit
Administration for a local fixed route or an on demand response public transportation.

Lighting

It 15 recommended that the lighting study results be examined by City staff to fully identify the determine
the cause of the reported deficiencies. For example, existing equipment could be malfunctioning, poorly
posttioned, not present at the intersection, or have objects impeding the street hights. A visual inspection
of existing equipment may determine whether or not the luminaire 1s functioning, whether or not the
clanity of the glass/plastic cover 1s impeding the light, and/or the need to remove any trees, bushes, or
signs that may be casting shadows mto the intersection. The positioning of the luminaire could also affect
the effectiveness of existing equipment. The height, rotation, and length of the luminaire arm should be
considered.

As the City of Twin Falls continues to experience growth it 1s possible that development plans are in
progress that may help to immprove the deficient ntersections. For example, the intersection of Grandview
Drive /Pole Line Road will likely receive upgrades with the construction of the hospital. Plans to improve
the intersection of Falls Avenue/Hankins Road are also in process. The remainder of the deficient
intersections that are not likely to receve development-based upgrades should be addressed based on
pedestrian use. For example, the intersection of Falls Avenue/Fastland Avenue 1s prone to have more
pedestrian traffic than the mtersection of Orchard Avenue/Blue Lakes South. Additional light fixtures
should be considered to attain the recommended illuminance.
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The lighting study examined existing intersection to determme if additional street Lighting 1s needed to
increase pedestrian safety. Locations that were studied are shown on Figure 10. Also additional street
lighting or relocation of street lighting 1s part of the overall widening process. During the Transportation
Master Plan study, 27 intersections were studied to determine 1if the existing lighting adequately met the
IESNA RP-8-00 crteria. The study results can be seen on Table 7. The mtersections studied, were
chosen based on public comments stating that these were high pedestrian tratfic intersections.
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5. Capital Improvement Plan

Chapter 5 defines a capital improvement plan. Implementing the
improvements recommended in this document requires the
coordination with the proper agencies, developer contributions to
the transportation system as new development occurs and a local
commitment to pay for and implement needed improvements.
This section identifies the capital improvement plan for the City of
Twin Falls.

Capital Improvement Plan by Phase
4 I 1 he improvement transportation priorities identified in this Transportation Master Plan reflect the
goals that were identified by the City. The stated goal of the City of Twin Falls 1s to achieve level
of service (LOS) C on all roads with the exception of Blue Lakes, which has a future goal of LOS
D. These goals were used to guide the development of the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP). Thus
chapter identifies the mamn components of projects that are anticipated to be needed by a particular time,
and a planning level cost estimate for each improvement. The recommended improvements are separated
nto two phases: 2015 and 2030. These improvements are for collector streets and above. Local street
improvements may be required, but are not included m the CIP. Trails and related pedestrian
improvements are also not mcluded m the CIP.

The CIP has three main objectives:
=  To identify an estimated cost for each needed transportation improvement
= To identify the inplementation time frame for each transportation improvement
®  To identify the location of the needed transportation mmprovement

Figure 19 represents the Capital Improvement Plan. The location, improvement, goals met and estimated
cost are all included n this figure.

The costs included in the figure are road base, asphalt, curb/gutter and sidewalk. Engineering costs,
utilittes and contingencies were also included in the cost estimates. Cost estimates were developed
assuming full reconstruction of the existing pavement section where widening was needed. The costs are
inflated based upon the phased construction schedule. Detals of the cost estimates are mcluded in
Appendix. B.

When budgeting for transportation improvements, it is important that a review of the Twin Falls City

Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) be referenced. The CIP provides a short-term (2015) prionty list of
transportation improvements that are generally taken from the long-term (20 plus years) hst of the
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Transportation Master Plan. This will help to ensure that elected officials, staff, and residents understand
the financial need for current and future budgets.

As part of the Transportation Master Plan an associated list of roadway ummprovement projects was utially
created by Twin Falls City Personnel. Thus list comprised the Capital Improvement Plan or CIP list. The
initial CIP was based upon City personnel’s experience, understanding of the overall transportation
systern, and knowledge of funding criteria, and challenges. As the TMP was bemng developed and the
transportation model was calibrated the 2030 LOS was developed and the CIP was adjusted to address
the future LOS at a level E/F which puts the roadway in a state of failure, (see Figure 13 2030 No Build
Level of Service). As shown in the map, Blue Lakes Blvd will have a LOS of E/F, portions of Falls, Filer,
and Grandview will also be LOS E/F. North College 1s shown as E/F, but instead of making
improvements to the roadway itself, Twin Falls City has proposed a new roadway that would extend
Cheney to the east and tie mto North College, (see Figure 19 - Capital Improvement Plan). This new
roadway would move traffic along a different route that corresponds with future plans of Twin Falls City.

The CIP not only addresses those roadways that fall into LOS E/F, but it looks at improving the overall
transportation systemn. Without CIP suggested improvements, and based on the travel demand model,
Eastland Drive would function at a LOS of A/B & C through most of the corndor, with only a mile
section falling into the D category. The CIP looks to improve this cornidor as a means for through trathc
to bypass Blue Lakes. As part of this project a grade separated Railroad crossing s proposed, and
incorporated mto the CIP. This will be etther an overpass or underpass, with the selected type being
determined at a later date. Additionally, without implementing the suggested CIP improvements Hankins
Road would have a three-quarter of a mile section that falls mto the LOS D category.

Cost Estimate Worksheet

CIP Cost Estimate Development

Calculating cost estimates for CIP projects was a process that mvolved determining itern unit costs,
wdentifying those sections of necessary roadway construction and recommending how best to phase the
construction costs over time.

Items that were considered in the cost estimation of these roadways included: Asphalt, Leveling & Base
Course, Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter, Right of Way, Utility Easements, Landscaping and other relevant items.
Fach of these itemns was quantified using GIS to determine the estimated amount of each item necessary
to widen the existing roadway to the desired width. Once roadway and roadside items were quantified
unit costs were assigned to each to establish an estimated cost per ttem. Unit costs were denved from
current I'TD project information, municipal government projects in the area, and area contractors. The
costs reflected m this study are present day dollars. Table 15 shows the present day cost for each project,
and also an mnflationary cost associated with the phasing year. Thus inflationary cost uses 5% mflation until

the year 2015 then 3.5% mflation 1s used thereafter.

The CIP list 1s a list of projects that will help to eliminate those areas where 1n the future the LOS will fall
below the stated LOS goals established for this study. Most of the projects on the CIP are along arterial
roadways, which are recommended to be 5 lanes based on the recommended TMP cross section shown
in Figure 14. Because of the cost to construct all of these to the recommended width of 5 lanes, the CIP
recommends 4 lane sections be constructed to address capacity and that the nghtof-way for the
additional 5% lane also be acquired. This will allow for future widening to accommodate the 5% lane as
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neceszary. See Table 15 for this information. The CIP table shown on Figure 19 is dlightly different than
Table 15 as it shows the estimated casts to construct the CIP projects excluding the additional ROV,

Table 15: CIP List

Twin Falls City
Master Transportation Plan
CIP List
(Including R/W for Median Lanes on Arterials)
Project ID Cost at Phase with
# Street From To Improvement Preliminary Cost Phase Inflation
1 Falls Washington Grandview Widen to 4 lanes $3,418,119 2015 54,809,637
2 Falls Locust Eastland Widen to 4 lanes $2,361,062 2030 55,565,929
3 Falls Blue Lakes Locust Widen to 5 lanes §377.111 2015 $530,632
4 Blue Lakes Kimberly Addison Widen to 3 lanes $2.917,834 2030 $6,878,456
5 Washington Pole Line Addison Widen to 5 lanes In Process
[ Grandview Filer Falls Widen to 3 lanes $1,446,066 2030 $3,408,933
7 Filer Grandview Blue Lakes Widen to 3 lanes $3,891,866 2030 §9,174,623
8 Filer Locust Madrona Widen to 4 lanes $587,502 2030 §1,384,967
9 Hankins Addison 4th Ave. Widen to 3 lanes $3,000,106 2030 57,072,403
10 Cheney Parkview North College New road/ 3 lanes $6,622,357 2015 $9,318,321
Eastland Candleridge Addison Widen to 4 lanes

"1 |Eastlana Addison Orchard Widen to 3 lanes g B SERRNG
12 Addison Morningside Juniper Widen to 5 lanes $1,206,921 2015 51,698,259

: % :

o ol 3 ok
Costs include additional R/'W for median lane to meet Master Plan Width (current day dollars) i

Intersection Improvements to be completed as part of CIP Corridor Improvements
As part of the development of the CIF projects, several mtersection areas will require improvement. In

order to understand the proportionate share of these ntersections, the following table 1s prowided. It
should be noted that intersection costs are included with the total CIP costs shown in Table 15,

Table 16 CIP Intersection Costs

Twin Falls City
Master Transportation Plan
CIP Intersection List
# of
Intersection
1D # Street From To Improvement Improvements Cost Phase

1 Falls Washington | Grandview Widen to 4 lanes 2 $600,000

2 Falls Locust Eastland Widen to 4 lanes 0 30

3 Falls Elue Lakes Locust YWiden to 5 lanes 0 30

4 Blue Lakes | Kimbery Addison Widen to 3 lanes 0 30

5 Washington | Pole Line Addison Widen to 5 lanes 0 30

5 Grandview Filer Falls Widen to 3 lanes 0 30
7 Filer Grandview Blue Lakes YWiden to 4 lanes 3 $4900,000
8 Filer | ocust Madrona Widen to 4 lanes 1 $300,000
9 Hankins Addison 4th Ave. Widen to 3 lanes 1 $300,000
10 Cheney Parloview Maorth College | New road/ 3 lanes 2 $3900,000
11 Eastland Candleridge | Addison Widen to 4 lanes $300.000

Eastland Addison Orchard Wyiden to 3 lanes 1 !
TOTAL: $3,300,000
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In assigning a cost of Intersection Hot Spot improvements, recent projects of a similar nature were used
as well as professional experience to determine an estimated cost. The table shown below outlines the
preliminary costs of each of these intersections. It should be noted that these costs are separate from the
intersections that are incorporated as part of planned CIP projects. Additionally the intersection of
Washington South and Orchard Blvd is scheduled to be completed in 2010, The intersection
improvements cutlined, as well as the associated CIF projects mcorporate Americans with Disabiliies Act
(ADA) requirements in planning and cost estimating.

Table 17 Intersection Hot Spots

Intersection

1D LOCATION CONDITION PRELIMINARY COST

1 1 Washington & Orchard Congestion, Poor Turning Conditions $400,000

2 Blue Lakes & Cheney Heawy Congestion $250,000

2 Blue Lakes & Addison "Five Paoints Intersection” Congestion, Confusion, Lack of Some Tuming Lanes $250,000

3 Blue Lakes & Falls Heawy Congestion, Turn Lane Deficiencies $400,000

3 Blue Lakes & Filer Heaw Congestion, Tum Lane Deficiencies $250,000

4 Washington & Addison "West Five Points Intersection” Congestion, Operational Conflicts with MNorth 2nd Ave $100,000

5 Falls & Locust Congestion, Tum Lane Deficiencies $250,000

6 Addison & Carriage Congestion $300,000

7 Blue Lakes & Orchard Truck Traffic, Turning Deficiencies $400,000

8 Addison & Hankins Congestion, Tuming Conflicts $400,000

9 Eastland & Falls Turmn Lane Deficiencies. Free Right Tum lsland $100,000

10 Blue Lakes & Kimberly "East Five Points Intersection” Congestion, Confusion $500,000

11 Falls & Hankins Congestion, Tum Lane Deficiencies $200,000
TOTAL $3,800,000

(current day dollars )

Roadside Deficiencies - Improvement Costs

Using GIS database tools it was determined that there are approximately 15 linear muiles of mussing curb &
gutter and 43 linear miles of missing sidewalk and landscaping/ hardscape. The estimated cost for
deficient curb and gutter is $1.7 million, sidewalk $5.1 million and landscaping /hardscaping is § 3.7
million.

Lighting Improvements

Based on the results of the lighting study, it is recommended that additional lighting be placed at all
intersections in the study and that remaining intersections be evaluated to determine compliance with
IESNA RP-8-00. It 1s recommended that four (4) lights be placed on all non signalized intersections to
provide for pedestrian safety. An intersection requiring 4 lights will cost an estimated $16,000 for poles
and luminaires.

Capital Improvement Projects

Falls Avenue

Washington Street to Grandview Drive

Currently Falls Avenue from Washington Street and Grandwiew Drive prowides access to many
residences, and functions as a connector to Washington Street and Grandview Drive. To meet the
transportation master plan cross section of 78 feet of right-of-way, 4 lanes, and 48 feet of road surface
several roadway and roadside immprovements are needed. A pavement width of 48 feet requires up to 28
feet of addifional pavement width in the area of Blake Street to Bracken Street. Additional right-of-way
acquisition between 8-28 feet 1s needed throughout this road section. Extensive sidewalk, curb and gutter
improvements are also needed throughout this entire section of roadway.
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Falls Avenue

Locust Street to Eastland Drive

Falls Avenue from Locust Street to Eastland Drive provides access to many residences and mobility as an
east west arterial off of Blue Lakes Boulevard. This section of Falls Avenue currently has 2 travel lanes
throughout. To meet the transportation master plan cross section of 78 feet of night-of-way, 4 lanes, and
48 feet of road surface several roadway and roadside mmprovements are needed. A pavement width of 48
teet requires up to 10 additional feet of pavement in some sections. Right-of-way acquisition requires up
to 18 feet in the area near Madrona St Sidewalk, cutb and gutter improvements will be needed
throughout the entire roadway section due to the widening of the roadway to one or both sides.

Falls Avenue

Blue Lakes Boulevard to Locust Street

Falls Avenue from Blue Lakes Boulevard to Locust Street 1s a short section arterial roadway which
connects a commercial area of Twin Falls to a residential area. This current roadway transitions from 5
lanes and 60 feet wide at the Blue Lakes intersection to 4 lanes and 50 feet wide until Locust Street. To
meet the transportation masterplan cross section of 92 feet of night-of-way, 5 lanes, and 62 feet or road
surface some roadside and roadway improvements are needed. A pavement width of 12 additional feet 1s
needed throughout. Twenty-seven feet of additional nght-of-way 1s needed throughout this road section.
Sidewalk 1s needed on the south side due to the widening of this roadway section.

Blue Lakes Boulevard

Addison Avenue to Kimberly Road

Blue Lakes Boulevard from Addison Avenue to Kimberly Road 1s 2 one mile section of developed
roadway through Twin Falls City. Currently, this roadway varies in width from 26 feet to 50 feet wide
with 70 feet of nght-of-way and 2 lanes. To meet the transportation master plan cross section of 78 feet
of nght-of-way, 3 lanes with striped bikeways, and 48 feet of road surface several roadway and roadside
improvements are needed. A pavement width of up to 22 additional feet 1s needed throughout ths
roadway section. Right-of-way width acquisition 1s minimal at 8 feet. Extensive sidewalk, curb and gutter,
and lighting improvements are needed due to the roadway being widened to one or both sides

throughout.

Grandview Drive

Falls Avenue to Filer Avenue

Grandview Drwve from Falls Avenue to Filer Avenue 1s an artenial roadway running through an
agricultural and residential area of Twin Falls City. Currently this half-mile section of roadway varies
between 30 and 40 feet i pavement width with nearly 80 feet of night-of-way and 2 travel lanes. To meet
the transportation master plan cross section of 78 feet of night-of-way, 3 lanes with strped bikeways, and
48 feet of road surface some roadway and several roadside improvements are needed. A pavement width
between 8 and 18 feet 1s needed. Minimal nght-of-way acquisition 1s needed from Sage Mesa Court to
Filer Avenue. Extenstve sidewalk and curb and gutter, pedestrian ramps, and street hights are needed
throughout due to current deficiencies in these areas.

Filer Avenue

Grandview Drive to Blue Lakes Boulevard

Filer Avenue from Grandview Drive to Blue Lakes Boulevard 1s a collector roadway running through a
residential and agricultural area of Twin Falls City. Currently thus neatly 2 mile section of roadway 1s 2
lanes with a pavement width between 30 and 42 feet and a nght-of-way width of 50 feet in most areas. To
meet the transportation master plan cross section of 78 feet of nght-of-way, 3 lanes with striped bikeways,
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and 48 feet of road surface some roadway and several roadside mmprovements are needed. A pavement
width between 6 and 18 feet 1s needed. Nearly 28 feet of additional nght-of-way width acquisition 1s
needed. Sidewalk, curb and gutter 1s needed throughout especially from Sparks Street to east of Wendell
Street and from Fillmore Street to Washington Street.

Filer Avenue

Elm Street to Madrona Street

Filer Avenue from Elm Street to Madrona Street 1s a collector roadway running through a residential area
of Twin Falls City and 1s bordered on the North by a school. Currently this section of roadway has a
pavement width of 42 feet with 54 feet of right-of-way and 2 travel lanes. To meet the transportation
master plan cross section of 78 feet of right-of-way, 4 lanes, and 48 feet of road surface several roadway
and roadside improvements are needed. Right-of-way acquisition of 24 feet 1s needed. A mimimal 6 feet
of pavement width 1s needed to meet the cross sections specifications. Extensive sidewalk 1s needed due
to deficiencies on the West side and the widening on the east side of the roadway.

Hankins Road

Addison Avenue to 4th Avenue East

Hankins Road from Addison Avenue to 4th Avenue East 1s an arterial roadway running through a
agricultural and residential area of Twin Falls City. This area 1s currently less developed than other areas.
This ¥ mile stretch of roadway 1s 2 lanes with a pavement width between 28 and 44 feet and a right-of-
way width of 50 feet. To meet the transportation master plan cross section of 78 feet of right-of=way, 3
lanes with striped bikeways, and 48 feet of road surface some roadway and several roadside improvements
are needed. Right-ofway acquisition of 28 feet 1s needed throughout the roadway section. Additional
pavement width of 20 feet 1s needed from Addison Avenue to Saphire Drve and 4 feet from Saphire
Drive to north of Vickie Lane. Extensive sidewalk, cutb and gutter improvements are needed along the
side that 1s widened.

Cheney Drive

Parkview Drive to North College Road

Cheney Drive from Parkview Drwve to North College Road 15 a future collector roadway which wall
provide better access to CSI. This road does not currently exist. The transportation master plan cross
section for this road 1s 78 feet of nght-of-way, 3 lanes with striped bikeways, and 48 feet of road surface.

Eastland Drive

Candleridge Drive to Orchard Drive

Addison Avenue to Orchard Drive

Eastland Drive from Candlenidge Drive to Orchard Drive 1s a 3.5 mile arterial roadway section running
through residential, commercial, and agricultural areas of Twin Falls City. Current nght-of-way widths are
between 45 and 88 feet. Current pavement widths are between 35 and 52 feet. From Candlendge Drive
to Addison Avenue several roadway and roadside mmprovements are needed to meet the transportation
masterplan cross section of 78 feet of nght-of-way, 5 lanes and 48 feet of road surface. Sidewalk, curb
and gutter s needed throughout especially near Addison Avenue. Right-of-way acquisition of up to 48
teet 1s needed. Pavement widths between 3 and 20 feet are needed throughout. Extensive sidewalk, curb
and gutter, and hghting improvements are needed throughout this section of roadway due to deficiencies
and the widening. Additionally the estimated cost of this project was costed using a thicker pavement
section. A thicker pavement section was used based upon the potential of Eastland being used by a larger
than nommal percentage of large trucks. Currently Washington Street North 1s currently being designed
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using this thicker pavement section, because it also may be used as a truck route alternative to the current
route of State Highways.

Addison Avenue

Morningside to Juniper

This CIP project was on the onginal expanded CIP list. It was onginally removed from consideration as
suggested mmprovements are not directly related to LOS considerations. Based on comments form the
TAC and CAC commuttees 1t was recommended that this project be inserted back into the CIP list.
Currently this section 1s 4 lanes, but the CIP project would widen the roadway to 5 lanes and 1s scheduled
to be completed with m the next 5-10 years.

Alternatives / Phasing

At the onset of this Transportation Master Plan the CIP encompassed a larger and broader list of projects
to be undertaken. This tmtial list was developed by Twin Falls City staff m conjunction with ther impact
fee consultant. Based upon mput from the TAC, City Council, City Staff, and modeling from the
transportation engineering consultant the mitial CIP was tnmmed down to the 11 projects shown in this
Transportation Master Plan. The initial CIP phasing looked at a short term horizon 2015, long term 2030,
and an ultimate 2050. Traditional master planning horizons are approximately 25 years, and therefore the
2030 tine frame was mplemented in this study. In addition, the Comprehensive Plan that 1s currently
being updated, was used as an undetying basis for this Transportation Master Plan and CIP. The
comprehenswve plan provided information regarding economic and population growth. Utilizing this
information as a backdrop the CIP phasing was developed with forecasted transportation system
demands in mind. The final phasing incorporates the mput of] Twin Falls City Staff, Updated
Comprehensive Plan, Technical Advisory Committee, Community Advisory Committee, Twin Falls City
Council, Public Comments, transportation modeling, and professional experience.

Capital Improvement Plan Level of Service by Phase

Traffic model results including mterin year runs were used to determine the phasing of the proposed
Capital Improvement Projects. The model mutally looked at a 2015 tine frame and then at a 2030 tune
trame. Imtally both of these model year runs were conducted under a no-build assumption to ascertain
needs based upon tratfic growth. Based on the results from the model runs, it became clear that by 2015
that Eastland, Falls, and North College would be three of the roadways that would need to be widened to
alleviate the projected traffic loads. Because an extension to Cheney Drive has been talked about and 1s
planned by the City of Twin Falls, building this roadway will create an alternate route, thus alleviating
potential demnands on North College, and thus allowing North College to remain sized as 1t 1s now. The
2030 model showed sections of Hankins, Blue Lakes, Filer, Grandview, and Falls that will need widening
to alleviate the projected traffic demands. The assigning of phasing also considered distribution of costs to
maintain a sustainable financing approach.
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Maintenance Needs

Pavement Management Program

A pavement management program was unplemented as part of this Transportation Master Plan and will
be an ongoing program to be implemented by the City of Twin Falls. Crvil Science and American
GeoTechnics conducted the mitial data capture and mtegration mnto MicroPAVER software package.
This 1nitial data capture phase, was conduced on a percentage of the overall transportation system, and
tocused on collector and arterial grade roadways. In order for the pavement management program to be
fully realized, more data needs to be collected to establish a historical view of pavement conditions. To
collect this data a study on the remaimning roadway will need to be conducted to obtan a Pavement
Condition Index or PCI as well as yeatly collection of data in the areas already completed. Integrating this
PCI data mto the MicroPAVER sottware package, which has the capability to develop 5, 10, 15 year
maintenance plans for each roadway section, will provide the City with a City wide understanding of the
transportation maintenance needs. In addition, it also has the capability to provide a cost estimating tool
to assist the City in planning for the financial aspect of roadway maintenance.

Funding Sources

At present Twin Falls City relies primarnly on local funding sources for the development and maintenance
of the transportation network. This mcludes local taxes and fees that are very hmited mn scope at
approximately $750,000 dollars per year. Currently much of the transportation infrastructure is built as
residential and commercial development occurs. This approach will likely continue but the City has begun
to consider other local funding sources to address projected needs. This has mcluded an on-gomg City
study to evaluate the possible implementation of impact fees. This impact fee study mitially proposed a
number of projects which made up the mitial CIP used in the alternative evaluations performed in this
Transportation Master Plan study. At the conclusion and adoption of this study it 1s anticipated that the
Impact Fee Study will incorporate the aforementioned list of projects into that analysis.

Local Improvement Districts provide a funding opportunity through the implementation of fee structures
applied to a specific area and a specific user base. This approach has been utilized for other mfrastructure
elements 1n the City i the past although this approach may provide dithculty in approprately segregating
the cost versus the value of the facilittes. This dilemma exists as roadway are traditionally used by a broad
constituency of users rather than simply those within a geographic area underlying the formulation of the
district.

New revenue local revenue sources are curtently being considered on several legislative fronts to assess
use fees to outside users of local transportation systems. Although these have not recewved statutory
approval the City should observe these discussions closely as the City’s transportation network recewes
use by Magic Valley users that do not reside m Twin Falls.

At present there are limited opportunities for funding of local improvements through state and federal
sources. This currently mvolves coordmnation with the Local Highway Technical Assistance Council
(LHTAC) for federal funds that are very competitive in nature. Recently the City was successtul in
receving federal earmark funds for Improvements on Washington Street. Additional efforts in this regard
would be recommended to address an anticipated shortfall of recommended mmprovements against
extsting local funds currently being accrued.

Final Report January 2009 Page 63




TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

As Twin Falls grows beyond 50,000 i1 population they will qualify under Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPQO) status. This will allow for additional federal opportunities in the form of urban
roadway, transit, congestion management, enhancement and other related funds.

Local option taxes are source of potential funding. In order for this source to be realized 1t will need to be
approved by state legislation. Legislative study and discussion have been offered m recent sessions and
will likely recetve continued dialogue and study.
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Appendix A - Figures
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TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Appendix B - Capital Improvement
Plan

Capital Improvement Plan Cost Sheets

Capital improvement costs are identified for each section of roadway shown within the CIP on
Figure 19. The following estimating spreadsheets were developed using unit costs that were
generated from recent area projects.

Final Report January 2009




TWIN FALLS CITY CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

COST ESTIMATE
Falls Ave
From Washing_:jton St to Grandview Dr (92' ROW)
ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST § TOTAL COSTS COMMENT

Asphalt 1,615 Tons $90.00 $145370.52
Leveling Course 2580 Tons $22100 e adas
Base Course 10,311 Tons $12.42 $128,058.85
Excavation 12714 Cu. Yds. $25.00 $317,852.00
Remove Existing Asphalt 0 Sq. Ft. $1.00 $0.00
Sidewalk 57,060 Sq. Ft. $5.30 $302,418.00
Curb & Gutter 9,510 Linear Feet $17.00 $161,670.00
Landscaping 5,283 Sg. Yds. $10.00 $52,833.33
Intersection Improvement 0 # of Intersections $300,000.00 $0.00
Roundabout 0 Each $300,000.00 $0.00
Irrigation Structures/Piping 0 Linear Feet $90.00 $0.00
Canal Structures 0 Sq. Ft. $60.00 $0.00
Right of Way Acguisition 145695 Sq. Ft. $5.00 $728,475.00
Perpetual Easements 129,300 Sq. Ft. $4.00 $517,200.00
Property Acquisition 0 Each $280,000.00 $0.00
Striping 1.3 Mile $5,000.00 $6,285.98
Traffic Signs 32 Each $500.00 $15,850.00
Ped. Ramps 24 Each $1,500.00 $36,000.00
Erosion Gentrol 1 Percentage $2,520,246.29 $25,202.46
Clear & Grub 1 Percentage $2,520,246.29 $25,202.46
Street Lighting - New 4 Each $5,000.00 $20,000.00
Street Lighting - Relccation 4 Each $2,500.00 $10,000.00
Traffic Control 2 Percentage $2,520,246.29 $50,404.93
Utility Relocation Contingency 5% $131,053

Subtotal $2,752,109

Contingency 15%
Total Construction Cost
Legal/Engineering 8%

Total Project Cost

Included in Total
Construcion Costs

$3,164,925

Included in [otal
Project Costs

$3,418,119




TWIN FALLS CITY CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

COST ESTIMATE
Falls Ave
From Eastland to Locust St (92" ROW)
ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST $ TOTAL COSTS COMMENT

Asphalt 339 Tons $90.00 $30,468.78
Leveling Course 2282 Tons $22400 HIDESL1Y
Base Course 5,525 Tons $12.42 $68,626.45
Excavation 8,053 Cu. Yds. $25.00 $201,322.73
Remove Existing Asphalt 0 Sg. Ft. $1.00 $0.00
Sidewalk 46,224 Sg. Ft. $5.30 $244,987.20
Curb & Gutter 7,704 Linear Feet $17.00 $130,668.00
Landscaping 4,280 Sq. Yds. $10.00 $42,800.00
Intersection Improvement 0 # of Intersections $300,000.00 $0.00
Roundabout 0 Each $300,000.00 $0.00
Irrigation Structures/Piping 0 Linear Feet $90.00 $0.00
Canal Structures 0 Sg. Ft. $60.00 $0.00
Right of Way Acguisition 66,780 Sg. Ft. $5.00 $483,600.00
Perpetual Easements 102,060 Sg. Ft. $4.00 $408,240.00
Property Acquisition 0 Each $280,000.00 $0.00
Striping 0.8 Mile $5,000.00 $3,756.47
Traffic Signs 26 Each $500.00 $13,233.33
Ped. Ramps 32 Each $1,500.00 $48,000.00
Erosion Gentrol 1 Percentage $1,740,857 .10 $17,408.57
Clear & Grub 1 Percentage $1,740,857.10 $17,408.57
Street Lighting - New 1 Each $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Street Lighting - Relccation 4 Each $2,500.00 $10,000.00
Traffic Control 2 Percentage $1,740,857.10 $34,817.14
Utility Relocation Contingency 5% $60,525

Subtotal $1,901,016

Contingency 15%
Total Construction Cost
Legal/Engineering 8%

Total Project Cost

Included in Total
Construcion Costs

$2,186,168

Included in Total
Preject Costs

$2,361,062




TWIN FALLS CITY CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

COST ESTIMATE
Falls Ave
From Blue Lakes to Locust St {92' ROW)
ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST § TOTAL COSTS COMMENT

Asphalt 176 Tons $60.00 $16,149.24
Leveling Course £ Tons $22.00 $6;068:53
Base Course 770 Tons $12.42 $9,566.83
Excavation 686 Cu. Yds. $25.00 $24 65518
Remove Existing Asphalt 0 Sg. Rt $1.00 $0.00
Sidewalk 4722 Sg. Ft. $5.30 $25,026.60
Curb & Gutter 787 Linear Feet $17.00 $13,379.00
Landscaping 437 Sg. Yds. $10.00 $4,372.22
Intersection Improvement 0 # of Intersections $300,000.00 $0.00
Roundabout 0 Each $300,000.00 $0.00
Irrigation Structures/Piping 0 Linear Feet $20.00 $0.00
Canal Structures 0 Sg. Rt $60.00 $0.00
Right of Way Acguisition 21,246 Sqg. Ft. $5.00 $106,245.00
Perpetual Easements 11,805 Sg. Rt $4.00 $47,220.00
Property Acquisition 0 Each $280,000.00 $0.00
Striping 0.1 Mile $5,000.00 $745.27
Traffic Signs 5 Each $500.00 $2,623.33
Ped. Ramps 8 Each $1,500.00 $12,000.00
Erosion Gentrol 1 Percentage $278,051.00 $2,780.51
Clear & Grub 1 Percentage $278,051.00 $2,780.51
Street Lighting - New 0 Each $5,000.00 $0.00
Street Lighting - Relccation 4 Each $2,500.00 $10,000.00
Traffic Control 2 Percentage $278,051.00 $5,561.02
Utility Relocation Contingency 5% $14,450

Subtotal $303,632

Contingency 15%
Total Construction Cost
Legal/Engineering 8%

Total Project Cost

Included in Total
Construcion Costs

$349,176

Included in Total
Project Costs

$377,111
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COST ESTIMATE
Blue Lakes Blvd

From Addison Ave to Kimberly Rd (92' ROW)

ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST $ TOTAL COSTS COMMENT

Asphalt 849 Tons $90.00 $76,385.70
Leveling Course 311e Tons $22.00 $68,620.25
Base Course 8,511 Tons $12.42 $105,702.47
Excavation 11,677 Cu. Yds. $25.00 $201,920.95
Remove Existing Asphalt 0 Sq. Ft. $1.00 $0.00
Sidewalk 56,418 Sg. Ft. $5.30 $289,015.40
Curb & Gutter 9,403 Linear Feet $17.00 $159,851.00
Landscaping 5,224 Sg. Yds. $10.00 $52,238.80
Intersection Improvement 0 # of Intersections $300,000.00 $0.00
Roundabout 0 Each $300,000.00 $0.00
Irrigaticn Structures/Piping 0 Linear Feet $90.00 $0.00
Canal Structures 0 Sq. Ft. $60.00 $0.00
Right of Way Acguisition 895,744 Sg. Ft. $5.00 $478,720.00
Perpetual Easements 119,580 Sq. Ft. $4.00 $478,320.00
Property Acquisition 0 Each $280,000.00 $0.00
Striping 1.1 Mile $5,000.00 $5,362.69
Traffic Signs 34 Each $500.00 $17,230.00
Ped. Ramps 42 Each $1,500.00 $63,000.00
Erosion Gontrol 1 Percentage $2,151,376.35 $21,513.76
Clear & Grub 1 Percentage $2,151,376.35 $21,513.76
Street Lighting - New 10 Each $5,000.00 $50,000.00
Street Lighting - Relocation 2 Each $2,500.00 $5,000.00
Traffic Control 2 Percentage $2,151,376.35 $43,027.53
Utility Relocation Contingency 5% $111,872

Subtotal $2,349,303

Contingency 15%
Total Construction Cost
Legal/Engineering 8%

Total Project Cost

Included in Total
Construcion Costs

$2,701,698

Included in Total
Project Costs

$2,917,834
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COST ESTIMATE
Grandview Dr

From Falls Ave to Filer Ave {92' ROW)

ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST § TOTAL COSTS COMMENT

Asphalt 648 Tons $90.00 $58,317.84
Leveling Course T8 Tons 2200 Hafda0 41
Base Course 4,849 Tons $1242 $60,219.84
Excavation 6,233 Cu. Yds. $25.00 $155,814.95
Remove Existing Asphalt 0 Sg. Ft. $1.00 $0.00
Sidewalk 30,036 Sg. Ft. $5.30 $159,190.80
Curb & Gutter 5,006 Linear Feet $17.00 $85,102.00
Landscaping 2,781 Sq. Yds. $10.00 $27.811.11
Intersection Improvement 0 # of Intersections $300,000.00 $0.00
Roundabout 0 Each $300,000.00 $0.00
Irrigation Structures/Piping 0 Linear Feet $90.00 $0.00
Canal Structures 0 Sq. Ft. $60.00 $0.00
Right of Way Acquisition 30,246 Sq. Ft. $5.00 $151,230.00
Perpetual Easements 64,590 Sq. Ft. $4.00 $258,360.00
Property Acguisition 0 Each $280,000.00 $0.00
Striping 0.6 Mile $5,000.00 $2,972.54
Traffic Signs 17 Each $500.00 $8,343.33
Ped. Ramps 22 Each $1,500.00 $33,000.00
Erosion Control 1 Percentage $1,066,212.82 $10,662.13
Clear & Grub 1 Percentage $1,066,212.82 $10,662.13
Street Lighting - New 2 Each $5,000.00 $10,000.00
Street Lighting - Relocation 7 Each $2,500.00 $17,500.00
Traffic Control 2 Percentage $1,066,212.82 $21,324.26
Utility Relocation Contingency 5% $55,443

Subtotal $1,164,304

Contingency 15%
Total Construction Cost
Legal/Engineering 8%

Total Project Cost

Incluced In lotal
Construcion Costs

$1,338,950

Incluced In Total
Project Costs

$1,446,066
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COST ESTIMATE
Filer Ave
From Blue Lakes to Grandview Dr (78' ROW)
ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST $ TOTAL COST$ COMMENT

Asphalt 1,573 Tons $20.00 $141,562.35
Leveling Course 2823 Teons Jesn 6214053
Base Course 5,453 Tens $12.42 $67,723.52
Excavation 10,099 Cu. Yds. $25.00 $252,471.72
Remove Existing Asphalt 0 Sg. Ft. $1.00 $0.00
Sidewalk 70,470 Sg. Ft. $5.30 $373,491.00
Curb & Gutter 8,748 Linear Feet $17.00 $148,716.00
Landscaping 6,525 Sqg. Yds. $10.00 $65,250.00
Intersection Improvement 0 i# of Intersections $300,000.00 $0.00
Roundabout 0 Each $300,000.00 $0.00
Itrigation Structures/Piping 0 Linear Feet $90.00 $0.00
Canal Structures 0 Sq. Ft. $60.00 $0.00
Right of Way Acguisition 174,948 Sq. Ft. $5.00 $874,740.00
Perpetual Easements 164,835 Sg. Ft. $4.00 $659,340.00
Property Acguisition 0 Each $280,000.00 $0.00
Striping 1.9 Mile $5,000.00 $9,340.91
Traffic Signs 56 Each $500.00 $27,773.33
Ped. Ramps 58 Each $1,500.00 $87,000.00
Erosion Control 1 Percentage $2,869,549.17 $28,695.49
Clear & Grub 1 Percentage $2,869,549.17 $28,695.49
Street Lighting - New 15 Each $5,000.00 $75,000.00
Street Lighting - Relccation 10 Each $2,500.00 $25,000.00
Traffic Control 2 Percentage $2,869,549.17 $57,390.98
Utility Relocation Contingency 5% $149,217

Subtotal $3,133,548

Contingency 15%

Total Construction Cost
Legal/Engineering 8%
Total Project Cost

Included in Total

Construcion Costs

$3,603,580
Included in Total
Project Costs

$3,891,866
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COST ESTIMATE

Contingency 15%
Total Construction Cost
Legal/Engineering 8%

Total Project Cost

Includad in Total

Construcion Costs

$543,963

Includad in Total
Project Costs

$567 502

Filer Ave
From Elm St to Madrona (78' ROW)
ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT GOST § TOTAL COSTS COMMENT
Asphalt 150 Tons $90.00 $13,522 66
Leveling Gourse o7 Tons s wR I
Base Course 1792 Tons $12.42 $22,252 97
Excavation 2,050 Cu. Yds. $25.00 $51,257.02
Remove Existing Asphalt 0 Sq. Ft. $1.00 $0.00
Sidewall 7.508 5qg. Ft $5.30 $41,912.40
Curb & Gutter 1318 Linear Feet $17.00 $22,406.00
Landscaping 732 Sq. Yds. $10.00 $7az2.22
Intersection Improvement 4] # of Intersections $300,000.00 $0.00
Roundabout 0 Each $300,000.00 $0.00
Jrrigation Structures/Piping 0 Linear Feet $90.00 $0.00
Canal Structures o3 5q. FL $60.00 $0.00
Right of Way Acquisition 29,232 5q. Ft. $5.00 $146,160.00
Perpetual Easements 18,270 5q. FL. $4.00 $73,080.00
Property Acquisition o Each $260,000.00 $0.00
Striping 0.2 Mila $5,000.00 $1.248.11
Traffic Signs 27 Each $500.00 $13,400.00
Ped. Ramps 12 Each $1,500.00 $15,000.00
Erosion Gontrol 1 Percentage $433,176.58 $4,331.77
Clear & Grub 1 Percentage $433,176.58 $4,331.77
Street Lighting - New 1 Each $5.000.00 $5.000.00
Street Lighting - Relocation 2 Each $2 500.00 $5,000.00
 Traffic Control 2 Percentage $433,176.58 $8,663.53
Utility Relocation Contingency 5% $22 525
Subtotal $473,028
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Contingency 15%
Total Construction Cost
Legal/Engineering 8%

Total Project Cost

Construcion Costs

$2.777 876

Included in Total

Project Costs

$3,000,106

COST ESTIMATE
Hankins Rd
From Addison to 4th Ave (92" ROW)
ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT GOST 5 TOTAL COSTS COMMENT
Asphalt 908 Tons $90.00 $81.772.20
Leveling Course 2690 Tons RN Sl
Base Course 7,351 Tons $12.42 $91,293.47
Excavation 3,616 Cu. Yds. $25.00 $240,404.34
Remove Existing Asphalt o3 Sq. FL. $1.00 $0.00
Sidewallc 47 652 Sq. Fr $5.30 $252 555 60
Curb & Gutter 7,942 Linear Feet $17.00 $135014.00
Landscaping 4412 Sg. Yds. $10.00 $44122 22
Intersection Improvement 4] # of Intersections $300.000.00 $0.00
Roundabout 0 Each $300,000.00 $0.00
JIrrigation Structures/Fiping o Linear Feet $90.00 $0.00
Canal Structures o3 Sq. FL. $60.00 $0.00
Right of Way Acquisition 158 382 Sq. Ft. $5.00 $791.910.00
Perpetual Easements 113,130 Sq. Ft. $4.00 $452 520.00
Property Acquisition 0 Each $260.000.00 $0.00
Striping 1.1 Wile $5,000.00 $5,650.57
Traffic Signs 13 Each $500.00 $6,618.33
Ped. Ramps 14 Each $1,500.00 $21,000.00
Erosion Gontrol 1 Percentage $2.212,037.18 $22120.37
Clear & Grub 1 Percentage $2212037.18 $22120.37
Street Lighting - New 5 Each $5,000.00 $25 000.00
Street Lighting - Relocation 2 Each $2,500.00 $5,000.00
Traffic Gontrol 2 Percentage $2.212,037.18 $44,240.74
Utility Relocation Contingency 5% $115,026
Subtotal $2,415,545
Included in Total
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COST ESTIMATE

Cheney Dr
From Parkview Dr to North College Rd (78" ROW)
ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST $ TOTAL COSTS COMMENT

Asphalt 6,000 Tons $90.00 $540,825.12
Leveling Course 6211 Tons #2200 $136/50 24
Base Course 20,064 Tons $12.42 $249,188.73
Excavation 22,208 Cu. Yds. $25.00 $555,200.12
Remove Existing Asphalt 0 Sg. Ft. $1.00 $0.00
Sidewalk 79,068 Sq. Ft. $5.30 $419,060.40
Curb & Gutter 13,178 Linear Feet $17.00 $224,026.00
Landscaping 7,321 Sq. Yds. $10.00 $73.211.11
Intersection Improvement 0 # of Intersections $300,000.00 $0.00
Reundabout ] Each $300,000.00 $0.00
Irrigation Structures/Piping 0 Linear Feet $90.00 $0.00
Canal Structures 0 Sq. Ft. $60.00 $0.00
Right of Way Acquisition 513,042 Sq. Ft. $5.00 $2,569,710.00
Perpetual Easements 0 Sq. Ft. $4.00 $0.00
Property Acguisition 0 Each $280,000.00 $0.00
Striping 5.0 Mile $5,000.00 $24,958.33
Traffic Signs 44 Each $500.00 $21,963.33
Ped. Ramps 12 Each $1,500.00 $18,000.00
Erosion Control 1 Percentage $4,882 763.36 $48,807.93
Clear & Grub 1 Percentage $4,882,793.30 $48,827.93
Street Lighting - New 10 Each $5,000.00 $50,000.00
Street Lighting - Relocation 0 Each $2,500.00 $0.00
Traffic Control 2 Percentage $4,882,793.30 $97,655.87
Utility Relocation Contingency 5% $253,805

Subtotal $5,332,010

Included in Total

Contingency 15% Construcion Costs

Total Construction Cost
Legal/Engineering 8%

Total Project Cost

$6,131,812

Included in Total
Project Costs

$6,622,357
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COST ESTIMATE
Eastland Dr
From Candleridge Dr to Orchard Dr (92' ROW)
ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST $ TOTAL COSTS COMMENT

Asphalt 3,287 Tons $0.00 $295,852.64 C;i\:g;'gif;g&:gﬁer
Leveling Course 27201 Tons $22.00 $600,394.57 LS\?;%'S%“&?:JQ:;‘?;H
Base Course 46,263 Tons $12.42 $574,501.72| Ot 'g‘ﬂ‘af:‘:gg‘c‘;ﬁ Hnse
Excavation 71,773 Cu. Yds. $25.00 $1,794,334 .27
Remove Existing Asphalt 0 Sq. Ft. $1.00 $0.00
Sidewalk 171,804 Sg. Ft. $5.30 $910,561.20
Curb & Gutter 27,608 Linear Feet $17.00 $469,327.50
Landscaping 15,908 Sg. Yds. $10.00 $159,077.78
Intersection Improvement 0 i of Intersections $300,000.00 $3,500,000.00
Roundabout 0 Each $300,000.00 $0.00
Itrigation Structures/Piping 0 Linear Feet $90.00 $0.00
Canal Structures 0 Sq. Ft. $60.00 $0.00
Right of Way Acguisition 382,048 Sq. Ft. $5.00 $1,910,240.00
Perpetual Easements 391,440 Sq. Ft. $4.00 $1,565,760.00
Property Acguisition 0 Each $280,000.00 $0.00
Striping 3.0 Mile $5,000.00 $14,983.43
Traffic Signs 101 Each $500.00 $50,261.67
Ped. Ramps 62 Each $1,500.00 $93,000.00
Erosion Control 1 Percentage $12,043,384.77 $120,433.85
Clear & Grub 1 Percentage $12,043,384.77 $120,433.85
Street Lighting - New 13 Each $5,000.00 $65,000.00
Street Lighting - Relccation 16 Each $2,500.00 $40,000.00
Traffic Control 2 Percentage $12,043,384.77 $240,867.70

Utility Relocation Contingency 5% $626,256

Subtotal $13,151,376

Contingency 15%
Total Construction Cost
Legal/Engineering 8%

Total Project Cost

Included in Total

Construcion Costs

$15,124,083

Included in Total

Project Costs

$16,334,009
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COST ESTIMATE
Addison Ave
From Juniper St to Morningside Dr (92' ROW)
ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST $ TOTAL COST$ COMMENT

Asphalt 622 Tons $90.00 $55,951.20
Leveling Course 1028 Tans f22:00 22,0200
Base Course 2,539 Tons $12.42 $31,530.16
Excavation 3,677 Cu. Yds. $25.00 $91,931.64
Remove Existing Asphalt 0 Sg. Ft. $1.00 $0.00
Sidewalk 20,952 Sq. Ft. $5.30 $111,045.60
Curb & Gutter 3,492 Linear Feet $17.00 $59,364.00
Landscaping 1,940 Sg. Yds. $10.00 $19,400.00
Intersection Improvement 0 # of Intersections $300,000.00 $0.00
Roundabout 0 Each $300,000.00 $0.00
Irrigation Structures/Piping 0 Linear Feet $90.00 $0.00
Canal Structures 0 Sq. Ft. $60.00 $0.00
Right of Way Acguisition 35,112 Sg. Ft. $5.00 $175,560.00
Perpetual Easements 47,880 Sg. Ft. $4.00 $191,520.00
Property Acguisition 0 Each $280,000.00 $0.00
Striping 0.6 Mile $5,000.00 $3,046.40
Traffic Signs 12 Each $500.00 $5,820.00
Ped. Ramps 12 Each $1,500.00 $18,000.00
Erosicn Control 1 Percentage $873,095.94 $8,730.96
Clear & Grub 1 Percentage $873,005.94 $8,730.96
Street Lighting - New 17 Each $5,000.00 $87,300.00
Street Lighting - Relccation 0 Each $2,500.00 $0.00
Traffic Control 4 Percentage $873,005.94 $34 923.84
Utility Relocation Contingency 5% $46,274

Subtotal $971,756

~ Included n Total
Contingency 15% Construcion Costs

Total Construction Cost $1,117,519
Included in Tetal
Legal/Engineering 8% Project Costs

Total Project Cost $1,206,921
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Appendix C - Travel Demand Model

QRS I Model

Model Development

As mentioned m Chapter 1, a Travel Demand Model was developed for Twin Falls using known and
forecasted socio-economic factors. To begin the modeling process it was essential to take an inventory of
the street network within the City of Twin Falls. By studying aenal photography and by touring the street
network, an mventory of lane configurations, traffic signals, vehicle speeds and other physical features was
taken for creating the model. Model nodes and links were matched to the ground location of
intersections and streets.

The mventory was crucial to establish the base condition of the street network. As part of building the
travel demand model, traffic analysis zones (TAZs) were developed. These TAZs were obtained from
Intermountain Demographic and are based on Census 2000 tract maps and block groups. In some
mnstances 1t was necessary to split TAZs when geographically large census blocks would not allow the
model road network to load properly. In total there are 43 TAZs m the Twin Falls travel demand model.
Figure 20 1s a representation of the TAZs i the City of Twin Falls.

A crucial input to any travel demand model 1s the reglon’s socio-economic data. Dwelling Units, be they
single family homes, town homes or apartments, are an important piece of data the model uses for trp
generation purposes. Dwelling Units by TAZ were obtained from Intermountain Demographic and are
based on the same data as the latest, 2008, Twin Falls Comprehensive General Plan. A summary of the
dwelling unit data used in the travel demand model 1s included 1n the appendix.

Another important piece of socioeconomic data 1s employment by TAZ. The number and types of jobs
by TAZ was obtained from Intermountamn Demographic and 1s based on the same data as the latest Twin
Falls Comprehensive General Plan. The model separates employment by three types: retail, non-retail and
service. For modeling purposes, each employment type has its own production and attraction rate. A
summary of the employment data used in the travel demand model 1s mcluded mn the appendi.
The Twin Falls travel dernand model has eight external stations. External stations are where artenials and
highways leave the modeled area. Production and attraction attributes were developed for the external
stations based on recent traffic counts. The following 1s a list of the locations of the external stations n
the Twin Falls travel demand model.

®  Blue Lakes Blvd north of the Perrine Bridge

= Halls Avenue at 3400 Hast

= Addison Avenue at 3400 East

= [Kimberly Road at 3400 East

= Washington Road at 3400 North
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= SH-74 at 2700 East
= [J5-93 at 2700 East

" Pole Line Road at 2700 East

Base Year Model Calibration

Once the model was built, mtial computer runs were made to check the accuracy of the model. Trathic
counts were taken throughout the City and compared against model results. Initially the model was not all
that accurate and steps had to be taken to calibrate the model. In general, the model reported roadway
volumnes less than those observed. The following steps were taken to calibrate the model:

®  Raised production and attraction values at the external stations to better reflect traffic count
volumes taken in November of 2007

= Adjusted various link speeds to make the link either more or less attractive
= Adjusted trip lengths to better match Census 2000 Journey to Work data
= Adjusted various intersection delays to make the link either more or less attractive

= Lowered home based non work trips and non home based vehicle occupancy rates i order to
raise system wide low modeled roadway volumes.

= Took steps to make busier streets, such as Blue Lakes Blvd., more attractive as mutially these
streets showed low modeled volumes

Root mean square 1s a way to test the accuracy of a travel demand model. Generally, roads with a volume
of less than 5,000 vehicles a day tend to have a high percentage rate of modeling error. Modeled roads
with a volume of more than 20,000 vehicles a day should have an error rate of 10% or less. The percent
error of the Twin Falls travel demand model falls within these parameters. The graphic below represents
the Twin Falls area model percent of error.
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Graph 6: Twin Falls Travel Demand Model Percent Error
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Socio- Economic Data

Table 18: Per Capita Income Data

QRS Il Per Capita Income Data
TAZ Existing 2015 2030
1 514,864 $21,582 $41,713
2 515,819 $22,969 544,393
3 $21,136 530,689 $59,314
4 $15,788 $22,924 544,306
5 518,745 526,851 548,853
6 $15,151 $21,703 539,487
7 $20,996 $30,076 $54,720
8 $20,772 $29,755 $54,136
9 518,450 $26,429 548,085
10 516,961 $24,296 $44,204
11 $22,135 $29,623 548,397
12 526,835 $35,914 $58,673
13 $22,703 530,384 549,639
14 $20,482 $27,411 $44,783
15 $23,373 $31,280 $51,104
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QRS Il Per Capita Income Data
TAZ Existing 2015 2030
16 $52,186 $69,841 $114,102
17 $29,169 $39,037 $63,777
18 $19,204 $25,701 $41,989
19 518,408 $24,636 $40,248
20 518,995 $25,421 $41,532
21 $17,336 $23,201 $37,904
93 $24,322 $32,550 $53,179
23 $21,148 $28,303 $46,239
24 $18,489 $24,744 $40,425
25 $22,590 $30,232 $49,392
26 $16,034 $22,968 $41,788
27 $17,448 $23,351 $38,149
28 $16,701 $22,351 $36,516
29 $22,072 $29,539 $48,259
30 $15,006 $20,083 $32,810
31 $27,616 $36,959 $60,381
32 $17,127 $22,921 $37,447
33 $17,629 $23,593 $38,545
34 $19,515 $26,117 $42,669
35 514,584 $19,518 $31,887
36 $17,470 $23,380 $38,197
37 $17,781 $23,796 $38,877
38 $19,828 $26,536 $43,353
39 $17,442 $23,343 $38,136
40 $22,567 $30,202 $49,342
41 $15,791 $21,133 $34,526
42 $13,405 $17,940 $29,309
43 $13,537 518,117 $29,598
44 $16,380 $21,922 $35,814
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Table 19: Dwelling Unit Data

QRS Il Dwelling Unit Data
TAZ Existing 2015 2030
1 548 564 586
2 637 637 637
3 463 538 640
4 459 524 611
5 591 784 986
6 344 344 344
7 571 571 571
8 1122 1307 1637
9 412 861 1759
10 580 580 580
11 380 396 435
12 581 628 741
13 484 492 514
14 422 444 492
15 976 2151 3650
16 592 1059 1675
17 1049 1223 1454
18 371 378 401
19 344 358 394
20 457 4377 532
21 324 344 399
22 410 624 990
23 390 605 888
24 442 765 1725
25 332 363 457
26 2849 3024 3243
27 1782 1862 1932
28 679 770 779
29 901 901 901
30 806 806 806
31 1140 1172 1215
32 1659 1658 1659
33 1932 1932 1932
34 1373 1373 1373
35 1518 1518 1518
356 982 982 982
37 2283 2309 2345
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QRS Il Dwelling Unit Data
TAZ Existing 2015 2030
38 213 213 213
39 1016 1087 1216
40 424 723 1008
11 449 459 489
42 588 634 738
43 544 740 1020
44 458 866 1403
Table 20: Retail Employment Data
QRS Il Retail Employment Data
TAZ Existing 2015 2030

1 92 99 114
2 20 22 26
3 0 0 0]
4 0 0 0
5 0 0 0
6 0 0 0
7 0 0 0
8 467 523 615
9 101 131 181
10 117 126 139
11 0 0 0]
12 0 0 0
13 11 13 15
14 0 0 0]
15 324 839 1113
16 0 0 0]
17 67 80 89
18

19 0
20 73 87 97
21 0
22 0]
23 0]
24 87 303 462
25 0 0 0]
26 301 322 357
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QRS Il Retail Employment Data

TAZ Existing 2015 2030
27 221 263 293
28 71 84 94
29 0 0 0]
30 682 811 905
31 1166 1403 1620
32 91 108 121
33 85 101 113
34 344 410 457
35 992 1181 1317
36 413 51 57
37 4269 511 568
38 513 611 681
30 55 65 73
40 12 14 16
41 0 0 0]
42 0 24 96
43 146 174 194
44 76 Q0 101
Table 21: Non-Retail Employment Data
QRS Il Non Retail Employment Data
TAZ Existing 2015 2030
1 674 707 768
2 374 393 426
3 526 553 600
4 635 667 724
5 371 414 580
6 111 125 149
7 363 407 488
8 1110 1368 1743
9 754 1110 1833
10 348 390 468
11 268 298 346
12 114 128 147
13 160 178 207
14 146 163 189
15 613 1412 2364
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QRS Il Non Retail Employment Data

TAZ Existing 2015 2030
16 187 466 1122
17 236 262 305
18 191 212 247
19 161 179 208
20 231 257 299
21 112 125 145
22 211 234 273
23 63 69 81
24 1142 1815 2907
25 151 168 195
26 1946 2187 2619
27 954 1061 1233
28 251 279 324
29 85 1123 1123
30 3715 4165 4927
31 1457 1658 1883
32 3085 3433 3987
33 382 425 494
34 2187 2433 2827
35 5072 5643 6555
36 465 518 601
37 1537 868 1987
38 2144 2385 2771
39 634 705 819
40 169 199 218
41 22 55 105
42 46 81 137
43 506 593 731
44 567 650 811
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Table 22: Service Employment Data

QRS Il Service Employment Data

TAZ Existing 2015 2030

1 0 0 0]
2 0 0 0]
3 0 0 0]
4 0 0 0
5 24 26 29
6 0 0 0
7 0 0 0]
8 1027 1065 1114
9 0 0 61
10 0 0 0]
11 0 0 0
12 0 0 0
13 0 0 0
14 0 0 0]
15 0 0 0]
16 0 0 0]
17 0 0 0]
18 0 0 0
19 0 0 0
20 0 0 0
21 0 0 0]
22 0 0 0]
23 0 0 0]
24 0 0 76
25 0 0 0
26 0 0 0
27 583 600 623
28 0 0 0]
29 0 0 0]
30 35 36 37
31 0]
32

33 0
34 0
35 35 36 37
36 0 0 0]
37 128 132 137
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QRS Il Service Employment Data
TAZ Existing 2015 2030
38 304 310 325
39 0 0 0]
40 0 0 0]
41 0 0 0]
42 0 0 0]
43 0 0 0]
44 587 605 628
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Appendix D- Traffic Calming

Traffic Calming

Traffic calming exists in many forms, from small, easy, inexpensive, non-intrusive actions and projects to
much more intrusive actions and larger capital improvements. Typically, traffic calming is divided into
two types: measures intended to divert traffic from one route to another and those meant to slow
speeding traffic. Although traffic calming tools are generally divided into these two Hinctional groups,
there is rmuch ovetlap between them and measures intended to divert traffic will often slow traffic as well.

Traffic Calming Tools

COne method of slowing vehicles and calming traffic consists of signs, signals and markings which are
designed to provide information to drivers. Speed limit signs, vield signs, roadway painting and traffic
signals are examples. The figure below represents an example of how striping might effectively slow
drivers before entering a crosswalk.

Graphic 2: Various Crosswalk Striping Examples

Another type of traffic calming option consists of street modifications. Street modifications are calming
tools that change the vertical or horizontal physical characteristics of the roadway., Speed bumps, speed
tables, islands and bulb outs are examples.

A speed table is an example of a traffic calming device. Speed tables come in a wvariety of forms, from
raised asphalt with paint markings to alternative materials such as stamped concrete, cobblestone, or brick
pavers. The surface of the speed table is penerally about three inches higher than the road surface, with
“ramps” of about six feet in length on each side from the road surface to the table surface. The horizontal
deflection of the speed tables and owerall increased wisibility of the treatment causes drivers to reduce
speeds. A graphic of a mid-block raised crosswalk is shown in the fipure below.
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Graphic 3: Mid-Block Raised Crosswalk

Source: Traffic Calrning: State of the Practice

Another example of a street modification traffic calming dewvice is a center island. These are typically
landscaped owal-shaped raised medians in the rmddle of the roadway. Their function is to narrow the
roadwray comming nto an mntersection so that drivers are encouraged to slow down and proceed more
cautiously. They tend to be more effective when they are smaller in length, as opposed to longer islands
that separate traffic flow.

Intersection bulb cuts, are ancther example of an alternatrre two traffic caliming dewce. Bulb cuts are
intended to narrow the wisual field of the driver at the intersection so more care 1s taken when proceeding
through the intersection. In effect, they reduce the pavermnent wndth at the intersection and prowide for a
more pedestrian and bicycle-friendly roadway. A striped crosswalk can be added, which draws a dnver’s
attention to the intersection. Bulb cuts are shown in the Figure 24,

Graphic 4: Example of Bulb Out

ﬁm_

B

Source: Traffic Calming: State of the Practice
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The other major type of traffic calming device 1s route modifications. One way streets, turn prohibitions,
and street closures are examples of route modifications. Route modification 1s a way to change the way

traffic 1s routed, while alternatives mentioned previously focus on changing driver behavior.

Traffic Calming Considerations

The following considerations should be taken into account when mmplementing a trathe calming device:

All signage and pavement markings and devices should conform to the Manual o1 Uniform Traffic
Control Devices standards. Where traffic calming measures are not specifically identified in the
Manual, advanced warning and guide signs must meet appropriate standards for size, shape, etc.

Streetscaping 15 an mmportant component to a traffic calming device. Proper streetscaping will
“soften’ the appearance and make them less controversial in the community.

If traffic calming devices are spaced too far apart, then speeding 1s likely to occur between the
devices. Trathc calming devices should be spaced close enough together so vehicles will not have
the distance to accelerate between the devices.

Emergency responders should have mput on proposed traffic calming devices. Slowing fire
access, for example, may cost lives. The mput of the emergency service commuruty related to
other access points, trade-offs, or preferred options should be considered.

Traffic calming can be most successful m etther up-front neighborhood design or larger scale
retrofit actions. Neighborhood design features such as long, straight roads with lumited
landscaping may foster higher speeds and are counter to traffic calming goals. Retrofit actions
should be designed to understand and eliminate the problem and not simply move the problem to
a parallel path.

Trathic calming 1s continually evolving. The latest information should be considered before a traftic
calming plan 1s developed. The Institute of Trathc Engineers produces literature that should be regularly

consulted.
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Appendix E- Public Involvement

Meeting Notes

Technical Advisory Committee Meeting #1 (Combined with CAC Meeting
#1)

Date: September 10 / 11, 2007

Project Number: 06137 | Project Name: Twin Falls Transportation Master Plan
. Attendance
s TAC
* CAC
s  GTFATC

Il Woelcome, Introductions, and Opening Remarks.

Mike Pepper opened the meeting with introductions and discussed the purpose of the meeting which is to introduce
the Twin Falls Transportation Master plan process, steps, schedule, and roles of the City, Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC), Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC), Consultant Team, and Idaho Transportation Department (ITD).
The meeting included presentation and discussion of existing conditions and preliminary local plans review and a
brief discussion of the data collection and pavement management system work program. Finally, an important part
of this first round of meetings was the identification of the committee’s {TAC, CAC and Greater Twin Falls Area
Transportation Committee (GTFATC) initial issues and concerns regarding Twin Falls transportation system.

lil. Overview of the Planning Area and Process.

Mike and Kyle discussed the project background and development and planning area description. They explained
the Transportation Master Plan process, scope of work, and schedule. They also outlined the primary goal of the
Twin Falls Master Plan process which is to identify the capital facility improvements, pavement management plan
and supporting policies to meet the Twin Falls transportation facility needs for the next 20 years.

Iv. Roles and Responsibilities.

Mike discussed the important roles that the City of Twin Falls, CAC, TAC, ITD, and the consultant team will play in the
development of the Transportation Master Plan. Each separate group will contribute a vital part to help bring about
the completion of this new Master Transportation Plan that meets both the functional requirements of the City’s
transportation system and the needs of its users.

V. Public Involvement Plan Highlights.
Mike talked about the plan element highlights and the planned schedule of events and opportunities.

VL. Plan Goals and Objectives.
Mike discussed the specific goals and objectives of the Plan with the committee members.

Transportation System Goals from the Committees

s Need a balance between public needs and engineered solutions.
o  Consider project impacts to the public needs
o Consider public needs/ impacts to roadway system needs and changes
» Improved connectivity of both roadways and bike/ped systems throughout the City.
s Adjust State standards to meet City needs as appropriate and feasible.
s Plan for future Right of Way needs (setbacks, etc...)
s Provide the TAC and CAC with a good understanding of alternatives and technical issues to assist them in
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understanding and developing final recommendations.
s Don't get distracted with inappropriate options. What works in one area does not necessarily work in alf areas.
s Provide connectivity between the City and county planning, roadway systems and needed improvements
o Rural vs. City standards. County based on 1 mile roads, City using 1 mile roads as arterials and % mile
roads as collectors.
o Coordinate- Plan accordingly
= Falls E/W
= Blue Lakes South
=  Addison Egst, etc...
= Alignment

VII. Basic Existing Conditions.

Kyle and Mike informed attendees about current data collected and future data collection efforts, the preliminary
local plans summary, the Comprehensive Plan Coordination status, and general issues or concerns that have been
raised thus far through stakeholder interviews and other system investigation.

VI Pavement Management System Work Program.

Kyle discussed the data collection and program schedule for the Pavement Management System Work Program and
explained the relationship of the pavement management system to the capital improvement plan and overall system
improvement and management.

IX. Comments and Recommendations.

Mike opened the floor for any comments or recommendations that anyone might have regarding the issues and
concerns they have for the City’s transportation system. Following is a list of the items that were discussed as well
as integration of comments that Mike has received to date as part of personal stakeholder interviews with several
community members:

Safety
(Twin Falls Transportation Safety Committee Issues need to be added)
» In/through School Zones and School Routes.
o Perrine & Morningside areas are particularly problematic.
s  Flash lights, etc... should be utilized in these school zones.
*  2nd streetin Front of Schools and Downtown.
o Plan & schedule improvements in this area.
s lack of Sidewalks.
o South of Twin Falls (Old Town area) lacks sidewalks.
o West of Falls also lacks sidewalks.
= Either there is discontinuity in the sidewalks or the existing sidewalks are in poor condition.
s  Open Canals at Crossings.
o Requires fencing or additional bussing for safety of children.
o Harmon Park is an example.
o High Speeds in Residential Areas and 2" streets.
o Lack of Traffic Calming.
s  Pedestrian Safety Improvements Needed.
o Require new developments to provide pedestrian safety.
o Develop a Design Criteria for “walk friendly” devices. Need to address compliance and identify a degree
of pedestrian responsibility.

Traffic Congestion
Problem Areas:
v" Washington Street
v"  Blue Lakes (Don't re-create)
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Locust

North College

Filer

Falls

Madrona

Eastland — Addison to Kimberly

President Streets — Filmore and Harrison

Addison West

Anticipate Alternate Routes that traffic will use to avoid congestion areas.
Evaluate bypasses to reduce congestion through downtown.

ANENE N N SR S RN

Trucking/Overall Regional Circulation

e lack of workable truck accesses from North to South (-84 to South Twin Falls, US 93, etc.).

o Washington Street should be improved to accommodate these trucking needs. (alignment, radii,
ballast)
o Signage also needs to be improved.

s  East and West truck access to Twin Falls is difficult.

o Kimberly Rd. to Minidoka and 2" streets are currently used by trucks as an East/West access as well as
using other roads on the south edge of town.
o Excessive use is causing damage to the roads.

e There is a desire to move trucks out of town that don’t need to run through town.

» Thereis a shared desire by ITD, the City and the Downtown property/business owners to relocated US 30 off the
2™ Avenues to improve safety and the function of downtown, as well as enhance and clarify the east/west truck
route on US 30 through the City..

s  Southeastimprovements should be implemented per the Southeast Corridor Plan to ease problems.

* Remember that some trucking into the City is necessary to bring goods into the City.

Bike/Pedestrian
® Review impacts to North College in meeting college expansion needs.
s Need bike and pedestrian facilities West of CSl on Washington Street.
e lack of pedestrian facilities City wide, including main arteries.
o How should existing sidewalks be maintained?

= There should be a consistency in sidewalk standards.

= Should big trees be removed to maintain sidewalks?

=  Should sidewalks be on both sides and in all residential areas?
s Bike paths along City roads should consider impacts to parking.

Congestion/Traffic Flow
s Blue Lakes needs more protected left turns. The unprotected left turns are unsafe and cause delays along Blue
Lakes Blvd.
®  Blue Lakes Blvd. needs to have restrictions on truck traffic.
s lackof transit options to assist in reducing traffic volumes.
s Improve signal coordination to improve traffic flow.

Trucking Safety
* Intersection Geometrics should accommodate truck traffic movements.
s Effective truck routes.
o Provide routes around City for trucks passing through. Provide routes through City with improvements
for trucks delivering to or from Twin Falls.
o Must consider costs early in developing plan for implementations of individual projects.
e Increase in truck weight limits {105,000 |bs) results in additional wear to existing roads.
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Transit:

Identify feasible alternatives (i.e. where do roundabouts really work?)
Separate “ideal” from what “makes sense”. Avoid overbuilding structure when itis not immediately needed.
Identify future Right of way needs with this plan for acquisition purposes.
o Acquire Right of Way at a cheaper rate.
Evaluate role of public transit in the Transportation Master Plan.
Access- balance property owner needs with traffic needs. {i.e. Pole Line)
Predict future traffic patterns- where does the traffic really go?
Respect private property rights with balance to the City needs.
o Fillmore extension
o North/South Corridor
Roadway classification system connectivity.
Consistency in landscaping required for major thoroughfares
o Set landscaping standards by road rather than land use.
o How do we retrofit the existing landscaping?
o High Cost to retrofit the existing landscape.
Effective pavement management program and maintenance.
o Keep up with the maintenance needs.
o Evaluate Design Standards etc... to provide adequate roads.
o Consider Maintenance as equally important to new improvements.
o Consider impacts of “today’s” decisions and improvements on future maintenance.
Code enforcement for parking and landscaping in intersection sight triangles.
Identify locations for Fast vs. Slow speeds.
o Also as applies to design standards.
Consider coordination between roadway design and traffic control. l.e. Canyon St. behind Dell, traffic calming,
consider legal impacts.
Integrate other infrastructure projects into program to assist in avoiding schedule conflicts and damage to new
roads.

Fixed route designation to places to pick up riders.

Should there be a pullout for public transit or should it stop in the travel lane to pick up/drop off?
Move from demand to route system.

Twin Falls may meet urban status thus requiring transit service {MPO Status)

Develop Standards. {Benches, pockets, ROW, etc...) to accommodate transit operations.

oo o o 0

Specific Areas of Concern:

3300/3700 intersection
o  Sightdistance issues.
o Isasignal warranted?
o Coordinate with street classification and connectivity.
Valley Gutters crossing major roads causes traffic to slow and creates confusion with side road users.
Pavement Cracking and failing throughout portions of town.
Poor intersection visibility- landscaping impacting sight distances. Driveways also have sight distance issues.
Need to enforce code related to sight distance triangle.
Economics
o Keep truck routes available that provide access to and from 1-84 within a 5-10 minute time frame.
o Traffic/pedestrian interface in downtown and 2" streets.
=  (Crossings are not adequate and are dangerous.
» 2™ streets are too wide to cross safely at uncontrolled crossings.
Interface with Rock Creek Canyon
o Need additional roads crossing the Canyon to improve access to south end of town.
Make improvements to provide a “walk friendly” community.
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X

Educate public on sidewalk maintenance responsibility. Sidewalk and curb and gutter are on public right of ways
but are to be maintained by private ownership.

o Expect some congestion which acts as a traffic calming device.
Funding

o Evaluate performance contracting as an option.

o City currently evaluating impact fees for funding option.

o Property Owner participating in reducing project costs by donating or discounting right of way costs.

Access- Evaluate code requirements and enforcement (i.e. Blue Lakes Blvd.)

Consider more than 20 year horizon. Evaluate right of way and arterial needs in 30 to 40 year hasis.
Address impacts from increase of truck weights to 129,000 Ibs. on Eastland and 2" streets.

Need to address substandard railroad crossing and pavement on Eastland.

Funding- consider impact fees

Minimize sprawl to reduce impacts to county roads.

Separate retail traffic from industrial traffic where possible.

Relocate state highway related traffic off city streets.

Next Steps.

Mike concluded the meeting by informing those present of the next steps in the Master Plan process.

s Existing Conditions and Data Gathering will be completed

s  Public Workshop #1 is scheduled for Monday, Oct 15"

s  City Council Work Session #1 will be held Monday, Oct. 15"

s  TAC Meeting #2 will be held on Tuesday, Oct. 16"

e  Draft goals will be developed for the transportation system and coordination with comprehensive plan
to understand future land use projections.
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TAC Meeting #2 Meeting Notes

Date: October 16, 2007

Time: 10:00 a.m.- 12:00 p.m.

Project Number:
06137

Project Name:
Twin Falls Transportation Master Plan

Attendees:

Name Company Name Phone No. Company Address E-mail Address
Chuck Carnohan ITD

Rod Mathis Riedesel Engineering
Ryan Beck Interplan

Troy Vitek EHM Engineers
Bryan Krear City of Twin Falls
Glenda Dwight City of Twin Falls
Kyle Comer Civil Science
Rob Ramsey Civil Science
Ryan Horsley City of Twin Falls
Debra Rose City of Twin Falls
Jackie Fields City of Twin Falls
Ann Alvarez Con Agra Foods

Melinda Anderson

City of Twin Falls

Dennis Bowyer

City of Twin Falls

Bruce Stephens

City of Twin Falls

Rick Dunn

Twin Falls County

Mike Pepper

KMP Planning

l. Welcome, Introductions, and Opening Remarks.
Mike Pepper opened the meeting with introductions and discussed the purpose of the meeting which is to
present and discuss additional existing conditions and preliminary plan review for the Transportation Master
Plan. The meeting is also to help prioritize the types of issues and concerns that the committee has for the
transportation system and to develop draft transportation system goals.
1l. Status of the Planning Process.
Kyle and Mike presented to the committee the plan process, activities since the last meeting, and also a
schedule review. They discussed the Primary goal of the Transportation Master Plan process which is to identify
the capital facility improvements, pavement management plan, and supporting policies to meet the Twin Falls
transportation facility needs for the next 20-30 years.
1. Additional Existing Condition Information.
Kyle discussed the data that has been collected to date. So far City road data, and accident data has been
collected. Data collection is taking place that locates pavement widths, curb and gutter locations, and sidewalk
locations. Every major arterial street north of Addison Ave has had this data collected. A map of Existing Road
Classifications was presented and the committee was asked for any comments regarding this map. No No
substantive comment was provided for changes regarding the Road Classification Map. The status of the
Comprehensive Plan Land Use map (draft) and how it will be a part of the transportation plan was discussed
along with what steps are being taken to coordinate with Landmark and the Comprehensive Plan. Kyle then
discussed the Pavement Management status. Field investigation on pavement management will begin next
week and should take about one month to complete investigation on % of the existing arterials and collectors.
Ryan, from Interplan, discussed model status. The current model is working but not accurate at this time. He
feels that at least 40 Traffic Analysis Zones {TAZ) are needed to provide a calibrated model. The more TAZ the
more accurate the model will be. It was also discussed that Civil Science will be collecting traffic data at 12
various locations to further understanding of traffic volumes. Concern was raised about the sweeping schedule
and how that would interfere with traffic data collection. Civil Science will find out what schedule the sweepers
have and coordinate with them prior to placing any traffic counters.

C.l
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V. Issues Review and Prioritization.
Mike reviewed the issues that have been heard so far from previous meetings with the TAC, CAC, GTFTAC, the
Twin Falls City Council, and the public meeting. Mike then asked the committee to present any additional issues
they may have thought of. The new issues presented were:
s Need to look at sections without curb and gutter
» Consider/ Emphasize growth to the south side of the City.
i. What impact is this growth having on Blue Lakes South and Washington Street?
ii. This is where the majority of the new development is occurring.
iii. Residential Design/Compatibility.
s  Parking Needs.
i. Downtown parking, possibly parking structures.
ii. Relationship to street design.
iii. Consider rear access and parking using alleys.
iv. Consider permeable surfaces on parking lots for drainage.
s Move traffic out of City core.
i. Dissipate to local centers using neighborhood commercial centers.
e Consideration for Emergency Services needs and access.
i. President Streets are hard to get emergency equipment through.
ii. New Developments have very few accesses into them.
s  Consider impacts to Rail Road use as part of the study.
e  Shoshone 5t. signal timing.
i. Currently fixed timing schedule.
ii. Consider activated signal system to improve flow and reduce congestion.
iii. Also consider activated signal system at Filer and Locust.
Mike then asked the committee to identify and prioritize the different types of transportation system issues to
be used later in the process to help organize priorities in project recommendations. After some discussion the
committee decided that Safety/Design and Congestion/Design were the two most important priorities to the
transportation system. The committee discussed the other issues listed below, but agreed that they all fit under
the two main categories of Safety/Design and Congestion/Design.
The committee identified the following issues:
s Safety and Design
i. Including Emergency Services, etc...
¢ Congestion and Design
o Bike and Pedestrian safety
e Trucking
s  Regional Access
* Planning and Coordination
s Maintenance and Cost Efficiency
s Infrastructure Integration.
Other Comments:
o The TAC committee also agreed that there should be a planning horizon of 25-30 years with frequent
updates to this plan.
¢ The TAC also seemed to agree that the perspective of the community seems to be changing toward more
support for new ideas to address transportation related issues; but also added that new ideas were best
implemented first in areas of new development.

V. Transportation Plan Goals.
Mike presented the draft plan goals that have been set to guide development of improvement projects. He
then asked for comments regarding the draft goals or any goals the committee would like to add. While no
major objections were raised regarding the draft goals, additional comments were provided as follows:

o Bike and Pedestrian- Add bike ability and safety

s  Add Environmental Concerns.
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¢ Include infrastructure with coordination/planning
s Achievability
e Create a sense of community by maintaining neighborhood identity.

Mike will revise the goals for final review at the next TAC meeting in December.

VI. Next Steps/Adjourn.
Mike concluded the meeting by informing the committee of the next steps that will be taken in the Master Plan
process. These steps will include:

. Future land use, traffic demand, and traffic analysis zones assessment.

. Completion of data collection and existing systems

. Asset analysis.

. Initial improvement project identification

. Capital improvement Project development.

. Funding investigation

& Preliminary plan recommendation development.

. Future Public workshop meeting will be held in Feb. 2008.

. Next TAC meeting will be held December 10, 2007. (tentative date)

. Future City Council workshop meeting will be held December 10, 2007. {tentative date)
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TAC Meeting #3 Meeting Notes

TWIN L City of Twin Falls
Transportation Master Plan
Technical Advisory Committee

TAC Meeting #3 Results
Monday, December 10, 2007
10 a.m. to Noon
Twin Falls Parks and Recreation Office
136 Maxwell {Near Rock Creek)

l. Welcome, Introductions and Opening Remarks (Mike Pepper)

Purpose of the meeting:

e Toprovide an update on the status of the plan development
e Toreview and confirm the transportation system goals

e Topresent and discuss the proposed future land use
L ]

To present the current traffic demand, discuss problem areas and the development of the traffic
model

Attendance
e Committee

o Mike Sullivan
Dave Burgess
Bryan Krear
Rod Mathis
Bruce Stephens
Rick Dunn
Bill Crafton
Lee Glasemann
Dennis Bowyer
Chuck Collins
Melinda Anderson
Don Hall
Troy Vitek

o oo o o oo 0 0o OO0

e  City Staff
o Jackie Fields, City Engineer
o Mitch Humble, Community Development Director
e Consultant Team
o Kyle Comer, Civil Science
Ed Collins, Civil Science
Rob Ramsey, Civil Science
Matt Riffkin, InterPlan
Ryan Beck, InterPlan

o o o O
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o Mike Pepper, KMP Planning

1. Planning Process Status (Mike Pepper / Kyle Comer)

O Primary goal of the TMP process: To identify the capital facility improvements, pavement
management plan and supporting policies to meet the Twin Fall’s transportation facility needs for the
next 25-30 years

O Where we are in the process — Phase |l — Identification of Existing and Future Conditions

1l Transportation System Goals (Mike Pepper)
O Review and confirm system goals — Mike presented the updated goals
o Committee comments on goals

= Connectivity
s Add bikes

= Trucking
¢ Add signage considerations (south side)

= Cooperation / Planning
s Consider flow of traffic
¢ Consider roundabouts as alternative to signals at Five Point intersections,

signals don’t meet need

e Add traffic calming measures
s Need better identification of right turn lanes — location — through signage
or lane striping, or both
= Congestion
¢ Consider cost / affordability in identifying and recommending possible
solutions (this applies to all alternatives and plan recommendations)
e Consider signal function as an element of potential sclution to congestion
— clarify when it's ok to turn on green light (when opposing traffic is not
moving)
¢ Enforcement should be part of the solution to reducing congestion
e |mpact fees may help fund congestion reduction related improvements
= Maintenance
e Consider the use of impact fees to fund maintenance (City Staff noted that
impact fees are not be applicable for this function, but their availability
could free up the use of City funds to address maintenance expense)
e Consider the use of Local Improvement Districts to provide maintenance
funds

V. Future Land Use (Kyle Comer / Rob Ramsey)

@ Present and discuss future land use as identified in the comprehensive plan process — Rob presented
the comparison of the existing and the proposed future land use map. He explained that it is being
developed as part of the comprehensive planning process and would serve as the foundation for land
use assumptions in developing the transportation plan. Committee members were also encouraged
to visit the City’s web site at http://www.ldi-ut.com/projects/twinfalls.htm to review additional
information regarding the comprehensive planning process, status and to provide comment.

O Committee comments

o The new land use map may require modification of the City / Co. planning area to plan for
new a new north / south airport runway
o Consider the impacts of the rural residential growth outside the proposed City growth
boundary
= |mpacts to growth and projected services
=  Accommodate proposed densities outside the boundary
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=  Plan appropriate street standards to support likely densities outside the City
boundary

V. Key Issues / Standards and Problem Areas {(Kyle Comer and Rob Ramsey)
O Review of existing data
o Committee comments
= Need additional data on Martin St. —should it be considered as a north / south
connection — as a collector?
u
O Review of key issues identified to date
o Committee comments
=  Add concern / desire to move trucking route out of downtown {currently on US 30/
2" Avenues)
= |Improve the efficiency / connection, safety and clarity of truck routes through and
out of town
O Standards considerations
o Committee comments
= Be careful at adopting / implementing a 106ft. right of way standard — significant
potential impacts
= Consider / accommodate parking needs — space for / striping / conflicts w/other
uses
= Consider applying minor collector standard to Martin St.?
= |ntersection standards / improvements — include / require right turn lanes and
accel/decl lanes on arterials to accommodate growth and development
= Consider / incorporate options to retrofit existing intersections to meet growing
traffic volumes, reduce congestion and improve safety and level of service
O Present and discuss most significant problem areas to be addressed

V1. Traffic Model (Matt Riffkin)
O Discuss traffic analysis zones
O Preliminary traffic modeling information
o Committee comments on modeling data
=  Consider additional industrial growth in the southeast area
= Action: Matt will send an updated TAZ to the committee for further review and
comment, with committee comments due back by December 31
=  Road network comments
¢  Grandview does not cross Rock Creek or make a complete north/south
connection at this time
s  Martin St. does not connect — should it in the future??
¢ Consider development / designation of a perimeter road around the
hospital on the west side of the City
¢ Consider a new bridge over Rock Creek at the west extension of Filer Ave.
o The canyon is narrower here
o Consider / evaluate potential north / south connections at 2700 E
and Sunway
e Action: Matt /team will develop alternative concepts for new north/south
connections and Rock Creek crossings and present to the committee at the
next meeting. When developing consider / assess qualitative, quantitative,
cost, congestion refief and level of service comparisons and scenarios
e Action: Matt will reassess the No. College current and projected traffic
volumes — consider the new development in progress and planned on the
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west end of No. College; new high school, Wal-Mart, new hospital,
additional residential, etc.

e Address opportunities to reduce serious safety problems where feasible —
consider impacts from roadway changes on adjacent streets; increased
use, changes in traffic types, etc.

Accident conditions
o Committee comments
= Distinguish “state reportable” accidents from “local reportable” accident data — be
sure the accident data used includes the total accident volumes — Team will verify
data used with City staff again to be sure totals are correct
Preliminary functional classification
Preliminary cross sections
o Committee comments
= Consider bike / ped needs in future design improvements
= Consider the identification and incorporation of the City’s desired “level of service”
for City streets — Note: thisis yet to be determined

Next Steps / Adjourn (Mike Pepper)

a

a
a
a

Complete traffic modeling for traffic analysis zones
o Send out updated TAZ map for committee review and comment back by Dec. 31
Prioritize goals
Develop preliminary improvement alternatives
Continued work on the asset management program
o Team will send out a package of alternative priorities for comment from the committee
members prior to the next meeting
Next TAC Meeting #4 — Monday, February 11" — afternoon tentative 1—4 p.m.
o Add 1 hour to the TAC meetings to allow more time for discussion
o Send materials out in advance for committee review and meeting preparation

Thanks for your continued participation!
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TAC Meeting #4 Meeting Notes

TWIN RS City of Twin Falls
Transportation Master Plan
Technical Advisory Committee

TAC Meeting #4 Results

Monday, March 10, 2008
{Committee comments in red italics)

1:00 to 4:00 p.m.
Twin Falls Parks and Recreation Office
136 Maxwell {Near Rock Creek)

L. Welcome, Introductions and Opening Remarks {Mike Pepper)

Purpose of the meeting:

e Toprovide an update on the status of the plan development

e Topresent updated transportation system goals

e Topresent and discuss desired future conditions and improvement alternatives

Attendance

s Committee
o Bill Kyle
o Rick Dunn
o Bill Crafton
o Rod Mathis
o Dave Burgess
o Troy Vitek

e City Staff

o Jackie Fields, City Engineer
o Bruce Stephens, Street Department
o Dennis Bowyer, Parks and Recreation

e Consultant Team

Kyle Comer, Civil Science

Rob Ramsey, Civil Science

Matt Riffkin, InterPlan

Mike Pepper, KMP Planning

Stan Crawforth, American Geotechnics

o o o o O

1. Planning Process Status {(Mike Pepper / Kyle Comer)
=  Primary goal of the TMP process: To identify the capital facility improvements, pavement
management plan and supporting policies to meet the Twin Falls transportation facility needs for the
next 25-30 years
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=  Where we are in the process — Mike presented the status and next steps to complete the
transportation planning process

Transportation System Goals
* Review of updated system goals

Existing Conditions Review
¢ Roadway system classification / Connectivity
o Hankins north of Falls- discussion if this should be a collector or arterial.
o 3300 north of Falls- decision from Jackie Fields to leave as Js.
o Show No. College as a collector road from Blue Lakes to Locust
o Level of Service
¢ |ntersection hot spots
o Include 2™ Ave. intersections as part of hot spot #5.
o Add East 5 points intersection hot spot list.
o Add Falls and Hankins intersection to hot spot list.
e  Specific roadway deficiencies — will be addressed as part of the final plan recommendations

Future Conditions at 2030 with no build of improvements
=  Roadway system classification / Connectivity
=  Level of Service
o Revisit level of service for South West quadrant (SH-74 between Washington Street and
Grandview) to include potential development of 1500 New lots in this area.

Short Term — Pre-planned Projects
= Asidentified by City / Relationship to the planning process and recommendations

Long-term Desired Future Conditions at 2030 with improvements
= General roadway classification changes
o Eliminate % mile collectors south and north side of Pole Line between Grandview and Rock Creek
(state allows access only at % mile location)
= General Level of Service changes — hone recommended different than proposed
= General intersection function changes
o Consider roundabouts in new developed areas rather than signals because R/\W may be easier to
acquire.
e  Consider related R.O.W needs when planning roundabouts, etc.
=  Updated street cross sections and standards
o Landscape Buffer
s Hardscape is okay
e Don't prefer the use of plantings due to water demands and maintenance issues.
o Support additional 2’ back of sidewalk for additional utility space.
o Use 116’ for truck route
s Consider impacts to property when complying with current landscaping requirement
at 30" back of sidewalk (gateway arterials).
s Possible change in landscaping ordinance- reduce appropriately to continue to allow
space for building construction and business operation, while providing landscaping
= Bike / Pedestrian system changes
o Retain path on Madrona from Falls to Stadium.
o More discussion needed- Jackie and Dennis to review and provide additional comment regarding
the bike/pedestrian system needs and recommendations, also collect comments during the Public
Meeting.
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“On Street” bike and ped facilities will be included as part of the Transportation Master Plan
“Off Street” bike and ped facilities will be included as part of the Comprehensive Plan

Improvement Alternatives — see handouts (revised alternatives) provided prior to the meeting
= 2030 with City Capital Improvement Plan {CIP) Projects
o Clarify / Add to the CIP-
s Addison Ave. - Widen to 5 lanes between Morningside and Juniper.
s Extend Hankins widening from Filer to Falls on east side.
e [ncorporate southeast truck route issues.

= A)CityCIP
= B) 2030 with CIP plus alternatives #1 -
= () 2030 with CIP plus alternatives #2
o Technical Advisory Committee Consensus for Alternatives / Plan recommendations
i. First Priority — City CIP and Alternative #2 - short term top/upper priority projects that
are most effective (cost/benefit) at “getting the red out” to improve the level of service
(including the City’s list of projects in the CIP). Also, add for the public meeting, updated
project costs, show benefits for each alternative compared to each of the goals
ii.  Next Priority - midterm projects that are part of alternative #2, but are not quite as
effective at “getting the red out”
iii. Long term — Alternative #1 - 2™ Ave./ U.S. 30 ch ange — pending funding and community
support

e Add in new projects identified in committee meetings

s Include financing alternatives to improve Locust and Fillmore
s Include the intersection hot spot improvement projects

e Include activities that address deficiencies

e Include the list of signal improvements

Preliminary Supporting Policies

= Pedestrian Safety

= Arterial widening to include accel / decel lanes

= Angle street closures
o Close some, perhaps, based on further technical evaluation.
o Continue to meet emergency access needs.
o Blue Lakes Widening may drive some closures.

Plan Implementation
= Application of the plan to the street system was discussed

Asset Management Program Status

Next Steps

=  Consider both TAC and CAC input

= Refine alternatives to draft recommendations
=  Develop complete list of policies

= Develop funding strategies

»  Next TAC Mtg. - April 14™

Thanks for your continued participation!

Final Report January 2009



TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

TAC Meeting #5 Meeting Notes

Wik AL City of Twin Falls

Transportation Master Plan
Technical Advisory Committee
Meeting #5 Results

Monday, April 14, 2008

1:00 to 3:00 p.m.
Twin Falls Parks and Recreation Office
136 Maxwell (Near Rock Creek)

l. Attendance
¢  Mitch Humble, Twin Falls Community Development
¢ Rick Dunn, TwinFallsP & Z
+ Dennis Bowyer, City of Twin Falls Parks and Recreation
¢ Bruce Stephens, City of Twin Falls Street Department
+ Dave Burgess, Twin Falls Highway District
+ Walter Burnside, Idaho Transportation Department
¢« Nathanlerke, Idaho Transportation Department
* Melinda Anderson, Twin Falls City Economic Development
+ Chuck Collins, Twin Falls City Assistant Engineer
¢+ Lance Clow, Mayor
¢ Rod Mathis, Riedesel Engineering
¢ Planning Team
o Kyle Comer, Civil Science
o Rob Ramsey, Civil Science
o Matt Rifkin, Interplan
o Mike Pepper, KMP Planning

Purpose of the meeting:

e Toprovide an update on the status of the plan development

®  Provide a review of recent City Council input/direction

e Preview information to be presented at tonight’s Public Open House

®  Provide an outline of the draft Transportation Plan and anticipated level of detail

1l Planning Process Status (Mike Pepper)
=  Updates and refinements based upon comments from our last TAC and CAC meetings. Both
Committees had a little different stance on issues such as the 2™ Avenue alternatives.
e TAC comments— no additional general comments at thistime
e See results below for discussion and additional comments on the 2" Avenue truck route option

1. Recent City Council Meeting Input and Direction {Kyle Comer)
e Review of Council Packet {Provide a Copy to each member at the meeting)
e Project priority — desire to maintain comprehensive list for the plan but recognize that funding all
priorities may not be feasible. Capital Facility Plan may need to include a reduced project list
that better reflects available resources and considers funding needs for deficiency improvements
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and maintenance. Council elected to postpone any decision on pricritization of the list of
improvements pending public input and consideration of maintenance and deficiency needs.

2nd Avenues — Concerned about funding capability but need to provide opportunity for public
comment. Initial City council input suggests that this will be a difficult project to implement due
to the high cost and transportation benefit as compared to many of the other capital and
maintenance needs.

Townsite modifications — Suggested this be looked at by staff in the future as necessary and
considering any additional input from the Mayor.

Blue Lakes Blvd. Improvements — Did not prefer to pursue auxiliary lane improvements (similar to the
lanes in front of the Winco development) as part of future development.

TAC comments — no additional comments

Funding / Prioritization (Mike Pepper)

Funding constraints
Funding options
Prioritization of needs {project list, existing deficiencies, maintenance)

Review of Public Open House Materials/Presentation {Mike Pepper/Kyle Comer/Matt Riffkin)

Presentation format and materials — Input on tone and content

Suggestions and Input from TAC for the public meeting presentation

»  Funding: Expand funding explanation and discussion to include other City funding needs
{such as weter/sewer), in addition to questions about transportation issues and projects.
= Funding: consider asking the public if they are willing to pay additional fees/taxes, etc.
for transportation improvements — in addition to other taxes and fees
= Capital Improvement Plan:
e Consider identifying Harrison St. as the north / south connector instead of
Fillmore
o Asset Management Plan: see ITD for ADA data to incorporate into the asset
management plan data files
»  (Consider potential environmental impacts and evaluations when identifying
potential projects — could delay or eliminate potential projects
s Truck route: Consider identifying the Washington St. South/2™ Avenue change
and re-route of the truck route as a long term truck route and begin preserving
the right of way how — also begin applying the arterial/truck street cross section
standards to this route to minimize future conflicts and inadequate right of way
e [llumination: add description and consideration for street lights as part of street
standards — illumination standards based on comprehensive plan aesthetic and
community design recommendations
e CIP Project #9 — Locust to Eastland should be changed to “Elm to Eastland”

o (IP Project #10 — this project may cost more than anticipated in order to build it
to state standards for pavement depth, rather than just City arterialpavement
standards — coordinate with ITD to resolve any differences in standards if
needed

Truck Route Locations (Rob Ramsey)

Clarification on truck routes as shown and integration of input/previous studies
=  TACcomments on the truck route
s Tight corner at Grandview and Addison
e (Consider additional input from the manufacturers regarding potential truck
routes
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e Consider identifying a route that works for truck traffic around and into the
community as needed

s Additional “through” and “to” truck traffic volume data would be helpful

e Consider north/south on 2700 East instead of Grandview

e Eastland north/south has some potential for improvement as a truck route

e Consider Washington St. South/2™ Ave. re-route instead of Grandview on west
side

e Hill at Grandview/US 30 is expensive to incorporate in design for trucks

o Orchard may not be a suitable route due to residential impacts

e Minidoka/2™ Ave. change

o Consider identifying this option as a long term future truck route with
arterial cross section design to meet truck use requirements
= The consultant team will gather additional comments on the truck route at the public
meeting and make revisions accordingly for the final draft plan

Master Plan Outline (provided prior to the meeting) (Matt Riffkin/Kyle Comer)
= Level of Detail and general layout
o TAC comments —no comments at this time

Asset Management Status (Mike Pepper/Kyle Comer)
=  Recent discussion with Council about completing data collection efforts so that the asset
management plan is usable.
= TAC comments — no additional comments at this time

Next Steps

= Public Open House tonight at CSI, Taylor Administration Build., Rm. #276, 7 pm to 9 pm

= Consider input and recommend changes/updates

= Develop more refined cost estimates and prioritization

= Provide opportunity for staff and City Council review/comment of these changes and draft priorities

= Additional public involvement opportunities — tentative pending City direction

= Prepare Draft Transportation Master Plan for TAC Review

= Next TAC Mtg. - Late May / Early June — tentative based upon City direction on additional public
involvement opportunities — Review Master Plan and Capital Facility components

= Submission of Draft Plan to the City for review/finalization

Thanks for your continued participation!
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TAC Meeting #6 Meeting Notes

CITY OF

City of Twin Falls

Transportation Master Plan

Technical Advisory Committee Meeting #6
Community Advisory Committee Meeting #4
(Combined)

TAC Meeting #6 Results
Wednesday, July 9" 2008

1:00 to 3:00 p.m.
Twin Falls Parks and Recreation Office
136 Maxwell {Near Rock Creek)

I Welcome, Introductions and Opening Remarks {Mike Pepper)

Purpose of the meeting:

e Topresent and gather comments on the revised CIP

e Topresent the updated truck route plans and gather input

e Topresent the updated proposed multi-use pathway plan and gather input

e Todiscuss the draft plan document and invite comments over the following week

1l. Attendance

Lance Clow, Mayor

Jackie Fields, City Engineer

Melinda Anderson, City Economic Development Director
Walter Burnside, ITD

Nathan Jerke, ITD

Bruce Stephens, City Street Dept.

Bill Kyle, McDonalds

Dennis Bowyer, Parks and Recreation
Mitch Humble, Community Dev. Director
Shawn Barigar, TF Chamber of Commerce
Tony Hughes, MV Builder’'s Assoc.

Rod Mathis, Riedesel Engineering

George Ambrose, Ambrose Trucking
Gerardo Munoz, City resident

Chuck Collins, Asst. City Engineer

Rob Ramsey, Civil Science

Kyle Comer, Civil Science
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Planning Process Status (Mike Pepper / Kyle Comer)

=  Brief report on plan activities and input since the last TAC and CAC meetings
*» Additional technical analysis and planning — New LOS standards (LOS C or above on all roads
except Blue Lakes Blvd. which is modeled at LOS D)
s Additional staff input
» Additional public input activities — Western Days, utility bill notices, newspaper article and web
page posting of the revised CIP and draft plan — inviting public comments

Revised CIP (Kyle Comer)

* Present the updated Level of Service information and new standard for desired level of service in
2030

¢  Present and gather comments on the Revised CIP for roadways and intersections

= Comments from committee on the revised CIP

s |TD - This approach is comparable to the state approach — reduced list of
recommended capital projects to align with available / potential funding

s  Falls Ave. and Eastland are shown within the CIP at 4 lanes to address traffic
needs while also considering overall cost. The Long Term Classification map
shows these roads as 5 lanes to correspond with arterial section standards. Itis
ok to show the 4 lanes on the CIP butinclude an asterisk to CIP map that ROW
costs for the future 5" lane are additional.

* Addison Ave. - Consider adding to the CIP a previously identified project to
widen the Addison Ave section — Morningside to Juniper — add width to
complete the five lane section {now 4 lanes) - include as a near term project —
5-10 years

o Define the reasons clearly for adding this project to the CIP, as this
project is not supported by the same LOS justification as all the other
projects on the CIP list.

¢ N/S connection between Falls and No. College. - Add and show on the
transportation system plan map, an additional connection between Falls Ave.
and No. College

o Agree to define the need as a midpoint connection between Falls Ave.
and No. College that could be either Harrison 5t. or Fillmore St.— to
support the function of and help retain the desired LOS on Blue Lakes
Blvd.

=  Some preference for Harrison — existing width is good

=  Consider routing around areas thru CSl if needed to avoid
undesired impacts — still connecting at the new {planned)
Cheney intersection — this may be accomplished through
negotiation with CSI

e South Eastland Dr. improvements - Clarification of the South Eastland project —
what about reducing the grade separation at the RR to an “at-grade crossing?”
—lack of support by RR, safety concerns and high ROW cost for an overpass had
the committee conclude to leave the option as shown.

=  Comments from the Committee on the proposed intersection projects
e ADA -Remember to incorporate ADA requirements into intersection

improvements
» Additional comments — See Dale Riedesel’s comments — address as needed
o Specific questions and discussion regarding the East 5 Pts intersection
— left turn movement is restricted for SB from Blue Lakes Blvd. to WB
onto Addison or Shoshone
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=  Consider alignments that support improved movement
through this intersection
= Consider adding left turn lanes EB/NB from Addison to No.
Blue Lakes Blvd. to improve traffic flow
¢ |TD notes: the Washington St. South and Orchard intersection / signal project
is tentatively scheduled for FY 2009

V. Updated Proposed Truck Route (Rob Ramsey)
¢  Present and gather input on the proposed truck route plan
=  Comments from the committee on the truck route
* Committee’s Truck Route Recommendation - Recommend that the designated
truck routes are on state highways, with the following notes:
o West side truck traffic - Washington St. North is an acceptable option,
until the 93 Alternate Route is completed - but do not designate north
/ south route on the west side of the city on the maps within the
updated Master Plan,
o Eastside truck traffic - Eastland Dr. is an acceptable, but not
designated north / south route on the east side of the city
=  Both the Washington St. North and Eastland Dr. route
sections will be built to stronger standards to support more
truck use, but not wider
= Delete the proposed 116 ft. “truck route” section from the
plan
= Delete the proposed right of way acquisition on Eastland, that
was needed to support the 116 ft. “truck route” section
o Section design - Include stronger section designs in the industrial area
near Hankins Rd. south of Kimberly Rd. to support local large truck use
* |nclude wider intersection radius as needed to support truck
turning movements
o Note to the consultant team: Check with the Twin Falls Highway
District on their transportation plan’s recommended truck route —
Committee comments stated that it includes Orchard St., which was
not what was recommended in the SE Twin Falls Alternate Route.

V. Updated Bike Facility Map (Rob Ramsey)
* Present and gather comments on the updated proposed multi-use pathway
¢ Comparison to the Comprehensive Plan’s proposed trails system
* Committee comments
=  Show the bike facility that is planned along Washington St. No.
= Carriage lane north of Falls Ave — as part of new development planned

=  Add off street connection between the north end of Harrison and the existing off-
system pathway. Comp plan consultants will addess this change in their maps which are
referenced into the maps for the Transportation Master Plan.

= Consider Mayor Clow’s comments regarding pathway / street system connections

= Add trail extension from Mountain View west to Madrona St (Comp Plan map update).

XV, Master Plan Document (Kyle Comer)
= Overview of the master plan document
o Follows the process we've used in the meetings
= Highlight other outstanding elements that are significant plan components; street system
deficiencies, street system asset management plan
=  Associated policy recommendations — gather comments
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o Access management
= Collector Streets: maintain a minimum of 150 ft. from intersections to nearest driveway
= Arterial Streets: maintain a minimum of 300 ft. from intersections to nearest driveway
=  Potential funding sources — gather comments
o Add Local Option Taxes as a potential funding source, if approved by the legislature
= Discussion and request input within one week following meeting
o Setup the draft plan document to allow for editing and comments in PDF

XVI. Next Steps to Plan Adoption
= Revisions as needed following TAC/CAC input — by July 18
=  Final staff review — edit as needed by July 25
= Final city council review — if needed — edits as needed by the week of July 28
i. Mayinclude presentation to the City Council by the consultant team. Allow for
additional City review and comment time.
=  Add opportunity for additional public input — 4-6 weeks
1. May involve additional public presentations, such as Chamber of Commerce, Rotary Club,
BID, etc. — these opportunities may be conducted by city staff
a. Consultant team may assist if budget allows
= Submit final plan to City Council for adoption and incorporation into the Comp plan
=  Tentatively hold the public hearing in early September

Thanks for your continued participation!
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Communitv Advisorv Committee (CAC) Meeting #1 (Was combined with

TAC meeting)

Date: September 10 / 11, 2007

Project Number: Project Name:
06137 Twin Falls Transportation Master Plan
Xl Attendance
s TAC
+ CAC
s GTFATC
Xl Woelcome, Introductions, and Opening Remarks.

Mike Pepper opened the meeting with introductions and discussed the purpose of the meeting which is to
introduce the Twin Falls Transportation Master plan process, steps, schedule, and roles of the City, Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC), Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC), Consultant Team, and Idaho Transportation
Department (ITD). The meeting included presentation and discussion of existing conditions and preliminary local
plans review and a brief discussion of the data collection and pavement management system work program.
Finally, an important part of this first round of meetings was the identification of the committee’s (TAC, CAC and
Greater Twin Falls Area Transportation Committee (GTFATC) initial issues and concerns regarding Twin Falls
transportation system.

XHI. Overview of the Planning Area and Process.

Mike and Kyle discussed the project background and development and planning area description. They explained
the Transportation Master Plan process, scope of work, and schedule. They also outlined the primary goal of the
Twin Falls Master Plan process which is to identify the capital facility improvements, pavement management plan
and supporting policies to meet the Twin Falls transportation facility needs for the next 20 years.

Xiv. Roles and Responsibilities.

Mike discussed the important roles that the City of Twin Falls, CAC, TAC, ITD, and the consultant team will play in

the development of the Transportation Master Plan. Each separate group will contribute a vital part to help bring
about the completion of this new Master Transportation Plan that meets both the functional requirements of the
City's transportation system and the needs of its users.

XV, Public Involvement Plan Highlights.
Mike talked about the plan element highlights and the planned schedule of events and opportunities.

XVL. Plan Goals and Ohjectives.
Mike discussed the specific goals and objectives of the Plan with the committee members.

Transportation System Goals from the Committees
s Need a balance between public needs and engineered solutions.
o Consider project impacts to the public needs
o Consider public needs/ impacts to roadway system needs and changes
» Improved connectivity of both roadways and bike/ped systems throughout the City.
s Adjust State standards to meet City needs as appropriate and feasible.
e Plan for future Right of Way needs (sethacks, etc...)
e Provide the TAC and CAC with a good understanding of alternatives and technical issues to assist them in
understanding and developing final recommendations.
s Don’'t get distracted with inappropriate options. \What works in one area does not necessarily work in all areas.
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s Provide connectivity between the City and county planning, roadway systems and needed improvements
o Rural vs. City standards. County based on 1 mile roads, City using 1 mile roads as arterials and % mile
reads as collectors.

o Coordinate- Plan accordingly
= Falls E/W
= Blue Lakes South
=  Addison East, etc...
= Alignment

XVIl. Basic Existing Conditions.

Kyle and Mike informed attendees about current data collected and future data collection efforts, the preliminary
local plans summary, the Comprehensive Plan Coordination status, and general issues or concerns that have been
raised thus far through stakeholder interviews and other system investigation.

XVIll. Pavement Management System Work Program.

Kyle discussed the data collection and program schedule for the Pavement Management System Work Program and
explained the relationship of the pavement management system to the capital improvement plan and overall
system improvement and management.

XIX. Comments and Recommendations.

Mike opened the floor for any comments or recommendations that anyone might have regarding the issues and
concerns they have for the City’s transportation system. Following is a list of the items that were discussed as well
as integration of comments that Mike has received to date as part of personal stakeholder interviews with several
community members:

Safety
(Twin Falls Transportation Safety Committee Issues need to be added)
* In/through School Zones and School Routes.
o Perrine & Morningside areas are particularly problematic.
Flash lights, etc... should be utilized in these school zones.
s 2nd street in Front of Schools and Downtown.
o Plan & schedule improvements in this area.
e lack of Sidewalks.
o South of Twin Falls (Old Town area) lacks sidewalks.
o West of Falls also lacks sidewalks.
= Either there is discontinuity in the sidewalks or the existing sidewalks are in poor condition.
s  Open Canals at Crossings.
o Requires fencing or additional bussing for safety of children.
o Harmon Park is an example.
s High Speeds in Residential Areas and 2" streets.
o Lack of Traffic Calming.
e  Pedestrian Safety Improvements Needed.
o Require new developments to provide pedestrian safety.
o Develop a Design Criteria for “walk friendly” devices. Need to address compliance and identify a
degree of pedestrian responsibility.

Traffic Congestion
Problem Areas:
Washington Street
Blue Lakes (Don't re-create)
Locust
North College

ASENEUEN
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Filer

Falls

Madrona

Eastland — Addison to Kimberly

President Streets — Filmore and Harrison

Addison West

Anticipate Alternate Routes that traffic will use to avoid congestion areas.
Evaluate bypasses to reduce congestion through downtown.

SN NE N NN

Trucking/Overall Regional Circulation

e lack of workable truck accesses from North to South (-84 to South Twin Falls, US 93, etc.).

o Washington Street should be improved to accommodate these trucking needs. (alignment, radii,
ballast)
o Signage also needs to be improved.

s  East and West truck access to Twin Falls is difficult.

o Kimberly Rd. to Minidoka and 2™ streets are currently used by trucks as an East/West access as well as
using other roads on the south edge of town.
o Excessive use is causing damage to the roads.

s There is a desire to move trucks out of town that don’t need to run through town.

» There is a shared desire by ITD, the City and the Downtown property/business owners to relocated US 30 off
the 2™ Avenues to improve safety and the function of downtown, as well as enhance and clarify the east/west
truck route on US 30 through the City..

s  Southeast improvements should be implemented per the Southeast Corridor Plan to ease problems.

s Remember that some trucking into the City is necessary to bring goods into the City.

Bike/Pedestrian
s Review impacts to North College in meeting college expansion needs.
s  Need bike and pedestrian facilities West of CSl on Washington Street.
s Lack of pedestrian facilities City wide, including main arteries.
o How should existing sidewalks be maintained?

= There should be a consistency in sidewalk standards.

= Should big trees be removed to maintain sidewalks?

=  Should sidewalks be on both sides and in all residential areas?
* Bike paths along City roads should consider impacts to parking.

Congestion/Traffic Flow
s  Blue Lakes needs more protected left turns. The unprotected left turns are unsafe and cause delays along Blue
Lakes Blvd.
e  Blue Lakes Blvd. needs to have restrictions on truck traffic.
s Lack of transit options to assist in reducing traffic volumes.
s Improve signal coordination to improve traffic flow.

Trucking Safety
* |ntersection Geometrics should accommaodate truck traffic movements.
s Effective truck routes.
o Provide routes around City for trucks passing through. Provide routes through City with improvements
for trucks delivering to or from Twin Falls.
o Must consider costs early in developing plan for implementations of individual projects.
s |ncrease in truck weight limits {105,000 Ibs) results in additional wear to existing roads.
s |dentify feasible alternatives (i.e. where do roundabouts really work?)
s  Separate “ideal” from what “makes sense”. Avoid overbuilding structure when itis not immediately needed.
s |dentify future Right of way needs with this plan for acquisition purposes.
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Transit:

o Acquire Right of Way at a cheaper rate.
Evaluate role of public transit in the Transportation Master Plan.
Access- balance property owner needs with traffic needs. {i.e. Pole Line)
Predict future traffic patterns- where does the traffic really go?
Respect private property rights with balance to the City needs.
o Fillmore extension
o North/South Corridor
Roadway classification system connectivity.
Consistency in landscaping required for major thoroughfares
o Set landscaping standards by road rather than land use.
o How do we retrofit the existing landscaping?
o High Cost to retrofit the existing landscape.
Effective pavement management program and maintenance.
o Keep up with the maintenance needs.
o Evaluate Design Standards etc... to provide adequate roads.
o  Consider Maintenance as equally important to new improvements.
o Consider impacts of “today’s” decisions and improvements on future maintenance.
Code enforcement for parking and landscaping in intersection sight triangles.
Identify locations for Fast vs. Slow speeds.
o Also as applies to design standards.
Consider coordination between roadway design and traffic control. l.e. Canyon St. behind Dell, traffic calming,
consider legal impacts.
Integrate other infrastructure projects into program to assist in aveiding schedule conflicts and damage to new
roads.

Fixed route designation to places to pick up riders.

Should there be a pullout for public transit or should it stop in the travel lane to pick up/drop off?
Move from demand to route system.

Twin Falls may meet urban status thus requiring transit service {(MPO Status)

Develop Standards. {Benches, pockets, ROW, etc...) to accommodate transit operations.

o 0 0 0 0

Specific Areas of Concern:

3300/3700 intersection
o Sightdistance issues.
o Isasignal warranted?
o Coordinate with street classification and connectivity.
Valley Gutters crossing major roads causes traffic to slow and creates confusion with side road users.
Pavement Cracking and failing throughout portions of town.
Poor intersection visibility- landscaping im pacting sight distances. Driveways also have sight distance issues.
Need to enforce code related to sight distance triangle.
Economics
o Keep truck routes available that provide access to and from 1-84 within a 5-10 minute time frame.
o Traffic/pedestrian interface in downtown and 2" streets.
=  Crossings are not adequate and are dangerous.
» 2™ streets are too wide to cross safely at uncontrolled crossings.
Interface with Rock Creek Canyon
o Need additional roads crossing the Canyon to improve access to south end of town.
Make improvements to provide a “walk friendly” community.
Educate public on sidewalk maintenance responsibility. Sidewalk and curb and gutter are on public right of
ways but are to be maintained by private ownership.
o  Expect some congestion which acts as a traffic calming device.
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Funding
o Evaluate performance contracting as an option.
o City currently evaluating impact fees for funding option.
o  Property Owner participating in reducing project costs by donating or discounting right of way costs.

Access- Evaluate code requirements and enforcement {i.e. Blue Lakes Blvd.)

Consider more than 20 year horizon. Evaluate right of way and arterial needs in 30 to 40 year basis.
Address impacts from increase of truck weights to 129,000 Ibs. on Eastland and 2™ streets.

Need to address substandard railroad crossing and pavement on Eastland.

Funding- consider impact fees

Minimize sprawl to reduce impacts to county roads.

Separate retail traffic from industrial traffic where possible.

Relocate state highway related traffic off City streets.

Next Steps.

Mike concluded the meeting by informing those present of the next steps in the Master Plan process.

s  Existing Conditions and Data Gathering will be completed

s Public Workshop #1 is scheduled for Monday, Oct 15"

s  City Council Work Session #1 will be held Monday, Oct. 15
s  TAC Meeting #2 will be held on Tuesday, Oct. 16"

s Draft goals will he developed for the transportation system and coordination with comprehensive plan

to understand future land use projections.
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CAC Meeting #2 Meeting Notes

City of Twin Falls

Transportation Master Plan
Community Advisory Committee

CAC Meeting #2 Results
Monday, December 10, 2007
1:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m.
Twin Falls Parks and Recreation Office
136 Maxwell {Near Rock Creek)

I Welcome, Introductions and Opening Remarks {Mike Pepper)
Purpose of the meeting:
e Toprovide an update on the status of the plan development
e Toreview and confirm the transportation system goals and primary issues
e Topresent and discuss the proposed future land use
e Topresent the current traffic demand, discuss problem areas and the development of the traffic
model
Attendance
e Committee
o Mayor Lance Clow
Wiley Dobbs
Bill Kyle
Jill Skeem
Tony Hughes
Shawn Barigar
o John Miller
e  City Staff
o Jackie Fields, City Engineer
e Consultant Team
o Kyle Comer, Civil Science
Ed Collins, Civil Science
Rob Ramsey, Civil Science
Matt Riffkin, InterPlan
Ryan Beck, InterPlan
Mike Pepper, KMP Planning

o o o o O

o o o o 0

1l Planning Process Status {Mike Pepper / Kyle Comer)

Q Primary goal of the TMP process: To identify the capital facility improvements, pavement
management plan and supporting policies to meet the Twin Fall’s transportation facility needs for the
next 25-30 years

O Where we are inthe process — Phase Il - Identification of Existing and Future Conditions

1. Transportation System Goals {Mike Pepper)

O Review and confirm system goals

o Committee comments

®=  Trucking and Design goals
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* Maintain the function of alleys for trucking deliveries and pedestrian
access
= Trucking
¢ Add “out of” toin, around and through
¢ Consider desired alternate routes for trucks — to remove trucks from
current use of 2™ Avenues as the through route — this includes rerouting of
US 30 to Washington / Minidoka
o *¥ Note—the TF Chamber has issued a survey to business owners
to assess interest in this option. Results are not yet available
=  Coordination / Planning and Design goals
s Add traffic control and signage, signing, lighting and crosswalks
¢ Consider raised sidewalks and separated routes and facilities for
pedestrians and bicycles
* Consider lighted signs and speed control as design issues
s Identify funding needs and potential sources for improvement projects
implementation
= Transit
¢ Change name of goal to “Public Transportation”
e Consider language that states “affirmatively address” public transportation
¢  Plan for the short and long term public transportation needs
¢ Include reference to funding, without committing the City to 100%
responsibility for all funding — will also need to identify potential funding
e |ncorporate public transportation into the development of the
transportation plan, even thought funding is not yet identified
o Include identification of possible public transportation facilities,
such as commuter lots, bus terminals and passenger pick up
locations
=  Bike / Pedestrian
¢ See / consider the school district’s “Safety Bus Routes” information and
facility needs — Wiley Dobbs will provide the list of needed improvements
to support the Safe Bus Routes to planning team as needed and requested
e Consider including a policy recommendation in the plan that requires
separate and dedicated bike / ped facilities to be included in all new
developments
= Design / Operation
¢ Enhancements should he designed to reflect our community environment
Jclimate; such as low water landscaping
¢ Consider maintenance needs of any new facilities / enhancements when
recommending improvements
* Include arterial approaches only where appropriate and necessary —in
order to maintain the safety and level of service on the arterial
= (Capacity / Congestion
¢  Reduce the number of driveways where and when feasible
¢  Provide incentives where possible
* |Include in new development standards
o  Additional Goals/Plan note** identify who (what entity) may be responsible to fund and
implement the proposed improvements
V. Future Land Use {Kyle Comer / Rob Ramsey)
O Present and discuss future land use as identified in the comprehensive plan process
o Committee comments — none at this time
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=  Committee members were encouraged to visit the City’s web site at
http://www.ldi-ut.com/projects/twinfalls.htm to review additional information
regarding the comprehensive planning process, status and to provide comment.
V. Existing Features / Key Issues / Standards and Problem Areas (Kyle Comer and Rob Ramsey)
O Brief review of existing data
o Committee comments
=  Team to verify with City staff the housing data presented to be sure it reflects the
most current numbers/projections and aligns with the data being used in the
comprehensive plan process
=  Review the job number projections for the new hospital area
=  Question the accuracy of the job growth projections for CSl, as part of the area
north of No. College Ave.
=  Adjust and move the projected increases to the west to better reflect the location
of the new hospital, new high school, Wal-Mart, etc.
= Consider more industrial development than projected south of Hankins Rd. —
Eastland to 3300
= Consider more development than projected in the east side of the City near the
Temple and Eastland Ave.
O Review of key issues identified to date
o Committee comments — none at this time
O Standards considerations
o Committee comments — none at this time
O Present and discuss most significant problem areas to be addressed
o Committee comments
= Signal confusion exists at the corner of So. Blue Lakes Blvd. and Kimberly Rd. {East
Five Points) —is this a protected left turn movement for north bound traffic on Blue
Lakes Blvd. or not??? — (Generally discussed that this level of detail is appropriately
addressed by ongoing City and ITD traffic operational review)
V1. Traffic Model (Matt Riffkin)
O Preliminary traffic modeling information
o Traffic model scenarios
=  Committee comments
¢ Consider impacts of the completion of the US 93 Alternate Rte.
* Consider impacts of the addition of a new Snake River Bridge
e Consider the implications of $5 per gallon gas
o Consultant Note: the current price of gas is equivalent to the price
of gas in the 1970's
o Traffic volume projections
= Committee comments
¢ Review and update the traffic volumes projections to more accurately
reflect the planned growth and development; such as in the area of the
No. College / Washington Blvd. area (new high school, hospital and Wal-
Mart)
* Consider impacts of truck traffic re-routed off/on Pole Line Rd. /
Washington Blvd. as planned roadway improvements are completed
¢ Consider impacts of implementation of additional public transportation
that might be developed in future as densities and user demand supports
o Commuter rail, light rail, etc.

O  Accident conditions
@ Preliminary functional classification
VIIL Next Steps / Adjourn (Mike Pepper)
QO Complete traffic modeling for traffic analysis zones
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O Prioritize goals
Establish desired level of service for City roadways (according to hierarchy)
O Develop preliminary improvement alternatives
o Team will send out a package of alternative priorities for comment from the committee
members prior to the next meeting
O Next CAC Meeting #3 — Monday, February 11" — 10 a.m. to noon - tentative

O
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CAC Meeting #3 Meeting Notes

TWINRiLS City of Twin Falls
Transportation Master Plan
Technical Advisory Committee

CAC Meeting #3 Results
Monday, March 10, 2008

{Committee Comments shown in red italics)

10 a.m. to Noon
Twin Falls Parks and Recreation Office
136 Maxwell {Near Rock Creek)

I Welcome, Introductions and Opening Remarks {Mike Pepper)

Purpose of the meeting:

e Toprovide an update on the status of the plan development

e Topresent updated transportation system goals

e Topresent and discuss desired future conditions and improvement alternatives

Attendance
e Committee
o Tony Hughes
o George Ambrose
o Wiley Dobbs
o Ron Yates
o Lynn Baird
e  City Staff
o Jackie Fields, City Engineer
o Chuck Collins, Assistant City Engineer
o Lee Glaesman
e Consultant Team
o Kyle Comer, Civil Science
o Rob Ramsey, Civil Science
o Matt Riffkin, InterPlan
o Mike Pepper, KMP Planning

1l Planning Process Status
=  Primary goal of the TMP process: To identify the capital facility improvements, pavement
management plan and supporting policies to meet the Twin Falls transportation facility needs for the
next 25-30 years
=  Where we are inthe process — Mike explained the status of the planning process, and next steps that
follow this meeting

1l. Transportation System Goals
= Review of updated system goals
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Iv. Existing Conditions Review
=  Roadway system classification / connectivity
o Add N. College from Blue Lakes to Locust as a collector on the Existing Classification Map.
= |level of Service
o Pole Line Rd. L.O.5. is from 2006 prior to completion of Twin Falls Alternative Stage 1 project
completion.
s Verify typical section of road used in model. Update the model to reflect full build out of
Pole Line Rd. for the public meeting
= |ntersection hot spots
o Washington Street
e What is the status of No Washington after the new school opens?
e Will there be a 20 mph school zone on No Washington? (City is trying to avoid speed
reduction if possible.)
¢ The new school will be set back off of Washington. Accesses to the school will be from N.
College.
e Signalat No. College and No. Washington will help traffic in this area
e Washington reconstruction schedule needs to be moved up if possible to be completed in
advance of the new school opening and accommodate school traffic.
o No. College Signals
¢ Signals at both Cheney and Fillmore on No. College may be too many in this area - This
requires additional study
o Review the intersection of Locust and Pole Line to see if a future signal is needed at this
location.
= Specific roadway deficiencies in the existing roadway system were discussed and will be included as
part of the final plan recommendations

V. Future Conditions at 2030 with no build of improvements
=  Roadway system classification / connectivity
o Fillmore extension
e Show as impacted by future development
e Minimize alignment changes in this section.
o Lacking a north/south connection west of Washington. Options include:
e Extend Grandview to Addison- a structure will be needed to cross Rock Creek Canyon
s Extend Wendell to Addison by connection to Martin.
e Need to identify future roadway connections / extensions and designate and preserve
corridors as appropriate
= Level of Service was presented for the future roadway system with no improvements
= |ntersection hot spots were presented — without priority order

VI, Short Term — Pre-planned Projects
= Capital Improvement Projects as identified by the City were presented, along with a description of
their relationship to the planning process and transportation plan recommendations

VIIL. Long-term Desired Future Conditions at 2030 with improvements

=  The long-term desired future conditions of the system at 2030 were presented and discussed
including the following elements;
=  (General roadway classification changes
=  (General Level of Service changes
= (General intersection function changes

o Improving valley gutter at Falls and Sparks will address issues at this location.
e Bus traffic on Sparks between schools.

= Updated street cross sections and standards were presented
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o Sections
e Allow 2 Ft. additional back of sidewalk for fire hydrants and power poles.
e Widen truck routes to 116° total R/W width.
e “landscape” area, hardscape vs. “soft”/drainable” (i.e. rocks, pavers, etc.) Concern
with landscape maintenance and water supply.
e Consider maintaining “landscaped area” as asphalt at road grade- Separate from
roadway lane with striping.
= Resolves sight distance and water issues
= Improves bike safety
o Collectors
= Develop 2 options for collector street standards:
o 3lane with bike lanes with center turn lane
o 4 lane without bike lanes
=  Bike / Pedestrian system changes
o Falls Ave.: cannot remove bike lanes due to previous commitment and use of federal
money to create bike lanes.
o Bike Lanes / Routes
e Dead ends are not desirable (Locust Street-Cheney to Pole Line, Elizabeth Blvd.- East
End)
e Connect bike path from Falls to Locust and from Falls to Madrona.
s [Extend Harrison Street path to low line canal.
e Include an east/west path on Pheasant Rd. from west of Grandview to Harrison
Street.
e Need more east/west connections
e Additional bike lane comments from the committee are welcome after the meeting:
fax, e mail, etc.
o Note: the “On Street” bicycle / pedestrian system will be planned as part of the
Transportation Master Plan
o "Off Street” as bicycle / pedestrian system will be planned as part of the Comprehensive
Plan

VIII. Improvement Alternatives
=  The range of improvement options were presented in 3 groups; A) The City’s Capital Improvement
Plan related to the Impact Fees, B) the Capital Improvement Plan plus the projects outlined in
Alternative #1 and C) the Capital Improvement Plan plus the projects in Alternative #2 — Refer to the
handouts mailed to the Committee prior to the meeting (these are the revised versions issued
approximately one week prior to the meeting.)

= A) 2030 with City Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) Projects
o Leave all the CIP projects on list for public comment
o Re-evaluate Kimberly Rd. for needed number of lanes: 4 lanes or 57
o Add the intersection improvement projects presented at the meeting to this alternative

= B) 2030 with CIP plus Alternatives #1
o Alternatives #1 projects include improvements to Washington Blvd and changing the 2"
Avenues to two-way streets and re-routing US 30

= C) 2030 with CIP plus Alternatives #2
o Alternative #2 projects include improvements to Hankins, Cheney, Grandview and Falls
Ave.
1. These are projects designed to “get the red out” —improve level of service at 2030
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= The Citizen Committee Consensus for their desired alternative to be included in the plan
recommendations is as follows:
o Include the City’s Capital Improvement Plan projects
Blend Alternative #1 (removal of US 30 off 2nds) with #2 to “get the red out”.
Adjust costs estimates
Include financing alternatives to improve Locust and Fillmore
Include the intersection hot spot improvement projects
Include activities that address deficiencies
Include the list of signal improvements

0 o 8 08 o

Preliminary Supporting Policies
= The Committee recommended that the following policies be addressed as part of the final plan
recommendations
o Pedestrian safety
o Arterial widening to include accel / decel lanes
= The committee also discussed the possible closure of the angled streets located in the townsite.
Comments were received as follows:
e Don'tclose 9" 4" & &7
e Assess how local streets function in interior
= Curb radius- address curb radius on arterial roads to accommodate truck turning movements

Plan Implementation
= Application of the plan to the street system — presentation of steps — no comments received

MNext Steps

= Gather comments from the TAC / combine with CAC comments
= Refine alternatives to draft recommendations

=  Develop complete list of policies

= Develop funding strategies

*  Public Mtg. — April 14"~ tentative

Thanks for your continued participation!

Please join us at the public meeting in April
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CAC Meeting #4 Meeting Notes

City of Twin Falls

Transportation Master Plan

Community Advisory Committee #4
Technical Advisory Committee #6
(Combined)

CAC Meeting #4 Results
Wednesday, July 9" 2008

1:00 to 3:00 p.m.
Twin Falls Parks and Recreation Office
136 Maxwell {Near Rock Creek)

l. Welcome, Introductions and Opening Remarks {Mike Pepper)

Purpose of the meeting:

e Topresent and gather comments on the revised CIP

e To present the updated truck route plans and gather input

e Topresent the updated proposed multi-use pathway plan and gather input

e Todiscuss the draft plan document and invite comments over the following week

1l Attendance

Lance Clow, Mayor

Jackie Fields, City Engineer

Melinda Anderson, City Economic Development Director
Walter Burnside, ITD

Nathan Jerke, ITD

Bruce Stephens, City Street Dept.

Bill Kyle, McDonalds

Dennis Bowyer, Parks and Recreation
Mitch Humble, Community Dev. Director
Shawn Barigar, TF Chamber of Commerce
Tony Hughes, MV Builder’'s Assoc.

Rod Mathis, Riedesel Engineering

George Ambrose, Ambrose Trucking
Gerardo Munoz, City resident

Chuck Collins, Asst. City Engineer

Rob Ramsey, Civil Science

Kyle Comer, Civil Science
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Planning Process Status (Mike Pepper / Kyle Comer)

=  Brief report on plan activities and input since the last TAC and CAC meetings
*» Additional technical analysis and planning — New LOS standards (LOS C or above on all roads
except Blue Lakes Blvd. which is modeled at LOS D)
s Additional staff input
» Additional public input activities — Western Days, utility bill notices, newspaper article and web
page posting of the revised CIP and draft plan — inviting public comments

Revised CIP (Kyle Comer)

* Present the updated Level of Service information and new standard for desired level of service in
2030

¢  Present and gather comments on the Revised CIP for roadways and intersections

= Comments from committee on the revised CIP

s |TD - This approach is comparable to the state approach — reduced list of
recommended capital projects to align with available / potential funding

s  Falls Ave. and Eastland are shown within the CIP at 4 lanes to address traffic
needs while also considering overall cost. The Long Term Classification map
shows these roads as 5 lanes to correspond with arterial section standards. Itis
ok to show the 4 lanes on the CIP butinclude an asterisk to CIP map that ROW
costs for the future 5" lane are additional.

* Addison Ave. - Consider adding to the CIP a previously identified project to
widen the Addison Ave section — Morningside to Juniper — add width to
complete the five lane section {now 4 lanes) - include as a near term project —
5-10 years

o Define the reasons clearly for adding this project to the CIP, as this
project is not supported by the same LOS justification as all the other
projects on the CIP list.

¢ N/S connection between Falls and No. College. - Add and show on the
transportation system plan map, an additional connection between Falls Ave.
and No. College

o Agree to define the need as a midpoint connection between Falls Ave.
and No. College that could be either Harrison 5t. or Fillmore St.— to
support the function of and help retain the desired LOS on Blue Lakes
Blvd.

=  Some preference for Harrison — existing width is good

=  Consider routing around areas thru CSl if needed to avoid
undesired impacts — still connecting at the new {planned)
Cheney intersection — this may be accomplished through
negotiation with CSI

e South Eastland Dr. improvements - Clarification of the South Eastland project —
what about reducing the grade separation at the RR to an “at-grade crossing?”
—lack of support by RR, safety concerns and high ROW cost for an overpass had
the committee conclude to leave the option as shown.

=  Comments from the Committee on the proposed intersection projects
e ADA -Remember to incorporate ADA requirements into intersection

improvements
» Additional comments — See Dale Riedesel’s comments — address as needed
o Specific questions and discussion regarding the East 5 Pts intersection
— left turn movement is restricted for SB from Blue Lakes Blvd. to WB
onto Addison or Shoshone
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=  Consider alignments that support improved movement
through this intersection
= Consider adding left turn lanes EB/NB from Addison to No.
Blue Lakes Blvd. to improve traffic flow
¢ |TD notes: the Washington St. South and Orchard intersection / signal project
is tentatively scheduled for FY 2009

V. Updated Proposed Truck Route (Rob Ramsey)
¢  Present and gather input on the proposed truck route plan
=  Comments from the committee on the truck route
* Committee’s Truck Route Recommendation - Recommend that the designated
truck routes are on state highways, with the following notes:
o West side truck traffic - Washington St. North is an acceptable option,
until the 93 Alternate Route is completed - but do not designate north
/ south route on the west side of the city on the maps within the
updated Master Plan,
o Eastside truck traffic - Eastland Dr. is an acceptable, but not
designated north / south route on the east side of the city
=  Both the Washington St. North and Eastland Dr. route
sections will be built to stronger standards to support more
truck use, but not wider
= Delete the proposed 116 ft. “truck route” section from the
plan
= Delete the proposed right of way acquisition on Eastland, that
was needed to support the 116 ft. “truck route” section
o Section design - Include stronger section designs in the industrial area
near Hankins Rd. south of Kimberly Rd. to support local large truck use
* |nclude wider intersection radius as needed to support truck
turning movements
o Note to the consultant team: Check with the Twin Falls Highway
District on their transportation plan’s recommended truck route —
Committee comments stated that it includes Orchard St., which was
not what was recommended in the SE Twin Falls Alternate Route.

V. Updated Bike Facility Map (Rob Ramsey)
* Present and gather comments on the updated proposed multi-use pathway
¢ Comparison to the Comprehensive Plan’s proposed trails system
* Committee comments
=  Show the bike facility that is planned along Washington St. No.
= Carriage lane north of Falls Ave — as part of new development planned
=  Add off street connection between the north end of Harrison and the existing off-
system pathway. Comp plan consultants will addess this change in their maps which are
referenced into the maps for the Transportation Master Plan.
= Consider Mayor Clow’s comments regarding pathway / street system connections
= Add trail extension from Mountain View west to Madrona St (Comp Plan map update).

XVIIL. Master Plan Document (Kyle Comer)
= Overview of the master plan document
o Follows the process we've used in the meetings
= Highlight other outstanding elements that are significant plan components; street system
deficiencies, street system asset management plan
=  Associated policy recommendations — gather comments
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o Access management
= Collector Streets: maintain a minimum of 150 ft. from intersections to nearest driveway
= Arterial Streets: maintain a minimum of 300 ft. from intersections to nearest driveway
=  Potential funding sources — gather comments
o Add Local Option Taxes as a potential funding source, if approved by the legislature
= Discussion and request input within one week following meeting
o Setup the draft plan document to allow for editing and comments in PDF

XVIll.  Next Steps to Plan Adoption
= Revisions as needed following TAC/CAC input — by July 18
=  Final staff review — edit as needed by July 25
= Final city council review — if needed — edits as needed by the week of July 28
i. Mayinclude presentation to the City Council by the consultant team. Allow for
additional City review and comment time.
=  Add opportunity for additional public input — 4-6 weeks
1. May involve additional public presentations, such as Chamber of Commerce, Rotary Club,
BID, etc. — these opportunities may be conducted by city staff
a. Consultant team may assist if budget allows
= Submit final plan to City Council for adoption and incorporation into the Comp plan
=  Tentatively hold the public hearing in early September

Thanks for your continued participation!
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Public Open House #1 Meeting Notes

Attendance
Public

Carol Roseberry
Del Carraway
Angie Burgess
Del McGuire
Dick Boyd

Lynn Baird

Jeff Harmon
Gary Amoth

S. Cash Sigler
LaMar N. Orton
Dave Buddecke
Linda Wills
Christy Williams

Jeremy Ainsworth

Planning Team
Jackie Fields, Twin Falls City Engineer
Kyle Comer, Civil Science, Project Mgr.
Rob Ramsey, Civil Science, Project Mgr.
Mike Pepper, KMP Planning

City of Twin Falls
Transportation Master Plan

Public Meeting #1 / Results

Monday, October 15, 2007
7:00 to 9:00 p.m. / CSI

Purpose of the meeting:

o Tointroduce the Twin Falls Transportation Master Plan process, steps, schedule and roles of
the City, TAC, CAC, Consultant Team and ITD

e To present and discuss basic existing conditions and preliminary plans review

e Toidentify initial issues and concerns regarding Twin Fall’s transportation system

o To briefly discuss the data collection and Pavement Management System work program

PPT Overview of the Planning Area and Process (Mike Pepper / Kyle Comer)
a
a

Project Background, development and planning area description
The Transportation Master Plan process, scope of work, schedule and public involvement

opportunities

Primary goal of the TMP process: To identify the capital facility improvements, pavement
management plan and supporting policies to meet the Twin Fall’s transportation facility needs for the

next 20 years
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Plan Goals {Mike Pepper)
O Discuss specific goals & objectives of Plan — What do you want this plan to do for you?
o No additions from the group

Pavement Management System Work Program (Kyle Comer, Rob Ramsey)
O Discuss data collection program and schedule
O Describe data organization and use

o No additional comments from the group

Next Steps (Mike Pepper)

Complete Existing Conditions & Data Gathering

Develop goals for the system

Future land use and traffic assessments

Continued coordination with the comprehensive plan process
Identify possible improvement projects

CIP / Funding information development

Draft plan recommendations

Public Wkshp #2 (Feb 2008)

oy

Basic Existing Conditions (Kyle Comer / Mike Pepper)

O Data collected to date and future data collection efforts

O Preliminary local plans summary

O Comprehensive Plan Coordination - status

O Issues and concerns — Mike presented what we've heard so far / Additions from the CAC / TAC
o New issues from the group were gathered as follows:

= Trucking
¢ Question if Pole Line Rd. extension will help trucking into/through the City or not
¢ Conflict / safety concern between trucks and ped/cars on Washington use
o Especially near new high school location
=  Bike / Ped
e Safety concern for ped crossings on Washington between Campus Park apts and CSI
o Consider a ped overpass
¢ Lack of sidewalks on Falls Ave. and Washington St.
e Consider bike / pedestrian needs at crossings to improve safety and connectivity
o  Especially on arterials with many lanes
o Consider medians to provide a refuge for crossing pedestrian
* |mprove safety for pedestrian throughout the community
¢ Consider impacts of bike lanes on parking areas
¢ Don't helieve that planned bike lanes on Washington 5t. No. will be used
¢ Consider development of a bike/ped system “off roadway network”
s  Existing Pole Line Rd. pedestrian tunnel leaks
¢ Want Canyon Rim Trail connection to CSI

= Public Transportation
e  Plan for future bus turnouts and bus system / services development
s  Plan for future fixed transit routes as feasible
o Consider opportunities from future MPO
o Consider cost avoidance in justification / cost/benefit assessment
o Look at Logan, Utah for an example of a working transit system
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= Safety
* Need for more traffic calming measures in residential areas and in the area of the
existing high school — especially in the fall of the year where the sun on Filer Ave.
creates sight problems in front of high school — makes it very difficult to see
pedestrians
o Consider speed bumps
¢ High speed truck traffic on No. College Rd.
o Consider reducing the speed to 25 from existing 35 mph
e High speed traffic on Washington St.
e Concern with the fact that a public street {No. College Rd.} runs through the CSI
campus — this is a security risk
s Speeds on many collectors and local streets are too high; i.e. Falls Ave. West
o Consider traffic calming such as landscaping, curved streets, bike lanes,
narrower streets
= Planning / Coordination / Scheduling
e Conflict between scheduled opening of the new high school and planned
Washington St. reconstruction
= Connectivity
¢ Disconnected north / south streets
o West side of new high school — will cause more traffic on Washington St.
No.
o Maintain the street hierarchy in a logical way.
= Congestion
e  Traffic delays leaving No. College Rd. onto either Washington St. or Blue Lakes Blvd.
o Consider adding a right turn lane
= Aesthetics
¢ Consider burying the electric transmission lines
= Design
¢ Consider a landscaped median on Eastland — why has this not been planned into the
current Eastland reconstruction project?
* Consider roundabouts in new developments to:
o Reduce speeds
o Reduce the number of traffic signals
o Possible location at No. College and Cheney Rd.
s Consider that landscaped medians may increase property values of adjacent
developments and will improve aesthetics
o Review landscape requirements
o Incorporate landscape standards in future developments
e Keep vegetation in landscaped medians low to not block driver view of other traffic
—i.e. on Pole Line Rd. near Costco/Target crossing and turning
¢ Washington St. No. / Pole Line Rd. intersection signal poles block view of signals for
westbound traffic
s Consider extending Harrison Blvd. south from Pole Line Rd. to No. College Rd. to
improve connectivity and provide an additional north/south connection

Final Report January 2009



TWIN FALLS MASTER TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Public Meeting #2 Meeting Notes

City of Twin Falls
Transportation Master Plan

Public Meeting #2
Monday, April 14, 2008

7:00 to 9:00 p.m.
CSI - Taylor Admin. Room #277

Comment Form #2 / April 2008
Draft Plan Recommendations
Public Mtg Comments received 4-14-08

1L Attendance
L “F* Muir
Lynn Baird
Dick Boyd
Gary L. Young
Chris Wilhaus
Linda 5. Wills
Mary J. Inman
Jackie Fields
Planning Team
o Kyle Comer, Civil Science
Rob Ramsey, Civil Science
Matt Rifkin, Interplan
Amber Buckley, Civil Science
Civil Science
Mike Pepper, KMP Planning

o 0000

0. Improvement Project Recommendations
Do you support the list of improvement project recommendations? Yes 2 No 2
If not, what changes would you make to the project list?
o  Wendell/Martin; Filer to Addison. Carriage Lane; North endto Falls Ave. Carriage Lane; South end to Kimberly
Road. Caswell/ Meadows Lane; Harrizon to Fillmore. Caswell/Spruce; Blue Lakes to Locust
+  You forgot Harrison St. at the half mile between Poleline and North College.
e  Harrison St. between Poleline and North College Road needs to be putinto the plan. Tt is on the half mile on a
stage four road (Poleline) and would connect to the frontage road (North College).
What are your top 3 most important transportation improvement projects?
+  Responge #1
0  Harrizon St. expanded between Poleline Road and North College
o North College is the only East-West road to get across town
* Response #2
o #18 Fillmore St.
o #7 Filer Ave.
o #15
¢  Response #3
0 Turn outs and bus stops for public trams when we become urban
¢  Responge #4
o Turn outs for public transportation
o Factor in “outside” traffic- shoppers, workers from immediate area (25 mile radius)
0 Regional concept
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e  Response #5

o In2010 Twin Falls City will be “renewed.” About that time, the Magic Valley will become the
Snake River Canyon National Heritage area. Both will attract many, many tourists to add to the
thousands of people from around the valley who take 1-84 to the North end of Twin Falls to shop.
Now is the time to plan for public transportation from the North end to downtown Twin Falls. The
town will be ready, the Magic Valley will be ready for the Heritage Tourism, the people will come,
and the money will come. We need public transportation; a monorail!

o Reroute SH 30 to avoid the 2™ Avenues, make them 2-way with angle parking and landscaping

©  Change the 45mph sign to 35mph on Washington just south of No. College Rd...one of the hardest

intersections to cross, especially with the speed of cars on Washington.

Goals

Please rank the transportation system goals according to your order of importance. 1 — most important, 2 next
important, ete.

Response #1

3

N
5
.
_8
.-
1
7

Connectivity:
Trucking:

Coordination/Planning:

Public transportation:
Pedestrians / Bicycles:
Design/Operation:
Capacity / Congestion:
Maintenance:

Response #2

2

. -
S
8
e
A
i -
L

Connectivity:
Trucking:

Coordination/Planning:

Public transportation:
Pedestrians / Bicycles:
Design/Operation:
Capacity / Congestion:
Maintenance:

Response #3

1
2

-

1
S

Comnectivity:
Trucking:

Coordination/Planning:

Public transportation:
Pedestrians / Bicycles:
Design/Operation:
Capacity / Congestion:
Maintenance:

Response #4

Coordination/Planning:

X Connectivity:

Trucking:

Public transportation:

Pedestrians / Bicycles:

Design/Operation:
Capacity / Congestion:
Maintenance:

Response #5
X Connectivity:

Trucking:

Coordination/Planning:

Public transportation:

Complete street, sidewalk and bikepath connections

Truck routes and roadway design to accommodate trucks
Coordinate with other agencies and completed plans
Accommodate current and future transit needs

Facilities that support safe “walk-ability” and “bike-ability™
Appropriate design standards, minimize impacts, traffic calming
Lane capacity to meet traffic demands, minimize congestion
Maintain or enhance the condition of streets, sidewalks, etc.

Complete street, sidewalk and bike path conmections

Truck routes and roadway design to accommodate trucks
Coordinate with other agencies and completed plans
Accommodate current and future transit needs

Facilities that support safe “walk-ability” and “bike-ability™
Appropriate design standards, minimize impacts, traffic calming
Lane capacity to meet traffic demands, mimmize congestion
Maintain or enhance the condition of streets, sidewalks, etc.

Complete street, sidewalk and bike path connections

Truck routes and roadway design to accommodate trucks
Coordinate with other agencies and completed plans
Accommodate current and future transit needs

Fagilities that support safe “walk-ability” and “bike-ability™
Appropriate design standards, minimize impacts, traffic calming
Lane capacity to meet traffic demands, mimmize congestion
Maintain or enhance the condition of streets, sidewalks, etc.
“This has always been the poor 2™ cousin — very important™

Complete street, sidewalk and bike path connections

Truck routes and roadway design to accommodate trucks
Coordinate with other agencies and completed plans
Accommodate current and future transit needs

Facilities that support safe “walk-ability” and “bike-ability™
Appropriate design standards, minimize impacts, traffic calming
Lane capacity to meet traffic demands, minimize congestion
Maintain or enhance the condition of streets, sidewalks, etc.

Complete street, sidewalk and bike path connections
Truck routes and roadway design to accommodate trucks
Coordinate with other agencies and completed plans
Accommodate current and future transit needs
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Pedestrians / Bicycles:
Design/Operation:
Capacity / Congestion:
Maintenance:

Priorities

‘What is your priornity for the type of projects that the City should fund and pursue? 1 —most important, 2 — next

important, etc., 5 — not important at all

Response #1

2 Capital improvement projects:

3 Intersection improvemeants:

4 Correct street and sidewalk deficiencies:
5 Neighborhood street renovation:

1

Maintenance of existing streets/sidewalks:

Response #2
_ x__ Capital improvement projects:
X Intersection improvements:
_ x__ Correct street and sidewalk deficiencies:
X Neighborhood street renovation:

X

“All are important”

Response #3

_x__ Capital improvement projects:
Intersection improvements:
Correct street and sidewalk deficiencies:

Neighborhood street renovation:
Maintenance of existing streets/sidewalks:

Response #4

_x__ Capital improvement projects:
Intersection improvements:
Correct street and sidewalk deficiencies:

Neighborhood street renovation:
Maintenance of existing streets/sidewalks:

Funding

3 No_0

Other Comments

Response #1

e  Bad estimate on the cost of #11, just the signal

e Changes would exceed $100,000
¢  Revise limits of projects

Response #2
¢ Cheney St. West should not be a bypass road. Poleline Road is a bypass road. Bypass roads are limited access

Maintenance of existing strects/sidewalks:

Facilities that support safe “walk-ability” and “bike-ability™
Appropriate design standards, minimize impacts, traffic calming
Lane capacity to meet traffic demands, minimize congestion
Maintain or enhance the condition of streets, sidewalks, etc.

Addl. lanes, new road connections, widening
Turn lanes, signals, ete.

Missing curbs and sidewalks, etc.

Street reconstruction, sidewalk replacement
Fill potholes, resurface streets, etc.

Addl. lanes, new road connections, widening
Turn lanes, signals, cte.

Missing curbs and sidewalks, ete.

Street reconstruction, sidewalk replacement
Fill potholes, resurface streets, etc.

Addl. lanes, new road connections, widening
Turn lanes, signals, ctc.

Missing curbs and sidewalks, ete.

Street reconstruction, sidewalk replacement
Fill potholes, resurface streets, etc.

Addl. lanes, new road connections, widening,
Turn lanes, signals, ctc.

Missing curbs and sidewalks, ete.

Street reconstruction, sidewalk replacement
Fill potholes, resurface streets, etc.

Would you be willing to pay additional taxes or fees to support transportation system improvements?
1 “What other options are available?”

Please provide any additional comments on the information provided

roads, why have two roads next to each other that are both bypass with limited access on both!!
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Response #3
e  The College of Southern Idaho should not have the power to affect roads that hurt their neighbors. We all should
have property rights. Those rights include good access and roads to other property.

Response #4
¢ Public transportation — why not think about removing vehicles rather than trying to accommodate. The “Baby
Boomers™ are going to want/demand services to include public transportation.
e  Road tax on all vehicles.
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City Council Coordination #1
City Council Work Session #1

Date: October 15, 2007

Time: 3:30—4:30 p.m.

Project Number:

Project Name:

06137 Twin Falls Transportation Master Plan
Attendees:

Name Company Name Phone No. Company Address E-mail Address
Kyle Comer Civil Science

Rob Ramsey Civil Science

Mike Pepper KMP Planning

Greg Lantig City of Twin Falls

Trip Craig City of Twin Falls

Dave Johnson City of Twin Falls

Don Hall City of Twin Falls

Glenda Dwight City of Twin Falls

Lance Clow City of Twin Falls

Tom Courtney City of Twin Falls

Jackie Fields City of Twin Falls

11. Welcome, Introductions, and Opening Remarks.
The meeting was opened with introductions and discussion on the purpose of the meeting, which is, to present and introduce the
Twin Falls Transportation Master Plan process, steps, and schedule. The meeting will also identify the roles of the City, the City
Council, TAC, CAC, Consultant Team, and ITD. Presentation and discussion of existing conditions and preliminary local plan review
with a brief discussion of the data collection and pavement management system work program will occur in this meeting. This
meeting will allow the City Council to identify initial issues and concerns regarding the Twin Falls transportation system.

1. Overview of the Planning Process.
Mike and Kyle discussed the project background, development, and planning area description. They explained the Transportation
Master Plan process, scope, and schedule. They also discussed how the transportation plan will coordinate with the Comprehensive
Plan involving status and future land use alternatives. They explained that the primary goal of the Transportation Master Plan
process will be to identify the capital facility improvements, pavement management plan, and supporting policies to meet the Twin
Falls transportation facility needs for the next 20 years. Upon further discussion with the Council it was decided that the plan horizon
should be extended to a 25-30 year plan with frequent updates.

V. Pavement Management System Work Program.
Kyle discussed the current data collection taking place and the schedule for data collection. At the present time data collection is
taking place that identifies roadway widths, sidewalk locations, and curb and gutter locations. After this data collection is complete it
will be combined with the data that the City of Twin Falls has already collected and shown in a GIS format. Beginning next week Civil
Science will collect field data from sample sections on a portion of City arterial and collector roads to evaluate and identify existing
pavement conditions. Due to budget constraints approximately % of these roads will be evaluated with the plan to have City staff
complete inventories as they have availability. Rob then discussed the use of Micropaver Software and technology for Pavement
Management. This software will work with the current Cityworks Database to manage Public Work activity and help predict the
remaining life and performance of the pavement network. This will then allow the City to prioritize which projects are most crucial.
The Micropaver data will aid in cost effective maintenance planning by providing a cost benefit analysis of the proposed projects.

V. Plan Goals and Objectives.
Mike discussed the goals and objectives of the Plan that had been set forth by the TAC, CAC, and GTFTAC. These goals are:
e  To balance public needs and engineered solutions.
. Improve connectivity of both roadways and bike/pedestrian systems to allow for better bike/pedestrian safety.
e  Adjust state standards to meet City needs as appropriate and feasible.
. Plan for future Right of Way needs.
. Provide the TAC and CAC with a good understanding of alternatives and technical issues to assist them in understanding
and developing final recommendations.
. Not getting distracted with inappropriate options.
. Provide connectivity between the City and county planning, roadway systems and needed improvements.
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e  Address congestion problems, design needs, and appropriate operation needs.
. Provide planning to allow for future support and development of a transit system and its related facilities.
. Provide sufficient roadway capacity to meet future needs.

Vil. Basic Existing Conditions/ Issues and Concerns.
Kyle and Mike informed the Council about the preliminary local plan summary, the Comprehensive Plan Coordination status, and
general issues or concerns that have been raised thus far by stakeholders, the TAC, the CAC, and the GTFTAC. Mike then opened the
floor for any additional comments or recommendations that the Council might have regarding issues or concerns for the City’s
transportation system. Following is a list of items that were provided by the City Council:
e  Trucking concerns
o  Define locations- where truck traffic will occur.
o Intersections need to be designed to accommodate truck turning movements.
o Increase in truck weight allowance and how it impacts the existing roads.
e  MPO Request Requirements- Evaluate when Twin Falls will meet the MPQ population; initial thoughts on impacts and
opportunities, etc. .
. 2nd Ave. and US 30 re-routes.
e Consider Southeast Study- how will traffic in the southeast area impact transportation?
e School safety.
o Are pedestrian overpasses or underpasses a feasible alternative?
o Pedestrian visibility by the High School is poor in the mornings due to the sun. There has already been an accident
this year by the High School because of poor visibility.
o U.S. 30 school crossings for Bickel and Lincoln Elementary.
e  2nd Ave.
o School crossing safety
o 2 lane traffic not stopping for school pedestrian traffic- one car will stop but other lanes are not stopping.
o Resolution to meet Twin Falls needs.
¢ Pavement/ street maintenance- repairs versus replacement.
o  Sidewalk connectivity and conditions/ repairs needed.
. Environmental Considerations that impact transportation.
o LE. lighting/energy savings
o Funding Relationships
e Valley Gutter impacts on vehicles- Valley Gutters that cross collectors and arterials are creating problems.
o Nocurb and gutter- There are areas in town without curb and gutter.
o Other options to address drainage.
. Public Transportation
o Geometrics- intersections designed to accommodate bus turning movements.
o Stop locations- are pull outs needed for bus stops?
o  Consider and anticipate future needs to support the City as the population and demand grows; also consider
funding needs, opportunities and limitations.
e  MPO Thresholds
o 2010 consider impacts and opportunities with Kimberly related to MPO.
o Develop Regicnal plan as feasible, to be ready for future transition MPO and Regional Transportation Plan funds
e  Consider Roundabouts
o Help reduce traffic speeds — traffic calming
o Locate in newer sections of town where impact will be lower.
° Design
e  Balance technical needs with design solutions that appropriately meet public / user needs

VIII. Next Steps/ Adjourn
Mike concluded the meeting by informing the council of the next steps that will be taken in the Master Plan process. These
steps will include:
. Future land use, traffic demand, and traffic analysis zones assessment.
Completion of data collection and existing systems
Asset analysis.
Initial improvement project identification
Capital improvement Project development.
Funding investigation
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Preliminary plan recommendation development.

Future Public workshop meetings will be held Oct. 15, 2007 and in Feb. 2008.

Future TAC meetings will be held Oct.16, 2007, and in December of this year.

Future City Council workshop meetings will be held December 10, 2007 and in April 2008.
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City Council Meeting #2 Meeting Notes

Wik AL City of Twin Falls

Transportation Master Plan
City Council Workshop #2

Results

Monday, December 10, 2007
4:00 to 5:00 p.m.

L. Welcome, Introductions and Opening Remarks (Mike Pepper)

Purpose of the meeting:

o Toprovide an update on the status of the plan development

e Toreview and confirm the transportation system goals

e Topresent and discuss the proposed future land use

e Topresent the current traffic demand, discuss problem areas and the development of the traffic
model

Attendance
e City Council Members

o Mayor Lance Clow

o Dave Johnson

o TripCraig

o Don Hall

o Shawn Barigar
e Consultant Team

o Kyle Comer, Civil Science
Ed Collins, Civil Science
Rob Ramsey, Civil Science
Matt Riffkin, InterPlan
Ryan Beck, InterPlan
Mike Pepper, KMP Planning

o o 0o O O

11 Planning Process Status {Mike Pepper f Kyle Comer)

O Primary goal of the TMP process: To identify the capital facility improvements, pavement
management plan and supporting policies to meet the Twin Fall’s transportation facility needs for the
next 25-30 years

O Where we are inthe process - Phase Il - Identification of Existing and Future Conditions

1. Transportation System Goals {Mike Pepper)
O Review and confirm system goals
o No City Council comment at this time

V. Future Land Use {Kyle Comer / Rob Ramsey)

O Present and discuss future land use as identified in the comprehensive plan process
o No City Council comment at this time
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Existing Features / Key Issues / Standards and Problem Areas (Kyle Comer Rob Ramsey)

O Review of existing data

O Review of key issues identified to date

O Standards considerations

O Present and discuss most significant problem areas to be addressed

o City Council comments
= Safety / visibility issues exist in the downtown / old township area: Consider closing

some of the angled streets in the downtown original township area where they
meet major streets at an angle; such as intersections with Blue Lakes Blvd., Addison
Ave,, etc.

Traffic Model (Matt Riffkin)
@ Discuss traffic analysis zones
@ Preliminary traffic modeling information
o City Council Comments
=  Re-evaluate traffic counts that may be affected by the reopening of Eastland,
Poleline Rd., etc. since the traffic counts were taken
O  Accident Conditions
Preliminary Functional Classification
@ Preliminary Cross Sections

O

Q General / Miscellaneous comments
o Be sure that the transportation plan takes into consideration and coordinates with all other
refevant planning and policy efforts such as the comprehensive plan, impact fee
implementation, downtown planning, etc.

Next Steps / Adjourn (Mike Pepper)
O Complete traffic modeling for traffic analysis zones
O Develop preliminary improvement alternatives
O Continued work on the asset management program
O Next City Council Workshop #3 — Monday, April 14™ 2008
o Present / discuss improvement options, policies and funding options
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City Council Meeting #3 Meeting Notes

City of Twin Falls

Transportation Master Plan
City Council Workshop #3

Results

Monday, April 7, 2008
5:00 p.m.

I Welcome, Introductions and Opening Remarks {(Mike Pepper)

Purpose of the meeting:

e Toprovide an update on the status of the plan development

e Topresent and gather comments on the preliminary draft capital improvement project list
e Toobtain council direction for the upcoming public meting

Attendance

e City Council Members
o Dave Johnson

Trip Craig

Don Hall

Will Kesley

Lee Heider
o Greg Lanting

e Consultant Team
o Kyle Comer, Civil Science
o Rob Ramsey, Civil Science
o Mike Pepper, KMP Planning

o o o O

1. Planning Process Status {Mike Pepper / Kyle Comer)

O Primary goal of the TMP process: To identify the capital facility improvements, pavement
management plan and supporting policies to meet the Twin Fall’s transportation facility needs for the
next 25-30 years

O Where we are inthe process - Phase lll / IV — Alternatives evaluation and draft CIP development

lil. Brief Review of Priority Goals {(Mike Pepper)
O Review of all established transportation system goals and top three priority goals

V. Traffic Conditions {Kyle Comer / Rob Ramsey)
O Present and discuss current traffic volumes and Level of Service {LOS)
O Present and discuss intersection “Hot Spots”
O Present and discuss projected future traffic volumes and 2030 “No build” LOS

V. Preliminary Capital Improvement Project List {Kyle Comer / Rob Ramsey / Mike Pepper)
O Present the list of preliminary capital improvement projects {CIP) for roadways and intersections
Q Brief review that the CIP does not include the list of street deficiency improvements or maintenance
to the existing system components — these will require additional funding
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O City Council comments

o

Project priority — the Council desires to maintain the comprehensive list of preliminary
capital improvements as presented for the plan but recognize that funding all priorities may
not be feasible. A final Capital Improvement Plan {a revised version of the current
preliminary list of projects) may need to include a reduced project list that better reflects
available resources and considers funding needs for deficiency improvements and
maintenance.

= The Council elected to postpone any decision on prioritization of the preliminary list

of improvements pending public input at the upcoming public meeting on April
14th, and consideration of maintenance and deficiency needs.

2nd Avenues — the Council expressed concern about funding capability to complete this
project, but agreed to provide opportunity for public comment. City council input at this
time suggests that this will be a difficult project to implement due to the high cost and
transportation benefit as compared to many of the other identified capital and maintenance
needs.
Townsite modifications — the consultant team presented comments recently received from
the Mayor at the last TAC meeting regarding the intersection of angled streets in the
townsite with Blue Lakes Blvd. and Addison Ave. East. The Mayor had suggested that some
of these streets should be evaluated for potential closure where they intersect Blue Lakes
Blvd. and Addison Ave. East. They present a safety hazard due to sight distance limitations
and speed of vehicles using these streets to cut through from Blue Lakes Blvd. to 2™ Ave.
The Council suggested this issue be evaluated by staff in the future as necessary and
considering any additional input from the Mayor.
Blue Lakes Blvd. Improvements; addition of accel/decel lanes — the Council did not prefer to
pursue auxiliary lane improvements (similar to the lanes in front of the Winco development)
as part of future transportation system development. They believed that the intermittent
use of these lanes is confusing to motorists.

VL Next Steps / Adjourn (Mike Pepper)
O Public meeting #2 — Monday, April 14", 2008 - 7to 9 p-m. —CSl Taylor Admin #276

o

Present / discuss / gather comments on the preliminary Capital Improvement Plan projects
= Current and future traffic volumes and LOS
= |ntersection “Hot Spots”
= 2030 “No build”
= Recommended street standards
= 2030 “CIP”
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Western Davs Feedback

Twin Falls Transportation Master Plan
Western Days Public Input

May 31, 2008 — Updated June 10, 2008
The Western Day booth included the following displays:

Existing level of service

Intersection hot spots

2030 “No build” level of service

Updated CIP — roadway improvements
Updated CIP — intersection improvements
2030 CIP level of service

** Comment forms, which included reference to the project web site, were made available for
completion at the booth or return mail.

Mike Pepper:

| manned the booth Saturday afterncon from around noeon to just after 3 p.m. | spoke to approximately 25
people and handed out about a dozen comment forms with invitation to visit the project web site and
submit written comments if desired. The general response to the list of draft capital projects was positive,
with most of the discussion focusing on individual issues outlined below.

¢ [ntersection delays at EIm and Addison; SB to EB delay
o Pedestrian safety is a concern here
o Signal is very short and goes directly from green to red
« Need a signal at Washington and No. College
¢ Consider adding a bike / pedestrian facility on Fillmore extension through the CSI property to
connect Fillmore between Falls and No. College, thereby improving the N/S connectivity for bikes
and peds
¢ Crossing Addison is unsafe for bikes and peds — lack of crosswalks
+ Sidewalk repairs are needed throughout the local streets; especially in the area of Harmon Park
and on Locust St.
* [ntersection of Cheney and Parkview is congested
¢ [ntersection of Washington St. No. and No. College is congested — needs signal
e Bike lanes issues
o Need connectivity between the “on street” bike system to the “off street” trail system
o Need bike lane routes and connections to key community facilities; CSI, parks, etc.
o Consider reducing 4 lane sections to 3 lanes with a center turn lane and room for a
striped bike lane on each side
o Need continuity in the bike route system
o Need more proactive planning for bike system needs
e Transit
o Need transit services now and as City grows
= Consider a transit service (bus) up and down Blue Lakes Blvd. from the Perrine
Bridge to downtown — with regular and frequent service
= Consider routes along Poleline and Addison
A belt route is needed for trucks — get the trucks off Blue Lakes
Difficult access on/off Blue Lakes at Spruce
Need pedestrian facility improvements throughout the City — lack of sidewalks
Medians on Blue Lakes would help improve safety
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Rob Ramsey:

| manned the booth Saturday afternoon from around 3:00 pm to 6:00 pm. It seemed like every five
minutes or so someone would stop at the booth to look at the displays. My tally indicated | spoke to
about 25 individuals in that time frame. After 5:30 pm it slowed down so | took the booth down at 6:00
pm. | kept some notes on what people were saying, | had one individual feel out a comment sheet at the
bocth (see attached), and | handed out comment sheets to others so that they could go to the website to
review the maps and comment at that time. | informed them that they can mail the comments to the
address on the sheet or drop the comments off at the City Office when they pay their utility bill. Following
are the verbal comments that were made:

Reduce Speed on Hankins from Addison to Kimberly

Allow 2 south bound lanes through the intersection of Addison and Blue Lakes
Allow for left turns from South Bound Blue Lakes to East bound Addison

Need a signal at Orchard and Blue Lakes

MNeed a signal at Pole Line and Locust

Need a signal at Fillmore and North College

Need a signal at Hankins and Addison

Need a signal at Orchard and Washington

Need bike paths that are accessible and connect to existing trails

Need to remove dead-end sign from Pheasant Drive west of Washington
Need to remove US-93 traffic from Twin Falls using a new Snake River Bridge Crossing
Need an overhead structure along Blue Lakes that allows US-93 traffic to bypass Twin Falls (like
Los Angeles has)

Need transit system.

MNeed commuter rail for workers from outside of Twin Falls

Need to improve intersection at Blue Lakes and Kimberly Road.

Need to widen Washington Street

Need to widen Eastland

Block off the crossing between Costco and Target on Pole Line

Need raised medians along Blue Lakes

Need to complete Pole Line Expansion to the West

Adjust signal timing on Shoshone Street and 2nd Avenue East

1 Submitted Comment Form Results (as Rob noted above)

1. Do you support the list of improvement project recommendations? Yes
a. Top 3 most important improvement projects
i. Blue Lakes N. needs a barrier to stop left turns
i. The crossing on Pole Line between Costco and Target needs blocked off
2. Priorities
1. Capital improvement projects
Correct street and sidewalk deficiencies
2. Intersection improvements
Neighborhood street renovation
Maintenance of existing streets/sidewalks
3. Funding — would you be willing to pay additional taxes or fees to support transportation system
improvements? Yes
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