TECHN
ICAL A
PPEND
IX

K. PAC Meeting
#3 Summary

Project #: 20659

To:

August 13, 2018
Mark Wasdahl (ITD District 3) and David Corcoran, AICP (ACHD)

From:

Andy Daleiden, PE

Project:

Int. Glenwood St & State St Study – Boise, PN. A020(049), Key No. 20049
Project Advisory Committee (PAC) Meeting #3 Summary
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Subject:

This memorandum summarizes the discussion and completed comment sheets from the Project
Advisory Committee (PAC) Meeting #3 held on June 25th, 2018 for the Glenwood Street and State Street
Intersection Study.

MEETING PURPOSE
The purpose of this meeting was to review the public comment summary, PAC meeting #2 summary,
updated concept designs, preliminary costs, and evaluation results, as well as gather input from the
PAC on a preferred alternative or set of alternatives for moving into development of the Final Concept
Study Report. Attachment “A” includes the sign-in sheet.

ATTENDEES
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪

Andy Daleiden – Kittelson & Associates, Inc.
Brett Korporaal – Kittelson & Associates, Inc.
Mark Wasdahl – Idaho Transportation Department
Caleb Lakey – Idaho Transportation Department
Ryan Lancaster – Idaho Transportation Department
David Corcoran – Ada County Highway District
Carson Shaw – Ada County Highway District
Angela Lythgoe – Garden City Police
Alexis Pickering – Central District Health Department
Karen Gallagher – City of Boise
Steve Achabal - Idaho Commission for the Blind & Visually Impaired
Kyle Holman – Federal Highway Administration
Jenah Thornborrow – Garden City
Cynthia Gibson – Idaho Walk Bike Alliance
Mary Ann Waldinger – COMPASS
Gary Segers – ACHD Bicycle Advisory Committee
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POWERPOINT PRESENTATION
Kittelson & Associates, Inc. (Kittelson) used a PowerPoint presentation to guide the meeting discussion.
Attachment “B” includes the PowerPoint presentation slides.

MATERIALS
Attendees were given packets of information related to the project. Attachment “C” includes the
materials packet.
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪

▪

Agenda
PAC Meeting #2 Summary (provided in advance of the meeting)
Public Comment Summary (provided in advance of the meeting)
Alternatives Concept Designs (provided in advance of the meeting)
Alternatives Fact Sheets (provided at the meeting)
VISSIM Videos (provided in advance of the meeting)
o No Build: https://youtu.be/iiEpT7ahXh4
o Alternative 3A: Partial Quadrant: https://youtu.be/hX1SVrJLmZI
o Alternative 4B: Median U-Turn: https://youtu.be/akL68ZrDf1g
o Alternative 5A: Partial Displaced Left Turn: https://youtu.be/fOiAsS3zShY
Comment Sheet

DISCUSSION
Attachment “D” includes the meeting notes.

COMMENT SHEETS ON TIER 2 ALTERNATIVES
Support for the Tier 2 Alternatives
Table 1 (on the next page) summarizes the responses indicating rankings of the four alternatives
presented. Alternatives were ranked from 1 (most support) to 4 (least support).
▪
▪
▪
▪

Alternative 3A. Partial Quadrant Intersection received the most number one rankings as well as
the most preferred based on average rankings. Average score is 1.6.
Alternative 4B. Medium U-Turn received the second most support of the alternatives. Average
score is 2.0.
No Build Alternative received the third most support of the alternatives. Average score is 2.6.
Alternative 5A. Partial Displaced Left Turn received the least amount of support and the least
preferred based on average rankings. Average score is 3.6.
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Table 1. PAC Ranking of Alternatives

Rankings
Alternative

1

2

3

4

Average

1. No Build

2

2

3

2

2.6

3A. Partial Quadrant Intersection

5

1

2

1

1.6

4B. Median U-Turn

2

4

2

1

2.0

5A. Partial Displaced Left Turn

0

1

1

7

3.6

Alternative 1: No Build Comments
▪
▪

▪
▪
▪

▪
▪

Currently, there is auto capacity at the intersection.
The Boise PDS team requests reconsideration of this option with some modifications to create
an option with a better cost-benefit result compared to the other options, which are costly at
$17-27M. As stated below, the City's goal is to realize the State Street transit plan and make
transit a convenient, efficient travel option. The TTOP plan calls for 7 lanes on State St.; there
are 7 lanes east of Glenwood. Requested modifications:
o 1) change the right turn lane on the west leg of State St. to a through/right turn lane (or
explore a dedicated right turn lane),
o 2) on the south leg, modify the design of the right turn lanes as recently completed at
Cole/Overland to improve ped/bike function,
o 3) add a signal at Big Lots on State for safety and ped mobility,
o 4) add ped/bike facilities as shown in other options, and
o 5) provide a phased approach to adding the transit lanes on the west leg of State St
from Glenwood to the park n ride at Old Horseshoe Bend Road to allow transit access
for Eagle residents.
We are interested in a cost-benefit analysis due to the high estimated costs and adding a 5th
option - a modified "no-build”.
I would rather see nothing be done than to do another intersection that does little to support
bike/ped/transit.
The no-build is not desirable in that the bicycle and pedestrian comfort and safety are very bad.
Should the no-build option be selected, measures to safely and comfortably introduce bicycle
and pedestrian use should be added. As the City of Boise has introduced the idea of a modified
no-build option that would introduce bicycle and pedestrian facilities, this has become the third
ranked option rather than fourth from the previous rankings. If there were more details in what
this could look like, this could be ranked higher.
Preferred option, but adding Accessible Pedestrian Signals (APS) , especially at free flowing right
turns.
If there are opportunities to get more capacity out of the traditional design those would be
worth exploring but it appears to be the worst performing for traffic.
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Alternative 3A: Partial Quadrant Intersection Comments
▪

▪

▪

▪
▪

▪

▪

My only concern is the point raised by the Garden City Police rep that having such a short
distance between the signals at Riverside Drive and the new traffic signal will cause drivers to
increase speed to avoid the signal.
The Boise PDS team supports options that provide people with choices in transportation. Over
time as vehicle capacity improvements draw more vehicles and then fill up, people will seek
alternatives to waiting in lanes of traffic. The other options (walking, biking and transit) need
to be convenient & comfortable. The Partial Quadrant is the best option for ped/bike mobility,
transit stations, access to transit stations, & supportive of redevelopment. It includes new
signals that provide additional crossing opportunities for pedestrians & bicyclists. Allowing
pedestrians to cross at the Strawberry Glenn signal would be beneficial. This option scored the
highest for ped/bike/transit and works best with a property owner(s) that is willing to
redevelop. Boise Fire supports the Partial Quadrant as the #1 choice.
This is the only suitable option, the others are dangerous and unsupported by the cities and
likely, the communities that are near or travel through this intersection. ITD and ACHD need to
listen and think ahead. Transportation is moving people, not cars. I can’t believe this is even an
argument. All of the other options are subpar and unsuitable (unless we don’t rebuild).
Multiple intersections operating at LOS D & E is of concern, especially with closely spaced
intersections.
Pros:
o The proposed street at #5 (especially the new proposed street north of Walgreens
connecting Glenwood to Strawberry Glen). Since Strawberry Glen is already a one-way
exit for eastbound traffic onto Glenwood. The new proposed street should be
westbound only. Do Not make it a lighted intersection. By blocking park of Walgreen’s
back parking lot by this new street, it will keep vehicles from cutting through the parking
lot endangering pedestrians.
Cons:
o The proposed street at #4. This is cut through the parking lot. This is also a very short
street and multiple entrances to businesses on both sides, this will be a big accident
magnet.
o The proposed street at 34 will also block foot traffic shopping at the complex. There will
be more people trying to jay walk over this street in order to get to the other side of the
complex.
o Do not make the intersection at #5 lighted. This will jam up traffic on Glenwood
southbound between State and light southbound. Drivers will think that there is no way
to beat the light at Riverside so they will speed through the new proposed intersection
at #5 so that they don’t have an additional intersection they have to stop it.
This option best enables the area to redevelop with a pattern supportive of transit. This option
also is the best to introduce bicycle and pedestrian facilities that may be safe and comfortable
enough to be utilized. While the Police Department has noted that the location of the proposed
stoplight on Glenwood is problematic for vehicular circulation on Glenwood, there is the option
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to utilize the existing light at Riverside and have the proposed stoplight at Strawberry Glen
function with possibly an RRFB.
Not a preferred option.
Per our previous comments, the Partial Quadrant provides the best options for bikes and
pedestrians and therefore transit. We would look forward to continuing with this concept to
find ways to minimize negative impacts to property owner.

Alternative 4B. Median U-Turn Comments
▪
▪

▪
▪

▪

▪
▪
▪

Would be hesitant to support this option without seeing how well it works at VMP.
This option is favorable for auto circulation, but does little to enhance ped/bike mobility. Grade
separated crossings require out of direction travel and additional effort to gain access the
bridge. At-grade crossings of State/Glenwood would be 12-ft wider for pedestrians and
bicyclists to cross compared to the partial quadrant intersection.
All intersections operating at or better than LOS C with 4 of 5 intersections operating at LOS B,
that is why 4B is first choice. Shorter pedestrian crossings than 5A.
Pros:
o Keeps traffic moving. This plan works in keeping traffic flowing (I saw used exclusively
in Peru) and it definitely helped keeps millions of people moving throughout the cities.
o Include the proposed new street from plan 3A behind Walgreens to connect Glenwood
to Strawberry Glen. This will keep vehicles from speeding through Walgreens parking
lot to get to Walmart. Big pedestrian hazard.
o Minimum amount of disruption to peoples’ normal driving patterns.
o Easy for emergency vehicles to move around.
The expanse of the intersection as proposed in the Median U-Turn is problematic for bicycle/
pedestrian use. As a result, this alternative does not seem to support the State Street Corridor
project without the pedestrian overpass crossing both Glenwood and State Street.
Would like APS signals at Pierce park, new road by Big Lots parking lot, Glenwood and Saxton.
Skybridge option to connect all four corners at State and Glenwood would be preferred.
This design keeps the intersection smaller than the Partial Displaced Left and does provide
pedestrian crossing opportunities but it will force more movements through the intersection as
left turning traffic must go through first than right.

Alternative 5A. Partial Displaced Left Turn
▪

▪

This option creates a large intersection that prioritizes autos over pedestrians, bicyclists and
transit. The goal is to realize the State Street transit plan and make transit a convenient travel
option with supportive land uses and to provide pedestrian & bicycle facilities that provide
transit users a high quality system as on par with that for vehicles. Option 5A, Partial Displaced
Left Turn, is the least favorable for this goal.
Concerned with Glenwood and State St intersection operating at LOS D. Do not see reasoning
to choose above 4B.
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The Displaced Left option is not desirable as it does little to introduce a safe and comfortable
environment for bicycles and pedestrians. It also is contrary to the identified vision of the
adjacent land uses.
Horrible option for visually impaired
Skybridge would need to connect all four corners at State and Glenwood.
This design inherently makes the multimodal/TOD objectives of the intersection design
compromised. We do appreciate the maintenance of access to Strawberry Glen and feel that
more than the other scenarios this design would require a separated bike/ped infrastructure.

GENERAL COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS FROM COMMENT SHEETS
▪

▪

▪

▪

▪

▪

▪

The Concept Study must include the Glenwood Bridge to Marigold. It is part of the study area
and bike/ped improvements are essential across the bridge as well as the approaches on
Glenwood both south and north of the bridge. Connectivity is critical to improve active
transportation.
This Study should coincide with the bike/ped improvements for the Pierce Park/State and
Collister/State Street improvement studies. It is not clear to me that this study reflects the work
being done with other studies along State Street relative to bike/ped improvements.
DO NOT BUILD A PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE – At such a great cost, this facility will not create a safe
place for people to walk across the street but rather it will cause pedestrians to cross where
the road is not set up for their safety. A better use of funds is to improve safety at intersections
for pedestrians – by lowering wait times, paint high visibility cross walks, install pedestrian lead
interval signals, refuge islands, and bulb outs. Will this increase wait times for cars? Yes it will.
But it will reduce pedestrian deaths.
Protected bike lanes along both sides of State Street for the entire length of the corridor. Paint
won’t protect bicyclists if the posted speed limit is 45mph and the design speed is much higher.
Bicyclists won’t feel safe without a barrier between themselves and motorists, thus reducing
use. You must build a facility to protect bicyclists and have it continuous throughout the
corridor, just like roads are continuous for motorists.
Pedestrian Comfort – Sidewalks must be buffered from traffic with green space, trees and
benches. Bus stops must have shelters. Push buttons must be ADA compliant and accessible.
All users must be accommodated since many people with disabilities, visually impaired, and
lower income live along this corridor.
I am really concerned about the lack of awareness that ITD has on the impacts that 4B and 5A
have on bike/ped/transit. I honestly wonder how much the PAC really was meant to contribute
to this decision since it feels like ITD has an aversion to many valid points made by Gary, Boise,
Cynthia, Steve, and myself. 3A is the only option and I believe the scoring wasn’t accurate from
a safety perspective. Just because we are adding an intersection (which I understand increase
conflicts/accidents) protecting all users across the entire projects makes it the safest or second
safest (in my opinion) option. I will be extremely disappointed if 3A isn’t chosen and would like
to hear a justification for it. This is a huge opportunity, let’s make the most of it.
The three build options proposed have no human consideration in their planning whatsoever.
As the area around these roads continues to be developed, expansion of State/Glenwood will
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discourage area residents from walking or biking and they will be forced into their cars for short,
local trips if it is not safe.
▪ What data (3 pedestrians, # of bikes) supports the need for two, 14 foot multi-use paths on
Glenwood?
▪ Why are two 14 foot paths needed to reach a 10 foot greenbelt path?
▪ What is the crash history at this intersection for peds and bikes? Is there any existing issues?
▪ We endorse having a safe bike/pedestrian lane north/south Glenwood. However, we would like
to see buffered lanes versus protected lanes. Emergency vehicles sometimes have to use these
lanes to get to emergency calls, pull over vehicles, or stop to direct traffic (etc). If they are true
protected lanes with candlesticks, this could hamper some of our duties.
▪ We endorse the possibility of a pedestrian overpass.
▪ It would be nice if the lane design would match up with the other intersections on State;
Collister, Pierce Park, and Veteran’s Memorial Parkway.
▪ A pedestrian overpass is desirable provided that the overpass is designed in such a way that
pedestrians will not have to go out of their way to utilize the overpass. If the overpass is not
designed appropriately it could hinder future land use and bicycle and pedestrian use.
▪ The Glenwood Bridge should be included as a part of the concept so that bicycle and pedestrian
traffic can safely and comfortably get to the greenbelt.
▪ Once the preferred alternative is chosen, the design should include the following
considerations:
o Accessible Pedestrian Signals (APS) should be included.
o The multi-use path should be designed in a way to maintain a buffer that can
accommodate street trees to accommodate the comfort, thus facilitating more use of
the pathway by bicycles and pedestrians.
o Design of roadway should be designed so that lowering speeds is an option.
▪ Thank you for responding to our previous questions about the designs and we appreciate and
support the design changes to the concepts expect for the addition of a grade separated
bike/ped bridge to the Quadrant and through U alternatives. The primary advantages of the
Quadrant and through U alternatives over the Partial left is the ability to better accommodate
bike + pedestrian traffic at grade. For additional comments, please see the VRT board letter.
Attachment “E” includes the completed comment sheets from the PAC.
We trust this information provides an adequate summary of the PAC Meeting #3. Please let us know
if you have any questions.

Appendix A Sign-In Sheet

Appendix B PAC Meeting #3 PowerPoint Presentation

PROJECT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING #3

June 25, 2018

ITD PN A020(049), Key No. 20049 / ACHD PN 317045

Meeting Agenda & Purpose





Introductions
PAC Meeting #2
Summary
Public Comment
Summary







Updated concept
designs
Planning-level cost
estimates & evaluation
results
Schedule and next steps

Since the last PAC Meeting #2…


Updates to:









Boise City Council
ACHD Commission

Public informational
meetings and online
survey in April
Business/stakeholder
meetings
PMT Meeting #7






PAC meeting #2
summary
Public comment summary
Updates to the concept
designs, cost estimates,
& evaluation results

PAC Meeting #2 Summary

PAC Ranking of Alternatives




Partial Quadrant
(Alternative 3A) has
the greatest support.
Median U-Turn
(Alternative 4B) has
the 2nd most support.



Least support is for nobuild and displaced
left-turn (Alternative
5A).

No Build Alternative












Intersection has substantial capacity; people will take
alternative routes and modes
Preferred option and add accessible pedestrian signals (APS)
Something needs to be done
Congestion will get worse
Emergency responders have challenges with traffic queues
(Glenwood NB to State WB)
Not pedestrian/bicyclist friendly
Pedestrian crossings are difficult
Bus stop at Big Lots is not near a crosswalk
Intersection functions poorly for all modes and adjacent land uses

Partial Quadrant Intersection (3A)













Distributes traffic patterns
Best for peds/bikes/transit
Provides better access to Strawberry Glen
Improved accessibility and response times for
emergency vehicles
Better support for TOD
New roadway not great for pedestrians
Cuts through parking lot and bisects services
Expensive
Moderate future capacity
Utility impacts on north side of State Street

Responses to Questions Raised by the PAC
Alternative 3A (Partial Quadrant Intersection)


Why are there two right turn
lanes from State onto
Glenwood for the Partial
Quadrant? Only one right turn
for the Median U-Turn?


Operations and queue
management between the two
alternatives.
◼
◼

Signalized right turns for
Partial Quadrant
Channelized right turn with
RRFB for the Median U-Turn



Could the State/Glenwood
intersection width be
narrowed with only one right
turn lane? And does that right
turn have to be a free right?


If narrowed to one right turn
lane, the lane would need to
be a channelized right turn
lane with RRFB.

Responses to Questions Raised by the PAC
Alternative 3A (Partial Quadrant Intersection)


Do you need 7 lanes at
intersection #5? Could one of
the right turn lanes be
combined with the through
lane?


The two northbound right turn
lanes are needed for
operations and queue
management.



Has there been consideration to
extending the street through to
Riverside Drive to allow for a
parallel local road?


This parallel road had more
impacts to the shopping center,
so it was not carried forward. It
could be considered further if
this alternative moved forward
into the design phase. More
discussions with the property
owner would be needed.

Median U-Turn (4B)














Best access for all modes
New entrance to Walmart makes sense
Good safety performance
Favorable for auto circulation
Improved accessibility and response times for
emergency vehicles
Elevated pedestrian walkway would be nice
U-turns being confusing and high traffic volume
Closely spaced intersections
Concerns with peds/bikes at dual right turn lanes
and triple left turns
Utility impacts on north side of State Street

Responses to Questions Raised by the PAC
Alternative 4B (Median U-Turn)


Greenspace on south end of
Glenwood – Can it be used to
expand roadway for better
ped/walk?


We added a multi-use
pathway to both sides of
Glenwood Street.

Partial Displaced Left Turn (5A)














Elevated pedestrian walkway would need to
connect all four corners
Good safety performance
Need overpass for biking and walking
Closure of Strawberry Glen
Raised medians not good for emergency services
Not good for visually impaired
Intersection too big
Utility impacts on north side of State Street
Vehicle movements are prioritized with this design
TOD options diminished
Emergency services and future land use are not
improved

Responses to Questions Raised by the PAC
Alternative 5A (Displaced Left Turn)


How many other ways do they
have to get out of SW
neighborhood with Alternative
5A?




Access to Riverside Street or
via access on State Street
Added right-in/right-out/leftin access to Strawberry Glen
Road



Can the median on the south
leg be narrowed?


Maybe, but still needs to be
provided for the roadway
alignment

Responses to Questions Raised by the PAC
Alternative 5A (Displaced Left Turn)


Can peds/bicyclists cross at
the new signal on Glenwood?


We did look at this in more
detail, but providing a
pedestrian crossing had a
major impact on the traffic
operations on Glenwood
Street.



On Glenwood north of
Riverside, can the merge from
3 to 2 lanes be shortened?


The 3rd lane is needed to
provide adequate distance
for merging. The 3rd lane
becomes the southbound right
turn lane at Riverside.

Responses to Questions Raised by the PAC
General


There were concerns about
raised medians. Are any of
the proposals being
redesigned based on that
input from PAC #2?


Raised medians are a critical
part of these designs as they
provide positive guidance for
motorists and help with
managing access for safety.



Discuss if the addition of the
second BRT station is
acceptable and the pros &
cons.


Two stations can work with
any of the alternatives. The
TOD Study has identified this
preference and the
alternatives reflect the two
stations.

Responses to Questions Raised by the PAC
General


Add a multi-use pathway to
both sides of Glenwood
Street.


All of the alternatives have
been updated to include a
pathway on both sides.



Can the speed limit be
lowered?


This topic is outside of this
Study scope. However,
text/information could
potentially be added to the
Final Study Report regarding
this item.

Public Comment Summary

Sources of Comments Received
(As of April 30th, 2018)
Location
Garden City Hall

Date(s)
April 4, 2018

Attendees
152

Comments
72 (53)

Covenant Presbyterian Church

April 5, 2018

12

6

Eagle Public Library

April 11, 2018

58

28

Boise Public Library

April 12, 2018

12

3

Emails/Letters

-

-

10 (1)

Online Comments

-

-

338 (231)

TOTAL

-

234

457 (384*)

Italics text – August 2018 public comments
*includes 99 map comments

What Zip Code Do You Live In?


56% live near the
intersection (95%)

Italics text – August 2018 public comments

Reasons for Traveling
Through Intersection

Own/manage a business located near the
intersection

7

Reason

Work related travel

11

Personal errands/entertainment/shopping

53% personal errands,
entertainment, or
shopping (61%)

155

Commuting (to/from work or school)

116

0

50

100

150

Number of Responses

200



41% commuting to
work or school (28%)

Italics text – August 2018 public comments

Level of Support for the Alternatives
Strongly
Oppose

Oppose

Neutral

Support

Strongly
Support

No Build

96

76

47

31

44

Partial Quadrant

75

100

51

46

24

Median U-Turn

53

80

66

61

30

Partial Displaced Left Turn

60

43

42

101

50

Alternative

No Build Alternative
Blank
4%




Strongly
Support
15%
Strongly
Oppose
31%

Support
10%

Neutral
15%
Oppose
25%

Strongly Support

Support

Neutral

Oppose

Strongly Oppose

Blank

Lowest cost of alternatives
Results in no additional construction on State
Street



Least impact on existing businesses



Something needs to be done



Traffic will get worse

Partial Quadrant Intersection (3A)
Blank
3%



Strongly
Support
8%
Strongly
Oppose
24%


Support
15%


Neutral
17%
Oppose
33%





Strongly Support

Support

Neutral

Oppose

Strongly Oppose

Blank

Best for all transportation modes including
biking, walking or taking the bus
Maintains access for shopping center off
Gary Lane
Gives drivers options for making turns
Too expensive
Too many additional signals
Doesn’t do enough to fix the congestion
problem for the cost of the improvements

Median U-Turn (4B)

Blank
5%
Strongly
Oppose
17%

Strongly
Support
10%


Support
20%




Oppose
26%
Neutral
22%


Strongly Support

Support

Neutral

Oppose

Strongly Oppose

Blank



Similar design to nearby intersection
(VMP & State)
Entrance to Walmart makes more sense
with this alternative
Cost effective option
U-turns are dangerous and difficult for
some vehicles to make
Increased number of traffic signals
Need to wait and see if this works at
VMP & State

Partial Displaced Left Turn (5A)
Blank
2%


Strongly
Support
17%

Strongly
Oppose
20%




Oppose
14%
Support
33%
Neutral
14%

Strongly Support

Support

Neutral

Oppose

Strongly Oppose

Blank

Lowest cost with the most improvement to
traffic flow
Least impact to existing right of way
Support with the addition of the bicycle
and pedestrian overpass



Too confusing/difficult to navigate



Blocks access to Strawberry Glen



Blocks access to many businesses



Does not do enough to improve traffic flow



Poor for people biking or walking

Bicycle and Pedestrian Overpass
Strongly
Oppose
7%

Blank
0%



67% either support or strongly support


Oppose
10%


Strongly
Support
37%




Neutral
16%


Support
30%


Strongly Support

Support

Neutral

Oppose

Strongly Oppose

Blank

Safety
Lots of pedestrians and bicyclists
Helps connect the north and south
Makes sense with the alternatives being
considered and adjacent land uses
If you did one thing, do this now

17% oppose or strongly oppose



Cost
Not enough pedestrian and bicycle activity to
warrant this improvement

Stakeholder Input

Right-in/Right-out on Gary Lane


To provide truck
circulation for
Albertsons




Requested a rightin/right-out driveway
remain with the
alternatives

ACTION: Including a
right-out driveway with
all alternatives

Bike/Pedestrian Improvement
on Glenwood Bridge to Marigold St








Received several comments
ITD met with representatives
from ACHD Bicycle Advisory
Committee and Foundatin for
Ada/County Trails Systems
(FACTS) in field
Requested a bike/pedestrian
improvement (~1,000 feet)
on Bridge with this Study

ACTION: ITD exploring
options on the bridge

Northgate and Plantation
Shopping Centers


Received a letter dated 04/24/2018



Partial Quadrant





Median U-Turn





Some impacts to NSC access
Significant impacts to PSC access

Some impacts to NSC access
Less impacts to PSC access

Partial Displaced Left-Turn



Some impacts to NSC access
Less impacts to PSC access

Updated Concept Designs, Cost Estimates, & Eval Results

Key Updates to Concept Designs


Two-way cycle track on Gary Lane


12’ cycle track (2.0’ buffer and two, 5’ bike lanes)
◼
◼
◼



Multi-use pathway on both sides of Glenwood Street


14’ pathway
◼
◼
◼



FHWA Separated Bike Lane Planning and Design Guide
MUTCD
ACHD Roadway to Bikeways Plan (2018 Addendum)

AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities
MUTCD
ACHD Roadway to Bikeways Plan (2018 Addendum)

Consideration of pedestrian/bicycle overpass with any alternative


Cost range: $5-10 million

Key Updates to Concept Designs


Added right-out
driveway on Gary
Lane to all alternatives
Right-out
Driveway

Key Updates to Concept Designs


Partial displaced
left-turn
alternative
 Converted

Strawberry Glen
Road connection
to right-in/rightout/left-in

Updated Evaluation Results
Criteria

NB

3A - Quad

4B - MUT

5A - DLT

Auto Mobility

-0.8

-0.2

1.0

1.0

Pedestrian, Bicycle, Transit Mobility*

-0.6

0.9

0.3

0.3

Safety Performance

0.0

0.1

0.5

0.3

Land Use*

0.3

0.2

0.0

-0.2

Community Support*

-0.3

0.3

0.8

0.5

Total Score

-1.4

1.3

2.6

1.9

Cost (in millions)

-

$17.8

$17.2

$16.9

Right of Way (square-feet)

-

164K

141K

104K

Comment Sheet


Please return comment
sheet by July 2nd
 Thank

you!

Next Steps

Next Steps (June → July)


PAC Meeting #3
Summary




Return comments by July
2nd

Agency Updates


Late June to mid-July



Schedule PMT Meeting #8




Mid-July

Prepare Concept Study
Report


By July 31st

Appendix C PAC Meeting #3 Materials Packet

PAC Meeting #3 Agenda
INT GLENWOOD ST & STATE ST STUDY, BOISE
ITD PN A020(049), Key No. 20049 / ACHD PN 317045

June 25, 2018 - 1:30 PM to 3:30 PM
ITD District 3 Large Conference Room

The purpose of this meeting is to review the public comment summary, PAC meeting #2 summary,
updated concept designs, preliminary costs, and evaluation results, as well as gather input from the
PAC on a preferred alternative or set of alternatives for moving into development of the Final Concept
Study Report.
1. Introductions

All

2. Public/Stakeholder Outreach

Andy/Brett

a. PAC Meeting #2 Summary (Attachment A)
b. Public Comment Summary (Attachment B)
c. Stakeholder Input
i. Right-in/right-out driveway on Gary Lane
ii. Bike/pedestrian improvement on Glenwood Bridge
iii. Impacts to Northgate and Plantation Shopping Centers
3. Updated Concept Designs (Attachment C)

Andy/Brett

a. Two-way cycle track on Gary Lane
b. Multi-use pathway on Glenwood Street
c. Pedestrian/bicycle overpass
d. Right-out driveway on Gary Lane
e. Access to Strawberry Glen (Displaced Left Turn)
4. Updated Planning-Level Cost Estimates & Evaluation Results

Andy/Brett

5. Schedule & Next Steps

Andy

a. Comments from PAC Meeting #3 – by July 2nd
b. Agency updates – June/July 2018
c. PMT Meeting #8 – July 2018
d. Final Concept Study Report – by July 31st

FILENAME: C:\USERS\ADALEIDEN\DESKTOP\PAC #3\20659_PACMEETING#3__AGENDA_06-25-2018.DOCX

Appendix D PAC Meeting #3 Comment Sheets

I have committed a lot of time to these PAC meetings, hoping my input would be considered
and I would have an impact on the final outcome. Nearly every single comment made by
committee members was focused on bike and ped safety, yet we continue to be given the
answer that those sorts of details will be worked on in the design phase. I hope that isn’t true
and decisions will be based on vulnerable users.
My recommendations are the following:
1. DO NOT BUILD A PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE – At such a great cost, this facility will not create a
safe place for people to walk across the street but rather it will cause pedestrians to
cross where the road is not set up for their safety. A better use of funds is to improve
safety at intersections for pedestrians – by lowering wait times, paint high visibility cross
walks, install pedestrian lead interval signals, refuge islands, and bulb outs. Will this
increase wait times for cars? Yes it will. But it will reduce pedestrian deaths.
2. Protected bike lanes along both sides of State Street for the entire length of the
corridor. Paint won’t protect bicyclists if the posted speed limit is 45mph and the design
speed is much higher. Bicyclists won’t feel safe without a barrier between themselves
and motorists, thus reducing use. You must build a facility to protect bicyclists and have
it continuous throughout the corridor, just like roads are continuous for motorists.
3. Pedestrian Comfort – Sidewalks must be buffered from traffic with green space, trees
and benches. Bus stops must have shelters. Push buttons must be ADA compliant and
accessible. All users must be accommodated since many people with disabilities, visually
impaired, and lower income live along this corridor.
The three build options proposed have no human consideration in their planning whatsoever.
As the area around these roads continues to be developed, expansion of State/Glenwood will
discourage area residents from walking or biking and they will be forced into their cars for
short, local trips if it is not safe.
As proposed, I can not support any of the three build options until more non-motorized data is
presented. None of the build designs are people focused. All the decisions being made about
this intersection are 100% auto focused first, while all other users come later. I realize the high
congestion of this intersection, but if these decisions continue to be made to accommodate
only vehicles, this road will be more congested shortly after expansion due to its role in
encouraging more growth further west.
Cynthia Gibson

06/25/2018

COMMENTS
Glenwood & State Intersection Study PAC Meeting #3

Jenah Thronborrow
Name________________________________________
Garden City Development Services
Organization__________________________________
Rank
Alternatives
Comments
Please rank the alternatives from 1 to 4. 1 being(Circle
your preferred
alternative and 4 being your least
preferred.
One Each)
The no-build is not desirable in that the bicycle and pedestrian
comfort and safety are very bad. Should the no-build option be
selected, measures to safely and comfortably introduce bicycle and
pedestrian use should be added.

1: No Build

3A: Partial Quadrant Intersection

1

X1

2

2

X3

3

4

4

As the City of Boise has introduced the idea of a modified no-build
option that would introduce bicycle and pedestrian facilities, this
has become the third ranked option rather than forth from the
previous rankings. If there were more details in what this could
look like, this could be ranked higher.

This option best enables the area to redevelop with a pattern
supportive of transit. This option also is the best to introduce
bicycle and pedestrian facilities that may be safe and comfortable
enough to be utilized. While the Police Department has noted that
the location of the proposed stoplight on Glenwood is problematic
for vehicular circulation on Glenwood, there is the option to utilize
the existing light at Riverside and have the proposed stoplight at
Strawberry Glen function with possibly an RRFB.

The expanse of the intersection as proposed in the Median
U-Turn is problematic for bicycle/ pedestrian use. As a
result, this alternative does not seem to support the State
Street Corridor project without the pedestrian overpass
crossing both Glenwood and State Street.
4B: Median U-Turn

1

X2

3

4

The Displaced Left option is not desirable as it does little to
introduce a safe and comfortable environment for bicycles
and pedestrians. It also is contrary to the identified vision of
the adjacent land uses.
5A: Partial Displaced Left Turn

1

2

3

X4

COMMENTS
Glenwood & State Intersection Study PAC Meeting #3
Please provide any other comments
These comments are intended for scoring purposes only. The comments do not include a specific endorsement of any option. It
should be noted that Garden City Police Department and the Garden City Council have also submitted independent comments.
These comments are specific to the Garden City Development Services Department, even if they echo other comments received
from the City Council.
A pedestrian overpass is desirable provided that the overpass is designed in such a way that pedestrians will not have to go out of their
way to utilize the overpass. If the overpass is not designed appropriately it could hinder future land use and bicycle and pedestrian use.
The Glenwood Bridge should be included as a part of the concept so that bicycle and pedestrian traffic can safely and comfortably get to
the greenbelt.
Once the preferred alternative is chosen, the design should include the following considerations:
–
Accessible Pedestrian Signals should be included.
–
The multi-use path should be designed in a way to maintain a buffer that can accommodate street trees to accommodate the
comfort, thus facilitating more use of the pathway by bicycles and pedestrians.
–
Design of roadway should be designed so that lowering speeds is an option.

06/25/2018

COMMENTS
Glenwood & State Intersection Study PAC Meeting #3

Kyle Holman
Name________________________________________
FHWA Idaho Division
Organization__________________________________
Rank
Alternatives
Comments
Please rank the alternatives from 1 to 4. 1 being(Circle
your preferred
alternative and 4 being your least
preferred.
One Each)

1: No Build

1

2

3

4

Multiple intersections operating at LOS D & E is of concern,
especially with closely spaced intersections.

3A: Partial Quadrant Intersection

1

2

3

4

All intersections operating at or better than LOS C with 4 of 5
intersections operating at LOS B, that is why 4B is first choice.
shorter ped crossings than 5A
4B: Median U-Turn

1

2

3

4

Concerned with Glenwood and State St intersection operating
at LOS D. Do not see reasoning to choose above 4B.

5A: Partial Displaced Left Turn

1

2

3

4

COMMENTS
Glenwood & State Intersection Study PAC Meeting #3
Please provide any other comments

What data (# pedestrians, # of bikes) supports the need for two 14ft multi-use paths on Glenwood?

Why are two 14 ft paths needed to reach a 10 ft greenbelt path?

What is the crash history at this intersection for peds and bikes? Is there any existing issues?

06/25/2018

COMMENTS
Glenwood & State Intersection Study PAC Meeting #3

Name_Karen Gallagher__________________________
Organization__City of Boise, PDS ________________
Rank
Alternatives
Comments
Please rank the alternatives from 1 to 4. 1 being(Circle
your preferred
alternative and 4 being your least
preferred.
One Each)

1: No Build

3A: Partial Quadrant Intersection

4B: Median U-Turn

5A: Partial Displaced Left Turn

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

3

3

3

3

4

4

4

4

Currently, there is auto capacity at the intersection. The Boise PDS
team requests reconsideration of this option with some modifications
to create an option with a better cost-benefit result compared to the
other options, which are costly at $17-27M. As stated below, the
City's goal is to realize the State Street transit plan and make transit
a convenient, efficient travel option. The TTOP plan calls for 7 lanes
on State St.; there are 7 lanes east of Glenwood. Requested
modifications: 1) change the right turn lane on the west leg of State St. to a

through/right turn lane (or explore a dedicated right turn lane), 2) on the south
leg, modify the design of the right turn lanes as recently completed at Cole/
Overland to improve ped/bike function, 3) add a signal at Big Lots on State for
safety and ped mobility, 4) add ped/bike facilities as shown in other options,
and 5) provide a phased approach to adding the transit lanes on the west leg of
State St (from Glenwood to the park n ride at Old Horseshoe Bend Road to
allow transit access for Eagle residents.

The Boise PDS team supports options that provide people
with choices in transportation. Over time as vehicle capacity
improvements draw more vehicles and then fill up, people will
seek alternatives to waiting in lanes of traffic. The other
options (walking, biking and transit) need to be convenient &
comfortable. The Partial Quadrant is the best option for ped/
bike mobility, transit stations, access to transit stations, &
supportive of redevelopment. It includes new signals that
provide additional crossing opportunities for pedestrians &
bicyclists. Allowing pedestrians to cross at the Strawberry
Glenn signal would be beneficial. This option scored the
highest for ped/bike/transit and works best with a property
owner(s) that is willing to redevelop
This option is favorable for auto circulation, but does little to
enhance ped/bike mobility. Grade separated crossings require
out of direction travel and additional effort to gain access the
bridge. At-grade crossings of State/Glenwood would be 12-ft
wider for pedestrians and bicyclists to cross compared to the
partial quadrant intersection.

This option creates a large intersection that prioritizes autos
over pedestrians, bicyclists and transit. The goal is to realize
the State Street transit plan and make transit a convenient
travel option with supportive land uses and to provide
pedestrian & bicycle facilities that provide transit users a high
quality system as on par with that for vehciles. Option 5A,
Partial Displaced Left Turn, is the least favorable for this goal.

COMMENTS
Glenwood & State Intersection Study PAC Meeting #3
Please provide any other comments
As state above, we are interested in a cost-benefit analysis due to the high estimated costs and adding a 5th option - a modified "no-build".
Boise Fire supports the Partial Quadrant as the #1 choice.

06/25/2018

COMMENTS
Glenwood & State Intersection Study PAC Meeting #3

Gary Segers
Name________________________________________
ACHD - Bicycle Advisory Committee

Organization__________________________________

Rank
Alternatives
Comments
Please rank the alternatives from 1 to 4. 1 being(Circle
your preferred
alternative and 4 being your least
preferred.
One Each)

1: No Build

1

2

3

3A: Partial Quadrant Intersection

1

2

3

4B: Median U-Turn

1

2

3

4

My only concern is the point
raised by Garden City Police
rep that having such a short
distance between the signals at
4
Riverside Drive and the new traffic
signal will cause drivers increase
speed to avoid the signal.

4

Would be hesitant to support
this option without seeing
how well it works at VMP
5A: Partial Displaced Left Turn

1

2

3

4

COMMENTS
Glenwood & State Intersection Study PAC Meeting #3
Please provide any other comments

As I stressed at the meeting, the Concept Study must include the Glenwood
Bridge to Marigold. It is part of the study area and bike/ped improvements
are essential across the bridge as well as the approaches on Glenwood both
south and north of the bridge. Connectivity is critical to improve active
transportation.
Additionally, this study should coincide with bike/ped improvements for the
the Pierce Park/State and Collister/State Street improvement studies. It is
not clear to me that this study reflects the work being done with other
studies along State Street relative to bike/ped improvements.

Andy Daleiden
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Steve Achabal <Steve.Achabal@icbvi.idaho.gov>
Monday, July 02, 2018 3:52 PM
Andy Daleiden
RE: Glenwood/State Street Study - Update and PAC Meeting #3 (June 25)

Hi Andy,
I still stand by the answers on my original questionnaire sent in January.
Thanks,
Steve
From: Andy Daleiden [mailto:ADALEIDEN@kittelson.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2018 3:42 PM
To: Andy Daleiden
Cc: David Corcoran (Dcorcoran@achdidaho.org); Mark Wasdahl; Brett Korporaal; Carson Shaw
Subject: RE: Glenwood/State Street Study - Update and PAC Meeting #3 (June 25)

Hi PAC members,
Thank you to everyone who was able to participate in yesterday’s PAC meeting. We appreciate the input and dialogue that occurred as it helps lead us to better
outcome for the community. As I mentioned at the meeting and for those unable to attend, we are looking for comment sheets to be returned by July 2.
Attached is the comment sheet for your use along with the PowerPoint slides from yesterday’s meeting. Additionally, the updated fact sheets with the
alternatives and evaluation results are posted on our ftp site (link listed below) due to the file size. Please let me know if you have any questions.
Additionally, for your reference, ACHD will be hosting a Public Informational Meeting on the Pierce Park/State Street project on August 1, 2018 from 5:30 PM to
6:30 PM. The meeting will be located at the Castle Hills Church of the Nazarene (5707 W Castle Dr).
Regards,
Andy
Andy Daleiden, PE
Principal Engineer

1

Kittelson & Associates, Inc.
Transportation Engineering / Planning
208.338.2683
208.867.3898 (cell)

From: Andy Daleiden
Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2018 12:11 PM
To: Andy Daleiden <ADALEIDEN@kittelson.com>
Cc: David Corcoran (Dcorcoran@achdidaho.org) <Dcorcoran@achdidaho.org>; Mark Wasdahl <Mark.Wasdahl@itd.idaho.gov>; Brett Korporaal
<bkorporaal@kittelson.com>
Subject: Glenwood/State Street Study - Update and PAC Meeting #3 (June 25)
Good morning Glenwood Street/State Street Project Advisory Committee (PAC) members,
First off, thank you for your contributions to date on the development of the Glenwood Street/State Street Concept Study. We have completed several activities
since PAC Meeting #2 in December 2017. These activities include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Update to Boise City Council in January 2018
Update to ACHD Commission in January 2018
Four public informational meetings in April 2018
Meetings with businesses/stakeholders in April, May, and June 2018
PMT Meeting #7 in May 2018
Developed summary from PAC Meeting #2
Developed summary from public informational meetings and survey
Completed updates to the concept designs, cost estimates, & evaluation results

With this progress, we would like to hold the next (last) PAC Meeting #3 on Monday, June 25th from 1:30 to 3:30 PM at ITD District 3 (Large Conference Room),
8150 Chinden Boulevard, Boise.
The purpose of the meeting is to provide an update of the above items and gather input from the PAC on a preferred alternative or set of alternatives to move
ahead into development of the Final Concept Study Report. In preparation for the PAC Meeting #3, we have uploaded the following information to our ftp site in
the PAC #3 folder for your review (http://www.kittelson.com/ftp, User ID: GlenwoodState_PAC, Password: glenwoodstate):
• Meeting Agenda (also attached)
• PAC Meeting #2 Summary
• Public Comment Summary
• Updated Concept Designs for the Tier 2 Alternatives (low and high resolution)

2

Additionally, the visualization videos of the Tier 2 Alternatives (Year 2040 Conditions, Weekday PM Peak Hour) are still available on YouTube for your reference.
• No Build: https://youtu.be/iiEpT7ahXh4
• Alternative 3A: Partial Quadrant: https://youtu.be/hX1SVrJLmZI
• Alternative 4B: Median U-Turn: https://youtu.be/akL68ZrDf1g
• Alternative 5A: Partial Displaced Left Turn: https://youtu.be/fOiAsS3zShY
Thank you again for participating on the PAC and look forward to seeing you in a few weeks. Please let me know if you have questions and/or comments, or will
not be able to attend the PAC Meeting #3.
Regards,
Andy
Andy Daleiden, PE
Principal Engineer
Kittelson & Associates, Inc.
Transportation Engineering / Planning
101 South Capitol Blvd, Suite 301
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.338.2683
208.867.3898 (cell)

Streetwise

Twitter

Facebook
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12/14/2017

COMMENTS
Glenwood & State Intersection Study PAC Meeting #2

Name_Karen Gallagher_______________________
Organization____City of Boise__________________
Rank
Alternatives
Comments
Please rank the alternatives from 1 to 4. 1 being(Circle
your preferred
alternative and 4 being your least
preferred.
One Each)
Not ped/bike friendly.

1: No Build

1

2

3

4

Appears to be the most supportive of ped/bike mobility, transit
stations/access to transit, and redevelopment.

3A: Partial Quadrant Intersection
(Northwest and Southeast)

1

2

3

4

Concerns with low visibility between ped/bikes and drivers at dual,
free-running right turns from State to Glenwood (even with the
signalized crossing).

4B: Median U-Turn
(East and West +Triple Northbound
Left Turn Lanes)

1

2

3

4

Concerns with triple left turn lanes and dual free-running right turn
lanes.

Can the median on the south leg be narrowed?
Can peds/bicyclists cross at the new signal on Glenwood?
On Glenwood north of Riverside, can the merge from 3 to 2 lanes be

5A: Partial Displaced Left Turn
(Northbound)

shortened? There are not 3 southbound lanes south of Riverside.

1

2

3

4

The grade separated ped crossing requires out-of-direction travel
and additional effort to gain access the bridge.
East leg of Glenwood: the signal's location does not facilitate access
between the NE & SE quads, especially for bikes & peds.
Emergency services least favorite alternative, due to the
channelizing medians.

COMMENTS
Glenwood & State Intersection Study PAC Meeting #2
Please provide any other comments
The City of Boise requests modifications to the evaluation criteria, as listed below, and then re-evaluating the projects followed by
further discussion. That said, the City team is very hesitant to rank the alternatives on page 1.
Please add to the project's purpose statement to comply with the cities' standards too.
Requested modifications to the evaluation criteria:
- Work with VRT, Boise City, and Garden City to identify future transit stations and then evaluate the transit operation efficiency with each
alternative.
- Per TTOP, one BRT station is planned at this intersection. Discuss if the addition of the second BRT station is acceptable and the pros & cons.
- To meet the project objective "Improves the intersection functionality for all users and enhances connectivity", add criteria for ped/bike crossing
distances, delay/waiting time, crossing time, and comfort/pedestrian LOS.
- Add a multi-use path to both sides of Glenwood and Gary Lane and to State Street to allow access to the destinations at four quadrants and
beyond the intersections (schools, foothill trails, Greenbelt, Garden City City Hall, multi-use path south of Marigold on Glenwood, and the
Fairgrounds/Hawks Staduim). Coordinate with the bike facilities being discussed for the State/Pierce Park intersection project.
- To meet the project objective "Accommodates the surrounding current and planned land uses, including the proposed redevelopment of State
Street as a transit-oriented corridor", include redevelopment potential. The current Land Use criteria looks at impacts to existing buildings
including access and utilities, but does not address redevelopment potential. A possible solution is to look at block length/density. Work Boise City
and Garden City staff for a solution.
- Add the delay on the side streets/signalized access points.

Supportive of the access control proposed on Gary Lane that routes traffic to Bunch Court.
Can the speed limit be lowered?

12/14/2017

COMMENTS
Glenwood & State Intersection Study PAC Meeting #2

Name: Jenah Thornborrow
Organization:Garden City
Rank
Alternatives
Comments
Please rank the alternatives from 1 to 4. 1 being(Circle
your preferred
alternative and 4 being your least
preferred.
One Each)

1: No Build

1

2

3

X4

The existing intersection functions poorly for all
modes of transportation and for adjacent land uses

This alternative appears to be most supportive of
potential redevelopment that would facilitate a
TOD node as well as a variety of travel modes.
3A: Partial Quadrant Intersection
(Northwest and Southeast)

4B: Median U-Turn
(East and West +Triple Northbound
Left Turn Lanes)

5A: Partial Displaced Left Turn
(Northbound)

1X

1

1

2

X
2

2

3

3

X3

4

4

4

Has there been consideration to extending the
street through to Riverside Drive to allow for a
parallel local road?

This option appears to be favorable for
automobile traffic circulation, but may not go
far enough in facilitating other modes of
transportation.

This option does not seem to improve
services for emergency services, future land
use development patterns, and depending on
the bridge, may not improve bike and
pedestrian levels of service

Appendix E PAC Meeting #3 Notes

Glenwood Street & State Street
PAC Meeting #3
June 25, 2018

Introductions/Attendance
▪

Andy Daleiden – Kittelson & Associates, Inc.

▪

Brett Korporaal – Kittelson & Associates, Inc.

▪

Mark Wasdahl – Idaho Transportation Department

▪

Caleb Lakey – Idaho Transportation Department

▪

Ryan Lancaster – Idaho Transportation Department

▪

David Corcoran – Ada County Highway District

▪

Carson Shaw – Ada County Highway District

▪

Angela Lythgoe – Garden City Police

▪

Alexis Pickering – Central District Health Department

▪

Karen Gallagher – City of Boise

▪

Steve Achabal - Idaho Commission for the Blind & Visually Impaired

▪

Kyle Holman – Federal Highway Administration

▪

Jenah Thornborrow – Garden City

▪

Cynthia Gibson – Idaho Walk Bike Alliance

▪

Mary Ann Waldinger – COMPASS

▪

Gary Segers – ACHD Bicycle Advisory Committee

Public/Stakeholders Outreach Summary
▪
▪

▪

▪

Clarification that the comments and findings being presented in this section reflect the previous
comments and questions received from the PAC.
Question asked about the southern extent of the multi-use pathway.
o Multi-use pathway will extend to the Glenwood Bridge – ITD is exploring options,
discussion to follow on the connection over the bridge.
Question asked about the look of the multi-use pathway.
o Designed to a 14’ width with landscaped buffer depending on the cross section and
available ROW.
o PAC member would like to make sure the multi-use path as wide as possible, exceeding
14’ in width if possible.
PAC would like to stress the importance of lowering the speed limit as part of this study (from
45 mph to 35 mph).

o

▪

▪

Support for adding a section to the final report regarding lowering the speed limit in
support of safety and the amount of other activities such as the bicyclists and pedestrian
in the area.
o How can the design influence lower speed?
• Should the design incorporate methods to help lower speeds?
Clarification on what concept the overpass would be included.
o Explained that the overpass could be incorporated into any of the concepts.
o The support of an overpass was a separate question from the support of any alternative.
• The question regarding support of an overpass was received well by folks who
answered the survey, 67% were in support.
o City of Boise is not in support of a pedestrian and bicycle overpass.
• Because of the complications of destinations within each of the quadrants and
surrounding area, the use and benefit of an overpass may not be worth the cost
and could alternatively disrupt the flow of pedestrian and bicycle traffic within
the area.
ITD is exploring options for bicycle and pedestrian improvements across the Glenwood Bridge.
o Lane striping across the bridge are being explored, including a protected bike lane.
o PAC believes that it’s imperative that a bike and pedestrian improvement is included
across the bridge.
• Unanimous support of connectivity and access the Glenwood Bridge and to the
Greenbelt.
o Action item of the consultant to follow up and work with ITD on what those options are.

Updated Concept Design
▪

▪

▪

Members of the PAC respectfully request that the pedestrian and bicycle improvements across
the Glenwood Bridge be included in the updated concept design.
o An alternative analysis to change bridge components or add bridge structure to
accommodate pedestrian and bicycle improvements is not part of the scope.
• Cross section options are currently being explored with ITD and ACHD with the
intent that a discussion of the findings would be included and incorporated into
the recommendations.
Clarification on the extents of the multi-use pathway along State Street to Pierce Park and
beyond.
o The design along State Street currently matches what is identified in TTOP.
o How does this project’s design incorporate the design at Pierce Park?
• Pierce Park is going to 11’ lanes with striped bicycle lanes.
• PMT can circle back with the design team on the State Street/Pierce Park
design.
o The design will tie into the State Street/Pierce Park design.
Will the design incorporate pullout for VRT buses?
o The current design does not incorporate bus pullouts; however, the current TOD study is
addressing this matter. Recommendations from that study could be incorporated into
the design along State Street.

▪

Would APS systems be included in the design of the crossings at the intersections within the
study area?
o ITD does not install APS crossings unless it is formally requested during the design phase
of the project.
o ACHD would install APS at any crossing that the agency maintains.
o Request from PAC members that a recommendation be made to include APS at all
signalized crossings within the study area.

Updated Planning-Level Cost Estimate & Evaluation Results
▪

▪

Question about the 0.1 score for safety performance of Alternative 3A.
o A lower score was in part because of the number of intersections and the increase in
number of conflict points.
Clarification that the square footage of right-of-way (ROW) is included in the total cost.
o Yes, a cost per square foot of ROW was assumed and included in the respective
alternative’s total cost.

Schedule and Next Steps
▪
▪
▪

▪
▪

PAC to return comments by July 2nd.
Agency updates between now and mid-July.
ITD will run a TREDIS model for benefit-cost to determine project prioritization. Timing of the
project is influenced based on need.
o Based on vehicle throughput and vehicular safety.
Schedule PMT Meeting #8 (mid-July).
Prepare Concept Study Report by July 31st.

Miscellaneous Discussion
▪
▪

▪

▪

There is no clear win-win solution for accommodating and improving vehicle mobility,
pedestrian and bicycle mobility, transit accessibility and land-use.
The new signal south of State Street as part of the Quadrant Alternative will likely see a high
number of crashes and red light running due to drivers trying to make it through the new
roadway segment as part of this alternative.
Garden City Police don’t see speed limit as the main reason for crashes within the region. The
two highest contributing causes for crashes are the following:
o Following to close
o Inattention
July 10th (Boise City Council)

