MEETING NOTICE AND AGENDA
Technical Advisory Committee
BTPO Conference Room
Monday, August 24, 2020
9:30 am
Remote meeting information
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/684464925

You can also dial in using your phone.
United States: +1 (872) 240-3212
Access Code: 684-464-925

1. TAC minutes from June 22, 2020 (Action Item)– The TAC will consider the approval of the
minutes from the June 22, 2020 meeting.
2. FY 2021 – 2027 Transportation Improvement Program (Action Item) – The TAC may
consider recommending approval of the TIP to the Policy Board.
3. 2021 - 2027 Air Quality Conformity Determination (Action Item) – The TAC may consider
recommending approval of the conformity determination to the Policy Board.
4. FY 2021 Unified Planning and Work Program (Action Item) – The TAC may consider
recommending approval of the UPWP to the Policy Board.
5. Draft Traffic Impact Analysis Report – Staff will present the draft Traffic Impact Analysis
update.
6. The fiscal Year 2021 Meeting Calander – Staff will present the meeting calendar for FY
2021.
7. Committee Member Reports – Agenda item provides time for committee members to
update the group on activities that could affect regional transportation planning.
September 28, 2020, is the next meeting scheduled.

Agenda Item #1 TAC Minutes from June 22, 2020
Meeting Date: August 24, 2020
Summary of Item:

Bannock Planning Organization
Technical Advisory Committee
Monday, June 22, 2020
9:30 am
BTPO Office
Minutes
Members Attending:
Merril Quayle – City of Pocatello
Corey Krantz – Idaho Transportation Department
Jeff Mansfield – City of Pocatello
Mike Neville for Tom Kirkman – City of Pocatello (Conference Call)
Bridger Morrison – City of Chubbuck
Don Matson – City of Chubbuck
Matthew Lewis – City of Pocatello
Others Attending:
Mori Byington – BTPO
Members Not in Attendance:
Chris Peirsol – Idaho Transportation Department
Clay Wood – Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
Meeting called to order by Chair Merril Quayle at 9:38 am
Agenda Item #1 – Approval of TAC minutes from April 27, 2020
Bridger Morrison made a motion to approve the agenda Item 1, Minutes of the April 27, 2020 meeting as
corrected; motion seconded by Matt Lewis; motion passed.
Agenda Item #2 – FY 2020 TIP Amendments 5 and 6
Mori Byington reviewed amendments 5 and 6 of the FY 2020 Transportation Improvement Program.
The committee had several clarifying questions on the amendments.
Agenda Item #3 – Draft 2021 – 2027 Transportation Improvement Program
Mori reviewed the new format of the Transportation Improvement Program, including the project table
changes and the seven new projects. Jeff Mansfield made a motion to recommend to the Policy Board
approval of the Draft FY 2021- 2027 Transportation Improvement Program; Corey Krantz seconded the
motion, motion passes.
Agenda Item #4 – Draft 2021 - 2027 Air Quality Conformity Determination
Mori reviewed the findings of the budget test for the 2021 -2027 TIP and Metropolitan Transportation

Plan 2040. The emissions are less than the Motor Vehicle Emission budget for each of the three horizon
years. The new table format was also discussed.
Agenda Item #5 – Draft Traffic Impact Analysis Report
Mori reviewed the background of the Traffic Impact Study and presented a PowerPoint presentation
highlighting the state of the practice and recommended standards. There are still issues to work out
regarding the cumulative impact and regional impact of smaller developments. Mori requested the
committee review the document and to give some thought about how to solve the cumulative impact
issue. The 2021 un-signalized intersection study will investigate some of the regional impacts.
Agenda Item #6– Committee Member Reports
Merril asked about the planned projects on 4th and 5th avenues. Corey gave a summary of the projects
and schedules.
Meeting adjourned by Merril Quayle at 10:32 am

Agenda Item 2: Draft FY 2021 – 2027 Transportation Improvement Program (Action Item)
Meeting Date: August 24, 2020
Summary of Item:
BTPO received two comments on the draft TIP. Both comments supported the pedestrian
improvements and requested additional improvements.
Since the draft, there have been some minor cost adjustments, but the staff did not make any significant
changes.
The TAC may wish to recommend approval of the FY 2021 – 2027 Transportation Improvement Program
to the Policy Board.
Action Required:
Recommend approval to the Policy Board

Draft Transportation Improvement
Program
2021 -2027

Committee Draft Review Date
Technical Advisory Committee -June 22,
2020
Policy Board - July 6, 2020

The preparation of this report has been financed in part by funds from the Federal Highway
Administration and the Federal Transit Administration. The policies, findings, and
recommendations contained in this document do not necessarily represent the views of the
agencies identified above.
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Bannock Transportation Planning Organization
Draft FY 2021 – 2027 Transportation Improvement Program

Introduction
About the Bannock Transportation Planning Organization (BTPO)
Established through federal legislation, Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) exist
throughout the United States in all urbanized areas of more than 50,000 people. They have the
responsibility to plan, prioritize, and recommend transportation projects for federal funding.
Bannock Transportation Planning Organization is the designated transportation planning agency
for the Pocatello/Chubbuck urbanized (Figure 1).
Serving as a regional partnership between the City of Pocatello, City of Chubbuck, Bannock
County, Idaho Transportation Department (ITD), Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
(IDEQ), and federal partners, BTPO provides a forum to address transportation and air quality
issues.

Purpose of Document
The goal of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is to provide information to the
public and other interested parties on federally funded projects that will occur over the next four
years. The TIP includes three additional planning years that are not in the Federal TIP. The TIP
demonstrates that Bannock Transportation Planning Organization has met the requirements of the
Fixing America's Surface Transportation (FAST) Act. The TIP is consistent with the 2040
Metropolitan Transportation Plan approved on October 7, 2019.
This document provides a financial constraint project list that represents BTPO's regional
priorities for expenditures of federal transportation funds for fiscal years 2021-2027. Projects
within the TIP, once approved by the BTPO Policy Board and the Idaho Transportation Board,
will be included in the Idaho Transportation Investment Program (ITIP) by reference. The TIP
also contains an Air Quality Conformity Determination.
.
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Figure 1: BTPO Planning Area

2

Bannock Transportation Planning Organization
FY 2021 – 2027 Transportation Improvement Program

Metropolitan Planning Requirements
Federal law requires all metropolitan areas to maintain a continuous, cooperative, and
comprehensive planning process when developing programs, projects, and strategies. It considers
eight planning factors, which are:
1. Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency;
2. Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized
users;
3. Increase security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users;
4. Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight;
5. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the
quality of life and promote consistency between transportation improvements and
State and local planned growth and economic development patterns;
6. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and
between modes, for people and freight;
7. Promote efficient systems management and operations;
8. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system;
9. Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or
mitigate stormwater impacts of surface transportation; and
10. Enhance travel and tourism.
To carry out the planning requirements, BTPO produces a Metropolitan Transportation Plan
(MTP), the Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP), and Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP). BTPO's program plans are available to the public and interested parties on the web at
www.bannockplanning.org.

Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP)
The Metropolitan Transportation Plan is a twenty-five-year multimodal performance-based
strategy developed to guide investments of public funds. The MTP establishes a vision for the
future transportation system and develops plans, programs, and projects that support the goals.
The MTP also has performance measures that assist in tracking progress made over the life of the
Plan. The BTPO updates the MTP every four years.

Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP)
The UPWP is a one-year work plan developed to focus on transportation planning priorities in the
region. The UPWP includes all federally funded planning activities regardless of the project
sponsor. Having all transportation planning activities in one document coordinates efforts
throughout the metropolitan area.

Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
The Transportation Improvement Program is a listing of all federally funded transportation
projects within the Bannock Transportation Planning Organization's planning area. The TIP
provides a prioritized, four-year list of projects planned for the BTPO area. Also, the TIP
includes three extra years for planning purposes. Fiscal year 2025 and 2026 are planning years to
develop the projects to the point they are ready to move into the TIP in the next year or two. The
3
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other planning year, 2027/ Preliminary Development (PD), is for projects as they start the project
development process. Projects in this category can remain in PD for several years, depending on
the complexity of the project. PD allows for early identification, design, and public notification
of highway projects. The TIP includes all modes of surface transportation.
The TIP is also an implementation tool of the MTP. Therefore all local projects listed must either
come from the MTP or be found to be consistent with the MTP. Projects have different funding
categories but are all funded through the Department of Transportation.

Idaho Transportation Investment Program (ITIP)
The TIP includes projects and programs within BTPO's metropolitan planning area. ITD
develops a seven-year ITIP. The ITIP includes by reference BTPO's and the five other
metropolitan regions within Idaho TIPS. The ITIP includes all federally funded projects within
the state regardless of the mode of transportation or location and meets the federal requirements
of the FAST Act. ITD and BTPO coordinate in the development of projects within BTPO's urban
area. Upon adoption, each project within the BTPO's TIP, within federal fiscal years 2021 –
2027, will become part of the ITIP by reference. The ITIP is available online at
http://www.itd.idaho.gov/itip/default.htm.

Coordination with other Plans and Programs
The TIP is the implementation document of the MTP and provides a funding mechanism
completing the Plan's vision. The MTP is a long-range vision, and there are many other plans and
programs which address specific issues or programs within the metropolitan area. The other plans
and programs need to be coordinated with the TIP and the MTP to ensure that programs are
consistent. Those efforts include:
•

•

•

Idaho Strategic Highway Safety Plan: The Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP)
provides a comprehensive approach to improving transportation safety within Idaho.
The SHSP also distributes a specific number of funds towards activities and programs
which address the safety issues within the State. ITD updated the SHSP in 2016. The
Idaho Strategic Highway Safety Plan can be viewed online at
http://apps.itd.idaho.gov/apps/ohs/Plan/FFY16-FFY20_SHSP.pdf.
Regional Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Architecture: BTPO works
with ITD, regional, and local agencies to develop a regional Intelligent Transportation
Systems (ITS) Architecture development plan. ITD developed an ITS plan for each of
its six districts. Local organizations and MPO's were encouraged to add systems that
would address specific issues not included in the regional Plan. The Idaho
Transportation Department updated the Idaho ITS Strategic Plan Update in 2011.
Additionally, there was a transit component called the Idaho Transit Technology Plan
(2015), which addresses the specific needs of transit providers.
Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan (CHSTP): The Coordinated
Human Services Transportation Plan (CHSTP) documents the local coordination
process for funding and delivery of public transportation services designed for the
elderly, persons with disabilities, and low-income individuals. The Plan, adopted in
2018, sets the regional priorities and process for selecting projects which improve
access to public transportation.
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•

Federal Transit Administration Program of Project: BTPO works annually with
Pocatello Regional Transit (PRT), the designated recipient of Section 5307 funds, to
develop the Program of Projects (POP). PRT has elected to coordinate public
involvement requirements with BTPO for the POP. As such, the TIP meets the FTA
requirements for public participation in the development of the POP for PRT. The
POP submitted by ITD includes all transit projects listed in this TIP.

Public Involvement and Amendment Process
Public Involvement
Public participation in transportation investment decision making is central to accomplishing the
vision of the FAST Act. BTPO and our member entities take a proactive, early, and continuing
approach to the public involvement process by using a variety of techniques throughout project
planning, design, construction, and operation. BTPO provides opportunities for the public to
contribute to transportation decision-making at specific milestones in the development process.
BTPO's Public Involvement Plan outlines the development and review process for the TIP.

Amendment Process
The BTPO Policy Board approved Transportation Improvement Program Amendment and
Administrative Modification Process on May 2, 2016. This document describes the process used
to amend or modify the TIP.

Program Development
The FY 2021-2027 TIP is a seven-year program of planned transportation projects that are from
or consistent with; the 2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan. The TIP is an opportunity to fund
and implement the 2040 MTP. Therefore BTPO works with member agencies and the public to
take full advantage of funding opportunities. The following sections describe sources of finance
and procedures used to select candidate projects.

Funding Sources
President Obama signed FAST into law on December 4, 2015. The law made some changes in
federal transportation funding programs' previous highway authorization. Some of these
programs are still undergoing rulemaking procedures administered by the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). The program determines
the use of federal funds. Federal Funds are limited to roadways classified as collectors, arterials,
and interstates with few exceptions. BTPO, in coordination with the Idaho Transportation
Department, developed the TIP using the latest approved guidance from FHWA and FTA.

Federal Highway Administration
•

National Highway Performance Program (NHPP) – The NHPP provides support for the
condition and performance of the National Highway System (NHS). HNPP also provides
funds for the construction of new facilities on the NHS. The NHPP funds are directed to
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•

•

•

support progress toward the achievement of performance targets established in a State's
asset management plan for the NHS.
Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STBG) – The STBG provides the most
flexible eligibility among all Federal-aid programs. State and local agencies have the
flexibility to identify the needed projects without project-specific limitations. STBG
funds can preserve and improve conditions and performance on any Federal-aid highway.
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) – HSIP's goal is to achieve a significant
reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads, including non-Stateowned public roads and roads on tribal lands. The HSIP requires a data-driven, strategic
approach to improving highway safety on all public roads that focus on performance.
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) – The TAP program provides for a variety of
alternative transportation projects, including many that were previously eligible activities
under separately funded programs. The TAP replaces funding from pre-MAP-21 programs
including Transportation Enhancements, Recreational Trails, Safe Routes to School and
several other discretionary programs, combining them into a single funding source. Nonmotorized activities such as bicycle and pedestrian facilities use TAP funds.

Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
49 United States Code sections establish eligible activities for that section.
•
•

•
•

FTA Section 5303 – Funds available for transit planning activities within a metropolitan
area.
FTA Section 5307 – Provides funds to local transit agencies for capital and operating
assistance. The major subcategories are:
Capital Funds – cover everything from purchase and rehabilitation of transit
vehicles to purchase of equipment such as computers and bus stop signs.
Preventive Maintenance – Funds are a subcategory of capital and cover all
maintenance costs.
Planning Funds - support planning activities as identified in the Unified Planning
Work Program.
Operations Funds - cover the operation of the transit system.
ADA Complementary Paratransit Service – ADA Complementary Paratransit
service means service provided complimentary to existing fixed-route service.
FTA 5310 – Funds available for capital expenditures of private non-profit and public
agencies providing transportation service to the elderly and physically challenged.
FTA 5339 – Provides capital funding to replace, rehabilitate and purchase bus and related
equipment, and to construct bus facilities.

State and Local Funded Program
For information purposes, the TIP includes State-funded projects. These projects are not required
to be included in the TIP unless they are regionally significant. Unlike state funds, locally funded
projects are only included in the TIP if they are regionally significant.
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TIP Development Process
Most projects identified in the TIP are federally funded. The FAST act defines various funding
categories and the project selection requirements for each category. Project selection occurs at
either the metropolitan level or at the state level either through the Idaho Department of
Transportation or the Local Highway Technical Assistance Council. How candidate projects are
prioritized and selected depends on the highway system, type, and funding program. In the BTPO
metropolitan area the following funding categories and types exist:
•
•
•
•

Non-State Highway Collectors and Arterials
State Highway Roads
Federal Transit Administration Programs
Statewide Competitive Programs

Identifying and Evaluating Non-State Highway Facilities Candidate
Projects
The Idaho Transportation Board has adopted a policy to dedicate a portion of the Surface
Transportation Block Grant Program for areas with populations from 5,000 – 200,000 to the
Urban Committee. This committee makes recommendations to the Idaho Transportation Board
on the Urban Program. The committee comprised of MPOs and the LHTAC work cooperatively
to develop a five-year program. Each member, including BTPO, developed their project
prioritization and selection process.
When funds are available, a call for projects begins each year in October and continues
throughout the process. Candidate projects are evaluated and selected based on the following
considerations:
•

•
•

Metropolitan Transportation Plan: Candidate projects must be consistent with the
approved MTP. BTPO's Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) makes recommendations
to the Policy Board, which must find a project consistent with the LRTP to be included in
the final TIP.
Public Input: Candidate projects must undergo public review. The review starts in
February with a listing of all newly recommended projects. In July, a month-long public
review of the Draft TIP occurs.
Prioritization of Projects: Using the results of the public review, the TAC recommends
priorities to the Policy Board, which make the final recommendations. This prioritized list
is used in conjunction with others from around Idaho to produce a Draft State
Transportation Investment Program (STIP). The Draft STIP divides all projects submitted
into recommended for funding, and not recommended for funding, categories.

BTPO issued a call for projects in November 2019 for both the STBG and Transit programs.
Local communities submitted three projects in response to the call for projects. The Policy Board
has recommended all three projects be included in the draft FY 2021 -2027 TIP.
BTPO submits all recommended projects to ITD for consideration and approval by the Idaho
Transportation Board. Projects approved by the Idaho Transportation Board are included in the
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TIP and ITIP. The ITIP is adopted in September and is the document through which all
transportation projects are funded.

Identifying and Evaluating State Highway Candidate Projects
For projects on the State Highway, BTPO works cooperatively with the Idaho Transportation
Department on the identification and selection of projects within the metropolitan area. Most
project types, such as pavement preservation, bridge, and safety, are all based on performance
criteria. BTPO staff reviews all ITD projects recommended from these performance-based
programs for compatibility with the MTP. For expansion-based projects, prioritization occurs in
the MTP, and candidate projects are selected from the list of needed projects.

Federal Transit Administration Programs
FTA awards Section 5307 funds directly to transit providers. BTPO and PRT work cooperatively
through the development of plans to determine the best use of these funds annually. Section 5339
is another category where a cooperatively developed project list is determined. MTP determines
the list of needed projects. PRT's capital replacement program determines the replacement
schedule for specific vehicles. The purchase of an estimated four new buses will occur over the
four years of the TIP.
The Coordinated Transportation Human Service Plan (CTHSP) determines the eligible projects
and activities for the Section 5310 program. All projects selected for this program must come
from the CTHSP. BTPO accepted applications for the 5310 program in December. The BTPO
Policy Board has recommended two projects for funding in the FY 2020 – 2025 TIP.

Statewide Competitive Programs
LHTAC administers the bridge program and safety program for projects, not on a state highway
system. More information on LHTAC programs can be found online at
http://lhtac.org/programs/.
Local project sponsors who apply to LHTAC programs are required to submit projects to BTPO
where the evaluation for consistency with the MTP and other plans occurs. Safety projects are
often developed cooperatively before the submission of an application.
Bridge and safety projects on State Highways are selected through the ITD process and submitted
to BTPO for inclusion in the TIP. BTPO staff and Policy Board evaluate the project for
consistency with the MTP. As with local projects, safety projects are often developed
cooperatively before applying for funds.
ITD administers the Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) statewide. Applications for the
program are accepted annually for projects to be constructed in three years. The application
process requires coordination with BTPO during the project development process.

Potential Impact on Performance Measures
Performance-based planning encourages Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO), and the
State Department of Transportation to allocate resources to those areas where improvements are
8
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needed. Identified performance measures monitor the performance of the system and should
affect the allocation of additional resources. The current Federal Highway Act FAST continues
the requirement of linking performance to the planning and programming process. Congress
approved five national priorities that cover the performance of the transportation system.
Congress adopted two other performance priorities to evaluate the process of designing and
constructing projects with Federal transportation funds. The national performance measures are:
Safety - To achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public
roads.
•
•
•
•

Rate of Fatalities (five-year rolling average)
Serious Injuries per year (five-year rolling average)
Rate of Serious Injuries (five-year rolling average)
Number of non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries (five-year rolling average)

Infrastructure Condition - To maintain the highway infrastructure asset system in a state of
good repair.
•
•
•
•
•
•

Percentage of Pavements of the Interstate System in Good Condition
Percentage of Pavements of the Interstate System in Poor Condition
Percentage of Pavements of the National Highway System (NHS) in Good Condition
Percentage of Pavement of the National Highway System in Poor Condition
Percentage of Bridges on the NHS classified as in Good Condition
Percentage of Bridges on the NHS classified as in Poor Condition

System Reliability - To improve the efficiency of the surface transportation system
•
•

Percentage of Interstate System Providing Reliable Travel
Percentage of the Non-Interstate NHS Providing Reliability Travel

Congestion– To achieve a significant reduction in congestion
•
•

Annual hours of delay Non-Interstate Arterials and Collectors
Percentage of Arterials and Collectors operating below acceptable Level of Service

Freight Movement and Economic Vitality - To improve the national freight network, strengthen
the ability of rural communities to access national and international trade markets, and support
regional economic development.
•

Percentage of the Interstate System Mileage Providing for Reliable Truck Travel Time

Transit Assist Management – To improve the condition of transit capital assists.
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•
•
•

Equipment - The performance measure for non-revenue, support-service and maintenance
vehicles equipment is the percentage of those vehicles that have either met or exceeded
their Useful Like Balance (ULB)
Rolling Stock – The percentage of revenue vehicles within a particular asset class that
have either met or exceeded their ULB
Facilities – The percentage of facilities within an asset class, rated below adequate
condition (rating of 3) on the Transit Economic Requirement Model (TERM) scale

BTPO's Performance Measures Methodology Report provides specific performance measures
within each performance category. For each category, a summary of the impact projects within
this TIP will have on the various measures. As identified in the TIP development process
section, there are few projects in which BTPO has significant influence. Specific programs such
as bridge, pavement, and safety identify projects which meet the criteria for that performance
category. The two statewide safety programs are competitive. The project selection criteria
developed by the LHTAC and TIP identifies projects that will assist ITD in meeting their
performance targets.

Safety
The five safety performance measures relate to the reduction of fatal and serious injury crashes.
BTPO supports ITD safety targets. Three projects in the TIP have a direct effect on the safety
performance measures. The E. Alameda Road and Yellowstone (KN19053) project's primary
purpose is to reduce serious injuries that have occurred along this section of the roadway. The
Yellowstone Avenue; Breneman to Knudsen (KN21911) will add a median to prevent left-turning
traffic at a high crash location. South 5th Avenue Safety Improvement project (KN22411) will
install a median on 5th Ave from I-15 to Jason Ave, add a crosswalk on 5th Ave, a rectangular
rapid flashing beacon (RRFB) to aid the crosswalk, a sidewalk on the east side of 5th Ave.

Infrastructure Condition
The TIP includes four ITD's pavement management system identified pavement improvements on
the National Highway System. Three projects will replace or repair bridges that are in poor
condition. I-86/I-15 Interchange Complex (KN 20589) will replace the bridge within the complex
and two others on E. Chubbuck Road, which goes over the interstate near the project. The I-86
Railroad Bridge (KN 22544) will replace the I-86 westbound bridge over the Union Pacific
Railroad tracks. West Carson Street Bridge (KN 22597) will replace the bridge over the Portneuf
River. The project will replace all three of the bridges in poor condition in 2019. The West Carson
Street project is one of the four non-National Highway System bridges listed in poor condition in
2019. These projects will have a significant impact on the bridge condition within the urban area
and help meet the state targets

Congestion Reduction
23 CFR Part 490.507 lists the performance measures and methodology for congestion. Idaho
Transportation Department has submitted the conditions for each MPO region, and BTPO
maintains a travel time network. Both show Yellowstone Avenue from Chubbuck to I-86 as
below the acceptable limits. Travel Demand Modeling has shown that the Northgate Interchange
10
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(2019) will reduce congestion in that section of roadway and, therefore, should improve travel
time.

System Reliability
As of this draft, the Idaho Transportation Department has not completed its 2019 evaluation of
system reliability. The lack of data prevents the determination of the impact of the TIP on system
reliability. In travel demand model runs, which include a Northgate Interchange on I-15 show an
improvement in National Highway System roadway volumes. This lower volume should lead to
improved System Reliability. The region has one road segment (Yellowstone Avenue from I-86
to Chubbuck Road), which has been on the unreliability list in the past. The regional signal
coordination committee updated the signal timing in this corridor, which reduced travel times by
30 to 60 seconds. Key number 21911 FY 2025 Yellowstone Avenue; Breneman to Knudsen will
install a median along the corridor. Both activities should improve the system reliability on the
road segment.

Transit Asset Management
Table 2 includes two projects KN 19755 and KN 19189, which provide funding for transit
vehicles. The three bus purchases will keep the Pocatello Regional Transit Fleet above the state
targets.

Local Performance Measures
The national performance measures relate to the goals and priorities established by Congress and
are primarily focused on roads on the National Highway System. The 2040 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan developed local performance categories for facilities not on the National
Highway System. The five categories are:
• Infrastructure Condition – To maintain the highway infrastructure in a state of good repair;
• System Reliability – To improve the efficiency and reliability of the surface transportation
system;
• Activity Transportation – Provide multimodal options that support a safe, active, and
healthy community;
• Network Accessibility – Active transportation network connectivity; and
• Environment Sustainability – Provide for clean air within the planning area.
The 2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan (https://www.bannockplanning.org/wpcontent/uploads/2019/10/BTPO-Metropolitan-Transportation-Plan-2040.pdf) provides a complete
description of the local performance measures.

Proposed Projects to the Transportation Improvement
Program
The projects identified in the TIP are selected applications or identified by the bridge and
pavement management system. The four projects are consistent with the goals and strategies of
the 2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan. Table 1 identifies the list of projects BTPO proposes
to add to the FY 2021 -2017 TIP. The table provides the project name, description, performance
measures, year of the activity, and project cost. Performance measures refer to national and local
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performance-based planning measures. Projects within each measure are selected to help the
region and the State of Idaho meet performance-based targets.
Table 1 Proposed Projects to the Transportation Improvement Program

Key
Number

Project Name

Project Description

ORN
23042

E. Clark Street
ADA
Improvements

The project will install 120
feet of sidewalks and
improve 34 ADA ramps on E
Clark street from 1st to 18th.

ORN
23043

E. Carter Street
ADA
Improvements

ORN
22883

Pedestrian
Crossing Safety
Improvement

ORN
22914

Safe Routes to
School

ORN
23024

Pole Line Road
- W Alameda
Road to W
Quinn Road

ORN
22687

Gould Street:
Yellowstone to
Garrett Way

The project will install
sidewalks, ramps, and
lighting on E. Carter St from
S. 5th Ave to S. 8th Ave
The project will add 12 bulbouts and curb ramps within
downtown Pocatello. The
project will also add two
Rectangular Rapid Flash
Beacons Near Pocatello
High School.
The project will develop safe
routes to school programs
within District #25.
Widen the roadway to add a
center turn lane. The project
scope includes adding
sidewalks.
This project will address the
mobility and safety of a
corridor within Pocatello.
Changes will include the
addition of turn bays,
adjustments to the signals,
and an overall redesign of
the corridor.

Performance
Measure

Year of
Activity

Project
Cost

Network
Accessibility

2021

$230,000

Network
Accessibility

2022

$131,000

Safety

2023

$630,000

N/A

20212023

$193,500

Safety/Netwo
rk Accessibility

PD

$3,488,000

Safety

2027

$8,919,000

Transportation Improvement Program Project List
The following section provides a list of projects recommended for the FY 2021- 2027 TIP. The
list includes the proposed project and those who were listed in previous TIPs. Highway and
Pedestrian and Bicycle projects are listed in Table 2. Table 3 identifies all public transportation
projects. The planning projects are identified in Table 4.
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Table 2 FY 2021 -FY 2027 Highway Projects List
Project Name
Transportation Improvement Program
Planning Years
Estimated
Project
Proposed
Route | Mile Post
Total
Prior
Key
Funding
Phase
Sponsoring Agency
Project Programs
2021
2022
2023
2024
2025
2026
2027/PD
Number
Category
Performance Measure
Cost
Air Quality Conformity Requirement
Northgate Blvd, Yellowstone to Ave
Whitaker Rd
$
2,100 $
$
$
$
$
$
Construction $ 2,100 $ Local
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
SMA 7031 |
Development $
$ B1001
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
City of Chubbuck
Right-of-Way $
$ N/A
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Required
$ 2,100 $
$
$
$
$
$
Non-Federal
The project will widen New Day Parkway from Whitaker Rd to Yellowstone Avenue from two lanes to 5 lanes with a multi-use path of the south side of the road.
Yellowstone Ave, Cedar St. to Flandro Dr.
Construction $ 2,384 $ $
2,384 $
$
$
$
$
$
State
I-15B
Development $
35 $ 200 $
(165) $
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
Idaho Transportation Department
Right-of-Way $
$ 21827
Infrastructure Condition
$ 2,056 $
$
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
139 $
$
$
$
$
$
Non-Federal
This project is a mill and inlay and should extend the life of the pavement on Yellowstone Avenue in Pocatello between Cedar Street and Flandro Drive
FY 21 SICOG SRTS Coordination
Construction $
64 $ $
64 $
$
$
$
$
$
State
off system
Development $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
South East Idaho Council of Governments
Right-of-Way $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
ORN22914
Infrastructure Condition
$
59 $
$
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
4 $
$
$
$
$
$
Non-Federal
This project provides for Safe Routes to School program personnel, education materials, encouragement incentives, special events, and indirect costs.
$
706 $ 1,040 $
$
$
$
$
OA Transfer for KN 20314 Northgate IC
Construction $ 1,746 $ STBG -U Development $
US 91 |
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
Idaho Transportation Department
Right-of-Way $
$ 15006
N/A
$
654 $ 964 $
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
48 $
71 $
$
$
$
$
Non-Federal
OA transfer from Urban Committee to D5 for the Northgate IC
OA Transfer for KN 20314 Northgate IC
Construction $ (1,746) $ $
(706) $ (1,040) $
$
$
$
$
STBG -U Development $
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
US 91 |
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
Idaho Transportation Department
Right-of-Way $
$ 15006
N/A
$
(654) $ (964) $
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
(48) $
(71) $
$
$
$
$
Non-Federal
OA transfer from Urban Committee to D5 for the Northgate IC
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Project
Key
Number

22597

22450

22411

Project Name
Transportation Improvement Program
Planning Years
Estimated
Proposed
Route | Mile Post
Total
Prior
Funding
Phase
Sponsoring Agency
Project Programs
2021
2022
2023
2024
2025
2026
2027/PD
Category
Performance Measure
Cost
Air Quality Conformity Requirement
$
1,485 $
$
$
$
$
$
W. Carson St, Portneuf River Bridge
Construction $ 1,485 $ Bridge
156 $
$
$
$
$
$
STC-7221 | 0.014 - 0.014
Development $
542 $ 386 $
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
City of Pocatello
Right-of-Way $
$ Infrastructure Condition
$ 1,521 $
$
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
123 $
$
$
$
$
$
Non-Federal
Bridge Replacement
$
60 $
$
$
$
$
$
FY 21 Pocatello 11 ADA Ramps
Construction $
60 $ State
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
varies
Development $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
City of Pocatello
Right-of-Way $
$ Infrastructure Condition Local
$
56 $
$
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
4 $
$
$
$
$
$
Non-Federal
Construct eleven Americans with Disabilities Act Ramps at various locations in Pocatello.
$
$
200 $
$
$
$
$
S. 5th Avenue Safety Improvements
Construction $
200 $ Safety
$
$
$
$
$
$
SMA-7231 |0.0 -0.70
Development $
8 $
8 $
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
City of Pocatello
Right-of-Way $
$ Safety
$
$ 185 $
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
$
14 $
$
$
$
$
Non-Federal
The project will install a median on 5th Ave from I-15 to Jason Ave, add a crosswalk on 5th Ave, a rectangular rapid flashing beacon (RRFB) to aid the crosswalk, and add a
sidewalk on the east side of 5th Ave. The project also includes upgrade and improved signing and ADA compliant curb returns ramps at the four corners of 5th Ave/Jason

$
$
64 $
$
$
$
$
FY 22 SICOG SRTS Coordination
Construction $
64 $ State
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
off system
Development $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
South East Idaho Council of Governments
Right-of-Way $
$ ORN22915
Infrastructure Condition
$
$
59 $
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
$
4 $
$
$
$
$
Non-Federal
This project provides for Safe Routes to School program personnel, education materials, encouragement incentives, special events, and indirect costs.
$
$
561 $
$
$
$
$
E. Alameda Road and Yellowstone Ave
Construction $
561 $ State
$
$
$
$
$
$
I-15B | 4.206 - 4.459
Development $
273 $ 273 $
Idaho Transportation Department
Right-of-Way $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
Infrastructure Condition / Safety
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
19053
Exempt
$
$ 561 $
$
$
$
$
Non-Federal
This project will improve safety and capacity at the intersection of East Alameda Rd. and Yellowstone Ave. in Pocatello. This project will create a center median from East
Cedar St. to East Alameda St.
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Project Name
Transportation Improvement Program
Planning Years
Estimated
Proposed
Route | Mile Post
Total
Prior
Funding
Phase
Sponsoring Agency
Project Programs
2021
2022
2023
2024
2025
2026
2027/PD
Category
Performance Measure
Cost
Air Quality Conformity Requirement
$
$ 8,126 $
$
$
$
$
I-86 Railroad Bridge
Construction $ 8,126 $ State
$
$
$
$
$
$
I-86 | 61.639 - 61.672
Development $
250 $ 250 $
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
Idaho Transportation Department
Right-of-Way $
$ 22544
Infrastructure Condition
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
$ 8,126 $
$
$
$
$
Non-Federal
Replace bridge on I-86 over the Union Pacific Railroad tracks.
$
$
$
64 $
$
$
$
FY 23 SICOG SRTS Coordination
Construction $
64 $ State
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
off system
Development $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
South East Idaho Council of Governments
Right-of-Way $
$ ORN22916
Infrastructure Condition
$
$
$
59 $
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
$
$
4 $
$
$
$
Non-Federal
This project provides for Safe Routes to School program personnel, education materials, encouragement incentives, special events, and indirect costs.
$
$
$ 35,779 $ 37,142 $ 32,473 $
$
I-86/I-15 Interchange Complex
Construction $ 105,395 $ IM
50 $
$
$
$
$
$
I-86/I-15 | 0.0 - 0.0
Development $ 2,111 $ 2,061 $
Idaho Transportation Department
Right-of-Way $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
20589
Infrastructure Condition
$
46 $
$ 33,153 $ 34,416 $ 30,089 $
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
7 $
$ 2,433 $ 2,526 $ 2,209 $
$
Non-Federal
Updates the Interchange complex including repair or replacement of bridges and ramps
$
$
60 $
$
$
$
$
FY 22 Pocatello 11 ADA Ramps
Construction $
60 $ State
varies
Development $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
City of Pocatello
Right-of-Way $
$ ORN22973
Infrastructure Condition Local
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
$
60 $
$
$
$
$
Non-Federal
Construct eleven Americans with Disabilities Act Ramps at various locations in Pocatello.
$
$
$
630 $
$
$
$
Pedestrian Crossing Safety Improvements
Construction $
630 $ State
$
$
96 $
$
$
$
$
varies
Development $
96 $ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
City of Pocatello
Right-of-Way $
$ ORN22883
Safety
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
$
96 $ 630 $
$
$
$
Non-Federal
Install curb extensions and install two Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacons at intersection on N Main Street and N Arthur Ave near Pocatello High School
Project
Key
Number
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Project
Key
Number

12099

21860

Project Name
Transportation Improvement Program
Planning Years
Estimated
Proposed
Route | Mile Post
Total
Prior
Funding
Phase
Sponsoring Agency
Project Programs
2021
2022
2023
2024
2025
2026
2027/PD
Category
Performance Measure
Cost
Air Quality Conformity Requirement
$
$
$
$ 3,708 $
$
$
Intersection of Hawthorne and Quinn
Construction $ 3,708 $ STBG -U Development $
SMA 7031 | 1.063 - 1067
550 $ 550 $
$
$
$
$
$
$
City of Pocatello
Right-of-Way $
450 $ 450 $
$
$
$
$
$
$
N/A
$
$
$
$ 3,436 $
$
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
$
$
$ 252 $
$
$
Non-Federal
Intersection of Hawthorne and Quinn improves the intersection operations by installation of a traffic signal. The project reduces congestion in the peak periods.
$
$
$
$ 2,940 $
$
$
FY 24 Park Lawn to Siphon Rd,
Construction $ 2,940 $ NHS
$
$
$
$
$
$
US 91 | 81.138 - 81.552
Development $
400 $ 400 $
$
2,000 $
$
$
$
$
$
Idaho Transportation Department
Right-of-Way $ 2,000 $ N/A
$ 1,853 $
$
$ 2,724 $
$
$
Federal Funds
Required
$
283 $
$
$ 200 $
$
$
Non-Federal
This project is a widening project that will provide additional capacity along Yellowstone Avenue between Park Lawn Ave and Siphon. The project will also allow for the
addition of a traffic signal at the intersection of Yellowstone Avenue and Siphon Road.

FY 25 Yellowstone Avenue; Breneman to
Knudsen
Construction $
131 $ $
$
$
$
$
131 $
$
HSIP- Safety
$
$
$
$
$
$
US 91 | 79.8 - 80.2
Development $
95 $
95 $
21911
Idaho Transportation Department
Right-of-Way $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
Safety
$
$
$
$
$ 121 $
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
$
$
$
$
9 $
$
Non-Federal
The project will add a median to the existing center turn-lane
Center Street Underpass
Construction $ 4,962 $ $
$
$
$
$ 4,962 $
$
STBG -LU Development $ 1,037 $ 1,037 $
STP-7341 | 299.119 - 299.208
$
$
$
$
$
$
City of Pocatello
Right-of-Way $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
12099
Infrastructure Condition
$
$
$
$
$ 4,598 $
$
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
$
$
$
$ 337 $
$
Non-Federal
The project will reconstruct the retaining walls, improve drainage on side slopes, update sidewalk conditions, install a pedestrian overpass on the west side of the
underpass, and reconstruct the pavement.
Pole Line Road -W Alameda Road to W Quinn
Road
Construction $ 3,851 $ $
$
$
$
$
$
$ 3,851
STP-LU
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
0
Development $
$ City of Pocatello
Right-of-Way $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
ORN23024
Safety
$
$
$
$
$
$
$ 3,569
Federal Funds
Exempt
$
$
$
$
$
$
$ 262
Non-Federal
16
Widen Pole Line Road from W Alameda Road to W Quinn Road from four lanes to five lanes. The fifth lane is a two-way Center Turn Lane. A Sidewalk along Pole Line Road
are also included in the project
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Project Name
Transportation Improvement Program
Planning Years
Estimated
Proposed
Route | Mile Post
Total
Prior
Funding
Phase
Sponsoring Agency
Project Programs
2021
2022
2023
2024
2025
2026
2027/PD
Category
Performance Measure
Cost
Air Quality Conformity Requirement
Gould Street - Yellowstone Ave to Garrett
Way
Construction $ 8,919 $ $
$
$
$
$
$
$ 8,919
State
0
Development $
323 $ $
100 $
223 $
$
$
$
$
Idaho Transportation Department
Right-of-Way $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
ORN22687
Federal Funds
Safety
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
Required
$
100 $ 223 $
$
$
$
$ 8,919
Non-Federal
This project will address the mobility and safety of a corridor within Pocatello. This will include the addition of turn bays, adjustments to the signals, and an overall redesign
of the corridor.
FY 26 District 5 Fence Improvement
Construction $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
IM
$
$
$
42 $
$
$
486 $
I-15 | 57 - 72
Development $
527 $ Idaho Transportation Department
Right-of-Way $
$ $
$
$
$
$
$
$
22492
Federal Funds
N/A
$
$
$
39 $
$
$ 450 $
Exempt
$
$
$
6 $
$
$
69 $
Non-Federal
Improvements to fencing within on I-15.
Project costs are in current dollar value in 1,000 of dollars. The
Federal
$ 5,532 $ 185 $ 33,192 $ 40,576 $ 34,808 $ 450 $ 3,569
planning year 2027 includes projects the Idaho Transportation
Department plans to construct in 2027 and local project which are
undergoing the initial design phase and no construction year is
Non-Federal
$ 2,756 $ 9,080 $ 3,070 $ 2,978 $ 2,555 $
69 $ 9,181
implied.
Project
Key
Number
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Table 3 FY 2021 -2027 Transit Project List

Key #

Public Scope Statement

Funding
Source

13800

Operations provide funds for the day to day operations of the PRT
fixed route system.

5307 Sub

PRT

13801

Capital Facility Lease provides funds to lease a transfer station for the
fixed transit route system

5307 Sub

PRT

13802

Demand Response Operations provides door to door transit service
for elderly and disabled persons in the Pocatello urban area.

5307 Sub

13803

19755

19720

19189

Provide all maintenance costs related to vehicles including supplies,
materials, labor, services, and associated costs required to preserve or
extend the life of transit vehicles.
The Capital Vehicle Replacement project will purchase new or buses
to replace those buses which are beyond their useful life. An
estimated three buses will be purchased
Mobility management provide planning service to asset in
coordinating transit services between transit provide and human
service agencies.
Capital Vehicle Replacement project will purchase new or buses to
replace those buses which are beyond their useful life. An estimated
6 busses will be purchased
E. Clark Street ADA Improvements. The project will install 120 feet of
sidewalks and improve 34 ADA ramps on E Clark street from 1st to
18th.
E. Carter Street ADA Improvements. The project will install a
sidewalks, ramps and lighting on E. Carter St from S. 5th Ave to S. 8th
Ave

5307 Sub

5307 Sub

5307 Sub

5339 Sub

Sponsor

PRT

PRT

PRT

PRT

PRT

5310 Sub

Pocatello

5310 Sub

ISU

Total
Federal
Local
Total
Federal Funds
Local Funds
Total
Federal Funds
Local Funds
Total
Federal Funds
Local Funds
Total
Federal Funds
Local Funds
Total
Federal Funds
Local Funds
Total
Federal Funds
Local Funds
Total
Federal Funds
Local Funds
Total
Federal Funds
Local Funds
Total
Federal Funds
Local Funds

2021
980
490
490
8
6
2
250
200
50
323
258
65
159
127
32
19
15
4
288
230
58
230
184
46

2022
1,000
500
500
8
6
2
250
200
50
323
258
65
159
127
32
19
15
4

2023

2024

1,000
500
500
8
6
2
250
200
50
323
258
65
159
127
32
19
15
4

1,000
500
500
8
6
2
250
200
50
323
258
65
159
127
32
19
15
4
575
460
115

131
105
26

Sponsor Codes: BPO = Bannock Transportation Planning Organization; Chubbuck = City of Chubbuck; Pocatello = City of Pocatello PRT = Pocatello Regional Transit; ITD = Idaho Transpor
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Table 4 – FY 2020 – 2027 Planning Projects
Project
Key
Number

Project Name
Sponsoring Agency

Proposed
Funding
Category

FY 2021 BTPO Metro Planning
BTPO

CPG

Phase

Estimated
Total
Prior
Project Programs
Cost

Development $

Transportation Improvement Program
2021

2022

2023

167
$ 167
$ 154 $ $ Federal Funds
19952
$
12 $ $ Non-Federal
Federal Highway Administration Planning funds for metropolitan planning activities within the Pocatello Urbanized Area.
FY 2022 BTPO Metro Planning
CPG Development $
167
$ 167
BTPO
$ $ 154 $ Federal Funds
20432
$ $
12 $ Non-Federal
Federal Highway Administration Planning funds for metropolitan planning activities within the Pocatello Urbanized Area.
FY 2023 BTPO Metro Planning
CPG Development $
167
$ 167
BTPO
$ $ $ 154
Federal Funds
22109
$ $ $
12
Non-Federal
Federal Highway Administration Planning funds for metropolitan planning activities within the Pocatello Urbanized Area.
FY 2024 BTPO Metro Planning
CPG Development $
167
BTPO
$ $ $ Federal Funds
22495
$ $ $ Non-Federal
Federal Highway Administration Planning funds for metropolitan planning activities within the Pocatello Urbanized Area.
FY 2025 BTPO Metro Planning
CPG Development $
167
BTPO
$ $ $ Federal Funds
ORN22999
$ $ $ Non-Federal
Federal Highway Administration Planning funds for metropolitan planning activities within the Pocatello Urbanized Area.
Pocatello UZA Metro Planning
CPG Development $
168
$
42 $
42 $
42
BTPO
$
39 $
39 $
39
Federal Funds
13804
$
3 $
3 $
3
Non-Federal
Federal Transit Administration Planning funds for metropolitan planning activities within the Pocatello Urbanized Area.

Planning Years

2024

2025

2026

2027/PD

$
$

-

$
$

-

$
$

-

$
$

-

$
$

-

$
$

-

$
$

-

$
$

-

$
$

-

$
$

-

$
$

-

$
$

-

$
$
$

167
154 $
12 $

-

$
$

-

$
$

-

$
$

-

167
154 $
12 $

-

$
$

-

-

-

$
$

-

$
$
$

$
$
$
42
39 $
3 $

$
$

The project costs are in year of expense value in 1,000 of dollars
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Financial Plan
The TIP is a financially driven programming and planning document. Projects included in the
TIP have identified federal funding sources and funding sources for all local match requirements.
Funding years covered under this TIP are 2021 – 2026.
Local Projects: For all local highway projects (not sponsored by ITD), the federal aid portion is
funded through a committee established by Idaho Transportation Board Policy. This policy
allows urban areas to work together to prioritize the estimated ten million dollars urban program.
There are no formal sub-allocations of these funds. The committee works to provide a reasonable
amount based on a percentage of urban populations. The guarantee is that once a project is
recommended for funding and placed in the TIP, including the two planning years, that project
will receive funding in subsequent years. Historically, this has been the case. In FY 2021 through
2027, the annual allocation is anticipated to be $8,182,000.
Local Match: The communities are active participants in the project selection and development
processes. City councils have approved agreements stating their commitment to providing
funding for the local share of a project.
Statewide and ITD Sponsored Projects: A cooperative process is used to select projects from
statewide and ITD sponsored programs. For ITD projects, the local ITD district and BTPO staff
meet on regional priorities and work to advance projects which meeting MTP goals and assist the
achieving performance targets. The Idaho Transportation Board establishes the projects for a
selection of Statewide competitive projects.
Transit Funding: Federal funding available for transit services within the urbanized area runs an
average of $1,306,000 per year. Table 4 shows the FTA Section 5307 Urbanized Area Formula
funds an annual allocation of $1,200,267. Pocatello Regional Transit receives FTA Section 5307
Funds directly from the Federal Transit Administration. The State of Idaho receives Small Urban
allocations for Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities and
Section Bus and Bus Facilities 5339. The State can use this appropriation in any of the six urban
areas with a population from 50,000 to 200,000. ITD has agreed to provide a base amount to each
area based on population (Table 5). The BTPO area receives about $202,000 annually. Still, ITD
and the other urban areas work on programming the funds fully each year, if possible, so the
amount received each might not equal the annual allocation.
The required local match from all sources varies from years to years, but on average, the amount
is around $600,000 annually. The City of Pocatello's match is around $385,000 annually. The
City of Chubbuck and Idaho State University contribute to the match based on the service
provided. In the last twenty-plus years of operation, Pocatello Regional Transit has managed to
maintain and expand the fixed route service and provide complementary Paratransit service in the
urbanized area. This track record and commitment for local participants are reasonable evidence
that funds are available to carry out transit operations during the next four years.
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Table 5: FTA Section 5307 Annual Allocation

FTA Section 5307
Allocation
Programed
Available

2021
$1,200,567
$1,096,000
$104,567

2022
$1,200,567
$1,106,000
$94,567

2023
$1,200,567
$1,106,000
$94,567

2024
$1,200,567
$1,106,000
$94,567

Table 6: FTA Small Urban Apportionment

Urban Area
KMPO
BMPO
LCVMPO
COMPASS
BTPO

Urban Area
KMPO
BMPO
LCVMPO
COMPASS
BTPO

2020 5310 Small Urban Apportionment
Small Urban Admin
Balance to Fund Small Urban Projects
Coeur d' Alene
Idaho Falls
Lewiston
Nampa
Pocatello
Subtotal
2020 5339 Small Urban Apportionment
Small Urban Admin
Balance to Fund Small Urban Projects
Coeur d' Alene
Idaho Falls
Lewiston
Nampa
Pocatello
Subtotal

10%
22%
20%
7%
35%
16%
100%
10%
22%
20%
7%
35%
16%
100%

$718,382
$71,838.20
$646,544
$141,365
$128,545
$44,594
$226,635
$105,404
$646,544
$662,637
$66,263.70
$596,373
$130,395
$118,570
$41,134
$209,049
$97,225
$596,373

Air Quality Conformity
The Portneuf Valley Nonattainment Area (PVNAA) was shown to have met the PM10 Nation
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) with approval of the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
and Maintenance Plan by the Environmental Protect Agency (EPA) on August 14, 2006 (Federal
Register / Vol. 71, No. 134 / Thursday, July 13, 2006). Attainment of the maintenance plan still
requires the PVNAA to demonstrate that transportation activities will not cause an additional
exceedance of the PM10 NAAQS.
BTPO is the MPO for the PVNAA. The MPO is required to conduct a conformity determination
on the LRTP and the TIP.
Transportation Conformity is the process of evaluating planned transportation activities emissions
against the Motor Vehicle Emissions Budget (MVEB) established by the SIP. The EPA approved
the SIP for the Portneuf Valley Non-Attainment Area on August 14, 2006. Due to changes in
requirements for air quality modeling, an amendment to that SIP and MVEB was submitted in
April 2014 and was approved by the EPA with an effective date of September 15, 2014 (Federal
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Register / Vol. 79, No. 137 / Thursday, July 17, 2014). Code of Federal Regulations Title 40 part
93 provides the requirements and specifications for determining transportation conformity.
The procedure to determine if a transportation plan or TIP conforms to the SIP is the budget test.
The budget test compares emissions from a specific action, such as the update of the
transportation plan or TIP to the emissions limitations established in the MVEB.
The latest emissions model, planning assumptions, consultation, and emissions budgets are the
four basic criteria for a conformity determination on the TIP. Each area contains inputs and
assumptions used to provides information on the calculation of transportation emissions.
The horizon or analysis years for the TIP are:
•
•

•

Horizon Year 2025 – Within ten years of validation of the Travel Demand Model.
Horizon Year 2035 – Horizon years must be within 10-years of the initial horizon year.
Horizon Year 2040 – The last year of the MTP.

As demonstrated in Table 7, for each horizon year, vehicle emissions are less than allowed in the
Motor Vehicle Emission Budget (Budget).
Table 7 Conformity Determination Summary

Horizon
Year
2025

2035

2040

Pollutant Name/Activity
Volatile Organic Compounds
Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx)
Primary OnRoad and RoadDust PM10 - Total
Volatile Organic Compounds
Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx)
Primary OnRoad and RoadDust PM10 - Total
Volatile Organic Compounds
Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx)
Primary OnRoad and RoadDust PM10 - Total

Emissions (Tons per year) Budget (Tons per year)
270
651
319
856
360
498
1562
651
148
856
398
498
157
651
147
856
449
498
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Public Involvement Process
Following the Public Involvement Plan, 1 Public involvement for the FY 2021 – 2027
Transportation Improvement Program. The public comment period was from July 7, 2020, to
August 7, 2020.

PUBLIC COMMENT INVITATION
DRAFT 2021 – 2027 Transportation Improvement Program
Bannock Transportation Planning Organization’s (BTPO) draft Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) lists proposed projects for the next four years, plus two additional planning years.
The TIP lists all federally funded projects within the Pocatello/Chubbuck metropolitan area. It
includes highway, bicycle, pedestrian, and public transportation projects.
To review the Transportation Improvement Program, please visit:
https://www.bannockplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/BTPO-TransportationImprovement-Program-FY2021_Draft.pdf

DRAFT Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2040 Air Quality
Conformity Demonstration
The Conformity Demonstrations demonstrates that transportation activities planned in the Draft
Transportation Improvement Program will not cause an additional exceedance of the National
Ambien Air Quality Standards.
To review the Air Quality Conformity Demonstration, please visit:
https://www.bannockplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Air-Quality-Conformity-Report2021.pdf

Comment period: July 7, 2020 – August 7, 2020
Comments can be emailed or mailed to:
Mori Byington, Planning Director
PO Box 6129
Pocatello, ID 83205-6129
(208) 233-9322
1

http://bannockplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/BTPO_MPO_-Public-Involvement-Plan_Draft_Rev-1.pdf
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mori@bannockplanning.org

This public involvement notice for the draft Transportation Improvement Plan satisfies the
Federal Transit Administration’s Section 5307(c) Program of Projects requirements. If no
changes are made to the draft FY 2021 Program of Projects, the list will be approved without
further public notice.

BTPO received two comments on the TIP. Both comments were related to the American with
Disability Act improvements to Clark Street and Cater Street. Both comments did not request a
written response,

Public Comments
To whom it may concern,
I just saw this article:
https://localnews8.com/news/2020/07/13/btpo-6-year-plan-to-improve-pocatellos-ada-access/
and I am so excited to propose a project.
I live in the neighborhood across from Brooklyns Playground. I have lived here for 5 years and
over the years I have noticed the lack of any kind of pedestrian crossing from Northern Lights to
the first entrance of the park (crossing Quinn). At this intersection there are also many district 25
school bus stops as well as charter school Public Transit bus stops. That being said the PRT has a
stop there for non school related travels as well.
The speed limit on Quinn is 35 and people go well above the speed limit at all times of the day.
Brooklyns Playground is well trafficked by many people from my neighborhood and members of
the greater community. 5ks go past my house and end in the park. Park lunch is served in this
park. People with many abilities, limited or otherwise access this park every day all day.
Brooklyns playground is an ADA accessible playground. But there are no crosswalks of any kind
to safely get to the park. When crossing Quinn a person may have to wait quite a while because of
the high rate of speed and amount of cars passing by. If a car stops to let you cross it can get very
nerve wracking because the person behind them may zip around them or worse. A few weeks ago
a car stopped to let a family cross and a truck wasnt paying attention, stopped at the last second
and couldn't miss the car so they swerved into the stone wall. I could hear the crash from down
the street. I'd hate to imagine what would have happened had that truck crashed in to the back of
the car that stopped.
I asked city council to put a crosswalk in at this intersection and was shutdown because of
budget.
Others of my neighbors have used the city council app to request the same and got the same
response.
I am deeply concerned that someone will have to be seriously injured or die at this crossing before
a change is made.
How is it that an ADA accessible park can be put in without helping those who would use it get to
the park safely?
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I really hope that some of your budget can go towards making this park safer to access by all who
use it, especially those who it was made for.
Thank you for your time,
Nattie Hymas

I am writing this email more as a request than a comment concerning the sidewalk improvement
plan that is to happen over the next seven years. I am a home owner at 1811 S 2nd Ave Pocatello
Idaho 83201. I have had concern regarding the lack of a sidewalk on the west side of south 2nd
Ave heading south starting from my residence. I have also voiced concern about the lack of side
walk on both sides of south 2nd after Bangle Creek apartments. I have gone in to the city office in
the past requesting to do a submittal regarding the need of fishing the side walk however was
turned away and was told you have a team that goes around and determines the needs of
improving / completing sidewalks. In the past seven years I have personally witnessed sever
wheelchair bound residences, children and family's having to exit the sidewalk via my driveway
to cross the street to continue to walk on the sidewalk on there way to ross park. To then be forced
into the road after Bangle Creek apartments with heavy traffic flow on there way to Ross Park. I
truly did not know how much foot and vehicle travel there was on 2nd street until moving here
seven years ago and that is why I am bringing up my continued concern about the need to finish
the side. Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

Concerned Resident
Sharina La Chappelle.
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Self-Certification
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCESS
SELF-CERTIFICATION
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.334 and 450.220, the Idaho Department of Transportation and the Bannock
Planning Organization Metropolitan Planning Organization for the cities of Pocatello urbanized area(s) hereby
certify that the transportation planning process is addressing the significant issues in the metropolitan planning
area and is being conducted in accordance with all the applicable requirements of:
1. 23 U.S.C. 134, 49 U.S.C 5303, and this subpart;
2. In nonattainment and maintenance areas, sections 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clean Air Act as
amended (42 USC 7504, 7506 (c) and (d) and 40 CFR part 93)
3. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1), 49 CFR part 21;
4. 49 U.S.C 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national origin, sex, or age
in employment or business opportunity;
5. Section 1101(b) of the FAST Act (Pub. L. 114-357) and 49 CFR part 26 regarding the involvement of
disadvantaged business enterprises in USDOT funded projects;
6. 23 CFR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity program on
Federal and Federal-aid highway construction contracts;
7. The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.) and 49 CFR parts
27, 37, and 38;
8. The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 6101), prohibiting discrimination on the basis of age in
programs or activities receiving federal financial assistance;
9. Section 324 of title 23 U.S.C. regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on gender; and
10. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and 49 CFR part 27 regarding
discrimination against individuals with disabilities.
Bannock Planning Organization

Idaho Transportation Department

___________________________________Mori
Byington
Planning Director

Kenneth Kanownik Planning Services Manager
Date: _______________________________

Date: _______________________________
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Resolution

Resolution Approving FY 2021 – 2027 Transportation Improvement Program
Resolution 2020-3 Providing for the Adoption of FY 2021 -2007 Transportation
Improvement Program
WHEREAS,
1. Bannock Transportation Planning Organization (BTPO) is the designated Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) for the Pocatello Urbanized area;
2. CFR §23 450.326 requires that each MPO prepare and Transportation Improvement Program
which reflects the investment priorities in the 2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan;
3. The Transportation Improvement Program was developed in accordance with the BTPO
Public Involvement Plan, and the public and stakeholders were involved in the development
of the plan.
4. The Transportation Improvement Program was developed in cooperation with the Idaho
Transportation Department
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED

1. The Bannock Transportation Planning Organization’s Policy Board adopts the FY 2021 –
2027 Transportation Improvement Program for the Pocatello/Chubbuck Urbanized Area.

Adopted on by the BTPO Policy Board meeting on September 14, 2020
Attest:

_____________________________
Roger Hernandez, Chair
BTPO Policy Board

______________________________
Mori R Byington
Planning Director
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Agenda Item 3: 2021 - 2027 Air Quality Conformity Determination (Action Item)
Meeting Date: August 24, 2020
Summary of Item:
The public review of the Conformity Determination occurred from July 7, 2020, to August 7, 2020. BTPO
did not receive any comments on the draft conformity determination.
The Interagency Consolation Committee provided several comments on the conformity determination.
The comments were the result of the review draft document using a new EPA checklist.
Most of the additions to the draft were clarifications or adding additional explanations of the process
used to determine regional air quality conformity.
Action Required:
Recommend Approval to the Policy Board

Metropolitan
Transportation Plan
2040 Air Quality
Conformity
Demonstration
The conformity demonstration for the Portneuf
Valley Non-Attainment area outlines the
transportation conformity process used to
demonstrate that the 2021- 2027 Transportation
Improvement Program and the 2040
Metropolitan Transportation Plan follows the
State Implementation Plan and Idaho
Administrative Rules on conformity.
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Introduction
The Portneuf Valley Nonattainment Area (PVNAA) was shown to have met the PM10 National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) with the approval of the redesignation request and
associated State Implementation Plan (SIP)/Maintenance Plan by the Environmental Protect
Agency (EPA) (71 FR 39574, July 13, 2006). Federal transportation rules require that
“maintenance areas” demonstrate the attainment of the motor vehicle emissions budgets
(MVEB) in the maintenance plan. The PVNAA is required to demonstrate that transportation
activities will not cause an additional exceedance of the PM10 NAAQS.
Bannock Transportation Planning Organization (BTPO) is the Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the PVNAA, and as the MPO is required to conduct a conformity
determination on the Long-Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP).
Transportation conformity is the process of evaluating the planned transportation activities
emissions against the Motor Vehicle Emissions Budget (MVEB) established by the SIP. The
latest SIP for the Portneuf Valley Non-Attainment Area was approved by the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) on July 13, 2006, and effective on August 14, 2006. Due to changes in
the requirements for air quality modeling, an amendment to that SIP and MVEB was submitted
in April 2014 and was approved by EPA with an effective date of September 15, 2014 (79 FR
41647, July 17, 2014). The Code of Federal Regulation Title 40 CFR §93.100 – §93.129 and 40
CFR §51.390 provides the requirements and specifications for determining transportation
conformity.
The State of Idaho Rules for the Control of Air Pollution in Idaho IDAPA 58.01.01.563 through
58.01.01.574 describes the rules and procedures for determining transportation conformity.
The procedure to determine if the Long-Range Transportation Plan or Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) conforms to the SIP is the budget test. The budget test compares
emissions from a specific action such as an update of the LRTP or TIP to the emissions limitation
established in the budget referred to as the Motor Vehicle Emissions Budget (MVEB).
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Figure 1 Portneuf Valley Non-Attainment Area
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Transportation Plans
This conformity determination is specifically for the 2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan
(MTP) 1 and the 2021-2027 TIP 2. The only the first four years of the TIP are subject to the
conformity rule. The remaining three years are included in the conformity determination for
2040 MTP. Both the MTP and TIP meet the requirements of the 2014 State Implementation
Plan(SIP). The PVNAA does not court orders related to air quality conformity. The TIP is the
short-range implementation document of the MTP. The TIP lists all federally funded project
and those projects which are considered regionally significant. The MTP is the twenty-year
vision of the regional transportation system. Both documents list projects that achieve goals
and performance measures. The TIP and MTP are fiscally constraint which means that the
amount of funds anticipated over the next seven years (TIP) and twenty years (MTP) match the
anticipated cost of the projects identified,
The SIP does not identify any Transportation control measures for the PVNAA.

Interagency Consultation
The State of Idaho Rules for the Control of Air Pollution in Idaho IDAPA 58.01.01.567 requires
an Interagency Consultation Committee (ICC) with representatives from local, state, and federal
agencies with interest in transportation air quality. The development of conformity
determination for the 2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan and the 2021 – 2027
Transportation Improvement Program included consultation from the ICC.
The conformity determination does not include any new assumptions or methodologies. The
ICC reviewed the horizon years at their April 2, 2020, meeting. Appendix A provides a summary
of the ICC meetings.

Time Horizons
40 CFR §93.106(d)(1) and 40 CFR§93.106(d)(2) allow the modification of the time horizon if the
Policy Board, in conjunction with IDEQ and other stakeholders agree. In the past conformity
determinations, BTPO has elected to modify the time frame of the conformity determination
and has used a shortened time frame. BTPO has chosen not to the shortened time frame since
there was no saving in time or effort.
In analyzing the time frame requirements in 40 CFR §93.106(a)(1), 40 CFR §93.106(d)(1) and 40
CFR §93.118(b)(2) the following horizon or analysis year have been identified:
•

Horizon Year 2025 – Within ten years of the validation of the 2015 travel demand model
per 40 CFR §93.106(d)(2)(i)(B)

1

https://www.bannockplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/BTPO-Metropolitan-Transportation-Plan-2040.pdf
https://www.bannockplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/BTPO-Transportation-Improvement-ProgramFY2021_Draft.pdf
2
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•
•

Horizon Year 2035 – The horizon years must be with ten years. per 40 CFR
§93.106(a)(1)(ii)
Horizon Year 2040 - 40 CFR §93.106(a)(1)(i) requires the last year of the 2040 MTP to be
a horizon year.

Portneuf Valley Non-Attainment Area Transportation
Conformity Assumptions
The TDM 3 and Portneuf Valley PM10 Maintenance Plan Amendment 4 documents provide a
detailed description of inputs used in the development of conformity models. Both the TDM
and the MOVES model are complicated software packages that used local data to reproduce or
simulate either travel or emissions for existing and future conditions. This section discusses the
key assumptions or inputs for the TDM and MOVES models.

Emissions Model
The EPA approved Motor Vehicle Emissions Simulator Model (MOVES2014) on October 7, 2014,
as the official model for conducting transportation conformity. EPA also provided a two-year
grace period beginning October 7, 2014, and ending October 7, 2016, to implement the
MOVES2014 for transportation conformity (79 FR 60343 October 7, 2014). MOVES2014b was
used to complete this conformity analysis. The MOVES model provides vehicle emissions for
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) and Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) and a portion of Particulate
Matter less than ten microns (PM10). BTPO calculated the paved road dust portion of PM10
using the 2011 AP-42 Compilation of Air Pollutant Emission Factors – Chapter 13.

MOVES2014b Input Assumptions
National emissions data is the basis of the MOVES model. Local data replaces some of the
national data set to improve the accuracy of the MOVES model.

Vehicle Fleet Key Assumptions
Vehicle population and age distribution came from the following four sources:
•
•
•
•

Cars, motorcycles, trucks and light commercial trucks – Idaho DMV
Intercity and transit buses – Phone interview with providers
School buses – Idaho Department of Education
Commercial trucks – Short and long haul – National defaults

The vehicle population data was for Bannock County. The Idaho Department of Environmental
Quality developed Vehicle Age Distribution data for Bannock County using a VIN –decoded

3
4

http://bannockplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2015-Travel-Demand-Model-Documentation-Approved.pdf
https://www.deq.idaho.gov/media/1117336/portneuf-valley-pm10-maintenance-plan-amendment-0414.pdf
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vehicle registration data. The emissions inventory and all the conformity runs use the same age
distribution.

Fuel-Related Key Assumptions
All analysis years use the national default fuel supply. National defaults account for alternativefueled vehicles, which is the setting used in the Portneuf Valley PM10 Maintenance Plan
Amendment.

Meteorology Key Assumptions
Meteorology inputs, including average hourly temperature, relative humidly, and precipitation,
came from observed data for 2011 at the Pocatello Regional Airport. All conformity runs use
the 2011 meteorological data used in the development of the 2014 Maintenance plan.

Paved Road Dust Key Assumptions
BTPO used the January 2011 AP-42 Compilation of Air Pollutant Emission Factors Section 13.2.1
Paved Roads Equation 2 5 to determine the daily paved road dust emissions. The emissions for
each roadway type are the product of the emission factors and the VMT each day. Components
of the road dust equation are VMT, road surface silt loading, average vehicle weight, and
precipitation. Differences in silt loading during winter and summer season requires defining the
seasons. The period November 1 – February 29 is the winter season, and the period from
March 1 – October 31 is the summer season. The method used is the same method used in the
Portneuf Valley PM10 Maintenance Plan Amendment.
Eext = [K (sL)0.91 X (W)1.02] X (1 – P/4N)
Were
Eext = PM10 or PM2.5 emission factor in the same units as k
K = particle size multiplier (1.0 for PM10) (grams/VMT)
sL = road surface silt loading (grams per square meter)
W = average weight of the vehicles traveling the road (tons)
(Equation 2 from January 2011 AP-42 Compilation of Air Pollutant Emission Factors
Section 13.2.1 Paved Roads)
Vehicle Miles Traveled: VMT is generated from the TDM outputs along with Highway
Performance Monitoring Data to get hourly distribution by roadway type.
Silt Loading: Silt loading is the average amount of material on the road. PVNAA uses national
defaults. Silt loading for paved road emission calculations is available in Table 8 of the Portneuf
Valley PM 10 Maintenance Plan Amendment.
5

https://www3.epa.gov/ttn/chief/ap42/ch13/final/c13s0201.pdf
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Average Vehicle Weight: All horizon years use the national default average vehicle for each
vehicle type.
Precipitation Data: If there is a day with more than a trace of precipitation (≥0.01 inches), that
day is considered not to have measurable road dust. Data came from the MESOWEST and
Western Regional Climate Center and was for 2011. 2020, 2030, and 2040 horizon year use the
2011 data.

Vehicle Miles Traveled Conversion
The BTPO Travel Demand Model (TDM) provides the average annual weekday traffic (AAWDT)
for the PVNAA area for each time horizon. Automatic Traffic Recorder (ATR) data is used to
convert the AAWDT into hourly, daily, and monthly traffic volume. The ATR data set used here
is from ITD covering 2016-2017. The data set includes a total of one hundred and six (106) ATR
sites with complete data in southern Idaho counties. Combined with the vehicle mix datasheet
updated on May 2018 by ITD, from this data, the VMT and VHT related MOVES input files are
produced.

Travel Demand Model
The BTPO travel demand model provides an average annual daily traffic estimate for the PVNAA
area. BTPO’s travel demand model software is TransCAD, and the current version is TransCAD
8.0. The TDM was validated and calibrated with a 2015 base year. The TDM models all roads in
the PVNAA. The 2019 road network is the initial transportation network. The horizon year
network includes changes identified in the projects listed in section 3. The 2015 travel model
documentation is available on BTPO’s website (https://www.bannockplanning.org/traveldemand-model/).
In 2019, BTPO updated demographic projections. The construction of the Northgate
interchange required an evaluation of the demographic projections. Figure 2 provides the
housing unit and employment projections for each horizon year.
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Figure 2 Demographic Projections by Horizon Years
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Mode Split Assumptions
Built into the TDM is a method to account for non-vehicle travel. The method is not an official
mode split model. Based on the household survey, the percentage of non-vehicle trips from
one district to another is known. For each trip purpose, based on the survey, the model
allocates the percentage of vehicle trips to the trip assignment step of the mode. The
percentage of non-vehicle trips is constant over the twenty years of the TDM.

Travel Demand Model Assumptions
Vehicle Miles Traveled Inputs
Household Disaggregation: A conversion table, based on the 2012 household survey, converted
households into a household size and the number of workers per household.
Trip Generation: The TDM uses six trip purposes to calculate the average weekday person trips.
The trip purposes are:
•
•
•
•
•
•

HBW – Home Base Work
HBC – Home Base College
SCH – Home Based School
HBS – Home Based Shopping
HBO – Home Based Other
NHB – Not Home Based
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Trip Distribution: The 2012 household survey is the basis of the destination choice model. The
Destination choice models help reproduce the vehicle travel patterns in the PVNAA.
Mode Split: The model split model uses a simple lookup table of auto share by district
production-attraction pairs as calculated from the household survey by trip purpose.
TDM Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT): The TDM provides output in the form of Average Annual
Weekday Traffic. Vehicle Miles Traveled is calculated by multiplying the length of each road
segment by the ADT of that segment.
Road Types: The TDM and MOVES use different roadway types. A crosswalk table converts the
TDM road types into the four road types used by MOVES.

Vehicle Hours Traveled (VHT) Key Assumptions
VHT characterize the time spent traveling and the average speed of a vehicle traveling on
specific road type. The BTPO TDM used the Akcelik volume-delay function used to adjust the
average speed to account for congestion. The MOVES and TDM models use the same Akcelik
volume-delay function (Equation 1).

Equation 1 Akcelik Volume Delay Function

Travel Demand Model Output
Figure 3 provides the results for 2025, 2035, and 2040, the three horizon years.
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Figure 3 Vehicle Miles Traveled Estimated for Horizon Years
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Projects Included in the Transportation Emissions Analysis
Ensuring that emissions from the transportation activities within the area will not exceed the
MVEB for that area is the purpose of transportation conformity. Transportation conformity at a
program level pertains to the Metropolitan Transportation Plan and the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP). The Metropolitan Transportation Plan includes all the TIP
projects.
Table 1 lists the 2025 horizon year projects modeled in the travel demand model. Table 2
includes projects with anticipated construction starting in 2026. No additional projects are
planed between 2035 and 2040. Projects from Tables 1 and 2 were included in the 2040
horizon year demonstration. Projects listed in 40 CFR § 93.126 Table 2 are exempt from
emission analysis (Table 3). BTPO and the Interagency Consultation Committee has
determined that projects in Table 4 are exempt from emission analysis since they do not have
potential regional impacts.
Table 1 - 2025 Horizon Year Projects

Key
Number

Project Name

Activity

E. Siphon RoadThe project will widen E. Siphon
Whitaker Road to Hiline Road from 2 to five lanes including
B1001 Rd
bicycle facilities
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Year of
Activity

2021

Sponsor

Chubbuck

21860

Yellowstone - Park
Lawn and Siphon

The project will widen the
Yellowstone Avenue from two to
five lanes

ITD
2024

Sponsor Codes: BPO = Bannock Transportation Planning Organization; Chubbuck = City of Chubbuck; Pocatello = City of Pocatello
PRT = Pocatello Regional Transit; ITD = Idaho Transportation Department.

Table 2 2035 Horizon Year Projects

Key Number

ORN22867

Project Name
Gould Street Yellowstone Ave to
Garrett Way

Activity
Widen the westbound lanes from
two to three and add additional
right-turn lanes to the intersection
of Garrett Way and Gould St.

Year of Activity

Sponsor

2027

ITD

Sponsor Codes: BPO = Bannock Transportation Planning Organization; Chubbuck = City of Chubbuck; Pocatello = City of Pocatello
PRT = Pocatello Regional Transit; ITD = Idaho Transportation Department.

Table 3 lists the projects exempt from regional air quality conformity as defined in CFR 40
§93.126 Table 2. Table 4 lists the projects exempt from regional air quality conformity as
defined in CFR 40 §93.127 Table 3. Projects listed in Table 4 are exempt from regional
emissions analysis unless they are determined to have potential regional impacts.
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Table 3 Projects exempt from regional emissions analysis (40 CFR § 93.126)

Key
Number
13800

Project Name
Pocatello UZA Operations

Activity
Operations provide funds for the day to day
operations of the PRT fixed-route system.

Year of
Activity
2021-2024

Exempt Project
Type
Operation
Assistance

13801

Pocatello UZA Capital Lease

Capital Facility Lease provides funds to lease a
transfer station for the fixed transit route system

2021-2024

Purchase of Office

13802

Pocatello UZA Capital

Demand Response Operations provides door to door
transit service for elderly and disabled persons in the
Pocatello urban area.

2021-2024

Operation
Assistance

13803

Pocatello UZA Preventive
Maintenance

2021-2024

Purchase of
operating
equipment

19755

Pocatello UZA Capital

2021-2024

Purchase of new
buses

19720

Pocatello USZ Planning

Provide maintenance costs related to vehicles,
including supplies, materials, labor, services, and
associated costs required to preserve or extend the
life of transit vehicles.
Capital Vehicle Replacement project will purchase
new or buses to replace those busses which are
beyond their useful life. An estimated four busses
will be purchased

2021-2024

Planning

ORN23042

Pocatello UZA Capital

Mobility management provides planning services to
assist in coordinating transit services between transit
providers and human service agencies.
E Clark Street install or repair sidewalk and curb
ramp from 18th Ave to 1st Ave

2021

ORN23043

Pocatello UZA Capital

E Carter Street install sidewalk and curb ramps from
5th Ave to 8th Ave

2022

Bicycle and
Pedestrian
Facilities
Bicycle and
Pedestrian
Facilities
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Key
Number
21827
19952

Project Name
I-15B, Cedar to Flandro

Activity

Mill and inlay

Year of
Activity
2021

FY 2021 BTPO Metropolitan
Planning
FY 2022 BTPO Metropolitan
Planning
FY 2023 BTPO Metropolitan
Planning
FY 2024 BTPO Metropolitan
Planning
FY 2025 BTPO Metropolitan
Planning
Pedestrian Crossing Safety
Improvements

Planning

21911

Yellowstone Ave; Breneman to
Knudsen

22450

State, FY 21 Pocatello 15 ADA
Ramps

Safety improvement to add a median to the center
turn lane
Construct 15 ADA Ramps in Pocatello

2025
2021

12098

Center Street Underpass

Bridge Rehabilitation

2026

22411

S. 5th Avenue Safety Improvement

Sidewalks and crosswalks

20432
20432
22495
New
ORN22883

2021

Planning

2022

Planning

2023

Planning

2024

Planning
The project will add 12 bulb-outs and curb ramps
within downtown Pocatello. The project will also add
two Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacons n Near
Pocatello High School.

2025
2023

2022
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Exempt Project
Type
Pavement
Resurfacing
Planning
Planning
Planning
Planning
Planning
Bicycle and
Pedestrian
Facilities
Guardrails,
median barriers,
Bicycle and
Pedestrian
Facilities
Widening narrow
pavements or
reconstructing
bridges
Bicycle and
Pedestrian
Facilities

Key
Number
ORN12024

Project Name
Pole Line Road - W Alameda Road
to W Quinn Road

Activity
Add a two-way center turn lane and sidewalk to Pole
Line Road from W. Alameda Road to W Quinn Road

Year of
Activity
2025

Exempt Project
Type
Adding medians

Sponsor Codes: BPO = Bannock Transportation Planning Organization; Chubbuck = City of Chubbuck; Pocatello = City of Pocatello PRT = Pocatello Regional Transit; ITD = Idaho
Transportation Department.
Project types included in this list are listed in 40 CFR §93.127 and are exempt from the conformity requirements.

Table 4 Projects exempt from regional emissions analysis (40 CFR § 93.127)

Key Number

Project Name

12099

Intersection of Hawthorne and Quinn

20589

I-86/I-15 Interchange Complex

Activity

Year of
Activity

Improve capacity by
2025
installing a signal or other
traffic control device. The
project includes additional
turn lanes, but no
additional through lanes.
The project reconfigures
2023
the interchange complex.
Activities include repair or
replacement of bridges
and ramps.
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Exempt Project Type

Intersection signalization projects at
individual intersections

Interchange reconfiguration projects.

Motor Vehicle Emissions Budget
Secondary formation of PM10 can occur in the atmosphere through a series of complex
photochemical reactions involving certain precursor pollutants. Studies indicate that secondary
aerosols are significant contributors to PM10 concentrations in the Portneuf Valley. The
conformity rule requires an MVEB for precursors to PM10 when they are significant contributors
(40 CFR 93.109(b)(2)(iii)). Accordingly, an MVEB was established for NOX and VOC. SO2 and NH3
are also considered precursors to PM10. SO2 was not included as onroad vehicles are not a
significant source of SO2 emissions (less than 1% of the total Portneuf Valley inventory in 2004).
NH3 is not included in the MVEB because vehicles exhaust extremely small amounts, and the
atmosphere in the Western US is generally considered to be ammonia-rich.
The PVNAA Motor Vehicle Emission Budget has been updated to reflect emission modeling with
the MOVES model and the revised State Implementation Plan
Table 5: PVNAA Revised Motor Vehicle Emission Budget

Year

PM10 (TPY)

NOx (TPY)

VOC (TPY)

2020

498

856

651

Results
Tables 6, 7, and 8 demonstrate that the transportation emission outputs of the MOVES2014b
model and Road Dust calculations from AP 42 13.2.1 are less than the MVB for horizon years
2025, 2035, and 2040. Therefore, the proposed 2021 to 2027 TIP and 2040 MTP passes the
budget test for all three pollutants and conforms to the State Implementation Plan.
Table 6: Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) Budget Test, Tons per Year

Volatile Organic Compounds
700

Tons Per Year

600
500
400
300
200
100
0

2025

2035

2040

AHorizon Year
PVNAA

Budget
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Table 7: Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx) Budget Test, Tons per Year

Tons per year

Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx)
900
800
700
600
500
400
300
200
100
0

2025

2035

2040

Horizon Year
PVNAA

Budget

Table 8: PM10 Budget Test, Tons Per Year

Primary OnRoad and Road Dust PM10 - Total
600

Tons per Year

500
400
300
200
100
0

2025

2035

2040

Horizon Year
PVNAA

Budget
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Appendix A.

ICC Meeting Summaries
Bannock Planning Organization
Interagency Consultation Committee Meeting
Monday, April 2, 2020
Meeting Summary

Members Attending:
Karl Pepple – Environmental Protection Agency
Kimi Smith - Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
Aislinn Johns - Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
Scott Frey – Federal Highway Administration
Clay Woods - Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
Mori Byington – Bannock Transportation Planning Organization
Carl Brown - Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
Ryan McDaniel – Idaho Transportation Department
Topics Discussed
Conformity Horizon Years

The upcoming conformity analysis for the Transportation Improvement Program includes 2021
to 2040. The analysis period is after the 2020 Motor Vehicle Emissions Budget and the 2020
horizon years used in the analysis of the Metropolitan Transportation Plan. BTPO is proposing
using 2023, 2035, and 2040 has the horizon years. The BTPO calibrated the Travel Demand
Model in 2015, which meets the ten-year requirement of §93.106(a)(1)(ii).
The group consensus was to use 2025, 2035, and 2040 as horizon years for the 2021 – 2040
conformity analysis.
Timeline for Conformity Determination
BTPO is proposing a timeline that allows the draft TIP to include the draft conformity
determination.
Week of May 12 – BTPO submits the travel demand model runs
Week of June 15 – IDEQ provides MOVES model run results for 2025, 2035, and 2040 to BTPO
June 29 – BTPO sends ICC the draft conformity analysis for review.
July 27 – ICC meeting on draft conformity analysis
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Agenda Item 4: FY 2021 Unified Planning Work Program (Action Item)
Meeting Date: August 24, 2020
Summary of Item:
The FY 2021 Unified Planning Work Program includes the following tasks:

Task 1.0 Administration and Coordination
Task 2 Public Participation and Outreach
Task 3.0 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
Task 4.0 Transportation Data Collection and Management
Task 5.0 Transportation Modeling, Demographic, and GIS
Task 6.1 Un-signalized Intersection Study
Task 6.2 Intelligent Transportation Systems Plan Update
Task 6.3 Transit Route Analysis (Phase 2)
Task 7.0 Coordinated Traffic Signal Coordination
Task 8.0 Performance Measure Tracking
Task 9.0 Bicycle and Pedestrian Outreach
Task 10.0 BTPO Local Operations
The focus of this years’ UPWP is the un-signalized intersection study and the Intelligent
Transportation System Plan. Consultants will assist in the development of both of these plans.
The activities were identified and prioritized at the February TAC meeting.
Action Required:
Recommend approval of the UPWP to the Policy Board.

Draft Unified Planning
and
Work Program
Fiscal Year 2021

Bannock Transportation Planning Organization

Fiscal Year 2021
Draft Unified Planning Work Program and Budget
Prepared by

Bannock Transportation Planning Organization
PO Box 6129
Pocatello, Idaho 83201
http://www.bannockplanning.org

The preparation of this report has been funded in part by the U.S. Department of Transportation through the
Federal Highway Admiration and Federal Transit Administration under the Metropolitan Planning Program
Section 104(f) of Title 23 United States Code. Contents of this report do not necessarily reflect official views or
policies of the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, or the Federal Transit
Administration.
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Draft FY 2021 Unified Planning Work Program

Introduction
The Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) describes the plans and activities that the Bannock
Transportation Planning Organization (BTPO) will conduct from October 1, 2020 to September 30,
2021. BTPO is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization for the Pocatello Urbanized Area.
Metropolitan Planning Organizations are required under 23 CFR §450.300 to conduct a transportation
planning process that is continuous, cooperative, and comprehensive. The performance-based
multimodal planning process develops projects and strategies that address ten national planning
factors and the goal and strategies identified in the Metropolitan Transportation Plan.
BTPO developed the UPWP cooperation with local governments, the Idaho Transportation
Department, and Pocatello Regional Transit. The projects, plans, and activities in the UPWP reflect the
Metropolitan Transportation Plan goals and strategies. The UPWP activities also monitor the
performance targets established in the Metropolitan Transportation Plan.

Planning Process and Direction
BTPO serves the Pocatello Urbanized area and the surrounding area, which includes the area of city
impact for the City of Pocatello and the City of Chubbuck (Figure 1). BTPO in a cooperative process
through the Technical Advisory Committee and the Policy Board selected tasks and activities that help
implement the Metropolitan Transportation Plan. BTPO staff and committees complete most of the
activities listed, but many other agencies assist BTPO in the planning process.
The performance-based 2040 Metropolitan Transportation Plan lists five goals and numerous tasks to
implement these goals. After review of the goals and strategies in the Metropolitan Transportation
Plan, the committees agreed that monitoring of performance targets and updating older plans should
be the focus of the UPWP.
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Figure 1 BTPO Planning Area
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Work Plan Tasks
The UPWP includes ten tasks.

Task 1.0 Administration and Coordination
Description: The administration task provides for the administrative needs, including financial
reporting, budgeting, federal report requirements, and other activities related to the operation of the
organization. The administration task also provides staff support to BTPO's standing committees and
to other agencies in which BTPO is a member. The coordination component allows staff to provide
local and state coordination between agencies.
Activities and Products:
•

•

•
•
•
•

•

•

General Administration – Provides the required administrative functions, including financial
reporting, financial audit, contract administration, and ensuring the agency meets all local,
state, and federal program administration requirements.
Committee Support - Provides staff support to the Policy Board, Technical Advisory Committee,
Signal Coordination Committee, Human Service- Public Transportation Committee, and
Interagency Consultation Committee. Activities include meeting preparation and minutes.
Member Agency Technical Support and Coordination - Activities provide support for meetings,
workshops, public events, and or other needs that may occur within the year.
FY 2020 Annual Report and Expenditures – BTPO is required to prepare and submit an annual
report on the activities and expenditures that occurred in the previous fiscal year.
Monitor FY 2021 Unified Planning and Work Program – Prepare quarterly progress reports and
modifications to the Unified Planning Work Program is needed.
FY 2022 Unified Planning and Work Program – In coordination with the Idaho Transportation
Department and Pocatello Regional Transit, prepare the FY 2022 Unified Planning and Work
Program
Title VI Report – BTPO completed the last Title VI Report in 2013. Many changes in the methods
used to evaluate compliance with Title VI. The report will include analysis of other federal
requirements such as environmental justice and limited English proficiency
Self-Certification Review Followup – The Idaho Transportation Department and Federal
Highway Administration conducted an extensive review of the BTPO's planning process. A
report analysis of the planning process may include recommended changes to policies,
procedures, and activities of the MPO.

Schedule:
•
•

Most tasks are ongoing during the fiscal year.
Quarterly progress reports (February 2021, May 2021, August 2021 and November 2021)
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•
•
•

Annual UPWP and amendments (Draft August 2021, Final September 2022)
Monthly financial reports (Monthly)
Title VI Report (Third Quarter)

Responsible Agency(s): BTPO staff will perform or administer this task.
Table 1 Administration and Coordination Budget

Task 1.0
Expense Category
BTPO Staff
Contract Services (5015)
Operational expenses >
TOTALS

Activity Code 710
Workdays
Costs
46 $20,159
$13,500
$43,019
Totals> $76,678

Funding Source
CPG
Local Match
$18,679
$1,480
$12,509
$991
$39,861
$3,158
$71,050
$5,628

Task 2 Public Outreach
The three subtasks all relate to providing information to the public or participating in activities that
provide information to the public.

Task 2.1 Public Communication and Information
Description: Informing the public of transportation planning and operation is the focus of this task.
BTPO's primary methods of informing the public include the website, email news updates, social media
posts, and notices in the newspaper. The public involvement plan outlines the specific approach for
each project type.
Activities and Products:
•
•
•
•
•

Website Update and Maintenance - Maintain a website that provides information to the public
in an easy to understand and find.
Annual Review - Prepare an annual review and evaluation of the public involvement activities of
the previous year.
Distribute news and Information - Provide information to the public and agencies on subjects
related to transportation in the BTPO planning area.
Maintain and develop lists of interested parties and the general public
Maintain a public presence with minority groups, low-income populations, and groups not
traditionally represented in the transportation planning process

Schedule:
•

All activities are ongoing
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Responsible Agency(s): BTPO staff will perform or administer this task.
Table 2 Public Communications and Coordination Budget

Task 2.1
Expense Category
BTPO Staff
Total Other Expenses
Contract Services
TOTALS

Activity Code 747
Funding Source
Workdays Costs
CPG
Local Match
15 $6,538 $6,058
$480
$2,886 $2,674
$212
15

$9,424 $8,732

$692

Task 2.2 Mobility Management
Description: BTPO participates in a regional effort to provide mobility management services within the
urban area. Mobility management provides information to agencies and the public on transportation
options. BTPO contributes funding to the Pocatello Regional Transit mobility manager.
Activities and Products:
•
•

Participate in quarterly Human Service and Public Transportation Committee Meetings
Provide information and expertise to the mobility manager

Schedule:
•

Ongoing

Responsible Agency(s): Pocatello Regional Transit is responsible for the mobility manager. BTPO is
responsible for the committee meetings.
Table 3 Mobility Management Budget

Task 2.2
Expense Category
BTPO Staff
Total Other Expenses
Contract Services
TOTALS

Activity Code 741
Workdays
Costs
5 $2,179
$50
$2,500
5 $4,729

Funding Source
CPG
Local
$2,179
$50
$2,500
$0
$4,729

Task 2.3 Non-Motorized Transportation Outreach
Description: The task provides information on pedestrian and bicycle travel and safety within the
region. BTPO participates in the environmental fair, Bike to Work Month, Safe Routes to School, and
other community events to educate the public on non-motorized transportation options
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Activities and Products:
•
•
•

Participate in the regional Environmental Fair
Participate in the Bike to Work Month
Provide information on facilities and safety at community events.

Schedule:
•

Ongoing

Responsible Agency(s): BTPO staff and consultants will perform this task.
Table 4 Non-Motorized Transportation Outreach Budget

Task 2.3
Expense Category
BTPO Staff
Total Other Expenses
Contract Services
TOTALS

Activity Code 740
Workdays Costs
3 $1,090
$3,000
3

$4,090

Funding Source
CPG
Local
$1,090
$0
$3,000
$0

$4,090

Task 3.0 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
Description: The TIP process is a cooperative effort between the Idaho Transportation Depart, Local
Highway Technical Assistance Council (LHTAC), Pocatello Regional Transit, and our member agencies.
The TIP is a list of all federally funded projects within the region and a subset of the State
Transportation Investment Program (STIP). The TIP serves the required Program of Projects for Federal
Transit Administration's projects.
Activities and Products:
•
•
•
•
•

Prepare amendments to the TIP as needed.
Quarterly Coordination Meeting – Attend quarterly coordination meetings on the
Transportation Improvement Program.
Transit Program of Project – Collaborate with the Pocatello Regional Transit on the
development of the annual program of projects.
Project Coordination - Coordinate with ITD and LHTAC on statewide competitive programs to
ensure potential projects are consistent with the MTP
Transportation Improvement Program - Develop a six-year funding program that lists are
federally funded projects and all regionally significant transportation projects.
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•

Air Quality Conformity Determination – The planning area includes the Portneuf Valley NonAttainment Area, which is subject to the Clean Air Act. The determination ensures that the
activities of the TIP will not lead to violations of the Clean Air Act.

Schedule:
•
•
•

Amendments – As required
Draft FY 2022 – 2028 Transportation Improvement Program (Third Quarter)
FY 2022– 2028 TIP and Conformity Determination (Fourth Quarter)

Responsible Agency(s): Many agencies are involved in the development of the TIP. BTPO staff will
administer tasks, develop the TIP document, and provide public outreach. BTPO will also provide
public involvement activities required for the POP. ITD is responsible for developing the STIP and for
maintaining a database of all federally funded projects. ITD is responsible for submitting projects for
consideration that are on the State Highway System or selected through a statewide process.
Table 5 Transportation Improvement Program Budget

Task 3.0
Expense Category
BTPO Staff
Total Other Expenses
Contract Services
TOTALS

Activity Code 712
Workdays Costs
13 $5,448
$1,325
13

$6,773

Funding Source
CPG
Local Match
$5,048
$400
$1,228
$97
$6,276

$497

Task 4.0 Transportation Data Collection and Management
Description: The tasks and provides the data needed to conduct transportation system plans. The
need for accurate transportation data is increasing exponentially at a time that resources are
decreasing. Historically, BTPO and the Idaho Transportation Department are the primary providers of
vehicle usage data for the region. BTPO also has 11 pedestrian and bicycle counters located on
greenways throughout the planning area. Reviewing the counting program and make
recommendations for future improvements is a subtask.
Activities and Products:
•
•
•

Traffic Counts - Conduct manual tube traffic counts, turning counts as outlined in the traffic
monitoring report. Maintain a traffic count database.
Bicycle and Pedestrian Activity - Conduct bicycle and pedestrian counts as outlined in the traffic
monitoring report.
Travel Time Data – Maintain a network of monitors that track the travel time along the arterial
corridors.

7|Page

Draft FY 2021 Unified Planning Work Program
•
•
•

Automatic Traffic Recorder Stations – Evaluate the existing locations of the ART and install
three or four new ATR sites at the recommendation locations.
Seasonal Factors – Annually update seasonal factors groups to allow conversion of daily traffic
count into annual averages.
Data collection methods Report – Conduct a comprehensive review of the data collections
program. The report should provide recommended changes in the procedure used to obtain
data.

Schedule:
•
•
•
•

Traffic counts, turning counts, and travel time studies (Ongoing)
Pedestrian and bicycle counts (Ongoing)
Updated factor group/seasonal factors (Second Quarter)
Data Collection Method Report (Fourth Quarter)

Responsible Agency(s): BTPO staff will perform this task.
Table 6 Transportation Data Collection and Management Budget

Task 4.
Expense Category
BTPO Staff
Total Other Expenses
Contract Services
TOTALS

Funding
Activity Code 758
Source
Workdays
Costs
CPG
5
$2,179
$59,017
5

$61,196

$0

Match
$2,179
$59,017
$61,196

Task 5.0 Transportation Modeling, Demographic, and GIS
Description: The task has an extensive scope. The purpose of the task is to develop and maintain the
tools and data needed to support other planning projects. BTPO maintains a travel demand model,
Synchro model, and Geographic Information Systems. Included in the task is collecting and tracking
performance measures data. An annual report will provide a summary performance measures and
other transportation data.
Activities and Products:
•
•

Maintain demographic data – Update the employment and housing unit data by Traffic Analysis
Zone.
Travel Demand Model – Maintain the regional travel demand model and provide model runs to
other tasks and member agencies.
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•

•
•

•

Synchro model – Maintain a base non-coordinated PM Peak hour model. Track and catalog
time of day plans used within the region. Motor Vehicle Emissions Simulator - to provide
conformity runs for 2025, 2030, 2040
Annual Vehicle Miles Traveled – Develop annual vehicle miles traveled for 2020 and maintain
historical data.
Geographic Information System (GIS)- Develop and maintain layers for streets, intersections,
bicycle facilities, transit facilities, functional classification, national highway system, and others
as needed.
Annual Performance Summary – Develop and maintain an annual report summarizing the
performance measures data sets.

Schedule:
•
•
•
•

All modeling tasks are ongoing.
Annual Vehicle Miles Traveled table (Second Quarter)
Maintain GIS layers (On-going)
Annual Performance Summary – (Third Quarter)

Responsible Agency(s): BTPO staff will perform this task. BTPO coordinates the data collection
activities with the City of Pocatello, the City of Chubbuck, the Idaho Transportation Department, and
Bannock County.
Table 7 Transportation Modeling, Demographic, and GIS Budget

Task 5
Expense Category
BTPO Staff
Total Other Expenses
Contract Services
TOTALS

Activity Code 720
Workdays
Costs
50 $21,793
$15,255
$15,000
50 $52,048

Funding Source
CPG
Local
$20,194
$1,600
$14,135
$1,120
$13,899
$1,101
$48,228
$3,820

Task 6.0 Long Range Planning
Task 6.1 Traffic Impact Analysis
Description: The task has two main activities. The first is to complete the Traffic Impact Analysis
report, including agency and public review. The second will how growth will impact un-signalized
intersections and intersections of concern. In 2003, BTPO completed an un-signalized intersection
study that focused on evaluating signal warrants on the selected intersections. This study will analyze
the signal warrant, current level-of-service, and future (2030 and 2040) level-of-service. Task 4
includes data collection for the task.
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Activities and Projects:
•
•
•
•

Intersection Identification – Develop a method to identify the intersections to evaluate as part
of the study.
Methodology Identification – Verify the method to evaluate the intersection and data required
to conduct the analysis.
Analysis - Conduct a traffic signal warrant analysis for each intersection and determine the
current and future level-of-service.
Un-Signalized Intersection Study – Develop a draft and final un-signalized intersection study.

Schedule:
•
•
•
•

Study intersection identification technical report (First Quarter)
Data element and collection methodology technical report (First Quarter)
Public review of intersections and methodology (Second Quarter)
Draft report (fourth quarter or first quarter of FY 2022)

Responsible Agency(s): BTPO staff and consultants will perform this task
Table 8 Un-signalized Intersection Study Budget

Task 6.1
Expense Category
BTPO Staff
Total Other Expenses
Contract Services
TOTALS

Activity Code 731
Workdays
Costs
41 $17,707
$12,000
$25,000
41 $54,707

Funding Source
CPG
Local Match
$16,407
$1,300
$11,119
$881
$23,165
$1,835
$50,691
$4,015

Task 6.2 Intelligent Transportation Systems Plan Update
Description: In 2013, the Idaho Transportation Department completed a Regional Intelligent
Transportation System (ITS) Architecture for District 5, which includes the BTPO planning area. Many
of the projects and activities included in that plan are near completion. ITD maintained a statewide
plan for the transit portion of the ITS Architecture. ITD no longer maintains the transit ITS architecture.
The update will include conversion to the Regional Architecture Development for Intelligent
Transportation (RAD-IT) software. The software provides an interactive web-based plan.
Activities and Products:
•

Develop ITS Vision, Goals, and Objectives - Meet with the stakeholders and will solicit their
guidance in the development of the ITS Vision, Goals, and Objectives. The Goals and Objectives
shall be based on the National ITS Architecture.
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•
•

•
•
•

Existing Conditions/Infrastructure/Inventory - Document the existing conditions of ITS related
systems and networks currently deployed and planned in the region.
Needs Assessment - Utilize comments received from the Steering Committee, and through the
assessment of the information provided by the County and cities describing the existing
conditions.
ITS Strategies - Identify any applications that meet identified needs.
Regional ITS Architecture (RITSA) – Develop RITSA software online architecture.
Concept of Operations - Update to the existing Concept of Operations that defines the roles
and responsibilities for maintenance and operation of ITS and also includes the level of
information sharing, status, and control between agencies.

Schedule:
•

Update ITS architecture software (fourth quarter)

Responsible Agency(s): BTPO staff and consultant and will perform this task, but coordination with ITD
is required.
Table 9 Intelligent Transportation Systems Plan Update Budget

Task 6.2
Expense Category
BTPO Staff
Total Other Expenses
Contract Services
TOTALS

Activity Code
Funding Source
Workdays
Costs
CPG
Local Match
46 $19,886 $18,427
$1,460
$3,300
$3,058
$242
$25,000 $23,165
$1,835
46 $48,186 $44,649
$3,537

Task 6.3 Transit Route Analysis (Phase 2)
Description: This is the second phase of the analysis. In the fiscal year 2020, BTPO updated the transit
stop information and completed the inventory of the transit routes. This fiscal year is the analysis
portion of the study. The main goal is to determine the accessibility of each transit stop.
Activities and Products:
•
•

Data Collection – Complete the inventory of transit stops.
Transit Routes Analysis Report – Develop a report which analysis the walkability of each transit
stop.

Schedule:
•

Develop a connected sidewalk network (Ongoing)
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•

Develop Transit Routes Analysis Report (Fourth Quarter)

Responsible Agency(s): BTPO is responsible for the tasks
Table 10 Transit Route Analysis Budget

Task 6.3
Expense Category
BTPO Staff
Total Other Expenses
Contract Services
TOTALS

Activity Code
Workdays
Costs
10
4,359
$1,950
$5,000
10 $11,309

Funding Source
CPG
Local
$4,039
$320
$1,807
$143
$4,633
$367
$10,479
$830

Task 7.0 Coordinated Traffic Signal Coordination
Description: Coordinate operations and planning of the Pocatello/Chubbuck Coordinated Traffic
Control Centers. Provide maintenance resources to maintain the coordination traffic control system.
BTPO serves as the coordination and oversight element of the control center.
Activities and Products:
•
•
•

Maintain the Coordinated System – Work with the signal coordination committee to maintain
the traffic control system.
Capital Improvement Program – Implement the approved program.
Signal Timing Update – Develop time of day plans for several sections within the coordinated
system

Schedule:
•
•
•

Monitor the operations of the coordinated System (Ongoing)
Implement a five-year capital plan (Ongoing)
Signal Timing Update (Ongoing)

Responsible Agency(s): The memorandum of understanding with the City of Pocatello, ITD, City of
Chubbuck, and BTPO describes the responsibilities for this task. BTPO is responsible for staffing the
coordination committee and implementing the CIP.
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Table 11Coordinated Traffic Signal Coordination Budget

Task 7.0
Expense Category
BTPO Staff
Total Other Expenses
Contract Services
TOTALS

Activity Code 745
Workdays
Costs
5
$2,179
$182,800
$15,000
5 $199,979

Funding Source
GPG
Local
Match
$0
$2,179
$0
$182,800
$0
$0
$15,000
$0
$0
$199,979
$0

BTPO Local Operations
Description: To provide local dollars for expenditures that do not qualify for reimbursement under the
federal guidelines. Program dollars for professional services for BTPO Policy Board-related events,
meeting expenses, memberships, training, and equipment/software needs.

Financial and Budgets
Funding for BTPO comes for many sources, most of which are from the U.S. Department of
Transportation. Those funding sources include:
Consolidated Planning Grant (CPG) Funds; Consolidated Planning Grant combines FHWA's PL funds and
FTA's Section 5303 Planning Funds into one grant. CPG funds require a local match of 7.34%.
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Funds: FHWA funding for MPOs is called Metropolitan
Planning Funds or just PL. These funds are available for MPOs to carry out the metropolitan
transportation planning process required by 23 U.S.C. 134, including the development of
metropolitan area transportation plans and transportation improvement programs. The Idaho,
Idaho Transportation Department (ITD) administrators the PL funds and distributes it MPOs
through a population-based formula.
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Funds: Transit planning activities is the purpose of Section
5303 funds. FTA apportions Section 5303 funds for Idaho. The Idaho Transportation
Department and administers and distributes Section 5303 funding to the six MPOs through a
population-based formula.
BTPO Traffic Operations: BTPO is a signatory of an MOU for traffic signal coordination. One of
BTPO's responsibilities is project funding. The City of Pocatello, City of Chubbuck, and Idaho
Transportation Department all contribute to the operations of traffic signals in the MPO area.
Local Agency Funds: Local funds come from member organizations in the form of dues.
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Bike to Work Funds: Part of the local funds go toward supporting BTPO's annual Bike to Work
activities. Many businesses, government agencies, and non-profits also support this effort. These
funds are used to support and promote Bike to Work efforts and are separate from membership dues.
Table 14 outlines the funding source for the Fiscal Year 2021.
Table 12 Fiscal Year 2021 FUnding by Source

SOURCE OF FUNDS
Federal Highway Administration Planning Funds (FHWA - PL)
Federal Planning Funds (FHWA - PL) FY20
Federal Transit Administration (FTA - 5303)
BTPO Traffic Operations
BTPO Traffic Operations Prior Year Anticipated Carryover
Local Funds from Reserves
Local Funds
Local Funds Deferred Revenue
Bike to Work Sponsorships
Total
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FUNDING
LEVEL
$166,153
$53,961
$46,880
$147,800
$50,000
$40,000
$37,653
$3,961
$2,000
$548,407
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Appendix A. Committees
Policy Board
Eight members from the City of Pocatello, City of Chubbuck, Bannock County, Idaho
Transportation Department, and Pocatello Regional Transit comprise the eight-member
Policy Board. The Policy Board is responsible for all administrative approvals.
Members:
Brian Blad, Mayor City of Pocatello
Jeff Hough, Bannock County Commissioner
Kevin England, Mayor City of Chubbuck
Roger Hernandez, Chair. Councilmember City of Chubbuck
Heidi Adamson, Vice-Chair Councilmember City of Pocatello
Rick Cheatum, Councilmember City of Pocatello
Skyler Beebe, Director of Pocatello Regional Transit
Todd Hubbard, District Engineer Idaho Transportation Department
Ex-officio (non-voting) membership on the Policy Board exists for the following
agencies:
Shoshone-Bannock Tribes, School District #25, Idaho State University
Technical Advisory Committee
Technical staff from the member agencies and the Idaho Department of Environmental
quality comprised the Technical Advisory Committee.
Members:
Don Matson, City of Chubbuck (Planning)
Bridger Morrison, City of Chubbuck (Public Works) (VICE-CHAIR)
Jeffery Mansfield, City of Pocatello (Public Works)
Merril Quayle, City of Pocatello (Engineering) (CHAIR)
Matthew Lewis, City of Pocatello (Planning)
Tom Kirkman, City of Pocatello (Traffic Engineering)
Clay Woods, Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
Chris Peirsol, Idaho Transportation Department (Planning)
Corey Krantz, Idaho Transportation Department (Traffic Engineering)
Mike Jaglowski – Bannock County (Engineering)
Hal Jensen – Bannock County (Planning)
Russ Meredith, Pocatello Regional Transit
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Interagency Consolation Committee
Members:
Bannock Transportation Planning Organization
Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
Idaho Transportation Department
Federal Highway Administration Committee
Federal Transit Administration
Environmental Protection Agency
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Appendix B. Resolution
Resolution 2020-5 Providing for the Approval of the Fiscal Year 2021 Unified Planning and Work
Program
WHEREAS, Bannock Transportation Planning Organization (BTPO) is the designated Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) for the Pocatello Urbanized area; and
WHEREAS, the BTPO is a forum for cooperative transportation decision making for the urbanized area
under the direction of elected officials from the City of Pocatello, City of Chubbuck, Bannock County, as
well as the Idaho Transportation Department and Pocatello Regional Transit; and
WHEREAS, in accordance with the FAST Act, BTPO has an adopted Metropolitan Transportation which
meets all the requirements outlined in CFR §23 450.322; and
WHEREAS, CFR §23 450.308 requires BTPO to develop and submit an annual Unified Planning and
Work program which details the various tasks in which federal funds will be expended during the fiscal
year; and
WHEREAS, the UPWP is addressing the planning factors listed in CFR §23 450.306(b).
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Bannock Transportation Planning Organization’s Policy Board
approves the Unified Planning and Work Program for Fiscal Year 2021; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Policy Board find all planning requirements have been met and
authorize the Planning Director and Chairman to execute a joint certification of this fact with the Idaho
Department of Transportation.
Adopted on by the BTPO Policy Board meeting on September 14, 2020
Attest:

_____________________________

______________________________

Roger Hernandez, Chair

Mori R Byington

BTPO Policy Board

Planning Director
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Appendix C. Self-Certification
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCESS
SELF-CERTIFICATION
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.334 and 450.220, the Idaho Department of Transportation and
the Bannock Planning Organization Metropolitan Planning Organization for the cities of Pocatello
urbanized area(s) hereby certify that the transportation planning process is addressing the
significant issues in the metropolitan planning area and is being conducted in accordance with all
the applicable requirements of:
1. 23 U.S.C. 134, 49 U.S.C 5303, and this subpart;
2. In nonattainment and maintenance areas, sections 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clean
Air Act as amended (42 USC 7504, 7506 (c) and (d) and 40 CFR part 93)
3. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1), 49 CFR part 21;
4. 49 U.S.C 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national
origin, sex, or age in employment or business opportunity;
5. Section 1101(b) of the FAST Act (Pub. L. 114-357) and 49 CFR part 26 regarding the
involvement of disadvantaged business enterprises in USDOT funded projects;
6. 23 CFR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity
program on Federal and Federal-aid highway construction contracts;
7. The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.)
and 49 CFR parts 27, 37, and 38;
8. The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 6101), prohibiting discrimination on
the basis of age in programs or activities receiving federal financial assistance;
9. Section 324 of title 23 U.S.C. regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on
gender; and
10. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and 49 CFR part 27
regarding discrimination against individuals with disabilities.
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Bannock Planning Organization

___________________________________Mori Byington
Planning Director

Date: _______________________________

Idaho Transportation Department

___________________________________Kenneth Kanownik Planning Services Manager

Date: _______________________________
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Appendix D. MTP and Planning Factors
FAST Act lists ten planning factors each MPO should consider in the development of their UPWP. The planning factors are: Support the economic
vitality of the metropolitan area;
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users;
Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users;
Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and freight;
Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, promote consistency between
transportation improvements and state and local planned growth and economic development patterns;
Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system across and between modes for people and freight;
Promote efficient system management and operation;
Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system;
Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface transportation;
and
Enhance travel and tourism.
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Planning Factor from FAST Act

Planning Factor Number

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

Task 1 Administration and Coordination

X

X

X

X

X X

X

X

Task 2. Public Involvement and Outreach

X

X X

X

Task 3 Transportation Improvement Plan

X

X

X

Task 4. Transportation Data Collection and Management

X

X

X

Task 5. Transportation Modeling and Data Analysis

X
X

9 10
X

X

3.
4.

X

X

X

X

X

X

5. ;
X

X

X

X

6.

Task 6 Transportation System Planning
Task 6.1 Unsignalized Intersection Study

X

X

X

X

X X

X

X

Task 6.2 ITS Plan Update

X

X

X

X

X X

X

X

Task 6.3 Transit Route Bus Stop Analysis

X

X

X

X X

X

X X

X

X

X

X

X X

X

Task 7 Coordinated Traffic Signal Coordination

X

Task 8 Performance Measure Tracking

X

Task 9 Bicycle Pedestrian Outreach

X

X

X

Task 10 Local Operations
Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system across and between modes for people and freight;
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7.

Promote efficient system management and operation;

8.

Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system;

9.
and

Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface transportation;

10.

Enhance travel and tourism.

Table 1 lists identified tasks or subtasks in support of planning factors identified in the FAST Act.
Table 1: UPWP Tasks Which Support FAST Act Planning Factors
Planning Factor from FAST Act
Planning Factor Number

1

2

Task 1 Administration and Coordination

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

10
X

X

Task 2 Public Outreach
Task 2.1 Public Outreach

X

Task 2.2 Mobility Management

X

Task 2.3 Bicycle Pedestrian Outreach
Task 3 Transportation Improvement Plan
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X

X
X

X
X

X
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Task 4. Transportation Data Collection and Management

X

X

Task 5. Transportation Modeling and Data Analysis

X

X

X

X

X
X

X

X

X

X

Task 6 Transportation System Planning
Task 6.1 Unsignalized Intersection Study

X

X

X

X

X

X

Task 6.2 ITS Plan Update

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X
X

X

X

Task 6.3 Transit Route Bus Stop Analysis

X

Task 7 Transit Planning
Task 7.1 Mobility Management

X

Task 7.2 Transit Route Bus Stop Analysis

X
X

X

X

Task 8 Coordinated Traffic Control System X

X

X

Task 9 Bicycle Pedestrian Outreach
Task 10 Local Operations

23 | P a g e

X

X

X

X
X
X

X

X

X

X

X

X
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enda Item 5: Draft Traffic Impact Analysis Report
Meeting Date: August 24, 2020
Summary of Item:
Staff had received comments from Devin Hillam before the meeting packet was developed. Many of the
comments were format and grammar edits. Several issues need additional feedback from the
committee.
Developments on the state highway
A question was asked about the local access points when a development accesses the state highway. I
added additional language to clarify that the TIS should include all access points, and local agencies
should be involved.
Current wording
Developments that are located on or have access to a state highway are required to coordinate with the
Idaho Transportation Department. Developments required to complete the Idaho Transportation
Department process are not required to complete an additional TIS using the process described in this
guideline.

Proposed
Developments that are located on or has access to a state highway are required to coordinate
with the Idaho Transportation Department. Developments required to complete the Idaho
Transportation Department process are not required to complete an additional TIS using the
process described in this guideline. The TIS completed for the Idaho Transportation
Departments shall include all access points, including those not on the state highway.
Coordination with local jurisdictions is also required.
Current turning count data
• The last sentence was removed. Significant developments should not affect the
development counting period. Turning counts are required to be within two years.
• Added clarifying sentence to ensure the developer knew they must collect the traffic data
when no data is available.
Proposed Development
The question is, what if there no known GFA on the preliminary plat? Is there a trigger so that
if an unknown GFA development comes in for plat, and that the jurisdictions may require an
additional study for a building/use if it exceeds the projected value.
This is a good point, one where there is not an easy answer. The developer could provide a GFA
and indicate that the use is “X” with a trip generation rate of “Y”, but the actual building is “Z”
and the trip generation rate is much higher.
A suggestion is to add a sentence that the developer needs to provide an estimated GFA and trip
generation rate at the time the TIS is completed. Changes made the plat resulting in changes to
the GFA or trip rate could result in an update of the TIS.

The TIS includes a location map and a site plan. The size of the proposed development (number
of dwelling units or gross floor area). Identify all access points or proposed public streets in the
distance between the access points or public street. The distance between the adjacent
development access points or public streets is also needed.
Action Required:
Input on the draft
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Introduction
The Traffic Impact Study (TIS) guidelines are an update of the 2006 Traffic Impact Guidelines.
This update modifies when a TIS is required, and the method required to conduct the analysis.
The purpose of TIS is to ensure that the transportation network is safe and reliable for all users.
The TIS helps identify needed on-site and off-site improvements as the results of the
development process. The TIS will also identify future transportation infrastructure, which is
needed to provide a safe and reliable transportation network. The TIA process ensures that
proposed developments meet the infrastructure standards adopted by the local jurisdictions.
The guidelines provide a framework for member agencies and developers to work
collaboratively to make critical access and design decisions during the development process.
The guidelines will also allow the City of Pocatello and the City of Chubbuck to have a
standardized process to assist property owners and developers in the review process.

Developments on State Highways
Developments that are located on or has access to a state highway are required to coordinate
with the Idaho Transportation Department. Developments required to complete the Idaho
Transportation Department process are not required to complete an additional TIS using the
process described in this guideline. The TIS completed for the Idaho Transportation
Departments shall include all access points, including those not on the state highway.
Coordination with local jurisdictions is also required.

Traffic Impact Study Categories
A Traffic Impact Study is required whenever a new development, adding to existing
development, or change in zoning to a higher level of potential traffic. The development levels
list determines the type of TIS (Table 1).
Table 1 Categories of Traffic Impact Studies

Category
Statement

Notes

1

Trip Generation Threshold
Developments that are estimated to generate less than 100 peak
hour trips or 1,000 daily trips.

A

Developments that are estimated to generate between 100 to 500
peak hour vehicle trips in the highest peak hour.

B

Developments that are estimated to generate over 500 peak hour
trips in the highest peak hour.

Traffic Analysis Guidelines (DRAFT)
1. Internal or pass-by trips shall not reduce trip generation for purposes of the TIS category.
2. The total proposed development trip rate determines the planned unit development category.
3. The development type determines the trip generation rates. Residential developments are
assumed to generate 12 trips per household (source BTPO Household survey, 2012). Commercial
trips rates are calculated from the ITE trip generation manual using gross floor area and the
highest peak hour data.
4. The TIS for located in the development area shall include an analysis of potential development
impact.

Category Assessment
The categories listed in Table 1 are guidelines designed to fit most development types. The
specific category and potential modification of the study area occur after the initial category
assessment. Table 2 provides the trip generation information required to determine the
category of TIS. The category assessment form, provided in Appendix A, also requires a vicinity
map and identification of surrounding land uses.
Table 2 Trip Generation Estimates

Type of
Development

(e.g., residential,
commercial)

Size

(The number
of dwelling
units or
gross floor
area)

AM Peak
Hour trip
rate per
unit*

PM Peak
Hour trip
rate per
unit*

Daily trip
rate per
unit*

AM
Peak
Hour
Trips

PM
Peak
Hour
Trips

Daily
Trips

Total
* Commercial trips generation rates can be found in the Institute of Transportation Engineers Trip Generation
Manual. The dwelling trip rate is one trip for each unit in the AM and PM peak hour and 12 trips for the day.
(Source of the residential trip generation is BTPO Household Survey and time of day factors used in the regional
travel demand model.

Additional Criteria which may require a TIS
The local jurisdictions may require a TIS for zoning actions outside the subdivision process if the
local jurisdiction identifies a potential transportation impact. Those actions could include but
not limited to creating special districts, conditional use permits, and rezoning applications.
Public schools may have additional development review requirements, as described in Idaho
Code Title 67 Chapter 65 (67-6519 (3).
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Methodology
The section provides a guide for completing the Traffic Impact Statement or Traffic Impact
Study.

Scoping meeting
The purpose of the scoping meeting to determine the specific project scope and to determine
data collection needs, the type of intersection analysis required, time periods to include,
horizon years, and the inclusion of any future adjacent developments if known.

Horizon Year and Study Area
Table 3 provides the horizon year and study area requirements for each TIS category. The study
area in Table 3 is a guideline. The City or County staff will determine the specific study area at
the scoping meeting. Category B and planned unit developments require an analysis of future
traffic conditions.

Analysis Time Periods
The time of day to evaluate the site generated traffic is during the peak hour of the adjacent
street or the nearest collector or arterial streets. The analysis time period is during the
weekday, but some land uses may require analysis for weekend traffic. The peak hour period,
which has the highest adjacent street traffic and the highest peak hour development,
generated trips. The peak hours of interest are the AM peak hour (07:00 to 09:00) and the PM
peak hour (16:00 to 18:00). The street segment analysis is conducted using the average
weekday traffic (24-hours).
The peak hours analysis can be altered by the local jurisdiction when the development has
unusual traffic patterns. These may include church, schools, conference centers, movie
theaters, and substantial shift changes that occur outside the AM and PM peak hours, etc. The
adjacent street conditions may also alter the peak hour analysis periods.
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Table 3 Horizon Year and Study Area

Category

Horizon Year

Statement Current Year

Study Area
•
•
•
•
•
•

A

Current Year

•
•
•

•

B

Current year
Five and ten
years in the
future.

•
•
•
•

•

•

4

Site Developments
Access to public streets
The first intersection in all directions from the site
Any intersections of a collector or arterial within 1/3 mile of the
property line
Subdivisions (Adjacent to a collector or arterial)
The first intersection in all directions from the site
Any intersections of a collector or arterial within 1/3 mile of the
property line
Subdivisions
From the point where the subdivision connects to a public road,
The first intersection of collector or arterial street in either
direction
Site Developments
Access to public streets
The first intersection in all directions
Any intersections of a collector or arterial within 1/2 mile of the
property line
Subdivisions
Any intersections of a collector or arterial within 1/2 mile of the
endpoint of any private or public street included in the
development
Site Developments
Access to public streets
The first intersection in all directions
Any intersections of a collector or arterial within 1 mile of the
property line
All intersections of concern within 1 mile of system access miles
(distance is from where the development connects to a collector or
arterial)
Subdivisions
Any intersections of a collector or arterial within 1 mile of the
endpoint of any private or public street included in the
development
All intersections of concern within 1 mile of system access miles
(distance is from where the development connects to a collector or
arterial)
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Data Collection
The TIS requires traffic and land use data to determine the impact of the proposed
development.
Current Turning Count Data
The TIS requires existing and projected traffic data for intersection and roadway within the
study area. The local jurisdiction must approve the count locations before data collection
efforts.
Include an AM and PM Peak hour turn count For each intersection included in the analysis.
Category B analysis requires a 12-hour turn count (6:00 AM to 6: 00 PM). The collected data
must use 15-minutes intervals. The count data must be with two calendar years of the
beginning analysis date.
For new public roads and access points, the traffic volumes for the analysis period on the
accessed street is background traffic. The Development Trips section of this report describes
the process to use for trip distribution and traffic assignment. BTPO website has turning count
data for locations within the region. The applicant needs to conduct turning counts for
intersection not available on the BTPO website. The developer should attach the turning count
data, along with the method used to collect the data to the analysis. Examples of data
collection methods are manual, electronic turning boards, and video processing.
Current Traffic Volume Data
Two types of traffic volume data may be needed to complete the analysis. For public roadways
within the urban area, traffic count data is available on the BTPO website. The data must be
within two calendar years of the analysis date. The developer must collect traffic data for roads
with no data available or roads with data exceeding two years old. Any method listed in the
Federal Highway Administration Traffic Monitoring Guide is allowed in collecting the 48-hour
traffic volume data. New public roads proposed as part of the development can use daily trips
from the development to determine the approximate daily traffic.
Future Traffic Volumes and Growth Rates
The BTPO is the source for Traffic projections and growth rates. The collectors and arterials the
Travel Demand Model data for the nearest five-year interval is used and factored with the
growth rate determined by BTPO to get the year of interest.
Surrounding Land Use
Identify the existing land use with the study area.
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Proposed Development
The TIS includes a location map and a site plan. The size of the proposed development
(number of dwelling units or gross floor area). Identify all access points or proposed public
streets in the distance between the access points or public street. The distance between the
adjacent development access points or public streets is also needed.
Crash Data
Crash data for three years is required for all existing public intersections within the study.
Crash data is available from the Local Highway Technical Assistance Council’s website
(https://lhtac.org/resources/maps/interactive-crash-map/).

Trip Generation and Distribution
Developers will use the latest version of the Institute of Transportation Engineers Trip
Generation Manual to determine commercial trip generation rates. Include the land use code
and name along with the rate used in the TIS. The dwelling rate is one trip for each unit for AM
and PM peak hour and 12 daily trips
Trip Distribution and Assignment
The direction traffic will approach and exit the development depend on many factors, including
but not limited to:
•
•
•
•

The type of development;
The location of other developments and significant residential and commercial centers;
The traffic control on streets used to access the development; and
The conditions of the streets within the study area.

The analysis will include an estimate of the percentage of trips entering and exiting each access
point to the development or subdivision. Figure 1, 2, and 3 provides examples of site trip
assignment and distribution. The local agency must approve the percentages before conducting
the analysis.
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Figure 1 Existing Traffic Volumes
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Figure 2 Trips Entering the Development
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Figure 3 Trips Exiting the Development
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Pass-By Trips
For commercial development, some of the trips which access the site might not be a new
vehicle, but rather an existing vehicle on the adjacent roadway. The Institute of Transportation
Engineers Trip General Handbook Chapter 10 provides a discussion of a process for estimating
Pass-By Trips. The handbook also cautions the use of pass-by trips due to the lack of data for
specific sites and variability in site characteristics. Pass-by trips reductions are not allowed in
the analysis unless approved by the individual jurisdiction before the analysis.

Who can Perform the Analysis?
The developer or a professional engineer may complete the analysis for a traffic impact study.
Category A and B TIS need to be completed and stamped by an Idaho Professional Licensed
Engineer

Intersections
Highway Capacity Manual Software and Synchro are the two methods to calculate the Level of
Service (LOS) for intersections. BTPO’s Synchro model covers most major arterial streets within
the urban core. BTPO can provide a Synchro model for the area of interest to the engineer
performing the analysis. For isolated intersection and those not included in the Synchro
model, the analysis may use the latest version of McTrans HCS, include a printout of the results
page with the analysis.

Signalized Intersection
The acceptable LOS for signalized intersections is LOS D for collectors with no approach lower
than LOS E. The standard for arterials intersection is LOS E for the intersection with no
approach below LOS F. Table 4 provides the range in delay per vehicle in seconds for each LOS
category.
Table 4: Level of Service for Signalized Intersections

Level of
Service
A
B

10

Control delay per
vehicle (sec)
≤ 10
> 10 -20

C
D

> 20 -35
>35 -55

E

> 55 – 80

F

> 80

Description
Good progression, few stops
Good progression or short cycle length, more vehicles
stopped.
Longer cycle lengths, some cycle failures
High volume to capacity ration, longer delays, and
noticeable cycle failures
Poor progression, long -cycles, high volumes, long
queues.
Unstable and unpredictable flows
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Source: HCM Version 6.0 Exhibit 19.8

Un-signalized Intersection
The acceptable LOS for an un-signalized intersection is LOS D and above for any leg of the
intersection. The report will include a signal warrant analysis for any intersection of collectors
or arterials, where the LOS of any leg is below LOS E. Table 5 shows the delay in seconds for
each Level of Service category.
Table 5 Level of Service for Unsignalized Intersections

Level of
Control delay per
Description
Service
vehicle (sec)
A
≤ 10
Little or no delay
B
> 10 -15
Short traffic delays
C
> 15 -25
Average Traffic Delays
D
>25 -35
Long Traffic Delays
E
> 35 – 50
Very Long Traffic Delays
F
> 50
Unacceptable traffic Delays
Source: HCM Version 6.0 Exhibit 20.2 (Two-Way Stop) and Exhibit 21.8 (All-Way Stop)
The individual performing the analysis eveloper should conduct a warrant analysis on any unsignalized intersection where the peak hour volume of the major street exceeds 420 vehicles
per hour per lane, and the minor street exceeds 105 vehicles per hour per lane.

Roundabouts
The Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) discusses roundabouts in Chapter 22, and several
applications can provide an analysis of roundabout operations. The accepted methods are the
latest version of the HCM and the Highway Capacity Manual Method. The jurisdiction must
approve other methods before starting the analysis. Table 6 provides the LOS criteria for
roundabouts. The acceptable LOS for roundabouts is LOS D and above. In addition to LOS, the
volume to capacity (V/C) ratio must be calculated for each roundabout. Any roundabout with a
V/C greater or equal to 1 has a LOS of “F.”
Level of Service

Control Delay (seconds per vehicle
A
0 -10
B
> 10 -15
C
> 15 – 25
D
> 25 – 35
E
>35 – 50
F
>50
Source: HCM Version 6.0 Exhibit 22.8 LOS Criteria: Motorized vehicle Mode
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Street Segments
Table 6 provides the planning level capacity analysis. Local jurisdictions use the results of Table
6 are to determine the correct street design standard.
Table 6 Maximum Peak Hour Volumes and Daily Capacities.

Classification
Arterial (Limited Access)

LOS A
570

LOS B
600

LOS C
760

LOS D
850

LOS E
850

Arterial (No left turn lane)

410

470

540

610

680

Arterial (Left turn lane)

500

560

650

730

810

Collector
270
340
410
470
540
Local
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
The values are vehicles per hour per lane.
Source NCHRP Report 599 Default values for Highway Capacity and Level of Service Analysis.
Table 40
Local street standard 2,000 vehicles per day or 180 peak hour
Collector street standard 4,000 vehicles per day or 360 peak hour

Intersection Design Elements
All developments must follow the BTPO Access Management Guidelines. The local jurisdiction
determines the design of intersections and determines the spacing of public streets.
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Traffic Analysis Guidelines (DRAFT)

Appendix A. Traffic Impact Analysis Category Form
This initial assessment form will help determine the category of TIS required for the
development.
Development Name:
Development Location:
(Attach a map of the proposed development location)
Type of
Development

(e.g., residential,
commercial)

Size

(The number
of dwelling
units or
gross floor
area)

AM Peak
Hour trip
rate per
unit*

PM Peak
Hour trip
rate per
unit*

Daily trip
rate per
unit*

AM
Peak
Hour
Trips

PM
Peak
Hour
Trips

Daily
Trips

Total
* Commercial trips generation rates can be found in the Institute of Transportation Engineers Trip Generation
Manual. The dwelling trip rate is one trip for each unit in the AM and PM peak hour and 12 trips for the day.
(Source of the residential trip generation is BTPO Household Survey and time of day factors used in the regional
travel demand model.

13

Traffic Analysis Guidelines (DRAFT)

Appendix B. Traffic Statement Report Format
Developers shall submit a traffic statement report as a part of the development review process
for all developments which generate fewer than 100 peak hour trips, and there are no
additional traffic and safety concerns in the area,
Description of Proposed Development
☐

Project Name

☐

Location

☐
Site plan, which includes the spacing of driveway and public intersections within the
project area. (note the spacing must be consistent with Access Management Guidelines)
Trip Generation
☐

Attach the complete Traffic Impact Analysis Category Form (Appendix A)
Description of the Existing Conditions

☐
For each intersection with a collector or arterial public street intersections within the
study area provide the following:
•
•
•

☐

Figure depicting the intersection layout including the number of lanes
Traffic control at the intersection
Table showing the existing turning volumes and Level of Service for each analysis period

Provide the surrounding land use within the study area.
Description of the Proposed Development

☐
Figure depicting the trip distribution to the nearest collector or arterial street in each
direction.
☐
A table showing the anticipated turning volumes and Level of Service at each
intersection and for both analysis periods
☐
Provide a table identifying the streets within the development which access the existing
street network. The table should include the name of the street, classification, existing ADT,
with development ADT, Leve of Service (Table 6). The table should also include the data for any
collector or arterial the development access directly or can be accessed within ½ mile of the
development.
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Traffic Analysis Guidelines (DRAFT)

Appendix C. Traffic Impact Analysis Report Format
The following outline is a guide in preparing the Traffic Impact Analysis. The outline below
provides the documentation for most studies. However, if additional studies or analysis has
been required at the scoping meeting, additional sections will be required. The report format is
not applicable if the project accesses a state highway unless the project accesses a non-state
highway. A professional engineer licensed in Idaho must complete the TIS.
☐

Cover Page

☐

Table of Contents, List of Figures, and Table

☐

Executive Summary

☐

Study Overview
•
•
•
•

☐

Study Area Map and Site Location

☐

Project Description
•
•
•
•

☐

☐

Description of street function classification
Description of study intersections and traffic control
Table Summarizing the LOS for each study intersection and access point
Table Summarizing the LOS for a public street segment
Figure depicting the daily traffic volumes and intersection or access point turning counts
Figure depicting the existing street cross-sections, intersection lane configurations, and traffic
control.

Site Plan showing access points and internal circulation
•

☐

Traffic Impact Analysis Category Form
Phasing
Access points and spacing
Bicycle and pedestrian facilities

Existing Conditions
•
•
•
•
•
•

Provide access spacing

Traffic Information
•
•
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Project Name
TIA Category
Study Area, Study Intersections and access points
Analysis time periods and any horizon years, if applicable

Trip distribution (including any horizon years)
Existing traffic including turning counts and street ADT

Traffic Analysis Guidelines (DRAFT)
•
•

☐

Safety Analysis
•

☐
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Summarize the crash data for public intersections within the study area

Project Improvements
•

☐

Level-of-Service Analysis for each intersection or access point
Level-of-Service Analysis for each road segment

Provide the proposed projects for areas the LOS is not meet.

Conclusions

Agenda Item 6: The FY 2021 Meeting Calendar
Meeting Date: August 24, 2020
Summary of Item:
Below is the proposed meeting schedule for FY 2021.

Month

October
November
December
January
February
March
April
May
June
July
August
September

Policy Board
Start time 11:30
am
2
7
4
1
1
5
3
7
5
2
13

Action Required:
FYI

Technical
Advisory
Committee
Start time 9:30
am
26
23
28
25
22
22
26
24
28
26
23
27

Signal
Coordination
Committee
Start Time 9:30
am
7
7
1

Interagency
Consultation
Committee
Start Time 2:00
pm

Coordination
Committee
Start Time 3:30
pm

25

5

26

7

28

3

23

21
23

