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I[tem V-A




Topic: COMPASS
Coordinated Regional
Waterway-Pathway Plan

Purpose: Adopt the Regional
Waterway-Pathway Plan

Gus Loeffelholz
Senior Planner
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Background @i ‘

COMPASS Coordinated Regional
- Identify pathway opportunities Waterway:Pathyay Pign
along irrigation canals and

natural waterways

« Member request submitted 4
years ago

* Planning gap identified

« COMPASS went through
funding steps

SPRING 2026

ADA COUNTY AND CANYON COUNTY, ID

« Now we're ready




Vision and Goals

The goal of the pian st £ [

facilitate a connected,
accessible, and
historically-informed
non-motorized
transportation network
along regional waterways
that meets the needs of a
growing population and

fosters a higher quality of @ | s
Create a connected, safe, accessible, and historically-informed pathway system.

Make decisions that are guided by data and stakeholder support.
—

Foster interagency coordination by building and strengthening relationships
with irrigation organizations and other stakeholders for new and enhanced
connections and policy alignment.

life for all residents.

Minimize and mitigate impacts to sensitive environmental resources.



Why Now?

Growth is outpacing coordination

Key pathway opportunities are at
risk of being lost during
development

Policies are fragmented across
agencies

People are using the existing
maintenance paths informally

Decisions are happening without a
regional framework

Opportunity

Taking advantage of land along
irrigation and natural waterways

could substantially expand the A regional plan to guide near-term
regional network and long-term decision-making




Planning Process BaS oo

Top 20 Coordinated
Irrigation Waterway- Regional
Existing Organization Pathway Waterway-
Conditions Outreach Projects Pathway Plan

Policy Review Needs Regional
Assessment Pathway
and Potential Toolkit
Project

Development

Summer 2025 Fall 2025 Winter 2026 Spring 2026



Key Themes

Successful development of pathways along irrigation waterways
depends on strong coordination and clear communication with

irrigation organizations

What we heard:

* Irrigation organizations have varying
levels of openness to public pathways

 Most waterways exist within statutory
easements, limiting control and
enforcement

* Long-term partnerships are often
required to implement projects

What this means:

Early coordination and clear roles are
critical

Master Agreements help define
responsibilities and expectations
Communication and education are

needed for partners and the public “
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Near-Term Implementable Projects




Waterway-Pathway Project
Prioritization Criteria

Irrigation Waterways Natural Waterways

Regional Route Local Route

Irrigation . . .
Connectivity Connectivity

Organization
Interest

Regional Routes Local Routes
Connectivity Connectivity

Essential Unopened ROW

Adjacent Land Supports Previous
Destination or Common Area Equity Areas
Connectivity Connectivity

Use Planning Efforts

Unopened ROW
or Common Area
Connectivity

Supports
Previous Planning
Efforts

Jurisdiction’s
Priority

Cross-
Jurisdictional

Maximum Possible Score: 14 Maximum Possible Score: 8
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Toolkit

Cross-Section 1:

Asphalt Pathway Along a Natural Waterway

10° 5 5 10’
71 1 71 7 71
Asphalt Buffer Natural Buffer Asphalt
Pathway Waterway Pathway




50 YOU HAVE A PATHWAY PROJECT...

Do you have an existing It is a pathway along Itis a pathway Have you iden
partnership v an irrigation an IRRIGATION W:\:‘:‘Ityp_e I‘:; along an NATURAL a community
organization (IO) or agen WATERWAY BRI L WATERWAY champion?

NO REGARDLESS YES NO
of type

Is your project
ntified as one of
20 Waterway

Let's see if you have one in your area!

Do you have a
Master Agreement
with your 107

Do you need to gather
community su
the patl

Check out Resource #1
to learn about the plans,

Waterways don't typically follow a linear
Vi trajectory or jurisdictional boundaries.

Find a comprehensive map of irrigation
organizations in your area in Resource #2.

Understanding the roles, responsibilities,
and rights of participating parties is
important before beginning development
It helps address how to deal with issues
such as maintenance, liability, safety design,
trespassing, or statutory easements should
these issues arise.

Find a checklist and sample agreements to
help you to start working through your own

Even if you do not have a project in the
Top 20, your project may still be a great
one to consider pursuing!

Look at the Prioritization Criteria in
Resource #3 to identify and assess
your proposed project. These criteria
i to identify what your
3 points are to gail
support or

projects, and policies being
implemented through your
neighboring cities!

All waterways have neighbors, and
engaging those neighbors - whether
homeowners, government agencies,
real estate developers, or another

type of community member - is
an important part of the pathway
planning process.

Look at the quidance provided in

That means that if you want to built a
pathway along a natural waterway, it
more than likely crosses multiple city
boundaries, Someti this can mean

that projects get stuck - not knowing who

should lead the projects or where you
should turn to for support. Identifying

a community champion (like an elected
official) can help garner support and gain
momentum for the project.

Look at the guidance provided in
Resource #5 for various talking points

Master Agreement with an IO in Resource #7. considered before pursuing the project.

Rural settings have different considerations that can inform
Master Agreements, guide usage rules, or influence physical
characteristics.

Do you have an existing
partnership with an irrigation
organization (IO) or agency?

Look at the sample policy language in Resource #6 to i
what language may be missing from your land use code that
could help support a successful project in your area.

Have you consicg
what your des

ign standards for irrigation waterway-pathways will :
might look liki

likely be different than irrigation waterway-pathways. Some
considerations include:

» Thec of the canal may change based on the width

fit Il as the volume of water Ik e i N O YE S
of the watf_lm_my,.as we .1\ t 1(_-\10 um(.-a_ water it moves IRRIGATION
during peak season. The inclusion of different safety WATERWAY
features may depend on the nary function of the canal. i
eatures may depend on the primary function of the cana PATHWAY

Do you have
reliable funding
source establish

Look at Resource #8 for some examples of pathway design
for this type of pathway project.

Regardless of the pathway type, it's important to consider a
maintenance or upkeep plan and community engagement/

education component. NOT YET 1

Let’s see if you have one in your area! Do you have a

Master Agreement
with your 10?

Funding availability does not increase
the prioritization of a pathway or
project, but sustainable funding enables

Find a comprehensive map of irrigation
organizations in your area in Resource #2.

a jurisdiction to see a project through.

See some of the resources identified in
Resource #4 before continuing on.

NO



What Comes Next

* The plan is complete—now it needs to
be used

» Share it with your communities and
staff

« COMPASS will support you—
questions, resources, workgroups

 Toolkit is your guide from vision to
implementation




Questions

« Before we get to the motion do you have any questions?




Recommended Motion

« The COMPASS Board of Directors adopts the COMPASS
Coordinated Regional Waterway-Pathway Plan.




Item V-B




Topic: Resilience Plan

Purpose: Adopt the COMPASS
Resilience Improvement Plan

Austin Miller
Planning Team Lead
Page 27



Overview

« Background
« Resilience profile
 Implementation

« Recommended motion

Source: Ada County Sheriff’s Office




urpose

PROTECT surface transportation from natural hazards

7

 Understand hazards and
resilience planning efforts

« Analyze asset criticality
and vulnerability

* Prioritize projects

Source: BLM Idaho Fire



Project Scope

Operational Improvements Capital Improvements Disaster Planning
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Resilience Profile

3 Key Components
« Hazards

e Assets

* Criticality

Source: City of Eagle



Hazards



STATE OF

IDAHO

2023 Hazard Mitigation Plan

Literature Review

* State DOT Resilience Improvement
Plan

« State Hazard Mitigation Plan
* Ada County Hazard Mitigation Plan

* Canyon County Hazard Mitigation
Plan

* Boise Climate Adaptation
Assessment

* Impacts of Climate Change on
Idaho’s Infrastructure (University of
Idaho)
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Assets



—

Assets - T

:::::

State and Federal Highways
Major Roadways - Arterials
Bridges and Culverts
Boise River Greenbelt

Source: Boise State Public Radio News




Criticality



Criticality

1. Redundancy (roads) /
detour length (bridges)

. Average daily traffic
Proximity to activity centers
Freight volumes

. Connectivity to underserved
communities

6. Active transportation
facilities

/. Transit routes

Weighted Score = Weighted sum of
normalized criticality metrics

Assets

Bridges and Culverts

Weighted Overall Score
® =23-54
@ >1046-23
>54-106
® >089-54
@ 0-089




Implementation

&5



Purpose

PROTECT surface transportation from natural hazards

« Understand hazards and
resilience planning efforts

« Analyze asset criticality
and vulnerability

* Prioritize projects

Identify strategies * Source: BLM Idaho Fire



Strategies

Hardening

Bridge and road elevation

/{\ Slope stabilization

Trees and shade




Potential

I piscoverep &
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StoryMap

COMMUNITY PLANNING AS

of Sow

Resilience Improvement Plan

Publisher COMPASS
May 14, 2026

Introduction =~ The COMPASS Resilience Improve...  Assets  Criticality = Hazards  Strategies =~ What's next?

Introduction

Natural hazards and extreme weather events present
significant risks to transportation infrastructure,
threatening the continuity of service and
undermining long-term investments. In response,
resilience planning has emerged as a strategic
approach to safeguard assets and ensure reliable
mobility.

This plan defines resilience as the ability to

anticipate, withstand, and recover from disruptions




Questions?




Recommended motion

The COMPASS Board of Directors adopts the COMPASS Resilience
Improvement Plan as recommended by RTAC.




I[tem VI-A




Topic: Draft FY2027-2033
Regional Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP)

Purpose: Review the draft FY2027-
2033 TIP project list before public
comment.

Toni Tisdale
Resource Development Team Lead

Page 28



Introduction

« Overview

« Information
« Basic project list

« Major changes list
» Interactive map

« Syncing the TIP and
STIP

« Timeline

Page 28
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Basic project list

FY2027-2033 Regional Transportation Improvement Program

Basic Project List (All Values in Thousands of Dollars)
All costs in current dollars

4 COMPASS

Bl COMMUNITY PLANNING ASSOCIATION

Project Name Year* Programmed
Cost

43rd Street, Ustick Road to Boise River, Garden City ORN25459 | 2027-2030
5th Street, Bannock Street to Jefferson Street, Construction, Boise 25447 2033 2,500
5th Street, Front Street to Jefferson Street, Design, Boise 26539 2032 0
5th Street, Front Street to Main Street, Construction, Boise 25448 2033 2,000

5th Street, Main Street to Bannock Street, Construction, Boise 25449 2033 2,000
Bicycle and Pedestrian Counter, Nampa Area, COMPASS ORN25343 PD 8
BUILD, 50th Street, Garden City ORN26522 2030 537

BUILD, Boise Bench, ACHD 25126 2029 23,045
Cherry Lane, 11th Avenue North to Idaho Center Boulevard, Nampa 22438 2029 1,767
Cherry Lane, Franklin Boulevard to 11th Avenue North, Nampa 22017 2027 2,665
Cole Road, Ustick Road to Kettering Avenue, Boise 22816 2030
Columbia Village Roadway and ADA Improvements, Boise 23323 2031
Commuteride, Ada and Canyon Counties, ACHD - FY2027 ORN25396 2027

See Board Supplemental



etailed project list

See Board Supplemental

FY2027-2033 Regional Transportation Improvement Program

Detailed Project List (All Values in Thousands of Dollars)

All costs in current dollars

eq OMPASS

43rd Street, Ustick Road to Boise River, Garden City

Regionally Significant: []

Key#: ORN25459

Requesting Agency: ACHD
Project Year: 2027-2030

Total Previous Allocations: $0
Total Programmed Budget: $2,639
Total Cost (Prev. + Prog.): $2,639

Project Description

TIP Achijevement:
Open Space

Active Transportation
Asset Management

Safety

Rehabilitate 43rd Street from Ustick Road to the Boise River in the City of Garden City. Work will include constructing curb, gutter, sidewalk,
and pedestrian ramps that are compliant with the American's with Disabilities Act, providing bicycle facilities, and installing an enhanced
pedestrian crossing at Ustick Road and 43rd Street. (Design is under KN 23833.)

Funding Source TAP-TMA
Cost Preliminary  Preliminary
Year® Engineering Engineering

Program Local Hwy - Transportation Management Area
Right-of-Way Utilities Construction Construction Total
Engineering

Local Match 7.34%

Federal Share Local Share

Consulting
2027 0 0 0 0 0 346 346 321 25
Fund 0 0 0 0 0 346 346 321 25

Totals:

Funding Source STBG-TMA
Cost Preliminary  Preliminary

Program Local Hwy - Transportation Management Area
Right-of-Way Utilities Construction Construction Total

Local Match 7.34%

Federal Share Local Share

Year* Engineering Engineering Engineering
Consulting
2027 0 0 0 50 344 548 942 873 69
2029 0 0 0 0 0 221 221 205 16
2030 0 0 0 0 0 273 273 253 20
Fund 0 0 0 50 344 1,042 1,436 1,331 105
Totals:

Funding Source AC (Local)
Cost Preliminary  Preliminary
Year” Engineering Engineering

Program Advanced Construction
Right-of-Way Utilities Construction Construction Total
Engineering

Local Match 100.00%

Federal Share Local Share

Consulting
2027 0 0 0 0 0 668 668 0 668
2028 0 0 0 0 0 -140 -140 0 -140
2029 0 0 0 0 0 -221 -221 0 -221
2030 0 0 0 0 0 -307 -307 0 -307
Fund 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Totals:

Funding Source CRP-TMA
Cost Preliminary  Preliminary

Program Local Hwy - Transportation Management Area
Right-of-Way Utilities Construction Construction Total

Local Match 7.34%

Federal Share Local Share

Year* Engineering Engineering Engineering
Consulting
2027 0 0 0 0 0 683 683 633 50
2028 0 0 0 0 0 140 140 130 10
2030 0 0 0 0 0 34 34 32 2
Fund 0 0 0 0 0 857 857 794 63
Totals:




etailed project list

See Board Supplemental

COMPASS

COMMURITY PLARMING ASSOCIATION

FY2027-2033 Regional Transportation Improvement Program e

Detailed Project List (All Values in Thousands of Dollars)
All costs in current dollars

B B B B —I 1]
43rd Street, Ustick Road to Boise River, Garden City Y= ¢
Regionally Significant: [] TIP Achievement: | City B

. r
Key#: ORN25459 Open Space Q
Requesting Agency: ACHD / 7
q- 9 Ag 4 Active Transportation ‘g‘

Project Year: 2027-2030

Total Previous Allocations: $0 Assel Management R

Total Programmed Budget: $2,639 Safety I RE

Total Cost (Prev. + Prog.): $2,639

Project Description

Rehabilitate 43rd Street from Ustick Road to the Boise River in the City of Garden City. Work will inclu er, sidewalk,

and pedestrian ramps that are compliant with the American's with Disabilities Act, providing bic hanced

pedestrian crossing at Ustick Road and 43rd Street. (Design is under KN 23833.) 1

Funding Source TAP-TMA Program Local Hwy - T 34%
Cost Preliminary  Preliminary  Right-of-Way Utilities C, | Share
Year® Engineering Engineering

Consulting ¥ 1
2027 0 0 ; : 25
Fund 0 25
Totals: i L
i i  Local Match 7.34%
i { Federal Share Local Share
:-1' f
344 548 942 873 69
0 221 21 205 16
0 0 273 273 253 20
0 50 344 1,042 1,436 1,331 105
1) Program Advanced Construction Local Match 100.00%
Cost Preliminary  Preliminary  Right-of-Way Utilities Construction Construction Total Federal Share Local Share
Year” Engineering Engineering Engineering
Consulting
2027 0 0 0 0 0 668 668 0 668
2028 1] 0 0 0 0 -140 -140 0 -140
2029 0 0 0 0 0 221 221 0 221
2030 0 0 0 0 0 -307 -307 0 -307
Fund 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Totals:

Funding Source CRP-TMA Program Local Hwy - Transportation Management Area Local Match 7.34%
Cost Preliminary  Preliminary  Right-of-Way Utilities Construction Construction Total Federal Share Local Share
Year* Engineering Engineering Engineering

Consulting
2027 1] 0 0 0 0 683 683 633 50
2028 0 0 0 0 0 140 140 130 10
2030 1] 0 0 0 0 34 34 32 2
Fund 0 0 0 0 0 857 857 794 63
Totals:




Major
changes lis

See Board Supplemental

IMajor Changes List
Draft FY2027-2033 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

For this report, "major changes” are defined as new or removed projects, projects with advanced or
delayed construction, and projects with major changes in scope, as compared to the FY2026-2032 TIP.
Projects are listed in alphabetical order of project name by type of action.

Federal Highway Administration Funds

Key
Number

Project

Year of Funding

Total Cost

New*

ORN25329

Bicycle and Pedestrian Counter, Nampa Area, COMPASS

PD

$8,000

ORN26522

BUILD - 50th Street, Garden City

2030

$537,000

ORN25451

Commuteride, Ada and Canyon Counties, ACHD - FY2033

2033

$379,000

ORN25457

COMPASS Planning - FY2033

2033

$386,000

24698

1-184, Connector, Durable Pavement Markings, Boise

2027

$252,000

ORN25364

1-84, Meridian Road Interchange Ramps, Restoration, Meridian

2029

$1,653,000

ORN25348

1-84, Meridian Road Interchange, Chip Seal, Meridian

2030

$784,000

ORN25360

1-84, Sand Hollow Interchange to Farmers Sebree Canal, Chip
Seal, Canyon

2033

$3,439,000

ORN25344

Middleton Road and Nampa/Caldwell Boulevard Widening,
Nampa

PD

$589,000

ORN25465

Overland Road, Roosevelt to Owyhee, Safety Improvement,
Boise

2028

$550,000

ORN25389

Pedestrian Crossing, Alworth Street and 50th Street, Garden
City, ACHD

2027

$461,000

ORN26526

Pedestrian Crossing, Grimes Pathway at Franklin Boulevard,
Nampa

2031

$976,000

ORN25459

Pedestrian Improvements, 43rd Street, Ustick Road to Boise
River, Garden City

2027-2030

$2,639,000

ORN25500

Pedestrian Improvements, Kent Street, US 20/26 to Alworth
Street, Garden City

2030

$1,531,000

ORN25388

Planning, Consoclidated Planning Funds, COMPASS - FY2033

2033

$1,935,000

ORN25446

Railroad Crossing, Happy Valley Road, Nampa

2033

$550,000

ORN25444

Railroad Crossing, McDermott Road, Nampa

2032

$550,000

ORN25461

Replace Permanent Bicycle and Pedestrian Counters, COMPASS

2031

$30,000

ORN25462

Safety, Road Safety Data Collection Pilot, COMPASS

2031

$35,000

ORN25466

Safety, Ten Lane and Karcher Road Safety Audit, Nampa

2028

$100,000

ORN25369

SH-19, US 95 to I-84, Restoration, Canyon County

2033

$13,116,000




Program ACreation

Statewide Program

Syncing the Statewide and Regional Transportation Improvement Programs

Develi)pment

InvoI\A/ement

April
2026

Idaho
Legislature

Removed funding for
the Strategic
Initiatives Program —
totals ~ $1B over
seven years.

\‘!

May

IT Board

Idaho
Transportation
Board reviews
priorities for
statewide investment
corridors.

May
2026

RTAC

RTAC reviews draft
FY2027-2033 TIP;
statewide capacity
program still under
development
(uncertain of projects
and timing).

June
2026

Board
Involvement

Idaho Transportation
and COMPASS
Boards of Directors
review the draft TIP
and STIP, including
capacity
improvements.

RTAC received details regarding the ITD capacity
projects via email after the May meeting.

July
2026

Public
Involvement

The draft FY2027-
2033 TIP and STIP
project lists open
for public
involvement.

See Page 30

June 2026



June 22 (noon)

e Deadline for member comments

July 1 - 31

e Public comment period
e Open House - July 7, 2026 (Ice Cream Social)
e Please join us!

)
S
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August 5

e RTAC recommendation of Final FY2027-2033 TIP

August 17
e COMPASS Board adoption of Final FY2027-2033 TIP

_—

September 17 \ __,'4
. . A

e IT Board adoption of Final FY2027-2033 statewide program - (s @)
\ NS A

¢ T




Due by Noon
June 22, 2026




Questions?
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COMPASS Safe Pedestrian
Intersection Prioritization for
Enhanced Road Safety Plan (SPEARS)

COMPASS Board of Directors
June 15, 2026

I% KITTELSON
N & ASSOCIATES



Agenda

Project Background & Purpose
Schedule

Work to Date

Next Steps



Project Purpose

— LPI/APS

Other Safety
— & Operational
Treatments




IK
Project Schedule

Fall 2026-

Winter

2025-26

Inventory

Update

» Data
Collection

« Database

Safety
Prioritization

 Regional
Analysis

* Priority
Sites

High Volume

Intersections

» Effects of
LPIs

 Treatments
Toolbox

« Proposed
Treatments

\

Winter 26/27

* Priority
Projects

* Project
Summary
Sheets

« Final Plan




Regional Safety Prioritization

Criteria

Pedestrian Activity
School Walksheds

Crash Data/HIN Presence
Signal Phasing
Intersection Geometry

School District Input
Dashboard

Signalized Intersection Explorer
Safe Pedestrian Intersection Prioritization for Enhanced R

Priority Tier

oad Safety Plan

Claytonia

Marsing

'E;”‘ g REULLRRLT :%

Middigron ] B
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B :Eau¥ : zu E: ; :j r EHE 55
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https://compassidaho.maps.arcgis.com/apps/dashboards/86a9b3e1187d4868a1a9a26991758970
https://compassidaho.maps.arcgis.com/apps/dashboards/86a9b3e1187d4868a1a9a26991758970

High-Volume Intersection Considerations

OPERATIONAL EFFECTS OF LEADING
R W, PEDESTRIAN INTERVALS

FDOT)

Low Pedestrian Intersection - 8 pedestrians/hour

Effective situations f

was the maximum gueue length
increase at left turn lanes where

. 3 LPl and FYA Omit was active on
3 . E all approaches

Land-use o : =

Split Failures:
Tra d e O ffs no increase in split failures 5'6 CAR LENGTHS
was the maximum queue

Implementation considerations
Intersection geometry
RTOR restrictions e ) Emmmmun,

was active on all approaches

Recall o N

Split ‘I;allures. es00000

1-9%

adldt\t}or?al cy;f]\es e:gpg{ienfcedha ,

split failure, the majority of whic

cgcurred on the mirl10r é‘treet 7 CAR LENGTHS
was the maximum gueue
length increase for through
lanes where LPI and FYA Omit
was active on all approaches

Moderate Pedestrian Intersection - 60 pedestrians/hour

1%-9%




Treatment Toolbox

Builds from RSAP Toolbox

Pedestrian safety-focused countermeasures

Crash reduction estimates
Safety benefits
Implementation considerations

Crash
Meodification

Countermeasure More Information -
s, 55 888 Factor (if

applic.ahle]l

Estimated
Reduction in

2
Crashes”

Potential Safety Benefits ContextfConsiderations

https://highwavs dot gov/safety/proven-safety-
5 Tier 3 0.87

15 Leading Pedestrian Interval . N .
countermeasures/leading-pedestrian-interval

Left-Turn Phasing (Convert to Protected https://highways dot gov/sites fhwa.dot.gov/files/2024-
16 Phasing) 5 Tier 3

D1/Safe System Roadway Design Hierarchy.pdf 0.01-0.13

https://highwavs dot gov/safety/other/older-road-
17 Prohibit Right-Turn on Red 5 Tier 3 user/desk-reference-handbock-designing-roadways- ®

aging-population/chapter-2

13%

87%

Allows 3-7 seconds for pedestrians to enter an intersection before right or left turning
vehicles are permitted to enter the intersection, allowing time for vehicles to see the
pedestrian(s).

Provides enhanced visibility of pedestrians to
help reduce pedestrian-vehicle conflicts.

Reduces fatal and serious injury traffic Addresses "Permissive Left Turn Conflicts and Lack of Pedestrian/Cyclists Time
crashes by eliminating left-turn conflicts. Separation.”

Reduces pedestrian-vehicle conflicts
especially at skewed intersections where sight Provides overall better pedestrian protection.
angles may cause issues.



Next Steps

K

Spring
2026

Safety Prioritization

« Regional Analysis
* Priority Sites

 Treatments
Toolbox

« Proposed
Treatments

&

Fall 2026-
Winter 26/27

* Priority Projects
* Project Summary
Sheets

e Final Plan
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