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MINUTES OF MEETING OF IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS
1 June 1951

Place of Meeting - Owyhee Hotel

Present - R. C. Rich, Chairman
L. K. Floan, Member
W. Fisher Ellsworth, Member
with E, V. Miller in attendance

Meeting opened at 10:00 o'clock A.M. by Mr. Rich, Chairman

Discussion was held regarding the appointment of a State Highway Engineer.
Activities of the Board regarding interviews and discussions with various in-
terested persons over a two month period were reviewed.

It was unanimously decided to let the mimutes show that on May 8 an offer
was made by telephone to Mr. Earle V., Miller, Assistant Deputy Engineer of the
Arizona Highway Department, for the position of State Highway Engineer of Idaho,
effective July 1, 1951, which offer was tentatively accepted. Letter of con-
firmation as of May 11, 1951, signed by Mr., Rich, is made a part of this record
and Mr. Miller's written acceptance as of May 21, 1951 is also made a part of

the record.

Mr. Rich's letter of May 11, 1951 is as follows:

"My, Earl V, Miller . i
1025 West Monte Vista Drive
Phoenix, Arizona

Dear Mr, Miller:

I am pleased to confirm by letter the action of our Idaho Highway Directors
in appointing you State Highway Engineer, commencing July 1 of this year, at
a salary of $900,00 per month., Thie confirmation, as you will understand,
is a confirmation of our agreement by telephone.

We have discussed the advisability of having you come to Boise for a meeting |
with us, commencing June L. After a little more thought, we are wondering if
this is going to be necessary, if it might not be better for us to make the
announcement of your appointment here when we think the time is opportune,
giving you a better opportunity to attend to your business there and to make
the move up here, having in mind that it will, probably, be a good policy for
tre Board to be in Boise the last couple of days in June and to spepd the
necessary time after the first of July, with the thought in mind that the

Board and yourself, spending a day or two together before July 1, would be in

a position to make some announcements of policy and to proceed with any action
necessary at the time we take over. I will expect to call you by telephone,
probably about the 20th of this month, and then we can make a definite decision

regarding this program,

I think it would be well for you to send a half dozen pictures of yourself to be
used in our daily papers when we make the announcement of your appointment.
Also, we would be pleased to have you write a statement regarding your qualifi-
cations, experience,. and anything you might want to say in regard to policy

for our use at that time. - ‘
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I am enclosing under separate cover a copy of our new Highway Law of 1951,
the report of the Legislative Interim Committee, and a copy of the survey
of the Department and our System. You will remember that you, also, re=-
quested a copy of our laws showing the various sources of revenue to our
Department. I have requested this information from our Attorney General
and will expect to have it in about two weeks,

The members of our Board are all pleaséd with this arrangement we havemade
with you.

_ Yours sincerely,
THE IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS
By R, C, Rich /s/ "
~ CHAIRMAN

Mr, Miller's written acceptance as of May 21, 1951 is as follows:

"Mr. R. C. Rich, Chairman
The Idaho Board of Highway Directors
Burley, Idaho

Dear Mr, Rich:

Reference is made to your letter of May 11, 1951, in which you state that
the Idaho Board of Highway Directors has appointed me State Highway Engin-
eer of Idaho, with salary of $900,00 per month, effective July 1, 1951.

I hereby accept this appointment.

In so doing I realize the many problems confronting a person going from
one state department tc another, The immediate reorganizational, personnel,
and financial problems no doubt will be complicated, but with the help of
your Board and the capable personnel of the Idaho Highway Department, I
cannot visualize anything unsurmountable.

Respectfully yours,

E. V. Miller /s/
Earle V. Miller"

The press was invited to the meeting at which time the Board made the
official announcement of the appointment of Mr., Miller as State Highway
Engineer.

The Board recessed for lunch with Governor Jordan. The afternoon was
taken up with the press interviews and meetings with State officials,

Motion passed to authorize payment of household moving expense of
Mr. Miller from Phoenix to Boise, not to exceed $350,00. ’

Motion passed to pay travel expense of Miller from Phoenix to Boise
and return to attend Board meeting of June 1 and 2, 1951, and to attend
the W.A.S.H.0. meeting in San Francisco, representing Idaho, June 25 to

28, 1951.
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The future status of Mr. James Reid, present Chief Engineer, was
discussed. The Board of Highway Directors all agreed to leave all appoint-
ments with the exception of the Secretary, to. the discretion of the State
Highwey Engineer.

Following this policy, Mr. Miller announced that no appointments would
be made except of a temporary nature until a reorganization of the depart-
ment is accomplished and that he had offered Mr. Reid the position of
Assistant. State Highway Engineer on a temporary basis. Mr. Reid accepted
this offer and, therefore, will act as Assistant State Highway Engineer
beginning July 1, 1951, with no change in salary status.

Date for next meeting was set for 9:00 o'cléck AM,., July 2, 1951.

Adjournment at 5:00 o'clock P.M.
/6%r74ic49/¢\Q

R. C. Rich Chairman
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
2 July 1951

MINUTES OF THE FIRST REGULAR MEETING OF THE
TDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS

2 July 1951

The first regular meeting of the Idaho Board of Highway Directors,
established by the Act of the 1951 legislature, was convened in Room 207
of the Capitol Building at 9:00 o'clock on July 2, 1951. .

Present were W, Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No. 1;
Roscoe C. Rich, Director from District No. 2 and Chairman of the Board;
Leonard K. Floan, Director from District No. 3; Earl V, Miller, State High-
way Engineer; and James Reid, Assistant State Highway Engineer,

‘Mimutes of a meeting held at the Owyhee Hotel on June 1, 1951 were read
and approved by the Board.

Consideration was then given to the bids received on June 29, 1951 on
five highway projects and the following action was taken:

The first bids considered were for State Aid Project No, 1481(501),
consisting of reconditioning the existing roadbed and constructing a road
mix bituminous surface on 9,453 miles of U.S. Highway No., 30 N., between
Bancroft and Alexander in Caribou County. The State Highway Engineer re-
commended that the contract be awarded to LeGrand Johnson of Logan, Utah on
his low bid of $121,209,70; the Engineer's Estimale being $111,360.75. There
being no dissenting opinion, the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer
was adopted and the Board unanimously awarded the contract to LeGrand Johnson.



The Board then considered the bids on State Aid Project No. 1541(501),
consisting of reconditioning the existing roadbed and constructing a road
mix bituminous surface on 7,205 miles of the State Highway No. 3, from
Conda Junction to the Blackfoot River in Caribou County. The State High-
way Engineer recommended that the contract be awarded to the Aslett Con-
struction Company of Twin Falls, Idsho on their low bid of $65,773.75; the
Engineer's Estimate being $6L,482.25. There being no dissenting opinion,
the recommendation of the. State Highway Engineer was adopted and the Board
unanimously awarded the contract to Aslett Construction Company.

The Board then considered bids received on Project No. $-17(2), con-

sisting of constructing a LOL.5 foot timber bridge and approaches over the

Boise River on 0,323 mileof the Notus South Road in Canyon County, This is

a federal aid secondary project, not on the State Highway System, and the
local matching funds are to be contributed by the Notus-Parma Highway District
and Canyon County, The State Highway Engineer recommended that subject to
concurrence of the United States Bureau of Public Roads, the contract be award-
to C. B, Lauch Construction Company. of Boise, Idaho, on their low bid of
$66,378.50; the Engineer's Estimate being $70,341.50. The award not to become
effective until the Notus-Parma Highway District and Canyon County had deposited
their share of the funds with the Department of Highways. The Board concurred
unanimously in this recommendation and it was so ordered,

Consideration was then given to the bids received on Project No. F-2352(1),
consisting of reconditioning the existing roadbed and constructing a road mix
bituminous surface on 19,133 miles of Highway U.S., No. 20, between the Craters
of the Moon and Arco in Butte County., The State Highway Engineer recommended
that subject to concurrence of the Bureau of Publie Roads, the contract for
this project be awarded to Burggraf Construction Company, Inc. of Idaho Falls,
Idaho on their low bid of $137,487.50; The Engineer's Estimate being $152,48), 60,
This recommendation was approved unanimously by the Board and it was so ordered,
The Board also directed that a registered letter be sent immediately to Mr. Earl
J. Soelberg directing him to remove from the State highway right of way, the
fence now existing in front of his property.

The last bid to be considered by the Board was for Project No. S-1783(1),
consisting of constructing a road mix bituminous surface on 6.6L0 miles of the
Soda Springs North Road in Caribou County, This is a federal aid secondary
project, but not 6n the State Highway System, and matching funds are to be con-
tributed by Caribou County. The State Highway Engineer recommended that subject
to concurrence of the Bureau of Public Roads, the contract be awarded to the
Twin Falls Construction Company of Twin Falls, Idaho, on their low bid of
$39,202.80; the Engineer's Estimate being $39,595,50. The award not to become
effective antil Caribou GSunty has deposited their share of the funds with the
Department of Highways, The Board concurred unanimously in this recommendation
and it was so ordered,

By a unanimous vote, the Board approved authorization to purchase a five
passenger four-door sedan in the.price range of $3,000,00, more or less.

. The Board also authorized the Department of Highways to participate in the
cost of a bituminous road test section to be conducted by the National Academy
of Science, in cooperation with the Bureau of Public Roads and the Western
States comprised in the Western Association of State Highway Officials. The
contract and all field investigations and tests to be done by the Highway
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Research Board of the National Academy of Science. The cost to the State of
Idzho not to exceed $20,000.00. The Board also signified their willingness
to have this test conducted within the State of Idaho.

The Board unanimously adopted the policy of not awarding contracts for
purchase or for construction on bids which exceed the Engineer's Estimate by

more than ten per cent.

The Board appointed the State Highway Engineer,E, V., Miller, as Acting
Secretary of the Board until such a time as a permanent Secretary is appointed.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 9:00‘o'clock A.M,, July 3, 1951.

TUESDAY - July 3, 1951

Pursuant to adjourmment, the Board met at 9:00 o'clock A.M. on July 3, 1951,
with all members and the State Highway Engineer present.

The matter of leasing a building to house the Highway Department was con-
sidered. In order to rclieve the congestion of the present occupied area in
the State Capitcl Building and in scattered offices in Boise, and to concentrate
211 central office activities of the Department of Highways in one building, the
Board by vnanimous action approved a five year lease arrangement with Mr, Walter
Cranston and Mr. Walter Dufresne for the old Statesman building and authorized
the State Highway Engineer to execute said lease on the basis of $800,00 per month.

The Board authorized the State Highway Engineer to let contracts to be opened
July 6 and July 13, in accordance with their policy of awarding contracts.

Tt wzs agreed that regular meetings of the Board will be held at Boise on the
second Thussday of each month at 9:00 o'elock A.M.

It is the intention of the Board to set a definite time for public hearings
at each meeting.

A special meeting of the Board will be held ThﬁJ;day, tﬁe 19th of July, in
order to award certain contracts involving oiling and surfacing of projects con-
templated for construction this summer.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned, /) Yy

Ve A

R, C. Rich, Chairman
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
19 July 1951



MINUTES OF A SPECIAL MEETING OF THE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS

July 19 and 20, 1951 |

Pursuant to an order of the Board at the regular meeting, a special meeting

of the Idaho Board of Highwey Directors was convened in Room 207 of the Capitol
Building at 9:00 o'clock A.M. on July 19, 1951,

Prosent were W, Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No.};Roscoe C, Rich,
Director from District No. 2, and Chairman of the Board; Leonard K. Floan,

. Ddrector from District No. 3, and Earle V, Miller, State Highway Engineer and ¥

Acting Secretary of the Board,

Mimites of the regular meeting held July 2 and 3, 1951 were read and
approved by the Board,

The Board confirmed the Engineer's action in awarding the following
contracts, to which they had given consideration in their meeting of July 2,
1951; .

Project S-1783(1), construction of roadmix bituminous surface,
Soda Springs-North Road in Caribou County. Bids received
June 29, 1951, Contract awarded July 6, 1951 to Twin Falls
Construction Company, low bidder,

Project F-2352(1), reconditioning existing roadbed and con-
structing roadmix bituminous surface, Highway US-20 between
Craters of the Moon and Arco in Butte County. Bids received
June 29, 1951, Contract Awarded July 9, 1951 to Burggraf
Construction Company, low bidder,

Project S-17(2), constructing LOL.5 foot timber bridge and
approaches over the Boise River, Notus-South Road in Canyon
County, Bids received June 29, 1951, Contract awarded July 16,
1951 to C. B, Lauch Construction Company, low bidder,

Consideration was then given to the bids received on July 6 and July 13,
1951, and the following action was taken: .

The first pids considered were for Maintenance Projects Nos., 72 and 73,
consisting of seal coating 10,203 miles of the Mountain Home Airbase and 10,400
miles of Highway U.S, 30 from Mountain Home to Cleft, in Elmore County. Bids
received July 6, 1951. The State Highway Engineer had exercised the authority
given him by the Board and had awarded the contract to the Nampa Asphalt and
Paving Company of Nampa, Idaho, the low bidder, on July 7, 1951 in the amount
of $21,736,00; the Engineer's Estimate being $21,725.00.

The Board then considered the bids on State Aid Project No. 5152(501),
consisting of constructing a roadmix bituminous surface on 5.277 miles of High-
way US-95 Alt., between Thorn Creek and Brackett's Mill in Benewah County.

Bids received July 6, 1951, The State Highway Engineer had rejected all bids;
the low bidder being more than ten per cent above the Engineer's Estimate, L
which was $87,126,60, -
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Bids were then considered for Project No. FI-50L41(3), consisting of
constructing a bituminous surface treatment on 3,862 miles of Highway US-10
between Bennett's Bay amd Jct., U.S5.-95 Alt,., in Kootenai County. Bids re-
ceived July 13, 1951. The State Highway Engineer had awarded the contract
to Roy L. Bair and Company of Spokane, Washington, the low bidder on July
19, 1951 in the amount of $1L0,L97.50; the Engineer's Estimate being

$1Lk,537.50.

The last bids to be considered were for State Aid Project No. 3281(502),
consisting of widening and constructing a plant mix bituminous surface on
);.5L6 miles of Highway U.S.-30, between Karchar Lane and Caldwell in Canyon
County, Bids received July 13, 1951. The State Highway Engineer had awarded
the contract to Morrison-Kmudsen Company, Inc., of Boise, Idaho, the low bid-
der, on July 19, 1951, in the amount of $143,920.50; the Engineer's Estimate

being $138,336.50.

There being no dissenting opinion, the Board unanimously concurred in the
action of the State Highway Engineer on the above four projects,

The Board authorized the State Highway Engineer to proceed with the bid
opening to be held on July 27, 1951, in accordance withthe policy of the
Board, on the following projects:

Project S-1775(1), constructing a roadmix bituminous surface,
Grace-Turner Road, in Caribou County,

Project §-1777(1), constructing a roadmix bituminous surface,
Alexander-Iund-Bancroft Road, in Caribou County.

Project S-38L40(1) (South Section), consisting of constructing a
roadmix bituminous surface, Montour-0la Road, in Gem County.

State Aid Project No. 5152(501), resurfacing and constructing a
bituminous surface treatment, Highway U.S.-95 Alt., between Thorn
Creek and Brackett's Mill, in Benewah County

Project S=5750(1), constructing a roadmix bituminous surfacé,
Pine Creek Road, in Shoshone County.

The Board recommended that the completion date for all projects let to
contract be placed on the Abstract of Bids.

The State Highway Engineer was instructed by the Board to complete the
lease on the 0ld Statesman Building located at Sixth and Main Streets, and to
turn copy of the lease over to the "Lessors",. He was further directed to
handle all details of the transaction, including adequate insurance and necess-

ary repairs,

The matter of policy regarding opening of bids was discussed at length,
and %“he Board decided that the present procedure would be followed for the time
being; it appearing that the present procedure would expedite the placing of
highway work under contract at the earliest possible date.



The State Highway Engineer presented to the Board copies of two memo-
randums which he had issued; one of which cautioned all Division Heads
and District Engineers to refrain from making public statements or pred-
ictions on the status of highway projects unless such statements had the
prior approval of the State Highway Engineer.) The other concerned the
practice of State highway engineers doing private work. The Board approved
the memorandums amd authorized the State Highway Engineer to e xercise con-
trol over these activities, but to give consideration to previous commit-
ments, which, if terminated immediately, might do an injustice to those
private parties which had engaged their services,

The Board directed the State Highway Engineer to request an opinion
from the Attorney General regarding the proper form of signature on con-
tracts, Pending the receipt of such written opinion, it was decided that
all members of the Board would sign the contracts, The State Highway
Engineer was also directed to request an opinion fromthe Attorney General
as to whether or not it is legal to post the highways for oversize loads,

Consideration was then given to a letter from the Green Timber Assoc-
jation, requesting the oiling of a portion of State Route 47, leading from
near Marysville to Cave Falls in Yellowstone National Park. It was the con-
census of the Board that final decision should not be made until a more
careful exsmination of the importance of this road as compared with other
needed improvements on the State highway system,

The State Highway Engineer then reported to the Board that three sites
had been tentatively selected for the Western Road Test Section. One of
the sites being South of Malad, in Idaho; one South of theIdaho-Ufftah Line,
in Utah; and one near Sage, in Wyoming, Mr, W. A. Bugge, President of the
Western Association of State Highway Officials requested the Idaho State
Highway Engineer who is Chairman of the Standards Committee to call a meet-
ing in Boise on July 30 and 31, 1951, to consider a definite decision as
to the location of the test section and the standards of design.

, THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 9:00 o'clock A.M., Friday July
20, 1951,

FRIDAY - July 20, 1951

Pursuant to adjourmment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o'clock A.M. on
Friday, July 20, 1951, with all members and the State Highway Engineer
present,

The Board discussed numerous complaints as to the condition of various
highways, especially of U.S, No. 2 and U.S. No. 95 in the northern part of
the State, They also discussed requests for assistance of the Board in
placing U,S. Highway No. 26 on the U. S. Numbered Highway System through
Idaho, No definite action was taken by the Board at this time on these and
other related questions, pending further study of the entire State highway
system, and a better understanding of the relative needs of each proposed
improvement,
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In reply to an inquiry from the.U. S. ForestiBervice as to the avail-
ability of State highway equipment for use in fire fighting, if needed,
the State Highway Engineer was instructed to assure the Forest Service of

complete cooperation in case of emergencies.

The Board then considered the request of Mr, Ravenscroft of Gooding to
lease certain State Highway property and erect thereon a timber treating
plant, It was vnanimously agreed that the Board disapproved the leasing or
selling of any land belonging to the State highway department at this time,
and the State Highway Engineer was instructed to so inform Mr. Ravenscroft,

The Board then discussed the Idaho Falls-North project, which is within
the City limits of Idaho Falls on U.S. 191. The State Highway Engineer re-
ported that work on this project is progressing as rapidly as limited person-
nel will permit. The question arose as to the obligation of the City of
Idaho Falls to provide the right of way. The Board declined to lay down a
policy at this time as to whether the State Highway Department of the City
would buy the right of way, but stated that if there is an agreement in ex-
istence between the City of Idaho Falls and the Department of Highways that
the work would proceed in accordance with this agreement,

The Board then discussed the so-called Cottonwood-Whitebird cut-off.

It is reported that the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation contemplated at some
future time the construction of a dam which would raise the water level

of the river, along which a section of this cut-off would be located. No
definite plans are yet available for this dam and there is some opposition

to 1ts constructior. The State Highway Engineer was authorized by the

Board to investigate the matter of the relocation of this route and to re-
port back to the Board at his earliest convenience regarding the advisability

and cost of this project,

The Board then discussed the Nampa road, being U,S. 30, betwcen Boise
and Nampa, and also a proposal to change the routing of U.S. 95 Alt., be-
tween Spalding and Moscow, The State Highway Engineer reported that engineer-
ing work is proceeding on the Cole School section of the Nampa road, but that
the required right of way has not yet been obtzined. On the rerouting of
U.S, 95=E., between Spalding and Moscow, the information was developed that
rerouting of U.S. Mumbered Highways must have the approval of the American
Association of State Highway Officials. No definite action was taken on
these problems at this time,

The Board thehreceived, by appointment, a delegation from the Notus-
Parma Highway District concerning the need for a bridge to Bridge Island in
the Snake River near Parma. This island is no¥ served by a ferry which is a
joint operation of the property owners on the island,and there are certain
periods of the year when the ferry does not give adequate service. The
people residing on Bridge Island have been given a span of the old bridge
near Adrian and Nyssa, Oregon for compensation for dismantlirg it and they
w8k the assistance of the State in re-erecting this span as an access bridge
to Bridge Island, The delegation was informed that this matter was the
obligation of the Notus-Parma Highway District. The Board took no action at
this time; however, they expressed a willingness to give further consideration
to the matter and to make a decision based on whether or not it is a proper
obligation of the State highway department to render assistance in this case,
The Secretary of the Notus-Parma Highway District was requested to submit a
letter to the Board, outlining the entire matter in detail,
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The Board thenreceived, by appointment, representatives of the Potlatch
Forests, Inc., which is interested in enlarging its pulp and paper mill,
in order to utilize and develope a large stand of lodge-pole pine and pulp
vwood timber in the Nez Perce National Forest, At the present time, there
is no existing facilities for the economical transportation of logs from
the area which they dedsire to develop; however, there is a State Highway
from Elk City to Stites, which eould be used if it was rebuilt to certain
standards, The present highway is such that it would not permit the
opening of thet country. The State mainsains this m™ad but it was built
by the Forest Service., The delegation stated that the area under considera-
tion would be expensive to develop and would require twenty to thirty miles
of new construction, ten miles of reconstruction, in addition tc approxi-
mately sixty miles of improved road.. The requests of the Potlatch Forests,
Inc, were as follows:

1. That the State of Idaho enter into a contract with the Potlatch
Forests, Inc,, under the terms of which Potlatch Forests, Inc. will re-
construct the State highway from Stites to Elk City to permit the use of
trucks with ten foot bunks and extra lengths, carrying loads not exceeding
800 pounds per inch of tire width.

2. In the event the State could legally enter into such a contract,
the Potlatch Forests, Inc. desires to ascertain how long such a contract
could exist,

' The Board informed the representatives of Potlatch Forests, Inc.,
that a matter of policy was involved which would be important to the

- entire State of Idaho and that it would be necessary to review care-

fully before a decision could be reached as to the highway department's
authority to enter into such an agreement, If sufficient information
on these questions can be obtained prior to the next meeting of the Board,

Potlatch Forests, Inc. will be so informed.

The Board then received, by appointment, a group from Jercme, for
whom Mayor Hossman of Jerome was the spokesman. The group was interested
in learning the status of the proposed highway from Wendell ®astward, con-
necting with U.S. Highway No., 93, a short distance south of Jercme - about
a nine mile stretch. There has been considerable contrpversy as to the
location of this new highway. The present plan being to keep the location
south of the railroad tracks and adjacent thereto, thus sliminating the

present bad aligrment,

The State Highway Engineer furnished the information that this new
1link will be a part of the Interstate System and will be constructed to
high standards., In constructing projects on the Interstate System, rail-
roed crossings are eliminated whereever possible and routing through the
business sections of cities is not desirable,

No action was taken at this time because the Board desires to give
the matter further study and the State Highway Engineer was directed to
proceed with such investigation and present his conclusions to the Board
as soon as possible
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Consideration was g iven to the bids received on July 20, 1951, and the
following action was taken:

Bids were considered for Project F-1L481(1), consisting of constructing
a plant mix bituminous surface on 5.607 miles of Highway U.S,=30-N., be-
tween McCammon and Lava Hot Springs, in Bannock County. . The State Highway
Engineer recommended that all bids be rejected; the low bidder being more
than ten per cent above the Engineer's Estimate, which was $127,568.70.
The Board unanimously concurred in this recommendation, and all bids were
rejected. The State Highway Engineer was authorized to readvertise same
for the #ugust 10, 1951 letting.

The next bids to be considered were forMaintenance Project No. 69,
consisting of constru¢ting a seal coat on 19.0 miles of Highway U.S.-95,
between the Adams County Line and the Whitebird Hill, in Idaho County. The
State Highway Engineer recommended that the contract be awarded to Stanley
and Ehlen of Boise, Idaho, on their low bid of $53,960.00; the Engineer's
Estimate being $51,L465.00, There being no dissenting opinion, the recomm-
endation of the State Highway Engineer was adopted and the Board unanimou&ly
awarded the contract to Stanley and Ehlen,

The next bid to be considered was for State Aid Project No. 272(3),
consisting of constructing a crushed gravel surface on 12,8 miles of the
Lewis and Clark Highway, between Kooskia and Lowell, in Idaho County. Only
one bid was received, but as it was well within the policy of the Board in
awarding contracts, the State Highway Engineer recommended that the contract
be awarded to F. H. DeAtley & Company of Lewistor, Idaho, on his low b gghting
$52,030,00; the Engineer's Estimate being $59,920,00. There being no/opinion
the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer was adopted and the Board
unanimously awarded the contract to F. H. DeAtley & Company.

The last bid to be considered by the Board was for Stockpile Project
No. 52, consisting of furnishing crushed gravel surfacing in stockpile,
3/L" maximum, adjacent to U.S. Highway No. 10 near Cataldo, in Kootenai
County, Only one bid was received and the State Highway Engineer recomm-
ended that it be rejected; the bidder being thirty-five per cent over the
Engineer's Estimate, which was $15,000,00. The Board unanimously concurred
in this- recommendation, and it was so ordered,

The Board unanimously adopted the policy of not annoﬁncing the Engineer's
Ecstimate at the bid openings. _

For many years, the Department of Highways has entered into agreements with
the various counties of the State for the control of noxious. weeds on the State
highways rights of way. Under these agreements, the Counties perform the work
and the Department of Highways assumes its share of the costs. Also, from
time to time, the Department of Highways finds it desirable to take leases on
real estate to be used for stockpiling maintenance material, It has been cust-
omary to arrive at the terms of the leases hy negotiation with the owners.

The Board conferred upon the State Highway Engineer the authority to
enter into agreements with the Counties for noximous weed control and with
the owners of stockpile sites for use by the department in stockpiling
maintenance material.
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Without dissent, the Board authorized the State Highway Engineer
to sign for the Agreement on Maintenance Project No. 67, which reads
as follows:

"Maintenance Project No, 67
U. S. Highway No. 95
Washington County

I have this day executed in duplicate an Agreement between the State of
Idaho, Department of Highways, and the Monroe Creek Irrigation District
providing for the installation of a 30-inch Corrugated Metal Pipe at
Highway Station L67£00 located in the SW3SWX of Section 25, Township 12
North, Range 5 West, Boise Meridian, in connection with the protection
of the -highway along an irrigation canal owned by the Monroe Creek
Irrigation District and covering the basis of the payment of the cost
for the work performed.™

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until their nexb regular meeting on
August 9, 1951,

-~

R. C. RICH, Chairman
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
9 August 1951

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS

August 9, 10 and 11, 1951

The regular meeting of the Idaho Board of Highway Directors was
convened in Room 207 of the Capitol Building at 9:00 o'clock A.M. on
August 9, 1951,

Present were W, Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No. 1;
Roscoe C. Rich, Director from Dlstrict No. 23 Leonard K, Floan, Director
from District No. 3; and Barle V., Miller, State Highway Engineer and
Acting Secretary of the Board.

Minutes of the special meeting held July 19 and 20, 1951 were read
and approved by the Board,

Consideration was given to the bids received on July 27, 1951, and
the following action was taken.

The first bids considered were for Idaho Project Number S-1775(1),
consisting of constructing a road mix bituminous surface on 4,801 miles
of the Grace-Turner Road, known as Idaho Federal Aid Project No, S~
1775(1) in Caribou County. The State Highway Engineer had exercised
the authority given him by the Board and has awarded the contract to

August v, 10 and 11, 17581
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Holmes Construction Company of Heyburn, Idaho, the low bidder, on August
2, 1951, in the amount of $36,582,25; the Engineer's Estimate being

$38,01L.10,

The next bids to be considered were for Idaho Project Number S=1777(1)
consisting of constructing a roadmix bituminous surface on 5.389 miles of
the Alexander-Lund-Bancroft Road between Bancroft and Lund, known as Idsho
Federal Aid Project No, S=1777(1) in Caribou County. The State Highway
Engineer had exercised the authority given to him by the Board and had

awarded the contract to Holmes Construction Company of Heyburn, Idaho, the
low bidder on August 2, 1951, in the amount of $33,696.25; the Engineer's
Estimate being $34,097.25,

Bids were ther considered for Idaho Project No. S-38L0(1) (South
Section), consisting of constructing a roadmix bituminous surface on 6,921
miles of the Montour-Ola Road, between Sweet and Ola, known as Idaho Federal
Aid Project No. S-38L0(1) (South Section) in Gem County. The State Highway
Engineer haé awarded the contract to Stanley end Ehlen of Boise, Idaho, the
low bidder, on July 30, 1951, in the amount of $52,118,70; the Engineer's
Estimate being $50,833,10,

Bids were then considered for Idaho State Aid Project No. 5152(501),
consisting of resurfacing and constructing a bituminous surface treatment
on 5.277 milcs of Highway US-95 Alternate, between Thorn Creek and Brackett's
Mill, known as Idaho State Aid Project No. 5152(501) in Benewsh County.
The State Highway Engineer had rejected 211 bids; the low bidder being more
than ten per cent above the Engineer's Estimate, which was $82,745.00. The
Board concurred in tiis action and left it to the State Highway Engineer's
decision as to whether it shmld be readvertised.

The last bids to be considered were for Idaho Project No. S-5750(1),
consisting of constructing a roadmix bituminous surface on L.976 miles of
the Pine Creek Road, known as Idaho Federal Aid Project No. S-5750(1) in
Shoshone County. The State Highway Engineer had recommended that all bids
be rejected, as the low bidder was 11.1l per cent above the Engineer's
Estimate; however, due to the fact that the Shoshone County Commissioners
had written a letter wherein they agreed to meet any increase in lncal
matching funds required from the County by reason of the bid being more
than ten per cent above the estimated cost if the Board awarded the contract
to the low bidder, because it would save the County maintenance expenses
during the winter if the job was finished, the State HWighway Engineer
reconsidered his previous action and recommended award of the contract.
Acting on the State Highway Engineer's recommendation, the Board ordered
the award of the contract to Carbon Brothers of Spokane, Washington, the
low bidder, on August 9, 1951, in the amount of $6L,1L49.05; the Engineer's
Estimate being $57,718.ﬁ0.

There being no dissenting opinion, the Board unanimously concurred in
the action of the State Highway Fngineer on the above projects,
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The Board then reviewed the projects which had been advertised for
bids to be received on August 10, 1951, They decided that these bids would
be the last they would consider until they had an opportunity.to.look
over the entire program or unless they or the State Highway Engineer had
approved the letting of certain projects. When a rating system has been
established, the construction of any road will have to take its turn with
the ratings found. The State Highway Engineer recommended that the possi-
bility of using federal aid on every job should be considered even though
more work was involved in bringing it up to a higher standard for a better
Job would be had when it was finished, The Board requested the State
Highway Engineer to prepare a letter in the near future to be sent to the
County Commissioners of each County notifying then to submit their recomm-
endation of their roads for the county road system, stating which roads
are to be improved.

The matter of warrants on the State of Idaho for the members of the
Board was discussed. The Board unanimously agreed, as a matter of policy
that one extra day for travel should be allowed inuddition to-the days
they were in meeting., They requested that two days be deducted fron their
next check, as there was an over payment made on the warrant received
August. 9, 1951. '

The Board received by appointment representatives f rom the Bradley
Mining Company, the Forest Service and Bureau of Public Roads, concerning
the snow removal problems of the Cascade~Stibnite Road,

For several years, the Forest Service and State of Idaho maintained
this road; however, after the Highway Administration Act of 1950 was passed
the State could not participate in work off the state system, and an agree-
ment was made whereby the State would furnish the man power and equipment
and the Defense Minerals Administration would reimburse the State for all
operating costs, Due to the fact that funds from the Defense Minerals
Administration were not available until February of 1951, the State was
only reimburse $15,000,00 from the Federal Agency for the winter of 1950
and 1951, and $3,000,00 from the Village of Stibnite, '

The representative of the Mining Company requested that for the
forthcoming winter, tlie State of Idaho again contribute its man power and
equipment under the assumption that it would be completely reimbursed from
Access Road Funds, The representative of the Bureau of Public Roads in-
formed the Board that he was willing to proceed with the request for funds
for this snow removal if the State would be willing to do the work on such
a basis,

The Board said they realized that this Mining Company represented a
large industry, but they also recognized that it was not the State's oblig-
ation, but was the responsibility of Valley County, owners of the Bradley
Mining Company and the Federal Gévermment which had to do withthe helping
of producing of strategic materials, The Board unanimously refused the "
request of the Mining Company and so informed them.

The Board then received by appointment representatives of the Boise

Payette Lumber Company and the “uperintendent of the State Patrol of the
Department of Law Enforcement.

Aungust 7, 10 and 11, 1351



The spokesman for the Boise Payette Lumber Compary said he did not have
any definite request to make at this time, but desired to present the loggers
problem to the Board so that when they made their policy regarding oversize
loads, the loggers problem wovld be taken into consideration.

He stated tha® his Company expected to develop certain areas in Southern
Idaho, and, if they did, it would be expensive as there would be new roads
to construct and other roads to reconstruct, He stated that to enforce the
law would seriously handicap the logging industry and would handicap state
highway traffic by the increase volume of logging and lumber trucks on the
highways. He said that most of their equipment was equipped for the over-
size loads and if they were not permitted to haul oversize loads, the log-
gers would be faced with the problem of having to keep dual equipment, one
set for highway use and another for off the highway use, which would be ex-
pensive and in some cases it would be difficult to obtain new equipment.

He stated that they try to keep their trucks off the state highway as much
as possible, but in almost every case there is a short déction-they must
use., His recommendations were as follows:

1. That the formula of 18,000 pounds per axle plus the ten per cent
tolerance was fair to the loggers and should be retained,

2, Where long private road hauls are used and they are required to
use short sections of highways, oversize loads should be per-
mitted with the logger responsible for damage. This could be
arrived at by having every section of the highways lodked into
and then determine how much damage the logging trucks were re-
sponsible for,

THEREUPON, the Board recessed until 1:30 o'clock P.M.

The Board reconvened at 1:30 P.M. with all members and the State
Highway Engineer present. Also present were the Superintendent of the State
Patrol and the Bridge Engineer and Maintenance Engineer of the Department of

Highways.

The Board then considered a letter from Mr, Custafson of Mountain Home,
Idaho who requested a permit to haul loads of approximately 100,000 pounds
over certain state highways in Elmore County. The Board unanimously de-
clined this request, and instructed the State Highway Engineer to write Mr,
Gustafson to that effect.

The Board discussed the policy concerning truck over-loads,issuing of
over-weight and over-size permits, and roads now posted for over-weight and
over-size loads. Due to the fact that the mining and logging industries
have their program arranged for this season, the Board decided that they
would not at this meeting set a definite policy regarding over-size loads,
and would let these industries continue as they have for the rest of the
year, but when the rainy season starts, all roads should be posted. At their
next meeting to be held in September, they will make a definite policy re-
 garding same, which will become effective the first of the year, The Board

was of the opinion that one policy should be made that would apply throughout
the State. The Board felt that the issuing of special permits was an adminis-
trative matter and should be taken care of by the State Highway Engineer in
cooperation with the Department of Law Enforcement.

15
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The matter of charging a fee for all types of permits was discussed and
the State Highway Engineer was directed to investigate the matter further
and present his recommendations at the next meeting, at which time the Board
will take action,

The Secretary of the Notus-Parma Highway District met with the Board
to again report on the Bridge Island matter. He asked the Board if the
Department of Highways had any salvaged materials that could be donated to-
ward the construction of this bridge., The Board unanimously agreed that
this was clearly not a responsibility of the Department of Highways and in-
formed the Secretary of the Notus-Parma Highway District that the State
could not participate in any way in the construction of this bridge,

The matter of illegal signs was then discussed., The Board unanimously
adopted the policy of giving no permits for the use of a state highway right
of way, and ordered the State Highway Engineer to issue a bulletin to the
effect that right of ways should be kept clear of unauthorized signs, bill-
boards or structures,

The Board then considered the request of the Materials Engineer for
leave of absence for military duty. The Board unanimously approved grant-
ing Mr. Erickson, Materials Engineer, a leave of absence with the definite
understanding that at the end of his military leave,; he would return to his
present position as Materials Engineer for the Department of Highways.

The State Highway Engineer reported on the kElk City Road and informed
the Board that the local Bureau of Public Roads was in favor of the reconst~
ruction of this road if it was constructed and maintained properly for a
public road, but that it had been referred to the Portland Office and they
vwere not of the same opinion and had referred it to the San Francisco office
and that it may have to be referred to Washington,

The Board unanimously approved of the Department of Highways contribut-
ing to the Highway Research Board Correlation Service, and authorized the
State Highway Engineer to proceed with the subscribing of this service.

The State Highway Engineer gave a report to the Board on the highway
test section road, He informed the Board that Idaho's cost would be little
more than the other States participating in this project as the State of
Idaho will have to provide the right of way, A meeting of the Standards
Committee was to be held at San Francisco on August 23 for the purpose of
working out the details in connection with this road test section project.
The Board authorized the State Highway Engineer to be in attendance at this
meeting,

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 9:00 o'clock A;M., Friday, August
10, 1951,

Auenst 7, 10 and 11, 1+51
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FRIDAY - August 10, 1951

Pursvant to adjourmment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o'clock A.M,
on Friday, August 10, 1951, with 211 members and the State Highway Engineer

present,

Consideration was given to a letter from the County Commissioners of
Caribou County, requesting State participation in the construction of a
bridge on & county road between Soda Springs and this Monsanto Chemical Co-
mpany's phosphate plant. The Board recognized that this was not a respon-
sibility of the State but of the County and Chemical Company, and since the
policy of the Board has been definite regarding these matters, they declined
this request, and instructed the State Highway Engineer to write tothe
County Commissioners of Caribou County informing them of their action.

The Chairman of the Board then requested information regarding the Tin
Cup Road and wanted to know if this road could be opened ealier in the spring.
Under the 1950 Highway Act, this road became the obligation of the State to
meintain. The State Highway Engincer was requested to get in touch with the
District Engineer al. Pocatello to determine if this road could be opened

earlier in the year.

The Board then received by appointment a delegation from the Highway
26 Committee. The Committee requested that the Board make a request to
the Numbering Cormittee of the American Association of State Highway Officials
for designation of U, S. Route 26 entering Idaho at the : Idaho-Wyoming State
boundary near Alpire and extending thence westerly through Idaho Falls,
Blackfoot, Arco, to Carey, then westerly on Idaho Central Highway to Mountain
Home, with temporary routing from Carey to Richfield, Shoshone, Gooding, Bliss
to Mountain Home, thence to Boise, Caldwell and Parma to Nyssa, Oregon.

U. S. Route 26 is through Nebraska and Wyoming and into Idaho Falls in
Idaho, The State of Oregon is ready to ask for this designation when Idaho's
request is approved. The Committee requested that this be presented to the
Numbering Committee at the October meeting of the American Association of
State Highway Officials. The Board declined to take any definite action at
this time. They were favorable tc the proposition and were willing to t ake
jt under consideration; however, they did not believe a request should be made
to the Numbering Committee until such time as the routing could be studied for
details of location that will reflect the future overall planning of such a
central route., The Board directed the State Highway Engineer to write to
Mr. Baldock, State Highway Engineer of Oregon, that they had taken the routing
of U.S, Highway 26 under advisement, but had taken no definite action.

The matter of agreement with the various counties for the control of
noxious weeds was again discussed, The Board had previously conferred upon
the State Highway Engineer the authority to enter into such zgreements for the
year 1951, but they recommended that the State Highway Engineer make an in-
vestigation as to the feasibility and advisability of the State owning their

own equipment for this purpose.,

Consideration was then given to a letter from the Twin Falls Chamber of
Commerce concerning the status of U, S. Highway No. 93 betweer: Twin Falls and
the Nevada State line. The State Highway Engineer informed the Board that the
Chief Locating Engineer of the department was meeting with Nevada officials
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on August 15 to work out details concerning this project. The Board directed
the State Highway Engineer to write to the Twin Falls Chamber of Commerce
informing them as to the status of this project.

Consideration was given to a letter f rom the Idaho Panhandle Council
of the Boy Scouts of Americe who had requested several yards of road
gravel, The Board unanimously turned down this request, based on their
policy that the materials and work asked for were not on the state system
and, therefore, not a function of the highway department.,

Consideration was then given to the request of Harry L. Yost to ac-
quire a parcel of land located in Lot 5 of Section 3, Township 11 North,
Range 3 East, B.M. in Valley County. The Board took no action, but dir-
ecied the State Highway Engineer to make a further investigation and, at
his discretion, conclude the matter to the best interest to the State,

The matter of selling an old Maintenance Yard and Office Building at
Lewiston was discussed, The Board tock no definite action at this time,
but instructed to State Highway Engineer to obtain a legal opinion to
determine what would be necessary to sell this property.

A new filing and control system for the department was discussed, It
was the concensus of the Board that a system survey should be made, The
Chairman of the Board delegated Mr, Floan, Member of the Board, and Mr,
Miller, State Highway Engineer to arrange for this system survey, which should
include personnel and payroll precedure and all statistical matter, and make
a2 recommendation to the Board as soon as it was completed,

The matter of past due miscellaneous accounts receivable was dis-
cussed, The Board took no action as they believed this matter should be
investigated thoroughly and would give this matter further coneideration
at some future meeting when time permitted,

Consideration was given to the bids received on August 10, 1951, and
the following action was taken:

Bids were considered for Project F-1381(2), consisting ofconstructing
the roadway on 9.985 miles of the Lost River Highway between Rye Grass Flats
and Taber Pass in Butte and Bingham Counties, The State Highway Engineer
recommended that the contract be awarded to Whiting & Haymond of Springville,
Utah, on their low bid of $246,720,00; the Engineer's Estimate being $242,540,00.
There being no dissenting opinion, the recommendation of the State Highway
Engineer was adopted and the Board unanimously awarded the contract to
Whiting & Haymond.

The next bids to be considered were for Project No, F-1481(1), consisting
of constructing a plantmix bituminous surface on 7,607 miles of Highway US=
30-N., between McCammon and Lava Hot Springs, in Bannock County., The State
Highway Engineer recommended that the contract be awarded to Parson & Fife
Cénstruction Company of Brigham City, Utah, on their low bid of $125,065.20;
the Engineer's Estimate being .$127,568.70. There being no'dissenting opinion,
the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer was adopted and the Board
unanimously awarded the contract to Parson & Fife Construction Company.

August 10, 1951
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The Board then considered the bids for Project Nos. S-4713(1) and
S-1719(1), consisting of constructing the roadwey and a crushed tock surface
on 2.126 miles of the Reservation Line Road and on 3.9L45 miles of the Green
Creek Jet.-Reservation Line Road, in Idaho County. The State Highway Engine-
cer recommended that the contract be awarded to Aslett Construction Company
of Twin Falls, Idaho, on their low bid of $154,902.00; the Engineer's
Estimate being $163,593.00. There being no dissenting opinion, the recommend-
ation of the State Highway Engineer was adopted and the Board unanimously
awarded the contract to Aslett Construction Company.

The next bids to be considered were for State Aid Project No. 5727(501),
consisting of placing crushed gravel surfacing and a bituminous surface treat-
ment on 6.609 miles of Highway US-95-Alt., between Half Round Bay and Turner
Bay, in Kootenai County. The State Highway Engineer recommended that the con-
tract be awarded to Roy L. Bair & Company of Spokane, Washington, on their low

bid of $58,722.00; the Engineer's Estimate being 4£7,710,00. There being no
dissenting opinion, the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer was
adopted and the Board unanimously awarded the contract to Roy L. Bair & Company.

The Board then considered bids for State Aid Project No.6L11(501), consist-
jing of surfacing with crushed gravel and constructing a bituminous surface treat-
ment on 10,25 miles of the Lemhi Highway, between Gilmore and Leadore, in Lemhi
County., The State Highway Engineer recommended that the contract be awarded to
the Western Construction Company of Pocatello, Idaho, on their low bid of
$63,657.50; the Engineer's Estimate being $71,300.00. There being no dissent~
ing opinion , the recommencation of the State Highway Engineer was adopted and
the Board unanimously awarded the contract to Western Construction Company.

The last bids to be considered were for Maintenance Project No, 74, con-
sisting of installing automatic traffic signals and an overhead directional
sign at the Jet. of Highway US-30 and US-20 and at Highway US-30 and Orchard
Avenue, west of Boise, in Ada County. The State Highway Engineer recommended
that the contract be awarded to City Electric Company of Boise, Idaho, on
their low bid of $1,396.85; the Engineer's Estimate being $2,750,00., There
being no dissenting opinion, the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer
was adopted and the Board unanimoulsy awarded the contract to City Electric

Company.

The matter of condemnatiors was then discussed. The Board considered
the report and recommendations submitted for Project FI-2023(2) in Gooding
County, and found that the land sought to be acquired for use in connection
with the construction of the above project to be necessary for such use, and
ordered the Legal Department to file a condemnation action in the proper
Court against Julius Marion Morgan and R. W, King, owners of said properties
to determine the value thereof.

The Board also considered the report and recommencations submitted for
Project S-4743(1) in Lewis County, and found that land sought to be acquired
for use in connection with the construction of Project No. S=L7L3(1) to be
necessary for such use, and ordered the Legal Department to file a condemnation
action in the proper Court against George I. Lynn, W. T. Wagner, and the
Wagner Land Company, owners of said properties to determine the value thereof,



The last report and recommendations the Board considered were for
Project FI-FGI-6l(5) in Shoshone County., The Board unanimously agreed
that the parcel of land sought to be acquired for use in connection .
with this project was necessary for such use, and ordered the Legal
Department to file a condemnation action in the proper Court against
Miriam Dolman Hughs, owner of said property to determine the value
thereof. o

The Board then discussed the matter of abandoning old highways.
When a highway is relocated, the old one is 2bandoned, The Board took
the action that in such cases, a resolution should be passed removing
the 014 highwsy from the state system and then the County should be
notified to L hat effect and informed that the maintenance of the old road
was the responsibility of the County. If the County did not wish to main-
tain it, it would automatically be abandoned and would revert back to the
owner after five years,

The Board discussed the maintenance of the old Genesee=Thorn Creek
state highway. Due to relocation a new road has been constructed, and
under the Highway Administration Act of 1950, this old section of high- \
way must be abandoned. The Board took this matter under advisement and were
of the opinion that this old section of highway should be maintained this
winter, should be reconditioned next spring and then turned over to the
Highway Districts involved for maintenance. The question of maintaining
the 0,772 mile connection from the new highway into the town of Genesee and
the feasibility of retaining this section of highway on the state highway
system as a connecting artery to U, S, No. 95 was also discussed, The
Board took no action, but the Chairman of the Board entertained the motion
that this matter should be left to the discretion of the State Highway
Engineer,

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until their next regular meeting on

September 6, 1951. MM\

R, C. RICH, Chairman .
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
6 September 1951



21

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS

September 6 and 7, 1951

The regular meeting of the Idaho Board of Highway Directors was convened
in Room 207 of the Uapitol building at 9:00 o'clock A.M. on September 6, 1951,

Present were W. Fisher kllsworth, Director from District No. 1j Roscoe Ce
rich, Director from bistrict No. 2; Leonard K. Floan, Director from Uistrict
No. 3; and marle V. Miller, State Highway sncineer and Acting Secretary of the
Board,

Minutes of the regular meeting held Ausust 9, 10 and 11, 1951 were read
and approved by the Board.

Consideration was given to the bids received on August 2k, 1951, and the
following action was taken:

The first bids considered were for Idaho Haintenance Project Number 76,
consisting of redecking the "B" Canal Bridge on the Roosevelt Highway between
Rupert and linidoka, known as Idaho Maintenance Project No. 76 in Minidoka
County. The State Highway Lngineer had exercised the authority given him by
the Board and had o warded the contract to the Idaho Constructors, Inc. of Boise,
Idaho, the low bidder, on August 27, 1951, in the amount of $10,592,00; the
Engineer's bstimate being $10,218.00.

The next and last bids to be considered were for ldaho Maintenance Project
No. 77, consisting of repairing and painting two bridges near Kooskia and one bridge at
Spalding, across the Clearwater River, on State Highway 9 and U.S. No. 95, known ‘
as Idaho Muintenance Project No. 77 in Idaho and Nez Perce Courtties., The State
Highway wmngineer had exercised the authority c~iven him by the Board and had
awarded the contract to C, k. Rounds of Boise, Idaho, on August 27, 1951, in the
amount of $L6,2L3.75; the Engineer's kstimate being $50,135.00,

There being no dissenting opinion, the Board unanimously concurred in the
action of the State Highway &ngineer on the above projects.

. The Board then reviewed the two projects which had been advertised for
bids to be received on September 1k, 1951. The first project reviewed was
Idaho Federal Aid Project No. S-5720(1), Worley-west Road, in Kootenai County
and the other was Idaho Federal Aid Project No. S—280(1), East Branch roac¢ be=~
tween Priest River and Coolin, in Bonner County.

The Board then received by appointment Mr, Tom Bell, Commissioner of
Public Works. Mr. Bell explained to the Board that the grounds of the new Girl's
Dormitory Building at the Deaf and Blind School at Gooding needed some improve-
ments and since they did not have the equipment to do this work, he requested
that it be done by tihe Department of Highways. He assured the Board that the
Department of Highways would be fully reimbursed and the the Department of Public
works would gusrantee prompt payment for services rendered. The Board told
[fr. Bell that as a matter of policy they would rather not grant tuois request, but
in this case they would do so if the work could be so arranged that it could be
done conveniently and not interfere with any highway work., The Board directed
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the State Highway Engineer to arrange for this work to be done. The District

Engineer at Shoshone was instructed to proceed with this work but was informed T

that the granting of this request was not to be comstrued as the policy of the
Board to do work with highway forces for other state institutions.

The matter of unauthorized signs was again discussed with respect as to
what the policy would be regarding signs erected by service clubs such as
Rotary, Lions, Kiwanis, etc, on which meeting date is indicated, The Board
decided that as a policy they would make no exceptions to their previous
policy of giving no permits for the use of a state highwsy right of way,

The State Highway Engineer reported to the Board the matter of weed con-
trol being done with State forces. He informed the Board that from the re-
ports he had received he did not believe there was enough involved at this time
to put a special crew on and purchase the needed equipment.

Further consideration was then given to the request of Harry L. Yost to
acquire a parcel of land located in Lot 5 of Section 3, Township 11 North, Range
3 East. B.M. in Valley County. The Board decided that they would not sell or
lease this property at this time and directed the State Highway Engineer to
notify Mr. Yost to that effect.

The State Highway Engineer reported on the Idaho Falls North project, He
told the Board that progress on this project was not being made as rapidly as
he had hoped, but that every effort was being made to have it ready for contract
in the late winter or early spring.,

The State Highway Engineer presented to the Board a long range building
program for the department of highways, covering the necessary shops, main-
tneance sheds, district offices, equipment storage warehouses, and a new
office. building. This building program would cover a period of six to eight
years. The State Highway Engineer was of the opinion that a certain amount
of monies should be programmed each year for these buildings,

The Stéte'Highway Engineer recommended that the following buildings
should be considered for construction during the year of 1952,

1, Maintenance Shed at Atomic City (or Midway as it was formerly
known) in District No. 1, at a cost of spproximately $25,000,00,

2. The building of a sign shop for Districi No. 3 and the State,
adjacent to Boise, at a cost of approximately $125,000.00, which
would include the water supply and grading on the property,

3. Maintenance shed at Leadore in District No. 6 at a cost of
approximately $20,000,00.

L. The Shop in District No. 6, at a cost of approximately $100,000,00,

-

The Board approved the entire building program and unanimously adopted
the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer for the construction of the
above buildings during the year of 1952, and authorized the expenditure for
these buildings at the proper time. The Board directed the State Highway
Engineer to proceed with the necessary plans and specifications.

Sentesbar 4 and T, 151




The Boardthen discussed the opinions received from the Attorney General
concerning questions upon which they had.previously requested information.

The first opinion discussed was in reply to the question "May the Depart-
ment post State Highways, or a portion thereof, authorizing loads in excess of
72,000 pounds and/or more than § feet in width?" It was the opinion of the
Attorney General that vnder the present law, the highway department had the
authority to post state highways or portions thereof. The Board felt no
action was necessary on thi: cpinion as they were preparing a policy regarding
this matter,

The next opinion discussed was in reply to the questions "Is the Highway
Engineer apthorized to sign contracts and agreements on behalf of the Highway
Department?" and "Should the Board confer such authority by official action?"
The Attorney General was of the opinion that the State Highway sgngineer is
impliedly authorized to sign contracts and agreements on behalf of and in the
name of the Board of Highway Directors.

Pursuant to this opinion, dated 30 August 1951, the Chairman of the Board
recomnended that the State Highway Engineer be authorized to sign all contracts
after proper action had been taken by the Board confirming his recommendation
with regard to awarding of same.

There being no dissenting opinion the recommendation of the Chairman was <
unanimously avproved, and it was so ordered.

The last opinion discussed concerned the delegating power of the State
Highway Engineer to subordinate officers of the department. The Board felt
that no action was neceded on this opinion and left it to the discretion of

the State Highway Engineer.,

The Board of Highway Directors and the State Highway bngineer received
an invitation from the North Idaho Chamber of Commerce to attend their annual
fall meeting to be held at Orofino on October 12 and 13. They were also asked
to avpear on the program., This invitation was accepted and the Board and High-
way Engineer will be in attendance on October 12,

The State Highway Engineer then presented to the Board a request from the
Right of Way Engincer to attend the A.A.S.H.0. meeting to be held at Omaha.
The Board took no action in this matter, and left it to the discretion of the

State Highway Engineer.

The matter of U.S. Route No. 26 was ihen discussed. The State Highway
kngineer told the Board that he did not feel that the request made by the
Highway 26 Committee was entirely in accordance with good planning, but he
recommended that we accept U.S. Route 26 on the basis of the Committee's re-
port, except that certain things should be left open; for instance, from Boise
to the Oregon Line, due to the fact that U.S. 20 and U.S. 30 both followed
this route and neither U.S. 20 or U.S. 30 could be built to an Interstate
Standard System. The State Highway lngineer recommended the routing of U.S.
26 across Idaho as follows:

23
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Enter Idaho at the Wyoming border at Alpine, thence on old State Route
29 to Idaho Falls, thence on U.S, Route 91-191 to Blackfoot, thence on
present U.S, 20 to Arco, Carey, Gooding, Bliss, Mountain Home, Boise to
Oregon Line near Nyssa. The routing from Boise to Nyssa to be temporarily
designated through Caldwell via U.S, 20, The State Highway Engineer also
recommended that U.S. 20 be rerouted from Idaho Falls to Arco via the new
Twin Buttes Highway, directly west from Idaho Falls,

There being no dissenting opinion, the Board unanimously adopted the
recommendations of the State Highway Engineer, and directed him to petition
the Numbering Committee of the American Association of State Highway Officials
to consider these recommendations. The Board also requested the State Highway
Engineer to inform the State of Oregon and U.S. Highway 26 Committee of their
action,

The matter of furnishing road materials to villages, cities, highway
districts and counties was then discussed. As a matter of policy, the Board
unanimously agreed that no materials, equipment or labor would be furnished
to villages, cities, highway disiricts or counties for work off the state
highway system, unless by prior approval and authority of the Board. They
directed the State Highway Engineer to notify the District Engineers to that
effect, .

The Board then discussed the matter of giving state aid to counties, with
respect to the matching of federal-aid funds on secondary roads. The Board
took no definite action on this matter, but directed the State Highway Engineer
to request an opinion from the Attorney Generla as to whether or not the State
could help the .counties mutch funds,

The next matter considered was whether or not the Assistant State High-
way Bngineer should be bonded. The Board felt that action on their part
was not necessary in this matter and left it to the decision of the State
Highway Engineer,

THEREUPON, tﬁe Board recessed until 7:00 o'clock P.M.

The Board reconvened at 7:00 0'Clock P.M. with all members and the State
Highway Engineer present.

The first matter discussed was the problem of snow removal on county roads
off the state highway system by statthighway maintenance crews. The Board un-
animously adopted the policy that this work should be the responsibility of the
counties, and instructed the State Highway Engineer to notify the counties to-
that effect.

Consideration was then given tothe administrative and system survey and
the proposals received from Remington Rand, Inc., Robert L, Hamersley and
Associates, and Lincoln G, Kelly and Company regarding such survey. The
Robert L., Hamersley proposal was considered favorable, but no action regarding
this proposal was to be delayed until the Management Engineer of the Remington
Rand, Inc, had made a report as to the needs, which report was to be made
without obligation or cost,

!
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The Board zlso discussed the type of equirment needed for bookkeeping
and accounting control and considered the proposals submitted by Remington
Rand, Inc, and the Iaternational Business liachines Corporation. It was the
expression of the Board that the Hemincton Rand, Inc, proposal on the basis
of a use-purchase agreement wpuld be the best in the long rin, inasmuch as
eventually the State would own tie equipment, and, tlherefore, this proposal
was considered favorable. The State Highwey Enginecer was instructed to pro-
ceed with the agreements covering this equipment.

THRRLUPON, the Board adjourned until 9300 o'clock AJ4., Friday, September
7, 1951,

FRIDAY - September 7, 1951

Pursuant to adjournment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o'clock A.M. on
Friday, September 7, 1951, with all members and the State Highway bngineer
present.

The purchase of the right of way for the Boise-Cole School project was
discussed. The State Highway Engineer informed the Board ihat consideration
had been given to the purchuse of 10l feet of right of way for this section
2t an approximate cost of $336,000,00; however, since the entire section from
Boise to Nampa is in need of improvement, the Highway Engineer suggested that
possibly & narrower right of way should be purchased for the Boise-Cole School
section, which would serve as an interim measure that would take care of the
situation for now. He recommended that a survey be made of the section from
Boise to Nampa to determine the most feasible route and that the purchase of
the right of w.y for the Boise-Cole School section be held in abeyance until
such survey was made. The Board unanimously concurred in the recomendation
of the Stote Highway Engineer and avthorized him to proceed with the survey
for this section of highway.

The matter of the Ross Point-Rathdrum project was discussed. This project
is set up as a State Aid Project, apd the Highway Bngincer recommended that
the letting of this projcct be witnhold to determine whether or not federal aid
could be obtained for this project. The Bourd unanimously concurred in this

recomuendation.

The Bourd then received by appdinﬂment the Yivision Engineer of the Bureau
of Public Roads, the Division Secondary Roads Engineer, the Acting District
Engineer of the Soise office and the Secondary Rosds kngineer for the department

The Secondary Road System in Idaho was discussed, The Division Engineer
questioned the :vailability of so much federzl aid that is not under contract
agreement and desired an expression from the Siate regarding a program to step
up construction and use this federal money. Several questions were discuseed,
as followss:

1., Should the State continue their present method of allocating
federal aid secondary funds to counties?

2., Should limits be placed on the amount of allowable federal aid
secondary system mileage in counties?



26

3. Could the State confine their dealing with only the various
Board of County Commissioners?

L. What action should be taken to use unobligated federal aid
secondary funds? ,

The Board took no definite action on these question at this timeas they
were of the opinion that when a sufficiency rating study could be made of the
County Road Systems, these problems could be worked out and a policy could
then be made, :

The Division Engineer requested that a letter be written to the Boise
office of the Bureau of Public Roads explaining the secondary road system with
respect tothe handling of the federal zid secondary program in Idaho. The Board
directed the State Highway Engineer to submit this letter, and to give the
secondary road sYstem further study so that it might be discussed at a future
meeting,

The Division Engineer informed the Board that the Portland Office was
awaiting a decision from Washington regarding the Elk City Road. He also in-
formed them that the Bureau of Public Roads was ‘interested only in the main-
tenance of the road, and that it would be no breach of contract if the State
turned the road back to the County as long as it was maintained to the satis-
faction of the Bureau of Public Roads.

The Board informed the Bureau of Public Roads that no Planning Survey
money would be used on the test road section.

The Board then recieved by sppointment Mr. L. K. Broyles who had made
application for the position of Administrative Officer or Secretary to the
Board. The Board took no action at this&ime, but informed Mr., Broyles that
they would have the State Highway Enginecer inform him as to their decision,

The application of Mr. Ashline for Permit Engineer, Mr, McBurney for
Office Custodian and Mr. Englund for Personnel Director were considered.
It was the coneensus of the Board that this was an administrative matter and
they left it to the decision of the State Highway Engineer.

The Board then received by appointment the Associated General Contractors
Highway Committee. Present were Mr. W. B, Curtis, Assistant Chief Engineer
for Morrison-Kmudsen Co., Inc., Mr, Harold Quinn of the Quinn-Robbins Company
Mr, Hank Knippel of the Western Construction Company and Mr, J. T. R. McCorkle,
Manager of the Idaho Branch of Associated General Contractors.

Several topics were discussed and considered as followss

1. Contract Termination incase of emergency. It was the opinion of the
Board that if a Contractor could not complete a job due to the action of the
federal govermment, he should be allowed to leave the job and be given a pro-
per settlement. The State Highway Engineer suggested that this could be shown
in the special provisions by referring to the section in the standard specifi=-
cations relating to this., Termination, however, would be at the discretion of
the highway department.

Sent,emzer 7, 1 51




2. Best method of sscuring permits for moving contractor's over-size
and over weight equipment on Idaho Highways, The State Highway kngineer
informed the Committee that the department was contemplating having a permit
engineer and that the issuing of permits were to be centralized. The Board
inforned the Cormmittee thet they were issuing a policy regarding over-size
and over-weisht loads and that the law would have to be enforced even though
the contracts may cost more money due to additional haul.

3. Federal aid Project in Counties being constructed by contract instead
of by county forces. The State Highway bkngineer was of the opinion that where
federal money was involved on county roads, it should always be done by contract

method as the State had far more control if the jobs are contracted.

Jgn Autiiority of resident engineers on construction projects. The commit-
%ﬁé% Qhe resident engineers be given some authority so that when minor

changes that are notin the contract come up, it could be worked out on the

ground. The Bourd took no definite action on this matter, but told the Committee

they would give it further ccnsideration.

5. Value of qualification of contractors wishing to bid when they cannot
complete work within the completion date set in the proposal. The State High=-
way Engineer was of the opinion that there should be some prequalification be-
fore eusch bid opening. Plans should not be given to a contractor who had more
work on hand than he could complete within the completion date set in the proposal.

6. Liquidated Damages and enforcement of same, It was the concensus of
the committee that if sufficiént tiric was allowed in the contract to complete
the work, the Board should establish a policy setting forth what the liquidated
damages would be and it should be enforced.

7. Retained percentage for 90 days after contract is accepted by the State
when bonding companie: make request for releases giving necessary guarantees.
There was a difference of opinion between the Committee and the Bourd on this
matter, and the Board requested the State Highway kngineer to meke a further
investigation of this matter,

8. Consideration of giving maintenance contracts to contractors where
proposed work is concentrated enough to permit contract operations. It was
the opinion of the State Highway #ngineer that all jobs should be let to contract
and that the letting of stockpile projects should be in the fall so that the
contractors could have work whereby they could keep their eguipment busy.

9. & 10, The endorsing of designs for more permanent construction and
letting of jobs as early in the season as possible, espccially those involving
the use of road oils and asphalts. The State Highwey bkngineer informed the
Committee that these were nroblems that were being taken into consideration
and that it was the intention of the department to let as many Jjobs as possible
and ags early as possible so that they might be completed.

THEREUPON, the Board rccessed uﬁtil 1:30 o'clock P.M.
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The Board recorvzned at 1:30 P.M, with all members and the State Highway
Engineer present. .

The Board then issued the following policy regarding over-size and over=-
weight loadss:

"It will be.tlie policy of the Idaho State Highway Department to post all
state highway requiring protection from heavy loads as result of weather con-
ditions. ‘'these postings will supersede all previous postings and agreements,

It will further be the policy of the department to not post any state high-
way permitting loads in excess of legal limits as defined by Chapters 5 and 217,
ldaho Code Annotated, with regard to height, width, length and weight.

Checking and weighirg station are being installed at various points through-
out the State, All matters necessary to accomplish enforcement will be effect-
ive by January 1, 1952,

affected

All operators on state highways/are hereby notified to make all necessary

changes in equipment to comply with the Idaho State law before January 1, 1952,

It will be the positive policy of the Idaho State Highway Department to
strictly enforce the law in this regard,"

The Board instructed the State Highway Engineer to make a wide distribution
of this notice,

The State Highway Engineer then presented to the Board an organization
chart, the beginning of a study on personnel matters, recrganization, quali-
fication, and salary ranges. The Board unanimously approved the organization
chart, but took no action on the salary ranges as they were of the.opinion
that this was a matterthat would have to be gone into very carcfully, They
directed the Highway Engineer to proceed with the studies and to get additional
information and present his recommendations at the next meeting.

The Board then received by appointment the Committce of the Yellowstone-
Sun Valley Highway Association. The Committee informed the Board that the
purpose ©f their meeting was to discuss with them the objectives and problems
of their Association. They are interested in the development of the old
central highway. They feel that the people of Camas Prairie are entitled to
an all winter road. They also feel tnat if there was a better road into
Central Idaho, it would bring potential tourist trade and that from a defense
standpoint, it was an important highway. Their Number One project .in this
ares is the Fairfield-East road and the Number Two project is the Fairfield-
West road.

The Board told the Cormittee that they recognized their problems and
believed the projects mentioned to be worthy ones, but tley had many like
problems throughout the entire State. They informed the Committee that they
would make no promise at this time as to when these projects could be put
under contract, but they instructed the State Highway lingineer to have a
survey made as soon as possible.

I : 1 .. -
Septeqber 7 1 &)
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THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until their next regular weeting on
October 10, 1951.

R. C. RiCH, Chairran
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
10 October 1951,

. MINUTES CF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
IDAHO BCuRD OF HIGHWAY DIRKCTCRS

October 10-18, 1951

The regular meeting of the Idaho Biard of Highway Directors was convened
in Room 207 of the Capitol Building at 9200 o'clock A.M. on October 10, 1951,

Present were W, Fisher Ellsworth, Director from Jistrict No., 1; Roscoe C,
Rich, Director from District HNo. 2; and Larle V. Miller, State Highway Engineer
&nd acting Secretary of the doard.

Minutes of the regular meeting held September & and 7, 1951 were read and
approved by the Board,

Consideration was given to bids which had been received and the following
action was taken:

The first bids considered were for Idaho Federal aid Pro’ect No. S-5720(1)
consisting of constructing the roadway and a crushed rock surface on 3.488 miles
of the Wworley-west Road from worley westerly, known as Idaho Federal Aid Project
Mo, S=5720(1) in Kootenai County. The State Highway Engineer had exercised the
authority given him by the Board and had awarded the contract to Materne Brothers
of Spokane, Washington, the low biuder, on September 21, 1951, in the amount of
332,529,503 the Engineer's Estimate being $32,736.00.

The next bids to be considered were for Idaho Project WNo. S-280(1), con-
sisting of constructing the rosdwey znd crushed gravel surfacing on 3.309 miles
of the kast Branch Road between Priest River and Coolin in Bonner County.

F, M, & E. L. Standley of Spokane, washington were low bidcder; however, they

did not hold a« Public Wnorks Contractors License Class I in the State of Idaho,
and they could not be awarded the cortract until they had obtained such license.
They made aprlication, but was not granted a license. The State Highway Engineer
recormendcd that all bids be rejected and the project be readvertised for bids

to be received October 19, 1951,



Bids received on September 25, 1951 for constructing a Central Sign
Shop, Warehouse and Storage Building for the State of Idaho, Department of *ﬁ
Highways, to be built at Strawberry Glen, Ada County, Idaho were then considered.
The State Highway Bngineer had exercised the authority given him by the Board
and had awarded the contract to Phillippi & Gray of Boise, Idaho, the low
bidder, on October 1, 1951 , in the amount of {75,23L.00; the Lngineer's
Estimate being $82,500,00,

There being no dissenting opinion, the recommendations of the State
Highway Engineer were adopted, and the Board unanimously concurred in the
action of the State Highway Engineer on the above projects.

Bids were then considered for Idaho Federal Aid Project No. S-6752(1),
consisting of constructing the r oadway and a 60 foot timber bridge over
Market Lake Canal on 1.982 miles of the Roberts West Road, known as Idaho
Federal Aid Project No. S-6752(1) in Jefferson County. The State Highway
Engineer recommended that subject to concurrence of the Bureau of Public
Roads, the contract be awarded tothe H & K Construction Company, Boise,
Idaho, on their low bid of $47,L21.50; the Engineer's Estimate being
$L9,268.00, The award not to become effective until Jefferson County had
deposited their share of the funds with the Daspartment of Highways. The
Board concurred unanimously in this recommendation and it was so ordered.

The last bids to be considered were for Idaho Project No. S-6802(1)
consisting of constructing a 278' Concrete Bridge and Approaches on 0,689
miles of the Ora Road, west of Ashton, known as Idaho Federal Aid Project
No. S-6802(1) in Fremont County. The low bid received on this project was |
11.23% over the Engineer's Estimate; however, the State Highway Engineer o
recommended that due to the steel situation this contract be awarded, subject g
to concurrence of the Bureau of Public Roads. Fremont County was contacted
and they agreed to meet any increase in local matching funds required from
the County by reason of the bid being more than ten per cent above the
estimated cost. The award not to become effective until Fremont County had
deposited their share of the funds with the Department of Highways. Acting
on the State Highway Engineer's recommendation, the .Board ordered the award
of the contract to Goodwin Construction Company of Blackfoot, Idaho, the low
bidder in the amount of $119,950.50; the BEngineer's Estimate belng $107,8LL.00.

The Board then received hy appointment a delegation from the City of
Nampa to discuss the improvements of U.S. No. 30 through Nampa. The Mayor of the City
of .Nampa was spokesman for the group and he informed the Board that improve-
ments to U.S. 30 have been contemplated since the war, He stated that in
1946 the City of Nampa programmed the construction of a bridge at the edge
of town over the Phyllis Canal, When this matter was taken up with the state
highway department, they were informed that the department was preparing plans
for this improvement, and, consequently, Nampa did not construct the bridge.
Local pressure was very great and later the City put a temporary bridge over
this canal, . Last year the highway department informed the City of Nampa that
funds were available for use on Highway 30 and that the first section was to
be constructed this summer. The Mayor stated that the City of Nampa feels that
Highway 30 has been neglected and they were desirous of knowing just -how soon
work on this improvement would be started,

Cetonar 10-17, 1 =1
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The State Highway kngineer told the delegation that the City of Nampa
had not accepted the plans as submitted to them for routing U.S5. No. 30
through the City wnd that the Bureau of Public Roads would not participate
until the entire plans had been approved.

The Board said that tney appreciated the importance of U.S5. 30 to the
City of Nampa, but they were going to be careful about making any promises
as to how soon L is work would be accomplished.

The Board dirccted the State Highway Engineer to meet with the City
officials and try to work out details of a plan for the rerouting of U.5.30
through Nampa, and tc report the progress at their next meeting.

In the matter of the petition from Island Park, action was deferred pending
the Board's inspection of conditions on the ground..

The Board suthorized the execution and fulfillment of a cooperative a 'ree-
ment with the Village of Stanley, under which State Highway Forces would assist
with material and equipment in improving the Villare Btreets off the State High=-
way System, if reimbursed in full by the Village. The agreement also provides
that the estimated cost of the improvement shall be deposited with the State
highway department before beginning work, &nd upon completion «f the inprovement
any monies not used by the State will be returned to the Village.

The Board gave its attention to the fact that a heavily loaded truck had
recently crashed through the deck of the Downard Bridge., The State Highway
Engineer reported that the bridge had been repaired last' spring and posted for
safe allowable loads. The Vehicle which broke through the deck was heavily
over-loaded, which appeared to be the direct cause of the trouble. The Bourd
dir cted that more care should be given to maintenance, and deferred further
action at this tire. It was agreed, however, that if steel could be obtained,
it would be desirable to build & new bridge nexi yesr,

In the natter of the reacuest of the Lmmett-Council Highway Project, Inc.
to have & state hichway designated extending from kmmett northerly throuch
Indian Valiey to comnect with U.S. Highway 95 at ilesa, the Board.deferred
action on this matter indefinitely ws it did not desive to a’d further mileage
to the stete highway system until the Board had had opporwunity to make a

thorough study of the highways of the State,

The Board acted favorably on the request of the City cf Gooding to pur-
chsse 1300 gallons of road oil from the State for repair of City strezets,

The Bowrdfound it impossible to comply with the request of the Fish and
G:me Depsartment for the use of Stale equipment in excavating a canal near Carey,
becauce of the larce smount of unfurnished work for which the use of the equip=-
ment is required by the State,

The Board ihen received by a pointment lMr. Hamersley who had previously
submitted to the Bosrd his proposal for & study of the State highway organization.
The Bosrd approved of the plan Mr. Hamersley outlined and authorized him to pro-
ceed with a complete study of the state highway department alens the lines in-
dicated,
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The Board, acting on the request of the Union Pacific Railroud Company
for permission to construct an industrial track crossing at grade over State
Highway No.. 2L, at Acequia, to serve a potato cellar installation by the S.A,
Camp Farms Company, Inc. unanimously agreed and approved said grade crossing
in accordance withthe preovisions of Section 62-307 Idaho Code, and directed
the State Highway Engineer to enter into an appropriate agreement with
the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company,

The Bosrd considered the report and recommendations submitted for Project
FI-1024(1) in Power and Bamnock Counties, and found that land sought to be
acquired for right of way purposes in connection with the construction of the
highway project located between Bannock Creek and Pocatello to be necessary
and ordered the Legal Department fo file a condemantion suit in the proper
Court against the owner or owners of said property, todetermine the value
thereof, if the Highway Department and the owner or owners are unable to agree
on the purchase price,.

The Board then considered the report and recommendations submitted for
Project F-FG-5152(2) in Benewah County, and found that land sought to be
acquired for right of way purposes in connection withthe construction of the
highway project located inthe City of St. Maries to be necessary for such
use, and ordered the Legal Department to file condemnation suit in the proper
Court against the owner or owners of said property to determine the value
thereof,.if the Highway Department and the owner or owners are unable to agree
on the purchase price of said land.

The last report and recommendations the Board considered were for Project
FI-3022(2) in Elmore County. The Board unanimously agreed that the lands
sought to be acquired for right of way purposes in connection with the con-
struction of the highway project extending between Glemns Ferry and King
Hill were necessary for such use, and ordered the Legal Department to file a
condemnation suit in the proper Court against the owner of said property to
determine the value. thereof, if the Highway Department and the owner or owners
of siad lands are unable to agree on the purchase price.

THERLUFON the Board adjourned until 9:00 o clock A.M,, Thursday, October
11, 1951. o

THURSDAY - October 11, 1951

Pursuant to adjourmment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o'clock A.M. on
Thrusday, October 11, 1951, with W. Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District
No. 1; Roscoe C. Rich, Director from District No. 2; and Earle V, Miller,

State Highway Engineer and Acting Secretary of the Board,

The Board then received by appointment a delegation for whom A. L. Anderson
Acting Regional Forester of Region No, L, was spokesman., This appointment
with the Board wis requested to present to them the Forest Service's problems
in connection with forest highways and forest development roads.,

bl
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The Acting Regional Forester informed the Board that there were two phases
to their problem, First - the maintenance problem, and sccond - the loggers!
problem of 1.ad limits on roads leacing from federally-owned logging areas.

The forest service has access to two appropriaticns for road funds., One -

- forest highway funds, and two - forest -developments funds., Forest highway funds
are expended on projects that have been agresd upon jointly by the State, Bureau
of Public Roads and Forest Service. Projects programmed under this agreement
mst meet certain requirements, and any hignway through the National Forests that
follows on a federal-aid route is classed as a forest highway and is eligible for
forest highway funds.

The Acting Regional Forester pointed out that maintenance of the forest
roads has become quite a nroblem, Since the war Congress has been taking more
of 5 definite stand on forest development road funds withthe effect that the
money is definitely avprorriaved for the construction and maintenance of roads
needed by the F-orest Service in transacting its own business, such as roads for fire
control and access to timber, but not public travel. Wwashington requests that
any National Forest Road on which less than 25% of the total traffic is for the
forest service be maintained by other public agencies. The Forest Service is
stretching beyond what Forest Development Service directs them to do in that
they areSPending a portion of forest development funds for maintenance of other
forest rouds., Funds apnroved for forest roads are around seventeen million
doilars a year, but each year the arpropriations have been less than that amount,
and it takce about eight million dollars to maintain forest development roads
and the balance is for azccess to timber and other constiruction.

The road from arrowrock Reservoir to Atlanta was cited as an example.
This road wes built with -CCC labor snd has been maintained by the Forest service
who spend from eight to ten thousand dcllars a | ear in maintenance; however,
this does not maintain the road to a satisfactory standard, 41t is a heavily
traveled road, and the traffic is predominately public traffic., It is located
mostly im Blmore County end lust winter was kepl open by a Fining Company and
the National fuard. The acting Regional Forester told the Bosrd that since most
of the traffic was public traffic, this road could be placed on the forest high=-
way system. This could be accomplished by au agreement for meintenance by local
agencies, '

of knowing

He was desirous/whether the Statc would be willing to put this road on the
state hirhway system or if the county would be willing to put it on their county
road system to help out on the maintenance, He explained to the Board that the
Forest Service itself was not obligated to maintain all forest roads, but would
be glad to do so if Congress would appropriate the money.

The Board told the delegation that it was doubtful if this road should be
on the state hichway system, as at ihe present time tlhere wure so many principal
hishways that needed to be constructed, They felt their first obligation was
to try to get the main highways built to a higher standard,

The sccond phase of the problem confronting the Forest Service concerned
the hauling of logs. If the loggere are not permitted to haul oversize loads,
they will have to reduce their loads as much as fifty per cent, and, in sc doing,
the Forest Service will not realize as much from their timber sales,
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At the present time the Forest Service is contemplating a sale in the
Deadwood Basin. The railhead is at Banks. Ther oad from Crouch to Lowman —

. is on the forest cdevelopment road system and the Forest Service will poss-

ibly spend $100,000,00 on this road. If the loggers are not permitted to
haul oversize loads, they will have to reload at Crouch as the road from
Grouch to Banks is a state highway., The Forest Service naturally is inter=-
ested in getting as mich for this timber as possible, and feel that if the
loggers were permitted to haul heavier loads they would get better offers,
and they consider the possibility of requesting certain scction of state
highways be removed from state maintenance with the understanding that the
loggers could haul full size loads but would have to maintain the road.

The Acting Regional Forester was of the o6pinion that this could probably

be arranged through an agreement between the Forest Service and the State,

if a forest development road, and between the Forest Service and Bureau of
Public Roads, if a forest highway., The Forest Service has been informed that
the Division Engineer of the Bureau of Public Roads will give the matter con-
sideration.

The Acting Regional Forester indicated to the Board that he did not expect
action on their part at this time, but his purpose in requesting this meeting
was to acq.aint the Board withthe problem of the Forest Service of (a) how to
get roads maintained that are beyond the reach of the forest development funds,
and (b) ways and means of using parts of the state highway system to connect
with logging roads that will lead to railways, so that the Board may give
consideration to these factors, if establishing policies of the Department of
Highways in relation to these activities,

The Board then received by appointment revresentatives of the Kingscliffe
Corporation, Ada County, Idaho Power Company, Jr, Chamber of Commerce, Depart- L
ment of Law Enforcement and Civil Defense for a discussion of snow removal on
the Bogus Basin Road., The history of this road from its beginning was dis=-
cussed at length and the importance of maintaining the road for traffic through
the winter season was emphasized. =

The Board informed the delegation that ordinarily under their policy they
would not consider the snow removal on this road because it was not on the
State highway system, However, because of the fa:t that the Department of Law
Enforcement and Department of Highways have transmitters located at Shafer
Butte, they would give the matter consideration and would have the State High-
way Engineer inform them of the Board's action on the matter.

The Board then recessed its Boise meeting preparatory to making an extecnded
inspection trip to North and Eastern Idaho.

During this trip the official action was taken on the following matterss

On the evening of October 11, the members of the Board from District No.
1 and District No. 2, accompained by the State Highway Engineer met with Mr,
Floan, Member of District No. 3, at Orofino, and the group discussed matters
pertaining to the Boise meeting.

On Friday, October 12, the Bogrd met with the Northern Idaho Chamber
of Commerce where each member of the Board and State Highway #hgdpeer add-
ressed the Chamber on highway problems, and later that evening/to Coeur df L
Alene,
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The following day they proceeded to Idaho Falls by way of VWest Yellowstone,
Montana.

On Monday, October 15, the Board officially recqnuepgd,at Idaho Falls to
consider bids which had been received on the repairing /and dlteration of the
Statesman Building now under lecse to the Department of Highways to prepare
the building for occupancy.

The State Highway #ingineer recommended that avard be made to C. B. Lauch
Construction Company of Boise, Ideho, the low bidder, on his low bid of
$17,898.00; the ingineer's Lstimate being 20,100,00, This recommendation was
apnroved unanimously by the 3Zoard end it was so ordered,

The Board then met A. J. Christensen, District kngincer for District No. &
who accomnained then on an insnccticn of the roads in his district, and later in
the day, the Brard inspected highways in District No. 1.

Tvesday, October 16, accomnained by C. A. Kelly, District éngineer for
District No. 1, they continued their inspection of state highways in District
Mo, 1, and especcially the urban highway problems at Pocatello,

On wednesday, October 17, the Board inspected highways in District No, 2
with District brgincer H. 3. Sternberg, and on Thursdsy, Cctober 18, the Board
reconvened at Boise,

THURSDAY - Cctober 18, 1951

The Bourd reconvened at 9:00 A.M. on Thursday, October 18, 1951, with all
members znd the State Highwey hngincer present,

The Board tnen hzard a delegation from Parma concerning the ccendition of
. oridge near Farma on U,S. No, 95. The deleration pointed out that the bridge
was dancerously narrow znd that arproach to tihe bridge curved sharply making
it very difficult for heavy trucks to negotiate the anprouches safely,

The Bosrd informed the delegation that they recognized the low standard
of many briag=s on the stable highway system but that there were other situations
much worse than the one wunder discussion. Bringing the bridges on the state
highways system to a satisfactory standard is seriously handicapped because of
the difficulty of obtaining steel during the present.emergency, and it seemed
very doubtful thet remedial mpeasurcs could be taken on the Purma’ bridge in the
im »diate future. The Board then instructed the State Highwuy LEngineer to make
a careful investigation of this situation and report to the Board at its next
regular meeting,

c
o
s

The National Academy of Science, acting through the Highway Research
Board has requested additional funds for the construction of the westcrn test
section road being built south of Malad, Idaho. The request is for an additicrnal
ten thousand dollars as Idaho's share of the cost of the project,

The Board authorized the State Highway bngincer to execute the agreement
for the additional funds,



The Board addressed a letter to the Attorney Gereral requesting that
another Assistant Attorney General be assigned to the Department of Highways.

The Board then discussed at considerable lengih the question of proper
classification of personnel and the matter of salary revision. No action
was taken,

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until their next regular meeting, November
8, 1951,

R. C. RICH, Chairman
Board of Highway Directors
Done at Boise, Idaho
November 8, 1951

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING CF THE
IDAHC BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS

November 8-14, 1951

The regular meeting of the Idaho Board of Highway Directors was con-
vened in Room 207 of the Capitol Building at 9:00 otclock A.M. on November
8, 1981, . -

. Present were ¥, Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No, 1; fHoscoe
C. Rich, Director from District No, %; Leonard K. Floan, Director from Dis-
trict No, 3; and Farle V., Miller, State Highway Engineer and Acting Secretary
of the Board,

Minutes of the regular meeting held October 10-18, 1951 were read and
approved by the Board, ‘

Consideration was given to bids which had been received on Uctober 19,
1951, and the following action was taken:

The first bids considered were for Ideho TFaderal Aid Project No. S-280(1),
consisting of constructing the roadway and crushed gravel surfacing on 3.309
miles of the East Branch Road between Priest River and Coolin in Bonner County.
The State Highway Engineer had exercised the authority given him by the Board
and had awarded the contract to Lacey & Son of Lewiston, Idaho, the low
bidder, on October 24, 1351, in the amount of 92,998,40; the Engineer's
Estimate being $85,048,00,

The next bids to be considered were for Stockpile Projects Nos, 52 and
71, consisting of furnishing crushed gravel in stockpiles adjacent to



e
it

Highway UeSe o, 10 near Cataldo and Highways Ctate 41 and Us S, No: 10 Alt.
near Newport and Clarks Fork in Kootenai and Sonner Counties. The State
Highway Engineer had exsercised the authority given him by the Board and had
awarded the contract to Stone & Thaut Construction of Spokane, “ashington,

the low bidder, cn October 20, 1951, in the amount of $66,500,00; the Engineer's

fstimate beins $52,000,00,

The last bids to be congidered were for State Aid Project No. 254(1) Sec~
tion 2-North, consisting of constructing the roadbed and a crushed rock sur-
face on 3,975 miles of the Boise-Stanley Highway, known as Idaho State Aid
Project Yo, 254(1) Section 2-North, (Lucky Peak Dam Relocztion) in Ada County.
The Stete Li~hway Engineer had exercised the authority given him by the Board
and had awarded the contract to Quinn Bros. & Robbins of Boise, Idaho, the low
bidder, on October 29, 1951, in the amount of $314,276.50; the Engineer's
Estimate being 358,924, 50,

There being no dissenting opinion, the recommendations of the State High-
way Engineer were adopted, and the Board unanimously concurred in the action
of the State Highway ngineer on the above projects,

wr, Ellsworth reported that he had talked with Mr. L. E, Johnston, liznager,
Idaho Operations Cffice of the Atomic Energy Commission, concerning the appli-
cation of accessroad funds tc the construction of the Twin Buttes Highway;
inasmuch &s more than one-half of tihne traffic moving over this route is on
business directly connected with the Atomic Energy Commission's development,
The State Highway Engineer suggested that it might be helpful for Lir, Johnston
of the Atomic Energy Commission, Mr, Zllsworth, Member of the Board of Highway
virszctors and the Stete Highway Engineer to meet and discuss the possibility
of having access funds applied to the construction of the Twin Buttes Highway;
however, no definite action was taken and consideration of the matter was de-
ferred to a later date,

The Board authcrized the State ilighway Lngineer to attend the emergency
meeting of the Committee on Administration of the American Association of State
Highway Officials et Chicago on November 27, 1981,

The Eoard accepted the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer that
‘hy agreenent the State will remcove snow this winter, when necessary, from the
Bogus Basin road, but with the definite understanding that it is cnly for the
winter of 1951 and 1952, and only because the Department of Law Enforcement
and State Hishway Departament have installations in that area vwhich may prove
necessary for Civil Lefense. The agreement to remove snow from the Bogus
3asin road for the winter sceason of 138 and 1952 is entersd into with the
definite understanding that the Roard does not feel it to be the proper func-
tion of the Stete Highway Zepartment *c maintsin traffic to any recreational
area not on the state highwsy systen. The Board authorized the State Highway
mnginecer to wark oul the detail in line with the policy laid down by the Eoard
and to execute the agreement,

The matter of the Springston Bridge was disrussed, and since the structure
is not on the staote highway system, the Board instructed the State Highway
Engineer to sco inform the local parties,



It was brought to the attention of the Board that an agreement be-
tween the State of Idaho and the City of Jerome for the maintenance of
Jerame's city streets on a cooperative basis had been lost and that the
City of Jerome could not be reimbursed for their expenditures on behalf of the
State until a new agreement had besn executed authorizing the payment,

The Board thereupon authorized the State Highway Engineer to execute
the Cooperative Maintenance Agreement with the City of Jerome, as a basis
for segregating the expenses of the City streets of Jerome as contemplated
by the law, : :

The Board then received by appointment the Highway Committee of State
Commissioners and Clerks Association, WMr, Harold West, Chairman of the Com-
mittee, acted as spokesman for the group. Mr, ¥West stated that they had re-
quested this meeting not to criticize and have hard feelings with the new
Board of Hirhway Directors, but rather to try and help relationships between
the Counties, the Board and the Department of Highways to eliminate some of
the trouble, if possible,

He asked that the Board of Highway Directors consider the following re-
commendations which were adopted unanimously by all the County Commissioners
at two meetings held, one in Boise, October 24, 1S5l and the other in Idaho
Falls, November 1, 1951:

le That the State Highway Department set up a secondary road
division to handle nothing but the secondary road program,
as is set forth in the Federal-aid Act.

2 That the County Road Engineer or Supervisor be recognized
by the State Department of Highways as a Resident Engineer
and be allowed to design and supervise construction of second-
ary roads as his qualifications may justify.

3. That counties be allowed to build their own roads under the
Federal—-aid Program, according to specifications either based
on lowest bids or engineer's estimates,

4, That pressure groups not be recognized ahead of County Commis-
sioners on road matters within their owm county.

S5« '"Does the order by the State Highway Department saying that
no state equipment will be allowed tc remove snow from county
roads, except in emergency, mean the severance of all of the
trading of equipment and men back and forth between the State
and County?"

In the discussion which followed concerning the first recommendation,
Mr, West pointed out that in the past one man ir the hishway department had
been designated to handle secondary roads, His services were distributed
over 44 counties, and, therefore, he did not have too much time to give to
any one county, Because of this, often times, especially in the district
offices of the highway department, where the engineers are busy with pri-
mary projects anmdl other wark, the secondary roads are not given any specisl

fove ser =lb, 16T



attention, The enginesrs work on ‘he secondary projects as they have time
srd this cousas delay. r. West szid that he was not in a2 positiun to say,
bt due to the facht that the Bureau of Fublic Hoads did neot recognize the

Counties, he believed there shonl” bte 2 mcrmdary roads man in each of the

iigtrict offices =c that *he szecondary projects covld be hurried along.

The Board told the delegation that they reecosnizal the need for more
techniczl help on the secrfncary road program, as well as other phases of the
highway pro*ran, but that they wers finding it very difficult to obtain quali-
fied personnel &% the saleries they were permitted to pay at the present time,

In the diccussicn of the second recommendation, Mr. ‘West stated that the
Counties were willing to Ac the engineering, but had been reluctant to do so
because their engineers were not reccegnized. He said that the Counties were
w‘llljnf to assume the obligation of engineering if they would get the "go"
vlgn. le quoted the following excerpt from the Federal fid Act: "that any
Stat 1“ srwzy Department may arrenge with any County or group of Ccunties hav-
ing cowetan'r hishway engineering personnel, suitably organized and equipped
to supervise construction and maintenance of a county-unit or group-unit basis
for the construction and maintenance of secondary road projects".

It was pointed out to the delegation that the Department of Highways does
not set the standards for engineers. The State Board of Pngineering Ixaminersg
determine whether an engineer is competent or not, and the law makes it manda-
tery that engineering duties above z certain grade of importenice must be per-
formed by 2 licensed engineer, The State Highway Engineer said he did not
believe there was any law zgainst putting a county engineer on the rayroll
while a certain job was being constructed if he was qualified. He suggested
that if one County 3id nct have enough work to justify the services of an
engineer that perhars several countiss could get together and hire a competent
engineer that would be recognized,

In regar? tc the third recommendation, lr, West expressed the opinion
that all of the counties feel that they could save money by building their
own roads, The State Highway Engineer did not fully agree and pointed out
Lthat any extensive road construction efforts were almost certain to require
the pwrchase of construction machinery, which the counties as a rule do not
have in sufficient guantities., Thers seems to be no reason why the counties
could not ccoperate in the use of what machinery they find to be surplus to
their maintenance operations by doing that part of the work they are able and
qualified tn do or if desired rent their idle equipment to a contractor,

Mr., #est then wanted to know if the county engineers did the survey work
if they could just send in a centerline profile as this would save a great dezl
f engineering costs.

The State Highway Engineer replied that he could see no reason why this
cculd not be done, and that the State Highway Department would approve any
plans which had the gpprovel of the Dureau of Public Roads for secondary work,

In clcsing the discussion, the State Highwsy Engineer said that he would
like to have l‘r, West qualify thies third recommendatiocn, as he was of the opinion

there were teter ways to builld roads.
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Concerning the fourth recommendation, the Board informed the delega=

- tion that they were in full accord with the sentiment expressed by the

Commissioners and stated that they would like to deal with the Commissioners
or their elected representatives of the tax payers.

Concerning the order recently issued that no state highway equipment
would be used off of the state highway system, it was pointed out by the
Board that the order was only intended to impress upon the public mind that
maintaining roads not on the state highway system was not a state highway ob-
ligation, This principle is fixed by law and is not done by the arbitrary ac-
tion of the Board of Highway Directors. There will always be cases, especially
in severe winters, when an exchange of labor and equipment will be found bene-
ficial both to the State and the local units, The Board said that they hoped
that it will always be possible to work out a satisfactary solution to the
difficulties encount ered.,

The Board wished the delegation to convey to all Boards of County Commis-
sioners in the State that the department of highways desires to be cooperative
and helpful in every way possible; however, in all cases where cooperative ac-
tion is desirable, an agreemsnt should be prepared and signed by both parties,

By appoi ntment, the Board at this time heard a delegation from Oneida
County concerning the section of road between Eolbrook and Roy, which t.he dele-
gation stated was badly in need of further improvements,

After a discussion, which brought out the important factors of the situa-
tion, the Board expressed the opinion that they were not ready to take a
final decision on the matter at this time, but would give a definite state-
ment as to the disposition of the road as soon as they had had time to care-
fully consider all of the circumstances involved.

The delegation from Oneida County were also concerned about the recently
issued order that no state highway equipment would be used off of the state
highway system, The Board informed this delegation also that the department
of highways desires to be a good neighbor and wants to be cooperative and help-
ful in every way possible; however, they felt that it should be done on a busi-
ness like basis and that an agreement should be prepared and signed by both
parties, S

The Director of the Fish and Game Departnent, Mr. Muwray, met with the
Board and explained that they had obtained through gift and purchase posses-
sion of the former Farragut Naval Base, consisting of about 3,800 acres, and
were desircus of fencing the tract in order to better pursue their .wildlife
studies, This will, of course, close the present road now used by the pub-
1ic across the Farragut Navsl Station, The Game Department inquired if the
State could put the road around the Naval Base in condition for use by the
public so that the road across the Naval Base could be closed. Mr. Murragy
requested that a decision be reached between now and May 1, 1952 on this
question,

The Board informed him that they planned a trip North very shortly and
would investigate the matter more completely and give him a decision at a
later date, .



The Dnar? then received by appointment a delegation from the Iillsdale
~gh~wv Listrict and lurtaugh u¢?hwa Dis*trict. These Hﬁwhwey Pistricts
ha previsusly requasted one of the 140 foot steel spans of the old ieiser

bridge to replace an old bridge over the Snake iiver at a bmlrw site known
as the i'ilner crossing.

The Bozrd informed the delegation that in checking the records they had
found that the state highway department had agreed to give them thris span and
it was their intention to fulfill the promises that had been made by their
pr“ubceﬁoofs, so they could see no reason why these nghway Districts could
nct depend on getting this span vwhen available.

The Eden South road was then discussed, and the delegation was desirous
of knowing whether or not the State wonld be willing to participate in part
~of the matching funds,

The Roard informed the delegation that there were no State funds avallable
and that they were of the opinion that it was clearly the intent of the State
law that state hichway funds should be spent exclusively for the maintenance,
¢ matruction and development of highways in the state highwsv system, If the
legislature had 2ay other theory, the Board said they believed it would have
been so stated ir the law,

The Poard then recessed the November 8, 1951 meeting until their return
from an inspection trip to Nerthern Idaho,

According 4o rlan, the Zoard left Boise on their Northern ldaho visit
early on the morning of November 9, 19851, and met Listrict Fhgineer J. J.
¥cCreedy at Lewiston early in the afternoon of that same day. The remainder
of Novamber C and *he forencon of November 10 was spent in an inspection of
roads in District Wo. 4, and especially the Lewiston-Orchards roads, the lo-
cation of the requested curb cuts on the approaches to the bridge over the
Clearwater itiver in Lewiston, the proposed project from Lewiston to Spalding
on the Lewis and Clark Highway (U.S. No. 95), and the old Lewiston office
buildings. The Board then proccedad to Moscow for the night.

On 3unday morning, November 11, the Board proceeded to St, Maries where
they were met by a con51derab1 group of St. Maries citizenry, An inspection
was made of the site of the proposed bridge across the St. Joe river at that
point, The Board then proceeded to Coeur d'Alene where they communicated by
telephone with District Engineer H. li, Parsons at his home. From Coeur d'Alene
they proceeded northward on the U,S. Vo. 95 (U.S. No. 2 ) through Sandpoint to
Conners Ferry and returned to Sandpoint that night.

On londay morning, November 12, the Board returned to Coeur d'ilene by
way of Priest iiver, Newport, Spirit Lake 2nd Rathdrum, and proceeded through
%allace and Yissoula, Yontana to Salmon, Idaho where they spent the night,

Tuesday, lNovember 13, an inspection was made of State Route No. 28 between
Salmon and Leadore, On returning to Salmon, the Board proceeded southward over
UeSe No. 93 by way of Challis and Arco and to Atomic City and then retwrned to
Arco and proceeded ¢ Boise by way of Shoshone and Gooding.
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WEDNESDAY -~ November 14, 1951

The Board reconvened in Room 207 of the Capitol Building at 9:00
o'clock A,M, on Wednesday, November 14, 1951, with all members and the
tate Highway Engineer present.

Consideration was given to a statement of expense from the City of Oro-
fino concerning the repairs to Michigan Avenue in the City of Orofino. The
Board unanimously disallowed the claim as the improvement was not on the
state highway system and was performed without authorization of the depart-
ment of highways.

The next matter di scussed was the purchase of property adjacent to the
land recently acquired at Strawberry Glen, The Board authorized the purchase
of this property to the best possible advantage to the highway department%'
but in an approximate amount not to exceed i8,000,00,

The matter of disposing of the highway maintenance yard at Elk River
was considered, and the following resolution was passed by unanimous vote
of the Board:

RESOLVED: The Board of Highway Directors does hereby declare that the
highway maintenance yard at Elk River, Idaho, consisting of Lot 1 of Elock
2 of the Village of Elk River, Idaho, together with all improvements thereon,
are hereby declared to be no longer useful to or usable by the Idaho Depart~
ment of Highways, and the property above described is deemed surplus and title
to said property shall be transferred to the State Board of Land Commissioners,
subject tc disposition of said Board in accordance with the provisions of
Chapter 223 of the Idsho Session Laws of 1951,

The old district office property at Lewiston was considered and the
Board passed by unanimous vote the following resolution:

RESOLVED: The Board of Highway “irectors does hereby declare that the
old District No, 4 office building and yard at Lewiston, Idaho, consisting
of Lots 6 and 8 of Block 6 of Thompson'!s Second Addition to Lewiston, Idaho,
and Lot 10 of Block 6 of lirs., S. C. Thompson's Second Addition to the City
of Lewmston, Idaho, together with a1l improvements thereon, are hereby de-
clared to be no longer useful to or usable by the Idaho Department of High-
ways, and the property above described is deemed surplus and title to said
property shall be transferred to the State Board of Land Commissioners, sub-
ject to disposition of said Board in accordance with the provisions of Chap=
ter 223 of the Idaho 36351on Laws of 1951,

The Board by unanimous official action removed the following roads from
the State Highwsy System:

Beginning 2t a junction with the Lewis and Clark Hichway at 21st Street
in Lewiston and extending southerly to the south city limits of Lewiston via
R1lst Street, thence continuing southeasterly to a point on the south boundary
of Lewiston~Orchards Highway District at the southeast corner of the north
half of Section 22, Township 35 North, ilange 5 West, all in Nez [Perce
County, and known as the Thain Road,

Novetber 14, 1951
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Besinnin: =t a junction with “he Zawhooth lFark Hishway =t Gimle*t and
sxtendin: flanc Ut Jast Uork of Yool udver for a distance of apr oximately
Naine Courlyy zid? knowm es the Triwmph-lice road,

G *u:v*ti en with the Yellowstone Fark Hishway approximetely
X It : ! and axtending easterly via iock Creek to the
o'm'ng Mne near +"w fsouu‘q Loy Lary of Yellowsteone Netional Fark, 211 in

the Classifications, Celarlss »nd “inimum

T
*iecatione for rzincering and Relabed Clerical, Administrative and
*n the Ldnho Highway Lepartment dabed lovember 7, 1881, which

-1 B nv‘-?-m ~ —-" ' e
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Fiscal Ios

mwas et up Tl boa t~ the Jeard by the Shate Highwsy nginzer for final
action, Th ’r:f-:c‘r"‘ir sfinctive as '~“ Janusry 1, 1782, The =riginal copy
¢f this rero s yard o® the ninutes, (SEE FOLLOWING PAGES

FOR GROUP QUALIFICATIOIB)

The Leard then took under comsideration the matter of inswrmce for the

Lepartment of I3 Jhways,

4s 2 matter «of 1‘«1'11'5:,, the Sozrd auth . rized the renewal of the rroperty
darage and public 1i:bility insurance for a period of a year on the basis of

10,000/20,000, They elzo 1y*r'"e'l the carryin: =f insurance focr fire for

buildinzs and contents; also, inventory and =upglies, The Board unanimously
agreed nobt %o cuvry fire sol theft insvrance en the equipment.

THIATUOH, the Toard zdjsurnad ntil thedr next regular meeting, which
waz seh for Lecovher 10, 100G,

T‘tI CH, Chairman
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it
IR A= I YT



A4

sy ITo CF THE winGULsue MEETING OF THE
IDAHC BOARD CI HIGHWAY DIRECTORS ¢

December 10-12, 1951

The regular meeting of the Idahon Board of Highway Lirechtors was convened
in the 011 Statesman Building, 603 ¥ain Street, Boise, at 2:00 o'clock 2.M. on
December 10, 1951,

Present were W, Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No, 1; Roscoe C.
Rich, Director from Iistrict No. 2; Leonard K, Floan, Lirector from Listrict
No. 3; and Zarle V, willer, 3tate lighway Enginser and Acting Secretzry of
the Board,.

Minutes of the regular meeting held November 8-14, 1951 were read and ap-
proved by the Board,

Bids were considered for Idaho Federal Aid Project Nos. S5-1754(1) and
S-1755(1), consisting of constructing the roadway and a roadmix bituminous
surface on 2,633 miles of the [tobin ¥est Zoad and on 4. 633 miles of the
.cCammon-obin iioad, from Lobin to Arimo, known as Idaho Federal Aid Froject
Nos., S~1754(1) and S-1755(1) in Bannock éounty. The State Highway Engineer
recommendecd that the contract be awarded to the Western Construction Company,
Pocatello, Idaho, on their low hid of §105,130,10; the Engineer's Estimate .
being 41%8,613,80. The award nct to become effective until Bannock had de- f
posited their share of the funds with the Department of Highways. The Board |
concurred unanimously in this recommendation an! it was sc crdered.

The Board suthorized the State Highway Ingineer tc proceed with the bid
opening to be hel? on Uecember 21,1951, and to awerd the contracts provided
they were within the 1limits of the pclicy of the Board, on the following
projects:

Stockpile FProject No, 72, furnishing crushed gravel and cover coat
material in stockpiles ir Bamock and Bear Lake Counties,

Stockpile froject No, 76, furniching erushed gravel in stockpiles
in Ada County.

Stockpile Project No, 77, furnishing crnshed gravel in stockpiles
in Elmore County.

Project No, FI-2023(2), constructing the roadway and a bituminoms

surface treastment on 3,834 miles of the North Side Highway from

Wendell Southeast in Gooding County,

It was necessary to file a condernagtion action against Julius Marion
Morgan and R, W, King, owners of certain properties which were necessary for
use in comnection with the construction of Project No, FI-2023(2), and the r~j
Roard authorized the payment of (17,705,00 for this property. |

The Beard then received a delegation from Cwyhee County for whom

Necermper 10-132, 1751
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CLASSIFICATIONS, SALARIES
AND MINIMUM GROUP QUALIFIéATIONS
FOR ENGINEERING AND RELATED CAF POSITIONS
IN THE

IDAHO HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT



APPROVED - NOVEMBER 14, 1951

BY - IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS

Roscoe C. Rich - Chairman
Leonard K. Floan - Member

. Fisher Ellsworth - Member

APPROVED JANUARY 18, 1952
BY - IDAHO STATE BOARD OF EXAMINERS
Len Jordan - Chairman
Governor

Robert Smylie - Member
Attorney General

Ira Masters - Member
Secretary of State
VOLUME I OF TWO VOLUMES

Volume Two - Position Qualifications can be obtained by
writing to Personnel Officer, Department of Highways,

Boise, Idaho.

Date - January 1, 1952
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POSITION, CODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP C. A, F. GROUP

CODE JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE
100 ADMINISTRATIVE
101 Board of Directors Statutory
102 Board Secretary 111 360 - 450
105 State Highway Engineer IX 1,000 - 1,250
106 Asst. State Highway Engineer  VIII 830 - 920
120 Engineering Officer Vi1 730 - 820
130 Construction Engineer VII 730 - 820
140 Maintenance Engineer Vil 730 - 820
150 Planning Officer VI VI 640 - 720
160 Administrative Officer VI VI 64,0 - 720
180 Asst. Attorney General Statutory



POSITION CODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP C. A. F. GROUP

CODE__ JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE
200 ENGINEERING
201 Chief Locating Engineer Vi 64,0 - 720
202 Locating Engineer Class II v 550 - 630
203 Aerial Survey Engineer v LLO - 540
204 Urban Designer Iv LLO - 540
205 Urban Engineer v 550 - 630
206 Locating Engineer Class I IV 440 - 540
207 Highway Design Class III IV 440 - 540
208 Highway Design Class II I1I 360 - 450
209 Highway Design Class I II 320 - 380
210 Draftsman Class IV 111 360 - 450
211~ Draftsman Class III II 320 - 380
212 Draftsman Class 11 I 280 - 340
213 Draftsman Class I B 24,0 - 300
214 Tracer A 220 - 260
215 Machine Operator-Reproduction II 320 - 380
216 Asst. Machine Opr.

Reproduction B 24,0 - 300
217 Record Clerk B 240 - 300
220 Plans Engineer VI 64,0 - 720
221 Asst. Plans Engineer v 550 - 630
222 P.S. & E. Engineer Y LLO - 540
223 P.S. & E. Assistant ITT 360 - 450
225 Secondary Roads Engineer VI 64,0 - 720
230 Bridge FEngineer VI 6L0 - 720
231 Asst. Bridge Engineer v o 550 - 630



POSITION, CODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP  C. A. F. GROUP
CLASSTFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE

CODE___JOB TITLE

236 Bridge Design Class 1l Iv LLO - 540
237 Bridge Design Class I 11T 360 - 450
24,0 Materials Engineer VI 64,0 - 720
241 Asst. Materials Engineer v 550 - 630
242 Testing Engineer Iv LLO - 540
243 Asst. Testing Technician IIr 360 - 450
L4 Geologist v ALO - 540
2L5 Lab. Technician Class V 111 360 - 450
246 Lab. Technician Class IV II 320 - 380
247 Lab. Technician Class III I 280 - 340
2L8 Lab Technician Class II B 2,0 - 300
249 Lab. Technician Class 1 - A 220 - 260
255 Chemist Class II I1I 360 - 450
256 Chemist Class I II 320 - 380
260 District Materials Engineer v LLO - 540
265 District Materials Technician II1 360 - 450
266 Asst. Bistrict lMatl's.

Technician II 320 - 380
267 Inspector Class III 111 360 - 450
268 Inspector Class II 11 320 - 38C
269 Inspector Class I I 280 - 340



POSITION, CODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GHOUP C. A. F. GROUP
CODE__JOB TITLE N CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE
280 Right of Way Engineer VI 640 - 720
281 Asst. Right of Way Engineer V 550 - 630
282 Right of Way Agent I1I 360 - 450
283 Right of Way Assistant II 320 - 380
281 Appraiser Class 11 Iv L4LO - 540
285 Appraiser Class I I1I 360 - 450
287 Draftsman Right of Way B 24,0 - 300
290 E.I.T. Engineer I 280 -~ 340
291 E.I.T. Engineer II 320 - 380
292 E.I.T. Engineer I11 360 - 450
295 Contract Engineer Iv 44,0 - 540



POSITION, CODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP C. A. Fo GROUP

CODE _ JOB TITLE __CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE
300 CONSTRUCTION

302 Asst. Construction Engineer V 550 - 630
310 District Engineer VI 640 - 720
311 Senior Resident Engineer v 550 - 630
312 Resident Engineer Iv LLO - 540
313 Project Chief 11T 360 - 450
320 Transitman Class II 11 320 - 380
321 Transitman Class I I 280 - 340
322 Levelman I 280 - 340
330 Rodman B 24,0 - 300
331 Head Chainman B 240 - 300
332 Rear Chainman A 220 - 260
333 Scaleman B 2L0 - 300
334 Checker A 220 - 260
335 Stakeman A 220 - 260



POSITION, CODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP C. A. Fo GROUP

CODE JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE
4,00 MAINTENANCE

L,02 Asst. Maintenance Engineer ' 550 - 630
405 Transportation Officer II 320 - 380
410 Equipment Supervisor v 550 - 630
L1l Master Mechanic Iv LLO - 540
412 Shop Foreman IIT 360 - 450
413 Equipment Clerk II 320 - 380
L1 District Maintenance Ingr. v LLO - 540
L15 District Maintenance Supt. 111 360 - 450
416 Maintenance Foreman Class II II 320 - 380
L17 Yaintenance Foreman Class I I 280 - 340
418 Const. Supt. Class II 111 360 - 450
L19 Const. Supt. Class I 11 320 - 380
L20 Striping Crew Foreman I1 320 - 380
425 Radio Engineer 111 360 - 450
426 Radio Technician I 320 - 380
430 Equipment Opr. Class III I 280 - 340
431 Equipment Opr. Class 1T B 2,0 - 300
432 Equipment Opr. Class I A 220 - 260
L35 Machinest I 280 - 340
436 Mechanic I 280 - 340
437 Mechanic Helper A : 220 - 260



POSITION, CODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP C. A. F. GROUP
CODE JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE
LLO Electrician I 280 ~ 340
L4l Welder I 280 - 340
L42 Body & Fender Mechanic I 280 - 340
L43 Blacksmith I 280 - 340
L4L5 Sign Foreman I 280 - 340
Li6 Painter Class II B 24,0 - 300
LL7 Painter Class I A 220 -~ 260
450 Service Man B 240 - 300
451 Utility Man A 220 - 260
452 Parts Man A 220 - 260
460 Janitor-Janitress Class II B 24,0 - 300
461 Janitor-Janitress Class I A A 185 - 260
L65 Watchman A A 185 - 260
470 Carpenter I ~ 280 - 340
480 Laborer A 220 - 260
481 Flagman A 220 - 260
482 Axman A 220 - 260
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POSITION, CODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP C. A. F. GROUP '

CODE _ JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATIONS CLASSIFICATIONS SALARY RANGE
500 PLANNING

501 State Traffic Engineer v 550 - 630
502 Traffic Engineer v LLO - 54O
503 Asst. Traffic Technician 111 IIT 360 - 450
505 Planning Survey Manager v v 550 - 630
510 Cartographer III 360 - 450
519 Traffic Analyst Class II v v LLO - 540
520 Traffic Analyst Class I I11 360 - 450
521 F.A.S. Analyst 111 360 - 450
525 Traffic Supervisor 1T 320 - 380
526 Road Life Supervisor IT 320 - 380
530 Party Chief I 280 ~ 340
531 Recorder B 240 - 300
532 Interviewer A 185 - 260
533 Receiving Clerk A 185 - 260
540 Traffic Counter-Repair B 24,0 - 300
551 Map Clerk A 220 - 260
560 Statistician Class III III 360 - 450
561 Statistician Class II I 280 - 340
562 Statistician Class I B 24,0 - 300
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POSITION, CODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP C. A. F. GROUP

CODE____ JOB TITLE _ CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALAR¥~BA¥EEN
600 QFFICE

603 Accountant Class III 111 360 - 450
610 Accountant Class II 11 320 - 380
611 Accountant Class I I 280 - 340
615 Tab Supervisor II 320 - 380
616 Tab Operator B 24,0 - 300
617 Key Punch A 185 - 260
620  District Clerk | I1 320 - 380
625 Clerk Class III I 280 - 340
626 Clerk Class II B 2,0 - 300
627 Clerk Class I A 185 - 260
640 Purchasing Supervisor 11T 360 - 450
650 Personnel Officer I1I 360 - 450
670 Publicity and Public Relations I1I 360 - 450
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SALARY RANGES AND GROUP CLASSIFICATIONS

T ENGINEERING T T CAF
GROUP CLASSIFICATION & SALARY RANGE GROUP CLASSIFICATION & SALARY RANGE
T e a ek
B 21,0-300 B 24,0-300
I 280-340 I 280-340
II 320-380 11 320-380
IIT 360450 III 360-450
IV LLO-54L0 IV o L40-54L0
v 550-630 v ; 550-630
VI 64,0-720 VI | 64,0-720 B
VII 730-820 VII 730-820
VIII 830-920 VIII-_“ 830;920
B IX 1000-1250 IX 1006—1250
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GROUP

C.A.F.
ENGR.

BASIC SALARY PLAN

_ 1. 2 3e ke D 6,
A 185 200 215 230 245 260
A 220 228 236 2LL 252 260
B 240 252 264 276 288 300
I 280 292 304 316 328 340
11 320 332 bk 356 368 380
111 360 378 396 L14 432 L50
IV 440 460 4,80 500 520 540
\ 550 566 582 598 614 630
VI 640 656 672 688 704 720
VII 730 748 766 78l 802 820
VIIT 830 8L8 866 884 902 920
IX 1000 1050 1100 1150 1200 1250
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GROUP A (ENGINEERING)

220-260
CODE POSITION CLASS
482 Axman
335 Checker
432 Equipment Operator 1
481 Flagman
249 Lab. Technician I
480 Laborer
551 Map Clerk
437 Mechanic Helper
LL7 Painter I
452 Parts Man
332 Rear Chainman
335 Stakeman
214 Tracer
451 Utility Man

(CAF)

185-260
627 Clerk I
532 Interviewer
L61 Janitor I
617 Key Punch Operator
533 Receiving Clerk
L65 Wat chman

GROUP B (ENGINEERING)

24,0-300

216 Assistant Machine Opr.

Reproduction
213 Draftsman I
287 Draftsman-Right of Way
431 Equipment Operator II
331 Head Chainman
248 Lab. Technician II
LiL6 Painter 11
217 Record Clerk
330 Rodman
333 Scaleman
4L50 Service Man
540 Traffic - Counter - Repair
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CODE

626
L60
531
562
616

L43
L2
470
212
440
430
290
269
247
322
L35
417
436
L5
321
Lh1

611
625
530
561

266

426
256
419
211

(CAF)
240 - 300
POSITION

Clerk
Janitor
Recorder
Statistician
Tab Operator

GROUP I (ENGINEERING)

280 - 340

Blacksmith

Body and Fender Mechanic

Carpenter
Draftsman
Electrician
Equipment Operator
E.I.T. Engineer
Inspector

Lab. Technician
Levelman

Machinest
Maintenance Foreman
Mechanic

Sign Foreman
Transitman

Welder

(CAF)
280-340

Accountant
Clerk

Party Chief
Statistician

GROUP II (ENGINEERING)

320-380

Ass't. District Materials
Technician

Radio Technician
Chemist
Construction Supt.
Draftsman

- 16 -

CLASS

II
II

I
I11

I1T

ITI
I

III



GROUP II (ENGINEERING) CONT?D.

320-380
CODE POSITION
291 E.I.T. Engineer
413 Equipment Clerk
209 Highway Designer
268 Inspector
246 Lab. Technician
215 Machine Opr. Reproduction
416 Maintenance Foreman
420 Striping Crew Foreman
320 Transitman
4L05 Transportation Officer
(CAF)
320-380
610 Accountant
620 District Clerk
283 Right of Way Assistant
526 Road Life Supervisor
615 Tab. Supervisor
525 Traffic Supervisor
GROUP III (ENGINELRING)
360-450
243 Ass't. Testing Technician
503 Asstt. Traffic Technician
237 Bridge Designer
510 Cartographer
255 Chemist
418 Construction Supt.
415 District Maintenance Supt.
265 District Materials Technician
210 Draftsman
292 E.I.T. Engineer
208 Highway Designer
267 Inspector
245 Lab. Technician
223 PS&E Assistant
313 Project Chief
L25 Radio Engineer
412 Shop Foreman
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CLASS

II
v

II

II

II

II
I
v

II
I1I



CODE

285
603
102
521
650
670
640
282
560
520

203
236
260
L1k
244
207
411
222
312
242
507
204
206

284
519

302
402
241
221
281
231
202
311
501
205

GROUP III (ENGINEERING) CONT®D.

(CAF)
POSTION CLASS
Appraiser I
Accountant . I1T

Board Secretary

F.A.S. Analyst

Personnel Officer )
Publicity & Public Relations
Purchasing Supervisor

Right of Way Agent

Statistician I1T
Traffic Analyst I

GROUP IV (ENGINEERING)

L40-540

Aerial Survey Engineer

Bridge Designer II
District Materials Engineer
District Maintenance Engineer
Geologist '
Highway Designer ITI
Master Mechanic

PS&E Engineer

Resident Engineer

Testing Engineer

Traffic Engineer

Urban Designer

Locating Engineer I
(CAF)
L4,0-540
Appraiser IT
Traffic Analyst II

GROUP V  (ENGINEERING)

550-630

Ass't. Construction Engineer
Ass't. Maintenance Engineer
Ass't. Materials Engineer
Ass't. Plans Engineer

Assf?t. Right of Way Engineer
Assftt. Bridge Engineer
Locating Engineer IT
Senior Resident Engineer

State Traffic Engineer

Urban Engineer
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CROUP V (ENGINEERING) CONT®D.

(GAF)
550-630
CODE . POSITION CLASS
410 Equipment Supervisor
505 Planning Survey Manager
GROUP VI (ENGINEERING)
640-720
203 Bridge Engineer
201 Chief Locating Engineer
310 District Engineer
240 Materials Engineer
220 Plans Engineer
280 Right of Way Engineer
225 Secondary Roads Engineer
(CAF)
640-720
160 Administrative Officer
150 Planning Officer
GROUP VII (ENGINEERING)
730-820
130 Construction Engineer
120 Engineering Officer
140 Maintenance Engineer

GROUP VIII (ENGINEERING)

830-920
106 Ass't. State Highway Engineer
GROUP IX (ENGINEERING)
1000-1250
105 State Highway Engineer
STATUTORY
180 Ass't. Attorney General
101 Board of Directors
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SUBSTITUTING EDUCATION FOR EXPERIENCE

For substituting education for experience; one year of
college credit will substitute for one year of experience in

Groups A-B-I-II-III.

For substituting education for experience; one year of
college will substitute for two years of experience in groups

IV-V-VI-VII-VIII-IX.

- 20 -



GROUP_A

ENGINEFERING POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under immediate supervision, to
assist in semi-technical routine work, requiring little or no
experience, in field, office or laboratory; to perform the usual
duties of the engineering positions classified within this group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Shall have integrity, good
health and freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position

within this group, one shall possess the Specific Position Re-
quirements listed under the Specific position.
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GROUP A

CLERICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND FISCAL, (CAF) POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under immediate supervision to
assist in routine work requiring little br no experience; to
perform the usual duties of the CAF positions classified within

this Group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Shall have integrity, good
health and freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this Group, one shall possess the Specific Position Re-
quirements under the specific position.
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GROUP_B

et et

ENGINEERING POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under immediate supervision to
perform semi-technical routine work requiring some experience
in the field, office or laboratory; to perform the usual duties
of the engineering positions classified within this group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to two
years of engineering college or graduation from high school plus
two years of qualifying experience. Shall have integrity, good health,
and freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this group one shall have the above Minimum Group
Requirements and shall also possess the Specific Position
Requirements listed under the specific position.
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GROUP_B

CLERICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND FISCAL (CAF) POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under immediate supervision, to
perform routine work in field or office, requiring a limited know-
ledge of economics and statistics, reproduction processes and
highway engineering practice; to file engineering records, to
make road inventories, to interview motor vehicle operators, to
place, operate and maintain mechanical traffic recorders, to
operate reproduction equipment or to perform other similar duties;
to perform the usual duties of the CAF positions classified within

this group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: FEducation equivalent to two
years of college with completion of subjects relating to the
specific position, OR, education equivalent to graduation from
high schocl plus at least two years successful experience in work
relating to the specific position. Shall have integrity, good
health and freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this Group, one shall have the above Minimum Group Require-
ments and shall also possess the Specific Position Requirements
listed under the Specific position.
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GROUP_I

ENGINEERING POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under immediate supervision to
perform minor engineering work in field, office or laboratory
requiring knowledge of engineering practices and methods, but
with little opportunity for independent action or decision; to
make minor surveys or working drawings; to inspect minor construc-
tion; to make routine material tests, to make simple drawings
and tracings; to perform the usual duties of the engineering
positions classified within this group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to graduation
from an approved engineering school OR education equivalent to
completion of high school plus about four years of practical
experience in engineering. Shall have integrity, good health and
freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this group, one shall have the above Minimum Group Re-
quirements and shall also possess the Specific Position Require-
ments listed under the specific position.
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GROUP I

CLERICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND FISCAL, (CAF) POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under immediate supervision to
perform work in field or office requiring a limited knowledge of
economics, statistics, personnel records, land economics or laws
pertaining to right-of-way acquisition, traffic recording equipment
or highway engineering practice; to supervise traffic, to analyze
construction project cost records, to assemble traffic information,
to keep personnel records, to use accounting machines, to appraise
land, to examine land titles, to repair and operate traffic
recording machines, to operate reprocduction equipment or to perform
other similar duties; to perform the usual duties of the CAF
positions classified within this Group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to gradua-
tion from college or university with completion of subjects
relating to the specific position, OR, education equivalent to that
represented by graduation from high school plus at least four
years® successful experience in work relating to the specific
position. Shall have integrity, good health and freedom from

disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this Group, one shall have the above Minimum Group Require-
ments and shall also possess the Specific Position Requirments
listed under the specific position.
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GROUP II

ENGINEERING POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under immediate supervision to
perform moderately difficult engineering work in field, office
‘or laboratory: to supervise and be responsible for small groups
on routine engineering work; to make and check working drawings,
simply designs, details and estimates; to inspect construction,
make tests of materials or processes; to perform the usual duties
of the engineering positions classified within this group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: FEducation equivalent to gradua-
tion from an approved engineering school plus at least two years
of progressive experience in highway engineering work in grade
one and possess a general knowledge of engineering principles,
practices and methods and their application; OR education equiv-
lent to completion of high school, plus about six years of progres-
sive practical engineering supplemented by extensive study in the
field of highway engineering. Approximately 50 per cent of experience
having been spent in a highway organization. Shall have integrity,
good health and freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this Group, one shall have the above Minimum Group
Requirements and shall also possess the Specific Position
Requirements listed under the specific position.
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GROUP_IT

CLERICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND FISCAL (CAF) POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under immediate supervision to
perform moderately difficult work in field or office requiring
considerable knowledge in economics, traffic, statistics, repro-
duction processes, right-of-way procedures, or some knowledge of
highway engineering practice; to perform or supervise the assembling,
recording and tabulating of involved technical or nontechnical data
or to operate or supervise operation of reproduction equipment, or
other similar work: to perform the usual duties of the CAF positions
classified within this Group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to gradua-
tion from a college or university with completion of subjects relat-
ing to the specific position plus at least two years of experience
in traffic, right-of-way, statistical, reproduction or general
office work; OR education equivalent to graduation from high school
plus not less than five years experience in positions which have
developed an aptitude for specialized individual work in the
performance of duties invalving auditing, traffic, statistics,
right-of-way, reproduction or other special office work. Must
have the ability to perform or supervise the assembling, recording
compiling and tabulating of involved technical or nontechnical data,
or the reproduction processes. Shall have integrity, good health
and freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this Group, one shall have the above Minimum Group Require-
ments and shall also possess the Specific Position Requirements
listed under the specific position.
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GROUP_III

ENGINEERING POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under supervision to be in charge
of important engineering work in field, office or laboratory; to
supervise and be responsible for small groups; to check designs,
to lay out and inspect construction; conduct minor research,
tests of material or processes; to perform the usual duties of
the engineering positions classified within this group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to gradua-
tion from an approved engineering school plus at least four years
of progressive experience in highway engineering work in grades
one or two and possess a general knowledge of engineering principles,
practices and methods and their application; OR education equiva-
lent to completion of high school plus about eight years of pro-
gressive practical experience in engineering, supplemented by
extensive study and reading in the field of highway engineering.

Approximately 50 per cent of the experience shall have been
spent in a highway organization. Shall have integrity, good health
and freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this Group, one shall have the above Minimum Group Require-
ments and shall also possess the specific Position Requirements
listed under the specific position.
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CROUP_III

CLERICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND FISCAL (CAF) POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under supervision to be in charge of
important work in field or office requiring an intimate knowledge of
cost accounting, economics, traffic, highway signing, land appraisal
work, title searching, right-of-way acquisition, to supervise signing
or other similar work; to perform the usual duties of the CAF
positions classified within this Group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to gradua-
tion from a college or university with completion of subjects relat-
ing to the specific position plus at least four years of progressive
experience in budgetary work, auditing economics, traffic statistics,
right-of-way acquisition, or highway signing; OR, education equiva-
lent to graduation from high school plus not less than (8) years of
progressively responsible experience in the successful performance
of duties relating to the specific position. Must have a good
understanding of administrative duties, responsibilities and
problems, or an intimate knowledge of highly difficult and
specialized matter; ability to plan and formulate operating procedure
and to direct or supervise the work of others as required. Shall
have integrity, good health, and freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this group, one shall have the Minimum Group Requirements
and shall also possess the Specific Position Requirements listed
under the specific position.
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GROUP_IV
ENGINEERING POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under general supervision to be

in charge of major engineering work or the supervision of a sub-
division of a division or district requiring technical knowledge
and experience; to plan, direct and supervise the design or con-
struction of engineering projects; to make comprehensive research;
supervise testing; to be responsible for operations of his sub-
division; to perform the usual duties of the engineering positions
classified within this Group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to gradua-
tion from an approved engineering school plus at least (4) years of
professional and administrative engineering experience as evidenced
by a detailed knowledge of engineering principles, practices and
methods and their application; to be able to organize and direct
a subdivision; OR, education equivalent to high school plus about
12 years of exceptional progressive practical experience in engineer-
ing and administration supplemented by extensive study and reading
in the field of highway engineering.

Approximately 50 per cent of experience shall have been spent
in a highway organization. Registration as a Professional Engineer
in the State of Idaho. Shall have integrity, good health, and
freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this group, one shall have the above Minimum Group Require-
ments and shall also possess the Specific Position Requirements
listed under the specific position.
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GROUP IV

CLERICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND FISCAL (CAF) POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under general supervisions to be in
charge of major work requiring technical knowledge in auditing,
budgetary work, economics, statistics, traffic, right-of-way
acquisition. To perform successfully title searching and examination,
land appraisal, form the usual duties of the CAF positions
classified within this Group.

MININUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to graduation
from a college or university with completion of subjects closely
related to the specific position plus at least (4) years of progressive
experience in auditing, budgetary work, economics, statistics,
traffic or right-of-way acquisition or other work requiring a
thorough knowledge of administrative principles; OR, education
equivalent to graduetion from high school plus not less than twelve
years of progressively responsible experience in the successful
performance of duties involving the above-mentioned types of work
or comparable specialized operations requiring a general knowledge
of highway construction, design or statistical practices. Must
have a broad understanding of administrative duties, responsibilities
and problems and the ability to formulate operating procedures and
ability to direct and supervise the work of others. Shall have
integrity, good health and freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this group, one shall have the above Minimum Group Requirements
and shall also possess the Specific Position Requirements listed
under the specific position,
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GROUP_V
ENGINEERING POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under general direction to perform
particularly important engineering work in field, office or labora-
tory requiring specialized engineering qualifications or attain-
ments and offering wide latitude for independent action and
decision; to be in responsible charge of a subdivision to plan,
direct and supervise the design and construction of engineering
projects; to act gs Assistant Division Head and be capable of acting
in the absence of the Head; to perform the usual duties of the
engineering positions classified within this group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to gradua-
tion from an approved engineering schcol plus at least six years of
progressive, professional and administrative engineering experience
as evidenced by a detailed knowledge of engineering principles,
practices and methods and their application; to be able to organize,
direct and coordinate activities of a subdivision or group; OR
education equivalent to completion of high school plus about (14)
years of exceptional progressive practical experience in engineering
and administration supplemented by extensive study and reading in
the field of highway engineering.

Approximately 50 per cent of experience shall have been spent
in a highway organization. A thorough understanding of the
principles involved in higlway design and construction. Registration
as a Professional Engineer in the State of Idaho. Shall have
integrity, good health, and freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: Positions within this group

‘'shall have the specific requirements listed in the attached list of
"Specific Requirements for Various Positions,'
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GROUP

[t SRS

CLERICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND FISCAL (CAF) POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under general direction to be in
charge of important and difficult work in field or office, offer-
ing wide latitude for independent action and decision requiring
a thorough knowledge of administration, accounting, statistical
or budgetary functions or of the laws and processes pertaining
to the securing of rights-of-way; to successfully perform work in
accounting, statistics, economics, administrative, personnel,
right-of-way acquisition or other similar work; to perform the usual
duties of the CAF positions classified within this Group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to gradua-
tion from a college or university with completion of subjects closely
related to the specific position plus at least six years of progres-
sive specialized or administrative experience as evidence by a
thorough knowledge of administrative, accounting, statistical,
right-of-way or comparable functions; OR education equivalent to
graduation from high school plus not less than (14) years of
exceptional progressive experience involving budgetary work,
auditing or accounting, statistics, right-of-way, economics,
administrative or personnel work. Must have marked ability to plan,
organize, direct and coordinate diverse specialized operations
to analyze complex accounting, fiscal, statistical, right-of-way
or economic situations and to draw correct conclusions; and have
a very high degree of discretion, tact, appreciation of responsi-
bility and marked administrative ability. Shall have integrity,
good health, and freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this Group, one shall have the above Minimum Group Require-
ments and shall also possess the Specific Position Requirements
listed under the specific position.
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GROUP VI

ENGINEERING POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under general direction of the
State Highway Engineer or his assistants to be in responsible,
professional and administrative charge of a major division of
the Highway Department involving planning, designing, construction,
testing, administration, maintenance, contracts, specifications,
location, etc.; to give independent critical or expert advice in
all matters pertaining to the above described functions; to cor-
relate the work of that division with that of other divisions and
to keep the State Highway Engineer informed on progress of matters
under their supervision; to perform the usual duties of the
engineering positions classified within this group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to graduation
from an approved engineering school plus at least ten years of
broad and progressive specialized administrative engineering
experience as evidence by a detailed knowledge of engineering
principles, practices and methods and their application; ability
of the highest order in organization, direction and coordination
of difiicult engineering activity particularly pertaining to
highways; OR education equivalent to completion of high school
plus about (18) years of exceptional progressive experience in
engineering and administrative supplemented by extensive study and
reading in the field of highway engineering.

Approximately 50 per cent of experience shall have been spent
in a highway organization. Should have a thorough understanding
of the principles involved in highway design and construction.
Registration as a Professional Engineer in the State of Idaho.
Shall have a high degree of integrity, tact, discretion, judgment,
appreciation of responsibility and marked administrative ability.
Shall have good health and freedom from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this group one shall have the above Minimum Group Requirements
and shall also possess the Specific Position Requirements listed
under the specific position.
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GROUP VI

CLERICEL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND FISCAL (CAF) POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under general direction of the State
Highway Engineer or his assistants, to be in responsible charge
of a major division of the Highway Department requiring adminis-
trative work related to, but not involving, highway engineering;
to give independent critical or expert advice in all matters per-
taining to the functions of his division; to correlate the work
with other divisions; and to keep the State Highway Engineer
informed of the progress on all matters under his supervision; to
perform the usual duties of the CAF positions classified within

this group.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to gradua-
tion from a college or university plus at least ten years of broad
and progressive specialized or administrative experience as
evidenced by a thorough knowledge of the specialized work, including
a thorough knowledge of the following: Land appraisal, land titles,
laws relating to property transfers and contracts and other
related subject; OR education equivalent to that represented by
graduation from high school plus not less than (18) years of
exceptional progressive specialized experience involving land
appraisal, title, escrow and administrative work. Shall have
exceptional ability to plan, organize, direct and coordinate
diverse specialized operations, to analyze complex problems and to
draw correct conclusions; shall have a very high degree of integrity,
discretion, tact, judgment, appreciation of responsibility and
marked administrative ability. Shall have good health and freedom

from disabling defects.

SPECIFIC POSITION REQUIREMENTS: To qualify for a position
within this Group, one shall have the above Minimum Group Require-
ments and shall also possess the Specific Position Requirements
listed under the specific position.
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GROUP_VII

ENGINEERING POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under general direction of the
State Highway Engineer or his assistants to be in responsible,
professional and administrative charge of a major division of
the Highway Department involvimg planning, designing, construc-
tion, testing, administration, maintenance, contracts specifica-
tions, location, etc; to give independent critical or expert advice
in all matters pertaining to the above described functions;
to correlate the work of that division with that of other divisions
and to keep the State Highway Engineer informed on progress of
matters under their supervision; to perform the usual duties of
the engineering positions classified within this group.

MINIMUM REQUIREMENYS: Education equivalent to graduation
from an approved engineering school plus at least ten years of
broad and progressive professional and administrative engineering
experience as evidenced by a detailed knowledge of engineering
principles, practices and methods and their application; ability
of the highest order in organization, direction and coordination
of difficult engineering acitivity particularly pertinent to
highways; OR education equivalent to completion of high school
plus about twenty years of exceptional progressive experience in
engineering and administration supplemented by extensive study
and reading in the field of highway engineering. Approximately
50 per cent of experience shall have been spent in a highway
organization. Registration as a Civil Engineer in the State of

Idaho.

Shall have a high degree of integrity, tact, discretion,
judgment, appreciation of responsibility and exceptional adminis-
trative ability. Shall have good health and freedom from disabling
defects.
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GROUP VIII

ENGINEERING POSITIONS

The position within this group shall be Assistant State Engineer
or equivalent positions in the Highway Department.

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: To perform the duties and functions
assigned by the State Highway Engineer; to give independent critical
or expert advice, to correlate the work of the divisions under his
jurisdiction and to keep the State Highway Engineer advised as to
the progress of the work.

MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS: FEducation equivalent to graduation from
an approved engineering school plus at least ten years of
broad and progressive professional and administrative engineering
experience as evidenced by a detailed knowledge of engineering
principles, practices and methods and their application; ability
of the highest order in organization, direction and coordination
of difficult engineering activity particularly pertinent to
highways; OR education equivalent to completion of high school plus
about twenty years of exceptional progressive experience in
engineering and administration supplemented by extensive study
and reading in the field of highway engineering. Approximately
50 per cent of experience shall have been spent in a highway
organization. Registration as a Civil Engineer in the State of
Idaho.

Shall have a high degree of integrity, tact, discretion,
judgment, appreciation of responsibility and exceptional adminis-
trative ability. Shall have good health and freedom from disabling
defects.
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GROUP_IX
ENGINEFRING POSITIONS

The position of State Highway Engineer shall be the only
position in this group.

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: To perform the duties and functions
of the State Highway Engineer as presecribed by the Laws of the
State of Idaho. k

MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS: The' minimum requirements shall be
those prescribed by the laws of the State of Idaho and such
additional requirements as may be prescribed by the Idaho Board

of Highway Directors.
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Senatcar Brown was the spokesman, Their problem concerned the larsing Bridge
across the Snake River., The delegation told the Board that this bridge was
a one-way bridge and that the floor was very bad., They said they had been
rromised a new bridge and were t0ld that the structure would be erected not

later than 1950,

The Board explained to the delegation that the department was approximately
ten million dollars behind on their bridge construction and that there were many
inadequate structures on the state highway system, but bringing the bridges on
the state highway system to a satisfactory standard was seriously handicapped
because of the difficulty of obtaining steel.

Theépokesman for the group said that they did not expect immediate con-
structicn of the bridge, but they were desirous.of knowing the status of this
bridge as they did not want to be pushed around,

The Board assured them that they would be given the same consideration as
all other counties, but that they could give them no definite information at ‘
 this time, but that they would like to have them come back to the March meeting ;
of the Board and they would try to be able to tell them just where their bridge ﬁ

stood in the ccnstruction program.

The State Highway Ingineer then gave a report on the special meeting of

_ the Executive Committee of the American Association~of State Highway Officials,
which he attended in Chicago on November 27, 1951, \ghis meeting was for the

purpose of considering the question of a national policy statement for the

Association for submission to the national Congress for their consideration in

connection with new legislation for Federal-aid for highways that should be

considered by the.Congress convening in January, 1952.

The Board said that when the proper time came, they would.contact our con-—
gressional members and ask for their support in getting the Committee's recom-
mendatiocns through Congress.

The State Highwey Engineer then presented a letter which he had received
from %r. Hel H, Hale, Executive Secretary of the American Association of State
Highway Officials, wherein he had besn asked to be a member of the Association's
Special Committee on International Highway Relations, He told the Board that
this had been more or less of an inactive Committee but that there was a great
deal of work to be done. The Board felt that the State Highway Engineer should
accept this appointment, and to so advise Mr, Hale.

After the passage of the Highway Act of 1951 became effective, stating that
no money could be spent for maintenance or construction of roads not on the -
state highway system, the old Fruitvale-Glendale road was turned back to /Adams
County for maintenance, and the County was sc advised by letter,

The department was not aware of a Cooperative Agreement, dated October 4,
1937, between Adams County and the then Department of Public Works, ‘wherein it
was agreed that "in consideration of the purchase of the right-of-way herein
deseribed by the Local Unit, the State hereby agrees that it will, at all times
hereafter, maintain that portion of the.existing State highway between the ter-
mini of the proposed project in a condition camparable to that of county roads
in Adams County, Idaho, as of this time."

Neeariser 10-13, 1051
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Because of this agreement, the Board directed the State Highway Engin-
eer to have the snow removed from this section of rosd until such time as
a decision could be definitely reached as to whose proper obligation it was
to maintain it.

The Board then took under consideration a letter received from the
City of Nampa, requesting State participation for improvement of one block
in the City of Nampa, which is on the state highway system,

The Board authorized the State Highway Engineer to pay the State's proper
share of the cost for resurfacing cne block on Third Street South between
11th and 12th Avenue South in the City of Nampa on State Route No, 45, when
an estimate is submitted and the cost of this improvement is satisfactory to
the depertment of highways,

The Board then considered a letter received from the Bureau of Public
loads, wherein they had transmitted a copy of a letter from the Regional
Forester at Missoula, Montana, in which he suggested that the St., Maries-
Avery Road be given consideration for addition to the Forest Highway System,

The Board felt that the present Forest Hizhway System included many
miles of roads that were below standard and they did not lock with favor
on increasing the present mileage in the System until the weak links in
vhat we already have are brought to a more usable standard; however , they
took no definite action at this time as they thought this matter could
be better discussed at the Forest Highway meeting which will be held at a
later date,

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 9:00 o'clock A.M, on Tuesday,
December 11, 1951,

TUESDAY - December 11, 1951

Pursuant to adjournment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o'clock A.M. on
Tuesday, Uecember 11, 1951, with all members and the State Highway Engineer
present. A

The Board received by appointment a delegation from Fremont County. Mr,
¥alter F, Grossenbach, President of the Green Timber Impr ovement Association,
was spokesman, This meeting was requested to discuss State Route No, 47,
which the Poard had recently removed fram the State highway system. They
requested that the Board reconsider their action and maintain State Route lo,
47 in the State highway system until it could be extended tc meet the
federal highway at the South entrance of Yellowstone Park. They felt that
this road, if constructed, could be made an artery of main travel in and
out of the-State of Wyoming.

The Board explained to the delegation that when they teck the action
of removing this road from the state highway system, it was not done by the
arbitrary action of the Board, but that they believed that the Highway Act
of 1951 legalized and directed them to remove highways from the system
which, in the opinion of the Board, did not properly belong on the system;
the theory being that highways of certain character did not belong on the

™ AN Sl
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system in one county when roads of the same character were being constructed
and maintained by county and local funds in other counties.- It was the
opinion of the Board that this section of road was a strictly farm to market
road and they believed their first obligation was to get the main highways
constructed to a higher standard.

The delegation stated that they were not asking that a new road be built
at this time, but that they would like to hzve it kept on the state highway
system, and that the state continue to maintain it as the County did not have
equipment or funds to do the maintenance worke

The Board said that the Highway Act of 1951 also indicated that the last
Legislature went very carefully into the division of revenues accruing to the
State for highway purposes, and apparently divided said revenues equitably
between the State, Counties and Cities.

The delegation informed the Board that an agreement existed wherein the
County agreed to purchase the right-of-way and the State would maintain it.

The Roard took no action as far as maintaining this road on the State
highway systam; however, they informed the delegation that they would look
into the matter of this agreement very carefully and until such time as a
definite decision could be reached, the State would continue to maintain the

road.

The Board then received by appointment a delegation from Sandpoint to
discuss the Sandpoint bridge problem, .

Mr, Floyd Gray, the Mayor of Sandpoint, was the spokesman, He told the
Board that they were desirous of obtaining a commitment as to where the
bridge was to be located, and that they wanted to present to them pertinent
information as to why they were of the opinion that the new bridge should be
in the same vicinity as the old one., The Mayor said that if the bridge was
constructed st the Rocky Point location, it would be necessary to revise
their entire systen of feeder roads as the whole City of Sandpoint had been
built around the present location of the bridge. The suburban srea had
also been built up adjacent to the bridge on the south side, and a change
in the location would make it necessary to have additional school- buses
for transporting the students to and from school,

The Board asked the State Highway Engineer if he could inform the dele-
gation how soon the department could come up with a plan, and to also give
them a report as to just how far the department had gone into this matter,

The State Highwzy Engineer told the delegation that the department had
spent. practically 2ll summer making foundation investigations for he believed
it was the duty of the department of highways to investigate all possible
sites and consider these sites on their relative merits; not only from a
standpoint of the community it serves, but also %o the services of the travel-
ing public and to the economic benefits accruing to the State as a whole, le
gadd that the department was going to contimue their studies and investigations
until they were satisfied, and then a decision would be made, as he believed
any decision should be based on facts. He thought that by next summer they
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would have enough information to give the City of Sandpoint an answer to
their question,

The liayor said that the City of Sandpoint had no criticism with the
Soard or the highway department for investigating all phases, and they did
not want to pressure anyone, but due to the construction of the Albeni Falls
dam, the Army Engineers were contemplating the relocation of the present City
docks and bathing beach and the location of the docks and bathing beach
depended upon the location of the comnnecting highway and bridge. He also
stated that the City had closely related plans for improving their water
front and constructing a small boat basin and by not knowing where the bridge
was to comnect with the highway, it had held up their planning.

The Board then presented a map to the group showing three proposed
routes which the department has been investigating, Two of these routes
are in the vicinity of the old bridge and are near the railroad bridge and
the other route is at the Rocky Point location.

The delegatim expressed the opinion that either of the routes near
the railroad bridge would be satisfactory, but that they did not favor the
Rocky Point location,

The Board then received a delegation of officials fram the Forest Serv-
ice and the Bureau of Public itoads. The following persons were present:

Roscoe C., Rich, Chairman, Board of Highway Directors
W, Fisher Ellsworth, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Leonard K. Floan, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Earle V., Miller, State Highway Engineer
Arvil Anderson, Engineer, Forest Service, Region 4
W. G. Guernsey, Supervisor, Boise National Forest
W. H. Lynch, Division Engineer, Bureau of Public Roads
Clifford K., Salmen, Acting District Engineer,

Bureau of Public Roads

The forest highway program was discussed, but not in detail as this
matter will be taken up at the forest highway meeting which will be held in
February. The DBoard directed the State Highway Engineer to submit to the
Bureau of Public Roads a list of projects to be considered at the forest
highway meeting, and they infcrmed the delegation that they would arrange
for the place of meeting,

The Forest Service then presented information to the effect that the
average haul on logs ranges between 75 and 125 miles at the present time
and that the most economical methods of hauling must be employed in the
future to permit logging to continue in many areas.

Hauling of legal loads costs approximately $5.00 per MFB more than
hauling with the 10 ft, width bunks with overloads. The difference will
be reflected in the bids if the larger trucks are permitted, and their
use will more than pay for the increased cost of building roads adequate
for the heavier loads, It is the Forest Service's desire to have certain
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roads posted for overloads and they will require operators to be responsible for
the roads used. ‘

Hoads on the Forest Development system are under Forest Service control
and are regularly being used by loads exceeding the legal 1limit. They would
like to develop some cooperative arrangenent to extend this to forest and
State highways. Specifically dis cussed was the Beaver Creek Summit-Lowman
SecH on of Forest Highway #25 and Forest Highway #24 between Banks and Lomman,
The former and the Banks-Crouch section of the latter were improved with
Forest Highway funds and both are on the State Highway System.

The Board said that they had been considering the removal of the roads
from the State System so that they would have no responsibility in connec-
tion with load restrictions. The representatives of the Bureau of Public roads
informed them that the State by cooperative agreements is responsible for
maintenance and that such action would not relieve them of the responsibility
but that they could arrange for the actual maintenance work to be performed
by a third party if they so wi shed,

No specific action was taken by the Board. The officials of the Forest
Service said that the reason for discussing this matter was so that they
could make plans, and that it was becoming more pressing because of the State's
expressed intention of rigid enforcement of loading restrictions.

The three roads that were recently taken off of the State Highway system
were then discussed with regard to maintenance agreements. The Bureau of
Public Roads informed them that the Triumph Mine Road was built with access
funds and the State had no maintenance agreement with the Bureau for maintenance.
The Thain Hoad was built with federal-zid secondary funds; the Highway District
participsting in the matching funds, They expressed the opinion that the
department must have an agreement covering the maintenance by either county
or local unit. State Zoute 47 was constructed with federal funds and the
State has a definite agrecment with the Bureau to maintain it.

THEREUPCN, the Board adjourned until 9:00 o'clock A.M, on Wednesdsy,
LDecember 1?7, 1905l. ‘

LEINESDAY - December 12, 1951

Pursuant to adjournment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 otclock A.M, on
“ednesday, December 12, 1981, with all members and the State Highway Ingineer
present.

The Board received by appointment a del egation from Wendell, with the
following person present:

doscoe C. Rich, Chairman, Roard of Highway Directors

%. Fisher Ellsworth, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Leonard K., Floan, Menber, Board of Highway Directors
Earle V. ¥iller, State Highway Engineer

J. F. Tyler, President, Wendell Highway District

S. G. Clower, Commissioner, Wendell Highway District

Neeamyer 12, 1751
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Chas, E. Young, Commissloner, Wendell iighway Uistrict

fustin 3chouweiler, Secretary, Wendell Highway District

Ce W. Short, Secondary itoads @y ineer, Lepartment of
Highways

Their problem concerned the road externding South from Wendell about
five miles, thence three miles East and two miles West. They requested
that this roed be considered for construction as a federal-aid secondary
project,

The Board told the delegation that this request had already been pre-
sented to the Mmreau of T'ublic lioads and that it had been approved for ine
clusion in the federal-aid secondary system. They informed them that no
engineering work had been done on this project, and suggested to them that
since the Highway Zigtrict had to pay for the engineering costs anyway
perhaps they could expedite this project by negotiating with an engineering
firm to do the preliminary engineering, It was brought to their attention
that if this was done, the werk nmust be performed by a registered profes-
sional engineer that was aualified and authorized wnder the law, and that
the preliminary engineering work must be done in accordance with established
procedure and to the satisfaction of the State highway department,

The DBoarcd told the delegation that there was no reason for the Lepartment
to hold up this project, and as scon zs it was ready, it could be advertised
fer letting to contract,

The Board then received by appointment a delegation from Power County,
and the following persons were present:

itoscoe C, Itich, Chairman, Toard of Highway Uirectars

W fisher fZllsworth, Member, Board of Highway Uirectors

Leonard K, Floan, Member, Loard of Highway Directors

Zarle V. ¥iller, State Highway Engineer

ltay Mlexander, State Senator, Power County

Z. G, "“onny" Commons, lepresentative, FPower County
arr? ¥. eadows, American Falls, Idaho

Irvin Yoss, Chairman, Board of ~ounty Commissioners,

Power County

Ce C. Thorrhill, Commissicner, Power County

Leuioy C. Lindley, Commissioner, Fower County

R. M. Whittier, Rockland

Edward ‘ioozley, State Land (Commissioner

H. C. Allen, P.U.C. Cormmissioner

Co W. Short, Secondary ilocads Zngineer, Department of Highways

The delegation stabed that they had two propositions to discuss with
the Board,

First, they wanted to request that the Schiller-Arbon Valley koad be
rlaced on the federal-aid secondary system, They informed the Board that
Highway vistrict No. 3 in Power County was in the process of being dissolved
and that Power County would then have full responsibility for the entire
route,




51

The Board told the delegation that their request was now in the process
for the addition of this route to the federal-aid secondary system and that
the Department was compiling factual data to support this request to be for-
warded to the Federal Government, If the federal government approves the
request, the Board sald they would have no objections in having it placed
on the federal—-aid secondary system and let to contract as soon as it was
ready. They informed them, however, that if this project was approved and
a contract was let for this work that they adopted the policy of having the
money**frag the County deposited with the highway department before the
contract was awarded. '

The next matter they discussed was the section of road between Holbrook
and Roy. o

The Doard told the delegation that they had received at a previous meeting
2 delegation from Oneida County who had presented the problem to them concerning
this road. They said they would tell them the same as they had the Oneida
delegation that they were going to take a good look at the situation and that
they would not make any commitments at this time, but would give a definite
statement as to the disposition of the road as soon as they had had time to
carefully consider all of the circumstances involved.

The RBoard then met with the Associated General Contractors' Committee,
with the following persons present:

doscoe C, iiich, Chairman, Board of Highway Yirectors

W. Fisher Ellsworth, Member, Board of Highway Dirsctors
Leonard K, Floan, Member, Board of Highway Directors -
Earle V. Miller, State Highway Engineer S

J. T. H. NcCorkle, Mmager, Associated General Contractors
T, Mztt Hally, President, Idaho Construetors, Inec.

Harold “uinn, Quinn-kobbins Company

Don Smith, District Ingineer, Morrison-Knudsen Co., Inc,

Several matters were discussed, The Committee requested a little more
information on over-width and over-size units, particularly with respect
to the moving of contractar's equipment, The Board informed them that if the
equipment could be disassembled so that it would come within the law, they
were going to request that it be done, even though it might reflect in higher
hid prices for they had adopted the policy regarding over-weight and over-size
losds and that the law would have to be enforced.

The prequalification of contractors prior tc letting of bids was also
discussed, INr. McCorkle said that he had had reparts from the State of Utah
where this was being done, and that it was warking very well and that the
contractars like it., No decision was made at this time as to whether or not
it would be put intc practice as it was felt that more information was needed
to know just how it could be handled best.

The State Highway Engineer then asked the Committee if they had any ob-
jection in changing the day for letting of bids, which has ordinarily been
Friday, U!r. Hally said that he believed there was an old statute which stated
that lettings should be on Tuesday or Friday; however, he did nct know whe ther
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or not that was still in effect. The Committee said that they had no
objection to another day and were of the opinion that perhaps Wednesday
would he the bhest day,

The State Highway Engineer also asked the Committee if the department
was wrong in specifying "working days" in the contracts or if a "fixed
date" should be used. The Committee said that for most projects they
preferred to have "working days" specified, especially on projects that
required controlled materials.

THERFUPCN, the Board recessed until 1:30 o'clock P.M.

The Board reconvened st 1:30 o'clock P.ii,, with all members and the
State Highway Engineer present,

The Board received by appointment a delegation from the Idaho Natural
Resources Trucking Association, and the following persons were present:

doscoe C, kich, Chairman, Board of Highway Directors

W, Fisher Ellsworth, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Leonard K., Floan, Menber, Board of Highway Directars
Earle V, Miller, State Highway Engineer

Thomes E. Kinney, President, Idaho Natural Resources

Trucking Association, Coeur d'Alene, Idaho

John R, Bianca, Spckane, Washington

Melvin Snook, Orofino, Idaho

Ce Jo O'Neil, General Manager, The Chio Match Company

G. 5. Giovanelli, Twin Feather Mills, Inc.

Geo, W. Beardmore, Potlatch Forests, Inc., Lewiston, Idaho
W. Arnnison ,

Vo Fo Schmidt, Schmidt Bros., Greer, Idaho

Wayne auch, iauch Lumber Company, Troy, Idaho
. Jack C, Morgan, J. O, Morgan, Inc., New uTnadows, Idaho
Gordon A, MacGregor, MacGregor Logging Company, Boise

L. Cotty Lowry, B. J Carney & Company, St. Maries, Idaho

We Albrethsen, Bridge Engineer, Department of Highways
N. L, McCrea, Maintenance Engineer, Department of Highways
Allan G. Shepard, Assistant Attorney General, Department of
Highways

The delegation told the Board that under the present law, they felt the
logging and lumber industry of the State of Idsho will be faced with an
economic disadvantage, and requested that the Board of H‘tghway Directors
consider the following recommendations:

l. A request for an overall weight limit based on the square 1nch tire
surface on the highway,

2. A request for g conversion factar for log and lumber, due to the
complication and expense of law enforcement,

3+« A request for widths of loads on logging bunks,
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4, A request for transporting over-length poles and piling,

5. A request to move logging equipment to and from operations without
permit,

A lengthy discussion followed, with the Trucking Association giving
their.roasons as to why they believed their proposal should be adopted. The
Roard took no action, and told them that they would give the matter careful
consi deration and inform them by letter as to their decision, After due
consideration, the 3oard wrote the following letter on 14 December 1951 to
Mr. Thomas F. Yinney, President of the Idaho Natural Resources Trucking Asso-
clation:

"tr, Thomas E, Kinney, President

Idaho Natural Resources Trucking Associatiocn
101C 5th Street

Coeur d'4lene, Idaho

."Dear ¥r, Kinney:

"The State Roard of Highway Directors has had under consideration the
proposal as presented by you and your Committee, e have considered your
proposal by Exhibits and will answer each proposal by number.

"Exhibit No., 1. A request for an overall weight limit based on the
square inch of tire surface on the highway.

"re attach hereto a letter from Mr. W, Albrethsen, the State Highway
Bridge Engineer, which directly answers your proposal under Fxhibit No. 1.

"In the light of all evidence that we can obtain, it is the decision of
the Bozrd not to change in any way the present bridge formula, which is the
applied law as recited in Chapter 217, Section 48-601., .

"We recognize that there is a relation between tire size and weight;
however, our law describes an allowzble weight per inch of tire of 800 pounds,
and st any time the State highways cannot maintain this load factor, then it
is the inten*’ ~n of the state highway department to post the road, The prin-
cinle in permitting more gross waight by extending the length of a vehicle is,
of cowrse, necessary when determining a maximm load that a bridge can carry.
You will appreciate that it is the duty of the Highway Board to provide and
maintain to the best of their ability highways for the citizenry of the State
of Idsho, e recognize the many problems of the logging industry but in weigh-
ing all of the facts as we find them, with the added assurance of similar
circumstances in our neighboring States, Washington and Oregon, we are firmly
of the opinion that we must follow the law as it now appears on our statutes,

"Exhibit No. 2. A reguest for a conversion factor for logs and lumber.

"We believe your position taken with respect to the use of a conversion
factor for logs and lumber to be practical from an operation standpoint, but
one that would complicste the wordage of a regulation to such an extent that
enforcement would become vastly more complicated.
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"We suggest that the operators in various localities of our 3tate
discuss this matter with the State enforcement authorities in that area
and that as a reswlt of actual evperience, suitahle footage figures.be
arrived at that would come within a reascnable tolerance figure, which
might possibly be subscribed to by the law enforcement agency,

"Txhibit No., 3, A reauest for widths of loads on logging bunks.

"It will be the policy of the Board not to change the law with respect
to widths of loads and units using the state highways. We recognize that
there are certain pieces of equipment that exceed by perhaps an inch or two
the allowable 8' width, and we will not make an issue of this but perhaps
consider it as a tolerance figure, :

"We camnot g¢give any legal assurance of this fact, as we point out to
you that any vehicle over the legal limit in width werld be subject to criti-
cism in the event of accidents and subsequent court action.

"The ahove fact would naturally prohibit 9' loads for short log trucks,
Here agein the practical use of equipment must be gone into with the State
Highway Folice for the purpose of determining what the practical application
of the law will be,

"Exhibit Mo, 4. A request for transporting overlength poles and piling.

"We do not believe that this presents any problem as such movement is
taken care of under our proposed permit regulation,

"This special permit regulation will be publicized shortly and you will
see that the matter of extra length in the case of poles and piling has been
well taken care of,

"Ixhibit No., &, - A request to move logging equipment over state highways.

"This matter is also covered under the proposed regulation for special
permit, e recognize the fact that at times the movement of speecial pieces
of equipment could possibly be delayed; however, we wish to point out to
you that the leniency of the State in this regard has in the past caused ex-
cessive strain on our bridges and wesr and abuse to our highways,

"It has Lecome apparent thet definite procedure and policy must be es—
tablished anc maintained with respect to the movement of all oversize and
overweight equipment,

"We invite youwr comments, criticisms and suggestions with respect to
the special permit regulation, as the Board plans to take this matter up for
further consideration at their next meeting.

"We are also inclosing a copy of a letter from kr. N, L. McCrea, which
has become part of the Board's information in the consideration of the above
general problen,
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Yours very' truly,

BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS
DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS

R. C. Rich /s/

By: R. C. RICH, Chairman
Board of Highway Directors"

The letters mentioned in the above from Mr, ¥, Albrethsen and Mr. N, L.
McCrea are as follows:

"g, V., Miller
Truck Loading:

"The request by the Idaho Natural Resources Trucking Association, to
base truck loads on the load per inch of tire instead of axle loads has
been reviewed and we offer the following comments:

"The value of 18,000 pounds per axle as recommended by the American
Association of State Highway Officials and placed in the laws of most of the
48 States, was derived by an investigation of the effects of trucks on our

H-15 bridges.

"An H-15 truck loading is defined as two trucks meeting or passing on a
structure, each truck having a total weight of 30,000 pounds of which 6,000 pounds
is on the front axle and 24,000 pounds is on a single rear axle.

"As the greater portion of trucks carrying heavy loads are built with
dnal axles spaced 4 feet plus or minus apart, there are two axles to be considered
on the trucks in operation vwhere only one axle of 24,000 pounds was used in
design, .

"The investigation made by the 48 States on the bridge stresses show
that when the loads on the dual axles are approximately 16,000 pounds each, a total
of 32,000 pounds over a 4 foot spacing, that the bridge design for the single
axle while being overstressed, is not so serious but what it can be accepted,
Our csloulations iniicate that when the dual axle loads are increased to 18,000
pounds each, we have overstresses in our bridges designed for H-15-loading of
approximately 27% on 50 foct span bridges and 10% on 100 foot span bridges.

"As the question of axle loads as stated above has been studied seriously
by the 48 Ststes over a period of 20 years, we do not feel that we are in a
position to make a recommendation that would in any way raise the maximum of
18,000 pounds per axle as set by law. We also question whether we have a right
to change the 18,000 pound loading without legislative action.

"Also we do not fesl that we should recommend a change from our legal load
limits to permit values exceeding 16,000 pounds for axles closely spaced. The




18,000 pound axle according to our legal load limits as provided by law
pertains to single axle loading, spaced 2t least 11 feet apart. |

"As far as bridges are concerned, we do not cbject to the use of ap-
rlying a load per square inch of tire as long as the dual axle loads do nat
exceed 16,000 pounds each or a single axle load of 18,000 pounds. However,
the load per square inch of tire should not -2xceed 800 pounds per square inch
when applied to road pavements,

"The value of 800 pounds per souare inch vhen applied to a 11,25 inch
tire on a single axle with two wheels gives an 18,000 pound axle load, which
is not at all serious as far as structures are :oncerned, but would require
the sub-base of the roads to be in excellent condition if it were to take this
concentrated load,

"Regarding whegl load concentrations on the roadway surfaces, tliere is
very 1ittle difficulty providing the subgrade is of a nature that the materials
are kept in compression, However, when loads are applied to sub-grades having
weak spots, it becomes necessary for the surface material to carry these loads
across the planes of weakness, In this particulsr case it is of advantage to
have the load well distributed over more tire area to distribute the load
to more area of the sub-base., In the event that a large area of the sub-base is
wegk, the limitation of a total axle load is of very great importance. Until
the time comes when the sub-base of our highways have been strengthened, it is
our opinion that considerable thought should be given before any increase in the |
axle load of 18,000 pounds as provided by law is permitted,

"Attention is called to the difficulty in loading logging trucks so that
the load will be distributed ecually over the axles., For this reason we feel
that while it is important that we Jo not permit 2 total losd that exceeds the
loads as prescribeu by law, that a reasomable tolerance be pemitteu for the
dual axle loads, While this will permit a loading that will exceed the legal
21lowable load limit for dual axles with close spacing, we believe that the
dif ficulty of placing the logs on the trucks to distribute the loads equally
should be given consideration, .

"In conclusion we present the following recommendations:

"l., That nc action be tezken that will increase the axle loads as set up
under the present law,

"2. That the total loads as enacted by the Legislature be retained,
"3. That due to the difficulty in placing logs on trucks, that we

accept 2 reascnable variation in the axle loads as long as the
totel load as described by law is not exceeded.

By: _walter Albrethsen /s/
Bridge Enginser"

" Eo Vo I\:ille.l‘

"After reading over the request from the Idsho Natural ZResources
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rucking Association 2t the meeting 12-12-51, the following comments are
of fered: .

"They base their request on nine ccntingencies,

"Numbers 1, 2, 3, and 4 are generally true except in some sections of
the neighboring states conditions are about the same,

"Number 5, This condition is true in all states.

"Number 6., This is questionable, because since World ¥ar.II, until the
present, the lumbering industry has been operating on a buyers market,

"Numbers 7 zun! 3 could be true.

"Number 9, The past administration allowed a 10% increase on each axle
and settlald that this wouvld be 1,000 1lbs, cr 19,000 1lbs, per axle. If they
could load the front axles to 14,00C 1bs. it would let them haul 90,000 lbs,
The & stances bebween sxles was not considered and as a result on a 28' length

€4S L

truck between front and last axles, the increase conld be better than 607

npb the meeting when these concessions were granted, it was not granted
for use over cur bridges and the maintenance department was ordered to post
all our bridges for the legal limits which was done. It was more or less under-
stood that the loggers would detour the bridges or strengthen them.

"Exhibit "1" is based entirely on weight per inch of tire and their table
does not allow the same weight per inch width for 211 tires. 1t would appear
that they wanted to ignore axle spacing,

"Exhibit "2" asks for a conversion factor for determining the weights
of logging and luzbar trucks, 1his is a matter for the Law Enforcement De~
partnent and it has been used to some extent in the past. A&s was shown at
the meeting, a 20%.overload could be carried regulerly by an operator hauling
smz11 logs. It would appear that maybe a 2,000 1k, gross load tolerance might
bhe the better answer, :

"Exhibit "z, the use of wider loads would not have to be considered un-
 less the heavier loads are allowed. If wide loads are allowed there should
be a study made of the highways to determine which ones they could be

allowed upcn.

nixhibit "5", it appears that the lo;gers have no more of .a problem on
this subject than do contractors, ‘hat is good for one should be cood for the
others,

"Briefly, the loggers want to operate as they have in the past. The
question is do they have to? Other interests such as mining, stock, hay,
spuds, etc., might enjoy more profit if they could enjoy the same privileges,

"The highway stuly corrittee made nc recommendations for these concessions
tc the loggers. 1f it was so vital to the welfare of the Stete it should have

been coverad,
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"For concessions of such megnitude, and if it is so vital as claimed,
murely the 3tshe Lesisleture should consider it.

By: N, L. McCrea /s/

Maintenance Engineer"

At this time, the Board met with a delegation fram Rigby, Idaho, and the
follcwing persons were present:

{oscoe C. iich, Chairman, Board of Highway Directors
W. Fisher Ellsworth, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Leonard K. Floan, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Tarle V, ¥iller, State Highway Engineer
Raymond Ball, HMayor, City of.Rigby
A, CliffordSmith, Rigby
Clyde Qrmond, kigby
. Grant Young, higby .
Kenneth Hill, zigby

. Tis delegation requested this meeting with the Board to discuss the

location of the Highway Department's Sixth District Headquarters, They

were of the opinion that because Rigby was centrally located in the Sixth

District of the Department of Highways, and by reason of its advantageous

location to the majority of highways leocated within that District, that

iiigby would be the logicsl rlace for the District Headquarters, They -
named several sites that they thought would be suitable for the District

Cffice.

The Board told the delegation.that as yet they had made no decision
in this matter, but would probably do so in the near future, and when they
did, they wuld give Rigby the same consideration as other locations in
that District. .

Yr. 7., Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No. 1, said that
since he lived a2t Idaho.Falls, he had requested that Mr. Rich, Chairman of
the Board and Mr. Leonard Floan, Director from District No. 3, make the
decision regarding the location of the Sixth District's Headquarters,

The Board then received by appointment a delegation from Valley County,
with the following persons present:

Roscoe C. dich, Chairman, Board of Highway Directors

W, Fisher Ellsworth, Member, Board of Highway Directors

Leonard K. Floan, Member, Board.of Highway Directors

Earle V, Viller, Stete Highway Engineer

Frark E, Freeman, licCall

Perc H, Shelton .

B, F. Mshoney, Vzlley County Commissioner, Stibnite, Idaho

Horace J, Patterson, Chairman, Board of County Commissioners,
Valley County T

Robert C, McBride, Valley County Commissioner, McCall

Farest E. Robb, Clerk, Board of County Commissioners, Valley

County .

December 12, 1951
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The matter of snow removal on the McCall-Sylvan Beach road was the
subject of discussion.

The spokesman for the group said that for many years the highway depart-
ment has been removing the snow from this road, He stated that there were
approximately twenty-nine families who live there the year around and some have
children attending school. They recuested that the Department of Highways
continue snow removal operations on this section of road,

The Board told the delegation that they were up against many similar prob-
lems, and it appeared to them that this was a County obligation. They also
told them that the Highway Department is prohibited by law to spend State
funds for any work off of the designated State highway system, unless it is
done so by an agreement with, some local agency, such as the County in this case.

The Board took no definite action, but said that they would contact the
District Engineer to see if some kind of a mutual agreement on an equitable
basis could be worked out which would be satisfactory to all concerned,

The Board then met with Mr. A. H. Burroughs, and the matter of snow re-
moval on the Arrowrock-Atlanta hoad was discussed. The Board explained to
Mr. Burroughs that under the State law, the Department of Highways was not
permitted to spend money off of the designated State highway system and felt
that it was a matter that should be taken up at County level. They suggested
that he discuss this matter with the County officials and ask them to consumnate
an agreement whereby the State would be fully reimbursed for all expenses

incurred,

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 9:00 o'clock A.M. on Thursday,
December 13, 1951,

THURSDAY — December 13, 1951

Pursuant to adjournment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o' clock A.M, on
Thursday, December 13, 1951, with all members and the State Highway Engineer

present,

The Board authorized the execution and fulfillment of a Cooperative
Agreement between the State of Idaho, Department of Highways,and the County
of Custer for the snow removal of approximately 1200 feet of streets in Stanley,

Idaho,

The Board then discussed the matter of snow removal on the Plummer-Fairfield
road in Benewah County. They felt that this was strictly a local matter and
should be handled at County level, as the present law does not permit money to
be spent off of the State Highway system on county roads for any purpose, un-
less by mutual agreement in writing between the County involved and the State,
whereby the State would be reimbursed for whatever work was done,

On June 1, 1951, the Board of Highway Directors passed a motion authorizing

the payment of household mecving expenses of Mr. Miller from Phoenix, Arizona
to Boise in an amount not to exceed $850,00, It was the intention of the Board
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at that time to pay the entire moving expenses, arnd they were of the
opinion that the total of 850,00 would take care of - all expenses.

Between the passage of this motion and the moving of Mr. Miller's
household goods from Fhoenix to Boise, the truck lines were permitted to
make an increase in their rates and the actual cost of the moving expenses
was §1,141,54; therefore, the Board by this measure now authorizes the
additional payment of $291.54 or a total of §$1,141,54 to cover this item.

This action was unanimously approved by the Board.

The Board then met with Mr, Woozley, State Land Cormissioner, and the
matter of snow removal and maintenance work on the section of the highway
going into the Chatcolet area from Highway No. 5 within the boundaries of

Heyburn State Park was discussed.

The State Land Commissimer said that it was his understanding that
when the sdministration of this park was given to the State Board of Land
Commissioners that roads within State parks would continue to be maintained

- by the Highway Department, He said that the State Land Department was not
permitted to spend any meney for the maintenance of-the roads and that no
money had been appropriated for such purposes, :

The Board told the State Land Commissioner that they would teke this
matter under advisement as to whether or not it is the Highway Department's
responsibility, and until such time as this can be determined, the Highway
Department will continue to maintain this section of road. . '

. THEREUPON, -the Board adjourned until their next regular meeting, wiich
was set for January 10, 1952, .

- R. Cs RICH, Chairman
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
10 January 1952
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