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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 lO:OO o'clock A.M. by Mr. Rich, Chairman

Discussion was held regarding the appointment of a State Highway Engineer.
Actiwities 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 minutes 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 l, 1951, which offer was tentatively accepted. Letter of con-
firmation as of May ll, 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 ll, 1951 is as follows:

'Hr. Earl V. Miller
1025 West Monte Vista Drive
Phoenix, Arizona

Dear Mr. Miller:

I am pleased to confirm b_ letter the action of our Idaho Highway Directors
in appointing you Stste Highway Engineer, commencing July I of this year, at
a salary of $900.00 per month. This 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, co_encing June 4. After a little more thought, we are wonderir_ 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 irlmind that it will, probably, be a good policy for
the Board to be in Boise the last couple of days in June and to sp_ the

necessary time after the first of July, with the thought _n mind that the
Board and yourself, spending a day or two together before July l, 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 appoint_ent.
Also, we would be pleased to have you write a statement regarding your qualifi-
cations, experiencej 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 pleased With this arrangement we havemade
with you.

Yours sincerely,

IDo OFHIG ArDICTO

R. c. mob /,/
.....

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 ii, 1951, in which you state that

the Idaho Board of Highway Directors has appointed me State Highway Engin- I
eer of Idaho, with salary of $900.00 per month, effective July I, 1951.

I hereby accept this appointment.

In so doing I realize the mar_ problems confronting a person going from
one state department to another. The iDmediate 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 ar_thing unsurmountable.

Respectfully yours,

E. V. Mill_r /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 $850.00. " _

!

!_ i i

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

28, 1951.

J_7_ei, 1751
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The futnre status of Mr. James Reid, present Chief Engineer, was

d_scussed. The Board of Highway Directors all agreed to leave all appoint-

ments with the exception of the Secretary, toe the discretion of the State

Highway 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 I, 1951, with no change in salary status.

Date for next meeting was set for 9:00 o,clock A.M., July 2, 1951.

Adjournment at 5:00 o'clock P.M. _f_

R. C. Rich Chairman

Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho

2 1951

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

2 July 1951

The first regular meeting of the Idaho Board of Highway Directorsp

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. I;

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.

Minutes of a meeting held at the Owyhee Hotel on June i, 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 Estimate being $111,360.75. There

being no dissenting opinion, the recca_endation of the State Highway Engineer
was adopted and the Board unanimously awarded the contract to LeGrand Johnson.
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The Board then considered the bids on State Aid Project No. 1521(501),
consisting of reconditioning the existing roadbed and constructing a road
mix bituminous surface on 7.205 miles of the State Highway No. 34, 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, Idaho on their low bid of $65,773.75; the
Engineer's Estimate being $62,482.25. 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. S-17(2), con-
sisting of constructing a 204.5 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 reconsaendedthat 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 $70,3_1.50. 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(I),
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 Public Roads, the contract for

this project be awarded to Burggraf Construction Compare, Inc. of Idaho Falls, _
Idaho on their 10w bid of $137,487.50; The Engineer's Estimate being $152,284.60.
This recommendation was approved unanimously by the Board and it was so ordered.
The Board also directed that a registered letter be sent imaediately to Mr. Earl
J. Soelberg dlrectin_ 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(I),
consisting of constructing a road mix bituminous surface on 6.640 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 recou,ended 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 _n%il Caribou Q_unty 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 _ireau 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

T_Iv 2, l_l
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Research Board of the National Academy of Science. The cost to the State of
Idaho 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

_urchase 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
Secreta_, 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.

Tt_SDAY - J_tly3, 195!

Pursuant to adjournment, 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 relieve the congestion of the present occupied area in
the State Capitol Building and in scattered offices in Boise, and to concentrate
all central office activities of the Department of Highways in one b_ilding, the

Board by _nanimous action approved a f_ve yea_ ].easeerrangement with Mr. Walter
Cranston and Mr. Walter _fresne 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 a_.ardingcontracts.

It _T_ agreed that regular meetings of the Board will be held at Boise on the
second ThUrsday of each month at 9:00 o'clock 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 T_sday, the 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, /_ /_

R. _. Rich, Chairman
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
i9 Julyi95i



6

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

July 19 and 20, 1951 i

Pursuant to an order of the Board at the regular meeting, a special 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 July 19, 1951.

Present were W. Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No._;Roscoe C; Rich,
Director from District No. 2, and Chairman of the Board; Leonard K. Floan,
Director from District No. 3; and Earle V. Miller, State Highway Engineer and "
Acting Secretary of the Board.

Minutes 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(I), 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(I), 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 _irggraf
Construction Company, low bidder.

T

Project S-17(2), constructing 404.5 foot timber bridge and
approaches over the Boise River, Notus-South Road in Can_on
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:

D

The first oids 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 Elmere 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 Compar_ of Nampa, Idaho, the low bidder, on July 7, 1951 in the amount
of $21,736.OO; 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 U8-95 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,
which was $87,126.60. [

7_]v 7- -ZTd°0, i_=7
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Bids were then considered for Project No. FI-5041(3), consisting of

constructing a bituminous surface treatment on 3.862 miles of Highway US-IO

between Bennett's Bay amd Jct. U.S.-95 Alt., in Kootenai County. Bids re-

ceived July 13, 1951. The State Highway Engineer ha_ awarded the contract

to Roy L. Bait and Company of Spokane, Washington, the low bidder on July

19, 1951 in the amount of $140,497.50; the Engineer's Estimate being
$14h,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
4.546 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-Knudsen 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 with_he policy of the

Board, on the following projects:

Project S-1775(I), constructing a roadmix bituminous surface,

Grace-Turner Road, in Caribou County.

Project S-1777(I), constructing a roadmix bituminous surface,
Alexander-Lund-Bancroft Road, in Caribou County.

Project S-3840(I) (South Section), consisting of constructing a
roadmix bituminous surface, Montour-Ola Road, in Gem County.

-p

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(I), constructing a roadmix bituminous surface,
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 Old 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 pol_cy 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 undcr contract at the earliest possible date.

|
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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 exercise 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 from_e 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-
iation, requesting the oiling of a portion of State Route 47j leading from
near _arysville 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 examination 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 theldaho-_tah 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.

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

FRIDAY - July 20, 1951

Pursuant to adjournment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o'clock A.M. on
Fridayj 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
systea, and a better understanding of the relative needs of each proposed
improvement.

i
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In reply to an inquiry from _he.U.S. Forest_Service 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 1_nanimouslyagreed 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 its constructioz. 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 Nsmpa road, being U.S. 30, between 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 obtained. On the rerouting of
U.S. 95-E., between Spalding and Moscow, the information was developed that
rerouting of U.S. Numbered 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 theUreceived, by appoint_ent, 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 now served by a ferry which is a

Joint operation of the property owners on the _sland,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 _ssa, Oregon for compensation for dismantling it and they
ask 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 Notes-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 develops a large stand of lodge-pole pine and pulp
wood timber in the Nez Perca National Forest. At the present time, there
is no existing facilities for the economical transportation of logs from
the area which they desire to develop; however, there is a State Highway
from Elk City to Stites, which would be used if it was rebuilt to certain
standards. The present highway is such that it would not permit the
opening of that country. The State maintains this road 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 to approxi-
mately sixty miles of improved road. The requests of the Potlatch Forests,
Inc. were a s follows:

I. That the State of Idaho enter into a contract wlth 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 I
entire State of Idaho and that it would be necessary to review care-
fully before a decision could be reache_ 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 Jerome, for
whom Mayor Hoss_an of Jerome was the spokesman. The group was interested
in learning the stat_s of the proposed highway from Wendell eastward, con-
necting with U.S. Highway No. 93, a short distance south of Jerome -a_out
a nine mile stretch. There has been considerable controversy 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 _liminating the
present bad aligrs,ent.

The State Highway Engineer furnished the information that this new
link will be a part of the Interstate System and will be constructed to
high standards. In constructing projects on the Interstate System, rail-
road 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 g_ve
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

July 20, I_i
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Consideration was given to the bids received on July 20, 1951, and the

following action was taken:

Bids were considered for Project F-1481(I), 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 _ucust iO, 1951 letting.

The next bids to be considered were fO_Maintenance Project No. 69,

consisting of constructing a seal coat on 49.0 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 awardod to Stanley
and Ehlen of Boise, Idaho, on their low bid of $53,960.00; the Engineer's
Estimate being $51,465.00. There being no dissenting opinion, the recomm-
endation of the State Highway Engineer was adopted and the Board unanimously
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 contracth_s low b --
be awarded to F. H. DeAtley & Company of Lewistom, Idahol,on b_@_n%xng

$52,030.00; the Engineer's Estimate being $59,920.00. There being nc_oplnlon
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,
3/4" maximum, adjacent to U.S. Highway No. I0 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,OOO.00. The Board unanimously concurred
in this_recommendation, and it was so ordered.

The Board unanimously adopted the policy of not announcing the Engineer's
Estimate 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 by 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.

9



Without dissent, the Board authorized the State Highway Engineer
to sign for the Agreement on Maintenance Project No. 67, which reads --
as follows: I

"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 467#O0 located in the _ 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 next regular meeting on

August 91 1951. /Z/___

R. C. RICH, Chairman
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boisej Idaho
9 August 1951

f
i

MINUTESOF THE _GULAR MEETINGOF THE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS

August 9, iO and i!, 1951

The regular meeting of the Idaho Board of Highway Directors was
convened in Room 207 of the Capitol Building at 9tO0 o'clock A.M. on
August 9, 1951.

Present were W. Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No. I;
Roscoe C. Rich, Director from District No. 2; Leonard K. Floan, Director
from District No. 3; and Earle 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(I),

consisting of constructing a road mix bituminous surface on 4.801 miles i
of the Grace-Turner Road, known as Idaho Federal Aid Project No. S-
1775(1) in Caribou County. The State Highway Engineer h_ exercised
the authority given him by the Board and has awarded the contract to
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Holmes Construction Company of Heyburn, Idaho, the low bidder, on August

2, 195!_ in the &mount of $36,582.25; the Engineer's Estimate being
$38,014.10.

The next b_ds to be considered were for Idaho Project Number S-1777(I)

consisting of constr_cting a roadmix bituminous surface on 5.389 miles of
the Alexander-Lund-Bancroft Road between Bancroft and Lund, known as Idaho
Federal Aid Project No. S-1777(I) in Caribou County. The State Highway
Engineer had exercised the authority given to him by the Board and had
awarded the contract to Holmes Const_act_on Compan_ 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.

B_ds were the_ considered for Idaho Project No. S-3840(1) (South

Section), consisting of constructing a roadmJx bituminous surface on 6.921
m_les of the Montour-Ola Road, between Sweet and Ola, known as Idaho Federal
A_d Project No. S-3840(1) (South Section) in Gem County. The State Highway
Engineer ha@ awarded the contract to Stanley end Ehlen of Boise, Idaho, the
low bidder, on July 30, 1951, in the amount of $52,418.70; 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 miles of Highway US-95 Alternate, between Th_n Creek and Brackett's
Mill, known as Idaho State Aid Project No. 5152(501) in Benewah County.
The State H_ghway Engineer had rejected all bids; the _ow bidder being more
than ten wer 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 sh_ld be readvertised.

_ The las_ bids to be considered were for Idaho Project No. S-5750(I),

consisting of constructing a rosdmix bituminous surface on 4.976 miles of
the Pine Creek Road, known as Idaho Federal Aid Project No. S-5750(!) in
Shoshone County. The State Highway Engineer had recommended that all bids
be rejected, a_ the low bidder was i1.14 per cent above the Engineer's
Estimate; however, d_e to the fact that the Shoshone County Commissioners
had written a letter wherein they agreed to meet an_ increase in l_cal
matching funds required from the County by reason of the bid being more
than ten per cent above the estimated co_t 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 Highway 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 $64,149.O5; the Engineer's
Estimate being $57,71B.40.

There being no dissenting opinion, the Board unanimously concurred in
the action of the State Highway Engineer 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 iO, 1951. Whey 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
Highwa_ 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
_hat one extra day for travel should be allowed in _ddition to,he 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 _eceived
August 9, 1951.

The Board received by appointment representatives from the Bradley
Mining Company, the Forest Service and Bureau of Public Roads, concerning
the s_ow romoval problems of the Cascade-Stibnlte Road.

For several years, the Forest Service and State of Idaho maintained i_
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- I_
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 $3jOOO.00 from the Village of Stibnite.

The representative of the Mining Company requested that for the
forthcoming winter, t_e 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
Mirdng Company and the Federal G*verrsaentwhich had to do with the 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 i
Department of Law Enforcement.
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The spokesman for the Boise Payette Lumber Company said he did not have

an_ 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 lo_gers problem would be taken into consideration.

He stated that 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 lo_ging 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 _nd 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 _@ction they must
use. H_s recommendations were as follows:

I. That the formula of 18,O00 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 l_eked 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. Gustafson of Mountain Home,

Idaho who requested a permit to haul loads of approximately IOO,OOO 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 overqweight 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 rain_ 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.



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-Farma Highway District met with the Board
to again report on the Bridge Island matter. He asked the Board if the
Department of Highways had a_y 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 leavef he would return to his
present position as Materials Engineer for the Department of Highw_s.

The State Highway Engineer reported on the Elk 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
were not of the sane 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-
in_ 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
iO, 1951.
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FRIDAY - August l0t 1951

Pursuant to adjournment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o'clock A.M.
on Friday, August 10, 1951, w_th all members and the State Highway Engineer
prosent.

Consideration was given to a letter from the County Commissioners of
Caribou County, requesting State parZicipation in the construction of a
bridge on a count) road between Soda Springs and the Monsanto Chemicel Co-
moan2,s phosphate plant. The Board recognized that this was not a respon-
sibility of the State but of the County and Chemical Compare, and since the
policy Of the Board has been definite regardi_ these matters, they declined
this reauest, and instructed the State Highws_ Engineer to write to hhe
County Commissioners of Cardbou 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
maintain. The State Highway Engineer was requested to get in touch with the

District Engineer at 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 Committee of the american Association of State Highway Officials
for designation of U. S. Route 26 entering Idaho at the _ Idaho-Wyoming State
boundary near Alpine 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 Mountsin 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 Com_nitteeat 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 to the proposition and were willing to take
it 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 mlch a
central route. The Board ddrected 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 agreements 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 between 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 _e Twin Falls Chamber of Commerce
informing them as to the status of this project.

Consideration was given to a letter from the Idaho Panhandle Council
of the Boy Scouts of America 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 ii North,
Range 3 East, B.M. in Valley County. The Board took no action, hut dir-
ected the State H_ghway 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 took no definite action at this time,
but instructed to State Highway Engineer to obtain a legal epin$on 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
a 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 wo_uldgive this matter further consideration
at seinefuture meeting when time permitted.

Consideration was given to the bids received on August i0, 1951, and
the following action was taken:

Bide 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 $2_6,720.00; the Engineer's Estimate being $2_2,5_0.00.
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-I_81(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
C_ns_ruction Compa_ 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 rec_amendation of the State Highway Engineer was adopted and the Board
unanimously awarded the contract to Parson & Fife Construction Company.

A_s_ i0, 1951



The Board then considered the bids for Project Nos. S-4713(I) and
S-4719(1), consisting of constructing the roadway and a crushed tock surface
on 2.126 miles of the Reservation Line Road and on 3.945 miles of the Green
Creek Jct.-Reservation Line Road, in Idaho County. The State Highway Engin-
eer recommended that the contract be awarded to Aslett Construction Company
of Twin Falls, Idaho, on their low bid of $154,902.OO; the Engineer's
Estimate being $163,593.00. There being no dissenting opinion, the reco_end-
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-AIt., between Half Round Bay and Turner

Bay, in Kootenai County. The State H_ghway 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 $%7,710.00. There bein_ no
dissenting opinion, the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer was
adopted and _e Board unanimously awarded the contract to Roy L. Bair & Company.

, The Board then considered bids for State Aid Project No.6_11(501), consist-

ing 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 $71,3OO.OO. There being no dissent-
ing opinion , the recommendation 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 Jot. 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 condemnatior_ 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 Jul_us Marion Morgan and R. W. King, owners of said properties
to determine the value thereof.

The Board also considered the report and recommendations submitted for

Project S-4743(I) in Lewis County, and found that land sought to be acquired
for use in connection with the construction of Project No. S-4743(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 Comosny, owners of sa_d properties to determine the value thereof.

9
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The last report and recommendations the Board considered were for
Project FI-FGI-64(5) in Shoshone County. The Board unanimously agreed
that the parcel of land sought to be acquired for use in connection
with this DroJect was necessary for such use, and ordered the Legal
Department to file a condemnation action in the proper Court against
Miriam Dolman Hughs, owrer of said property to determine the value
thereof.

The Board then discussed the matter of abandoning old highways.
When a highway is relocated, the old one is _bandoned. The Board took
the acbion that in such cases, a resolution should be passed removing
the old highwsy from the state system and then the County should be
notified to that 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 fi_e years.

The _oard 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 actlon, but the Chairman of the Board entertained the motion
that this matter should be left to the discretion of the State Highway
Engineer.

THEREIrPON,the Board adjourned mntil their next re_lar meeting on

September 6, 1951. _ _ _

R. C. RICH, Chairman
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
6 September 1951

i_i_,_stI0, I._i
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS

September 6 and 7, 19_I

The r_gular m_eting of the Idaho Board of Highway Directors was convened

in Room 207 of the Capitol f_ilding at 9:00 o'clock A.I_J.on September 6, 1951.

Present were _. Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No. l; iloscoe C.

_ich, Director from _istrict No. 2_ Leonard K. Floan, Director from District

No. 3; and Earle V. Miller, State Highway _n_sineer and Acting Secretary of the
Board.

1_inutes of _he regular meeting held Au_ust 9, lO and ll, 1951 were read

and approved by the Board.

Consideration _as given to the iJids received on August 2h, 19_l, and the

following action was taken:

The first bids considered were for Idaho Maintenance Project Number 76,

consisting of redecking the "B" Canal Brid_e on the Roosevelt Highway between

_upert and kinido1_a, kno_n as Idaho _aintonance Project No. 76 in Minidoka

County. The State Highway Engineer had exercised the auti_orit2 given him by
the Board and had _ warded the contract to the Idaho Constructors, Inc. of Boise,

Idaho, the low bidder, on August 27, 1951, in the _aount of _10,%92.O0; the

Engineer's Estimate being $_10,218.00.

The next and last bids to be considered were for Idaho _laintenance Project

No. 77, consisting of repairing5 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 Id_lo Maintenance Project No. 77 in Idaho and Nez Perce Counties. The State

High_ay Engineer had exercised the aut_orit_ _i_en him by the Board and had
awarded the contract to C. _. Rounds of Boise, Id_lo, on aug_ust 27, 1951, in the

_nount of _6,2_3.75; the Engineer's _sti_,_atebeing _50,_3_.00.

There boing no dissenting opinion, the Board unanimously concurred in the

action of the Otate Highway _gineer on the above projects.

•The Board then reviewed the tyro projects which had been advertised for
bids to be received on September l_, 1951. The first project reviewed was

Idaho Federal Aid Project No. S-5720(1), _orley-_est Road, in Kootenai County

and the other _as Idaho Federal Aid Project _o. S-280(I), East Branch _oad be_
tween Priest River and Coolin, in Bonner County.

The Board then received by appointment F_. Tom Bell, Commissioner of

Public Works. hr. Bell exolained to the Board that the grounds of the new Girl's

Do_itory 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 the Deoartment of Highways. He a_sured the Board that the

Department of Highways would be fully reimbursed and the the Department of Public
_orks would gu_rantee prompt payment for services rendered. The Board told
_Ir. Bell that as a matter of policy they would rather not grant tl_is 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
thatthe granting of this request was not to be construed 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 permitsfor the use of a state highway 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 9 of Section 3, Township ll 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 build&ng
program for the department of highways, covering the necessary shops, main-
tnem_ce sheds, district offices, equipment storage warehouses, and a new
officebuilding. 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 State 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. l, at a cost of aoproximately $25,000.00.

2. The building of a sign shop for District 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.

h. 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.

/

q



23

The Boardthen discussed the opinions received from the Attorney General

concerning questions upon which they had previously requested info_aation.

The first opinion discussed was in reply to the question "May the Depart-

ment post State Highways, or a portion thereof, a_thorizing loads Jn excess of

72,000 poun,_s and/or more than 8 feet in width?" It was the opinion of the
Attorney General that 1_nder the present law, the highway department had the

aut]_ority to post state highways or portions thereof. The Board felt no

action was necessary on thi_ opinion as they were preparing a policy regarding
this matter.

The next opinio_ discussed was in reply to the questions "is the Highway

Engineer a_thorized 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 Engineer is

impliedly a,_thorized to sign contra_ts 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 _

reco_Tlended that the State Highway Engineer be authorized to sign all contracts

after proper action had been taken by the Board confirming his recomJ_endation

with regard to awarding of sa_e.

There being no dissenting opinion the reco_endation of the Chairman was

unanimously aoproved, 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 n_eded on this opinion and left it to the d_scretion of

the _3tate Highway Engineer.

The Board of Highway Directors and the State Highway _ngineer 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 aopear 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 Engineer to attend the A.A.S.H.O. meeting to be held at Omaha.
The Beard took no action in this matter, and left it to the discretion of the

State Highway Englneer.

The matter of U.S. ±_ute No. 26 was then discussed. The State Highway

Engineer told the Board that he did not feel that the request made b_ the

Highway 26 Committee was entirely in accordance with good planning, but he
reco_muended that we accept U.S. Route 26 on the basis of the Co_aittee'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 I_terstate

Standard System. The State Highway Engineer recoT_nended the routing of U.S.
26 across Idaho as follows:
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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 _ssa 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 districts 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 HighwayEngineer

to request an opinion from the Attorney Generla as to _hether or notthe State

could help the counties m_tch funds.

The next matter considered was whether or not the Assistant State High-

way Engineer 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 _ngineer.

THEEEUPON, the Board recessed until 7:00 o'clock P.M.

The Board reconvened at 7:00 O'Clock P.M. with all membe_ 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 statehighwaymainteaance crews. The Board un-
animously adopted the policy that this work should be the responsibility of t]Le

counties, and instructed the State Highway Engineez to notify the counties to
that effect.

Consideration was then given to hhe administrative and system survey and

the proposals received from Remington _and, Inc., Robert L. Hamersley and

Associates, and Lincoln O. 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. i
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The Board "also discussed the type of equi_:ment needed for bookkeeping

and acco_nting control _nd considered the proposals submitted by Remingtonthe
i{and, Inc. and _Ie International Business h achines Cor_oration. It _as

expression of the Board that the f_mington Rand, Inc. proposal on the basis
of a tlse-purchase a_reement wpuld be the best in the long run_ inasmuch as

eventually the State would own the equipment_ and, therefore, this proposal
was considered favorable. The State Highway _ngineer was instructed to pro-

ceed ,._iththe agreements covering this equipment.

TH_.,I_UPON_ the Board adjourned until 9:00 o'clock A.i{., Friday, September

7, 1951.

_'RIDAY - September 7; 195__i

Pursuant to adjourmment, the Bosrd reconvened at 9:00 o'clock A.M. on

Friday_ September _i, 1951, with all ::,_embersand the State Highway Engineer

present.

The purchase of the right of way for the Boise-Cole School project was
discussed. The State Highway Engineer informed the Board that consideration

had been given to the purch_se o£ lob feet of right of way for this section

st an approximate cost of $536,000.00; however, since the entire section from
Boise to N;Lm_0ais in n_ed of 9_orovement, the Highway Engineer suggested that

possibly a n_rrower right o£ way should be purchased for the Boise-Cole School
section, which would serve ss 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 NamDa to determine the most feasible route and that the p1_rchase of

the right of _J_y for the Boise-Cole School section be held in abeyance until
such survey was made. The Board unanimously conclirred in the reco_aendetion

of the State Highway En{[ineer and a_thorized him to proceed with the survey
for this section of highway.

The matter of the Ross Point-Rathdr_m project was discussed. This project

is set up as a State Aid Project, apd the Highway En}:ineer reco.v_aended that
• ir

the letting, of this proj<:_ctbe wlt_lh_Ic to determine whether or not federal aiid
could be obtained for this project. The Board unanimously concurred in this

recommendation.

The Board then received by apn0intment the $ivision Engineer of the Bureau

of Public Roads, the Division Secondary Roads _gineer, the Acting District

Engineer o£ the Boise office and the Secondary Roads Enginoer for the department

" The Secondary Road System in Idaho was discussed. The Division Engineer

questioned the _vailability of so much federal aid that is not under contract

agreement and desired an expression £rom the State regarding a program to step

up construction and use this £edera_l money. Several questions were discussed,
as follows:

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

2. Should limits be Diaced on the amount of 'allowable federal aid

secondary s_stem mileage in counties?



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

4. What action shoul@ 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 En_ineer 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 aid 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
meetinE.

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 i£ 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 appointment 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_e, but informed Mr. Broyles that
they would have the State Highway Engineer ir_fon_him_s 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 concensus 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 Norrison-Knudsen 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 follows:

1. Contract Termination incase of emer_enc_. It was the opinion of the
Board that if a Contractor could not complete a job due to the action of the
federal government, 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.
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2. Best method of securing permits for movin_ contractor's over-size

and over weight equipmen t on Idaho Highways. The State Highway _ngineer
"informed the Committee that the deoartment was contemplating having a permit

engineer and that the issuing of permits were to be centralized. The Bo_rd
info_led the Co_Jtt_e that the7 were issuing a policy r_garding over-size

and over-weight 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 b_ contract instead

of b_ count_ forces. The State Highway _glneer 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.

_. aut_,:rJtv of r_sident engineers on construction _roiccts. The commit-

t__he_'residen-_ _eers be _iven so-me authoritys_ bl_'lat_/hen minor )

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

ground, lhe Board took no definite action on this matter, but told the Commigtee/

they would _ive it further consideration. /

5. Value of qualification of contractors wishing 50 bid when the_ cannot

commie work within the comnlction date set in the proposal. The State High-
way Engineer was o£ the opinion that there should be some prequalification be-
fore each bid opening. Plans should not be given to a contractor _ho had more

work on hand than he could complete within the completion date set in the proposal.

6. Liquidated D_la_es and enforcement of s_,le. It was the concens_s of
the cormmitt_e that if sufficient time was allowed in the contract to complete

the work, the Board should establish a policy setting forth what the liquidated

da_,azes would be and it should be enforced.

7. Retained _ercenta_e for 90 dasJs after contract is accepted b_ the State

when bondin_ comDanie:: make request for releases giving necessary guarantees.
There _as a difference of opinion between the Committee and the Board on this

matter, and the Board requested the State Highway kngineer bo make a further

imvestigation of this matter.

8. Consideration of $ivin_ maintenance contracts to contractors where

proDosed work is concentrated enough to permit contract operations. It was
the opinion of the State Highway Sngineer that all jobs should be let to contract

and that the letting o£ stockpile projects should be in the fail so that the

contractors could have work whereby t/_ey could keep their equipment busy.

9. & iO. The endorsin_ of desi_ns for more permanent construction and

letting of jobs as early in the season as possible_ esp_gially those involvin_

the use of road oils and asphalts. The State Highway _ngineer informed the
Committee that thesu were problems that were being 5aken into consideration

and that Jt was the intention of the department to let as man_ jobs as possible

and a_ early as oossible so that the 2 might be completed.

T}iEREUPON_ the Board recessed until 1:30 o'clock P.l_i.

m
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The Board reconvened at 1:30 P.M. with all membezS and the State Highway

_ngineer present. ---

The Board then issued the following policy regarding over-size and over-

weight loads:

"It will be.the policy of the Idaho State Highway Department to post all
state highway requiring protection from heavy loads as result of weather con-

ditions, k_ese 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,

• Idaho Code Annotated, with regard to height, width, length and weight.

Checking and weighi_station are being installed at various points through-

out the State. All matters necessary to accomplish enforcement will be effect-

ive by January l, 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 l, 19_2%'

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 _>resented to the Board an organization

chart, the beginning of a study on personnel matters, reorganization, quali-

fication, and salary ranges. The Board unanimously approved the organization

chart, but took no action on the salary zanges as they were of the opinion

that this was a matterthat would have to be gone into very carefully. They

directed the Highway Engineer t o proceed with the studies and to get additional

information and present his recov_nendations at the next meeting.

The Board then received by appointment the Committee of the Yellowstone-

Sun Valley Highway Association. The Committee informed the Bogrd that the

purpose of their meeting was to discuss with them the objectives and problems

of oheir 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 _at Jf 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 Co_nittee that they recognized their problems and

believed the projects mentioned to be worthy ones, but t]ey had many li_e

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 Engineer to have a

survey made as soon as possible.
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THE[IEUPON, the ]Board adjourned until their next regular meeting on

October iO, 1951. __ ,

R. C. RiCII/ Chairman

Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise_ Idaho
i0 October 1951.

Ni_TTNS OF TEE _GULAR I'_ETI_ OF THE

IDAHO 8Ci_RDOF EIGI_AY DIi_CTOF_

October 10-18, 1951

The regular meeting of the Idaho B_.ard of Highway Directors was convened

in Room 207 of the Capitol _ilding at 9_.OO o'clock A.M. on October iO, 1951.

Present were _. Fisher Ellsworth_ Director from District No. I; Roscoe C.

Rich, Director from District No. 2; and Earle V. liiller, State Highway gngineer

_nd acting Secretar_j of the Board.

}iinubes of the regular meeting held Septe_fuer 6 and 7, 1951 were read and

approved by the Board.

Consideration was given Lo bids which had been receiv,_d and the following
action was taken:

The Yirst bids considered were for Idaho Federal _id Project No. $-5720(1)

consisting of constructing the roadway and a crushed rock surface on 5.h88 miles

of the ],orley-'_est Road from _orley wester/_'_ known as Idaho Federal Aid Project

)!o. S-5720(I) in Kootenai County. The Stat_ Highway Engineer had exercised the

authority given him by the Board and had a_arded the contract to H_terne Brothers

of Spokane, _@ashington_ the low blue:or, on September 21, 1951_ in the _laount of

(!_,32,529.50;the En_]ineer's gstiI_ate being $82,736.00.

The next bids to be considered were for Idaho Project No. S-280(I)_ con-

sisting of constructing the ro_{dw_y :_{idcrushed gravel surfacin6_ on 3.809 miles
of the h_st ]Branch Road between PrSest River and Coolin in Bonner County.

F. }[. _ E. L. Standley of Spokane, _ashington were low bidder; however, they
did not hold a Public Works Contractors License Class I in the State of Idaho_

and they could not be awarded the co _ract until they had obtained such license.

They made ap]_lication_ but w_s not grante_ a license. The State Highway Engineer
recommended 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, Depar_ient of --

Highways, to be built at Strawberry Glen, Ada County, Idaho _ere then considered.
The State Highway _gineer 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 l, 1951 , in the _ount of $75,23h.00; the Engineer's

Estimate being $82,500.00.

There being no dissenting opinion, the reco_endations 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 roadway and a 60 foot timber bridge over

Market Lake Canal on 1.982 mi_es of the Roberts West Road, known as Idaho

Federal Aid Project No. S-6752(1) in Jefferson County. The State Highway

Engineer recommended _lat subject to concurrence of the Bureau of Public

Roads, the contract be awarded to hhe H & K Construction Company, Boise,

Idaho, on their low bid of Sh7,h21.50; the Engineer's Estimate being:

$h9,268.00. The award not to become effective until Jefferson County had

deposited their share of the funds with the D_partment of Highways. The

Board concurred unanimously in this recommenuation and it was so ordered.

The last bids to be considered were for Idaho Project _. 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

recommended that due to the steel situation thi_ contract be awarded, subject

to concurrence of the Bureau of Public Koads. 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 _leir share of the funds with the Department of Highwmys. 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; th@Engineer's Estimate being $107,8hh.00.

The Board then r_ceived by 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 N_mpa 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

19h6 the City of Nmupa 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 hhe department _as preparing plans

for this improvement, and, consequently, N_mpa 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 depar_uent info_aed the City of Nampa that

funds were available for use on Highway 30 and that the first section was to

b_ constructed this surfacer. The Mayor stated that the City of N_mpa feels t_at

Highway 30 has been neglected and they were desirous of knowing just how soon

work on this improvement would be started.

October I0-I _, I _I
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The State Highway Engineer told the delegation that the City of Nmmpa

had not accepted the nlans as submitted to them for routing U.S. No. 30

through the City _nd that the iBureau of Public Roads would not participate
until the entire plans h_d been apT}roved.

The Board said that t_ey appreciated the _aportance of U.S. 30 to the

City of Nampa_ but they _ere _oinc to be careful about making any promises
as to how soon t is work would be _ccomplished.

The Board directed the State Highway Engineer to meet with the City

officials and try to work out details of a plan for the rerouting of U.S.30

through N_mpa_ and tc report the progress at their next meeting.

In the matter of the petition from island Park_ action was deferred pending

the Bo_rd's inspection of conditions on the ground.

The Board authorized the execution and fulfil]m_ent of a cooperative a ree-

merit with the Village of StaI_ley_ under which State Highway Forces would assist

_ith materi_l and equipment in improving the Villa;<e Streets off the State High-

way System, if reimbursed in full by the Villase. The acreement also provides
that the estimated cost of the _provement shall be deposited with the State

highway den_rtment before beginning work, _nd upon completion <f the inprovement

any monies not used by the,,State will be returned to the Village.

The Bo_rd gave its attention to the fact that a heavily loaded truck h_d

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 lo_ds. The vehicle which broke through the deck was heavily

over-loaded, which _ppeared Lo be the direct cause of the trouble. The Be _rd
dir, cted that more care should be given to m_intenance_ and deferred further

• _ction at this tL_e. it was _greed, however, that if steel could be obtained,
it would be desirable to build _ new bridge nex_ ye_{r.

In the m_tter of the reo_est of the E_ett-Council High}_2 Project, Inc.

to have a state hishway designated extending from ,hmmett northerly thro_<_Th

indian Valley to connect with U.S. i!_[!_hway95 at }[esa; the Board, def_rred
action on this m_tter indefinitely as it did not desi[e to ald further mileage

to the state highway system until the Board had h_d opoori_unity to mM<e a

thorough study of the highways of the State.

The Bo_rd acted f_vorabl y on the request of the City of Good_n_ to pur-

chase 1300 gallons of road oil from the State for repair of City streets.

The Bo_rdfound it impossible to comply with the req_est o£ the Fish and

G',_meDe_rtment for the use of Sta_e equipment in excavating a can_l near Carey_

because of the lar[_e _mount of unfurnished work for which the use of the equip-

ment is required by the State.

The Board then received by a pointme_t Kr. H_ersley who had previously

submitted to the Bo_rd his proposal for a study of the State highway org_ni'zation.

The Bo_rd approved of the plan Hr. H_mersley outlined and authorized him to pro-
he _c_ed with a complete stu(Jy of the state i(,h_,_,_• department alcn< the lin_s in-

dic _ted.

9
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The Board, acting On the request of the Union Pacific Railroad Compmly

for permission to construct an industrial track crossing at grade over State

Highway No. 2h at Acequia, to serve a potato cellar instaliatJon by the S.A.

Camp Farms Company, Inc. unanimously agreed and approved said grade crossing

in accordance with the provisions 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 Board considered the report and recorm_endations submitted for Project

FI-lO2h(1) in Power and Bannock 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 Zo file a condemantion suit in the proper

Court against the owner or owners of said property, to determine the value

thereof, if the Highway Department _nd the owner or owners are unable to agree
on the purchase price.

The Board then considered the report and r_cormlendations submitted for

Project F-FG-S152(2) in Benewah County, and found that land sought to be

acquired for right of way purposes in connection with the 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 th_ owner or owners are unable to agree
on the purchase price of said land.

The last report and reco_lendations the Board considered were for Project
FI-3022(2) i_ Elmore County. The Board unanimously agreed that the lands !

sought to be acouired for right of way purposes in connection with the con-

struction of the highway project extending between Glenns Ferry and King

Hill were necessary for such use, and ordered the Legal Department to file a

condemnation suit in the prooer Court against the owner of said property to

determine the value thereof, if the Highw_ Department and the owner or owners
of siad lands are unable to agree on the purchase price.

T}_REU_N, the Board adjourned until 9:00 o'clock A.M., •Thursday, October
ll, 1951.

THURSDAY - October ll; 1951

Pursuant to adjournment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o'clock A.N. on

Thrusday, October ll, 1951, with W. Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District

No. l; 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. h, was spokesman. This appointment

with the Board was requested to present to them the Forest Service's problems

in connection with forest highways and forest development roads.

Oc+.ober Ii, ! _I
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The Acting i{egional Forester infor_:iedthe Board that there were two phase,s
to their nroblem. First - the maintenance problela, and s_cond - the loggers'

problem of i ad limits on roads leacing from federally-owned logging areas.

The forest service has access to two appropriatio _s for road funds. One -

forest highwa 2 fundsj and two - forest developments funds. F:orest highway funds

are expended on projects that have been agreed u_oon jointly b2 the State, _reau
of _blic Roads and Forest Service. Projects progrm_aed _nder this agree_ent

_Tmst m_et certain requiremeDts_ and any hi_,hway 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 _)roblem. Since the war Congress has been taking more
of e definite stand• on forest development road funds with the effect that the

money is d_initely appro':rJa0ed for the construction and maintenance of roads

needed by the F:_,restService in transacting its own business, such as roads for fire
control and access to t_a0_:r, but not public travel. _ashington requests that

_y National Forest Road on _hich less than 25_ of the total traffic is for the
forest service be maintained by other public agencies. The Forest Service is

stretching be_,ond what _or_st Development Service directs them to do in that

the_ are SPending a portion of forest development funds for maintenance of other
forest reads. Funds ap_>roved for forest roads are around seventeen million

dollars a year, but each year the agpropriations have been less than that amount,

and it tak_e about ,_i_[htmillion dollars to maintain forest development roads
and the balance is for access to timber and other construction.

The road from arrowrock i{eservoir to Atlanta was cited as an example.

This road w_s 'm_ilt with CCC labor and has been maintained by the Forest Service

who spend from eight to ten thousano d<:llars a ear in maintenance_ however,
this does not maimtain the road to a satisfactory standard, it is a heavily

traveled road, and the traffic is predominately public traffic. It is located

mostly im Elmore Count__ a_d last winter was kept open by a ]fining Companj and
the National Guard. The _cting Regional Forester told the Board that since _ost

of the traffic was publ_c traffic, this road could be placed on the forest high-
accomolm_he(_ by _: agreement for msf_ntenance by localway system. This could be "_ '

agencies.

og knowing
He was desirous/whether t_e State would be willing to p_t this road on the

state hi!_hway system or if the county would be w_lling to put it on their county

road s_stem 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 _lad to do so if Congress _o_I_ appropriate the money.

The Board told the delegation that it was doubtful if this road sao_Id be

on the state highway system, as at the present t_e tmere w_re so many principal

highways that needed to be const_cted. They felt their first obligation was

to try to get the main highways b_ilt to a higher standard.

The seco_d ohase of _he probl_ confronting the Forest Service concerned

the ha_ling of logs. If the lo,_rs__ are not oe_itted_ to haul oversize loads_

they will have to reduce their loads as much as fifty per cent, and, in so doing,
the Forest Service _ill not realize as m_ch from their t_ber sales.

• ,j
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At the present time the Forest Service is contemplating a sale in the
Deadwood Basin. The railhead is at Banks. The road from Crouch to Lo_nan

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

ibly spend $100,000.O0 on this road. If the loggers are not permitted to

haul oversize loads, they will have to reload at Orou_h as the road from

Grouch to Banks is a state highway. The Forest Service naturally is inter-

ested in getting as _flch 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 section of state

highways be removed from state maintenance with me understanding that the
loggers could haul full size loads but would have to maintain the road.

The Acting Regional Forester was of thG 6pinion that this could probably

- be arranged through an agreement between the Forest Service and the State,
if a forest development road, and oetweeo the Forest Service and Burean of

_blic Roads, if a forest highway. The Forest Service has been info_ed 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 noZ expect

action on their part at this time, but his purpose in requesting this meeting

was to acquaint 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 s_stem to connect

with logging roads that will lead to railw_rs, 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 apooin_ent re_resentatives of the Kingscliffe

Corporation, Ada County, Idaho Power Company, Jr. Chamber of Commerce, Depart-
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 fact that the Dep%rtment 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 prepsratory to making an extended

ffnspection trip _o North and Eastern Idaho.

During this trip the official action was taken on the following matters:

On the evening of October ll, the members of the Board from District No.

1 and District oNo. 2, accompained by the State ILighway 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 Board met with the Northern Idaho Chamber !-

of Cor&merce where each member of the Board _d State Highway _eer add-
ressed the Chamber on highway problems, and later that evening/t_-Coeur d' i
Alene.



The following day the_v proceeded to Idaho Fails by way of ]_est Yellowstone,
l.lontana.

On l_ionday,October 15, the Board officially recoo_]_t Idaho Falls to
consider bids which had been zeceived on the repairifig'_ind a_lteration of the

Statesman Building now under lease to the Department of Highways to prepare

tlle brilding ior occupancy.

The State Highway _ngineer recommended that a_ard be made to C. B. Lauch

Construction Company of Boise, Idaho, the low bidder, on his low bid of

$I),898.OO; the Znsineer's Estimate being _20,iO0.00. This recommendation was
approved unanimously by the Soard and it was so ordered.

The Board then met A. J. Christensen, District Engineer for District No. 6

who accom?ained then on an ins_ecticn of the roads in his district_ and later in

the day_ the B_ard inspected h:ighways in District No. i.

Tuesday_ October 16_ accom_airci by C. a. Kelly, District Engineer for

District _b. i_ they continued their insoection of state highways in District

!b. I, an_ especially _ne uroan hi&_hway problems at Pocatello.

On i,ednesday, October 17, the Board inspected highways in District No. 2

_.,ithDistrict Engineer H. B. Sternberg, and on Thursday, October I_ the ?oard
reconvened at Boise.

T_iL'R]DaY- October 15_ 1951

The 'Board reconvened at 9:00 A..T:I.on _rsoay_ October 18j 1951, with all
members an_ the State Hi_h_a_ Engineer present.

The 3oard t}._enh_ard a delegation from farm_a concerning the condition of
C'

._orm_.s near _a_a on U._. We. ?5. The delc'_iationpointed o_t that the bridge

___]. _._s dangerously narrow and that a:proach to the brid,_e curved sharply making

it very difficult for hea_y trucks to negotiate the apF.roache,s safely.

The £oard i;_formed the delegation that they recognized the l_.w standard

of many bri_g,_s on _Le ...._ highway s_,'stembt_t that there were other situations

much worse than the one under disc_tssion. Srir_in_ the brmd_e_ on the state

highways system to a satisfactory standard is serinusly handicapped because of

the difficulty of obtaining steel @_ring the present_ emergency_ and it seemed

very dot_btful that remedial measurers co_:_idbe taken on the Parma' bridge in the

in. udiate future. The Board then instructed the State Highway Engineer to _ake

a careful investigation of this situation and report to the Board at its ne,"¢t

regular meeting.

The National academy of Science_ acting through the IIighway Research

Board has requested additional funds for the construction of the ,_estern test

section road being built south of l_ialad,Idaho. The request is for an additional

ten thousand dollars as Idaho's share of the cost of the project.

The Boated authorized the State Highway Engineer to execute the agreement
for the additional funds.

9



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

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

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until their n_xt regular meeting, November

8, 1951.
R. C. RICH, Chairman
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
November 8, 1951

MINUTES OF THE _EGULAR MEETING OF THE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHT.AYDIRECTORS

November 8-14, 195"1

The regalar meeting of the Idaho Board of Highway Directors was con-
vaned in Boom 207 of the Capitol Building at 9:00 o'clock A.M. on November
8, 19Sl.

Present were N. Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No. I; l_oscoe
C. Rich, Director from District No. Z; Leonard K. Floan, Director from Dis-
trict No. S; and Farle V. Mil]er, State Highws_ Engineer and Acting Secretary
of the Board.

M_nutes of the regular meeting held October 10-18, 1981 were read and
approved by the Board,

Consideration was given to bids which had been received on October 19,
1951, and the follov__ngaction was taken:

The first bids considered were for Idaho Federal Aid Project No. S-280(I),
consisting of constructing the roadway and crushed gravel surfacing on _.B09
miles of the East Branch Road betwe_ Priest River and Coolin in Bonner County.
The State Highway Engineer had exercised the authority given him by the _oard
and had awarded the contract to Lacey & Son of Lewiston, Idaho, the low
bidder_ on October _4, 1951, in the amount of _92,998.40; the _hgineer'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
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Highway U.S. i_o.lO nest Cataldo and Highways State 41 and U. S. No. I0 Alt.
near Newport aod Cl._rksFork in Kootenai and 3ormer Counties. The State
ilighwayingineer had exercised the authority given h_n by the Board and had
awarded the contract to Stone & Thaut Construction of Spokane, :'_ashington,
the low bDdder, on October 20, 1951, in the amom_t of $66,500.00; the V_ugineer's
Estilnatebeing _S2,O00.00.

_e last bids to be considered were for State Aid Project No. 254(1) Sec-

tion 2-}Jo_'bh,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
l_oject No. 254(1) Section 2-North_ (LucicyPeak Dam _elocation) in Ada County.
The stere li_ghws_vEngineer had exercised the authority _iven him by the Board
an_1had awarded the contract to Quinn Bros. & i_obbinsof Boise, Idaho, the low

bidder, on October 29, 19S1, in the amount of $S14,276.50; the Engineer's
' Estimate being _58,924.50.

The;rebeing no dissenting opinion_ the recomm_dations of the State High-
way Engineer were adopted, and the Board unanimously concurred in the action

'_" Emg_n_e_ on t_e above projects.of the State _.:ghway " _ '

L_r.Ellswort_hreported that he had talked with _. L. E. Johnston, _an_ser,........
Idaho Oper'ations_:fl_e__"_ of the Atomic F_erg7 Com_fission,concerning the appli-
cation of accessroad funds tc the construction of the _4_inButtes Highway;
inasmuch as more th_ on_-h_lf of the traffic moving over this route is on
busines___directly connected _r'±t_the Atomic Energy Commission's development.
The State Highway Engineer suggested that it might be helpful for _Ir.Johnston
of the Atomic Luergy Commission, Mr. Ellsworth_ Member of the Board of Highway
Directors _d the State P_ghway Engineer to meet and discuss the possibility
of ha-_ingaccess f_nds applied to the construction of the Twin Buttes High,,my;
however, no definite action was t_<ea and consideration of the matter was de-
ferred to a later date.

The Board authorized the State Highway _gineer to attend the emergency
meeting of the _omm_ttee on Ac_r.._nistrationof the /_merics_uAssociation of State

_f[ci_Is _.t_h_cago on November 27_ 195!.Highway _ " "' _

_fne2oar4 accc!_.tedthe recommendation of the State Highway Engineer that
"by agre,_::-_tthe State will rem,_zesnow this winter, when necessar_F,from the

_ - but with the definite understanding _d_,atit is cnly for theBogus _Dasin_ .rod,
_'¢interof 195].and 19S_, and only because the Department of Law Enforcement

_.. __ ,_ _-*+and _'+_,,__hway De_ar m h_ have installations in that area _hich may prove
necessary for Ci,_] Defense. The _greement to remove snow from ,,h_-Bogus
Da_in road for _be vffnters_.a<<,nof ID_ and 1952 is entered into with the

definite undcrst_n,4ingthat the Board does not feel it to be the proper func-
ti<;nof the _4_.__.<,.,_ llighwayDe_-ar[.,_nt%0 maintain traffic to any recreational
area not.on the sty,_e high,_Jsysystm!_. 'l_eSoar<!.authorizedthe State l{ighway
_o_incer to w,qrkout the detail _n line with the policy laid dm,m by the Doard
and to =.v_,+_ the o ._....

The m:_{ter of the Springston Bridge was d3_mtssed_ and sJx_ce [Le structure
is not,on the state bighwav systea:,the Boar4 instructed the State Highway
Engineer t_ so inform the local _-_"_._e_.
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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
Jerome'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 been executed auhhorizing the payment.

The Board thereupon authorized the State Highway Engineer to execute
the Cooperative )_aintenanceAgreement 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 _ssoeiation. _r. Harold West, Chairman of the Com-
mittee, acted as spokesman for the group. _._.J_est stated that they had re-
quested this meeting not to criticize and have hard feelings with the new
Board of Highway Directors, but rather to tr-yand 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 Commlssioners
at two meetings heldj one in Boise, October 24, 1951 and the other in Idaho
Falls, November I, 1951:

1. 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 _hgineer or Supervisor be recognized
by the State Department of Highways as a Rssident 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 specificaticms either based
on lowest bids or engineer's estimates.

4. That _essure groups not be recognized ahead of County Commis-
sioners on road matters within their own county.

5. "Does the order by the State Highway Department saying that
no state equipment w_ll be allowed to remove snow from county
roads, except in emergency, mean the severance of all of the
trading of _quipment and men back and forth between the State
and County?"

In the discussion which follc_ed concerning the first recommendation,
}it.West pointed out that in the past one m_n in the highway 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 v
any one county. Because of this, often times, especially in the district i
offices of the highway department, where the engineers are busy with pri- i
mary projects arf_other work, the secondary roads are not given any special
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atte_ti-?n. 3_e ergL_:eers ,,_orkcn 'be secondary projects as hhey have time

a'-:d_hi£ ceu_es delay. :_'r.?i_st s_d that he was no+.,in a posi+kon to say_
_ut due to L};e Fact thst _he Bureau of }ub!ic koads did not recog_:_ze the

Coun!ier,_ he be]_._evedthere _,-_!'_ be _ __econdary roads man in each of the
_,,-_s_._......• .....offices _ +.h_t +_,e.... •_con,_ar _,,_projects cou]_d be hurried along.

The Born'4 told ':hedelegation th::_tthey reeognizJ_ the need for more

technical help on the secondary ro_1 pro_a_, as well as other phases of the

h',ghw_r proiTam, but that they were find_ng it very difficult to obtain qua.li-

fted personnel ;_t the _laries they were permitted to r:sY at the present time.

in the (iiseussion of the second reco_endation, lit.]'_eststated that %,he

Count__es were wi]]infj to So, the engineering, but had been reluctant to do so

because their engineers' were not recognizsJ. He said that the Counties were

_,_dll]ngto assume the _b!ig_tion of engineering if they would get the "go"

sign. !{_ qu,_ted the following excer?t from the Feder_! ;id Act: "that any
St_te liigbway Depaz'b_lentmay _mrr_nge wdth any County or group of Counties hsv-

i_g comFetent high_,_r en_neering personnel_ suitably organized and equipped

to supervise construction and maintenance of a county-unit or group-unit basis
for the construction and mainten_,nce 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 _ngineering Examiners
dete_,_Sne w_.ether an en._in_er is competent or not_ and the law makes it manda-

tory that engineerin_ duties above a certain grade of imi_orhsnce must, be i_er-

formed by a licensed engineer. The State Highway Engineer said he did not

believe there was _ny ]_aw against putting a county en_.neer on the payroll

while a certain job was being constructed if he was qualified, lie suggested

that if one County lid not have enough work to justify the services of an

engineer tb_t perhars several counties could get together and hire a competent

engineer that would be recogydzed.

in regarC to +.,hethird recommendation_ h'r. 7_est erFressed the opinion

that all of the counties feel that they could save money by building their

o]_ ro_ds. Ib.e State Highway Engineer did not fully agree and pointed out

that any extensive road construction efforts were almost certain to require

the p]_chase of constructi(__ machinery_ which the cour_ies as a rule do not

have in sufficient quantities. There seems to be no reason why the counties

could not coo_e_'ate in the use of _'#,atmachinery they find to be surplus to
their maintenance operations by doing that part of the work they are able and

qualified to do or if desired rent their idle equipment to a contractor.

_. &est then wanted to know if the county engineers did the survey work

if %hey could just send in a centerline profile as this would save a greet deal

of engineering costs.

The State High_y Engineer replied that he could see no reason why this

ccu3_! not be do_e, and that the State Highwdy Department would approve any

plans which had the approval of the Bureau of Public f_oads for secondary work.

In clcsing the discussion, the State Highway Eagineer said t!_t he would
1_ke to have i:r. West qualify this third recommenda_on, as he was of the open:ion

there we_'e be':te_'way'.:to build 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 satisfactory solution to the
difficulties encountered.

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-
t.ionis desirable, an agreement should be prepared and signed by both parties.

By appointment_ the Board at this time heard a delegation from Oneida
County concerning the section Qf road between Holbrook and Roy, which the 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 decisian 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; h_,rever,they felt that it should be done on a busi-
ness like ba_s and that an agreement should be prepared and signed by both
parties.

The Director of the Fish and Game Dep_rtment, _. _urrsy, met with the
Board and explained that they had obtained through gift and purchase posses-
sion of the former Farragut Naval Base, consisting c_ about 3,800 acres, and
were desirous of fencing the tract in order to better pursue their wildlife
studies. This _lll, of course, close the present road now used by the pub-
lic across the Farragut Nav_l 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. Murray
requested that a decision be reached between now and May I, 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.
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_]e 5oar,T_ +_-.,enrec,_,tv_dby ai,io!_ntment a delegation from the !_Ll!sd.ale

iiigh;v._Li_ trict an,,__.[urtaughI-_ghw_y District. These Highway Districts

had previously requested one of the 140 foo_, steel s_n of *.he old i_eisar

bridge to replace an old bridge over the Snake kiver at a bri:Ige site known

as the T_i]mer crossing.

The Boar@ informed the delegation that in chec!<in_ the records they had

fou_] that the state highway def.artment had agreed to give th_ ttis span and

it was their intention to fulfill the promises that had beau made by their

predecessorsj so they coul_ see no reason why these Highway Districts could
net depe_n_.!on getting this sgan _heu available.

The Eden South road was t_]on discussed_ and the delegation was desirous

of kno_dng whether or not the State wo11!d be willing to participate in part

of the matching funds.

The 9card informed the c]e]egation that there were no State funds available

and that they were of the opinion that it was clearly the intent of the State
law that state }_igh_t_yfunds shoul@ be spent exclusively rot the maint_ance_

c _nstruction _nd _!e,_ol}ment of highways in the state high_,_eysystem. If the

legislature had _qy other theory, the Board said they believed it would have
been so stated in the law.

k_e Po_rd then recessed the November 8, !951 meeting until their rett,rn

from an insi_ection trip to _Torth_n l_aho.

According to !_i!a_,the _oard left Boise on their Northern idaho visit

ea:ly on the morning of Novamber 9, 1951, and met District [hgineer J. J.

_IcCre_]y at Lewiston early in the afternoon of that s_me day. The remainder
of Novamber o an(]the forenoon of Nov_m_ber I0 was spent in an inspection of

r_(_s in District No. 4, a_4 especially the Lewiston-Orehards roads, the lo-

cation of the requested curb cuts on the approaches to the bridge over the

Clearwater _iver in Le_miston_ the proposed project from Le_i_ton to Spalding
on the Lewis and Clark !_way (U.S. No. 95), and the old Lewiston office

buildings. The Board then proceeded to Moscow for the night.

On _unday morning_ November I!_ the Board proceeded to St. Marles _t_ere

they were met by a considerable group of St. _{ar-_escitizenry. An inspection
-_as made of the site of the proposed bridge across the St. Joe river at that

point. The Board th_n proceeded to Coe,_r d'Alene where they con_nunicated by

telephone vdth District _gineer S. }[. Parsons at his home. From Coeur d'Alene

they proceeded northward on the U.S. No. 9_ (U.S. No. _) through Standpoint to

E_nners Ferry and returns] to Sandpo'nt that night.

On _tonday morning_ November I?_ the Board returned to Coeur d'?_lene by

way of Priest kiver, Newport_ Spirit Lake _nd Rathdrum_ and proceeded through

!'._allacean J }iissoula_ }_ontana to Salmon, Idaho where the5" spent the night.

Tuesday_ }:ovembe_ 13, an inspection was made of State Route No. _8 between
hlmon and Lea_re. 0n retouching to Salmon, the Board proceeded southwar@ over

U.S. _[o. 93 by way of Challis and Arco and to Atomic City and then ret_n'ned to

Arco and proceeded to Boise by way of Shoshone and Gooding.

.....,_,_r"-]4, !"5_
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"._DNESDAY- November 14, 1951

The Board reconvened in Room 20? of the Capitol Building at 9:00
o'clock A.U. on Wednesday, Now_mber 14, 1951, _dth all members and the
State 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 0rofino. The
Board unanimously disallowed the claim as the improvement was not on the
state highway syst_ and was performed without authorization of the depart-
me_t of highways.

The next matter discussed was the purchase of property adjacent to the
land recently acquired at Strawberry Gle_. 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 $8,000.00.

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 maintenauce yard at Elk River, Idaho, consisting of Lot I of Block
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 Hizhways, _nd the property above described is deemed surplus and title
to said property shall be transferred to the State Board of Land Commissioners_
subject to 4isposition of said Board in accordance with the provisions of
Chapter 22_ of the Idaho 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 Directors does hereby declare that the
old District No. 4 office building and yard at Levdston, Idaho, consisting
of Lots 6 and 8 of Block 6 of Thompson's Second Addition to Lewiston, idaho_
and Lot lO of Block 6 of _s. S. C. Thompson's Second Addition to the City
of Lewiston_ Idaho, together with all 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_ _ab-
ject to disposition of said Board in accordance with the provisions of Chap-
ter 225 of the Idaho Session Laws of 19S_I.

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

Beginning at a junction with the Lewis and Clark Hi,way at 21st Street
in Lewiston and ext_q_ng southerly to the south city limits of Lewiston via
21st Street, thence contin_Lng 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, _ange 5 West, all in Nez force
Co_mty, and known as the Thain ioad.

November 14, 1951
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Beginnin:L _t, a juncMe, n _rith the 3av_,oot,h Fark H_hway _t Gimlet sad
_._ ,_ ..... t )+,_rk o_ ;.iao_ _iver for a dista_,ce of+ ::_ppro_,:'-_tc]y

C.C miles, all ",n _l_r:e C:_r+y_ _] knm'm _,_; tbe Tri_.umph-LL_e r'oa,_.

i_ebdn!-..i:_g -_ : juu-ie tJ <;,-, _'4th tY e -,._+ _.: .':+ ,on ........ Hi<_hway approx__mately
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FOR GROUP QUALIFICATIONS)
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Ih_{C BOA£_)CF HIGIiI:&_Y_ii_ECTOBS L

December 10-15, 2981

The regular meeting of the Idaho Board o£ Highway Directors was convened
in the 011 State_am Buildir_g_605 ._L'_inStreet, Boffse,at 9:00 o'clock J_._,!.on
December I0, 1951.

Present were W. Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No. ]4 floscoe C.
Rich_ Director from District No. 2; Leonard K. Floan, _irector from District
No. _; and Earle V. i,il!er, J'tateHighway Engineer _nd Acting Secret_ry of
the Board.

,_nutes of the regu!_m n_eetingh_!d _ovember 8-!4_ 1951 were read m_d ap-
proved by the Board.

Bids were considered for Idaho Federal Aid PrOject Nos. S-!754(I) and
.S-1755(I)_ consistmno of constructing the roadway and a roadmix bituminous

surface on 2.633 miles of the Robin 7_esti_oadand on 4.65_ .milesof the

_[cCammon-i_obinl{oad,from i_obinto Arimoa knovm as Idaho Federal Aid Project
ho_. g_-1754(I)and 5-1755(I) in Bannock Uounty. The State Highway Fmgineer
recommended that the contract be awarded to the _estern Construction Company,
Pocatello_ Idaho, on their low _d of _I05_150.I0; the Engineer's Estimate
being _I_8_g15.80. The award net to become effective until Bannock had de- I
posited tb_r share of the funclswith the Departn,ent of Highz-ays. The Board i
concurred unanimously in this recommendation am! it _s so nrdered.

The Board authorized the State Highway _gineer to proceed with the bid
opening to be he!_ on December 2!,1951, an_ to a_<_r4the contracts provided
they were _dtbin the limits of the p(qicy of the Board, on the following
projects:

Stockpile Project No. 7_ f,_rnishingcrushed gr_vel and cover coat
material in stockpiles in _annock an@ Bear Lake Counties.

Stockpile l_rojectNo. 76_ furnishing crushed gravel in stockpiles
in Ada County.

Stockpile Project No. 77, f_urnishingcr,_shedgravel in stockpiles
in El_moreCounty.

Project No. FI-202_(2), constructing the roadway and a bituminous
surface treatment or._.$34 miles of the ilorthSide Highway from
Wendell Southeast in Gooding County.

It was necessary to file a condemnation action against Julius }larion
_organ and R. W. King_ owners of certain properties which were necessary for
use in connection with the construction of Project No. FI-202_(2), and the
9oard authorized the p_ment of _17_705.00 for this property.

The Board then received a delegation from Cwyhee County for _bom
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APPROVED NOVEMBER l_, 1951

BY - IDAHO BOARD OF HIG_VAY DIRECTORS

Roscoe C. Rich - Chairman

Leonard K. Floan - Member

W. 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 VOLU_S

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

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

ENGINEERING
GROUP Co A. F° GROUP

CODE JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE

lO0 ADMINISTRATIVE

lO1 Board of Directors Statutory

102 Board Secretary III 360 - 450

105 State Highway Engineer IX 1,000 - 1,250

106 Asst. State _ghway Engineer VIII 830 - 920

120 Engineering Officer VII 730 - 820

130 Construction Engineer VII 730 - 820

140 Maintenance Engineer VII 730 - 820

150 Planning Officer VI VI 640 - 720

160 Administrative Officer VI VI 640 - 720

180 Asst. Attorney General Statutory
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POSITION CODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP C.A.F. GROUP

CODE JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE

200 ENGIkU_ERING

201 Chief Locating Engineer VI 640 - 720

202 Locating Engineer Class II V 550 - 630

203 Aerial Survey Engineer IV 440 - 540

204 Urban Designer IV 440 - 540

205 Urban Engineer V 550 - 630

206 Locating Engineer Class I IV 440 - 5$0

207 Highway Design Class III IV 440 - 540

208 Highway Design Class II III 360 - 450

209 Highway Design Class I II 320 - 380

210 Draftsman Class IV IIl 360 - 450

211" Draftsman Class III II 320 - 380

212 Draftsman Class II I 280 - 340

213 Draftsman Class I B 240 - 300

214 Tracer A 220 - 260

215 Machine Operator-Reproduction II 320 - 380

216 Asst. Machine Opr.
Reproduction B 240 - 300

217 Record Clerk B 240 - 300

220 Plans Engineer VI 640 - 720

221 Asst. Plans Engineer V 550 - 630

222 P.S. & E. Engineer IV 440- 540

223 P.S. & E. Assistant III 360- 450

225 Secondary Roads Engineer VI 640 - 720

230 Bridge Engineer VI 640 - 720

231 Asst. Bridge Engineer V 550 - 630



EQSITI_____ON,.C__OD_LASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGIneERING
GROUP C. Ao Fo GROUP

CODE JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE

236 Bridge Design Class II IV 440 - 540

237 Brid_e Design Class I III 360 - 450

240 Materials Engineer VI 6&O - 720

241 Asst. Materials Engineer V 550 - 630

242 Testing Engineer IV 4&O - 5&O

243 Asst. Testing Technician III 360 - 450

24& Geologist IV 440 - 540

245 Lab. Technician Class V III 360 - 450

246 Lab. Technician Class IV II 320 - 380

247 Lab. Technician Class III I 280 - 340

248 Lab Technician Class II B 2&O - 300

249 Lab. Technician Class I A 220 - 260

255 Chemist Class II III 360 - &50

256 Chemist Class I II 320 - 380

260 District Materials Engineer IV A&O - 540

265 District Materials Technician III 360 - 450

266 Asst. _istrict Matl'so 320 - 380
Technician II

267 Inspector Class III III 560 - 450

268 Inspector Class II II 320 - 380

269 Inspector Class ! I 280 - 340
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POSITION, CODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGIS_ERING
GROUP C° A. F. GROUP

CODE JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE

280 Right of 14ayEngineer VI 640 - 720

281 Asst. Right of Way Engineer V 550 - 630

282 Right of Way Agent III 360 - 450

283 Right of Way Assistant II 320 - 380

284 Appraiser Class II IV 440 - 5AO

285 Appraiser Class I III 360 - &50

287 Draftsman Right of Way B 240 - 300

290 E.I.T. Engineer I 280 - 3AO

291 E°I.T° Engineer II 320 - 380

292 E.I.T. Engineer III 360 - _50

295 Contract Engineer IV _A0 - 5&0
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POSITIONL_C_ODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP Co A. Fo GROUP

CODE JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE

_00 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 440 - 540

313 Project Chief III 360 - 450

320 Transitman Class II II 320 - 380

321 Transitman Class I I 280 - 340

322 Leveln_n I 280 - 340

330 Rodman B 240 - 300

331 Head Chainman B 240 - 300

332 Rear Chainman A 220 - 260

333 Scaleman B 240 - 300

334 Checker A 220 - 260

335 Stakeman A 220 - 260
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POSITION, CODEz CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP C.A.F. GROUP

CODE JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE

200 _fAINTENANCE

402 Asst. Maintenance Engineer V 550 - 630

405 Transportation Officer II 320 - 380

410 Equi_nent Supervisor V 550 - 630

411 Master Mechanic IV 440 - 540

412 Shop Foreman III 360 - 450

A13 Equipment Clerk II 320 - 380

41A District M_intenance Engr. IV 440 - 540

415 District Maintenance Supt. Ill 360 - 450

416 _intenance Foreman Class II II 320 - 380

417 _aintenance Foreman Class I I 280 - 340

418 Const. Supt, Class II III 360 - 450

419 Const. Supt. Class I II 320 - 380

420 Striping Crew Foreman II 320 - 380

425 Radio Engineer III 360 - 450

426 Radio Technician II 320 - 380

430 Equipment Opr° Class III I 280 - 340

431 Equipment Opt. Class II B 2/+0- 300

432 Equipment Opt. Class I A 220 - 260

435 Machinest I 280 - 340

436 Mechanic I 280 - 340

437 Mechanic Helper A 220 - 260
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POSITION, CQD_E,CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP C.A.F. GROUP

CODE JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE

440 Electrician I 280 - 340

441 Welder I 280 - 340

442 Body & Fender Mechanic I 280 - 340

443 Blacksmith I 280 - 340

445 Sign Foreman I 280 - 340

446 Painter Class II B 240 - 300

447 Painter Class I A 220 - 260

450 Service Nan B 240 - 300

451 Utility Man A 220 - 260

452 Parts Man A 220 - 260

460 Janitor-Janitress Class II B 240 - 300

461 Janitor-Janitress Class I A A 185 - 260

465 Watchman A A 185 - 260

470 Carpenter I 280 - 340

480 Laborer A 220 - 260

481 Flagman A 220 - 26,O

482 Axman A 220 - 260
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POSITION: CODE, CLASSIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP Co A. F. GROUP

CODE JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATIONS CLASSIFICATIONS SALARY RANG___E

500 PLANNING

501 State Traffic Engineer V 550 - 630

502 Traffic Engineer IV 440 - 51_O

503 Asst. Traffic Technician III III 360 - 450

505 Planning Survey Manager V V 550 - 630

510 Cartographer III 360 - 450

519 Traffic Analyst Class II IV IV 440 - 540

520 Traffic Analyst Class I III 360 - 450

521 F.A.S. Analyst III 360 - 450

525 Traffic Supervisor II 320 - 380

526 Road Life Supervisor II 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 240 - 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 240 - 300
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0

POSITIONx__COD____CLASSIFICATIONAND SALARY RANGE

ENGINEERING
GROUP C. A. F. GROUP

CODE JOB TITLE CLASSIFICATION CLASSIFICATION SALARY RANGE

600 OFFICE

603 Accountant Class III III 360 - 450

610 Accountant Class II II 320 - 380

611 Accountant Class I I 280 - 340

615 Tab Supervisor II 320 - 380

616 Tab Operator B 240 - 300

617 Key Punch A 185 - 260

620 District Clerk II 320 - 380

625 Clerk Class III I 280 - 3AO

626 Clerk Class II B 240 - 300

627 Clerk Class I A 185 - 260

640 Purchasing Supervisor III 360 - 450

650 Personnel Officer III 360 - 450

670 Publicity and Public Relations III 360 - 450
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SALARY RANGES _ND GROUP CLASSIFICATIONS

ENGINEF_ING CAF
GROUP CLASSIFICATION & SALARY RANGE GROUP CLASSIFICATION & SALARY RANGE

A 220-260 A 185-260

B 240-300 B 240-300

I 280-340 I 280-340

II 320-380 II 320-380

III 360-450 III 360-450

IV 440-540 IV 440-540

V 550-630 V 550-630

VI 640-720 VI 640-720

VII ?30-820 VII ?30-820

VIII 830-920 VIII 830-920

IX 1000-1250 IX 1000-1250
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BASIC SALARY PLAN

GROUP

1. 2. io _i_.__ 5..... 6.

C.A.Fo A 185 200 215 230 245 260
• ENGR.

A 220 228 236 24& 252 260

B 240 252 264 276 288 300

I 280 292 304 316 328 340

II 320 332 344 356 368 380

III 360 378 396 414 432 _50

IV 440 460 480 500 520 540

V 550 566 582 598 614 630

VI 640 656 672 688 704 720

VII 730 748 766 784 802 820

VIII 830 848 866 884 902 920

IX i000 1050 Ii00 1150 1200 1250
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GROUP A (ENGINEERING)

220-260

CODE: POSITION CLASS

482 Axman
335 Checker
432 Equipment Operator I
481 Flagman
249 Lab. Technician I
480 Laborer
551 Map Clerk
437 Mechanic Helper
447 Painter I
452 Parts Man
332 Rear Chainman
335 Stakeman
214 Tracer
451 Utility Man

(CAr)

185-260

627 Clerk I
532 Interviewer
461 Janitor I
617 Key Punch Operator
533 Receiving Clerk
465 Watchman

GROUP B (ENGINEERING)

240-300

216 Assistant Machine Opt.
Reproduction

213 Draftsman I
287 Draftsman-Right of Way
431 Equipment Operator II
331 Head Chainman
248 Lab. Technician II
446 Painter II
217 Record Clerk
330 Ro_an
333 Scaleman
450 Service Man
540 Traffic - Counter - Repair
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(CAF)

2hO - 300

CODE POSITION CLASS

626 Clerk II
A60 Janitor II
531 Recorder
562 Statistician I
616 Tab Operator

GROUP I (ENGINEERING)

28O - 340

4h3 Blacksmith
4h2 Body and Fender Mechanic
470 Carpenter
212 Draftsman II
440 Electrician
430 Equipment Operator III
290 E.I.T. Engineer
269 Inspector I
247 Lab° Technician III
322 Levelman
435 Machinest
417 Maintenance Foreman I
436 Mechanic
445 Sign Foreman
321 Transitman I
441 Welder

(CAF)
280-340

611 Accountant I

625 Clerk III
530 Party Chief
561 Statistician II

GROUP II (ENGINEERING)
320-380

266 Ass't. District Materials
Technician

426 Radio Technician
256 Chemist I
419 Construction Supt. I
211 Draftsman III
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GROUP II (ENGINEERING) CONT'D.
320-380

CODE POSITION CLASS

291 EoI.To Engineer
413 Equipment Clerk
209 Highway Designer I
268 Inspector II
246 Lab. Technician IV
215 Machine Opr. Reproduction
416 Maintenance Foreman II
420 Striping Crew Foreman
320 Transitman II
A05 Transportation Officer

(CAF)
320-380

610 Accountant II
620 District Clerk
283 Right of Way Assistant
526 Road Life Supervisor
615 Tab. Supervisor
525 Traffic Supervisor

GROUP III (ENGINEERING)
360-450

243 Ass't. Testing Technician
503 Asset. Traffic Technician
237 Bridge Designer I
510 Cartographer
255 Chemist II
418 Construction Supt. II
415 District Maintenance Supt.
265 District Materials Technician
210 Draftsman IV
292 E.I.T. Engineer
208 Highway Designer II
267 Inspector III
245 Lab. Technician V
223 PS&EAssistant
313 Project Chief
425 Radio Engineer
412 Shop Foreman
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GROUP III (ENGINEERING) CONT'D.

(CAF)

CODE POSTION CLASS

285 Appraiser I
603 Accountant III
102 Board Secretary
521 F.A.S. Analyst
650 Personnel Officer
670 Publicity & Public Relations
640 Purchasing Supervisor
282 Right of Way Agent
560 Statistician III
520 Traffic Analyst I

GROUP IV (ENGINEERING)

44O-54O

203 Aerial Survey Engineer
236 Bridge Designer II
260 District Materials Engineer
414 District Maintenance Engineer
244 Geologist
207 Highway Designer III
411 Master Mechanic
222 PS&E Engineer
312 Resident Engineer
242 Testing Engineer
507 Traffic Engineer
204 Urban Designer
206 Locating Engineer I

(CAF)
440-540

284 Appraiser II
519 Traffic Analyst II

GROUP V (ENGINEERING)
550-630

302 Ass't. Construction Engineer
402 Ass't. Maintenance Engineer
241 Ass't. Materials Engineer
221 Ass't. Plans Engineer
281 Assft. Right of Way Engineer
231 Ass't. Bridge Engineer
202 Locating Engineer II
311 Senior Resident Engineer
501 State Traffic Engineer
205 Urban Engineer
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GROUP V (ENGINEERING) CONT'D.
(OAF)
550-630

CODE POSITION CLASS

_i0 Equi_nent Supervisor
505 Planning Survey Manager

GROUP VI (ENGINEERING.)
6&0-720

203 Bridge Engineer
201 Chief Locating Engineer

310 District Engineer
2&O Materials Engineer
220 Plans Engineer
280 Right of Way Engineer

225 Secondary Roads Engineer

(CAF)
6&0-720

160 Administrative Officer
150 Planning Officer

GROUP VII (ENGINEERING)
730-820

130 Construction Engineer
120 Engineering Officer
i_0 Maintenance Engineer

GROUP VIII (ENGINEERING)
830-920

106 Asset. State Highway Engineer

GROUP IX (ENGINEERING)
1000-1250

105 State Highway Engineer

STATUTORY

180 Ass't. Attorney General
lO1 Board of Directors
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SUBSTITUTING EDUCATION FOR EXPF_RIENCE

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.
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GROUP A

ENGINEERING 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 or 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 REQUIR_NTS: To qualify for a position
within this Group, one shall possess the Specific Position Re-
quirements under the specific position.

- 22 -



GROUP B

ENGIREERING POSITIONS

DESCRIPTION AND DUTIES: Under _mmediate 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 REQUIRF_NTS: 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

ADMINISTRATIVE AND FISCAL__AF) POSITIONSCLERICA__L

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 reoroduction equipment or to perform other similar duties;
to performthe usual duties of the CAF positions classified within
this group.

MINIM_4 GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to two

years of college with completion of subjects relating to the
specific position, OR, education equivalent to graduation from
high school 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.



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.

MINIFi_[ GROUP REQUIREF_NTS: 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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G__ROUP____II

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 reproduction 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 REQUIRF_ENTS: 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 REQUIRF/MENTS: Education 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 sch6ol, 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 II

CLFRICAL, ADMINISTRATIVE AND FISCAL (CAF) P.OSITIONS

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 fr_n 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 involving 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 REQUIREFZNTS: 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 engine@ring 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 beem
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 PosiZion Requirements
listed under the specific position.
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GROUP III

CLERICIL• 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 REQUIRE_LENTS: 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
prdolems, 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.

MINIM_I 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 defeats.

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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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.

MINIMUM GROUP REQUIREMENTS: Education equivalent to graduation
from a college or university with completion of subjects closely
related to the specific position plus at least (&) 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 graduation 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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ENGINFgRING 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 _s Assistant Division _ad and be capable of acting
in the absence of the Head; to perform the usual duties of the
engineering positions classified within this group.

MINII_M GROUP REQUIIKEMENTS: 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 (]4)
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 highwaydesign 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._

- 33 -



OROUPV

CLERICALj.A  INISTRATIVEFISCAL(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, econon_cs, 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 (]4) 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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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.

MI_M_ 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 REQUIRI_ENTS: 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 Vl

CLERIC_Lx_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°

MINIP_M 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 a@ninistrative 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 involving 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 REQUIRH_4ENTS: 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 thehighest order in organizatien, 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 Vlll

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
tho progress of the work.

MINIMUM REQUIREmeNTS: 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 activity particularly pertinent to
highways; OR education equivalent to completion of high school plus
about twenty years of exceptional progressive experience in
engineering and a_ninistration 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

ENGINEERING POSITIONS

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

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

MINIM_I REQUIREMENTS: The_minimum requirements shall be
those prescribed by the laws o2 the State of Idaho and such
additional requirements as may be prescribed by the Idaho Board
of Highway Directors.

- 39 - November 14, 1951
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Senator Broom was the spokesman. Their problem concerned the Marsing Bridge
across the Snake River. The delegation told the Board that this bridge was
a one-wsy bridge and that the floor was very bad. They said they had been
promised a new b_idge and were told 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.

The spokesman for the group said that they did not expect immediate con-
struction 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
stood in the construction program.

The State Highway Eno_ineerthen gave a report on the special meeting of
the Executive Committee of the American Associati6fi_f State Highway Of£icials,
which he attended in Chicago on November 27, 1951. This 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 Januaryp 1952.

The Board said that when the proper time came, they would contact our con-

gressional members and _sk f_ their support in getting the Committee's recom-
mendations through Congress.

The State Highwey Engineer then presented a letter which he had received
from _._r.P_l H. Hale, Ewecutive Secretary of the American Association of State
Highway Officials, wherein he had been 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 systam, the old Fruitvale-Glendale road was turned back to .Idams
County for maintaqance, and the County was so advised by letter.

The department was not aware of a Cooperative Agreement, dated October 4_
1957, 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
described 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 comparable to that of county roads
in Ad_ns County, Idaho, as of this time."
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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 roed 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 N_mpa, which is on the state highway system.

The Board autPorized the State Highway _gineer to pay the State's proper
share of the cost for resurfacing cne block on Third Street South between

llth and 12th _+venueSouth in the City of Nampa on S¢_te Route No. 45, when
an estimate is submitted and the cost of this improvement is satisfactory to
the department of highways.

The Board then ccnsidered a letter received from the Bureau of Public

Roads, wherein they had transmitted a copy of a letter from the Regional
Forester at Missoula, _[ontana,in which he suggested that the St. Maries-
Avery f_oadbe given consideration for addition to the Forest Highway System.

The Board felt +_hatthe present Forest Highway System included many
miles of roads that were below standard and they did not look 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.

THF/_JPON, the Board adJo_rned until 9:00 o'clock A.P_.on Tuesdayj
December ll, 1951.

TUESDAY - December II, 1951

Pursuant to adjournment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o'clock _.M. on
Tuesdayj December ll, 1951_ with all members and the _tate Highway Engineer
present.

The Board received by appointment a delegation from Fremont County. _+[r.
Walter F. Grossenbach, President of the Green Timber Improvement Association,
was spokesman. This meeting was requested to discuss State Route No. 47,
which the Board had recently removed fr_n the State highway system. They
requested _hat the Board reconsider their action and maintain State Route No.
47 in the State highway system until it could be extended to 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 [_joming.

The Board explained to the delegation that when they took 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 directcd them t o 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 +
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system in one county when roads of the same character were being constructed
and ma'tntainedby 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 th_ believed their first obligation was to get the main highways
constructed to a higher standard.

The delegation stated that th_ were not asking that a new road be built
at this time, but that they would llke to have 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 work.

The Board said that the Highway _ct of 1951 also indicated that the last

Legislature _nt very carefully into the division of revenues accruing to the
State for highway pL_rposes,and apparently divided said revenues equitably
between the State, Counties and Cities.

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

The Board took no action as far as maintaining this road on the State
highway _ystam; however, they informed the delegatio_ 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 Sandpolnt bridge problem.

/r. Floyd Gray, the _layorof Sandpoint, was the spokesman. He told the
Board that they were desirous of obtaining a commitment as to _here the
bridge was to be located, and that the_ 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 Zhat if the bridge was
constructed _+,the Rocky Point location, it would be necessary to revise
their entire system of feeder roads as the whole City of Sandpoint had been
built around the present location of the bridge. The suburban area 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 High_ Engineer if he could inform the dele-

gation how soon the department could come up _ith a plan_ and to also give
them a report as to just how far the department had gone into this matter.

The State Highway Engineer told the delegation that the department had
spent practically all suntmermaking foundation investigations for he believed
it was the duty o C the department of highways to investigate all possible
sites and consider these sites on their relative merits; not only from a

standpoint of the co,unity it serves, but also to Zhe services of the travel-
ing public and to the economic benefits accruing to the State as a whole. He
sold that the department was going to continue 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

i
I
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would have enough info_n_tion to give the City of Sandpoi_t an answer to
their question.

The _[ayorsaid that the City of Sandpoint had no criticism with the
5oard or the highway department for investigating all phases, and they did
not want to pressure anyone, but due to the construction of the klbeni Falls
d_m, the Army Engineers were contemplating the relocation of the present City
docks and bathing beach and the location of the docks and batb2ng beach
depended upon the location of the cormecting highway and bridge. He also
stated that the City had closely related plans for improving their water
front and constructing a _a?l boat basin and by not knowing where the bridge
was to connect 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 delegation expressed the opinion that either of the routes near
the railroad bridge would be satisfactory, but that they did not favor the
Roaky Point location.

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

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

The forest highway program was discussed, but not in detail as this
matter will be takcn up at the forest highway meeting which _ill be held in
February. The Board directed the State Highway Engineer to submit to the
BUreau of Public Roads a list of projects to be considered at the forest
highway _eeting, and they informed 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 _B more than
hauling with The I0 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

_¢e_mi:,er ]!, ] q]
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roads posted for overloads and they will require operators to be responsible for
the roads used.

_oads on the Forest Development system are under Forest Ser_dce control
aul are regularly being used by loads exceeding the legal limit. They would
like to develop some cooperative arrangement to extend this to forest and
State highw_rs. Specifically _iscussed was the Beaver Creek Stmlnit-Lolnan
Sect&on of Forest High_ay _25 and Forest Highway #24 between Banks and Lcaman.
The former a_S the Bank_Crouch section of the latter were improved with
Forest High_y_yfunds and both are on the State Highway System.

The Boar8 said that they had been considering the removal of the roads
from the St2te System so that they would have no responsibility in connec-
tion with lord restric_ons. _he representatives of the Bureau of Public Loads
informed then 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 wished.

No specific ac_on 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 inforned them that the Triumph _J_neRoad _ms built with access
f_nds and the St,ate had no maintenance agreement with the Bureau for maintenance.
The Thain l_oadwas built v_th federal-aid secondary funds; the Highway District

_articipating 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 _oute 47 was constructed _dth federal funds and the
State has a definite agreement with the _areau to maintain it.

THEREUP(_N,the Board adjourned until 9 :O0 o'clock A.M. •on Wednesday,
Dec_mber !?, 19S1.

WEI_ESDAY - December 12. 19Sl

Pursuant,to adjournment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o'clock A.B{.on
_&ednesday,December 12, 19_l, with all members and the State Highw_ _hgineer
present.

The Board received by appointment a de& egation from Wendellj wihh the

following person present :

i_oscoeC. Rich, Chairm_n, _oard of Highway Directors
W. Fisher E!Isworth, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Leonard K. Floan, N_nber, P_oardof Highway Directors
Earle V. _ller, State Highway Engineer
J. F. Tyler, President, Wendell Highway District
S. G. Clm_r, Commissioner, _endell Highway District
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Chas. E. Young, CommisSioner, _endel! iligh_ey District

Austin 3chouwei!er, Secretary, ?fendell Highway District

C. W. Short, Secondary ._oads _zineer, Le_rtme/ut of
Highways

Their Frob_e_m concerned the road extenJin Z South from :;'endellabout

five miles, thence three miles East an_ two miles Viest. They requested

that this ro_d be considered for construction as a federaL-ald secondary
project.

The Board told the delegation that this request had already been ire-
sented to the P_ea_ of Public i_oads and that _t had been approved for in-
clusion in the federel-aid secondary, system. They informed them t}_t no

engineering work had been done on this project, and suggested to them that

since the Hi£hwsy District had to pay for th_ engineering costs anyway

parbaps they could expedite this project by _egotiating vH tb sn engineering

firm to do the _reliminary engineering. It was brought to their attention

that if this was done, the work must be performed by a registered profes-
sional engineer that w_s anti,lied and _uthorized nnder the la_% _nd that
the preliminary _ngineerlng work must be done in accordance with established

pr(_edure end to the satir;faction of the Stste high_y department.

lqqe Board told the delegation that there was no reason for the Lepartment
to hold up this project, and as soon as it was ready, it could be advertised
for letting to contract.

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

_oscoe C. Rich, Chairman, Poard of Highway Directors

_.7.Fisher £11sworth, _iember, Board o_ Highway _rectors

Leonard X. F!oau, }J_ber, Eo_rd of Righway Directors
Earle V. Viller, State Highway Engineer

!my 2&exender, State Senator, Power County

E. G. "Sonny" Corm_.ons_Representative, Power County
v_r_ W. _<eadows, American F_lls, Idaho

H. IrWin _:oss, Chairman, Beard of County Commissioners_
Power County

C. C. Thornhill, Commissioner, Power County

Lei_oy C. Lindley, Commissioner, Fower County
R. M. Whittier, _ockland

Edward 7ooz]ey, State Land Co._nissioner

H. C. Allen, P.U.C. Commissioner

C. W. Short, Secondary Roads Engineer, Department of Highways

The delegation stated that they had two propositions to discuss vdth
the Board.

First, they want_ to request that the Schiller-Arbon Valley i{o_d be

placed on the federal-aid secondary system. They informed the Doard that

Highway _istrict No. 3 in Power County vms in the process of being dissolved

and that Power County would then have full responsibility for the entire
route.
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The Board told the delegation that their request was now in the process
for the addition of this route to the federal-aid secondary syst_n and that

the Department was compil_ng factual data to support this request to be for-
warded to the Federal Government. If the federal government approves the

recuest, the Board said 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

mone_ the County deposited with the highw_ department before the
contract w_i_awarded.

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

The Board told the delegation that they had received at a previous meeting
a delegation from Oneida County who had presented the problem to them concerning
this road. They said they would tell them the sane 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 Board then met with the Associated General Contractors' Committee,

with the following persons present:

_oscoe C. i_ich,Chairman, Board of Highway _irectors
W. Fisher hllsworth, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Leonard K. Floan, Nember_ Board of Highway Directors
Earle V. l_iller,State Highway Engineer
J. T. _. llcCorkle,Xmnager, Associated General Contractors
T. !viattHally_ President, Idaho Constructors, Inc,
Harold _inn, Quinn-_obblns Company
Don Sxaith,District Engineer, _orrison-Knudsen Co., Inc.

Several matters were discussed. The Co_nittee requested a little more
information on over-width and over-size units, particularly with respect
to the moving of contractcr'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
bid prices for they had adopted the policy regarding over-weight and over-size
lo_ds and that the law would have to be enforced.

The prequalification of contractors prior to letting of bids was also
discussed....r. 1_cCorklesaid that he had had repcrts from the State of Utah
where t_biswas b_n6 done, and that it was working very well and that the
Contractors Like it. No decision was made at this time as to whether or not

it would be put into 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 _ny ob-
jection in changing the day for letting of bids, which has ordinarily been
Friday. i?r.Hslly _aid that he believed there was an old statute which stated
that lettings should be on Tuesday or Friday; however, he did not know _hether
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or not that was still in effect. The Committee said that they had no
objection to _nother day and were of the opinion tha_,perhaps W_nesday
would be the best day.

The State Highway Engineer also asked the Committee if the _epartment
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
preferre_ to have "working days" specified, especially on projects that
required controlle_ materi_Is.

THEREUPON, the Board recessed until l:SO o'clock P.I_.

The Boa_d reconvened st 1:SO o'clock p.LI.,with all members and the
State Highway-Emgineer present.

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

i_oscoeC. Rich, Chairman, Board of Highway Directors
W. Fisher Ellsworth, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Leonard K. Floan, _ember, Board of Highway Directors
Earle V. _iller, State Highway Engineer
Thomas E. Kinney, President, Idaho Natural Resources
Trucking _ssociation, Coeur d'Alene, Idaho

John E. Bianca, Spokane, Washington
Melvin Snook, Orofino, Idaho
C. J. O'Neil, General Manager, The Ohio _atch Company
G. S. Giovanelli, Twin Feather Mills, Inc.
Geo. W. Beardmore, Potlatch Forests, Inc., Lewiston, Idaho
W_ Arnnison

a. F. Schmidt, Schmidt Bros., Greet, Idaho
Wayne _auch, Nauch Lumber Company, Troy, Idaho

• Jack O. _orgsn, J. O. Morgan, Inc., New Neadows, Idaho
Gordon A. MacGregor, MacGregor Logging Company, Boise
L. Cotty Lo_a-y,B. J. Carney & Company, St. Maries, Idaho

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

The delegation told the Board that under the presemt law_ they felt ths
logging and lumber industry of the State of Idaho will be faced with an
economic disadvantage, and requested that the Board of Highway Directors
consider the following recommendations:

1. A request for an overall weight limit based o_ the square inch tire
surface on the highway.

2. A request for & conversion factc_ for log and lumber, due to the
complication and expense of law enforcement. -.

S. 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 l_ngthy discussion followed, with the Trucking Association giving
their reasons as tO mhy they believed their propcsal should be adopted. The
Board took no action, and told them that they would give the matter careful
con_deration and inform them by letter as to their decision. After due

consideration, the 3oard wrote the follo_dng letter on 14 December 1951 to
_. Thomas E. [inney, President of the Idaho Natural Resources Trucking Asso-
ciation:

"Xr. Thomas E. Kinney, President
Idaho Nat_LralResources Trucking Association
10!O 5th Street
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho

"Dear _r. Einney:

"The State Bo_rd of Highway Directors has had under consideration the

proposal as presented by you _nd your Committee. We have considered your
proposal by Exhibits and _rillanswer each proposal by number.

"__.xhibitNo. I. A request for an overall weight limit based on the
square inch of tire surface on the highway.

"We attach hereto a letter from _r. _'_.Albrethsen, the State Highway

Bridge Engineer, which directly answers your proposal under Fahibit No. I.

"In the light of all evidence that we can obtain, it is the decision of
the Board 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 allowable weight per inch of tire of 800 pounds,
and st any time the State highways cannot maintain this load factor, then it
is the intent"_n of the state highway department to post the road. The prin-

ciple in permitting more gross weight by extending the length of a vahicle is,
of course, necessary when determining a maximum 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 Idaho. i%5erecognize the many problems of the logging industry but in weigh-
_ all of the facts as we find them, with the added assurance of similar.rlO

circumstances in our neighboring States, 74ashingtonand Oregon, we are firmly

of the opinion that we must follow the law as it now appears on our statutes.

,'ExhibitNo. 2. A request for a conversion factor for logs and lumber.

"We believe your position taken with respect to the use of a conversion
_actor for logs and lumber to be practical from an operation standpoint, but
one that would complicate .h_ wordage of a regulation to such an extent that
enforcament would become vastly more complicated.
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"We suggest that the oper_tors in various localities of our Ctate
discuss this matter with the State enforcement autborities in tb_t area

and that as a re_!_ of actual e}'perience,su_tah!e footage figures.be
arrived at that wou3<_come _rlthina reasonable tolerance figure, which
might possibly be subscribed to by the law _forcement agency.

"_xhibit No. 3. A request for widths of loads on lozg_ng b_<s.

"It _,:illbe the policy of the Board not to change the law with respect
to widths of loads and units using the state highways, l,_erecognize 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 figt_r_.

"7,recarmot give any legal assurance of this fact, as _ point out _
you that any vehicle ove_ the legal limit in width weuld be subject to criti-
cism in the event of accidents and subsequent court action.

"The above fact would naturally prohibit 9' loads for short log trucks.
Iiereagain the practical use of equipment must be gone into with the State
Highway Police for the purpose of determining _hat the yractical application
of the law will be.

"Exhibit No. 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.

"i_is special permit regmlation will be publicized shortly and you will
see that the matter of extra length in the case of poles and piling has been
well take_ care of.

"Ex_ibit No. S. A request to move logging equipment over state highways.

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

"It has become apparent that definite proce4ure and policy must be es-
tablished and maintained _th respect to the movement of all oversize and
overweight equipment.

"We invite your 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 _. N. L. McCrea, which
has become part of the Board's information in the consideration of the above
general problem.

_,_,-c_,_,,_7o, I _1
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- Yours very truly,

BOARD OF I{IG_AY DI_{EGTORS
_EPA_TM_T OF H!GH_AYS

c. ,.chIsl

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

The letters mentioned in the above from Mr. W. Albrethsen and E_. N. L.
NcCrea are as follows:

"E. V. _ller

Truck Loading:

,,Thereauest by the Idaho Natural Resources Trucking Association, to
base truck loads on the lo_d 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.

,,AnH-15 truck loading is defined as two trucks meeting or passing on a

structure, each truck having a total weight of 30jO00 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
d,_l axles soac_ 4 feet plus or minus apart, hhere are two axles to be considered

on the trucks in operation where 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 !6,000 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.
Olu"calculations indicate that when the dual axle loads are increased to 18,000

pounds eachj we have overstresses in our bridges designed for H-IS'loading of
approximately 27% on 50 foot span bridges and 10% on I00 foot span bridges.

"As the question of axle loads as stated above has been studied seriously
by the 48 St_.tesover a per_od 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 feel that we should recommend a change from our legal load

li_its to permit wlues exceeding 16,000 pounds for axles closely spaced. The
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18,000 pound axle accor_ng to our legal load limits as provided by law

pertains to single axle loading, spaced _ least !1 fleet apart.

"As far as bridges are concerned, we do rlot object to the use of a_-
plying a load per square inch of tire as lon_ as 5he dual axle loads do nc_

exceed 16,000 pounds each or a s_ng!e axle load of 18,000 pounds. Ho_vever,
the load per square _net of tire should not exceed 800 pounds per square inch
_en applied tic road pavements.

"The value of 800 pounds per souare inch _,_nenapplied to a 11.25 inch

tire on a single axle v_th t;,io_,_eels gives an 19,000 pound axle load, which

is not at all serious as far as structlmes are concerned, but would require
the sub-base of the roads to be in excellent ccndition if it were to take this
conc entra%,ed load.

'q{egarMing wheol load concent ratiop_ on the roadway surfaces, there is
ve_I little difficulty providing the subgrade is of a nature that the materials

are kept in compression. However, when loads are appli_ to su_grades having

weak spots, it becomes necessary for the surface material to carry these loads

across the planes of weakness, in this peJrticul_r case it is of advantage to
have the load well distributed over more tire area to distribute the load

to more area of 5he sub-base. In the event t_t a large area of the sub-base is

we_[, the limdfation 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 I
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 equally over the axles. For this reason we feel

that wh_le it is imFortant, that _e _]o not permit a total load that exceeds the

loads as prescribed by law, that a reasonable tolerance be pemi%,tea for the

dual axle loads. %_hile this will permit a loading t_hst vdll exceed the lega3
_llowable loam limit for dual axles w'±th close spacing, we believe that the

difficulty of placing the logs on the trucks to _ist_bute the loads equally
should be given consideration.

"In conclu_ on we present the fol!owi_4_ recommendations:

"I. That no action be t_ken that will increase the axle loads as set up
ureter the _resent law.

"2. That the total loads as enacted by the Legislature be retained.

"3. Thaf, due to the difficulty in placing logs on trucks, that we
accept a reasonable variation in the axle loads as long as the

tot_l load as described by la_ is not exceeded.

By: i_alter Albreth_en /s/
Bridge Engineer"

"S. V. _ller

"After reading over the request from the Idaho Ns_'al 7_eso,_'ces

L
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Trucking Association at the meeting 12-12-51, the following comments are
offered:

"They base their request on nine contingencies,

"Numbers I, 2, $, end 4 are g_neral!y true except in some sections of
the neighboring states conditions are about the same.

"Number 5. Tbjs con'.litionis true in all states.

"}$umber6. T!,isis questionable, because since World _rariI, until the

present, the lumbe_'Lngindustry has been operating on a buyers market.

"Numbers 7 _-_,,_,_could be true.

"Number 9. _te past a&-,ir_.istration_ll_,_eda 10% increase on each axle
an] settled that tb_s would be 1,O00 Ibso cr 19,000 Ibs. per axle. If they
coul_ load the front __xlesto 14,000 Ibs. it wgald let tham hsul 90,000 lbs.
The _?dstancesbetween axles was not considered and as a result on a 28' length
truck between front and last axles, the increase co_Id be better than 60%.

"A[ the meeting when these concessions were granted, it .^msnot granted
for use over et_ bridges and the maintenance department was ordered to post
all our brJdges for the legal li_aitswhich was done. It was more or less under-
stood that the loggers w_!d detour the bridges or strengthen them.

"Exhibit "I" is bssed eutirely on weight per inch of tire and their table
does not allow the same weight per inch width for all tires. It would appear
that they wanted to ignore axle spacing.

:'Fa_hibit"2" asl<sfor a conversion factor for determining the weights

of log_ng and l_mber t_uc!:s. 'l_isis a matter for the Law _uforcement De-
par_,eat and it has been used to some extent in the past. As was shown at
the meeting, a _0% overloa._]could be carried regularly by an operator hauling
sma!] logs. It would appear that maybe s 2,000 lb. gross load tolerance might
be the better answer.

"Exhibit "_"_ the use of wider loads vtouldnot have to be considered un-
less the heavier loads are allo-,'_d.If wide loads are allowed there should

be a study made of the highways to determine which ones they could be
allowed upon.

,'_xhibit"5", it appears that the loggers have no more of_a problen on
this subject than do contractors. _hat is So_! for one should be good for the
others.

"Brie£]y, the loggers want to operate as they have in the past. The
question is do they h_ve to? Other interests such as mining, stock, h_y_
spuds, etc., might enjoy mc_e profit if they could enjoy the same privileges.

"The highway study co-,_itteemade no recommendations for these concessions
to the loggers, if it was so vital to the welfare of the stere it should have
beer covered.

.I. 9 t ...



"For concessions of s_ch magnitude, _n4 if it is so vital ss c!sime%
re,rely _ _t_e _ o _._re shoul_ consider it.

By: N. L. _cCrea, Isl
Maintenance En_ neer"

At this _me_ the Bosrd met _th a delegation from Rigby_ Idaho, and the
follcw:ingpersons were present:

•_oscoe C. _ich, Gnai_nan, Board of Highway Directors
_r,.Fisher Ellsworth, _ember, Board of Highway Rirectors
Leonard K. Floan, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Earle V. }_ller, State _ghwsy Engineer
_aymond Ball, Mayor, City of _igby
A. CliffordSmith, _igby
Clyde Ormond, kigby
Grant Young_ Eigby
Kenneth Hill, Rigby

This 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 l_igbywas centrally located in the Sixth
District of the Department of Highweys, and by reason of its advantageous
location to the majority of highways located within that District, that
i_gby wguld be the logic_l place for the District Headquarters. They
named several sites that they thought would be suitable for the District
Office.

The Board told the delegation.that as yet they had made no decision

in this me tter, but would probably do so in the near future, and _hen they
....._ _id, they vould give F_igbythe same consideration as other locations in

that District.

Mr. W. Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No. I, said that
since he lived at Idaho Falls, he had requested that Y_. Rich, Chairman of
the Bosrd aud }_r.Leonard Floan, Director from District No. S, make the
decision regarding the location of th_ Sixth District's Headquarters.

The Board then received by appoin_ne_t a delegation from Valley County_
with the following persons present:

AtoscoeC. llich,Chairman, Board of Highway Directors
W. Fisher Ellsworth, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Leonard K. Floan, _,lamber,Board.of Highway Directors
Earle V. _iiller,State Highway Engineer
Frank E. Free_mn, _IcCall
Perc H. Shelton
B. F. Mahoney, Velley County Commissioner, _tibnite, Idaho
Horace J. Patterson, Chsirmau, Board of County Commissioners_
Valley County 1

i_obertC. McRride, Valley County Commissioner, _cCall
Forest E. Robb, Clerk, Board of County Commissioners, Valley

County
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!.... The matter of snow removal on the McCall-Sylvan Beach road was the

! subject of discussion.
i

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 requested that the Department of Highways
continue snow removal operations on this section of road.

The Board toldthe delegation that they were up against many similar prob-
lares,and it eppeared 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 Eir.A. H. Burroughs, and the matter of snow re-
moval on the Arrowrock-Atlauta i_oadwas discussed. The Board explained to
Mr. Burroughs that under theState 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 consummate

an agreement mhereby the State would be fully reimbursed for all expenses
incurred.

THEI_UPON, the Board adjourned until 9:00 o'clock A.M. on Thursday_
December I$, 19Sl.

THURSDAY- December I_, 1981

Pursuant to adjournment, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o'clock A.E. on
Thursday, December 13, 19gl, with all members and the State Highway Engineer
present.

Toe Board autho_:izedthe execution and fulfillment of a Cooperative 11

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 Eenewah County. They felt that this was strictly a local matter and
should be handled _t 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 v_iting b_een the County involved and the Statep
whereby the State would be reimbursed for whatever work was done.

On June I, 1981, the Poard of _ghway Directors passed a motion authorizing
the payment of household moving expenses of '_Ir.Miller from Phoenix, Arizona
to Boise in an amount not to exceed $880.00. It was the intention of the Board
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at that time to pay the entire moving expenses, and they were of the !

opinion that the total of _850.00 would take c_re of all expenses. L

Between the passage of this motion and the moving of Mm. _illerts
household goods from Phoenix 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.S4; therefore, the Board by this measure now authorizes the

$I,141.additional payment of $291.54 or a total of 54 to cover this item.

This action was unanimously approved by the Board.

The Board then met wi%/%Mr. Woozley, State Land Commissioner, 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
H_burn State Park was discussed.

The State Land Commissicner said that it was his understanding that
whe_ the administration 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 Co_w_issionerthat they _ould take this
matter under advisement as to whether or not it is the Hi_hway Department's _

responsibility, and until such time as this can be determined, the Highway i
Department will continue to maintain this section of road. !

THEREUPON,.t_e Board adjourned until their next regular meeting, which
was set for January I0, 1952.

R. C, RICH, Chairman
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
I0 January 1952

i


