
MI_TES OF THE REGULAR MEE_Im OF THE
BOARD OF HI_T_I DIe.ORS

Ja_a_ 10-12, 1952

Tho regular hooting of the Idaho Board of ELKhw_ D_oo_re was eonvoned
in the Old Statem_n _ilding, 603 Main Street, Bolse, at 9_)0 oOelock A. ](.

on Jmmary 10, 19_2.

Present were W. Fisher _.lmtorf, h, Director from DAetrlet No. i; Roscoe

C. Rich, Director fr_ District No. 2; Leonard K. Floa_, Dis_rtor from District
No. 3; and Earle V. Killer, State Highl_ Engineer and Acting.Secretary of the
Board.

.tee of the mo ng held embor read
approved by tho Board,

Consideration was then given to the bids r_eeived on Deeember 21, 1951,
and the following aetion was taMeat

The first bids eonsi_' were for Fede_ Aid P_o_ee_ _. FI-2023(2),
consisting of conatz_ct_ng the road_a_ a_ a bi_| _a_e treatment on
3.93h miles of the North Side High_ f_a Vendell Seutheast in Oeoding
County. The State Htghwq Engineer kad e:ma_iHd the a_tboTAty given h/sa by
the Board and had awarded the eentaw_t to Hoepe Coneta,aetlen ¢_ ef .Twin
Falls, Idaho, the low bidder_ on Jansary 2, I_2, in the a_ of $353,053.79

.... the Engineer's ,Estimatebeing $3h8,926._O.

The Board then considered the bids reeelved on _ile Project Io. 77,
consisting of furnishing crushed gravel in stockpile8 adjacent to Hi_hv_ U5-30,
Southeast of King Hill in _ore County. The State High_q _Ineer, wring on
the authority given hie by the Doard, had awarded the contract to Barnhart and
1_heelerContractors, Inc. of Pocatello, Idahe_ the low bidder, on Junary 2,

19_2, in the amount of $7,_00.00; the Engineer's Estimate being _0,000.00.

Bids were then considered for Sto_Mpile Pro_eet No. 76, eo_s'is_ of
furnishing crushed gravel in stockpiles adjacent to Highway US-30 near the New
York Canal in Ada County. The State Highway Engineer had exerciud the authority

given hie by the Board and had awarded the Dentract to Ne]Jmn Gravel C_apar_
of Boise, Idaho, the low bidder, on December 2h, 19_I, in the amount of $_,_00.00
the Engineer's Estimate being $7,500.00.

The last bids to be considered were for Stockpile Pro_ect No. 72, consisting
of furnishing crushed gravel and cover coat material in 8tookpil.es in _ennook and
Bear Lake Counties. Acting on the authority given hi_ by the Board_ the State

Highw_7 Engineer had awarded the contract to Parson and Fife Cen_ta_aot£on Compan_ ,
of Bzd_hn City, Utah, the low bidder, on December 2_, 19_1, in the mount of
$3_,21t0.00; the J_gineerOe _tieate being $_h_8._0000.

There being no dissenting opinion, the Board _tluo_sly eoneurred in the
action of the State Highway Engineer on the above wo_eete.
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The Board then received by appointment Mr. Richard F. Johnson who had
made application for the position of Secretary to the Board. The Board
gave Mr. Johnson no definite answer at this time_ however, they told him
that they were favorab_ impressed-and that they would give his application
further consideration as well as consider the salary they felt they could
offer him and would advise him of their decision at a later date.

The Board then met with the Associated General Contractors Committee,
with the following persons present_

bseoe C. Rich, ChaArmm, Board of Highwq Diroctors
M. l_8hor Kllsworth, Member, Board of Highway Dtroctors
Leonard K. FAoan, Member, Board of Highway Diroctors
I_rle V, Miller, State _Ighway Ih:gineer
J. T. R. MoCorkle, P_qager, Associated General Contractors
T. Matt Hally, President, Idaho Constructors, XDeo
Harold Quinn_ Quinn-Robbins Cceq_an_
T. H. Barnhart, President, Barnhart & Wheeler Contractors, Inc.
Hank F_mlppel,President, Western Construction C_
M. A. Robinson, Perehasing Agent, Morrlson-F_ndsen Ccu_any, Inc.
N. R. mehol8, Purchasing £gent, O. A. Terteling & Sons
O. I. _rgan, Morgan Construction
Dully Reed, Duf_ bed Construction Compm_
Gordon NacOregor, MaeOregor Logging Conpa_

Hoops, Hoops Construction C_
N. L. _Crea, _Intenanoe l_gineer, Department of Eighways

This Comtittoe had met with the State Highwa7 l_gineer and the i •
• Maintenance Engineer on Wednasdq, Jan_sry 9_ 1952 to discuss the motor .-.j

- vehlole speelal permit requirements and eondltlons for excessive else and
m_d_hte upon state highwaTs, and at this meting there were several reeomaend-
atiens made that the group requested be given consideration, which were as
followss .,

i. Reemmended that smue provisions _ made in the policy so that
permits for loads in mmess of the 2_5 could klsO:_b_:dNued.

2. Reoc_ended that the highwa_ department charge a t_at fee to
cover the cost of paper work.

3. _nded that legging, _ and highw_ construction equipment
be exempt from a_ permits for overloads.

Mr. Hall_ was 8pokuman for the dalqation uhem _ met with the Board
on Tlmrsde_. In oonsiderating the _Arst r_mldatiom, a statement was
read to tho delegation for discussion, whisk, prov":_kJd for a provision to
issue permits for loads ever 25_ increase en_v in tnstence8 where it could be
determined that the roadm_ to be traveled was stable enough ,to ,cart7 the
extra loadings and if bridges were involved, they should be detoured or pro-
tooted to t_ sa_isfaction of the bridge englnee_. _ definite action was
taken as to uhether or not this should be adopted as pert of the poliey, but
the Centres said that the_ believed this _uld take care of their needs.

• Ii
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In the discussion of the next ree_mendation, the spoke_an for the
delegation explained to the Board that they were of the opinion that the
fees as set up in the policy were exorbitantp especially if the ton nile
tax was to be used. They told the Board that in many inmtances the fees
as setup would be excessive and would eliminate competition, and as a
result certain groups would be doing all the work in certain areas. The
Board said that they recognised this could be true and they would give the
matter of fees ¢arei_l stu_.

The Con_ttee all _sed that the matter of perait8 was necessary, and
suggested that a flat fee of $2.OO be charged for all per_ts, which they felt
would cover the cost of paper work. They said, however, that if the tax
collector was not going to collect that ton Lilo tax under the law for the ex-
cessive loads that the actual ton nile tax could be charged for each trip in
addition to the charge for the per_ito A thirty dq permit was discussed for
continuous operations for the same vehicle with sililar loads over specified
routes, and a $25.00 permit fee was suggested.

The delegation also expressed:the desire of having scum provision set up
in this policy for walking track equi_lent, such as shovels and e_ts, on the
state highway system.

No action was taken at this meeting, but the Board assured the delegation
that the recmBendations they had presented w_uld be given earef_l consider-
ation. They also told then that the_ would take no action until the speeiel
session of the legislature had gone into the satter of recipeeelty to see if
that would have a_ hearing on their decisions.

The Board then received by appointment Mro Melvin Vickeryj Chariman of

the Gem Cou_y Board of C_mias_onere, and Mr. Cecil Sutton, Cc_iasioner.
Their problem concerned the road extenc4tng from Eemett northerly through
Indian Valley to connect with U. S. Highway 95 at Hesa, and they desired to
discuss the possibility of obtaining federal-aid on this route. They wanted
to know if it was possible to have it placed on one of the secondary systems,
either the State or County.

The Board told the County Commissioners that there was plenty of federal-
aid, especially secondary funds available, and urged them to consider placing
this route on the county systea. They explained to them that there were so
ma_ principal highways, as well as _ other roads on the state syste@,
that needed improvement that they would be very reluctant to add _o_ mileage
to the state system. They told them that even if this route was placed on the
state system, it no doubt would be _ years before it could be constructed
as it probably would have a io_ p_iority.

The County Co_iesioners said that this route passed through other
counties and the State Highw_ E_gineer informed them that it would be necessary
to have all local agencies approve the route, as_ the federal government would
not participate in the costs unless the entire route was approved.

The road from the Vanderdasson Sehool-Kast _as also diseussed. The Board
told the delegation that this project was progra_ed a_d that if the State had
matching funds available, the project would be set up in this year_a program;
however, that did not necessarily _ean that it would be constructed this year.
They also _nformed them that the survey showed this route to be very hazardous
and that it carried considerable traffic and that they were going to get at it
as soon as possible.

_I : :%1_: 7 "_ _ 7 _? _I_..... ,'--i / _
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Tho Board then took under eon_doz_tion a lo_t4w F_0mthe Wash_ston
St•to Co31qo at Pulhum ukewu_n it vas roquutod that tho h_gh_ dopsrt-
nont plow out tho road to a ski run at tho m_Lt of Harvard Hill. Tho I\_
8tste Highwq Bns_oer £nfonaed tho Board that tho _ ]_q_4r in
that •roa had tskea oars of th_s natte_ as it was ez_at/_ • hasardeus
oond1_n due to tho faet that thoro rag no __ az_a and tho c_r8 were
pal_ on the highway. Tho Beard folt no fUld_Or •orion Nu nooassa17.

Tho Board thon du_uued a letter _ut Mr. Ph_Uip T. Poterson, Genors1
_upoldntmdmt of tho T_aoho Minos, _no. at £tJ_nt_j Idaho, whorein he had
roquestod assist•rico in. snow z_maval on the Bo_so-lt_an_ road.

Th_8 road _s not nov nor has bee_ on the state klF_w_ •yet•n, and, there-
foro_ tho Board felt that 4t was not tho raspons_btJ£t_ of the h_shwq dopart-
nont s •be_suse undor the prosent 1_ tho h_Wq dolt is proh_b_tod f_n
tho oxpend£t_ro_o£ h4shw_ funds on _ road ut_ch is off of tho st•to h_hw_
systas, unless _r an s_z_asont w_th _r looal autho_t_os. It vas also
brought out that neither Klnore Coun_ nor BOise County had evor certSfted this
road as a eouty m_ 8nd_ _e_ it _ was _ot the rospo_B_b_Lty
of tho oout_o8. This _oad was eonst_c_d _7 the For_t 8orvtoe wL_k forast
devalopaont funds and the *ntorost of tho Forest Sorv_o in maintonaNeo of .this
road would be only to of foot tho_r 8umtor USOo Co_*dor_nK all of thoso facto.rs,"
tho Boa.--dqn=:parasamd'the _op,_m4o_that w/nter na__ 8_ek as snow renoval
uould havo to bo dono _ 't,ho_ :l..nt4_'o•tedpmr"t,.ias_ vcl.adun_to ]coop tho road
op_ for thedr ouu__, and the, Board-_otru_tod tho 5tsto ILt_h_ Engin-
eer to so _nfom Hr. PotorN_o

Tho Board then oonoidored a rsquoet _ Mr. Ralph lrv_n of Ss_beon_ I:_
Idaho, ro_l_i_ ase_stanoo b_ the _ ot b_hu_V8 _n pl_ a non-

._t noa_h of 8a]_wn at Captain _'s old oasp _to.

Tho Btato _ KnK_mw. t6_d i_o. Board t_at It wss his undoz_tand_
that .in armdax'oqu_'t8 as _ _ _ g_ t_Iod :In l_&t_q a
m_tob)_ 8ito and thon oou_uotod and I_tvoled the _as and
aroa. Tho Board unsalnou83_ approved of tho dqm_smttos 888,st:L_ In the
l_a_n_ of this nonumont and loft tho dots_s of tho natt_w to tho d_scret_on
of the State __ Sn_oer.

V_thout dlase_,_ tho. Board amthoz,'J,.sed_o o_umnudJd,c_as.and __t of
•a _ooperatAve q_mnast betueen tho St•re of Idsbo_ hpsMmee_* o_li_hw_s,
and tho Clty of _oeur d,_ono, _ovoz_n_ tho Ins_' ot g44m4_ Z:LKht_N_
at tho _}uot_onofU. S. li_Im_ gs. 3_ lb. I0 kIL_ amt g_. 95 In tho
_orUmast soet_on of tho e_Lt_ ef _ 4,a14no.,, _n _:eath _utho_t7
of Chapter 93, Idaho Sess_m LsU se,_,e£_ Tbo_fJ4_t_._.I_ to tho Ci_7-
of Coour deA_ono • 8rot of NSJIO_ and K_ht_ _0

Tho Board thon oo_ • lo_ f_m _r. _ ,Or.Ibepe_, 18s_stant
__ oonor_ for the _eparm_% =_s_li:_t _,ll_r4 uthor_so
tho department tp pu_ in psnl_L_t fona th_ _egg_oa_o lms. of tho State
of Idsh% relating to tho h_shuay8 of tho state ud tho st•to h_jtm_ do-
paz_ment. Tho BOs_I unan/mmuJ3_ _ _bo pdJ_£oatJ_a o_.mush pmaph_ot

this oomp_._•tAon and pubZ$oat_on, i-___

J_nuaryi0-12,1_52
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received

The Board then rew_e_ a letter_frma Mr. Cy Davis, Manager of the

Idaho Falls Chamber of Co|mercej together with a copy of a resolution
" adopted by the Chamber of Cc_eroe, uhioh stated their position on the

selection of the headquarters site of the Sixth District Higheq office.
As no decision has been made, as yet, regarding this _tter, the Board
felt no answer vas necessary with regard to this letter and resolution.

Consideration gas then given to a letter _ Yrs. Nettle M. Bybee

of Manan, Idaho regarding the purchase Of a tract of land owned by the
State of Idaho, Department of Highvs_8, at Menanj Idaho. _he land involved
comprise8 0.91 acre located in the S_ of Section 3h, Township _ North,
Range 38 East, B.N. and was deeded to the State of Idaho by the Menan Co-
operative £asoeiation in exchange for unnsed hlghu_ right of wa_ and was
f_rniehed tothe State without cost. The State, it appears, no longer has

a_ use for the land as a stockpile site and there is no usable gravel in
the site. The Board took no action at this time_ but instructed the State
Highway Kngineer to have a representative of the _t l_ke an on the
ground inspection of this property to deteralna Its va_ue and hake a re-
coumendation to the Board at a later date.

Consideration was also given to the request of Mrs. L. L. Pendergrass
of Caldvell, who desired to purchase a smell portion of land which is owned
by the State. During the acquisition of right of va_ for the construction
of Project UI-3021(I), Caldwell By-Pass in Ca_von County, the State acquired
the Southvest l_tfeet of the Southeast 150 fee_ of Bloek _+ of _iden Gate
Addition to the City of Calduell. The area vhich _rs.Pendergrane desires
to purchase is adjacent to the above tract of land. The Board decided that
they would not dispose of this property at this time, _nd directed the State
Highwa7 Engineer to notify Mrs. Pendergrass to that effect.

The Board authorized the State Highway Zngineer to prooeed with the
plans and purchase of necessary right of va_ for the construction of the
Cole School section on U.S. Highway No. 30.

Consideration was then given to a letter from Hr. Charles R. _ruger,
Bayvgev, Idaho, to,ether with a resolution adopted by a _roup of Barrier
citizens, protesting the closing of the road across Farragut. This road
is not a state highway, and, therefore, i8 not an obligation of the highva_
departaent. This road is under the Jurisdication of the FAah and OaR Depart-
_ent, and the Board instructed the State Highwq _ineer to inforn +Mr. Kruger
that this was a matter which should he worked out between local officials and
the Fish and Game De_t, as the State Highvey Departnent naintained the
road only to the entrance of the Farragut Base and had no Jurisdiction over
the road in question.

T_BEUPON, the Board adjourned until _ tOO o,clock A.M. on Frid_
January Ii, 1_;2
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- J_z7 lZ,,,z_Z

Pureuant to ad_ou_mmon%the Board reeenvened at 9tO0 o0oloek A.M. _-_
.on Fr'J.dqj January ll_ 1_2, with _.1 nwoburs and _ Stato Z[:l.ghR_r _....ilk_lneer present,.

The Board spent oons_dersble time working on the tentative highws_v
oawtruot_on pro_sm f er 19_2, No deftn_to doeision8 wore made, and
this n_ter _ be taken _p agstn at their next resular_ -_looting to be

Tbe Board thou reooivod by appo_atmont a d01qation Sroa the Gonesee-
- Mm_ek _ l_l_t_et. The fo_ pez_ns wore present8

Rommo 0. lttoh_ _, Board ef _ _z's
W. FJ+sher11313.mmaPth+_p Doe,z,def +H:llhu_r gireetoz_
Leonn,d It. ln.LoanpHenburj Board ef Ktllhm0r D'zz.eeto_
Ksrlo V, JtS_er_ State Ht_0mq Knsineor
J. Adz.'lan Nelson, Pre_dont, Oenoeoo-MJwoek IL_hwq l_SLsta_Let
Who Nortensen, Cem_ss_onor
Mr. IvsJI

W.:L._, lqa'tn_manoeSns_eer, _t of li_u_s

The problem wh_oh _h_s delegation wished to dAscuso oonoernod the old
Oenuoo-Mm_ek road. Due to reloeatlo_ a ne_.road was oomtrueted
end under the _ Adnln_st_ Ae,.t of 1_ the8 old seot_n of b_gh-
wit must bo abandoned. _

Mr. Nelson, spokoman for the d_lqst,/oa, roqwoeted that this seet_on
of the road be ms_nto_nod on the state ktghws 7 system, not on the _
JFstea b_t on the state seoondsr_ _stem. He told the Doa_l thai'In about
_P_O, tk l_ll_w_ D_tae_et bonded ite_f to bu:Lld this z_ald, and that Itlw their
mn_ords had boon deetroyod, th_ wore of tim _on tl_at the ff_l_w_ Dis_z.ict

/ had entered _to an agroement wLth the state highws 7 dops_raont uhoz_b7 t_o
•_t mm_d m_ntsdz '_e road.

It was _od to abe d01qat£oa that _ s mad 48 _eeated and a
new ,road, M_:i.ehserves _ sine area_ :i4 oonan;t4qlet4d,the dopme_m_t Isro-

t_ Im to 01'Umrahandonthe old msdor tan_ _Lt_baekto,the oount_

ads and _f the road is of interest to looat nood_ the road should go ba_k
to the lees1 _ntorost.

The 8rate H_hwq Kng_noer told the dolqatlon, thor ve were £n a d£ff-
erent era than when the road was fon_'l_ built. It ie often t_i_es neoea_ue'7
to_do thlnSS that pz_pe_7 minors do not_approvoot, but we osnnot afford
to rebuild roads so often and when a road t8 loeatod_ ovoryth_n_ smst be
taken _nto coneidorat_on,

The spokomasn for the delegation said that he was 8t_ll of the opd_flon
that 8omo agreement mast have boon made or o18o the H_n_F D_otl_Ot uould
not have spen_ approxlnat4_y$70,000.00 _ the oon_bru_d.onef tJ_1.sroad, !-_

January,Ii, 1952
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The Board took no action, but assured them that they would go into the
...... matter very carefully, especially the legal phase of it, as it was their

policy to live up to a_ written agreements that might be in existence, and
that if a_ agreeaent was found a copy would be forearded to theL They
told them that they wanted to be fair with their Highway District and with
all other Highway Districts and Counties.

They informed them that they would continue the maintenance of the road
until such time as a definite decision could be reached.

The Board then received by appo_ntaent a Nr. Stearns and Mr. Dye _f

Orangeville. They had requested this appointment with_e Board to discuss
the possibility 6f getting some of the bad curves taken out of the Whitehird
hill. They told the Board that they t_ought there were about eight curves
on this hill that needed attention, bu_ that ther_ were three that were really

hazardous. They were of the opinion that if these curves could be widened a_
little, it would reduce the danger considerably.

The Board told Messrs. Steam and Dye that this section of the highway
was on the 195_ program, and that the_ recognised that the k_itebird hill
needed attention. They told them that they appreciated their reco_me_datioaa
and that they would give this matter further consideration and as soon as it
was convenient they would have the State Highway Z_gineer make a report to
them, especially with regard to the safety factor, so that the_ might decide
whether or not it would be advisable to straigktea some of these curves or
perhaps push the project ahead to earltez construction than 195h.

THE_UPON, the Board adjourned until their next regular meeting, which
was set for February _, 19_2.

Board of Highva_v Directors
Done at Boise, Idaho
5 February1952

:J_-_l_,_r_ _ ].]., lr'g2
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MINUTES OF T_ REGULLR _BEfI]I3OF TEE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHVJ[I_ORS _-_

ebru. 5-9,1952

The roKular mooting of thq Idaho.Board of Htghwq Dlrooto:8 was
convened in the Old S1_teaman Bulld.lmgj603 ](nAnStreet, Boise, at 2,00
o°olook P.M. on February S, 1952.

Freoent .veI_e 1/. Fisher Ellmmrth, Director tr_ Dicta'lot No. lj Roscoe
C. Rich, Director frm _Z_trtot go. 2j sad ELobard F. Johnson, Boeretary ofthe Board.

M1matee of the re,slat neet_ held January 10-12, 1952, wore road and
approved by the Board.

Consideration was then given to the_ bids reoelved on January_ 25, 1952,
and the following action was takens

_..T__h:_.nzt vo, forStock,LieP,,et NO,75,
: +_ __ crushoo x_k in 84._nkld.les south of ]_mao_ In Oqhoe Co_t_.

_tat4._____=qL!k_lneer _ e_retsed me utho_t F IrA-in hilt by the mare

Elt_a_' t_,4_,"137_o_, 29, 1952, In the -- of:122,500,001 the K+Ineer,8-"""I ' , • ' " , .

cons T__ Boa__ then .o.o,81doz_. tIlo bld, recelved for Sto+kp:L1e Project NO. 7),•_s+_ o.," --'ura.tSa,l._ cruamea rook :Ln mokplleg No_I_ and South of

O__vr____Y g_v.en__n_ _y _e B_rd , ]'lad amn_lod the oontract to ](_toz'no Brothers
_o_, m_n, _e_low bidder, on Januar_ _O, 1952, in the amount of
_,v_v._jl 'r,ao ]l;nll_qn',e Ks+lmtte bed_ $_0,900.00,

The lut b_ds to be oonstdered were for Stockpile Project NO. (_, eonstet-
i_ +of fm_deh_ erqehed rock and cover coat ntartal in 8tockp_le+ near H_h-
vq 08-95 and Mica 8_oo1 in Kootensl County. The State H1ghwa_rE_ineer bad
exercised the authority _tven him by the Board and had +_ the contract to
Matorno Brothers of _pokane, Was_h_.ton, the low btdder_ on January 2_, 1952_
in the amount of $26,5_00001 _no Kq[aneer08 Eet/mate betn_ |29,000.000

There beir_ no dissenting opinion, the Board unaniaousl7 concurred in the
action of the State Htgh_a_ ]h_lneer on the above proJactl.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 9:0(:)oOclock &.M. on Wednesday_
Februaz7 6, 19_2.

February 5-9, 1952



WEDNESDAI - Febru_ 6a 1952

-- Pursuant to adJourrment, the Board_ened at 9800 o°clock A.M.
on Wednesday, February 6, 1952, with Mr. RiCh, Mr. Ellsworth, Mr. Miller
and Mr. Johnson present.

The Board requested the Secretary, Mr. Johnson, to prepare a report
for them, which would give them a case history of the insurance _arrted by

t_e department of highways. They were desirous of knowing in what way this
insurance has benefited the department and what protection has actually been
experienced. They were of the opinion that all policies carried by the de-
partment should be conflrmed by the head office of the insurance companies
involved.

The State Highway Engineer then told the Board that the annual meeting
of the _estern Association of State Highway Officials would be held this year
at Seattle, Washington on June 5, 6 and 7. He urged the Board to attend this

•-- meeting. He also told them that he would like to have them consider attending
the meeting of the American Association of State Highwq Officials, which
would be held later in the year, as he believed there were many benefits de-
rived from attending these meetings.

The State Highway Engineer then gave a report on correspondence which he
had received from the Executive Secretary of the American Association of State

Highws7 Officials concerning the new federal-aid legislation. At the meeting
which he had attended at Chicago last November, it was recomuended that the

r Association would request Congress to appropriate approximately eight hundred
million dollars for all types of federal aid. Since that time a number of
Bills have been introduced_ none of which are exactly in accordance with the
reconmendations of the A.A.S.H.0. One Bill has been introduced for four
hundred nillien dollars, one for seven hundred million dollars and another for
five hundred million dollars. In hls report, the State Highway Engineer told
the Board that two other Bills had been introduced into Congress that were of
considerable interest. One is a Bill proposing Federal regulation of the sizes
and weights of motor vehicles and the second measure introduced would instruct
the Bureau of Public Reads to conduct an investigation in conjunction with the
States and make a reeoenendation as to an equitable tax structure to be applied
to various types and weights of motor carriers. Both of these Bills have been
introduced by Senator _ohnson of Colorado.

At a aeeting in Ogden, which the State Highway Engineer _ad Just attended
in connection with the Test Section Road, he told the Board that he had been

asked if the State of Idaho would purchase a_ stock pile material that might
be left after this project was completed, and that he had informed them that
the State would do so. The Board _s_7 approved the State Highway
Engineer's action in this matter.

The Board then received a Mr. Armstrong from Council. Mr. Armstrong told
the Board thathe was in the logging business and due to the posting of the
road fron Grangeville to Winchester, he was not able to continue his operations.
He said that he received a telephone call fron his logging contractor telling
him that he would be unable to haul an7 logs until the posting law was changed.
He told the Board that he was in sympathy with them and the highway department
because he wanted good roads and did not want to violate the law, but due to
the load linit placed on that section of highway he could not put his empty

• J
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truok8 on it beonme of the l_dt on the _t axle _ht. He told the
Board that he tried to plan hie operations so that none of his trueke were

. .on the h_hway8 d_ld_ the months ef _, £pr_ and KsT, but due to the
fa@t that this s_tion of ,road had boon posted .earner than usual his oon- ,i_ i
tract was not eon_letod and he would have to sh_t down hie opera, ions un-
lose s@me arrenp_nt could bo worked out whereby he would at least be per-
JLtttod to Kot !1:£0 emp_T truok8 to the pla@e of loadJJ_.

The Board oxpreued tho_ interNt in Hr. Arnst_nEts problem and, in-
fomod hLn that thq did not vent to tnpaso as_ hardship on kLu or 8_ons
else, and that th_ wore going to give this post_ lay eared're.1._rAev and
eon_dorat_on so that thq oould be sure that St was praetioal and feasible!
howover, the_ did not want to sot forth 8nF polioies that were .not in
eempl_m@e with the lm as the Department of Law Enforeemont had oooporatod
with them to the _1 extant and _ did not wsnt to eross than in a_ vq.

The _intenanoo tng_eer for the depaz_ont then reported that he had
_aet talked w_th Nr. NoOroo_, the D_ta_et J_q_noor for the ar_a under dis-
eunion, and _at he had info:nod kin that due to a ehe_e in the _ather,

- he and Mr. £rnst_ongee employee yore goln_.to look at this road and if the
road would stand the loads he would.pull the postAn_ off of that sootion.

TW_rPOI, the Board rooaseed ut_ l,_O o'e_loek P._.

The Board roeonvonod at l_:_O o,eloek P.H., with all nembors of the
Bo_d, the 8tat4 _q .KnlFlz_er and b 8oo_e_7 to the Doerd present.

The Board then mot wi_h a doloeation fr_ the Bo_aa of Pub_o Road8_ I i
with the following persons presents

Ro80oo C. Rioh_ C_, Board'of _ D£reotors
V. FLaher Ellsvorth_ Kanber, Board of _ Direotors
Leonard X Floan_ Nmber, Board of _ D_tors
larlo V, Wller, 8ta_ _ _ .

_. _toha_ F. Jokhmon,. Secretary to the Board .
X, _, LYnsk, Div_slon ZsqFJ.nm_,B,P.L Portland, Orison
F. I, Andrews, Prinstlaal Hi_wJ7 Kn_inoer, J.p._.Portlan_, Oregon
R_mond £z_ktbald, C_Lof of Western Head4_al_, B.PeR.j 8an

Franotso@_ Os3._orn£a
Cliffo_R. Saluen, Acting Di8_ Bned_oer, B.P.R,, BoLse

Nr. Lrohibald uho has boon z_eontly appointed 8s C_Lof of the Western
badq_L_On for the _ of Public Roads yes _ood to the Board.

_ersl nat_rs wore discuand, The sbudo_ant of road8 yes d_s_ssad
first. The Board asked if it m noeeqsawT, uboa a road Was _ated and
eertain sections of the old road alh_ated but still nseonary for local
nseds, to keep the seot$on or Itio_ el_natod on the B_ _s_a be-
ense federal-_Ld bad been INd. Nr. _ ropl,:l.oda_ _l_.a He said that u
far as the Bu_Nu of l_ablio Roads m_ ooMerned_ it va_ not nsoos88a7 that
guoh eeotions be _n_ aud the_ ocmld be t_rned ba@k to the Co_nt_,

absa4onsd or it the State wanted to rot_Lm it 8 their 8Fl_0t, it eou.l.d be "'-_pat on the 8ooondary eyetem rather _an be kept on the pa_ne_ _s_n..
The on_ t_o the BurNu of _bl_ Roads re_ree _at a road be n_ntalned
by the 8ta_ or sane other _on_ is whe_ an s_eesont oxis_ _twoen the
State and the Bureau of Publle Roads.

February 6, 1952
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The State Highwq Engineer then asked if the Bureau of Public Roads
had ar_ formula by which the relative importance of roads could be measured
and placed in a certain category, such ass State, County, Primary or
Secondary. Mr. Iaynchsaid there was no such formula;however, he pointed
out that the secondary system should integrate with the primary system.

The matter of applying federal aid secondary funds to routes that

possibl_ should fall within the primary category was then discussed; State
Route hh being mentioned in particular. The State Highwq Engineer ex-
plained that the department has asked that this .route be placed on the j
secondary system because there was so much more secondary funds available
than primary funds. He said that in doing this they were not de.ring the
counties the use of federal-aid secondary funds beemase they .had informed
the counties that they could have all of the secondary funds they could
match even if they used it all. Mr. Lynch said he could seenothing
wrong with this policy and said that they were going to try and work with
the State because they were interested in having as mush federal-aid

monies placed under contract as possible.

The Board then reviewed a letter from the Board of Examiners wherein

they had approved the compensation plan for the Department of Highways.
The Board took cognizance of the letter received from the Board of Examiners.

The Board then considered a letter received from Colonel W. H. Mills,
the District Engineer of the Corps of Engineers, U. S. Ara_, Walla Walla
District, wherein was explained in detail the work planned by the U. S.

- Arm_ Engineers for a flood control project near the Village of Aheabka.
It was the unanimous opinion of the Board that this work would be of no
direct benefit to the highway department and instructed the _tate Highway

Engineer to advise the District Engineer for the U. S. Arm_ Engineers that
they would not expend funds of the highway department for this project.

The Board then considered a letter and petition received from a Mr.
A. V. Kunkel of Coeur d,Alene and a petition which District Engineer R. M.
Parsons had received and submitted concerning the construction of the re-
maining link ef slz and one-half miles of U. S_ No. 95 A. between Turner
Bay andSquawB_.

The Board instructed the State Highway Engineer to obtain a report for
them on this road as to eost, traffic conditions, and etc. for their con-
sideration at a later date, and to advise Mr. Kunkel that thay had taken
this request under advisement.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 9:00 o,clock A.M. on Thurada_,
February 7, 1952.

THURSDAY - Februax 7 1952

Pursuant to adJ_ent, the Board reeonvened at 9sO0 o.cloek A.M. on i

°Thursday, February 7, 19_2, with all members, the State Highway Engineer !
and the Secretary to the Board present.
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The Beard received b_ appointment a deletatiea froa the Boise Ad Club.
The following persons were presents

Heseooc. aieh I. l
W. Fisher Kllsvorth
Leonard Ks Floan
Zarle V. Killer
John W. Hewitt, bin

_ Bicha_l L Meeney, Beise
Larl Glade, Jr., HeiN
Homer Bernett, Beiee
A1SpaLl Lng,Boise
R. Co Ostrendar, Boise
John F. Oremlee, bin

E. H. Brunner, Right ef Wq Engineer for the Departnent

The spokesman f_r the group said that the7 represented the £dvez_sing
industry. Their business ropromente no one medium of advertising, but is a
firm advertising bulinoss. Their problem ooneerned the set bask elmasos in
eomention with buildings and advertising signs shown on the right-of-wey
d_ode used by the department of hiKhva78. The_ were protesting these clauses
boeause the_ felt 8ueh aetion by the high_ department was diseriminatory
toward the Outdoor Advertising industry and those advertisers who wish to use
that advaeq

The Beard told the delegatien that this was the first notice that the_
h_ had of _ matter, and as far uthev were eoneerned the only poliey g_
the_ had issued was the one of removing advertising from the depar_ment,s

The Board teld them that it m their underetan_ that this miter
of highwa_ sign boards and adveetlslng was one that had some up in other
S_atu and 8eme States have eliminated them elte_er, although the_ told

. the delqation that thef were of the opinion that if outdoor advol_king should
_be abolished, it should be prerogative of the legislature and not of the
Board of Highva_. Diree.tora.. .

The Right of Way Engineer told the Board and the delegation that this
matter eme up ,everal years ago, and these eAausas wore put into the right
o,f way deeds moo'_.,y as a Safety faetor to the traveling publie. It was the

it..as, to proof the
vr_ng abou_ a more feasible situation.. He maid that these ol_uses were

called to each land owner, e attention and if they did not desire to have
them in the de_ed_ they were stricken out. He said that _k__n_i_d
had'_no..e.ouq_ et_-tb_8 :g_p called it ,to the desmrtm_t.es attention

The State Highw8 7 _ngineer th_j_l_ined that in the past the highes_8
of Idaho have been built on _ust as narrow a right-of-re 7 as possible, but
now with the ineroase in traffie there was a. demand for better faeillties.
He said that almost all States have a set bask l!ao for buildings and a set
back elause for signs, because it _u neeesoary to have son,tel of the build-
ings and signs 8o that the highway department is not eonfronted with the

moving of them. The signs are easy to move he told them, but tho buildings
are not, and while we are not so mush concerned with the removing of signs
we were thinking as to whether or not they were eluttering up the vision.
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The delegation said that they realised that there were abuses in the
..... use of outdoor advertising and that they were interested in minimising

such abuses.

The Board told the delegation that they would take this matter under
advisement and go into it very carefully. It was then suggested that the
Boise Ad Club ap_int a Connittee and the Dopar_nt of Highways appoint
a CoaLittee and that_ they work together and study the state laws and see
if some decision could be reached whereby it would be satisfactory to all
concerned. These Committees are to make a report to Mr. Miller and the
Board.

The Board then received by appointment a delegation _ the Notus-

Parma Highwa_ District, with the following persons presentl

Boseoe C. Rich
If. rasher i_llsworth
Leonard K Floan
Zarle V. Miller
Mr. Johnson, Parma
Sam Freteell, Parma
R. H, You_, Jr,

Their problem concerned the road that runs d_ect]7 nort_ of Panua
out to the University Experiment Station. They asked for state assistance
in the improvement of this road. This road lies within the Notus-Parma
Highway District, is a county roadj and is not on the county federal-aid
secondary system.

- In 1922, the people in the Parma area asked for an _xperinent Station,
and although the University had a policy not to place an7 new Experiment
Stations in an area where there alread_ was one, they did grant this request
and one was built. In 1949, the .Director had no place to live and the

University was going to transfer him and close the Stationj however, the
people in that community were very _ch interested in it and the Parma
Chamber of Ccamerce raised approximately $11,800.00; built the Director
a resident and doed6d the property to the UniverSity. The road to the
Station is in need of improvement and the Highway District does not have
the money. Thedelegation was desirous of knowning whether or not the
State would participate in the costs of this iuprovemon_. The s_okesman
for the group said that he realized the Board had to have rules, but in
order to make them work_ there had to be some e_eptions.

The State Highway Engineer asked them if their County or Highway District
ever applied for federal-aid money. They said that they hadn't since the
State stopped participating in the costs.

The Board told the delegation that they were interested in their prob-

lems, but as the_ read the law they believed the legislature intended them
to use the money appropriated to the highwey department for state highways.
They said that they were trying to be fair to all counties and if they would
deviate from their program in this case, they would have to do the sane for
all counties had sinilar situations_ however, they expressed their willingness

....... _ 7 _
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to help them get this road on the county fodoral aid 8ooondary system and
said that thq would bo glad to have an on.near h the department look ,_
the situation over to doternino what it _uld cost if federal aid funds ! F

The Bridge on U.S. 9_; was alSO dtseusood, The Board inforned the
dolq&tion that thq roooKniNd tho leg standard of this bridg0 but that
there yore othor situations hush u_rso than tho aria andor d£souasion.
Thq said that thq would liko to.. bo able to ropluo the bl_dKoj but tho
dopartmont was approx_nato_y ton nd£1£on dollars behind on their bridgo
oonstruct$on and wore sor_ously handioappod booezso of tho d£ff£eult¥ of
obta_ning 8toelj and it was very doubtfl_ if remodial moasures could be
taken in tho _Jnod_ate future on this brtdGa. • Tbo spokesman then asked
_ho bard if tho bridto could be widenBd.Tho Board told *,hem that in a
report they had roeoived _ the Bridgo KnKinoor , ho did not think this
would bo _ praet$oal as ar_ work work dons at this tim would bo onl_
teaporary.

The Board then rooo4vod by Ippointmont a doletat_on fran the Assoc-
iated General Contractors, and tho fellowin_ persons wore prosont:

Roscoe C, Rich
V. Flshor IL3._sworth
Laon8_ t. ELoan
Ks_lo V. lqillo_
To_ lqsrrasN, BO_o
J. To R. Ne_orklas Balsa _._..
To Matt _kll_, Bolos
Hank F_ippo_p Poeato]_o
Harold _uinn, Boiso

Tho dolqation p_ontod several hatters to the Board uhieh thaw felt
umld bo advant_oous to all to di_mss. Tho l_ints d.'L_ad were as
.followt

1o Rooiproo4ty-_lth contractors of othor statos res_ license
for treeks_ ore,

2, Special poz_Lt8 on pod roads oo_s to eonWao_ p_eet.
3. Panda shako onamnss we/_ht oqui_nent ov_" 5;9,000 pounds and

, .pore10s to be issuod for 811 pub]J_ vo_ks contrasts to bo _ax free
of the ton n_o lm.

h. Contrast md_tenenoo whore possiblo or practical this _.
_. Tost road south of Malad. F_Lutonaneo contract?
6. l_t h_hv_ pro_rm

In tho dissuasion which fo_lowod'ooncsru_ the ft_st rooamondation,
the spokomun for the dole_at_on said that the_ wore of the opinion that out
of stats oontraetore vo_n_ in the state 81Jo_ld bo empelled to bu_ a
l£oen_.. The Doa.rd was _ _ 8eoord u_Lth _J_S___ _.'-____ and folt that
all veb.tolns working in _ _tabe ehould be 3£oemJod. Tko _J_ato
Bn_ said that £f an out of state contractor asked _or a poz_Lt they
could donor h4= the pOlWtt if ha vas not lioonsod, Thee:told the daloKation

that the_ wou_d take this matto_ up furthor _th the D_srtment of Law __nforeenent.
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In a disoussion of the second reoomnendation, the delegation said that
_ they would like to be informed at the time of calling far bids for contracts

as to whether or not special permits could be issued for heavier loads.
They felt this would effect the bid price. The State Highwq Engineer said
that he believed this could be arranged for; perhaps by putting some notation
in the special provisions.

With regard to the third reconmendation, the Board asked the delegation
to return at 3-.00o,clock P.M. for a .discussion on this matter as they were
waiting fox an opinion from the Attorney General's office.

In a discussion of the next recommendation, the spokesman for the group
said that in the spring of the year mar_ contractors are idle, and vhile they
had nothing definite in hind, they wanted to get the Board,s reaction as to
the possibility of contracting maintenance work. The Board expressed the
opinion that they were in favor of contracting all work that could be con-
tracted and said they would like to get the maintenance work done in the spring
as soon as possible. There was some question as to Juet how they Could def_nl
what the contractor was to do; howeTer, they informed them that they would
give this matter consideration and perhaps some of it could be contracted by
taking informal bids or they could possibly negotiate with the contractors on
a rental basis.

With regard to the test road south of M_I_, the State Highway Engineer
said that it was his understanding that the maintenance on this contract would
be contracted. He told them he understood that they preferred to .have a cont-
ract with the State of Idaho, but that the State had signed no contract agree-
ment with the Research Board for the maintenance of this p_oJect. He was of
the opinion that the maintenance costs were going to be carefully scrutinized.

THEREUPON, the Board recessed until 2:00 o,clock P.M.

The Board reconvened at 2:00 o,clock P:M. with all members of the Board
and the State Highway lh_gineerpresent.

The Board then_ave fUrther consideration to the 1952 construction program,
and they unanimously approved the program for federal-aid primary and urban
projects and the pro_ram_for federal-aid secondary projects on the State system.

The Board then received the delegation frcB the Associa_d General Con-
tractors for a further discussion of the recomendations they had presented to

them during the meeting that was held in the homing.

The Board reviewed with the delegation the 1952 highway program which they

had previously approved.

The matter of permit charges on excess weight equipment and the ton mile
tax was then discussed. Since fees for permits have not been set as yet, no
action was taken on the matter of permit charges on excess weight equipment

over 90,000 pounds. In a ruling from the Attorney General' s office, the Board
informed the group that on individual permits they would not have to pay the
ton mile tax on overweight permits. With regard to the payment of the ton
mile tax within the Job haul or without the Job haul when the gravel pit is
within a certain mileage of the Job, the Board advised that they could give
no ruling on that matter as this was a tax matter rather than a highway matter.
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THEREUPONjthe Board adjourned until 9t30 o'clock A.M. on Friday,
Februar7 8, 1952.

+- mbru=7 8, 19 2 I, _ _+

Pursuant to adJour_nent_ the Board reconvenod at 9_30 o'clock A.M.
on Friday, February 8, 1952 at the State Capitol Building, _ool 314, to
attend the Forest Highway Mooting. All nember8 of the Board and the
State Highway J_.Ineer were present.

During the morning session, delegations were heard from various pa_ts

of the State. _._........

At lt30 o'clock P.M., the Idaho Forest ,Highw_PrOl_Sm Conforonee
convened in the offioe of the Department of H_ +a_. 603 Main Street,

-with the following personnel represonttng the intoz_ntad agencies s

STATK OF IDAHO
iii iii i

Roscoe C. Rich, Chairnan, Board of Highway Direotors
W. Fisher F_Iswortk, Member., Board of ffighvayDirectors
Leonard K. Moan, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Earle V. Miller, State Highway Ingineer
Jams Reid, _ineerlng Officer

+

a. s. ,;o_ assistant Regional Forester,
G. K. Mitchell, Project F_Ineer, Missoula

n, Assistant Regional Forester, Ogden
W. G. Guernsey, Forest Supervisor, Boise

H_BAU OF PUBLIC ROADS

W. H. Z_nch, Division Knglneer, Portland
F. E. Ax_I, Principal Hi_w_ _immr_ Portland
Clifford R_ Salmon, Acting District Kn_, Boioo
Vernon Y. C_tl_m, Pro_mninK & Planning Kn_ineer, Doloe
S. I. Jordan, Supervising Bnginee_, Boise

A len_ dAseus_on followed and aA_er eenslde_atlen of the Forest
Highway projects uhieh had been reeomtendod for ep_aZ for eea_c_ien
with Forest Highway funds apportioned to the State of Idaho for the f_scal
year 1953 and for 8uoh xodifieation of provlousl7 approved progra as
seemed desirable, all agreed _o the following allOOatien of P_adaa
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ProOect No. Route Name and Length Esti_ed
T_e of Worm Mile______s Cost

Revisions Recmended in Presently Approved Program

6-AI, B1 Priest River Road, Grading 8.6 $ 428,000

An increase of $128,000.00 over present program remount.

30-C2, E3, F2 Salmon-Montana Line, Grading /i.3 40OjO00

An increase of $145,000.00 over present program m_unt,
and an increase in mileage of 4.3 miles.

48-B McOall-Stibnite, Grading i0o_ 773,0OO

An increase of $203,O00.O0 over present program _un%.

NewProOec_

2-A1, _. Kootenal Highwq 8.9 300,000
Grading 6.3 Ni.
Advance Cleariag 2.6 F_.

9-B3,C2 Enaville-FA_rra_Highwa7 3.1 200,000
Grading

16-G2,H Lewis & Clark Highn_ 5.5 200,000
Grading & Bridge 2.0 Hi.
Advance Clearing 3.5;Hi.

26-AT,B3,C6,I3 Saw_ooth Park Highway 15;.1 _O,000
(Ketohum-Clayton Highway)
Surfacing

34-L15; Yellowstone Park Highway 7.3 450,000
Grading

37-C2 Victor-Irwin Highway 4.7 60,000
Surfacing & Bit. Surfacing

45-A1 Ooolia Mad 5;.8 75;,000
Surfacing

Location Survey

Total Forest High_ Fando $1,981,000 *

• Includes $476,000 as increase to Projects
6-AI,BI; 30-C2,E3,F2 and 48-B above

THEREUPON_ the Board adjourned until 9zO0 o'clock A.M. on Saturday,
February 9, 1952.
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,&AS'UIE&I"- Fo'lzn_au"l9m19_2

Pursuantto adjournment,the Board ree0nvenedat 9sO0 e,oloekA.N.
on Saturn, Februar_9, 1952,with all mmhen and the State Sig_a7
Engineer present.

- The Board received by appointment a delegation fron Canyon county,
• vith th.e fc_Umd.ng .pin"comepr_entt

Roscoe0. IUI.oh
W. FAsherl_inorth
LeonardL Floan
Karle V. Miller
Lt. GovernorF_on Deal, Nenpa
T. M. _eCourse_,_
Wo Jo Grant, Nempa
Karl Clark, Oeldwa_
Goerge W. Black, Caldwell
Dallas Uehlin, Caldmll
Wallace Z. D_batt, Caldeell
J_die Fineher, Caldweil
Melvin C. Allen, Oaldwen
Eddie M. Cusia, Cal_eil
C. M. Van S_ke, Wilder

Their problem eonoerned the roads in the Bleak Ca_en Des protest in
the northernpert of CacTon County. The Govermaentoleared about _0,000 _-
aere8 of land in that area, but made no provision for roads. A _ of
people settled in the area _ the rea_ in the _nter are impassable.
The people keep calliag the County Ce_J_ione_ _ give them assietaneo,
but the _eveauesaecruing to Ca_on County is not enough to maintaAn these
roa_. _hev asked if the State eould coeperateor give them auiatanoe in
getting _hese roads in shape. One of the C_naty C_missioner_ expressed the
opinion that he believedthe legiolature_ to have unusual situations
mash as this taken care of.

The Board told the delegationthat the_ roee_mlsedtheir problemas
there vas o_e or two other situations8ueh as this in the _tate uhere the
Govea_ made _ provisionfe_ roads and t_ eeuatle_feud them_u in
the same positio_ as _ue_. _be_ said it had bee_ _he intezT_a_ton of the
Board so far that the legislature oonveyed to them that pe_ap_ the_ _keuld
ae_ an e_rgeac_ situation neh as snow r_o_l_ espeelal_ if ehildrm
noodod to go to school or if an opidemie bS_ko egb, The_ laid the_ felt
their first re_m_bility va_ to take oars of the main hi_s, as yell as
thei_m_ ether roads on the state _, and ths_, _ were in ver_ meh
the wine positionas the Ceunty as thq did not have en_ _mne_ to do _hat
the_ _.ld like _e do.

The delegationms asked iS the_ had eoaside_ _ for federal-
add. The_ told the Board that the Catty did _ ka__ fuade avai-
lable so their did not feel the_ could accept federal-aid funds,
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The State _LighwayKngineer explained to them that the federal gov-
ernment would go along with the county on graveled reads and perhaps thed_
share of matching honey would be no more than if the State could or were in
a position to participate.

The Board told the group that they would like to be:helpful in ar_ wq

they could. They would be glad to have one of the departaent's engineers
accompa_ their caunty engineer to look the situation over and help on the
planning and see how _ch the County's share would be if federal-aid funds
were used. They told them, howeWer, that they were not going to make a_
premise as to what the department would do. They were glad to go into this
matter and try and help them 3 but that they did not want them to leave
thinking that the department was goirg to do something they had not agreed
to do.

They assured then that farther consideration wc_ld be given the matter
when a report as to the costs had been received.

The nezt matter concerned the reorganization of the Board. Mr. Ellsworth
moved that Mr. Rich be appointed Chairman of the Board for this year.
Mr. Floan seconded and the motion was carried. Mr. Flesh moved tha_
Mr. gllsworth be appointed Vice-Chairman of the Board. Mr. Rich seconded and
the notion was carried.

The matter of posting reads, especially overloads eastthen discussed.
A lengthy discussion ensued. It was the hope of the Board that they would
not have to use the posting law, but during the special session of the
legislature, a Resolution fren the Legislature was presented to the Board
requesting and urging the Idaho Board of Highwey Directors to foreaulateand
pursue policies not in conflict with the established econ_ of the State
of Idaho.

The Board assumed that the Legislature was not advocating the non-enforce-
ment of the laws eelating to overloads. After conferences with the Office
of the Attorney General and the CoHmissioner of Law Knforce_ent, the Board
advised them that they would give study to the possibilities of allowing over-
loads on certain sections or portions of the State Highwey System for the

logging, lumber and mining trucks.

The Board was _ch concerned over this problem_ because they felt that
the Department of Law Enforcement had been very cooperative and they did not
want to broaden their policy i _t would break down the law enforcement
situation. They also said tha_as a discrininatory law and would create a
bad situation since it could not be used in all parts of the StateJ namely:
Southeastern Idaho.

It was the concensus of the Board throughout the entire discussion that
when a policy was formed, it should help the Department of Law Enforeem_nt
rather than hinder it.

The Board felt that the posting law should only be used to the extent
- that was practical. The matter of Just what would be the better way to

handle the situation was discussed. Whether it would be better to act on
each individnal request or post all of the roads that they felt would not
suffer because of the overloads. A permit fee was discussed and the best
way to handle that situation was given some consideration. Whether it was
best to handle it on a ton mile tax basis, have the operators post a bond to pay
in advance.



Ne deflnitedeeisiensvere reaehed at thin meet_Ingj however, the
Chairmanof the Board urged that a f_ and completedecisionon this

postingmatter be reached at their next meeting in Maroh.

Thin Board reeoavened at 2sO0 o'clock P.M., wAth all members, exoept
Nr. Sllmmrth, and the State Highwa_Znglneer present.

The location ef the Highwa7 _t,s Sixth DistrAct _u_oarters
waS then dAseusse4.t_AftercareA_alcensideratlonthe Board decide4 to build
the DistrietSix Headquartersand HalnteaaueeShep at er near Rig_, if
reasoaablearrangementseould be made for an aeceptablesite.

THER_UPON_the Board adjourneduntil their ne_t regularmeeting, which
vu set for 1:30 P.N., Wednesdq, March 12, 1952.

R. C. RICH, ChaAman
Board of Htgbvay Directors

. Done at Boise, Z4tbo
12 _,'eh 19_2

February 9, 1952
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MINUTES OF THE REGUIAR MEETI_ OF THE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHEtY DIRECTORS

March 12-15, 1952

The regular neeting of the Idaho Board of H_hwq Directors was convened
in the Old Statesman Building, 603 Main Street, _lee, at 2zOO ololoeM P.M.
on March 12, 1952.

, Present were W. Fisher Ellsworth, Director fr_ District NO. 1; Roscoe
C. Rich, Director from District No. 2_ Leonard K. Floan, Director fro_
District No. 3J Earle V. Millerj State High_ ER_netr] and Richard F.
Johnson, Secretary of the Board,

Minutes of the regular meetlng held February 5-9, 1952, were read and
approved by the Board.

Consideration was then given to the bids reeeived on February 26, 1952,

and the following action was taken:

• The first bids considered were for Project No. S-1739(I), consisting of
constructing the roadway and a roachtixbitwainou8 surface on 9.026 nile8 of
the Dayton-Red Rock Road, between Ozford and Red Rock, Mnovn as Idaho Federal
Aid Project No. S-1739(I) in Bannock and Franklin Counties. The State High-

0 .way Engineer had exercised the authority _iven hlm by the Board and had award-
ed the contract to the Mountain States Construction Company of Pooatello, Idaho,
the low bidder, on February 27, 1952, in the m_unt of $211,910._0j the Engineer's
Estimate being $236,6_._.

There being no objection, the Boa_P_tSmSmoua_7 concurred inhe action
of the State Highway Engineer.

The next bids considered were for PToJeet No. S-3806(I), consisting og
constructing the roadway and a roadnix bituninou8 surface on 9.098 miles of
the Bruneau-Duck Valley Highway, Mnovn as Idaho Federal Aid Project No.
S-3806(I) in Klmore County. The State Highw8_ Engineer had mudded the
tract to Barnhart & Wheeler Contractors, Inc. of Pocatello, Idaho, the low

bidder, on February 27, 1952, in the amount of $12_,237.00j the Engineer's
Estimate being $137,771.90.

There being no dissenting opinion, the Board unaniuously concurred in the
action of the State Highway Engineer.

Bids were then considered for Project NO. S-380_(I), consisting of con-
structing the roadway and a roadnix bit_nous surface on 5.262 niles of the
Mountain Hcue-Grandview Road from Grand-Jew East, Mnovn as Idaho Federal Aid

Project NO. S-380h(I) in Elmore County. The State Highway Engineer had ex-
ercised the authority given hie by the Board and had awarded the eontract to
the Nampa Asphalt and Paving Compan_ of Nempaj Idaho, the low bidder, on
February 27, 1952; in the amount of $9_,3_6.2_; the Engineer's Estimate being
tAOl,817.?o.

_,_ar__ 12-i_, I757



82

There beaut no queetions and no objections, the Board unanimously eon-
ourrodin the aotion of the State High_.K_tnoor.

The next b6d8 considered wore for Project No. FZ_3022(2), eonsisting
of eon_tl_Ot_uK the roadv_ and a.bit_n_8 surface treatment on h.960
miles of Highg_ US-_O .frem King Hill Westerly, in Klnorm Oount_. Acting
Qn the authority given him by the Board, the State Highva_ Kn£inoer had
avardod the eontract to Duf_ Roed Construction CoapauV of Twin.Yalls,
Idahoj the lov bidder, on February 27. 19_2, in the amount of _22,96_.h0;
the ]ralrLneer,8 gsttmate _ $h02,128.50,

There being no ob3oetion J the Board unaninou_y concurred in the
action of the State niZkua_ Znginoer.

Bids vere then eoasidered for Stockpile ProJeot No. 7hw eomtsting
of ._alqaieking eruahed gravel and cover coat nt?die_81 in stoekptle8 ad-
Jaoont tq Hlghv_ US-26, 91 and 191, in Donnevil!o and Je_onson Counties.
The 8rate Highwq _ had retarded the eo_t to Barnhart & Wheeler

._ Cou_.aotoz_ .Ine. of Poeatolloj ldahop the law bidder; on _. 27,
1952, in the smut of $87,170.00S the _er,s Ssttaate betas $8J,17_;.00.

Th_ffo _ no diseenttaK epizELon the Board unantmoua]_r oonourred in I:_t
the action of the State Highvsw Ka/lamr. . U

Tke next bids e_688sd_ for Steek_e l_Jeet No. 78, oonsistlng
of furnishingcrushedgravel and eever ooat materlal In stoek_ee near
Bellevue,Naeka_ and Aeequia, in BlaAne,Custer and Hinldeka Counties. The
State _ _ karlmmerelae4 _e uUz_AqV Z*_,a _a by the hoard,
aud had wawkd ,the oontract .to Nelson and _ _t II_Ls_,. idaho, the lov
b_!dde_ on _ 27, 1952, in the aae_nt of $2),250000! the Kagiaeer, s

- Dt,.'La_,,_ V_L_ $23,650,00.

in the aetion of the State Highu_ Kngineer..

The Board then eeMidered the bids for 8toeMpSleProJeer No. 79, eon-
slstangof furnishingeruhed gravel in _e_ nee_ ]tmnen_ In,Can_en
Ceunt_. The State Highvq Engineer had e_oe_elsedthe authorit_given him
b_ the Board aad had avardadthe eon_t to Nelsonand Deppe, Boise, Idaho,
the lov bldAer,on February 27, 19_, in the amount of $_700.00; .t&e
_'s _tasat_ bed.all,$?,500.00.

There be_z no dl_enting opinion, the _oard um_um_l_ eoneurred in
the aetion of the S_te _ _. •

March 12-15, 1952
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Consideration was then given to the bids received on Narch 11, 195_ on
five projects and the following action was taken=

The first bids considered were for Project No. 8-6743(1), consisting
of constructing the roadway and a ro_ bitm_us surface on 70_O6 miles
of the Nes Perce Highway between Craipont and Hohler in Lewis gounty. The
State Highwq Engineer recounended that the contract be swarded to Carbon
Brothers of Spokane, Washington on their low bid of $50_,186.4OJ The
F_gineer's Estimate being $_85,768._00

There being no questions and no objections, the recmme_ation of the
State Highway Engineer was adopted and the Board u_usly awarded the
contract to Carbon Brothers, subject to concurrence of the B_reau of Public
Roads.

The next bids considered were for Project No. So1817(1)_ consisting of
constructing the roadbed and a crushed gravel surface and repair _he Bear

River Bridge on 6.402 miles of the Goergetown-Nounan Road in Bear Lake
County. The State Highway Engineer recoH_ended that the contract be awarded
to _he Western Construction Co_par_ of Poeatello, Idaho on their low bid
of $98,291.50J the Engineer's Estimate being $102,370.00. There being no
dissenting opinion, the recommemdation of the State _ighwa_ Engineer was
adopted and the Board unanimously awarded the contract to Western Construction
Co_pan_, subject to the approval of the Bureau of Public Roads.

Bids were then considered for Project AS-16(5), @onsisting of construct-

ing a 121.5 foot concrete and steel bridge and approaches across the Peek
River on the Colburn Culver Road in Bonnet 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 $51,882.20. The
Board unanimously concurred in this recommendation, and all bids were re-

Jected. The State Highway Engineer was authorised to readvertise the project
for f_t_re letting.

Consideration was then given to the bids received on Project S-6701(I),
consisting of constructing a roadmix bituminous surface and seal coat on
2.403 miles of the Cotton East Road in Bonneville County. The State Highway
Engineer recommended that subject to con@urrence of the Buream of Public
Roads, the contract •for this project be awarded to Holmes Construetion
Compar_ of Heyburn, Idaho on their low bid of $20,540.50; the Engineer,s
Estimate being $21,711.15. This recommendation was approved unanimou_ by
the Board and it was so ordered.

The last bids to be considered by the Board were for Maintenance Project

No. 80, consisting of seal coating 9.098 miles of US-191 between Shelle_ and
Idaho Falls in Bingham and Bonneville Counties. The State Highway Zmgineer
reeomaended that the contract be awarded to the Holmes Construction Cowpm_
of Heyburn, Idaho, on their low bid of _l_,6OO.OO; the Xngineer's Estimate
being $15,700.00. There being no dissenting opinion, the Board unanimously
awarded the contract to Holmes Construction Compare.

The Board authorised the State Highway Engineer to attend the Research
Committee of Council of State Gover_aente' _eeting at Phoenix, Arizona
on April h and 5, 1952.
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The Board then received by appointment Hr. Kenneth Hartzlor, Seeretaa7o
Nanagor of the Idaho Motor Transport Usoctation. Hr. Hartalerss problem con-
corned the peering of t he hiKh_8 due to spring break-up, espoctslly in the
Twin Fans area on U. S. 93. He informed the Board that as Manager of_he

Truold.ng Assoelation he had nan_ problems to des1 u_th, and the one he was 'j
concornod with most at the proaont time was the posting of roads duo to spring
break-up. He said that booause of the load 2JJ_tS on the front axle na_
operators could not get onto the highea_Ode_ons affoot_uG the potrolouu and
cattle truok hauler8 conotdorab]_y. He vas_of knowing whether or not some tolal-
oranco could bo _tven on the 8tOort_ axle so that those truoksr8 could continue
thoir oporationg. He said that the operators did not have fae_iti08 to obtain
othor oquilmOnt and that from a ftnanolal standpoint it was alnoat /mrposolble
to chasKe their equ£pmOnto He ssid that the st_ axle woisht on mort of
the vehicle8 avorngod ?_lO0 to 8,000 pounds, but there gore some heavier, and
he requested the Board to _ve consideration of allowln K up to 11,000 pounds
on,the f_ont axle. He said the trucking industry plated a largo part in the
econo_ of the State and that he ua8 of the opinion that proUe88 should not
be retardsd.

The Board told Mr. Hartsler tha_ it was not their intont_on or doetxo to
retard progress or hurt a_ono, but £t gas their rasponsibtJ_ty to natntain
and fleprovo the highwqo, and that in 8ueh hatters as th_ the_ had. to depend
upon the e_lnooF8 and 8XpOl_e_e of other state8 for a 8ound an_were

No do_nite aet_on vas taken by the Board, but the_ informed Hr. Hartuler
that the_ would give the matter further consideration and Instructed the State
H_ghw_ g_ginoor to look the 8_tuation over to detozuttno uhother or not an_
tolerance eould be _ven and to inform Mr. Hartsler of the duetsten.. :-_

• ! t_- The Board then considered a letter with an attached Resolution _ron the
Clef k of. the Board of County Cem_asioner8 of Clark County, wherein it m
requeetod that the road f_om _abo_ West, Star4 Rou_o WOo 22, also known as
Zdaho Central Higbva,7, oouiwti_, of approx:Lmatal_ t_nty-ono ndle8 be comp-
leted at the earliest possible date. _,

The Board took no dofizdte action, pending the iasuan_o of a 8uff_ctemcy
rating report which :!.8 bed_ complied, and inotructod the State HiKhwa_ Kn-
glnoer to inform the Clark Cosu5_ Board of Ommlu_onsr8 that when this re- .
port was co_plotod_ the_ could better advise them Just whexo this road would
eo_o in the construction prognm. .

THKRK_PON_the Board ad__ ant_ 9_00 o,olo_k £.N..on Tkursd_,
Karch 13, 1952.

Pursuant to ad_}ou1_ment, the Board rooonvemod at 9sO0 e,olook A,X. on
Thu.-'sda_ Na."ob 13, 1_2, with all member; and the State: ]_i.i;bva_ )_nglmoer
]_sem'e.

The Board them received by appointment a delng&t_on from _m._ w_th the
following personnel prosemte

_reh 13, 1952
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Roscoe C. Rich
W. Fisher Ellsworth
Leonard K. Floss
Earle V. Miller
Frank M. Rettig, Jerome
W. H. Detweiler, Huelton
John Hosman, Jerome
Murray O, Rourke, Jerome
Adrian 6. Van Hook, "Jerome
F. N. Trappen, Jer_ue

This delegation had requested this meeting for the purpose of discussing the
problems that have arisen in conjunction with the proposed routing of Highwq 30,
lying between Rasmussen corner southeast of Wendell, and the new highway 93_ east
of Jerome.

Mr. Rettig, spokesman for the groupp stated that this delegation represented
a Costa/tree appointed by the farmers to represent then and discuss their problem.

The Board told the delegation that this matter had been previously discussed
several tines. They told them that even before they took office in July of 1951
that they had discussed it with the Governor and th_ they had arrived at an under-
standing with Mr. Detweiler and the departaent of highways that before a_ definite
decision would be nade as to the location, they were going to look at this pro-

posed highway on the ground, with the exception, however, of certain contrasts to
be let approximately four Liles east of Wendell toward Jerone. They told the de-
legation that they had learned that recently some surveying was being donej how-
ever, upon further investigation the_ found that the department was checking the
survey stakes that were put in several years ago.

Mr. Rettig said that he wanted to extend an invitation to the Board to look
the matter over on the ground. He said that the farmers in that area want the

roa&_ but they would llke to have it as close to the railroad property as possible
and they felt that Just as good a highway could be built near the railroad and
not hurt the farmers as much. He said that th_ road as nov proposed cuto diagon-

ally through some of the fame and due to the fact that this surveying has been
going on for the past several years, ,the farmers feel that it has affected the
value of their farms.

The State Highway Engineer then explained tothe delegation that when re-
locating a road, it was necessary to look at it from all angles. The economics
of highway construction are based on three e_ements - time, distance and number
of vehicles using the highway or traffic flow. TiRe is the essential elenent.
He told them that when a highw_ is relocated it is almost impossible to place
it where it will not hurt some and benefit others, but he said that the benefits
or econonics must accrue to the road user as he was the one that paid for the
road. He said that he hoped that when this highway was built it would never have
to be relocated.

The Board told the delegation that they apprecia_ the problems confronting
the farmers, and they assured them that as far as the_PdoYncernedtheir minds Were
open and they wanted to make a careful study of all the factors involved and
wanted to look at the entire route as it was necessax_ to have good planning and
see what was best for the State on a long range program. They assured the delegation
that the plans were not firm beyond a fe_ miles east of Wond_ and that a decision



would not be reaehed until the_ had looked at the entire route on the ground, and
then the_ would give them the answer.

The Bosrd then took under consideration a letter reeeived fron Mr. Carl T. * I I
Reuter, Clerk of the Board of County Connissioners, Zdaho County, wherein an
inquiry was made concerning the availability of the remainder of the funds for
the inprovenent of the Clear Creek Road under the Cooperative A_nt dated

I, 19_6, Miscellaneous Project No. A-I_.

The followlng Resolution was una_usly approved and ad_t_d by the Boards

_, the State of Idaho, by and through its then C_miselener of Publie
Works, and the County of Zdaho, by and through its Board of County Co_8sioners,
on J_ I, 19h6, did enter into a cooperative agreement to Inprove by grading,
draining and surfaeing, seven (7) miles of the Clear Creek Road in Zdahs County, and

_£S: aforeeaid Clear Creek Road is not a part of the State Higheq System,
and

_, the State of Zdahep by Veueher No. _m dated Bovember 17, 19_Om
has _sed the County of Zdaho in the _ of $2_8_.16 for m_nles which
said County has expended in improving aforesaid Clear Creek _ad, all according
to aforeeaid eeeperatlve agrement, and

k_, the County of Idaho hu ineurred no cos_ eat he above nea_lened
project 8inoe the da_e of aforesaid payaent by the 8tare, and

_, the State of Idaho at this date is not indebted to the County of _iI"iIdaho by re.on of the above mentioned agreement for an_ monies expended by the
County of Idahoj and

_AS, there are not euffioient funds alloeat'ed to the Idaho Dep_taent
of Hiehwa_s to warrant the exponditure of the remaAnder of _J_L_I60.8/¢provided
in aforesaid eooperative agreement.

_g_ T_YO_ _ IT R_OL_, that the aforesaid cooperative agreement be_
and is norm terminated and caneelled, and the State of Idaho hereby dieelai_ a_
liability on its part for ar_ further expenditures by the Co_y of Zdaho in or
upon the above mentioned pro_e_t, and under the aforesaid eooperative agreement,
and the State Highw_ _lneer i8 dlreeted to so noti_ and inforn the Board of
County Conniseloners of Zdaho Ceunt_

T_N, _e Board _eeesend _ntll l,_O P. M.

The at th.state
present.

The Board thee received by appointment Ce_y Ceemlasioners _ Cain and
Gem Counties. The following persons vere presentt

Roscoe C. Rieh
W. Fisher Kllsvorth
LooneY. loan

• Earle Y, Hiller ;_1

Marc[_13, 1952
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James Reid
W. J. Grant, Car_on County
C. M, Van Slyke, Canyon County
T. M. DeCoursey, Canyon County
Melvin Vickery, Gem County
Cecil Sutton, Gem County
C. W. S_ort, Secondary Roads Engineer

Their probleB concerned the roads in the Black Canyon Dam area. This problem
had been presented to the Board at their February meetir_, and the Board had re-
quested the State Highway Engineer to obtain a report on this matter as to the
cost, and how this problem could best be handled.

Mr. Reid, the Engineering Officer for the De_nt, together with represent-
atives from Can_on County, made an inspection of this area. He reported that it
was not possible to go over all of the roads, but that he had gone over approx-
imately thirty miles in the Car_on County Section and over a small portion lying
within Gee County. He said that the roads he went over had been graded by the
Counties _mt were not at the present time ready for surfacing as some grading
should be done as well as some pipes placed before crushed rock surfacing was put
on. Mr. Reid said that to make a Nhorse-backW estimate, he would say that it would
cost froa fifty to fifty-five thousand dollars to surface the thirty miles with pit
run base.

It was suggested to the delegation that a federal-aid 8eoo_ax_ system be con- _"_:

sidered for the area.
i

The State Highway Engineer explained to the County Commissioner| that it was
necessary for the Counties to select the routes and suggested that they take county
maps and show the principal arteries and also show the other roads that were needed
such as school and bus routes, and su_ait them to the department of highways with a
letter stating their request. The department would then su_nit it to the Bureau of
Public Roads for approval.

The County Commissioners told the Board that the valuation received fron t_is
area was very low_ and they wanted to know if the Bureau of Public Roads would
allow them to do the work.

The State Highway Engineer explained to the Commissioners that the Bureau of
Public _ds through their secondary law does not recognize Counties as contracting
agents. They have named each State Highway D@partment as the contracting agent and
the State is responsible. He also told them that the Federal-aid Act carries a
provision that the Bareau of Public Roads will consider work by County forces only
when suck work is of a character or nature not custo_Aly done by the contract
method and then the State lust _aake a showing to that effect. He also told the Com-
missioners that when work is done by a County or Counties, plans and specifications

must be prepared and the County or Counties must submit their prices to the State.

The Board told the Commissioners that they appreciated their problem and would

go along with them to put any roads on the system that they thought should be on.
• They urged them to submit their request and that as soon as it had been received

the State Highway Engineer would contact the Bureau of Public Roads and see what
could be worked out. They said that they liked to see this work accomplished by
next yearo

_arc! 13,
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The Bosrd then received by appointaent the Highwq Comittee of the Idaho
Association of CcmL_ssionore and Clerks, and the following persons were present=

a. c. re.oh,  eiman, Boardo.",riO+,,+  "ectors .
W. Fisher Kllsworth+ Memnon', Board of Kighm_ Direetors
Leonard K. Floan, Member, Board of eighw_T Direetors
Earle V. Miller, State Eighwq Kng_aoer,
Harold West, Cheirnan_ Highwq Committee, Idaho Y_8
J.+M. Dodd8, Member, Highway Cemaittee, Boise
T. M. DeCeursey, Henber, Highway Co_ittee, N_pa
J. R. Gobble, Idaho Falls
William C. _yle, Chamber of Comeree, Idaho Falls
Clifford R. Saluen, Aeting District Knglneer, B.P.R., Boise
C. W. Short, Seeondar_ Roads Kngineer, Department of High_

Mr. West,+ Chairnan of the Comatttee, acted as spokesman for the greWp.
He told the Board that they were back again merely to talk about the reeomaendations

that they had su_itted at the meeting held in November with the Board of Higheq
Direetors. He said that at the Noveaber meeting they had:sukattted five reeonmend-
ations for their eoneiderationl hoveve_j they felt that the last two ree_aendstione
need not be further diecussedj namely- ,That _essure group8 not to be re_ogniled
ahead of County Oonmlsslenere on road hatters within their own County., and ,Does
the order by the State Highway Department saying that no state eq_pment.wlll be
allowed to runove snow from eo_mty rQads, except in emergeney, mean the 8everanee
of all of t_e trading of equi_ and men bask and forth between the State and
CountTTI He 8_at they were desirous of knowing if ar_ aetion had been haken

on their firs_/riebiaendations. + _.

UThe Board told the Ce_ittee that they had labored under the opinion that the7
had pretty we_ _ the three questions. The Chairman of the Board then e_a-
s_nted on the fact that there had been a number o£ ar_iele8 in the press recently
consenting thls. lat,ter, and he mm wondering what had been acoomplished by it.
He was of the opinion that handling matters in this way p_t both the County C_-
niseioners and the Board of Highw_ Directors in a bad light. He felt that a
_eh better way to handle m_oh problems _ by dealing with the highway department,
either by letter or by telephone.

Hr. West explained to the Board that man7 of these news item were not direct
quotations fren him, but rather the ideas of an over_mtbltieus newspaper editor.

The Minutes pertaining te their previeus nseting _hiek was held in No_ember

were then read to the C_ttee. A eep_ of these Minutes were nailed to Mr. West,
but he Informed the Board that he had not reeelved them, and else 8aid that had he
received them, it probabl7 wou_d bet have been necessary to call this meeting, as
he was satisfied with the action taken on the r_tionl, _hieh reeomaendations
were as follo_m_

That the State Highway Department set up a secondary road
division to handle nothing but the seeond_ road prograu_
as is set forth in the Fede..-,_l-aid Aet.

_[arch 13, 1952



That the County Road Engineer or Supervisor be recognized by: the
State Departaent of Highways as a Resident Engineer and be
allowed to design and supervise construction of 8econda_

' roads as his qualifications ma_ Justify.

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

A further discussion of these recommendation followed.

The Board told the Committee that they had instructed the State Highway

Engineer and the Secondary Roads Engineer to obtain more qualified personnel as
soon as possible, becaBse they wanted to cooperate with_e counties as much as
possible.

The State Highway Kngineer informed them that measures along that line had
been taken. He said that previously Mr. Short, the Secondary Roads Engineer, had
under his Jurisdiction all of the state and county secondary rondel the County
secondary road system comprising about 60%. He said that orders had been issued
whereby Mr. Short would be relieved of his duties on the State seoondary system
and he would now be able to devote all of his time to the County secondary 8ystaa.
He enid that the department was in the process of employing three additional men

to assist him in this work. These _n would serve as contact men and would be
located in different areas so that the local units could contact tham, discuss

their problems and get the needed information. In this way the making of plan8
could Me better handled at county level and the work could be expedited. The Com-
mittee was informed that the State could absorb the salaries of this added per-
sonnel in their administrative budget and it would not be a responsibility of the
counties or _xean of Public Roads.

Mr. West expressed the opinion that he could see nothing wrong with that syst_p

It was pointed out to the Committee that there were some cases where the
counties had not cooperated too well. Records in the deparbaent 8how that on some

projects additional information has been requested from the counties and that they
have been very negligent in supplying this information. The State Highway Engineer
said that the department does not want delays, and it was up to the counties to
cooperate and help the department. He mentioned the fact that the secondary pro-
gram hu been at about the same level for the past few years, and he believed this
could be accelerated if the counties and state would work together.

The Board said that they were seeking the right kind of reXe_e_ _ between the

counties, the board and the department, and that they were tremendoualy interested
in the federal-aid progren as they did not want the State to lose ar_ federal aid
money and this could happen if a certain amount was not put under contract by J_
I, 1952.

With regard to the recommendation that the County Road F_ineer or Supervisor
be recognized by the state department of highways as a resident engineer, the
Board said that they would like to sa_ officially to Mr. West, to the Cow, tree and
to all County Commissioners that it was entirely satisfactory to the Board to have

the counties use their own county engineer or have private engineering firms to the

work; however, it was pointed out to them that if a county had an engineer act as
a resident engineer on a project while it was under construction that he could not
do work for the county at the same time.
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The State Highu_y Zngine_r said the the dapar_ont @eL_d _ro@oss the Jobs if
the counties could do the prelininary work en surveys and pXens. He said that they
were eneeuraging the eountiu to enple_ private engineering firms and that the

department had prepared • fern of engineering contract agreement for use in __j
connection with the performance of engineering services by private engineering
fir_, and pointed out that the counties should net only think about their pro-
graa for this year, but should be eenteaplating what their program will be for
next year.

Hr. West said that there were _ counties who did not feel +.hatthe_
could participate and _vere not going to apply for federal fl_. He said that
he believed that this wee par+_y due to the fact that the7 did not know hew to
avail themselves of federal aid none7 and did net realise the benefits derived

f_ the use of it. He thought that perhaps through a Joint effort, the counties
could be educated and it could be explained to then why the_ should apply and
use federal funds. He said it could probably not be done this year u the
budgota were set up, but $f the counties oould know the state, s progrsn the_
could bettor work out their prOgrene.

The Beard told the Co_ittee that the_ w_ld work up the State0• pregren
so that i_ could be presented to the eoumtiee at the aext general neetiag of
•the Idaho Asseelatien of Co_asioners and Clerks.

a_ _ne_n_y w_ _s secondary road problem eoald be licked was through co-
operation between the State Eighva_.Depa_nt and the Counties, and that the

County _sieners were de_ of getting a close working relationship.
_° "'i

The matter of @eunties buAldlng their on roads mas then discussed. B_Connittee was told that the Fedorel-aid A@t carries a provision that the
of Publie Reads will consider work by Couaty torsos when sueh worm is of a

. oharaeter or nature not oustouaril7 done by the eontract notho6j kevever, the
Bureau of l_blio Roads require8 that the State make • showing to that effect.

Mr. _M_, the £¢tlag District ]h_Ineer for the B_ree_ of l_tblie Reads,
told the delegation that this was a mutter between State and Ceuat_ and if the
State rmndo that the County is qualified to do the wo_k_ the Bureau of
Publie Reads is pretty liberelj however, he told then that nest eeun_ies end
states agree that it is bettor to eon_aet worM,

•He also informed the group that i_ the. _Aeld hen _er _e Bureau of Publie
Roads insist on things that are unneoeesary or beyond the needs of the counties,
the Boise O_A_et_ the Bureau of Public Reads would lAMe to get together with
the 8'_to a_l the County involved and talk with thee and give the probleU een-
side_ation as he believed _ things could be ironed out if thqr _ gone
into with the right attitude.

Hr. Eyle, Chairman of the Hi_a_ Cosmtttoe of the Idaho Falls _henber of
0esmeroe, was spokoenan for the new part of the disoussion. He explained to
the Board that at • highwa_ committees meeting of the Idaho Falls _h_abe_ of
Ccmaeree, several ree_tlem were wsan/n_s._y egFood upon ukleh the_
wished to. present to the Board of Htgkg_ Directors for their eensidera_Aon. _._::,
We said that, the hishwa_s In their eeetion of the _tate were Inpe_ant to them ._i

and that the_ _ere interested in diseueeing th_ problem8 with the_.Board. _
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The recomendations presented to the Board were broken down into five
.... sections, as fo].].ows2

CC_PIEfION

i. Completion of North yellowstone highway project within the city limits
with all possible dispatch this year.

2_ Completion with final surfacing on Twin Buttes hlghwe_ this year,
3_ Early completion of Stats Highway 28 (Lemhi Vallq) with at least one

new major project to be set up for survey, © leafing and completion in 1952,
4. That the State Highwq District Six office be set up as near Idaho Falls

as possible with concentrated effort made to create the office at Ucon on the 30
acres presently owned by the Highway Department

_EW CONSTRUCTION

1. An Idaho entrance to the Yellowstone Park and a direct connection to Old
FaithfUl and the Geyser Basin.

2. Continued attention tothe Salmon River Highway down the ,River of No
Return" to connect North Idaho and Southeast Idaho.

3. Oray's I_ke Highway to connect Idaho Falls with the rapidly developing
phosphate area and to establish a direct connection between Idaho Falls and
Soda Springs.

I. U.S. Highway 91 between Idaho Falls and Robo.--t,s to eliminate killer-curves
and make it possible to keep this road open more easily during winter time.

IMPROVEMENTS

I. Widening the subwey on U. S. 191 within the City Limits of Idaho FallS.
2. Consta_,ction of a four-lLne highwa7 between Idaho Falls and Pecatelle.
3. General improvement of U. S. 191 from Idaho Falls north.

ADDITIONAL RECC_RENDATIONS

We recommend that the State Highwey Board create as provided by law, a second-

ary highway agency within the Highwa7 Department for the purpose of breaking the
bottle-neck existing in secondary road development under present difficult clearing
techniques between the state and the counties.

We recomend that the State Highway Department reoognlsecounty engineers or

supervisors according to their qualifications.
We further recomend to the State Highwa_ Board that the Department allow

counties or highway districts to do their own engineering or have the work done
on bids with the county paying the prescribed 38% and the BUresn of Public Roads

paying their 62%.

In a discussion of the first recounendation, udder Cowpletion, the State High-

wa7 Engineer told the delegation that the department had received a letter fr_ the
Ma_or of Idaho Falls wherein the City of Idaho Falls had approved the plan presented
to them, and the department was going to make a stud_ for a four-lane underpass this
year. With regard to the final surfacing of the Twin Buttes highway, the Board said
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that thq would hake no prouise as to whether or not this would be aceo_lished
this year. The7 told them that they did not include this proJoet in this year,s
program Idwould not do so unless it proved necessary, as thq would prefer

waiting until the entire route was rea_ for surfacing. Regarding S_4rteHigh- ! j
u_ 28, the delegation was informed that a project had been set up f6r this year.
Thq told them that the_ gore interested in this highwq and were desirous of hav-
ing the road botween Salmon and Idaho Falls _empletod as soon as_possible. The
Board infonNd the delegation that the location of the Mate Highboy District Six
office had alrea_ been acted on and if a suitable site could be secured, _he
District Six Office will be at or near Rigby.

Concerning the ree_mendatioa for New Construction, the Board informed the
delegation that the_ would hake no premim regarding this reeemaenda_ien. The7
said the_ were getting into _he long range progrma as fast as they could. They
told them the State was ten years behind on their construction progrem and even
further behind on the bridge progrmt, and they felt tha_ their first responaibilit_
was to take care of the roadm now on the system. The Board told the delegation
that under the long range progrem all roads uould he considered and the needs would
be evaluated by the sufftcioney rating system.

Rmgardlng the reeo_mendat_no under Re-Aligmmnt and X_provemento, thq State
Highwsy _gineer informed the delegation that r_rveys _ to be nade on U. S.
91 and U. S. 191 this s--met.

No action was taken on the last recomaendation as these nattere had been
discussed during the first part of the meeting.

1952., Bo- adj rued o,clockA...on

FRIIMLY - March 3._I 19_2

lqL_muant to adJourmeat, the Board reooavened at 9100 o,oloek A.M. on _erida_,
March lk, 1952, _ith ell mbere and the State Highwey Zngineer present.

The Board cousidered the am_ report and recomendationo m_bmitted for Pro-
Ject A1_-3022(3), in Ada and Elmore Ccunties_ and found that certain lands sought

. to be acquired for rlght of we7 plrpose_ in connection with the reconstruction of
the Old Oregon Trail H_ghwsy betwmm Ro_ina and Cleft, being 13._8 mile8 in lea_th_
to be necessary for such use, and ordered the Legal Departaent to file condeanation
suit in the proper Court against the owner or owner8 of said property to determine
the value theroof, if the Highway Department and the owao_ or owner8 of said lands
are unable to agree on the purchase .price.

Conaideration was then _Avem to ampo1% on relinq_mt of right-of-wey at
Bennett_ B_, occur d'Alene-Yellowtone Trail, [ootanai County. Mr. Jams L. Rhodes
of Occur d'Alene had requested the State to d_ to him a parcel .of old abandoned
right-of-wey in portions of Lot h of Section 29 and the N_ of _ection 28, Town-
ship _0 Worth, Range 3 West, B.M. Mr. Rhodes _mm the ad_aeeat laud and desired to
beautif_ the area.

_rch IL,,1952
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The Board took no action, and left this matter to the discretion of the State
..... Highway Engineer.

The Board then received by appointment a Conmittee from the Boise Office of
the Associated General Contractors, and the following persona were present:

Roscoe C. Rich
W. Fisher Ellsworth
Leonard K. Floan
Earle V. Niller
J. T. R. MoCorkle, Boise
Ton_ Marrazzo, Boise
T. Matt Hally, Boise
Harold Quinn, Boise
N. L. McCrea, Maintenance Engineerj Department of Highw_e

Several matters concerning the issuance of Special Permits were discussed.
The delegation was desirous of knowing whether or not the fees as set up were
fixed or if they could be altered. The Board explained to them that the fees
could be lowered or raised at ar_ time, and they would be lowered if the paper
cost did not use up the two dollars set up for paper charge.

The Spokesman for the delegation suggested that the department review some
of the postings on the bridges as it was the concensus of the Cc_ittee that some
of the postings were too low. The State Highway Engineer aaid that if this had
not been done within the last three years, they would put a man on it this sumuer.

The delegation pointed out several places in the pamphlet where they thought
the wording was rather misleading, The Board assured them that this could be taken
care of, and instructed the Maintenance Engineer to clari_y these statements before
their approval of the pamphlet.

The delegation expressed their appreciation of discussing these matters with
the Board as they felt that all parties concerned had a clearer u_derstanding of the
problems concerned.

The Board then received a delegation from Owyhee County_ with the following

personnel present:

Roscoe C. Rich

" W. Fisher Ellsworth
Leonard K. Floan
Earle V. Miller 7
Ernest yalen, Caldwell i
Senator Baldwin F. Brown_ Hemedale

• Dale A. Dobbin_ MLrsing
W. Albrethsen, Bridge Engineerj Department of Highways

This delegation had met with the Board in their December meeting and had dis-
cussed with them the Marsi_ Bridge across the Snake River. The Board had invited
them to return to the March meeting to further discuss this matter and tell them,

-- if possible_ Just where it stood in the construction program.
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The Board told the delegation that the7 were not getting into the long range
planning as fast as thq would like to, but that the replacement .of this etruoture
had boon planned. Thq said they roa_zod that the p_oeont bridge was narrow and
that the deek was bad_ howeverj in evel_at_ the bridges throughout the State,
they found that there wore othe_ bridges that were rated nmch lower and would
Lake a higher priority than the Narsing bridge. They said that due to the fact
that the Kareing bridge was not lacking in strength and because of the critical
steel shortage, theyhad placed the Harsi_bri_o for 195h prqm construction.
The State Highm_7 KnKinoor informed them that the _ dof3_ttal7 had in
ndnd the-placing of a new deck on the bridge. He explained to then that it was
hard to find mat4_al that would stey ca tke dock, but that they had had success
with plant ndx, and the_ were planning to ship 8o10 plant nix natorial to the
bridge site and try and fix the deck.

8onator Brown __d the Board that they had boaa premised a nee bridge
and wore told that the structure would be erected not later than 1950. He was
of .the opinion that theyvere not bei_ givcm fair conaide_atioa.

Tko Board told hSalm_hat at the nootiug with them in Doeemberj they had in-
foruod them that they _ero Ntt_ up a sTatem of rati_s to point oat the nest
critical situationa_ and it was their intention to deal fair_7 with all @eunti_.

..... The deflation then aeked the _oard if the now structure was to be placed
at the 8mac location. The_ told tke Board that it u_8 _poz_nt to the City of
Mar8_ to know this as the ehippin_ fa@il_tie8 wore at the tou_

The Board informed them that the7 had not given consideration to the locat-
ion of the road or bridge, but that the leq_lelature had reefed the authority in I _,
the Board to det_ gueh locations and they Ueurod them that before an_ pro-
_an of a change in lo@ation was conaido_od, they would look it over carefully
and take all factors into account.

Tke Bo_rd then received by appelnt_ent _r. Cl_ten David_oa and Mr. Geergo
A. Gree_i_Id. Their preblem coaeer_ed the @m_o-@ut and ex_ended divider on
Capitol Boulevard at the Blue and White Drive=In a_ the 76 _eo Station

located on the west side of U. S. 30 south of Front Street. This prope_y is
ounod b_ Hr. Da_d_om m_l he told the Board that boeaueo of the extended divider

that has boon placed doun the center of the hAghvo 7 combined with an inadequate
ourb-@ut_ a substantial loss of business to the two eetablish_ent8 had rem_Itedo
He requested that the center divider be reduced and that he be given authority
to widen the curb=cut.

The State Kighway Engineer told the Board that hi had made an inspection of
this situation. It was hie opinion that uhon this preJeet m_ deepened, the div-
iders ehould have extended a@l_s the hridgoj however_ _ it was not ooutructed
that w_y, he believed this r_est should be 8_vea eould_ratieL He said that he
had exm_nod the curb and found that traffic had boon _o_u_ over the corner so he
would have no obJectAon to oxto_ the @urb_ howevorj he told the Board that at
-this tAN he _d not want to 8_ hoe nn@h of the e4nter dtwlder should be r_aoved
or i_v far tho curb _d be o_ed.

-
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The Board felt that no definite action on their part was necessary as it was
.... a matter that should be handled by the State Highway Engineer, and it was so ordered.

Without dissent, the Board authorized the State Highway Engineer to execute an

Agreement between the State of Idaho, Department of Highways and Boise City cover-
ing control of access and the policing of same along Capitol Boulevard _ US 30
Easterly therefrom in Ada County.

Consideration was then given to a letter fron the Harrison Chamber of Commerce
and a telegrm from the Coeur d,Alene Chanber of Comerce wherein itwas requested
that the surfacing of Highway 95 Alternate between Harrison and Coeur d,Alene be
completed.

This road, although a state highvay, is not on a federal-ald highway system,
and the Board felt that within their extremely limited highway finances available
for construction this year they should not build a_ more roads than are absolutely
necessary without applying federal-aid; therefore, the7 instructed the State High-
way Engineer to inform the Harrison and Colur d,Alene Chamber of Commerce that it
was their intention to process this highway as a federal aid highway route and ask
for a future federal aid project to conplete this work.

BY Resolution the Board unaninously adopted the rules and reKulations governing
the issuance of -Special permits" as provided in the Act, Chapter 93, Idaho Session
Laws of 1951, and Title 49, Chapter 6 of the Idaho Code.

THEreUPON, the Board adjourned until 9:00 o,clock A.M. on Saturde_, March 15,
1952.

- M=ch 15,195Z

Pursuant to adJounsmen% the Board reconvened at 9100 o,clock A.M. on Saturday,
March 15, 1952, with all members and the State Highway Engineer present.

The matter of posting for load limits beyond those provided for in Section
49-611 of the Idaho Code.was then given consideration. After a lengthy discussion,
the Board issued the following statement.

The Idaho Board of Highway Directors together with the State Highway Engineers
have had under extensive study and careful consideration the problem of applying

the previsions of the -posting law" being specificall_ Section 49-611 of the Idaho
Code. This statute provides that the Highway Board Ray in its discretion permit

portions of the State Highway System to be used for the transportation of " logs,
poles, piling and material from mines which has not been finally processed" in
continuous overweight and overwidth operations.

The study started with the inception of the Board, July i, 1951, and resulted
in the public announcement September 7, 1951, stating that it w_tld be the policy
of the Board that general highway posting, as permitted under Section 49-611 would
not be used and that strict enforcement of legal limits would he required. At that

time, the Board announced that January I, 1952, would be the effective date of such
requirements, it being the thought of the Board that the intervening time would en-
able the industries affected to comply.

*!ar_I !_, I<52
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At the special session of the Legislature in January of 19_2, the Legislature
passed a concurrent resolution requesting the Board of Highwq Directors to re-
exa_ne their policy decision of September 19_1 in the light of the economies of
the logging and nining industries, at the same time voicing the opinion that

the Board should retrain fraa a_ action that would tend to break doen law en-
forcement.

The Board has received a considerable n_er of requests for posting in the
last nonth which _ffect approxinately onethird of the _ nileage nov nslnta_ned
by the State. Upon exa_natien of the reute8 requested, it is found that there
is not continuous ni_eage in a_ ease of sufficient standard to permit over-legal
hauling.

The Board of Wigh_ Director8 having so reex_ned their decision end having
nade a further extensive 8tu_ of the road condition8 throughout the affected
areas, therefore conclude that posting for limits be_rortd those provided in Section

-_9-611 Is net feasible in the overall consideration of the welfare of the people
of the State of Idaho.

J

Consideration vas then given to a letter from the Board ef County Connissioners
of Onei_ County, uherein it vas stated that Oneida County would like to enter into
an agreement uith the department ef highwqs for the purpose of obteining equipment
fOr snow removal.

The Board authorised the execution and fulfillneat bf an agreement vith Oneida
•County for sz_v ramval equipaent, pr_vidAng it mrs vith the approval of the
State Highva_ Zngineer and has been duly executed by the Oneida County Beard of F-_
County Commissioners.

The Board then discussed the hatter of the Department of HighvaTs entering
into _ts with the various counties of the State for the eontz_l of
noxious reeds on the State highways rights of va_. Stnee a previous investigation
ghoved that it vaa not feasible and advisable for the State to own their own

equipaent for this p_rpne, t_e Board conferred upon the l_a_e_li_w__n_er
the authority to enter inte agreements with the Counties.

T_UPON, the Board adjourned until their next meeting on April 16, 19_2.

Board of Highv_ Directors

Done at Boloe, Zdake
April 16, 19_2
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETI_ OF THE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS

April, 16-19, 1952

The regular meeting of the Idaho Board of Highway Directors was convened
in the Old Statesman Building, 603 Main Street, Boise, at 1:30 P.M. on April

16, ]952.

Present were W. Fisher Elleworth, Director from Dist_ct No. I; Roscoe
C. Rich,"Director from District No. 2; Leonard K. Flesh, Director from
District No. 3; and Earle V. Miller, State Highwq Engineer and Acting Sec-
retary of the Board.

Mimtes of the regular meeting held March 12-15, 1952 were read and

approved by the Board.

The Board then received Mr. Max Cohn, Chairman of the Board ef Directors
of_he Lava Hot Springs Foundation. Mr. Cohn told the Board that last year
they constructed a trailer park near the institution, but did not have enough
funds to complete it or to build a care taker's home; hewever, he hoped the_
would be able to do so in the near fature. He said they would like to have
two or three Scotch Life signs so that tourists would be aware that there
was a trailer park ahead of them, and he requested that these signs be made
by the State Highwa_ Department. He told them that if the signs had to be

- made by a sign company, it would cost around $150.00 per sign, a_d they do
not have the money. The institution is on a self-sustaining basis, with no

_ appropriations and they de not _ave enough money ta erect these signs, but
were of the opinion that if they could let the tourists know about these
acc_odations, it would increase their business.

The Board told Mr. Cohn that they appreciated his problem, but that the

highw_ department was so far behind in their own sign program and there
were so ma,_ highways that needed to be signed that they did not believe they
were in a position %e comply with his request at this time.

Mr. Cohn then wanted to _w if the highway department, when checking
over their sign situation, found some signs not usable if the institution
might have them. The Chairman of the Board said that the_ would babe the
sign department keep it in mind, and in the event there were some signs the
department could Rot use, they would advise him.

Mr. Cohn then mentioned the conditions on U.S. Highway No. 30 N., where
the shoulder of the road keeps sloughing off due to the high fill. The

Chairman of the Board told_Mr. Coha that he and the S_ate Highway Engineer
were going to be in that area the coming week and the_ would look the sit-
uation over and if it was the State's responsibility, they would have the
matter taken care of.

Apr__li{,-19,1952
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Consideration va8 then given to the bids reeeived on April 8_, 1952,
and the fo2.1o-wing action m takonz

The _rst bids considered wore .for ProJoet No. F-_l._2(2)j consisting
of constructing four bridges and three culverts on Highn_ U.5.-95 be-
tweon Weiser and Couneil, known as Idaho Federal Aid Project No. F-3112(2)
in Washingten and Ada_ Counties. The State Highwe_ _taeer had ex_er-
ised the authority given hin by the Board and hadmarded the contrast te
the Bubbitt Coutruetion Ce., Ins. of Boise, Xdaho_ the low bidder, on
April 9, 1952, in the smount of $_3,920.601 the Engineer,s Estimate being
$82,782°00. ' - -- ,

-- There being no ebJootioa, the Board _s_y eoncurred in the aot-
ion of the State Highway Zngineer, and it was 80 ordered.

The next bids eonsldered were for PreSser _e. U-(_71(1), oonsistlng
of eonstruetlng the roadwa_ and a plant mix bituninous surface on I.GI2
miles of the Yellovstene Park Highway in Idahe Falls, knewn as Idaho
Federal Aid Project No. U-6MI(1) la Bonneville Ceua_y. Aetlng oa the
autherlty given hin by the Board, the State HiKhway Kngineer had awarded
the eeatraet te Arrlngten Censtruetien Conpau7 of Idaho Falls, Idahe,
the law bidder, en April 9, 1952, in the mount of $I_,309.0Oj the
Zn_neer, s Zstlnate belat $162,_85.00.

There being no questions or obJoetiom, the Board unsninoual_ ac-
quiesced in the action of the State Highwa7 Kngineer, and it was so
ordered.

The Beard then eouider_ the bids for EM_ekptle "ProJeet b. 80,.
eonsistlng of f_rnlshing crushed reek in _toeMpilas near Se_thelek_ known
as Idaho StoeMpile Project Me. 80 in Mes Peree ¢eunt_. The State High_a7
Engineer had exsereised the authority given bin and had marded the eon-

traet te T hurstoa .Ste_e_"ef Legisten, Idaho, the low bidder, on April 9, _ ._
1952, in _ae ameun_ of _2h,lOO.OO; the Knglneer,s _rtlnate _ $22,600.00.

There being no dissenting opinlen, the Board unanlmou_3_ eoneurred in
the actlen ef the State High_ _ngineer.

_omr£do1_tlon was them given to the bids recedved on £prll _, 19_2 on
tee preJecte and the folleui_ action was taken_

The fArst bids considered Wore for Project Me. A5-16(_), eonsls_Ing of
eonstrueting a 121._; foot concrete and steel bridge and approaches across

asZd,,,,. Aid
Ao-Ao_) zn _onner ueua_y. The State Highv_ Bngineer reccumended that

the8 eeatraet be awarded to Roy L. BOAr & Conpa_ ef Spekane, Washingten
ea their low bid of $6h,008.O0, if eeneurrenee was roeeived from the Bureau
of Public Roads. There being no dissenting epinien, the recemnendatlon of
the State Highway Engineer was adopted and the Board unanimou_ awarded
the contract to Roy L. Bait & ConpanF.

April 16-19, 1952
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The last bids to be eomsidered by the Board were for State Aid Project
_ No. 254(1) Section 3, Luok_ peak Dam Relocation, consisting of constructing

the roadway and crushed rock surface on 4.810 miles of the Boise-Stanley
Highway, known as Idaho State Aid Project No. 254(1) Section 3 (Lucky Peak
Dam Relocation) in Boise County. The State Highway Engineer reco,Bended
that subject to the concurrence of the U. S. Ar_ Engineers, the contract
be awarded to Carl M. Halverson, Inc. of Portland, Oregon, on their low
bid of $1,152,953.50; the Engineer's Estimate being $1,292,235.00. There
being no dissenting opinion, the recomuendation _f the State Highway En-
gineer was adopted and the Board unanimously awarded the contract to Carl
M. Halvorson, Inc.

The Board then considered the report and recomaendations submitted
on Project AFI-3022(3) in Ada and Elmere Counties, and found that certain
lands hereinafter described are sought to be acquired for rlght-of-way

purposes in connection with _he reconstruction of the Old Oregon Trail
Highway between Regina and Cleft, being 13.58 miles in length, and are
necessary for such use, and it is ordered that said lands are necessary
for such use, and further, that It is determined that the Highway Depart-
ment and the owners of said lands have been unable to agree on the purchase

price, as a result of which, said lands should be condemned.

That R. H. Bennett and Grace J. Bennett and F. W. Bennett and MaTme E.
Bennett are the owners of certain lands which are locat_d in Lot 3 and the

NE_ of Section 30, Township I South, Range 5 East, Boise Meridian. Also
that Win.M. Devlin and Josephine Devlin are the owners of certain lands

- which are located in Lot 3 and the _ of Section 5, the S_ and the

E__ of SeCtion 22, Township 2 South, Range 5 East, Boise Meridian.

That the Legal Department shall fo_hwith file a condemnation suit in
the proper Court against the owners of aaid property to determine the value
thereof.

_ The Board considered the report and recomendations, submitted on Pro-

Ject NO. F-FG-5152(2), St. Maries Bridge and Viaduct in Benewah County, and
found that certain landsher_e_nafter described are sought to be acquired for
right-of-way purposes in connection with the construction of the highway
project located in the City of St. Maries, being 0.621 miles in length,
necessary for such use, and it is Ordered, that said land is necessary for
such use, and further, that it is determined that the Highway Department
and the owners of said lands have been unable to agree on the purchase

price, as a result of which, s aid lands should be condemned.
and Ruth Keeton,

William D. Keeton,/his wife, are the owners of said lands which are
located in Tracts 37, 38 and 49 o_ the Meadowhurst Tracts of St. Maries,
Idaho, County of Benewah.

That the Legal Department shall forthwith file a condemnation suit in
the proper Court against the owners of said property, to deter_ne the value
thereof.
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The State Highwq Engineer reported to the Board that he had received
further correspondence from the American Association of State Highwa_. .___
Officials concerning the nov federal-aid legislation and that he expected

pertaining to this in the near furture. He I Ito receive the Senate Bill

thought, after receiving this Senate Bill,that Lt would be well to inform
our Congressional Members our.views. The Board instructed the State High-
way Engineer to prepare a letter for.the Chairman, s signature and submit
it to the _omgressional Members, if this Senate Bill was receiTed and
needed action.

Consideration was then given to a letter from the _oard of County
Commissioners of Bonnet County, wherein they requested information as to
the status of the Sar_int Bridge. The Board instructed the State High-
wa_ Engineer to answer this letter and inform the County Commissioners
as to ar_ decisions that have been reached.

THm_%_ON, the Board adjourned until 9:00 o,clock A.M. on Thursday,
April 17,1952.

rSUaSDAI- april 1952

Pursuant to adJ_nt, the Board reconvened at 9:00 o'clock A.M.
on Thursday, April 17r 1952, with all members and the State Highway
Engineer present.

The Black Car_on project was discussed. At a previous meeting, the
Board had requested the Commissioners of Car_on and Gem Counties to submit C-_
their program so that it might be presented to the Buream of _blic Roads

to see what could be worked out. The State Highway Engineer had requested
the Seeondazy Reads Emgineer to meet with the Commissiomers and assist
them in working out this prograa. The following is the report of the
Secondary Roads Engineer:

"During the March meeting of the Board of Highwey Directors, the
County Com_ssieners of Gem and Ca_on Counties requested tha_ a=tion be
take_lude certain roads in the Federal-a_d Secondary System. The
road_wobld serve the residents of the newly developed Black Caeyen area.

The Ce0missioner insist that they should be pawnittedl to construct
these roads with County fo_ea. The work to involve grading and the placing
of a pit nun base course. As I recall, the matter was to be given further
consideration by the Board.

Mr. Sal_n of the Bureau of Public Roads consented that the provisions
of General Adminlstrative Nemorandma No. 297 was to be ¢or_ideFed flexible
and that the Bureau of Public Roads would give favorable consideration to
such a plan, if recommended by the State Highway Department.

On April 1_, I met with the Gem County Cea_tssioners and inspected
roads in the EaRett area. On April 16, I met with the Canyon County Co-
missioners in regard to reads in the Black Ca_on area.
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It is clearly evident, that both Counties feel that they will be permitted
to perform the work as above outlined. I have discussed the matter further
with Mr. Salmen and suggested that if such a program were to be effected we
should have a definite limit placed on the type and amount of work to be done

by the County.

It is _ feeling that if such a program is started the majority of the
Counties and Highway Districts would be insistent on improving roads on this

basis, if federal aid is obtainable for such work.

I asked Mr. Salmen if the Bureau of Public Roads would approve projects

providing for light grading and the.placing of pit-_n surfacing as mentioned
at the March meeting of the Board. He replied that he was sure that projects

of this type would be approved. He believes that the preliminary work and
construction operation could be made very simple by contracting the work to
Counties on a cost per mile basis for the grading, and a cost per mile for

placing pit-run surfacing, and a price per foot for la_ing pipe.

We discussed the advisability of permitting work by County forces only
to the limits above mentioned. In other words, this type of work would re-

quire a minimum of engineering control; in fact, a periodic inspection should
be jufficient if the work is done under the direction ofa qualified supervisor.

Any work beyond this such as crushing materials or oiling should not be
permitted as we would then be confronted with full time engineering control and
more complication in setting up projects. This would also raise the question

-- of satisfactory workmanship by the local units in placing bitmmi_ous surfaces.

It is to be realized that if the policy of doing work by County forces is

adopted _ of the local units will be demanding like privileges.

(I) Should we eonsider going into this program and permit only grading
and pit-run surfacing as heretofore explained?

(2) Will it be difficult to keep under control assuming that _ local
units will want to participate?

Although I do not believe that the program can be made as simple as Mr.
Sa_aen implies, it could be a means of providing a lower type (stage const- 1
ruction) improvement on low traffic roads.

A program of this nature would generate pressure for many F.A.S. system
additions.

It is _ belief that we might limit the t_pe of work, but we could not
limit the ec_pe."

Tie Board unanimously approved the program for the Black _ar_on area and
said that they would like to have it put into effect and see how it worked out.
They were of the opinion that requests from Cownties for work to be done with
County forces could be limited since it was necesary for the department te

- make such recommendations to the Bureau of Public Roads before such work Iould
be undertaken,

Consideration was then given to a letter received from the City of Idaho
Falls wherein the City requested that the State assist them in obtaining the
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right-of-w_ on the project now under contract. The City of Idaho Falls,
thorugh a former No,or, agreed to obtain a portion of the right-of-wa_ for
this project, and at the time this agreement was _de, it was estimated I I
that it would cost the City between $1_,000 and $20,000. The project was U
not put under contract until this year, and when the City purchased this
portion of the right-ef-wq, the cost was $26,111. The City of Idaho
Falls requested that the State assist in the amount ever $20,000.

The Board took this matter under advisement and deferred action until
their mext regular meeting in Mq.

The Board then received Mr. J. A. Stewart, Chairman of the Highwa_
Cowmittee of the Blackfoot Chamber of Commerce.

Mr. Stewart asked the Board what plans the State had for Highway
91-191 through Blackfoot.

The State Highway Engineer told him that there was nothing definite
set up for the Black£oot vicinity this year, ez_ept that this highwa_ would
be included in this year,a stu_ program for survey. He told Mr. Stewart
that the departaent was planning em extensive progrma this spring to make
aerial 8urve_ of existing and proposed highwa_ routing8 in the State.
From these _aerial smrve_ the_ can get a picture of the overall route and
then when it is pet on paper, the department san go to the Cities with the
plan and discuss it with then before a firm pregrem is decided upon.

Mr. Stewart thanoked what the_ could de to be of aasiO_nee, and C-7
the Board informed him that his Cemittee and the residents of Blackfoot Ushould start thinking about what plan the City would like to have and
should _z_lise their thinking as to whether the highwa_ should he loft
as it is or whether a by-pass should be considered.

Mr. Stewart the_ inquired as to the status of Highest No. 26 fromBlaekfcot.

The State Highwa_ Engineer informed him that two section8 of this highwa_
were _k under contract and that the department _is now in the process of ac-
_airlng the right-of-wa_ for the third section. It is the hope of the depart-
men% that a contract can be let on this third section next year.

Mr. Stewart told the _oard that the City of Blackfoot wanted _ work with
then and would assist them in ar_ w_ they _ld.

Consideration was then given to a letter received frma the State Auditor
requesting that the Board of Kxan_ne_s be f_rnishod contracts _vering the
serv_@o8 of Robert L. Hamorsle_ & Associates and m employee of the Ren_n_ton
Rand Conpa_ who is setting up a filing oysten for the depart_nt. The Board
referred this matter to the Assistant Attern_ General for the Department and
instructed ban to tame whatever action was deemed mecessary.
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The Board then considered a letter received f_om the Department of Law
_ Enforcement whex_n they reqgested that the State Highway Department pay mileage.

on one privately owned car in each district where the Department of Law Enforce-
ment has a Roving Port of Entry, for the reason that the Department of Law
Enforcement has about 1200 pounds of equipment in each vehicle and has no room
for the extra two men, their uniforms and personal equipment.

This being an administrative matter, the Board took no action and left it
to the discretion of the State Highway Engineer.

The Board then read a letter received from Mr. Henry L. Day of Wallace,

Idaho, requesting information as to the status of the Wallace-Argentine project
on U. S. Highway No. IO.

The State Highway Engineer told the Board that the departmemt would call
for bids on this project as soon as the agreements,with the railroad compan_
were completed. The Board instructed the State Highway Engineer to so inform
Mr. Day.

The Board then received by appointment Mr. Lawrence Duffin of Rupert.
Mr. Duffin is the Attorney for the Camp Compan_ and was representing a group
of business men and farmers in Minidoka County.

An area north of Rupert has been developed by the Goverzment aad a number
of wells have been drilled, and Mr. Duffin said their problem concerned the
road from Minidoka to Kimama and the roads in this pumping project. He told

_- the Board that the total number of acres privately owned in this area, not
including 6,000 acres of GOvernment Lands was 34,500. Of this amount_ 21_560
acres are presently being irrigated. Most of this land lies within a Highway
District and the Highwa_ District is not fi_Lncially able to make any improve-
ments and as a result there is not a single oiled road in the area.

The Board told Mr. Duffin that they appreciated the problem they were
confronted with as there was one or two other situations in the State like

this where the Government had developed an area and made no provisions for
roads. They told him they recognized the need of this improvement but there
was some question as to Just what the policy of the Board should be as there
were so many roads on the main highway system that needed to be taken care of;
however, they told him that since the Mi_Idoka'Kimama road was on.the State
highway system and due to the fact thMt this new improvement had placed a lot
of heavy additional travel over this highway, they felt that perhaps it was
their obligation to put the road in such condition so that it mi_t be used -
not necessarily oiled. They told him that the ether roads in the area were a
responsibility of the local people, and under the State law, the Department of
Highways was not permitted to spend money off of the designated State highway
system. They suggested that Mr. Duffin talk with the Secondary Roads _gineer
to determine if s_e plan could be worked out whereby the County or Highway
District could set up a program and could use federal funds in improving
these roads.

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.

Apr_l ]_, 1952



104

The Board then received by appointment Mr. Willard C. Burton of St.
Antho_ and a delqattoa fraa £shton and the Northern part of Fremont
County who wished t_ present to the bard their views concerning the ashton-

Last Chance project. The followlnK persons were present:

Roscoe C. Rich, Chairuan, Board of Highway Directors
•W. Fisher Ellswerth, Member_ Board of Highway Directors

Leonard K. Floan, Member# Board of Highway Directors
W:l.llardC. Burton
E. Deen Orme.
Harry J. L_les
M. P. Boworeon
A. L. Callow

Rulon H_

Their problem concerned t_posed rolc_ation of the highway between
Chance.

This route is on the Forest Highway Systeu, and t_ds" p_oJect was agreed
upon at a Joint conference held on February 8, 1952_ with representatives of
the Idaho Department of HSghways, U. S. Forest Service, Regions 1 and 4, and
the Bureau of Public Roads. The project in question will initiate eonstrue_-
tion on a relocation of the south end of the route wbloh will shorten travel
distande on the axisti_ road fr_ Ashton via Warm River to Last Chance Inn

The spokemaan for the group told' tho_ that they had net core in as ,
a pa_seuro ,_mp_ but wanted to present their problem to the Board and see if

s_o oouideration could be given the matter.
U

The delegation told the Beard that they were net in attenduce at the
Foree_ Highw_ Nesting held in Fehruar_ as they were of the opinion that there
was no change eonteuplated in this route. They told them that in 1949 whm
C_vernor Robins was i_ office, he had looked the present read over and said
that as long as he wa0 _ornorj he would not sanction a cha_. They _d
they had a_so talked with _. _h_L_ins_ uhon he was District J_Lneor for t_
Bureau of P_C RoadS# and _t he had infolded them _h&t a_,_ehan_o in this

_ld not _ considered unless someone requested it. Later they talked
with Nr. Saluen, now Acting District _ineer for the B_oau of Public Reads_
end Mr. I_h, Divinion _ineer for the Bureau of Public Roads, and they
als_ infonaod thee that _hey did not believe _ _d worry _bout a reloca-
tion of this road. They told the Board that the route as not"im_posod would

a mmberof faro to mark , roadsandmmld leave then wither
ad6quate road fasilities_ it would--hate the to_rist trade, upon which
ma_ of the pgople in the Ashton area _ponded their livelihood, and it would
olininato a scenic route.

The Beard told the delegation that _hey were s_h_ surprised to learn
that the Bureau of Public Beads took rich a stand for _hen this matter cs_e
up in the Forest Hi_hwey Meeting_ the B_reau of Public Roads made the state-
ment that they would not spend an_ more monet on the present'road_ and
brought out the fact that this new location was about eight and one-half miles
saving in distance and would be easier to maintain. The Board told the delega- _-_
tion that they did not bring the matter of the relocation of this road up
and that the forest highway progra_ was formulated before the mooting was held_
the purpose of the meeti_ was for all three agencies i_olved to come to an
agremaent as to what projects should be prograwaed and where the f_nds should
be allocated. The Board said they were interested in get_i_ money spent on
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this road as they felt it was much more important than other bights Da the
forest highwa_ system.

The maintenance of the existing road was discussed. It was the concensus
of the delegation that by relocating this highway it would cmuse an additional
burden on the State highway department as both routes would have to be main-
tained. They wem desirous of knowing who was going to maintain the present
road.

The Board informed the delega_tionthat at this forest highway meeting, it
was agreed that the State would maintain the existing road fr_ Ashton to Bear
Gulch as long ae the ski activities were _k_re and that the Forest Service
would naintain it from Bear Gulch north; however, the Board expressed the op-
inion that because of the timber in that area the present road would probably

always be maintained by some agency.

The delegation asked the Board what reasons the Bureau of Public Roads
gave us to why they approved the new location.

The Board told them that the.principal reason was the saving in distance
which would be an economic saving to the highway user over a period of time.

The spokesman for the delegation said that they were willing to concede
that some distance would be saved and might concede that it was a safer route_

however, they believed that with some improveuent the present road would be
Just as safe. He said there might even be some advantage to the new location
to the people that travel over itj however, he felt that there were other
reasons for leaving the road in its present location that outweighed the ad-
vantages of the proposed new location. He thought the people should becon-
sidered ahead of the roads. The delegation was concerned about the taxes.
They were of the opinion that if the proposed road was built, there would be
a devaluation in existing property and in the mount of revenues accruing to
the County. They told the Board that the burden of providing adequate school
bus routes had been placed on the County, and told them that if the highways
could not be located to serve the local people, they were wondering what would
happen to the ad valorem tax.

They said they understood the reason the Forest Service Officials con-
sented to the change of the road was in consideration that the present road
would be maintained to Bear Gulch, and that they has also heard the rumor
that the Forest Service was _n favor of leaving the road where it was.

The Chairman of the Board told them that they would agree vith the first

position _aken by the Forest Service that they were insistent that the road
be maintained to Bear Gulch, but did not agree with the position they took
that they were opposed to the new location.

The Board told the delegation that when a_ road is relocated it hurts some
and benefits others, but they told them that when using federal _unds, certain
standards had to be considered and the State was required to go along with the
Federal Agencies to a certain degree.
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The exact lecation of the proposed road was then discussed. The delegation
told the Board that the Ashton people depended upon the tourist trade and

the rumor around Ashton had been that the highw_7 will take off the other _i!_
side of the bridge and by-pass Ashton.

The Board told_ them that as far as they were concerned the by-passing
of Aahton had never been considered. They told them that on their trip
to Eastern Idaho last fall, they had looked this road over, perhaps not
too carefully, but at the time they were of the opinion that the road
along the railroad would serve the area well. They told them that prel-
ininary surveys had been made to determine the best leeatien, and all sur-
veys pointed to Aokton. The Board said that they believed the State was
entitled to build a system that would serve both the people in Idaho and
the tourists, and it was the responsibility of the Board to take final
action as to where the roads were located. They told the delegation that
they did not see how the relocation of the road in question would adverse!F
effect Ashton.

The delegation themasked the Board what kind of maintenance they could
expect if the new road was constructed.

The Board told them that maintenance was an_huinistratlve problem, but
they felt safe in mating that the present road would be maintained to a high
standard. They assuzed them that as long as the ski area was there, the road
u_mld b_ kept epen and would be maintained.

The maintenance on StateHighway Nee 32 was discussed.

There was seas concern because the road between Drummond and Lemont was
• closed for a mmber of d_ys this past winter. It was muggested by the de-

legation that a rotary be placed in Ashton and that the snow be blown off
instead of piling it up.

The Naintenanee Engineer explained to them that it wou_d be almost
impossible to place a rotary in each section becaume of _he expense involved
and because a rotary couldntt plow fast enough. He told them that a rohary
operated at less than a mile and a half per hour, and so they still would
have to depend on the "V" plows. He said that they had an extremely severe
winter in that area and a number of blizzards. The equipment they had in the
Ashton area this past winter did not perform as well as they had expected,
and it was impossible to keep the road open.

Mention was Made of the fact that a crew went to Druaaond, stayed there
for several days and went back to Ashton, without trying to go to Lament.

The Maintenance Engineer e_latned to them that the equipment broke down
and it was necessary £or them to return to Ashton for repairs.
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The Board told the delegation tha_ due to the unusually severe winter,
__ the maintenance costs for the State had been very high this year, and it was

their hope that next.winter they would be able to purchase more equipment
so that areas such as the Ashton area could be better maintained.

The Board then received by appointment a delegation from Caressand

Blaine Counties, with the following personnel present:

Roscoe C. Rich, Chairman, Board of Highway Directors
W. Fisher Ellsworth, Member, Board of Highway Directors
Leonard K. Floanj Member, Board of Highway Directors
Earle V. Miller, State Highway Engineer
James Reid, Engineering Officer
John Bahr, State Senator, Camas County
H. Nax Hanson, State Representative, Camas County
Pete T. Cenarrusa, State Representative, Blaine County
Mannie Shaw_ Commissioner, Camas County
Everett Coates, Commissioner, Camas County
Hassell Blakenship, Commissioner, Blaine County
O. L. Justesen, Commissioner, Blaine County
Wayne Clark, Conm_issioner,Blaine County

This delegation was interested in knowing the status of bhe East-West
' Road on State Route No. 22. They wanted to know what had been done and

what was going to be done. They urged construction of the road from Fair-
field to a Junction with U.S. No. 93 at the foot of Tim_erman Hill. They
told the Board that this road would provide a lower-level route for winter
traffic and would be easier to keep open than the North-South road between

Gooding and Fairfield. They said the Gooding-Fairfield road was difficult
to keep open and as a result they were snow-bound much of the time.

The delegation was informed that preliminary surveys had been made on
the rotLte;hosevcrj the only survey complete at this time was an eight mile
section _rom U.S. 93 east. The Board also told them that there was no con-

struction planned for their area this year except that the department was
planning to complete certain surveys for future work. They told them that
the department only had about a third enough money to satisfy the promises
of the people so they worked on a three year program. In setting up this
year's program they had two definite thoughts in mind. One was to pick
the Jobs that had high priority due to low sufficiency ratings and the other
was to pick projects that could be readily gotten under way with federal aid.

Senator Bahr expressed the opinion that CaressCounty should be given some
consideration. He said that they had no outlet and he believed this should
be considered an emergency project.

The Board told the delegation that they appreciated their situation and
agreed with them that the road would be a fine thing for both Counties to
have; however, they told them that they had Just so much money to spend and
wondered Just how much new construction they could undertake.

This road _s on the primary system and it was suggested to the delegation

that they give eonsideration to having it placed on the secondary system as it
would expedite the construction of the road.
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The delegation s aid that they had hoped that something could be done
nowj however, if _lt was not on the program for the inaedia%e future_ they

urged that the .... ' Wood River Bridge be constructed. They told the Board
that if. this bri_e was constructed_ they thought that perhaps they could
rough out a road so that the people could get through. _-

The Board made no commitments to the delegation, but told them that
they were getting a better understanding of their problem, and would keep
it in mind and would program it Just as soon as possible. The Chairman
of the Board told them that it was quite a hurdle for the department be-
cause of the costs.

The Board then received by appointment a delegation from Moscow, Idaho,
and t he following persons were present:

Roscoe C. Rich
W. Fisher Ellsworth
Leonard K. Floan
Earle V. Miller

V. S. Casebolt, Moscow
W. D. Jonas, Moscow
Sam Haddock, Moscow
W.T. Marineau, Moscow

This delegation presented a Resolution _ .the Board urging that con-
sidera tion be given to construction and .changing of routs numbers to make

possible a U.S. 95 E. along the following route_

"Starting at Spaulding Bridge on U.S. 95 and going generally north-
east along Idaho 22 to Juliaetta, thence generally northwest up the
watergrade formed by the Middle Fork of Potlatch Creek to the N.P.
Railroad overpass Just east of Joel, and thence generally west over
Idaho 8 to the southern edge of Moscow to Join with U.S. 95."

The delegation told the Board that seventeen miles of this proposed
route was alrea_ improved and only twelve Miles of new construction from

Juliaetta to Joel would be necessary. It was the concensus of the group
that this reute would encourlge traffic to remain in Idaho instead of
going into Washington, it would be shorter than the present route 'and would
be a ocmpaa'atA_Ll_lr straight watergrade highway instead of a heavy climb
with many cutbacks and turns as at present.

The Stats Highway Engineer told the delegation that the department was
planning an extensive program this year to make aerial surveys of existing
and proposed highwa_ routings in the State, and from these aerial maps a
study could be made on a lot of these possibilities without spending too
much money.

The Board told them that the_ were interested ia their .preposalj and
although a matter like this was impoz_nt, it would take some time to

get %o the pl"aee where mr([thing could be done about it; howeverj they in-
formed them that in their long range planning, they would take it into _
consideration.
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The delegationsaid tha_ they realized that it could not be done at once,
but they wanted to present their views to the Board for consideration.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until/9@O0 o,clock A.M. on Friday, Ipril
18, 1952.

FRIDAY- Apr 118,1952

pursuant to adjournment, the Board _2econvenedat 9:00.o,clockA.M, on
Friday, April 18, 1952, with all members and the State Highwa_Engineer present.

Consideration was then given to a letter received from Mr. Glenn Reed,
Commissioner of Bonner County, relative to the Sagle-Midas Road. Mr. Reed re-

quested that consideration be given to the improvement of this section road.
Since this road is on the State system, the Board instructed the State Highwq

Engineer to have the road properly maintained and to inform Mr. Reed that since
all of the State funds have been allocated to important federal-aid highway

projects this year, they felt that nothing could be done at this time toward
improving this section of road.

Mr. Floan then gave a report on the Ahsahka Flood Control project that is
being proposed by the U.S. Ar_Engineers. He said that he had t $1ked with

• Mr. Oliver Lewis from the Corps of Emgineers' office, Walla Walla, Washington.
Mr. Lewis told him that the Army Engineers do not know whether this project
will be approved or not; however, in case it is approved the Army Engineers
re_ested that the State raise the road across the river, about 800, of highway
would have to be raised, and move about 16,000 yards of gravel to give further

protection to the state highway. Mr. Floan felt that there may be some ad-
vantages and recommended that it be looked over in the light of a_7 future
work that might be contemplated by the highway department in connection with
•reconstruction or betterment or realignment of this highway in this vicinity.

f

_ The Chairman of the Board suggested that a copy of the Minutes pertaining
to the meetings held with the Highway Committee of State Commissioners and
Clerks Association in No_ember,1951 and March, 1952, be furnished to all
Board of County Commissioners in the State.

The Board then received by appointment a delegation representing the
Idaho Natural Resources Trucking Association, and the following personnel
were present:

Roscoe C. Rich
W. Fisher Ellswo_h
Leonard K. Floan
Earle V. Miller
U. R. Armstrong_ H_leck & Howard Lumber Company, Winchester
E. C. Olson, Kanisku Forest Products, Inc., Pries%River
A. B. Lafferty, Lafferty Transportation Compare, Coeurd,Alene
Don Ponozzo, Ponozzo Bros., Orof_no
F. H. Etter, American Machine Compare, Spokane, Washington

- G.H. Ellersick, Diamond Match Compa_, Spokane, Washington
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Jack Morsanj New Meadows
Oeen S. Smith, Grangeville
L. L. _titej Schaefer-Hitchcock Companyj Sandpoint
Don Watts_ Idaho Pole C_, _i_t
Grant Petter, Pruident, Truckers, Association, Coeur d'Alene
Warren W. Brownj Brownie Tie & Lumber Company, McCall
O. W. Besrdmore, Lewlston
Clayton Almquist, Call, ell Lumber & Box Compare, Caldwell
J. A. Sanford_ Ohio Match Companyj Coeur d,Alene
H. W. _me11, _aae11 & Pqh Lunber Cem_an_, Spr1_eton
W. A1brethaen, Bridge Engineer, Department of l_l_hways
N. L. McCrea_ Maintenance Engineer_ Department of Highways

• The spokesman for the group told the Board that the members of the truck-
i_ Association at a recent meeting had tl_ed to work out an absolute minimum
and fair request for the operations of the. log, pole and truck operators in
Idaho. He said that if an under-standing could be reached at this time, it
would be better for the trucking industry and he was sure everyone would be
satisfied. He presented tO the Board the following reecumendationm which
the members of the Trucking Association requested be given considerations

10 5' length tolerance per unitj as applied on bridge formula .
2. 10% weight tolerance on axle loading. This i8 not to be construed

as being part of the regular load, and consistent practice to this *
limit i8 not to be followed.

3. 8' lead inside of the stakes. No stakes to be greater than 6-

in width. I_
4. Desire permission to .haul poles up to 90' in length without

issuance of special permit. 60! maximun now.
5. Special permits should be granted to permit the movement of

equipment on roads posted for spring break-up so that operations
m_ begin at the opportune time.

6. The granting of these requests will be in accordance with the
desires of the member of the Idaho N8%ural Resources Tr_eking
Association.

7. Desire !nnediate answer from the Board.

The spokesman said he believed the operators should be comended on these
minimum requests, and if they were not granted, it would Jeopardize the truck-
ins industry considerably.

Several of the delegation then commented on how these restrictions
were effecting their business.

Mr. Cleon told the Board that he was not a large _perator, but had
been trucking logs for the past twenty years. He said that he had never
been given a ticket for overweight, but recently had been given a ticMet
_ie_dA_. _Ss_c_at he had not gone beyond the 8, _,hnks,but"had put
made hi's _l_'e_cs_qe an a"l_roziuato overall width of _'. Due .to this
overwidth, he was not" able to operate an the highway8 and as a result he
had to lay off hls crew.
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Mr. White of the Schaefer-Hitchcock Company said his Company is a typical

_ pole producing industry. Their main office is _ Sandpoint, and they are the
main supplier of poles to the _daho Power Company. One operatiom is hauling
poles from Priest Lake to Priest River, a distance of about 35 miles. This
opeFation requires the use of three or four trucks, and during the course
of the season they transport approximately fifteen to twenty thousnad poles
from the Priest Lake area. These poles, during a normal course of trucking,
run from 20 to 85 or 90 feet, and they consider these longer poles a ver_j
vital part of their operation as the Idaho Power Compar_ requires poles
longer than 65 feet. In hauling these pole_ each load probably has-os_
6 or 8 long length, and they do not feel that _stype of load is a danger-
ous load on the highways. Mr. White told the Board that if they could be
permitted to haul poles that are overlength, their main problem would be
solved.

Mr. Armstrong, General Manager of the Halleck and Howard Lumber Co.,
told the Board that the industry was nearing the break-even point because
of .the load limits, the new ton-mile tax, and higher costs of timber,
equipment and wages. He said that theywanted to cooperate and if it was
possible to come to some level, he believed it would be better for the high-
way department, f_r the operator an_ for the State as a whole. He stressed
the need for an early decision so the loggers could plan accordingly.

Mr. J. A. Sanford, Assltant General Manager of the Ohio Match Compare,
told the Board that the economy of the Northern Counties was built up of
lumber and mining industries, and he believed that these industries had to

- be perpetuated for the econom_ of the five northern counties. He said that
his Compa_'s hauling costs would go up to forty to .sixty per cent if they
have to conform to the law.

Mr. Almquist of the Caldwell Lumber & Box Company said that he believed
the use of stakes should be considered as they could get by with 8' bunks if

permitted to use stakes. He also said that he was of the opinion that some
load restrictions should be lifted, as he felt there were sections of some
roads which a re posted that could be used.

At this time, Mr. McCrea, the Maintenance Engineer, explained to them
that when posting a road it was necessary to post it from Junction to Junct-
ion; however, if there was a ceetain section they wanted to use, they should
make application to the department, and they would inform them as to whether
or not it could be used.

The Board told the delegation that as a policy they want the postings on
roads removed as soon as possible.

Mr. Lafferty, President of the Coeur d'Alene Chamber of Comerce then
read the following Resolution:

"WHEREAS, the economy of North Idaho is largely dependent upon the
perpetuation of the lumbering and mining industries, and
WHEREAS, The present gross weight regulations pertaining to the public
road system of the State of Idaho is restricting the economic movement
of products of the forest and mine, and
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_IR_iS, The present motor vehicle laws have provisi@ns whereby
this unhealth_ amd detrimental condition ma_ be alleviated, now
T_RSFORE BS IT P_SOLVED, That the Board of Directors of the
Cosur d'Alene Chamber of Commerce in session this date reco_ends
that immediate consideration be given those industries of North
Idaho directly affected by existing gross weight regulations in
order that the econcm_ of our arel_ay be preserved.-

Mr. Rnssell of Russell and Pugh Lwaber Compar_ said that unless something
could be worked out, there would be no margin because ef the high cost
of stumpage, increased cost of logging, together withthe ton mile tax,
bridge formals and the gevea_ment putting a ceiling price on lumber.

Hr. Potter, President of the Trucking Association, told the Board tha_
the econom_ of the State was involved, and they would appreciate an answer
ras soon as possible. He said that they had sent out a questionaire to de-
termine how much it would cost to transfom_heir equipment, and it was es-
timated that it would cost the industry $2,_50,000.00 to change over their
equiIment to comply w_th the law.

The Chairman of the Board then made the following reply:

When this Board took over the highway department the first of last
July, we began to learn how this posting law had been used, We are not
sure that our infor_ation was all sound, but in general we were advised
that some of the roads up north were posted .and sole were not, and in
some oases the loggers and truckers were hauling about what they wanted C-_
to over the highway. I I

Ar_ assumption +.hat we do not have concern in the econo_ of the
State of Idaho is not a fair or reasonable assumption. Due to th_ fact
that you gentlemen and other gentlemem in the lu_ber in&dstry were in
the middle of the seuon and due to the fact that the Board was attempting
to find out what w_dld obtain and what would be a sound position for this
Board to take_ also, when we made smae inquiry from the law enforcement
department we found that they were building some Port of Entry Stations,
setting up and obtaining eqmipment at these checking stations, and the
fact that it was almost necessarI to have this equipment so that loads
could be weighed, the Board concluded it was not feasible by our action
to effect changas before about the first of Januaz7. Record speaks for
itself and shows that the Board was taking into consideration the ecomom_
factor and the situation as obtained as far as logging on the state high-
ways was concorned.

Between July 1 and now, we have held a good la_ conferences, have
spent approxlmatel_ ten days time in oonferencas listening to the problems.
Atthe Orofino Chamber of Commerce meeting which was held last October, we
heard members of the logging and lumber industries.

In looking at the full pieture tha_tained , all types of loads were
being hauled. As we get the picture, there.was little law enforcement,
and the Board same to the eonoluaion that in the interest of all of the
people of the State and in the interest ef the highways we would not post
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the highways for loads and widths and lengths over the legal limits. Legal limits
means the law you refer to often times as -bridge formula", which is a general one
overthe States. We attempted to see what the neighboring States were doing, and
while thereis some variation, there is not a big percentage of variance from this
factor.

We are informed that what we call the legal limits law is based on the

econce_ factor; the amount of money which can reasonabl_rbe expected to build
the highways to the standard which we can afford. The announcement was made
that we were not going to use the posting law, and we attenpted to 8iVe_:it
wide circulation in order that the users of the highways might know what was

going to prevail in this regard.

When the legislature was in special session in early January, they passed,
at that time, a Resolution to this Board, and to my way of thinking it was a
letter asking this Board to review and look at the economy factors and to de-
cide if it was feasible to use the posting law. I have read that Resolution

a good many times. After the legislature passed that Resolution, we had several
meetings, some of you gentlemen in this room met wlth us two or three different
times. We very carefully reviewed it and attempted to look at the full picture
and we appreciated it meant a considerable change if this posting law was not
used, but if you will put yourselves in the position we occupy here, that we are
representatives of you and all the people in the State of Idaho in handling
road problems, you will realize that it was a difficult decision to make. If
ourdecision was based only upon one or two industries, if our decision did
not take into consideration the welfare of all highway users, it would not be

very complete and possibly not a very wise decision.

After going into it, we again announced that we were not go_r_ to use
the posting law, so certainly no one who had attempted to keep themselves
informed can say that they have not had a reasonable opportunity to know
what the a.ttitudeand policy of this Board has been in regard to the use of
this posting law.

I might add that we asked for applications for posting to see what
would be involved and to see what roads would be covered. The department made

a map and it roughly included about two-thirds of the roads in the northern
counties. The whole theory of this posting law in the first place was that
this department would be able to pass upon the roads that would logicially
and reasonably carry loads over the legal load limit. We have discussed this
matter with the engineers, had them in conferences and the decision we have
made is partly based on their Judgment.

I think we have oretty well covered the permit system factor. We have
discussed it with a _od many truckers and some of our highway contractors,
and have had several conferences with regard to that. We have tried to set

up a feasible and practical set-up for special loads.

The only way we can effect load limits is under the posting law and that
pertains only to logs, p_les and products of the mines which have not been
finally processed. We do not have any legal authority, except by special
permit, to effect any other classes of trucking. We do not sit in a too an-

.... viable posit_on and, of course, can effect it only if the posting law is used.
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We cannot take ar_ action which would legally permit the same kind of 10ad
you gentlemen would haul for ar_ other products. This Board can use the

posting law or not use it. Legal limits are a matter of law enforcement. Ii:-I

Due to the fact that the season for your log and pole hauling, and mine
products will commence very shortly, we will again review the posting law,
and while we may not be able to give you an iNuediate answer, we will tryr
to arrive at a decision as soon as possible,

TH_q_UPON_ the Board adjourned until 9:00 o'clock A.M. on Saturday,
April 19, 1952.

SATURDAY - April 19a 1952

The Board reconvened at 9:00 o,clock A.M. on Saturday, April 19, 1952,
with all nembers and the State Highway Engineer present.

The Board then took under further consideration the requests and recom_
mendations presented to them on Friday by the Idaho Natural Resources Truck-
ing Association. After luch discussion the Board issued the fo_owing
stat_nent-

As previously announced in September of 1951 and again in March of 1952
it will not be the policy of the Idaho State Board of Highway Directorm to
post highw_8 for over-width and over-weight as pernitted under the so
called -posting laws_, specifically Section 49-611 of the Idaho Code.

,/"/ This statute previd_ that the Highway Board may in its discretion per-
nit portions of the State Highway System to be used for the transportation _j
of logs, poles, piling and material from mines which has not been finally

processed in continuous over-width and over-weight operations.

I' The Board of Highway Directors have go reexamined their decision and
have continued an extensive 8tu_ of the road conditions and the other
factors involved and have concluded that posting for limits beyond those
provided in Section 49-611j this Section ordinarily descrlbed as being the
legal load section, is not feasible in the overall consideration of the
welfare of the p_ll_:,of_.+_:_S_tate cf::Idlho,+i ' .__:_ +-,+.i_ .._:+

The policy of issuing special permits for over-length loads will con-
tinue to be applied to vehicles having length beyond that _xinum legal
length set up by Section _9-537 of the Idaho Code, and permits will con-
tinue to be used for leads thereon, which loads ma7 protrude are than 3'
in front of the vehicle, but no special permits will be necessary for
pole hauling where the vehicle is in conformity with the above law. The
law specifically states that certain safety factors should be observed,
such as red flags being required on ar_ load extending more than_four
feet beyond the rear of the vehicle and that clearance lights shall be
.providedif such haul is made one-half hour_after sunset or one-half hour
before sunrise, in accordance with the same law.
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The Board also desires to call attention to the general motor vehicle
.... law which requires all vehicles to be operated in a manner consonant with

the safety and convenience of the general public and in a manner which will
not endanger or be likely to endanger ar_ person or property.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until their next regular_meeting in May,
1952; the exact date to be announced later by the of the Board.

R. C. RICH, Chairman
Board of Highway Directors

Done. at Boise, Idaho
15 May 1952

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETIN3 OF THE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTOBS

May 15 and 16, 1952

The regular meeting of the Idaho Board of Highway Directors was convened
in the Old Statesma_ Buildingp 603 Main Street, Boise, _ 9:00 o,clock A.M. on
Thursday, May 15, 1952.

Present were W. Fisher Ellsworth, Director from District No. i; Roscoe C.

Rich, Director f-r_a District No. 21 Leonard K. Floan, Director fron District
No. 3J and Earle ¥. Miller, State Highway F_gineer and Acting Secretary of
the Board.

Mi_tes of the regular meeting held April 16-19, 1952, were read and
approve_ by the Board,

Consideration was _hen given to the bids received on April 22 and May 6,
1952, and the following action was takent

The first bids considered were for the alteration of the basement in the
Old Statesman Building; the work consisting of repairing, painting and alter-
ation of the basement of the Old Statem_n Building, Southwest Corner of 6th
and Main Streets, Boise, Idaho. The State Highway J_gineer _ad exercised the
authority given hin by the Board and had awarded the contract to J. H. Wise
and Son, Inc. of Boise, the low bidder, on April 29, 1952, in the amount of
$8,560.00.

There being no objection, the Board unanimously concurred in the action
of the State Highway Engineer, and it was so ordered.

The next bids considered were far Project No. S-5732(I), consisting _of

constructing the roadway and a read,ix bituminous surface on 6.7_ ailes of
the Spirit Lake Highw_, between Ross Point and Rathdr_, in Kootenai County.
Acting on the authority given him by theeRoard, the State Highway Engineer
had awarded the contract to Stone and Thaut Construction Conpar_ of Spokane,

Washington, the low bidder, on April 29, 1952, in the amount of $225,066.13;
the Engineer's Estimate being $2_,943.80.
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There bei_ no questions or obJectionsp the _oard _s17 oon_urred
in the action of the State H_hvay Knginoor, anA it vas so ordered.

Bids vere then considered for Project No. S-1736(1), cons$etinK of
constructinK the roadway and a crushed gravel surface on h.587 n_lee of the
Cub River _oad, in Franklin County. The State H_hway KnKinoor had exorcised
the authol_ty given h_Jt by the Board and had averdod the contract to Marion
J. Hose of Halad City, Idaho, the low bidder, on May 7j 1952, in the anount
of $97,0h9.00! the Knsinoor's _tinate being _lOh,lhe.00.

There bo_ no d£seonting opinion, the Board unaninouely oonourred in
the action of the State Highway KnKinoor.

Consideration vas than given to bide received for ProJ0ot No. S-_808(1),
consisting of eonstruetin£ a 112.5' concrete brldKe over the Palouse River
and the roadway and a cruahod rock 8urfacinK on 0.593 hallos of the OranKowJ_le-
Harvard H_way between Harvard and Dear7 in Latah County. The State High-
ray KnKineer had exercised the authority given hiu by the Board and had
awarded t_e contract to Thuraton Stors_ of Lewiston, Idaho, the lov bidder,
on May 7, 19_2, in the amount of _LI5,936000) the K_inoor08 Ksttmate
bein U5,963.oo.

_v

There being no ob_ootion, the Board _ousl_ oo_ in the action
of the State HiJhwV |n(inoer, and it vaa so ordered.

The last bide to be oonoiderad vera for Project No. 8-_800(1),
consisting of eonstrueting the rcadwf and _bo4 rook ourfao_ut on 0.8_0 r-_
ndlos of the Hoseow-Dovtll h_hw_,.gost and W68t of Helmets in Latah
County. Ac_n_ on the anthority S_van h_a by *JJo Board, the State __
KnSinoer had awarded this contract _n X8_ 7, 1952. Thuraton Sto_q_ of
Low_ston had submitted bids on two pro_act8 and conditioned hie bide to the
effect that h_ be avardod onl_ one oontraet in the event he vu lay on both;
therefore, the State RIKhw_ KnKinoor awarded this east to F. H, Dadt,tlay
& Compal_ of Lowlston, IdahO, the second low bidder, in the _ of .

There boinS no quostion_ or obJoot_ons, the+ Boltrd _8_y eon_urred
in tho_wtion of the State Ri_h_ Kn_LnooFo

+In a telephone oo_vers_tton with PEr. Rioh_ _ of the Board,
Mr. Welter Y. Oroosonbaok, prN£dont of the O_oo__ _ Inpl_Vemont
&osoeiation, rsqaooted that a da_y trafflo oount he nsdo on _tato H_
h7 at the _unction botwooa H_ 1_ and h_, _'t_]_T. four mile8
north of Ashton, and that consideration be given tat he placin_ o_ _tate
H_hv_ _.7 _ain on the State _ sylt4a.

In dieoueein£ those n_tters, the State Ri_hvay Ks_tneer infomed the
Board that it is the proKr mn of the daunt to make an Or_in_Do_tination
8urve_ in th_tozs_maT. _hie mmn_. _n _ of the ehook that i8 goin_
be made end other _tuations that obtatJa, the Doa_d took no a_t_on roKaa_J_nK
8tare li_hwq h7, The statue of th_ _ is .that the d4q_.rtmnt_tll
n_Lnt_tn it at the praNnt t_uo, and at a late_ dst_, when a renew of the _-_
entire 8it_aation has been made, further oonsidsr&t_n _ be gim the
llmtter,
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The Board instructed the State Highwq _gineer to convq this information
.... to Mr. Grossenbach.

The Building Program for the Departaent was discussed. The State Highway
Engineer gave the Board the prelininary estimate of cost for the Proposed
District Headquarters Building for District No. Ills and the preliminary _es-
tiaate of cost for the Proposed Maintenance Shop for the State of Idahos both
to be built at Strawberry Glen in Ada County. The State Highwq Kagineer ex-

plained to the Board that the Maintenance Shop _d be the headquarters for
the entire State.

The Board took no action as far as authorizing the construction of these

buildings at this time as the State does not have a deed to the land at Straw-
berry Glen and they felt that_Lis should be obtained first. They authorised
the letting of the Maintenance Shed at Leadore.

The Maintenance Engineer told the Board that the naintenance shed at Rigby
should be started as soon as possible.

Some discussion was then given to the matter of signs. It was the conce_sus
of the Board that the signs over the entire State system should be appraised

frou safety standpoint and they made the followl_ suggastionm:

1. Speed on curves should be shown, as a safety factor.
2. Distance signs between town or main points showing terminal,
3. Reflectors on guide posts and guard rail.
_. Change Junction signs to show terminal cities.

The State Highway Engineer and Naintenance KDgineer then discussed with
the Board the color of paint for marking the highvay8. T_ey told the Board that
there were only a few States left that used yellow paint for roadside aarkinge
and centerlinee. The majority of the States were using white paint. Since the

paint has already been purchased this Years no change in the color was considered
at this time; howevers the Board was agreeable to using white paint next year.

Consideration was then given to a letter frol the State Land Comeissioner
requesting assistance in repairing certain roads in Heyburn Parks Since the
Legislature provided no appropriations for the naintenance of the roads in
Heyburn Park, the Board unanimously approved this request, and instructed the
State Highway Engineer to inforn the State Land Ccemiosi_ner that the Depart-
ment of Highways would assist in repairing these roads until after the next
legislature.

The State Industrial School at St. Anthon_ nade a mquest to the Department
for approximately Sixty Five Cubic Yards of ready mixed asphalt material for
use on the school grounds. The Board unan_ously granted this request.

The Board further discussed such requests as thiss especially request8
from other state agencies such a s institutions, state school and etoo, and it
was their op_mton that at a_ time the department could save the taxpeyers'
expenses with the ttse of the highwey facilitiess it should be done_ providing,

- of course s that highway funds were not diverted unlawfully and that the high-
way program was not hindered. They also expressed the opinion _hat care
should be taken so as not to compete with private industry and aid should only
be given where due to locations c ostss availability of materials quantities in-
volved, etc., it would make it impractical to use private industry.
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Considerationgas then given to a letter free the State Poreeter,who was re-
questing that the Forest Service be permitted to use land on Cottonwood .Butte and
Signal Point for radio and lookout purposes. The Board unanimously approved this
request providing the this use is accomplished without 4ntorfol_nae to the high-
way use, or to previous agreements and that a Just monotaz7 eowhamKe be agreed
upon.

The Board took no action toqard the disposal of a tract of land at Henan, and
left the matter to the diserotAon of the State Htghwa_ Knginoor.

Consideration was given to a letter from the _yor of _ City of Idaho
Falls, asklnK that the City of Idaho Falls be givma assimtaneein the purchase
of certain rlght-of-veVon the Yellewstone_tghv_y in Idaho Falls.

The action taken by +.heBqard on thls requestwas to the effectthat since
the Cit_, throughpreviouscorrespendense,had agreed to purchasethis right-el-
eat wlthout aseletanoefz_m the highva_ department,and 8inse the highwa_depart-
mont had agreed to construct the entire J_Lghva_project without ase_tanse fz_m
the City, there vas no further obligation on the part of the State, and, therefore,
this request for as.sistanoe in obtaining this r_htop_-w_ vas denied.

The State H_h_y KnKinsor told the Board that he had recently mot with the
Attorney from Blackfoot and the Kng_oor in connection with the £tomi¢ City suit.
He said the_ loo_od the 8ituat_on ovo_ on the ground and th_ eonolAdod that they
had two .prohl_j onoj an entranse from the Kast, and two, an entranoe A_ranthe

' West. He said he told them t_at if th_ would ws_to a letter diAn_Kard£ng the West
approach, the State used t_4_d the Kast approach for then and vould bu_d it on
the Atoulo City line; replacingaccess to the City. I I

Considerationyes t_ea given to a letter f_ou the Seereta_ of the Kvergreen
Orange #374 at Southwiek,Idaho, addressedto the Distrlet_iaeer at Lewlston,
whereinthe Road C_ttee of the K_JrgreenOrange#_Th re_ee_ed that consideration
be given to luprevement_ a portionof State Highu_ #7, ezteadln_free Cavendieh
to the top ef the CavendlJ-Aheahka grade, partloularlF_he sectionin the vicinity
of the Devils Klbov.

The Star@ HLghva_ Knginoor told the Board that this _ moction of road
had a lov rating and a bed safety factor.. He said _bat 8n.eqtmoera_ review had
been nade of thi8 Job ca the ground, and in the ltZht of the _leld z_port, he had
authoriseda surye_ to be aade of thls section.

The Board instructed the State Highwa_ ]_glneer to infers the.Bvergreen Orange
_37/_u t_ the status of this read.

" Considerationwas then glvea to a petltloareeelvedfrem re'dents laving al_ng
the Sta.te H/4_e_ between KeoekAa and Lo_. BeeauN of the dust condition existing
on this highvaT, these residenta petitioned the department to alleviate it by apply-ing oil.

In dieeueelngthls 81rustlesand other si_Aler situations,the Board instructed
the State Highv_ _r to _fo_n tkese people that the_were _Ii aware that
such conditions M not desirable; hoverer, due to the l_Ltad msount of fund8. _-_
available,sltaatlonesuck a8 this weu!d have to be done on a prioritybasis,which
u_uld involvet_affleeounts,number ef people living on route, towns served,in-
dutry, eondltionand standardof presentroad,and etc.

T_N, the Board adjourneduntil 9,00 o,eloekA.H. on F_, _ 16, i_2.
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-- Pursuant to adjournment, the Beard reconvened at 9:00 o,clock A.M. Friday,
May 16, 1952, with all members and the .State Highway Engineer presents

The following petitions wore reviewed by _he _ardt

I. "Whereas, We the Citizens and _sinessme_ of Bear Lake County consider
the extremely 9oor section of road between Montpelier and the WyoniDg Border
a detriment to our business and the business of all Idaho, we request that ¢on-
struction be started on this highway in 1952.."

2. "We_ the undersigned Residents of Caribou County, Idaho do hereby
respoctf_l_7 petition the State of Idaho, and the Department of Public Works,
Boise, Idaho, to improve State Highway No. 34 Morth from the Blackfoot River
Bridge in Caribou County to the Wayan, Idaho Post Office.

Said improvements to be comparable to the present improved highway no. 34
North from Soda Springs, Idaho to the Blackfoot River Br_dge."

3. "We residents and taxpayers of Franklin and Caribou Counties, State of
Idaho, hereby petition the Honorable Highway Co_aiasion of the State of Idaho and
the State Highwoy Engineer to b_ild a road from Thatcher to a point approximately
} mile from the forest line on the Sharon-Ovid Road, following the course hereto-
fore surveyed by the State Highway Engineers. The hew petitioned constx-_ction
being approximately four (h) ailes and being the eUt side of Bear River. The

-- proposed construction would eliminate the necessity for the replacement of the
steel bridge which c roues Bear River at Cleveland.

And in our opinion the new construction would improve the transportation
facilities between Soda Springs, Grace, Thatcher, Mink Creek and Preston and
certainly be of greater service tha_ the road between Thatcher and Preston as
it now exists."

On April 23, 1952, Mr. Rich, Chairman of the Beard and Mr. Miller, State
Highway Engineer, attended a meeting at Soda Springs where they heard a m_aber
of delegations concerning the problems brought out in the abo_e petitions. The
following is a report of this meeting, as submitted by the State Highway Engineer.

"Mr. Rich, District Engineer Kelly and Mr. Miller, State Highway Engineer,
drove from Pocatello to Soda Springs, April 23, 1952, and en route stopped at
Grace to discuss with the Mayor the possibility of widening about six blocks in
the center of town to a 64, curb to curb width.

The Mayor informed us that the town was preparing now to put in a street
lighting system and would like to have the poles supporting the street lights
beck of the proposed curb or sidewalk area. The process of raising or lowering
manholes, water meters or Junction boxes was discussed and the State recommended
that such work be included in the paving contract rather then for the City to do
this work prior to final approval of grade line. It was also suggested that con-
duits might be placed at street intersections to alleviate pavement cuts in case
electric lines for a_ purpose might come up.
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A luncheon meeting was held at Soda Springs. Hr. Ri@h acted as Chairman.
In attendance were tubers of the legislature, County Commissioners from
Franklin, Caribou and Bear Lake Cemntiej, a s well 88 interested representatives

of Hon_peliar, Paris and Soda Sprinea.

An informal diseuslion w88 held regarding the overall highway picture in
the State and specifically in the southeastern area of Idaho.

In the aftozs_onp different delegation8 wore heard in the County Attorney,s
office in the Court House.

Free, kiln County

C_ti88ioner8 in l_ankl_ County were in,anted regarding the status of
State Route No. _j and the State qxplaAned their reason_ for asking that this
route be translated fr_ the prtnary system to the seoondary system. It was
explained that inameuch as there was considerably more funds available through
federal-sial seoondary alloeations, it would be some time before the Cleveland
Bridge @ould be buil_ using primary funds, but a @ontract could be let this
year with the use of federal-aid secondary funds.

A petition was presented to the department by @itisons of Franklin and
Csribou Counties asking that the relocation of Route No,, 3_ be initeted from

. Thateher to a point oneohalf nile from the Forest Line on. the Sharon-Ovid road,
uhioh thay @ontend voul£ teltninate the neoeesity for the replaeement of the
uteel bridge which crosses Bear River at Cleveland._

Other @itlsene spoke against this plan by stating that even though this
proposed routing was built, the Cleveland Bridge would still be nesossary to
the eeonc_ of the area now served by Route No. 3h, South of Cleveland Bridge.
The_ suggested that Route No. 3_ be relocated near its present location or
via the Reservolre, South of Treasureton.

No comaitment8 were made by the highway department on a_ of the ideas
presented, but the spokesmen were assured ehen an_ if it became necessary to
rebuild Route No. 3_ that the eeenomics of the area would ba ooneidered in
su@]_ relocation.

Caribou Count7

The Caribou Count_ CeemiQionore suggested +.herelocation of Route No. 3h
from Soda Springs North, and requested _hat the Junction of Route No. 3_ and
U.S. 30 N be placed Kast of tows to avoid going b7 the new eehool house and
ehureh buildings as it nov traverses the town.

• In this now loeation,. East _of teen, it was suggested that a nee underpass
@ould be bu_t under the main line. railroad in such a position that a tangent
could be ps'ockt@ed north, eonaeoting the present route of _ about a half nile
east of teU_
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The County ComLlssioners also sulieated that the Soda Spl'lngs-Hent7 road2
North of Blackfoot River_ needs a cinder surfacing now. The_ also requested
that the Board of Highway Directors look into the reconstruction of this road
in the near future.

The County Com_ssioners questioned the legal right of stockmen using this
highway as a stock trail in driwl_ stook fron rail head to range north of Soda
Springs or vice versa.

The proposition of transferring Route No. _ fraa the present pr_
system to the fedoral-a£d secondary system was d_smaosed with Caribou County
Co_ssioners and the same explanation was given them as was given the Franklin
County Commissioners ralatlve to the Cleveland Bridge.

No couBttments were nsde by the department relative to a:_ /_ture work
and the County Co_iastoners of both Franklin and Caribou Counties took the
propo4ttton of changing Route No. _ from the _ system to the secondaa7
system under advisement and tnfomed the State that they would answer by letter.

A petition was presented by the residents of Caribou County asking that
iuprovements _e done on State Highwq No. 34, North from the Blackfoot River
Bridge to the Wayan, Idaho post office..

Delegations from Paris were received and the matter of widening amd re-
surfacing four blocks within the town of Paris was discussed. It was agreed
that a_ work done adJaoent to the town should include work on the City streets.

Citizens from Bear Lake County presented the State with a petition asking
for improvements on U. S. 30 N. between Montpelier and the b_rcmir_ borders

The relocation of this road from the _oBir_ line toward Hontpelier was
discussed and the State oxpl&tned their position relative %o relocating the
road around by the Bear River Ca_on rather than going over the present
mountainous, circuitous route as it now exists.

The Montpelier Chmber of Commerce through Mr. SorEats, Chairman of the
Road Comnittee, discussed the possibility of an underpass or grade separation
in Montpelier on U. S. Route No. 89.

It was agreed that some plan .should be worked out to eliminate this
hasardous grade crossing in Hontpelier, and that the State would place this
on a progrm for engineering stu_.,

The Beard then received by appointment a delegation from Nmepa, uho were
representi_ the Na_pa Chsnber of C_merce. The following persons were presents

R. C. Rick, Chairman, Board of Highw_ Diroct_
W. Fisher _Ll_orth, Manber, Board of Highw_ Directon
Leonard K. Floan_ M-_bor, Beard of Highway Dirocton
E. V. Miller_ State Highway K_Ineer
Edson Deal, Nampa

" E.Q. Horsing, Nampa
W. R. Showalter, N_mpa
W. •J. Castagneto, Nanpa

'_ayi/, 19_2



The spokesman for the group told the 9card that their problem concerned
the imppovemont of U.S. No. 30 through Nsmpa; the section frm the Kast edge
of the City Lt_ts tooa short distance beyond the Nampa h_h school. He
8aid the traffic on 11th Avomo (e.g. No. 30) vas so hoaw7. that thq believed
it JustAf_ed some _prov_nts. He said it was their understandAr_ that this
Job had been sot-up aud vas read_ to go a year or 8o qo. He also nentAoned
the £aet that the railroad eempa_ was very anxious to put a nero sntlsfaetory
type of underpass under their trsoks at the _sst edge 05 the city ]AxLte. The
railroad c_apan_ started work on this underpass s_te t4ue ago and had gone far
enough to have the ste_l there #rid were _ the foundatAons for the original
strueturo of one _0 span, but at the request of the department of htshwoTs
thq stepped, work since it was eont_plated that this hlghws_ would be wLdenod
and it would necessitate the eoutruottq[ of another _, span,

The _at4 IL'I40_'-IDn_iaoer told the delegation that the department was at
the present tim in th@-proc_e8 of wilting the. ra_road oompa_ asking for
plans se that the additiom_ st4ml for the qther sp_ could be obtained, He ,
told then .that _i_,the .steel e_da be obte/ned, the railroad oemps_ could go
ahead with the underpass at a_ t_e.

He e_ to them _hat as far as the tnprovement on U.S. _0 was oon-
oerned_ it would be necessary for the Dit_ of Nsm_ and the State to eol_ to
an agreement. He told them that the State could not afford to do an extensive
oonetructAon _ob wltkout the use of fodoral-s_d funds and the Cit_ o_ Hsmpa had
not aocept,4d the plans submitted to them for l_t4J_ U.S. )0 _ the Cityj
and the Burem of P-bile Roads uould no& participate untLl the entire plans
had been approved. I.:_

. The Board told then that it vas their un4srstandA_ that there vas 8cme
dlscusslon as to vhat route was going to be used.

Tk8 delegation _ :that the_ believed that U,8. _JOon _th £vune wsa
the _por_ant project, to be eonLider_l, at this time and that at some _ture
fine an alternate route could .be oonsidorsd_ which, should be a separate project.

The Share Ht_hvq KnS_uoor told the dole_ation:_ha¢ he wou_d _ to aeet
with the City. of_£s3s and go over this Job on the |rimed and tr7 and ar_ve
at some deepen. He said that he roaliud _ the City .had a problem of a
truck _aas_ bat did not believe it a big enough problem at this time to
uarrent _n8 an oveaTau on 7th Avoaue,

He told the delegation that there no_er had been an egre_mont dr_m be-
tween the City and State, and that he would like to have the Cit_" of Nsmpa
w/_te & lett4r to the d85mrtmont _Tln_ definite oritieimmm of tke plan that
ns presented to rhea and then the_ _mld tr7 an/find eat ub_ the plan was
not satisfactory.

The _osn/ told the do14Sataon that t_s p=o_eet had been set up for
19_3 and th_ _ to the d_egat_l_m .that the Ctt_ offtoJ_l_ contact
the depsrtmont and sot a date for a msot4_ so t_t _ _he details could be
worked out and the plan_Lnl| could be empleted this yeer,
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The Board then received Hr. Ned Harlan. Mr. Harlan, s problem concerned
__ snow removal operations on the Bogus Basin road this coming winter. He said

that a large number of people were interested in the recreation area and they
were anxious to try and work out some arrangement whereby this road could
be kept open. He said he rea_ized that it might not be the best plan for the
department to do this; however, since the State had the equipnent and since
it would be almost prohibitive for the County or City to purchase equipaent
for this purposes he was asking that the Board give some consideration _o
this matter, and see if some agreement could be reached whereby the State
equipment could be used.

' He told the Board he did not expect an iuediate anlwer, but was asking
that they keep it in Lind and give it consideration.

The Board took no action, but informed Mr. Harlan that they would have
the depar_nt prepare a report for them and they would notify him of their
action as soon as possible.

telephone, Nr. yo_ of Patna, who was acting as spokesnan for a group
in the Parma area, requested that the Board give consideration to assisting
them in river bank protection along the Boise River near _. The fine sand
is scouring the banks of the river and they were of the opinion that it might
cause a flood condition.

The Board unanimously turned down this re,nest, based fintheir policy that
the work involved was not on the State system, av_, therefore, not a function

- of the highway department.

The matter ef the purchase of new equipment,for the departuent was then
discussed. The Board took no action as they felt thie was an administrative
matter, and left it to the discretion of the State Highway Engineer.

The Board then discussed the Worknen's Compensation Insurance. At a
- previous meeting it was brought out that the State Insurance Fund had _ncreased

the workmen's Compensation Insurance rates approximately 29% over the year 1951.

The Board took no action at that time "as to whether or not this insurance
should be conti_ed, and requested that a report be furnished them giving the
statistics available froR the records. The Accounting Department su_nitted
this r eport to the Board, together with a copy of a circular letter from the
State Insurance Fund explair_.ng the reasons for _he increased rates.

It was the concensus that until a safety program could be established
and an accurate record and statistics through analFsi8 of each accident
could be kept that the dep_ent was in no position to re_ate the inOreased
rates which would be charged,

The Board unanimously approved the carrying of the Worknen's Compensation
I_Msura_Icee

T_PON, the Board adjourned until their next r_e_ar meeting on

- Thursday, June 19, 1952.

... M
Done at Boise, Idaho Board of Highway Directors
19 June 1952

_ai_!_, 1952



MXMn_ OF THKB_U_R MmTlm OF TB
IDAHOBOARDOF HI_Ng£Z DIB_f(_

' t t

•_, 19 - 21, 1_2

The roG_ar tootLq of the Idaho ]k_rd of _gJ_ ml_otor8 wu oonve_d
4n the (_.d 8tateemau BuildIM, (_03 .lq_. _Street,...DOiN, at 1,30 oeoleek P.M.
on Ttmrsdq'_, June 19, 1_2. _. _:_., _, -

Present _ V. Fisher _svorth, l_roetor from D£s_rlet lb. 1! Roscoe C_
R!Oh, mreotor free l_lstr£et 1_. 2j Leonard K. lv£oan, l_otor, fron Das_tiet
Wo. 3! and earle V. Miller, State Highwq r_dnee_ and aetAng Seereta_ of
the Board.

Kinntes of the re_r neet_ held Mev 15 and 16, 1952 were read and
approved bl the Board.

Consideration was then given to the Mdm received on lq_ 27 and June 3,
lg_J2j and the follouilag aetion was takeas

The first bids cowidered were for Project No. FZ-IO_(Z)j eoneleting "of
eons_aeting the roadw_ a plant mix bitm_Lneue a_rfe_e and an 82._ foot eon-
erode bridge on 8.21_. miles of U.8. 30 I., from Bannock Creek to Po_atalle,
in Povo_ s,nd Ba,m_oek Counties. TheState Highga_ Keginoe_ had e_oz_Asod the
anthorit7 given hie b7 the _'Doardand had awarded the-contrxet to Carl K.
Nelson Coapan7 of Logan, Utahj the low bidder, on M_ _, 1952, in the amount r_
of 1h16,930.501 the Kn_Lneeres Ketinate be2nl__;6_Z6_000.

The next bids consideredwere for Pre_eetNo. UI-._021(2), eons_Jrtln_of
eenetl_et_ngthe _oadw_ and a plantmlxbitunlnoun8urfaeeon 1.213 miles ef
Hi_ U8-20-30from [laballAvenue to Parma Junctionin Caldeell,in Ca_on
Cmnt_. The State _IS_wq _nsineer had nerelsed the autho_At_glvea bin
b7 the Board and had awarded the coast te Hor_dse_ Ceupa_, lee.
of BoJ_m, the low bidder,on _ 29, 1952, in _ amou_ of $257,80Z.*_;! the
_£n_r,s _stasste being $253,533,75.

Bids were them considered for Project4 We. S-6707(2),. 8-6723(Z), 8-6725(1)
oon_Lst_ of emstrut_ a ros4_i_ bit_gnoue surface on h,l_ miles of the
_os Corner 8o_th Road, h.(_8 miles of tim Lincoln Bead and 5,007 _os of
the FArst'et_lona Road, in BennovilleCoup. Aetlng on the _uthorit_
glvea kin b_ the Board, the State Hi_hw_ KMineer had awardedthe contractte
_etena Coast_uetlenCeup_ of Peeatelle,the low blddsr,in the Ma_ of
4)_,,1_2,0_; t_e*_n_nee_,s _st_satebeans (_I_,_79.50. _ds were then re-
eelve_ on this p_h_}eet on _uno 3_ 1_2, and tko sward of coat.act m made
on June ]_, 195_.

There bei_ no questions or eb_oot.ions, the Board unentmeus3_ eonRrrod
in the sat.lonof the State Highva7 _nglnee_on the above pro_eete,and it we8
so ordered.
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Consideration was then given to bide received on June 17, 1952, and the
followtag action was takent

The first bids considered were far Project No. F-I_-_152(2), consiatimg of
constructing a _I0.5 foot bridge over the St. Joe Ri_er, a 112 foot overhead
across the tracks of the C.M. & S.P.R.R. and approaches on US-95 Alternate in
St. Mariee in Benewah County. The State llighwo_' En&vineer recooended that this
contract be awarded to Hansen and Parr Construction Ccmpa_v of Spokane, Wash-

ington, on their low bid of $585,O_1.001 the Eaginser'e Estiuate being
$_5_,010,,,00. There being no dissenting opinion,, the recc_endation of the
State Highway E_ineer was adopted and the Board u_a_V awarded the con-
tract to Hansen & parr Construction Compe,s_'.

The next bids considered were for Project F-_XL(3), consisting o_ con-
structing the roa_eay and a 107 foot concrete bridge on 2.760 miles of the
Lewis and Clark Highway, Lochsa Ranger Station Section in Idaho C_anty. The
State Highway Engineer rose,ended that this contract be awarded to To_
Marrazzo of Boise, the low bidder, on hi& low bid of $262,._.00J the E_gineer,s
Estimate being $273,468.00. There being no dissenting opinion, the rec_end-
ation of the State Higheay Engineer was adopted and the Board unanlaousl7
awarded the contract to To_ Marrano.

Bids were then consi_ for a Maintenance Buildlag at Lea4ore, Idaho,

consisting of COnstructing a Maintenance B_tld_ for the State of ldshe,
Departaent of Highways to be built at Leaders, Idaho. The State Hi_
Engineer reeolaended that the contract be awarded to Rqnolds & Walker, The.

- of Twin Falls, Idaho, on their low b_d of $23s169.OOj the Engineeree Eetilate
being $23,0000000 There being no questions or objections, the Board _sl_
concurred in the reccmae_dation of the State Highway F_ginaer, and aw_ the

contract to Reynolds & Walkers Inc.

The last bids to be considered were for Stockpile Project No. 81, consisting
of farnishi=g crushed rock in stockpiles near _Ik River and _ in Clearwater
and Latah Counties. The State Highway Engineer recoMunded that the contract be
awarded to J. A/lie Bryant of Spokanej Wash_ton, the low bidder, on hie low
bi_ of $72,370o00_the Engineer's Estimate bei=g $80,3_0.00. There being no
dissenting opinion, the recce_endation of the State Highway Engineer was adopted
and the Board unanimously awarded the contract to J. Arlio Bryant.

The matter of the District VI Headquarter,s site at Rig_ was then discussed.
The State Highway Engineer told the Board that after a stu_ of the different sites
had been made; it was decided t_at the first three locations _a_eitted were not
suitable_ therefore, a new site had been selected, which was considered much more
desirable as it had a County Road along the South side which would provide access
at several points and would provide easier access to the highway. The property
coapr_ses approximately .twenty acres and the cost is around $9,000.00..

The Board _s_V approved the site selected and ordered the State High-

way Engineer to proceed with the acquiring of this land. The Board also approved
the going ahead with the plans for the buildings at Rigby, .and said that ecc_ies
should be effected wherever possible.
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Tho cond_tion of, tho Idaho Falls Undarpsu was than discussed. Tho State
H_Ovq Xnlinoor told ths Bonrd that a ro¢ont Md{o InOl_Ot_on Roport po_ntod
out that this Underpass was bad_ crased and disintegrated. Yrem information
reeoivod in +.he Brid_o Deparment, the felle_ng is am estimate of the repair
work that should bo done

I. I_8movo8]JL _Doss or woakonod eonol"o_o on the stlil_! form and l:_ae_J
new eonoroto to eontona with the lime and grade shown on DrmrlnS

2. Rmmovo_ loose or woakonod COml_tO on 3_ 3£noaw foot of wail l
font _sndplaoo new eoncz'eto to oonfont with the original lines
and grade.

3. nepa_ 20h3 sq. Ft. of ,idnlk.
- _. Reuovo all loose and+weakened e_z'oto, plaoo rainforoins stool

and re__aee eonoz_to uith pummatlea3_y ap_lAed mortar on 1913
• 8q. Ft. of vsEls.

_;. Ropa_ doep ersok running homo_ for about _ ]AJ_sr foot
beteoen the 8outh abatsontSo

The __a_e _ _M_lnoer told tho Board that duo to the nature of the
work _yol_od, it was almost _mposstb_o _o msko a o_ooo ast/nato as to tho
quant_t_ of u_/ound eon_l_tO that would hays to ks z_movodj howevorj it was
behaved that the cost, uou_d not ezoood $3_700000. It wasmoomondod to the
Board that tho present pra_wt, Pro_oc_ U-_TA(1)_ nov und_ oem_tAoa
bo extondod Most to ,the sad of tho undorpass and that tho proposed UOl_ a8

above be dons b_ forao 8ooount by the 1_on CouWuotion
uador their 'ex_stin_ oo_. _-_

_ho _o_-d _ oon_arrad in this raoamondstisn, and it wu so , it__:
o_.

pavaent f8_o on ProVost F-_2(1), S_Ube_-_ew _ 8eet_on
in Adams _ount_, m them ddmmooodo

The 8ts_o _Sh_ rd_inSar told tho. _ that an extons/vo stud_ of
this s/_mation ha_ booa roods and that tho dsm_od asetiou on thin mad _-
dioated a fail, to of the plsat mix paramour as well as failure of tho baso.
Ho than o_od to thn _t: tho ma_ i_ thst _ wo_o of poor
q_alit_ and that although the_ had used tho best that eould be obteinodj it
was bo_ on speeifAeatioas. Ho said that if t&e _oh had boon lot to
oont_t oarlicr in k _ and the _ e_at appliedlast yea_, it
probablym_Id have been a meeeufhl _ob.

_M_mmondatteu as to hat should bo deno woro u fol_owss

1.. DiS o_t and p_eh all areas sMo_AsSdistress. Pateh_s should be
dons w_th plant nix _toz'ials.

-- 2. Dig out spots of_ m,bsredo fatlnre and heekf_Ll with 3/h" mudmm
qnudsod reek er en_dsedgravel.

3. _,s'£_e treat the aduml,deraon the aatJ_o lwo_oot.
h. Provide a seal eoat for the oatiro pro_eet_ eke_der to shoulder.
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The State Highwq Engineer told the Board that a pre]A_na_ sus_ry of
cost for removing and replacing the failed areas had been nade and the estimate
was between thirteen and fourteen thousand dollars° It was his reconaendation
that this work be dens.

The Beard unaninoue_y adopted the reccaaendation of tho State Highw_
Engineer and expressed the opinion that it should be repaired as soon as possible.

THEREUPONj the Board adjourned until 9_00 o,clock A.M. on FFlda_, June
20, 1952.

_sumz - 2o, 1952

Pursuant to adjournment, the _ard reconvened at 9,00 o,_o@k A._.. on
Friday, June 20, 1952, with all member8 and the State Highw_ Engineer present.

The Beard received by appointment a delegation from the Associated General
Contractors, and the .following persons were presentt

Roscoe C. Rich.
W. Fisher Ellsworth
Leonard K. Floan
Earle V. Miller
AllanG. Shepard
O. T. R. McOorkle
T. Matt Hall_
Harold Quire1
Torqr Marruso
Hank Knlppel
Carq Ninon

Their problea concerned the liability of coat'tore for the ton-ailo
revexzl, O•

The State Highwa7 Engineer told the Beard that the Contractors had sub-
mitred the followi_ questions to the department for answer.

1. Mugt the contractor pay the ton-mile tax on KLleago of vehiolea"used
. within the actual limits of .the project under contract?

2. Must the contractor report, for ton-aile purposes, the ntleage which
he traveled in hauling naterialsj such as sand, gravel, or rock,
fr_ the source to the actual project?

Since the7 were questions pertaining to law, the depar_ent proposed the
questions to the Tax Collector. In turn, the Tax Collector proposed them to
the Attorne_ General, and in an Opinion from the Attorne_ General o8 office to
the Tax Collector, the following decision was arrived at:

"Required as we are to strictly construe a_ part of exemption from tax-
ationp we are forced to conclude that highwa_ contractors are not exempted from
the pa_nent of ton-nile revenue where their vehicles are operatede

1. Within the actual limits of the project under contract, nor

2. Where the vehicles haul materials from the source thereof to the

actual project." i
i
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Mr. N_znn, the Attoraq for the AssociatsdOlnsml Contraotors and spoke_an
fer the groupj .did not agree wlth the dsclslon arrived at, and felt that the Isw
shc_a be o18r'J.flod as to _ or not the eontractors hate te ps_ the tax On _l
sdlosp over roads under eonstru_tion and on which construtlon sm_b_ms the
tax wast be paid and which road aachlnss are exsspt from the ton-ELle tax.
He suggested tkat the _eeionol_O£ Lsu Inforolmnt, the Tax _actor and the
Boaz_ ef HiShwq DiNotons,eonfer vith the Atternq Ooneral and ,try and arrive
at soma spac_o or roasonablo interprstation of the law, at lust until tho
next logtalative session. ,,

The Board t old the delegation that they were interested in_aeir 8iLUationj
cortainl7 where it effacted biddi_ on eontraets, and were interested in seeing
the ittor elarifiodj hovevor_ th_ infornod them that theft labored under the
_8sion that the dopartnont would have to proceed under the Attcrne_ Oenoral.s
adviee until it vas upheld by eour_ action.

_t was _ that the £ttornq for the £ssoe_atod General Co_t_actor8
arrangefor a neetln_with the Attor_ Generaland the interestedparties.

THKRL_POI, the Board r_e_88od until 18_0 e,eloekP.N. _ L

The Beard rsc_md at It_O P.M., ulth all s_ab_r and the. State _hwq
Ensinear present.

The Board reeelvedb_ appointmenta dalesationfron Twin Falls and Ooodlng
Counties. The follovingpersonswere p_esents

Rosooo C. Rieh _
W. Fisher _Isworth
Leonard E. Floss
]r_rle V. lCLller
_aersen Pu_e_ Hagesuaa,
H. W. _offat, Twin Falls ,
O. _ _au_, T_n Ya_s
Narvin T. Carlsea,
Ha_rleeKekert, BOhl

Their problem no_ornod the imp_ovemont of H_bu_ No. _0 throu_ Hqwusn
Valley. The7 said it was their undorstaning that same time ago the department
antlelpatodthe uldenlng of this se_en, and i_ was their tkeught that as a
safe_ factor _ road should be-_donsd. The_ _d that the Board give
this i_ eons_dora_on. The de_oKat_o_ _dA th_ F roal£acd that. the r_ht of
ws_ ws_ yea7 narrow and also that there were _ other plaoo8 in the State
that were worse, but ig this seetlenof road eould be,wi_enod te aa acceptable
standard theft did not believe it would be too exponsiVOo

Tko 8_a_e ,__ I_l_er ss_d that the Suf_e_oncy Rat_K shc_od a log
rat_q, for about _t@_i s_les of this road.

June 20, 1952



The Board told the delegation that theT appreciated their brinting this
.- matter up at this tim as thq wore glad to have suggestio_as thie_ especial-

ly when planning their long range program. They told them that thq would
look into this latter very careful_ and give it considorationj howevor_ thq
told them that their ab_ity to _d roads was geared to the amount of con-
struction funde and federal Lid available.

The widening and improving of Addison Aversae-Hansen Bridge 8oction through
Twin Falls was also discussed.

It was suggested to the delegation that the City of 5_in Falls should sub-
nit a cross section of the roadnF, showing the type of road to be built and the

type of curb and gutter, and then the local people and the department should get
together and try and arrive at some deelsion which would be agreeable to both.

Mention was also made ef the fact that the local people at Twin Falls felt
that the highws_vlarker signs in that area _ inadequate. The Board suggested
that they write a letter to the department with their suggestions, and it would
be given consideration.

The department has recently received several letters pertaining to fencing
of State Highways in open range country.

The state Highwey F_gineer told the Board that he had requested a report
from the Right-of-Way and Maintenance Engineers as to what the policy of the
State had been in regard to this matter, and was informed that the State, ex-

" cepting in rare instances had not fenced the right-of-wa_ across desert and
range lands. He sald that constructing fence was expensive and unleu main-
tained properly sooner or later it required renewal and then the maintenance
costs run high.

• The Board took no action at this tiae as to what their policy would be, and
requested that a report be prepared for them so that it night be detoMnod
the, legal responoibility is regaX_llngthis matter.

The Board then received by appointment Mr. C. L. Moore, the Ha_or of Olenns
Ferry, and Hr. E. D. Stone, the City F_gineer.

Their problem concern_ the proposed re, cation of U.S. Highway No. 30
through Glenns Ferry.

The Mayor expleinod to the Board that the people of Glenns Ferry were
protesting this location because of the Cemotu_ and wore interested in knowing
where the right of wa_ line would be in relation to the Uemotery. He said as it
was now proposed, it would be very near to the Veterans' of Foreign War Memorial,
and it was his opinion that if the fence could be moved book twenty-five feet,
it would be satisfectory.

•Tnne 20, 1952
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The S_ate _ BnSineer umu'ed then that the S_ate dad not gaat to
hurt _ C_ or dis_b 8z_ graves..Ha told them that in front, of the
ceuetozT _ veuld reduoe the uidth .on _o noz_h side of the p_posed _ _
O0_JX_ _Q ON _ _Mtj aBd _t a _ aoQ088 x_Gdj &__
fou_ hnndrod feet in length u_uld be built on the ome_ sido of the teneo
line. There gould also be one aeees8 _ the hijhv_ on the Kast app_aeh.

Both the Xaro_ and the _L_ _ginoe_ exproued the _optnien that thq vere
sumthis 8zTangmont umld be satisfactory and requ_ :that a print shoving
this relocation be furnished then so that thq could present it to the City

-_mneil for approval. They wore sure that _he noee88a_ _Agh_-ofov_ oould then
be _q_t_t _ the State.

The Board then r_eived _ _ a delegation _ Clark Count, and
the follouing pe_soM were present,

Resene Co Rieh
W. Fisher]LUm_arth
l,e_mazd][.F3.oalm
Karle V. _iller
B. H. TMOnM, Dubeis
W. A. Klli_,_ubels
H. _. Frederlksea,_Llgore "

'.." 11..S. Ifl]Aee, .]_zbelam

- Tht8 daleKa_ton z_quested that tha Board 8_ve oonsido_atioa to the oilinK
of flmr I_108 of Baste H_hw_ 22, Most of Duboi8, to exteud to the prose=t I._-_

road at LAd_ Hot 8_in_.. i+j
The Board told the dalqation that a Suffiolen_ Ratin_ Stu_ had been

made of the entire 8tare s71t4m , and they were att4mpt_nK to spend the honey
uhe_e the 8u_ve_ point4d out that the roads, needed im_oveme_t bad,to They
told them that this put year the_ had to be governed _ mt was _oad_
surveyed and road_ to let to _ontraet, _d th_ vondersd _nst bow soon th_
would be Justified in 8po_K honey on roads 8ueh as the one they had requested.

The doloKation then told th_ Board that tho-Goud_ h_ _ gone ahead
and spent a great deal of non_ on the8 8ootien of _Foad and to tho_ w_ of
thinkAnK the cost of oi1_. this road _ be vo_ l_bt_Oo ¢

The Board told them that the7 would look into th_ ha'trot _nd g4ve it
oon_lderat_on_ aad that th_ wuld have the _n_ hake a eeeb urinate on
the vork_ and advine then later u te _t _be_r, a_taon u_d_ be_

•atlon, an+Alz',mmst _ ukS+ek he _ had drum up f_r _he _ e_ removing -
+e:_d_Lnh._,hva_sL_xa the Stato system. ThLs £&sroemon_,sme_Ld_be _ into
the State Highva7Departmentand the County or _lLg_q_ Distrletinvolved,and if "
e_eeutedby both parties_d prevlde for the De_t ef .Kigh_ to re,tore
a oea_ hlgh_ey to a desirablegtandardand at the oempletlonof re_toration .
of the highv_, the Board of HighwayDireetoruwould remove it from the State

Hilhvey S_st4n.

June 20, 1952



The County or Highway District would agree to accept the highway when comp-
leted as an addition to their road system.and would agree to maintain the same
to the satisfaction of the State, and a_ failure to do so would Jeopardize the
future allotment of federal funds for projects on the road system of the County
or Highway District. The County or Highway District would also agree that ig
the project was not maintained in a satisfactory condition within a period of
ninety days after notice thereof, the State would proceed to have the road
properly repaired and the cost thereof would be paid _ the County or Highway
District upon presentation by the State of a bill therefor.

He told the Board that i£ this Agreeaeat Form met with their approval, he
would like to use it in connection with the Bu_l-Castleford Highway in Twin
Falls County for.which bids were to be received on Ju_ 8, 1952.

The Board unan_usly approved the adopting of this Agreement Fore as pre-
sented, and authorised the State Highway Engineer to su_ait it to the BOhl High-
way District for signature in connection with the above project.

The Board wAthorised the execution and fulfillment of a Heaorandum of
Agreement between the University of Idaho and the Department of Highways, pro-
riding for experinental studies of equipment for testing the stability and
strength of soil subgrade8 and soil foundations.

The Agreement also provides that rei_reement to the University by the
Department of Highways shall nOt exceed Three Thousand _llars ($3,000000) in
aN one year, and the Department of Highways will not expend a sun in excess
of Seven Thousand Dollars ($7,000.00) daring a_ three-year period.

Further consideration was then given to the Aheahka Flood Control Project.
This matter was previously discussed in the February aeeti_ of the Board, and
at that time they instructed the State Highway F_inser to inform +.heAr_
Engineers that it was the conoensus of the Board that this work would be ef
no direct benefit to the highea_ departaent, and, therefore, ne fnads of the

highwa_ department relative to this project would he expended.

Subsequent to this letter, the engineering department of the Corps of
Engineers contacted Mr. Floan at Orofins and further stu_ was given this pre-
Ject by the highwa_ engineering departaent. In a report from the highway
engineering department, it was pointed out that there appeared to be no
lumediate need for a line revision or revetments in the vicinity of the over-
flow channels from the left bank of the Clearwater river.

The Board instructed the State Highwqs Engineer to again convey to the
Army Engineers that their policy as previously indicated would not be altered,
stating that their decision was arrived at after considerable discussion of

- our highva_ needs and the availability of funds to overcome deficiencies in
the highway s_stea all over the State, and they did not feel that this project

. came within the category of highway needs at this time.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 9:00 o,clock A.M. on Saturday, June
21, 1952.

,Tune 20, ]-L_2
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..strmm- a.952
Pua_mant to adJ__ the ,Board reeenTened at_gto0 ooolook &.M. on 1 I

Satl_wk_j J_e 21, 19529 rite all neabe_ abd l_e 8tate eLihu_r ]t_iwwr
proHnt,

The matter of qroemonts with tho various Countios for the control of
noxious voeds vas dtsoussed.

Tho 8taro llillhw_" l_ltnoor told the Board t_at a report had bean made
show!hE tho oospsrat_vo costs for the past f_ve years. In 19h8, the Stato

_omont4.vith nino_ =i_ andthe_st vu _,5_5o001in 19_9,tv_ six _ntios uo_ ln_lTod and tlao cost v_ _0p3(_._! in 1950,
in 1951, lmon_-_m"thJar_-three cmanti_ sad tho oo1_ vu _I_,180_6; . .

ooun_t_8 _nd the cost v_ _3_l_Jh._O; and in Z952j if all _oquos_8 are app_ovo_,
thoro will be thirty-four eo_ntios invol_ed, wLtha eo_t of :1G6,3_0.

The Board reque_t_l that an inve_tJ41ation bo nade this fall and a report
prepared for than so that it oeuld bo de_ _ or not the State vu

pqin_ on17 its fs_r share of tho _ost8 _or wood oontrol.

The Board &pprowod tho granting of tho requost by the Washington County
Ccu_ssioNrs for _our spans of the 014 Weiser Br*dgo, vh_h thq desired to
uN in pla_i_ a brld_ am_ss tho 8nske J_Lve_at Sremaioo; .a orossL_ approx-
tn_tel_ s_ _ _r_ ._ _o_,_, _ tho_o is a lar_e amunt of stock
gras£n K oounta_ ktM Zdabo and 0a'qll_onin t_t_o_ _ s'._nc_ll:(nulos"c_T.cmttlO)
halo to be tr_z_ed • long h_ around tJ_mgh W_se_ i_tue_ grui_ r_

.%5ao__ of _ Boreal _seed ".lagfa_t that no o_ in the d_
should be put under pressure for politics1 donations.

THKRKUPOIjthe Bom'd ac_ourned utfl tho_ noxt rsKular moot/Jq_ on_StmlsJd_,
July 17_ 1952, at 1,30 e,cleok P.l_..

..,,.I

June 21, 1952



133

MINUTES OF THE _DLAR _EBTI_ OF T_
IDAHO_0_ OF HI_ DI_ORS

a_" i? - 19, 19S2

The regular meeting ef the Idahe Board of Higheay Directors was convened
in the Old Statesman Building, 603 Main Street, Boise, at I:_0 oteloek P. H.
onThu_dq, July 17j 19_20

Present were W. Fisher Ellswor_Mj Director frem restrict No. lj Roseoo
C. Rich, Director fraa District No. 2; Leonard K. Moan, Director from Dist-
rict NO. 3J and Earle V. F_LUer, State Highwq Engiaeer and Acting Secretary
of the Board.

Nitres of the regular neeti_ held June 19-21j 1952 were read and
_proved without ehange.

Consideration was given to the bids received on June _, 19_2, az_! the
following action was taken_

The first bids _onsidered were for ProJest No. £FI-3022(3), eoMt_ting
of oonstr_cting the roa_ay and a plant nix bltumlnous surface on 1307_2
silos of the Old Oregon Trail from Regina to .Cleft in Ads and B_sore Counties.
The State Highwa_ Engineer had exercised the authority given him by the Board
and had awarded the oontraet to D_fy Reed Conetrue_ion C_ of Twin yells
ldaho_ the low bidder# on Juno 2_# 19_2, in the amount of $9_2,_0-_000_ tho
Engineer's Estimate being $972,871.20.

The next bids considered were for Project No. AFI-POI-_(_), consisting
of constructing the road_a7 and a roa_ bituminous surface on 1.379 E_Ios
of Highway US-IO between Argentine Gulch and Wallace in Shoshone County.

.....The State Highway Engineer had exoreised the authority given hi1 by the
Board and had awarded the contract to Clifton and Applegate of Spokansj
Washingten, the low bidder_ on Ju_2, 1952, in the anount of $_Oh,999.TOf
the gnglaeerts Estimate being $379,563._O.

Bids were rhea eonsidered for ProJact NO. 5-3750(1), consisting of
construotlng a _03 foot concrete bridge and approaches on 0.267 nile of the
Kiddletoa-South Road in CanTon County. Acting on the authority given him
by the Board, the State Highway Engineer had awax_ledthe eontract to Idaho
Construotore, Inc. of Boise, Idaho, the lee bidder, in the smount of
$T0,667._0_ the Engineer,s Estinate being $65,970000.

The next bide considered were for Project NO. S-38_0(I) North Section,
oonsisting of eonstructing a road nix bituuinous surface on 6.780 silos of
the _ontour-Ola Road between Sweet and Ola in.6e m County. The lee bid re-
ceived on this proJeet wu 12._ over the F_inser'8 Kstisate. Gem County
was contested and since thay were very desirous of having this c6ntract
awarded, and since it was at their request that the letting of th_s preJact
was deferred until this late in the season, they agreed to neet a_ increase

July 17-19, 1952
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ia 1oo81 natehing funds required _ren _ @ounty by In of the bid being
note than ton per cent above the entlmted eoJt. Oem County depositedtheir
8ha_ of the funds with the d_ent; tharefoz_, the Stato Highvq Knginoer

ezoreloedthe authority given him by the Board and had uardod the eon_raet L J
to _elson and Deppe of Boise,the low bidder,en _ I, 1952, la the
of $60,012.20;the Bngia,er,e _tlaate being $53,_3.00.

Slds gere then eea,i&_4 for _ieellaneeus Pro_ee_ No. 9S_(2)poeuls_-
ing of eon_etlng a plant nix bi_mln_us nat and a seal oeat on @,_T niles
e£ the l_tte Hi_hgq, beWeen @eve June_ionand Donael_y,in Vallq Counts_v.
The 81_te _ Bq_L_er had _ the uthe_At_ gtv-_ him b_ the Board
and had mmrdod the ooio_rsot to A_l_aa_t PavAq and (_I_racqd_n _ of
So4so, t_o lov bidder, on July 1, 195.2_ _n the mount of I_5,6kgJ_! the
In_neor,s ltat_nste being _9,8_;9._0. The U. S. _ure_u of _t_on
cono_rred in the award of this contract.

The last bids that were opened on Juno _, 1952, were tot Pro_oet Jlo.
_051.]L6(503), eonsis_tngof d_iviq test piles at the Sa_lat BridgeSite
ea High_q U8-95 in Donner_. The lov bid on this p_o_ee_gee 16.8%
ever the Ingineer,s Estlna_e;however, after furtherlaveebigetienz_
that the 90, piles nm_ be shippedA_ the Coast and gould add about
$_8_.00te &he ee_ ef.thepiling and that about J_00.00sheuld have been
added te the eoe_ o£_a_In_ pile d_Av_ equipmentte Ino_eanethe length

' ot _A, __ "..ad.-_---90._p_o_u_, _ _,_ __ _i_ a-
ereii_t _ie entho_A_ given bin by the _ and had _ar_ed _ae_
te Heue8 and PazT _eno_qu_en _ of 8_ekano__, en J_ne 26,

There being no questions or eb_eetiol, the _oed uIsntn_s_y eoae_rred i_
in the aetten of the 8tare _i_m_r _ entbe abeve pro_eet_, and it
m,, no o,,dmr.,_

Co_tderatian was then given te the bld8 z_eelveden Ju_ 8. 19_2, and
the felleulngtalon I takeas

_, zin_ _d, .ooui_o_od_ zo; _e_,e_No.s_._o(._;o_), eo,,,,_
of reoemlit,,ten£nZ the e,zist,:l.ag z.oads_q" and oeutruett_ a Nleeted berre_

Ltaeola en_ )_tdeka Ce_t_eI. Aeries ea the ut_orit_ given _ by the
_,rd. t_e State n18,_q, llngino.r had merd.d _h. eeatmet te IWLuyalls
@es_t_uo_ien_ of Twinl_s, the leg bldderj la the amou_ of
_6_8_o.oo;_ _q_aoe_,sr_natebe_q$_0,7_0.o0,Coa_raetmn_e_

9, 19_e. ' •

The n_ bi_ e_ui_ed _e_ _or _tatI l_eot No, 85, eo_l_tiag
of ooal eoa_Lng lO.J_0_ milee of b Old 0_eson Tl_s:lk2.,bIWeon _ UI_
@n_ ,and]_Intt,Creek, _,, Slnare Oeut_, The State _r
had eiM_M_,_ho autbez_ given hln by the 9oa_d and had awarded the een-
_ao_ _o Neloon and Deppo of BOiN, _o leg Middy, .1_t _ enou,ut of
$22,595.00_ on _V 9, 19_;_, the r_q__nee_,s r_tnate beia_ _A_0_.00.

July 17-19, 1952
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The next bide considered were for Maintenance Project No. 869 consisting

of seal coating 27.72 miles of Highvq US-9_, 6.833 miles of Highwq US-IO
and lh,761__Lles of ltighway _-95 Alterne_, in Xqotenai, Bonew_ and.Shoshons
Counties. The State Highway _Engineer had exercised the authority given bin

by Board hadawnedthe cort J.  ohuo.2. S   m,
ington, the low bidder, on _ 9, 1952, in _ne aaoua_ ox _o/_._uj _,u
Engineer's Estimate being $56,002.75.

There being no dissenting opinion; the Board umuainous_7 cono_ed in
the action of the State Highway Engineer on the above three proJeotsj and it
was so ordered.

The next bids to receive consideration w_e _r Maintenance Project No.

82, consisting of reconditioning the existing roadbed and constructing a
bituainous s_rfaee treatment on 8.100 _es of the Bellevue-Oannett Highuay,
in Blaine County. The State Highwq F_ineer reconended that all bide be
roJectod; the low bidder being more than ten _ cen_ above the Enginesr,s
Estimate, which was $12_270.00. He told the Board that he had at%_sod
this matter with the District Engineer in that area and it was felt that by
renting equipment this contract could be done by State forces. The Board
unanimously concurred in this recosmendation, and all bids were reJectedj
the work to be accomplished by State foresee

Bide ware then considered for Maintenance Project No. 83, consisting of
maintenance repair on apprcxlsately 32 miles of HIEhway US-91 from Reed,s
Cornerp approxiamtely 2 miles west of Idaho Falls, northerly to the Jefferson-
Clark County Line_ in Bonneville and Jefferson Counties. The State Highway
Engineer recozmende.d that all bide be rejected; the low bid being more then
ten per cent above the Engineer's Esti_ate_ which wee $56_800.00. The State
Highway Engineer also recom_mded that the District Engineer in that area be i
authz_ized to do this Job with State forces. He told the. Board that the
department would do this work using the same specifications and that a cost
man would b9 put on the Job so the& a good cost record could be obtained.
There being no objections or questions, the Board unanimously concurred in !
the recommendations of the State Highway En_inoer_ and all bide for this pro-

Ject were rejected.

The nex_ bide considered were for _inteaanee Project No. 84, consisting

of maintenance repair on appm_laate_ hO ailee _ghway US-gl fn_ the
Jeffers.on-C_arkCounty Line to the Idaho-_ontana_ in Clark Cou y.

The low bide received on thls preJeet wu more than ten per eent e_er the
Engineer's Estiaate_ however, the State High_ _ reee_d that due
te the magnitude of the work, and due to the laek cf equipment to do this
Job with State forces, and due te the necessity of thim work being done this
season, that this contrao_ be award_ There being no objections, the re-
commendations of the State HiEhway Engineer were adopted and the Board ordered
the award of the contpaot to Peter Kiewit Se_s, Ccmpax_ of S_ridsn, bl_ycm:Lng,
the low bidder, in th_ asumnt of _10_,750.00_ the Enginoor,s Ee.ttmate being
$73,_oo.0o.

July 17-19, 1952
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The noxt bids to bo oonoidored woro for _oJoot ST-I_81(_0f), oonsisti_
of rooondit_onin_ tho roadbod and oonstructLug a roadm_x bit_ou8 surface +
on 8._0 sdlos of tho U.8, 30 .N. l_q, botwoon alton Flats and Border in
Doar Lsko (_waty, The log hid roooivod on th£8 pa_Joot w88 nora .than ton
pe_ out ovor tho Kns_noort4 Kettnato_ hovove_p the 8tare _ ]ra_iN_
roocisendsd .that this oontraot be funded s_o _ was • hoavL_7 travolod
road and bocauso the condition of tho road was suoh that tho work Involvod
osu within the catqory o_ an onorKoncy naturo. There boln8 no dissonti_
_Ouj the Doarql8doptod tho roeealndation of _ho State H_rhw_ _nglnoor,
and _ly m_rded tho contr_t to Peter _ewLt 8one, Compu_ of
Sheridan, _min_. tho low bSddor_ Sn tho anount of $19_51.00! tho _nurOs
Zst_nate botne 1159,617.00.

The lsst bids oons,dored _or the Jul7 8 Zet_n_ were for Pro_oot Io.
S.._70_(I)_ eonststtn_ of oonst_ns _ho road_s_ and • roadn/x b_t_nlnous
_awo on 6._;2 n:L3.ooof tho Delt_-Cu'l_oford C.@mm_frm _tnh].-8ou_bn,os_rlT' .

TwLn Falls Coua_. On17 one bid was rooelvod s_d it was eons__ more
U_a ths ton per eon_, abovo the l_a_ne_r Os_8t_aato! thoreforo, the 8taro .
H_ Kngino_ l_Jeomu_dod that. the b_dbo re, coted. Ho told tho Board
_hat there u_8 anothor _four n_lo 8oct_on of this road to be oonsWuetod,
and s2noo tho Departlnt had a edsnod qroement noroby tho HtZtnm_ D_strict
would put this road on their _oad system ,and t_ko over the ns__ of it
af_or oomplot_on# ho would ]Ako to roeomsmnd that a survey palq_ be put
that' sr_ and f_rd.sh the rens_n_ns pertton of that ba_lmq and then rosdvor-
t6so for bids on tho ontaro route betwoeu Buhl and Cas_. 13 vae h_8
opt.nLea _ bit emn_ both of-thoeo leotion8into ono _eb, bo_ b_ds

would+ be roeo_ved at l_vor prioos. Tho Board ooneuzswd _n tho._e_mmdat4on _
'_ of tho St_o Bt_hv_ Jm81neor and the bid was z_3eot_l. ' - i.:I

Bids vere _ oonoldorod for pro_oo_ for whleh bids mwo z_oolvod

Tho first bids oonsldo_red wore: fox" Ndntoha_e+pt_Joot Io. 881 consLstt_ "
of oonstruot_n_ a rosdnax b_t_nou8 _faoo on_;,_5 _os,ot _to _Lghvay
1_ at _ttont looat_o_ as d_rootod, botuoen, e_nd Valle_ m_lCuoado_
in Valley County. - .

Th_ 8tsto _ _ reoomondod that tlm oon4mm_ bo _ard_L to
_alt Ps_n_ and Censtruottoa Cempe_ InOo of Be_so_, tho Iew b_ddor_ on
the_- low b_d:of _i,_,l_},O0! the _*nNr.s l_CLnate bed_ IJ,Oj_1_..f,O.
There being no ob_octtou, tho roommondatton of tho' 8taro HtKh_ KnKtnoer
was adeptod_ and tho Board wuu_uo_s_ _uardod the e_atraet to ASphalt pl_nl .
and _sta_etion Cemps_ Zm•

T_o_ bids _eMidered mm,e for Pr_Jeek_S_J_l_), oon_otin_ of .

et _ _. 0ea 0eunt_. T_d Stste M4hs_ _n_ier _oamen_d thst tb_8
oontrut be: ssardod to.NorrlNa-rnUdNa qmps_, ras, ef Bo_s_ ou_tho_r bid

howovor_ to _onourronco by tho City of J_ott. Thoro bo_n_ no d£uoa_
opin_on_ tho roo_mondation of tho State H_hw_y _noe_ wu adoptod_ and

tho Doard unsntuo_sl_ ordorod tho award of tho oontr_t to lqorr'llon-Klmdsq_ _--_Conpa_ lno. vhon and Lf conourrod in _ t_o OLt_ of _m0tt.

Tho _st bid to ,bo oonsidorod woro for 148_ntonan_e Pro_eot lo. 87, con-
sistin_ of pa:Lnttng ntno brtdgo8 on H:LIh_sFs U8-9_, _0 and _tato _, 26 In
Twin Falls, Custer and Oood_ng Counties. Tho low bid re_oivod on this
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project was submitted by the Jensen Construction Compa_ of _oise, and was
.... more than ten per cent above the Engineer's EstlmatO. The state HiKhw_

Engineer _uformed the Board that thq had reviewed this bid and felt that
two of the itlas, Items SP-5 and SP-8, were toe high. He told rhea that
these two items were structures that were _n need of repair work on the

superstructure, and it was doomed best that the painting of those two
. superstructure be included in the repair work_ which would be done at a
later date. He told the Board that thq had contso_6d_ _ the Jonson Con-

struction ConpanT, and that the Contractor had agreed to accept the cpntraot
with those two items deleted, and had submitted a letter to that effect.
deleting these two irons, the total amount of the contract would be $2,73_.00.

The State Highway Engineer rooomnondod that the contract for painting the
rest of the superstructures be awarded to the Jonson Construeti6n @_an_.
There being no objections, the Board acquiesced in the re_omasndation of the
State Highway, and ordered the contract to be awarded to the Jonson Con-
struction Compa_, with Items SP-5 and SF-8 deleted from.the conta_t_ naking
the total omount of the contract _2,734.00.

The Doard unaninoumly approved of the Department ef Highwayo'contributinK
to the Highway Research Board Correlation Service, _and mathorised the State
Highway Enginser to proceed with the subscribing of this 8oreico.

The State Highway Engineer proolnted to the Board a chart showing the
reorganisation plan of the Districts. He told them that thay wore contest-
plating breaking the Districto down into two or more sectioms, and each
seotion would be under the Jurisdiction of a Resident Ensineer, who would

_+ be in charge of+ both construction and maintenance engineering. The Resident
Engineer would have a twenty or twenty-five nile section of road patrolled
by.one nan, and it was felt that if the responsibility was placed on one
nan for each twenty or twenty-five nile section of road, there would be bettor
control, and by developing those naintonance sections, bettor naintonance

,would result.

The Board took no .actioB as they felt that this was an admini|trativo
matter, and loft it to the State Highway KnKinoor to work out_ howovor_ they
were in accord with the plan presented to them.

The Board then received Mr. Eo E. Rogers of Pookp Idaho. His problem
concerned the truck dump and acalo pit at the site of the grain storage
varohouso situated on the northerl7 side of the Lewis and Clark Highway be-

tween Big CanTon Creek Bridge and the old Peck Bridge site, uhich are on-
croachiM+ on 6tete highvay rlght-ef-way.

Mr. Rogers explained to the Board that this warehouse wu originall7
built before ar_ highWa_fwasjconetructed, and the grain was stored in this
varehouH and transferred by trmway across the river to the railroad prior
to the construction of a county bridge across tko Clearwater River. After
the construction of this.county bridSo, a county road wu built between the
northorl7 highway alopo and the warohQuee and the grain was trucked acres8
the bridge to the railroad.

Y_ly !7+-i0,1952
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In, 19_lj a State Highvq was oonstruetad and a portion of the uarehouso
vas eut bask to the _gkt of ga_ linoj _hovovorj there was a oaaow .on the
south side of the building that pro Jeered out frem the _oon_sr of the old

u_houso for about eleven footj and it is in this spaeo that the elevator Ii
and scale, pit _as been eroctad,

In the 19hO flood, this oou_y bridge eellaspad and it _8mo noeoas-
for the XdHAO_ONOro_Jt Ox_worlj IlWop _ owner8 of_ho w/dNdtousop _o

oons_ruet seas plaso for the storage of bulk grain so,,that it night be
transferred aeross the river to _he railroad, elevator b_ trumSVo

Duo to eke faet_ that the Federal Aid Hig_vs_ Aet,sets forth e_n
+condttAou+sdld l't, andardlp wh.l.oh _udo widths of 1%lh_8_ofowqj the
Dopu_ had _o_ b __ IN_ O_v_-_j ]:no. ".l_t it _d be
_osssz7 l_e_Uvo tkts ele_atl_r _,a_e pit re_vad f_n _ _to i_klh-
va_+right of wqv.

Mr. Rogers requested that the Doard give this nat_r consideration
as he told them that. it _d be alsmst impessiblo ,for+thea to move this
seelo pit and elevator boeule the_ were alread_ oz_dud for room duo to
tho fset.that the north sido of the vsrohouso vas _sLust tin r*vor bank. +
lIo told tho Board that they did not _ to park on tho h_lh_s_, so ho
did aSt believe it would caruso a _l_J_o has81_i_ and that no ere bu_dings .
vould be eroo_od that _nld onereach.en the high_s_ r_ht_o£-vq,

The +DU_I_ 't_ 10 d_t_ _tlen J_d _ N __ +aS tO _hether

or not-_drLs.eleVs_or and scale plt wuld hate to be mevad, b_t latonu_
Mr. _Ol_nrs that the_ void t_dce t_o smtt4r udor 8d_semont and vm_d
look the ei_ms_oa ovor esrefu)_ _he no_ t_Lno t_eOryore in that ares.

Oonsidoration vu thee gi_on t4 lott4rs rose, rod oono_ requests
for per_ts to cross st_t4 h_ghn_s v*t_ o_-vo_lht and ovor-vLdth leads.

The _x_l_ feeleru__d was h _,. V. O. Ouezsmey,Forest
8upe_viser,uhe requested _ghvq eross*nKs+ tn _he v_elni_ of-_n,sead_
en 8tats Reute Ne. I_.

The State KA_ Kaginoer bid the _oard that .on a resent trip, ho
had st4Fped-at Cases4eand .leoke4over t_is situa_iea and had dAseuased the
nat_er on the 8x_undulth nprooenta_Ivoo of the Forest8ervAee. We told then
that it yes prepeasdthat the Fewest Servleeu_d Saq_evethe e_esslngs
and put la a seml-traf_Aeaetuateds_gaa_eFs_em near the _ Xt
was his. opinion that this u_uld tsko oars of the sa_o_y £a4tor and _hat
_ho signal would eauso no disadvantage to tJn_gh traf_Ae.

The _oard. unsntnns_ apSprovad _ sehemo presented to then, and ex-
pressed their desire to _a_ etro.kof all suek ni_aL_ons uhoro the State
_d. be pro_ __._1o 8a_e_ £8o_r and road. They dtree_od ._ho
S_ate High_s_ Bnginoer to intern ltr._ OuernseF ef _their ae_ien,
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The next request considered was from the Clark Concrete Construction
_ Corporation, who requested a permit to cross Highways 91-191 and 26 in the

vicinity of Idaho Falls. The Board instructed the State Highwq Engineer
to have this matter investigated, and if found feasible to grant this request.

Mr. Warren Brown of the Brown Tie and Lumber Compan7 of McCall, made a
verbal request to the Maintenance Engineer for posting a portion Qf the State
Highvq STstem within the city limits of McCall. Since the Board had estab_
lishod a policy of non-posting of roads for over-weight and over-width opera-
tion of vehicles, they felt that this request could not be grantodf heweverp
they directed the State Highway Engineer to inform Mr. Brown .that if it va8
possible for hl_perations to be routed in such nanner that roads other than
the State Highwa_ System be used, the Department would favorably aonsider
permits for the crossing of the State highwey with over-width and over-weight
loads.

The disposal of the old spans of the Weiser and Payetto Bridge vas dis-

euued. Washington County had previous_ requested four epans of the Weis_
Bridge; however, in a letter dated June 30, 1952, the Cmmissioners ef Wash
ington COunty made a request for an additional span ef the Weiser Bridge.

The State Highwa_ Engineer told the Board in a report he had had prepared
by the Bridge Engineer, the department had made the following commltment4t

I. The Weiser Snake River Bridge ha8 6-I_0, spans. Four ef these have
been premised to _M_ington County. One span has been premised to .

_ 1 the Nurtaugh Highwey District and the other span to the Oerone
' Highway District.
g

2. The Palette Snak_ River Bridge has 4-160, spans. Two _ have
been premised to Payette County. One span to Caribou County and
the other span u_211 belongs to the State.

The only ray in vhich _uhington County could be given the five spans
the_r_quested vould be te provide either the _u_taugh or Jm Highway
District with the last 160, span fret the Payette Bridge, _hlch would re-
lease another 140' span to Washington County.

The BoLwi aFpreved the disposing of the old spans of these bridges in
an7 way it would be _et feasible, and suggested that the _taugh Highway
District be contacted to see if they would accept the 160, span of the
PaTette Bridge, in lieu ef the one I_0, span promised thoR,

L

Without dissent, the Board authorisad the State Highw_ Engineer to
enter into an agreenont with the City of Boise wherein the City proposee
to repair wlth asphalt planing and sealing Warn Springs Avenue _ Avenue
"C" east to the City Limits; _e State agreeing to assume a portion of such
repaArs under Authority of Chapter _3, Idaho Session Laws, 19_1.
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The agreement to provide that2

1. The City shall make _the repairs to the above deeer_bed AVonne _.,

in a_eerdano_ 8_andards and 8poeif_oa_ono for .sealing u .hawn by !j
the Idaho St_4e_ Spoeifteat4ou.

2. _Upen-eemplet_on of the work, the City shall tuzsflgk t_o State
v_th a statement of outs. Upon aoeoptanoe of the proJoot and approval

• _ 'l_se8're:re dltf the :Ltenusand _s'ts, the S'tdrte ,eka.l.l reinbo;ree the O:l.t7
for the __onato costs oov_ up to tu_nty (20) feet in width of
said Avomno.

3. Bst_ato o£ Costs:

Sealiag 2,870._0

$ 7,70.J5

- Z. & ,C. _ 775.0_

$3,h10.16 is the Stoto'8 share here or loss, but in no event shall the
. ood $3o.oo.

Conliderationwas then, given to two petitleuj one fren t_ people
11vI_ along US-_ Alternate, whereln it wu requostod tZuct the surfaoi_
ef _w_ 9_ alternate, between Harrison and Coeur d'11eno, be c_pletod
sod the other fnm ru_dent4 of Boner Cemd_, _hs requested that ._n-
_deratAen be orlven to the _prswmmat e_ the Ss_le-_iu Read.

The _erd took no a_t_en at this t_no, but _tr_etod the State Hi_h-
 aeer to enner those pet,t, onsstata that their

range _, the Doard u_uld glve ounces to these pro_o_ts.
o

The nstthr of eondlnattono vas than taken uder _ens_dorstten.

The Board oens_dered the report and reoamen_ou suk_ttod on
._ P_t _.)281(1) _ _ ._,- and fund that eea_ala lm_ hereinafter
.... doesl_bod m gOq_t k k Ll_q_ for X_h_k-ofoWs_8,1_al_JOSe|, in eeanoe_

ien vi_k the z_e_a_e_ien of the C_*_ _.AZ Ht_h_, between Boise
and Cole Sehoel, being 1.90 miles in lea_U_ and are noee_a_ for such
use, and ':l_t.xd_Ael• it is deteralae/that the _ De_ and the ewnor
of said lands have been _nable to a_ on the p_ pa-Aeo,as a result
ef _hlek,_uid _laadsheuldbe eon_

Oai.L H, Park is ewnor of a_d land leeated in Lots 7 and 8 of
OpehengaTreet, Vest of BeiN in Ads Ceunty.

Therefore, it is ordered that the Legal Department shall forthwith
file a eendeanatlensuit in the prepereeurt againstthe o_ner of said _-_
property,te deterninethe value thereef.
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The Board considered thereport and receumendation8 mub_tted on Project

F-3281(1) in Ads County, and found that certain landm hereinafter described
sought to be acquired for right-of-wq purposes in connection with the re-
construction of the Old Oregon Trail Highway between Boise and Cole Schoel,
being 1.90 miles in length, are necessary for such use, and f_her, that
i_ is determined that the Highway Department and the owner of said lands
have been unable to agree on the purchase price, m a result of which, said
land should be condemned.

Idaho Building and Supply Compa_, Inc. is the owner o_ a portion of
Lot 1 of Block 1 of Brigga Subdivision No. 1, .West of Boise in Ads County.

Therefore, it is ordered that the Legal Department shall forthwith file
a _n_tion suit in: the proper Court against the owner of said propert
%o determine the value thereof.

The Board then considered the repert and reeemeendations mu_aitted on

+ Project F-3281(1) in Ads County, and found that certain lands hereinafter
described, sousht to be acquired for right-of-say purposes in connectien
with the. reconstruction of the Old Oregon Trail Highway between Boise and
Cole School, being 1o90 niles in length, are necessary for such use, and
further, that it is determined that the Highway Department and the owner
of said lands have been unable to agree on the purchase price, as a result
of which, said land sho1_Id be condmmsd.

pumice Products Coapaz_ is the owner of a portioa of Lets. 2, 3 and h,
of Opohe_maTract, West of Boise, in Ads County.

Therefore, it is ordered that the Legal'Department shall forthwith file
a condemnation suit in the proper Court against the owner of said property,
to determine the value thereof. •

Consideration was then given to the report and reconmoudations submitted

on Project F-3281(I) in ada County, and it was found,that certain lands here-
inafter described, sought to be acquired for right-of-way purposes in connect-
ion with the reconstruction of the Old Oregon Trail Highway between Boise and
Cole School, are necessary for Buch use, and further, that it is determined
that the Highway Department and owners of said lands have been unable to agree
on the purchase price, as a result of which, said land should be condemned.

$

Allan Bradbury and Terresmie E. Bixler, known as &ggiets Tavern, are the
_ners of Lots 9 and lO of Opohenga Tract, West of Boise in Ads Countye

Therefore, it was ordered that the Legal Department should fo_hwith
file _r_n_tion suit in the proper Court against the owners of said pro-

perry, to determine the value thereof..
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The Board considered the report and reeaunendations, su_itted on
t_oJoct F-3_81(1) in Ada Couty, and found that certain lands hereinafter

desoribed, sought to be aoquired for right-of-vq purposes in connection t_
with the reconetruotion of the Old Oregon Trail Highw_ between Deice and U
Cole Seheol, are necessary for eueh use, and further, that it is determined
that the Highvq Department and ovnelw of maid land8 have been unable to
aj_oe on the purehaoe payee, u a moult of vhieh, said land ohould be
oondannedo

luguet L. Zansov is the eunar of a portion of Lot .3 of Brose Subdivision
-Vest of Boin in Ada County. .

Therefore, it w&o ordered th_ the Loga3 Dopartaout ehould f_le a oon-
dmanation suit in the prope_ Court ageinet the owner of said property, to
deteruine the value thereof.

The last report and l_gmondatien8 considered by the Board were for
Project FHP 30 C2 K_ F2 in Le_ Count_, and it was found that eez_n land8
hereinafter deeeribed, eeught to be acqu_ed fer rlght-of-va7 purposes in
conneetion with the eonstruotion ef the Smrteeth Park._Highwa_(U. S. 93)
between North Fork and Gibbongville, being ii miles In length, are neeeeeary
for _aeh use, and _urther, that is is detelstlnedthat the Highuay Department
and the ovnor of said lands have boa unable to agree on the purcheso price,
a result of vh_oh, said lands should be oOndmnod.

Lee L. Hegel i8 the owner of Homestead Entry Survey No. 286 in unourveTod
Sections II, 12 and I, Tounlhlp _ North,,Range 21 East, Boise Heridlan, near
Gibboneville in Lemhi County. U

Therefere, it was ordered that the Legal Do_ ehall ferthvlth file
a condemnation suit in the proper Court agaimrt the owner of said property,
to determine the value thereof.

- Without dieeent, the Board authorised the State HAghwa7 Engineer to
•" execute a Loaoe from Lee LaNeen and lye Lawson to the State of Idaho,

of Highway8, eovering the uen of a _0 foot bV 3_ feet einder
blesk lm:LlctinlK-for a_naintenanes yard eito, 8aid be_lding being leeatod
on Lots 13, lh, I_ and 16 in Bloek .37 in the Village of Brunoanj this

• Leane in to be fer a period ef one year frou Ju_ I, 19_2, at a nonth_
rental of thirty dollar8 ($30.00)°

• The utter of leasing buildings, borrow pito and e_e. u_8 further die-
cu_esd. It was the coneemme of the Doard and the State Highw_ Engineer
that in sueh mttere a8 this that a eereful m_ve_ 8heule be nade and rhea
dead,seined where nain_enanee shed else8 should be leoa_ed, p_opez_ should
be purchased and buildings ereetod.. The mane would a_sg7 to be_ na_erialm.
M_ere the gravel is found to be 8atisfactorT, the land should be purchased
rather than leased.

The matter of ShOe removal on the BoKu8 Baain read va_ dimeueeed, and
the Board instructed the State Highw_ Kn_ineor to reiterate to tke Dogu8
Besin Recreation Aeeooiatioa the polley _ upon im Boveuber of 19_1, _-_

which yea a8 folloves U
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,_ that by agreement the State will remove snow this winterp when
neeessaryj from the Bogus Basin road, but with the definite understanding
that it is ox_l_p"for the winter of 1951 and 1952, and on_7 because the

D.p. .ntof nfo..nt St-,,.Hi,hway have
ations in that area that ma_ prove necessary for Clv_- Dexense.

agreement to remove snow from the Bogus Basin road for the wlnter season
of 1951 and 1952 is entered i_ with the defiai%e understanding that the
Board does not feel it to be/_roper function ef the State Higheay Depart-
ment to maintain traffic to a_ recreational area not on the state highway

system.

THEREUPON_ The Board adjourned until 9,00 e,clock A.M. on Friday,
18, 1952.

FeX_ - .m_ 18, 1957

Pureuant to adJour_Bent, the Board reconvened at 9tO0 e,cloek A.N.
on Frids_, July 18, 1952, with all meabers abd _he State Highwa_ Englneer
present°

The State HAghwa_ Engineer then gave a report to the Board relative
to a meeting that was held with the Attorney General and interested parties
concerning the l_ability of contractors for the ton mile revenue.

-- It was the opinion _f the Tax Collector that the roads in question
would have to be certified and that it was the obligation of the Contractor
to ask for tax free roads through the Tax Collector. The Tax Collector
.met reoeive the application and act upon it. The Tax Collector said that
he did not feel that he was im the poeitien to know what roads should be
considered as _ax free roadsp and suggested that the Board ef Highw_'
Directors determine whether or not a road should be certified as such.

The State Highway Engineer told the Board that in hie opinion, it
would be difficult to certif_ roads.

After a discussion of this matter, it was the concensus of the Board

that f o_o_ll general purposes the theory of certifying existing roads
should/5_ subscribed to unless there was an obvieue easa where the Job
was so c0netitu_ed that it cane within the law.

At the June Board meeting, the matter of fencing along the right of
way in the King Hill-Bliss area was discussed. The Board t_ok no action at
this time but requested that a report be prepared for them so that i_ might
be determined what the legal responei_lllty was regarding this matter.

In a report prepared by the Assistant Attorney General for the Depart-
ment, the Board was informed that a good portion of the property on each side
of the right-el-way in this area was under the _urisdication of the Bureau
of Land Management. He brought out the fact that he could fine no dutY

-- upon the State Highway Department or upon the Board of Directors to provide
fencing to protect the cattle which_re grazing on either public or private
lands, and conversely found no statutes prehibiting the S_a_e Highway De-
partment or the Board of Directors from engaging in a progr_ of fencing of
this type.
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In this report he said that he had not with officia_ of the Bureau
of Land Management and the7 yore very desirous of not on_v having this
area fenead but uTaral o_her8 throughout the State. The officials of the 1 I
Bureau of Land l_nagejp_,euggestei that a eooperatlvo agreeuent to previde U
feneiag of.tkls oort/_8°r_uible and stated that thq would like to preeent
to the Doard:a definite progrma regarding this hatter

- The Assistant Attorne70eneral suggested to the Board that the_ m-Ate
to the Departnent requesting an Appointment.

The Re_d then reoeivod by appoi_ Mr. W. H. Ly_h, Diwl_on
Eng_near of the _areau of Public Reade, and Hr. Clifford R. Salon, Dietrist
Engineer for the Bureau of Public Roads.

The Bradaha_ irrigation ditch hatter, which ha8 been under discussion
for some tine and has been a souroo of de_ inadvaneing to eentract Idaho
Forest Higheq Project 26-R2, Unit 2, [etohun-Clo_ton, was disoussed.

• A meeting was held with the Bradghaw,s ha k_d_, Ju_ 16 to try to
arrive at s_ 8ettlonont. Zt was brought out at this nseti_ that in 1950
the County had obtained all r_ght-of-w_. The Bradehaw,s hays as.k_/
$25,000.00 for their water right and in a letter, dat_/ JU_ 2_, 1952, the
State offered thin $15_000.00_ which the_ did not aoeept.

Hr. I_noh, the Division Saginenr for the Bureau of _blAe _oad_, told
the _ard that he had agreed to see if the Division Offiee would include in
the eontraet provision the installation of a pump and Appurtenances by the
_o_Lraetor ,as a bid item.

The Board ex?reued the. epinien that thq wnld like to have this pro-
_et put under eontraet and auther_sad the State _tghwq _ngineer to eater
into as agreeaeat if a reasonable nottlenen_ eeuld be made.

The State Highws_ Engineer then asked Mr. _ w_ the Division Offiee
did net Approve certain curvee on the plans of a fana to narket road whieh
had reeent_ been nbnittad to then.. He said that it/u his opinion that
in the past it had been the po_y to build farm to market roads with right
_OSo , '

Inmp_y, Hr.. _ _N_aine_ that th_ did not bs.l.d t,k_e Job up, but
wante_ te call it to the attention of the dep_ u a _atter of safety
and somothtn K that should he watehad. He said that the_ felt *.hose e_rvo8
_ere _eath traps and the_ were attempting .toget s_mo of the ha_ard_ out of
eemt_uetion.

The Do_rd u_u_ approved a pe_ revision letter, _bmltted by
the Bureau ef Publie Reade, _hieh was required to inereue the funds en

- Idaho Forest _i_hw_ Pm_eet hS..._, ]_kll-Stlb_t_.

The State Hi_h_a_ Kn_noor then read a Rsooluti_n 8_l_tt_/ by the
_erth Idaho Chenber of C_mree, vhieh vas u fellevs_.
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"Whereas, the legislature of Idaho has ereated a Board of Highway
Directors, and

Whereas, the new Highway Board has embarked upon a program of high-
wa_ development on a long range basis for the State, and

Whereas, the North Idaho Chamber of Conmerce realising the magnitude
of such a progran and the expected benefits to accrue,

Now, Therefore, Be it Resolved That The North Idaho Chamber of ComNrce
does endorse, approve and give a vote of confidence to the Idaho Board of
H:i.ghwq*Directors."

Further consideration was given to the oiling of four miles of State
Highway 22, West of Dubois, to extend to the present road at Lid7 Hot Springs.
The State Highw_ _ngineer told the Board that an estimate of $12_,000.00 had
been made as a possible cost of cowpleting this section of road. The Board
authorized the State Highwa_ Engineer to have the survey conpleted and also
the plans so that it might be considered for the 19_3 construction program.

THEREUPON, the Board recessed until It30 e,clock P.M.

The Board reconvened at 1:30 o'clock P.M., with all nembers present.
The State Highw_ Engineer was called out of town, and was not in attend-
ante at the afternoon session.

-- The Board received by appointment a delegation fron Blains 0ounty.
The following personswere present:

Roscoe O. Rich,
W. Fisher Ellsworth
Leonard K. Floan

Joseph McFadden, Prosecuting Attorney, Blaine County, Halley, Idaho
Hassell Blankenship, County. CoJ_issioner, Blains County, Hailey, Icb_he
W_ne Clark, County Oo_mlssloners, Oannett, Idaho
L. M. Robinson, Superintendent, Triumph Mining Compare, Triumph, Idahe

This delegation had requested this appointment to discuss the
Board of Trlmph Mine Road. They were protesting the action taken by the
Board in removing this road from the State highwa_ system.

The spokesman for the group said that when this road was taken off of

the State system, it caught th_n_o__ssioners of Blaine County short
as far as money was concernedJ--He-g_--l"few pertinent facts concerning this
road. He said it was built during the time defense _tal production was in
operation, with the use of federal funds. The Coun_aequired the right-6f-way.
Because federal funds were usedj the State maintained the roadj but the terms
of the agreement with the federal goverrJnent ceased upon the termination of the
emergency. There was no written agreement as to whom should maintain the road_
however, the State continued to _u_tntain the road. o

--- •
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The Superintendent of the Mine told the Board that at the present time
there were one hundred seventy ddd_ workers I plus the salary staff of ten
or twelve. All of the lead and sine eonoentrates are taken over this road t_
and all food suPpli_ _ _mk_, and etc. are imported over this road.

The delegation felt that the use of this road was Just as important now
as wh_ the road was btttltj and it waa their opinion that if it was important
enough to be on the. _tate system when it was constructed, it was _t as
tnportant now.

The Beard told the delegation that they would like to expl_n their
thinking. They told them that there was no argummt about-the fast that
they were interested in the production of ore and tinber and other roe.ureas,
but it was their opinion in driving over the State and 8tud_ing the situation
they obtained that in alto.e6 all eases roads leading _e minlng propertlas
werenet on the State highwey system. They were developed with the use of
federal access f_nds_ forest funde_ where tinber was a part of the pieturo,
or with private l_nds by or.ok-holders and owners of minos. The Beard told
thee that the Depm_lent was concerned with the fast that there was about

• _200 miles on the State Highwey S_8tom, and while the funds were growing a
little, the cost8 have increased, the dollar do.8 Dot go a8 far and they
had found it a little difficult to do what they would like to de.

' The Beard told the deZ_ation that as far as agreenonte were eeneerned,
the_ had taken the pe|i_ion thatt_ever there was a written agreement in
regard t6 anwthing in which thef were d6flnite_y dleeuesed, they had felt
that it was the respenoibility of the Beard te m_Lnt_tn those agreementej r-n
however, there Were na_ eases where there . '.J-- ...... __:_-_---____'ewas no
definite agreement and there was no wey for them to asoertain or know what the
agreement was.

They also told them that they had in mind that i_ the_ p_oraed the
duties that dofinitel_ seemed to be theirs unde_ the Highway £ot of 19_I,
that they Should look the whole system over ,and take some reads off of the
"system a_d that it was their r esp_ne!bi_tt_ to detem/zm what is or i8 not
State hi.ghwa F. Thql _dl that af_w looking at the Trlumph ELno road, they
were o_ _ne ;opinion that there were sa_ sinilar roads that perforn the
same klnd of service that were not on the _tate Highws_ S_stem, and while
they had no definite rule by which to deternlne, which reads should be on the
system or which roads should net he on, they felt that this road should be
reswvad from the" State system.

The delegation told the Beard that they would llke t_ have the Beard
go _var this road On f_leground_

The Beard assured then that they vouldj howevor_ they set n_def:Lnite
-t_.

One of the County Co_ieeioners said that he was of the swinish that the

road was in such a eendAtlon that sonething would have to be do_ about it
now, and he wanted ta kn6w if they would have some help as far as\equipment

m oen_o_L'nedo _.
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It was suggested to them that the_ might consider the use of federal
L funds for the improvement of this road, and they were also told that if they

were interested in entering into an agreement with the State for a rental of

equipmentj they should make this request to Mr. Miller, the State Highway
Engineer.

The Board then received Hr. Bauscher from Fairfield. His problem
concerned the road from Fairfield South.

The Board told Mr. Banscher that they realized that something would
have te be done on this road, and since the department did not have enough

money to put this section under contract this year some maintenance work
would be done. They told him that they had been informed that the District
Engineer for that area hoped to be working on that section of road around
the first of August, and was going to try and put the road ia decent shape.

Mr. Bauscher said that a_ consideration the department could give them

would be appreciated, and confirmed the desire of the people of Fairfield
to have work done on the East-West Road, as he said this road would alleviate
the winter snow problem.

e

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until their next regular meeting en
Thursday, August 21, 1952, at is3@ e,clock P.M.

Done at Boise, Idaho
21 Augus_ 1952

Board of Highway Directors
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MIREKS OF THE RKG_LLRNEETI_ OF T_
IDAHO BOARD OF HIOI'MA.TDIREGTGB8

Au_st 21 - 23, 1952 I_i

Tho rsSular smet£ng of tho Idaho Board o£ Highwq Diroot_rs was oonvsnod
in tho Old Statosuan BuLldlnEj 603 Ma_n Street, Boise, at lt30 o,oloek P_q.
on Thursd_, August 21, 1952.

Prosoatwoz_ W. FLshorKL18worth,_ootor f_m l_strletNo. i! bseoo C.
•R:I.eh,13d.r1,ot,m. _ mmtrlet D. 2! and r..a'lo¥, )tillor, State H_hwq E_D_GI._,_r
and lJt_ Soeretsa7 of tho Board.

. _nutos of tho rog_lsr neoting held Ju_ 17-19, 1952 _wero read and sppreved
bythe

Tho Board then net with Nr. Howard Nofratt and Hr. KLll Hoops of _ Falls.
Tho7 u_hod to dlsous wlth tho Board ._lw install8_ on of dlrNtlonsl overhoad
slsns In tho Clty of Twin Falls, and also tho s_gn_n_ _f State Rout4 26 and
US 93 and the in_rsoo_ion of US 93 and _S 30 in the ¢otu_7 of Twin Falls.

.

The S_s_ H_l_h_q Kngiuoo_. ss_d _h_+ as _ as ho knwj Idaho had no do-
F_t_o pol_q rqsrdiug the ins_lla_on of overhosd 8_oturosl howover+ he
believed thero night be somoth_ng £n tho pol£_r of tho todoral-a:Ld,

Tho Board sqKostod that Mr. Hoops and Mr. _oEfatt take this miter up w_th _-_
tho T_ En_m_= for tho _ to deter_no _f their plans were _n
s_e_knoo with au_ pol£o_os that .night £o_ern suoh 4nstalla_Lonsj and thon the_
should subset the_ plans to tho C_ty of Twin Falls for a_al. It tho City
approved of thoLr plansj they should havo tho C_ty off_oials sub_t s letter to
tho dopartlnt roquost_n_ this _nprovment.

tho hatter of Id,gning the above aentionsd hi_aysj tho Board
sa_d that th_ would hero tho Traff_o Kn_noor for tho dopsrtlnt look 4nto
this nsttor and that the des_rtmout w_ld take whatever aot_on was doenod
noOoSsaaT.

The Board then eongiderod the request of the Blatno Count_ Commtss_one_s
with rqard to _ttetpet_ni in the cost of bu_dtn_ a bridge aoross the T_lor
Oras_ng Ltvostock crossSng bot_oa Hs_le_ and _otehu_, _ St was tho do_is$on
of tho Board that Stato higl_s_" _ oould/_i"lo_all,y uxed off o£ the 8tato
h_g_ eT_tem_ and_ thorofore_ t_e_ found tt _poss4blo to c_mp_y with thed_
requost. . ....

Cons_doratlon was thon given to the b_d8 wh_eh had boon rooo_ved on July
22_ 2_ August 12 and £ugust 1_ 19_2, and the following action was takent

Tho first bids cons_dorod wore for ProJoot S-6770(1)_ oons_ettn_ of oon-
s%rue+,d._ tho roac_r_ a road mix bituminous 8urfaoo and f_vo oonerote br_d_os
on 3.970 n:Lles of ths Rabu1_-Parker-St. £ntho_ Road from Parker South to
Had_son Count_ Ltno in Fremont Count. Tho State H_ghus_ Kn_tneer had unr_isod
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the authority given him by. the Board and had awarded the contract to pickett and
___ Nelson of Idaho Falls, Idaho, the low bidder, on July 31_ 19_2, in the amount

of $163,155.70;the Engineer's Estimate being $1_2,646.40. .

The next bids considered Were for Project No. F-6h12(1), bids for which were
received on July 29, 1952. The work under this project consisted of constructing
the roadway, bituminous surface treatment and two concrete bridges on _._26 miles
of the Leahi Highway from High Bridge to Le_hl in Lemhl County. The State High-
way Engineer recommended that all bids be rejected as the low bidder was consider-
abl_ more than ten per cent above the Engineer's Estimate, which was $270,83.50.
The Board concurred in this recommendation and left it to the State Highway Engln-
ear,s decision as to when it should be readvertised.

Rids were t hen received for Projects Nos. S-1837(I),1838(I)-1839(I), coneimt-

ingofconstruot a road=, bit us s=,ac,on
to Firth Road_ kno_rn as Idaho Federal Aid Project No. S-AOJt_A)-AO_O_A} Ao_>;+;
in Ringham County. Rids for these projects were received en August 21, 1952.
The State Highw_ Engineer had ezercised the authority given him by the Board and
had awarded the contract to the Twin Falls Construction Compar_ of Twin Falls,

Idaho, the low bidder, on hie low bid of $95,857.OOJ the Engineer,s Estimate

t being $100,137.90. Award of this contraet was made on August 13, 1952.

The next bids, which were _so received on August X2, 19_2, that were considered

were for project AS-4780(3), consisting of constructing the roa_ay and ro_%_ _
bituminous surface on 4.522 miles of the Clearwater B_g_ay oe_een oreer w ppm
in Clearwater County. The State Highway Engineer had taken no a_tion regarding this

- project, but recommended that all bids be rejected as the low bidder was considerably
above the tea per cent of the E_ineer's Estimate, which was $263,384.60. There
being no dAssenting opinion, the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer was

- adopted and the Board unanimously rejected all bids; the project to be readvertised
at a later datee

The Board then considered bids for Project S-6717(I), co_slsting of construct-

ing a road mix bituminous surface on 3.060 miles of the Noon-West Road, fr_a Ucon
westerly, in Bonneville County. The State Highway Engineer had exercised the
authority given him by the Board and had awarded the contract to Burggraf Cgnstruct-
ion Compan_ _of Idaho Falls, Idaho.,the low bidder, on August 15, 1952, in the _aount
of $24,861.30; the Engineer's Estimate being $24,365.40. Bids for this project
were received August I_, 1952.

The next bide considered were for Maintenance Project No. 81, consisti_ of
seal coating i_.._42 _tilesof the US-89 fr_a Montpelier to Geneva and 3.589 miles
of the Sta_e L_ Higheay from Geneva North, in Bear Lake County. Acting on the
authority given him by the Board, the State Highway Engineer had awarded the con-
tract to Barnhart & Wheeler Contractors, Inc. of Pooatelle, Idaho, the low bidder

on August I_, 1952, in the amount of $18,270,O0_ the Engineer's Estimate being
$17,970.00. Rids for this project were received on August 12, 1952.

There being no dissenting opinion, the Board u_umly concurred in the
action and reco_aendations of the State _Ighwa_ Engineer on all of the above

projects.
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The last bids to be eonotdered vere for ProJeot _. AS-_780(2), eonststiag
of constructing a 362.75-foot_eoaerete and steel bridge over the Clea_ater River
on State HAghwq No. 11 4t Oreer_ Zdaho_ in Levis and Oleargater 0_. Bids
for this proJoet uoro received August 19, 19_2. Tho S_ato Highwq Kn_Anoer roeem- _
nondod that the eontraet be awa_ to J. H. WAno& Son, Xno. of Boise, Idaho, _he
1or bidder, on _ loV bid ef $177,777.00; the Snrtaeer, s S,,tinate be:tq
$.198,71_2,00. These being no ob.leet_.ons oz.questions, the reemmeudat,.ien of 'the
State lligl_q llagineer vu adoptMd, and the Board m_daea_t:r _ardod the eeatraet

to J. H. _Aso & Sen, Iae.

- C_noide_&tAonvae then jSven _ letters reeelvedl_ the City of Nalad, re-
quut£ng S%ate noslstaneela _he i_ement of the route throughllllad,uhleh:is
used u an a3.ternate during the ui_ months to avoid the 8oetion vith steep
grades en Highm_ 191. The _ unsnin_s3_ _rnod dovn tJLt8 toqueS, based On
their peliey that the assie4_nOe asked fer uno on a road not on the S_a_o hig_
sys_4n, and, thore_ore, Is net a _u_tion of the highsq doper_m_. The law
prehtbtts then fr_ speadt_ notatesoff of the dosAgna_edS_ate hiSbn_ system;
the_efere,State funds eeuld not be used.

Furtheree_i_tlen vu _iven te the letter reeelved ,trm the Clark _onore_e
_enola,aetionOo_tlen of Idaho Fails, who had requeeteda perni_ _e cross H_gh-
vs_8 91-191 and 26 in the vieinity of Idaho Falls. The Board had requested that
this nmtte_ be Inve_tlga_odand a report preparedfor them to d_ vhe_her or
not %hls requesteeuld be granted. The Nalmlenaaeel_, %e_ wAth the
Xls_et Kqlnoe_ and Dis_et Halntenmoe Knglnoer in tha_ area_ inopee_edthe
proposed erenlng, and the felle_ is his repel,

I!

.*e=_l that the eremktag, and the uno of the hilbn_ rlght-of-w_ for I I
illegal leads would be feaetble ezeept fez the fel_owla_ reasonot • "

1. The Depar_tent of Hijbmys uould be taking an ae_Lon fore_K illegal
leads A_ the State hi_qs to the more Inadoquateooua't_ reads

- and b_Ad_e,.
2, The eeuatyu_uld hsve to pest for this haul, and there is a questlon

as te _d_dm ma_e_A_y to do this £er thAs eoanodi_.
3. We do not have the pellee to see _hat the _eks weuld s_ on the

enereee_mnt read last4ed of the h_.
_. Actleno of this _ we_d threw tho enforcementof the _en-ni_erex

to the eeuat¥ sO_stmt as ve_ as the state bl4r_s_g_s.
_. There are maple legal-sised trueks in this area for thAs hsul,-

The Doerd said the_ reee_atNd _at travelAq aloqs_do of _bo hi_h_e_
createda bad safetyfactor, and it wao 8uQee_ that the Halntelaee IngAnee_
aad an Of_-'q_eer_ the _ ef Lax Bnfe_oement eoat4ot tke C),a_ Cene_'t,e Con-.
s_o_ion Cerperatlonand empl_n the.situationte them) sad see if a no_e
s_t4.sfaotory methed ean be uorkod ou_

The Board exanined the potittoa from the citAsens of the Village of 8moltor-
ville _berein the do_ ef hi/bsu_ vas peti_tono4 _o revise their prese_
plans in z'_m'd to the eeng_ten of _e neu h_a_ belmoen _be Bas_ llnlt8 •
of the Village of Smelterville and PAno Creek in Shoshon _un_y. but d_ tO_ the
fact that the effieials of the Ci_,s Board of Trustees appreve_ the rereutin_ ef
V.S. 10 around the ten and proposed aeeees roads leadin8 inte tern b_ a Reee_u-
tion dated June 2j the Board felt it _possible to aequlesee in this req_t.
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The matter of unused right-of-way acquired for a pro'posed extension
- of the North Bench Road near Emnett was discussed, and by a Resolution, the

Board unanimously agreed that inasmuch as this right-of-way, w_Lich was ac-
quired during 1935 to 1938 by and at the expense of Gem County_ in the name
of the State, is not located to fit in with a_ future State highway inprove-
ment, that the right-of-way should be deeded back to Oen County and they
authorize the State Highway Engineer to ezecute a Quitclaim Deed _o the County
for this right-of-way.

The Board uns_us_7 adopted the following Resolutfon:

"WHEREAS, Section 49-503, Idaho Code, provides_in pertinent partt _AnY
person ... who puses when there is a line i_ his lane indicating a sight
distance restriction, shall be guility of re_Mless driving and upon con-
viction shall be punished as provided in Section 49-562.' NOW THEREFORE
BE IT RESOLVED, that under the authority of Section 40-1ZO, Idaho Code, the
Idaho Board of Highway Directors herewith designates that a white barrier
line placed to the right of the normal center l_ne anger" lane shall be
evidence of a sight restriction and shall constitute a warning to vehicular
traffic that it is unlawful to pass over said white barrier line.-

By"Resolution, theBoard u_ous_7 adbpted the followi_.

,_, Subsection 17, Section 40-120, Idaho Code states that the
Idaho Board of Highway Directors shall have power to furnish, erect and
maintain, whenever necessary for public safety and convenience, suitable
signs, markers, signals and other devices to control, guide and Warn
pedestrian and vehicular traffic entering or traveling up?n the State
Highway Sy_ta.

Be it Therefore Resolved, that _the Idaho Board of Highway Directors
herewith designates that all portions of the State Righw_ System, includi_
urban extensions thereof, are designated as Arterial Highways and the
"Stop Signs w shall be installed to face traffic an an7 ana all public through-
fares Intersecting with said portions of the State Highway System.

Be it Further Resolved, that When and where t_6 or more highways which
are portions of the State Highway System intersect, the Department of Highways
operating under the State Highway Engineer shall determine,_signate and post
with appropriate "Stop Signs" the specific Highway upon which traffic will be
s%opped before proceeding through the intersection._

The matter of condemnations was then taken unde_ coniideration.

The Board considered therep6rt and reco_endations su__A Project

FI-1031(1) in Oneida County, and found that certain land_s'c_r_'e_, " sought
to be acquired for right-of-way purposes in connection wi_h the reconstruction
of the Malad Valley Highway between the Utah-Idaho State Line and Naiad being
10.05 miles in length, are necessary for such use, and further, that it is

. determined that the Highway Department and the owners of said lands have been
unable to agree on the purchase price, as a result of which, said lands as
described below should be condwmed.
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Parcel No. 9 - Thena8 D. Prioe i8 the owner of the _N_ of Section •
10 and the _ of Seetien 3, Township 16 South_ Ra_e 3_ Eut, Boise

Meridian.Pareol No. 12 - Ma_ go Hoski_ is the ow_r of Tax No. 1620 in the
- ' _ of Soetion 3j T_uhip 16 South_ Raago 36 Kast, BoiA Moridian and

Tax No. 1731 ia the _ of Soetion _, Township 15 8outh, Range 36 Eastj
l_:):l.aJoMeridian.

Pareel D. 13 - J. Clifford Jones is the ewner of Tax No. 1619 in Lot
2 of S_etioa 3, Towa_tp I6 South_ Range 36 _t_ Boise Meridian.

Pareel MOo15 - Lee D. WAllimm is t_o owher uith a Mortgage to the
Federal Land Bank of Tax No. 423 in the _ of Seetion 3hj Yak No. 22
and 420 in the _ of Seotion 34, Township--_ South, Rango _ Eaet,
Boise Moridia_ "

Parcel No. 16 - }frSoEdwin b_Allan8Estate i8 the owner with a

Mortgagete the FederalLand Bank of Tax No. 1728_ia the _ ef Section
3k, Township 15 South,Range 36 East, Boise Meridian.

_arcol Hoe 20 - Joha B. Jenos Estate is the owner of Tax No. 1978 in
the _ ef Seetien 27, Township15 South, Range 36 East, Boise Meridian.

Pareel No. 2_ - Verl _ben and Raehel}L Moon are the owners ef Tax Ie.
1027 and 1026 in the N_N_ of Section _, TownshipI_ South, Range 36
East, BoiBo Herldlan.

Pareel Me. 26 - Ma._ Jane Toyed, also known a8 M_. M. 'F. Teve_ is ' [_
the owner with Dan Tove_ aad Eualee V. Tevq the Contraet" p_ehase_ of Tax _
No. 1702 in the _ of Set,on 2_ TnBhtp 15 South, Range _6 _ast,
Beiso Meridia_

Parcel Ne. 31 - Thomas Clark CDeeea_od) and Frank Clark_ a baeheler,
are the emirs with a Mortgage te the Federal Laad Bask of Tax Ne. 1710

and the mmtio, mm' ,
F,ast_ DolseMe_Adiaa.

Pareel Me. _- "Oeerge C. ?ove_ 18 the owner vlth Ralph ?eye_ and

of Soetion 10, Tounship 15 South_ Range _b BUt, Boise Meridian.

Pareel No. 32 - James C. Tevey is the owner of Tax Nee. 906 and
hin the N_M_ of Seotioni_ and the _ of +SectionI0, TownahAp
South, Range _6 East, Boise Meridian.

•There£ere,it was orderedthat the Legal Department 8hall forthwith
file oondmnatien emits in the prepe_ Ceu_ against the ow_r8 of eatd
property, to doternino the Value thereof.
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The Board considered the report and recomuaendation8 mabmitted on
Project No. F-3281(1) in Ada County, and found that certain lands herein-
after described, sought to be acquired for right-of-wq purposes in
connection with the reconstruction of the Old Oregon Trail Highwa_ between
Boise and Cole School, beiDg 1.90 miles in length, i8 necessary for such
use, and further; that it is determined that the Highwq Department and
the owner of said lands have been unable to agree on the .purchase price_
as a result of which, said lands as described below should be condemned.

B. C. Reese is the owner and the Texas Compa_ is the Lessee of a
service station located on Lots 18 and 19 of BlouM 3, Crusen Mountain
View Addition in Ads County.

Therefore, it was ordered that the Legal Department shall forthwith
file a condemnation suit in the proper Court against the owner of said
prqperty, to determine the value thereof.

The Board examined the Resolution adopted by the CaressPrairie Liens

Club, favoring the construction of the proposed yellowstone-Sun Valley
Highway which runs east and west through Cause County.

Consideration was given te a letter and etateaent of expense, in the
amount of $26.50, from the _airfield Distributing Compau7 of Fairfield,
Idaho, relative to grass-hopper control in Cmas County. The Board un-
animously disallowed the clain as there was no previous agreement and the
work was performed without authorisation of the department of h_ghe_se

The State Highwey Engineer then read a letter received from the
Hountain States Telephone and Telegraph Compa_. In this letter, the
telephone coapan 7 informed the department that they were _dortaking the
installation of a now dial central office adjacent to State Highway 39,

some two niles west,_c_|_de, with construction of appropriate aerial
cable distribution/f_-_L_verside west along Highwq 39 to the porposed
central office from which point _he aerial cabl4 will extend to the west
to a point near Rockford.

The letter further stated that the t elephens eonpa_ had been in-
foraed that the highway department was contemplating improveaent with
respect to Highway 39, which will include right-of-way widening and
possible rerou_ing, and it was their opinion that i_ this was the case,
i_stead of rebuilding within the limits of the present right-of-wey;
they should attenp_ to establish an alignment which will conform with
boundaries as may be established whenever the depart4nent.sprogram was
undertaken.

Two plans accoupanined their letter. Plan wB" assumed extending the
present right of-way fifteen feet south and would require that either the
State _quire_, the necessary easeaents at this tiae or that the telephone
compaz_ secure the owner.s consent, based on assurance from the State
that the poles would be within the limits of the highway right-of-way, and
plan .tAW would not involve the State :i._Lally, l_t should relocation later

; - be required, a portion of the relocation expense would be borne _ the .State.
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offered the roa34sat_on of mabetant_al eoone_og bonofioat to the pub140
a8 wJ_ a8 the u_l£tiel Snvolvedj therefore, thty voro.proeenttnK the I-I
situation to the department of h_hways tot reviev and suKKoetions. ©

Tko Board felt that this situation should be _Ton oonmidoration, and
:instruotld t_l St4to H:l.ghw_" Kng_mor to haws the latter invoetigatodo

THSRKUPON, the Board adjourned until 9sO0 elclock A.M. onWrida_,
August 22, 1952.

- £uli:ust 22 t "19_;2

P_rguant to 8d__nt, the Board reoonvonod at 9i00 e0clook A.X.
on Frldo_, £ngult 22, 19_;2, with Mr. _L@h, Mr Ellsvorth and Hr. _ller,
State HijhN_ r_l:lLnoer, present.

The State HiKhwq _4noor r_ to the Bosrd that there had boon
oonsidorable _Lsouosion rqard_ng the d£vors_on of the Boise River &_.
Luok_ _k Ben, due to the elesuro of tho channel, utd.eh it wu understood
wmld be placed umSer _mediate oonsta_ot_oa+

Tha a_mr*oan _ Cmapa_ had _sformd the BPLdlo Snl*neer for the
_opartmsnt that boc_uee of the 8too_ eSt_a_Lon, the del£vox_ and ero_Loa
of the stool needed for the Heros, Creek Br_d_e would not be do_verod as I-_
sohodulod, and it was understood that the oloeure of the+din £f oouplotod
_ou_d @lux the ox_tir_ _ht_hea7 to he _mndated. n the rater elevation
vould be. r_Lood over the h_h_q before the d_vors_on tunnel could deliver
the or_Lnuy h_m_, water rumff. The State KLsh_ r_neer in_ox_od
the Board that he had m'ltton a letter to the _ En_noer8 proteetin_
an_ ouoh action on their part until troffi@ demands vero oat_f_ed by the
_onst_ae_Lon of the HoroeO Creek Bri_e.

The Board authorised the State _L_hway En_neer to take vharover
8e_on uu deemed nooouarF to prevent the elo_Ln_ of an_ ooe_on of State
IKghwa7 21 to traffio, ....

The Board re_ae_te_ that th_ be informed of the+ oon_mnatten prooeed-

i.n_e.F3281(1)+ala_nst
the _e+ Produet8 Conp8_ £u eo_t_oa v, th PreSent No.
Ads Countyj between Boise and Cole 8_hool_.

The _Lenntel Report yes then die@ueeod. It yes felt that We report8
should be made; one a @ouploto report g£wlnK the finanolal 8tatoment8 and
14COl_l_l_t_tl of the _eDt, a8 roqa_rod by _aWj o_d, N, a oo_-
densed report vh_eh would be u_d for a v_d_r d_mt_butiom. The Board
• oemnondod that the roport_ be nado in letter 8leo.

.u by
 ,n er of the 8o_thez'n Idaho _ Prot,4mt:l.vo j_oolat_Lol, and KIP. Fred
J. Gzsmm, fo_me_ £_eistant State H_ _ for the State of
Ca_for_a - _ov retirodo
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Mr. firmm has been retained by the Southern Idaho Forestry Association
to etud_ the problem of highway weights as they affect the loggir_ ind_gtry,
and has been making such a study in five of the Western States. Mr. Orula
outlined in detail the acute probleu confronting the lumbering industry, and
said he was concerned with the operation of motor vehicles on the highways
and with the rapid and large increase of trucks on the highn_s and was
attempting to work out sone practical and workable solution to the problel
with which they are confronted with. Mr. oru_ told the Board that in the
five Western States, with which he had worked, the tendency of the operator|
in the trucking industry in the last year or so had been to live up to the
law, and as a whole they were looking for a legitimate way to increase their
loads and carry on their operations more economically. He said that the well
being of a State was attached to the reasonable use of the highways by the
industries of the State, and that Idaho's peculia_ topegra_bT nade this _aet
bear more forceful_ than the neighboring states.

In four States, (California, Idaho, Washington and Montana), local
authorities such as Counties have the authority under their Motor Vehicle
Code to determine loads on roads under their Jurisdication. These States
have no State law prohibiting the Counties from allowing overloads and they
may raise the ante on a_ highway under their Jurisdication. Washington,
Oregon and Montana have no provision for increasing the load limits on State
highways, but take care of it by what they call a tolerance law. Idaho and
California have such a provision in their lawsj hoverer, Mr. GruHa said he
did not believe an_ Board or a_7 Officer of the State should be shouldered
with the responsibility that the so called -posting law" invlteg.

He said that the Maryland Test Road had revealed some interesting facta
and that the _ASHO Test Road when coNpleted would prove helpful in such a

study, but as a specific thing, we must stick to axle loadings. The width
should never be increased unless the tire width is increased, such as is
done in Oregon.

Mr. Gru_ said that this brought it to the point where we know we have
a certain number of legal vehicles carrying legal loads. In the trucking
industry, most of the mills are geared to producing so much lumber. Suppose
they all carry legal loads, If we can do something to reduce the number
of these loads, we are going to help the traveling public and make a lesser
number of these large vehicles on the highways. He said he was working to-
ward a possible solution to help everybody concerned. He told the Board
that Callfornia wanted to get rid of that section of their law pertaining
to this so called -posting law-, and he had offered as a solution t _
California people, a repeal or amendment to their present law whic_roZvlde
that upon application to the Comuission by ax_ individual, firm or eorpora-
tion for permission to use and operate private or contract trucks_ principal-
ly engaged in AV_Dsportation of products produced in the Statej for hauling
greater load_'_o"vided by law upon certain highways or sections of highw_s,
the Commission would grant permission to do 8oj up to a certain limit that
would be fixed by the legislature, and the Commission could make such other
restrictions as they thought necessary. The number of miles on which hauling
could be done could also be limited. The Commission would make and enter
into an agreement with every applicant permitting such overload and providing
for payment of an additional financial contribution for such additional or
extra-ordinary use.
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Another provision that Kr. Grunu suggested to the Californi.a Commission
waS that they could contract with an7 individualj firmj eo.z_oration, state

agency o_ federal agency, or ar_ combination of such gz'oup8 to maintain ! l

.to build or rebuild an7 section or sections of the highways to s_F high f_
standard necessaa 7 for the transportation of their products and to permit •
the ha_in g of greater gross weight loads than providod by lmr, to az_
extent necemeary in order to accomplish such maintenance or construction.
T_o Commission to make and enter int_ agreement with such applicants
permitting such overload with reasonable protective restrictions as
epeclfied in such agreement and providing for additional financial con-
trlbutlons for such additional extra-ordinary use. Such financial con-
tribution8 to be paid for _7 the bransportation of such products either in
part or in _ as those products are moved to their market.

Mr. G_ told thQ Board that possib_ the "solution he suggested to
the California Com_ssion would also apply to Idaho.

The State Highwa_ Engineer said that he would iike to ask Kr. Orunmos
thinking on _e quostiona. (].) Is thez_an eoo_ limit tod_y on high-
wq haul?, and (2) .Don_ ,t you think we should explore that limit?

• b

To the first question Mr. Orunm anmser_d roles% He said that the
logging ._s h_ve found that it doesn, t pq to haul 200,000 pound
loads on their roads and .he thought the economic limit had been placed at
90,000 pom_fs. In answering the second question, Hr. Orunm said he believed
the limits to which the_ could go should be put into the Notor Vehicle Code.

Tho Stats High_ 7 Kn_nser said that in nanV. industa_u there is an
opt_mm point whereby the cost a nd revenue either balsnoe @r do not balance _i
end you either make mone_ or lose nones. Thea_ is an ocononio balance.

Mr° Gruun said he believed the optimum depended upoq the type of
country, conditions and etoe

The Assistant Attorney General thenmked if their epttmm wee baSed
on vehtole_:operattons, such as tire woar, fuel and equipment.

Kr. Gr_m said it was baSed on using private roads. He then cited
.- the ease of J, _eal and C_an_ in k_hlngton where their entire road

s_stea consists of _mAvate roads.

The matter of designating ce_Msin roads as _tursl resource roads, and
the possibility of using certain forest funds, such aS. those received frc_
the sale of timber, for the construction of these natural _esouree_
roads was discussed.

The Haintsnanoe Engin_r said he believed that in Idaho the stands of
tinbor would have to be evaluate& and then it could be eatablisbod which
stands could support the cost of a natural rasour_e road, because our
roads and bridges are not adequat_ to stand over legal loads.
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Mr. Grumm said that he would like to poil_ out the advantages of the
scheme such as he proposed, you have these logging trucks on the roads
now, he said, and although they may all be .kauling legal loads you have
them on all roads. Main highways and secondary roads. To support the
ntill, they are going to have to,haul so _ loads. If it 18 a.nukin
high_ and if you can reduce the number of loads, it wall be to an
advantage. If it takes so ma_ loads to haul timber to a still, it will
take less if they are allewed to increase their loads and that would be
a decided advantage°

The Board told Mr. GruJR that under the present scheme of financing,
it will take the State ten years to catch up with the critical needs, and
that there were very few .roads now that could even handle the legal loads.

The Chairman of the Board said that if it could possib_ be done, he
would like to have special consideration given to the handling of natural
resources.

Mr. Gru_m said that it could be the basis of the contract made with
each individual operator. The Companies that pay the money get the privi-
lege of hauling extra weight.

The Chairman of the Board then said that he wondered _ow practical such
a plan could be worked out, and it was his opinion that it would increase
the law enforcement preblem, as other .people not having a contract would
get the idea that they could use the road to the same weisht linitaticn.

Hr. Gruma said tk_t there wauld alweys be a question of lmw-enforeement-
ne matter what the laws would be. He said that he believed, hewever_ that
under az_ circumstances the State of Idaho should get rid of Sectien'hg-611.
He said that if they considered the idea of entering into a contract or
agreement with an individual, he would suggest that they accept the engineer, s
recomRendation8 as to whether or not the road Has in such condition to stand
the increased weight.

He said he believed it all boiled down to a strictly eccnctLc problem
in Idaho. All of the industries in Idaho were directly tied to the econcm_
of the State, and if reasonable use could be perLltted on the highways, he
thought there had to be a certain element of risk. He said the problem
should be looked at realistically and that the indmstries of the State of
Idaho could afford to pay more for the _se of its highways and better roads
could be built. The more you restrict tdghways, the less revenue you get.

It was explained to Hr. Gru_ that the last statement he made was not
quite true in Idaho as most of the money came from the gas tax, and that
the revenues today are not half enough to complete our highway needs. In
order to arrive at a_ point toward satisfaction, it would take ten years
to pick up the critical needs.

The idea as to whether or not certain forest hAghwa_s _nds could be
appropriated for these natural resource roads was discussed, and it was
thought that perhaps it would be well to present the problem to our
Congressional Members and see if they could assi_ in such an endeavor.
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_r. Arm said that he believed the Board had the obligation of hasting
the trucid.ng industry half wq by pormltt_nK,thum to haul over legal loads

on roads that could stand it. " i. I

Kr. E.Usworth, Nembar of the Board, then made the statement that there
were very few roads in Idaho that could adoquatol_ handle even legal 1cadet
and suSgostod that their industry and other industries work on some leng
range plan wbereby htgbny revonnes could be ino_ued.

THS_UPON, the Board recessed until 1:30 o,clock P.N.

The Board reconvomod at ls_30 P.M., with Hr. Rich, Mr Kllsworth and
Mr. _or, the Sta_o KIEhu87 En_Jaeor present.

The Board received by appointment a delegation frem Glonne Ferry.
The followLut persons wore presents

Roscoe C. Rich
W. Fisher Slluorth
L V. )Kller
W. e. Wolfe
W. W. Kern
C. H. I_

The prepesod relocatien of U. S. H_e7 No. 30 through Olonne Ferry
.was discussed.

The spokesman for the delqation said that _ths_ wore a f_d people I.i
in .01ena8 FOz_T that wore trTlng to keep the hi_ from being consta_wtod I

however_ ,it was not the s_t of all the people, He presented to the
Board the follou_ Potitiont _dop the undersigned rospootival_ request
the cont_mation of U. S. H_hwq No. 30 through the Cit_ of Glonne Ferry
as it is now censtrueted_ If it is impossibleto cont4_nuethe said high_
as it now exist8 we respectivelyrequestthat t&e pa_ survey ef the new
hlghwa7throughthe Glenns Ferry Cemoter_be approvedprevidedthat ne
F_vos are disturbodo _.

The State H_She_r En_Lnoer asked the doloKat_on what the business men
thought of the plan aa was proposed, and the delegation _nfon_d them that
th_F have gonorsl_y a_eoptod it and wore for the new road.

. The Board told the delegation that the_ wore pleaned to have them take
an interest in the hatter, and that the_ would tel_ them the 8mac thing
the_ had previously told the ,_For and _ _ngineer of Qlenns Forz7 that
the  to. not,,nt or zn
of .the eemmta_ it is_FLannod to roauce _ne width on _o ncz_n s:ae of the
propoood marve_ centor_Lno to one hundred foot, and a new accom8 road_
approx_uat4_y four hundred foot in length,,is to be built on tha eemotoz 7
side of the fence line. There is also to be one access from the h_gh_y
on the East approach.
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The Board then received by appointment the Board of County Commissioners
_ of Valley County. Since their problen concerned a forest road, they had

invited Mr. Guernsey of the U. S. Forest Service to attend this meeting
with them. The following persenm were present.:

R. C. Rich
W. Fisher Ellsworth
E. V. Miller
Bill Guersey; Boise
Horace J. Patterson, Cascade
Robert C. McBride, McCall
B. F. Mahoney, Stibnite

The spokesman for the group said that they had requested this meeting
with the Board to see if the_ could get their support _ asaitance in con-
neotion with securing some allocation of forest funds or forest develol_ent
funds on a forest road that runs from Cascade to Knox. He said the Forest

Service was now building a road from Knox south.

The allocation of forest funds was explained to the group. If a
forest development road, the funds come under the Juris_ction of the
Forest Service and t he State does not have a_ything to do with the alloca-
tion of those funds. If a forest highway, where the _ad is on a State high-
way system or a County highway system, the State has a vote as to where the
forest highway funds are allocated. Each year a Forest Highway Meeting is
held, and the Forest Service, Bureau of Public Roads and State Highway
Department get together and agree upon a Forest Highway Program and the
allocation of the forest highway funds.

Mr. Guernsey of the U. S. Forest Service said that the road from
Cascade to Knox was a forest highway; however, he said he believed that all
of the forest highway monies had been allocated for the next three or four
years, and it washes belief that there would be no money a_lable for this
section of road in the _ediate future. He _aid the road from Knox south

was being constructed with Access Road Funds. This monet comes through the
Bureau of Pub_i.o Roads; however, it was his understanding that these funds
were allocated for the uxt two years, and there were no forest development
funds available as it takes about ten million dollars for maintenance;
leaving only about a million dollars to be distributed throughout the State s.
He said it was mentioned to him by one of the Valley County Comuissioners
that some thought was being given to the idea of having this road be put on
the County secondary system so that federal-aid secondary funds might be used,

The delegation then asked what procedure they must fo through to have
this road placed on the secondary system.

The State Highway Engineer explained to them that if they wanted to put
this road on the County secondary system, the County should make such a re-
quest to the department of highways, and then the department would submit it
to the Bureau ef Public Roads for approval. If accepted as a secondary
route, it becomes eligible for secondary aid. The Secondary Roads Engineer=

would then contact them and a survey would be made and the plans su_aitted
to the department. When the plans are approved by the Bureau of Public Roads
the County then ckposite with the department of highways their share of the
cost, and the project is then let to contract.
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The Board told the delegation that if they made such a request, they
would be_ pleased to go along with then and do whatever, tke_ could to get

this section of road placed on the secondary ooulty sy8tem. !.I
° I

The East Fork Road and the Warren Road were _ea lentioned. The
delegation said that aey influence the Board might have in getting the
East Fork Road completed would be appreciated. They told.the Board that
Valley County w_tntains the Warren Road, but some work .was needed to be
done en its

It was suggested to them that when the next Forest Highwq Meeting
was held, they should be in attendance and present their problems at that
time.

11 The Board then received by appointment Mr. Ed Riley, Nember of the
National Automobile Dealers Association, Mr. Leon Weeks, Mr. _aek Blair,
and Er. Rey Davideon, F_abers of the Idaho Aut_aobile Dealers Associattoa.

Mr. Riley told the Board that there had been an increasing_7 number
of motor .vehicles, but that over the same period not enough roads had been
build to park these vehicles on, and, theregoro, it behooved the automobile

- dealers to take an active interest in finding out from the highwq officials
whet their problems _ and what the dealers can do ._o help p_te a high-
wey progrem,

Mr. Davidson said that th_ did not have an_ specific queetAou to ask
at this time, but that this was the largest progrem _he NADAhad ever _
gotten behind .and that they were _anning to orKan_se the _dahe State
dealers into groups ahd to give the Board help if and when needed.

The Board told those gentlemen that they were of the opinion that they
could be trelendoue help to them, They said that thev had tried to lay the
foundst_on f_ a .good highn F progrem, and they would like to hate them
studv what they wers doing, and,. if they thought it to be a good pregraa
te euppert it. Th_ _d, that under the present system of revenues, they
could not aoeo_..tab what they would like to de, but if some organisation,
such as their_ could oenve_ to thepecple and the legislators the need for
more revem_s and would point out _o the people what the_ could expect for
the_ne_ _ovided, tb_ believed that a lot of good could be done in help-
ing t_ to wq_k o_t a .long r_ge _ progrsa. They told them to feel free
_o ca,, upon _ne _epar_men_ a_ _u_ VAmg_

The State H_h_ E_gineer said that he would he glad'to work wit&
them at aey time and would try to suppl_ them with a_ information the_
night want.

The Board then received by appointment a delegation who wished to
discuss snow removal on the Bogus Basin road thl8 sewing winter. The

_ following persons wors present:
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R. C. Rich Peter Soherer
W. Fisher Ellsworth K.M. Danlels
E. V. _iller _ib Kleffner
Walter Fisher Jack Ktmuel

It. A. E. Perkins Betty Westen
David Doane Ned Harlan
Jack Hawley Fentress Kuhn
W. E. Everte, Jr.

Mr. Harlan had met with the Board during their May meeting and had

requested that consider_tlon be given this matter. By letter_ Mr. Harlan
was informed that the Board was still of the opinion that removing snow from
the Bogus Basin Road was not the proper function of the State Highway Depart-
men_ince it was not on the state highway system_ and, therefore, snow would
notbe removed this winter from the Bogus Basin Road.

The Chairman of the Board told the delegation that he fra_7 wondered
if there was ar_thing new to be discussed.

The spokesman for the group said that he would like to make a f_ re-
marks. He said that _hey all had neticed the article in the paper of the
action taken by the Board with respect to this road, and they were deeply

disturbed to note that the attitude had not changed. He said has _mder-
standing of the situation was based on the fact that the State was a co-
sponsor and entered into definite co_itments whereby suns of honey were
made available for the construction ef this road. He said he also under-
stood that the state highway department afforded all of the engineering
services and was told by an authority that by written agreement _he County_
the State and the Forest Service had agreed to divide the maintenance both
winter and _. He slid that Ads County had completely fulfilled its
obligation, the Forest Service had done their part, but the State for tea-

_. sons which he did not understand stated that it was net under obligation
to remove snow in the winter time. He said that when they invested money
in equipment, they were told that the State was obliged to maintain the
road.

The Beard told the delegation that when they took office a year ago_
it was net long until people cmae in and made rather indefinite statemmt8
that the highway department had agreed to do certain thingsj so they had
laid down the policy that as far as a_ written agreements were concerned_
where the agreement could be established, they felt it was the obligation
of the Board to live up to those agreements. In other words_ where terms
could be establAshed, they felt it was their duty to live up to it. They
told them that there were other situations in the State _hat were somewhat
conparahle to this situation, and if they were to beafair minded Board
they would have to do the same for all such areas if they removed snow
from the Bogus Basin road. They told then that the law under which they
operated said quite definitely that they spend the money on the State High-
way system, unless it was an emergency, and they labored under the impres-
sion that by an emergency the legislature meant removlng snow where livu
or property night be endangered.

August 22, 1952



The spokesnan for the group said that before they investbd in
equipment, they got a statement _rom a former Gevernor, a former State ._-_
Land Commissioner and a former Director of Highwa_m that .the road would. /t
be maintained in the winter# and that for the past five years or six
years the roa_ had been kept froe fren snow by the h_ department,
He said that neither the Countynor any other egeno7 had equipment to
remove the snow, and they felt it was grossly unfaAr that the State of
Idaho would close .down an area which served mazV thou_andl of people
during the course of the winter.

_tr. Harlan, one 9f the delegation, said he realised there was a

provision in the law uhieh eutlined how the Board was to spend the noneyj

hoveverj he estd that w_ this read vu built, ke was certain there wu
an agreement whereby the tare was to maintain it. He said the City of
Boise was re_trieted by its Charter to sF_:,_. _ on that road, He
alse said he realised the Board was in a difficult position) however, he
felt this was a speelal situation and he asked the Board if they would
consider giving the State Highway Engineer the authority to try and work
cub 8sine arrangement whereby they would pay for the cost of keeping the
road apes.

The Board then.explained to them the_ poliey regarding sueh arrange-
_nests. The_ told them that when equipment, matorieAa or labor was furnished
,.to a_ CO_, City, Ktghwq D_strict or Villa_ _ for work off of the state
hlgh.,way s_steRj they had laAd down the poliey that it would hate to be done

_ !_" an agreement with so_e local ageney, such a8 the Oeeu_ or City in this
case, whereby the department would be awlnbursed for whatever work was to -:_

be done.
The-Doard told them that if the Ce_ut_ of. Clty would _equest the high-

w_ dependent for a_Siet_ace in snow r_ova_ and would pa_ _or the financ-
ing of sue that theywould take sunh request under eoneideration and deter-

whether or not it was feasible and practleal.

The Departaent of Law Enfor_enent pertieipated in the cost of keeping
this road open during the winter of 19_i and 19_2. The representatives
of the La_ _fereement Department, who was present at this aeeting, told

'the Board that h_ departuent felt that their share of the cost was out
of pox,pattie n for the amount they used the road, and _hat the Departnent
of Law _m_oreement did not desire to enter into an agreeaent this coning
winter.

THEREUPON,the Beard _ourned until _tO0 o'clock A.M. on Saturn,

aATWA - August

Pursuant to ad_ourmmnt, the Board reeonvened at _00 o, clock A.M.

on Saturday, August 23, 1_2, with Mr. Rich, Mr. _ll_orth and Mr. Miller,
State Hlghw_ _inesr, present.

The failure of the stretch of road between Bancroft and Alexander "_

in Caribou County, which was constructed during the late s_er of 19_1,
was dieeusead, The State Highn_ Engineer reported t6 the Board that
this road had been re_aired by the State Forces md that the t otel cost of
tear up and relay mounted te $1t,979.11t. "-_"_,_. _'/_/C_-_)
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The State Highway Engineer also told the Board that an extensive stud_
of this situation had been made, and it was concluded from field testing and

_ laboratory results that the failure of the road was due to a poor oil mat.
The factors contributing largely to the break-up were thought to be as
follow_:

i. Over-oiled mat.
2. There was no bond between the oil mat and the prime. Traffic su_

have thrown off the prime before the aAat was layed and the weather
may have been too cold to get the desired penetration.

3. From the appearance of the matp it was believed that the oil
material and the asphalt was not thoroughly mixed before being

layed down.
4. The mat was probably not sufficiently cured before it was sealed.
5. Weather was poor during the time the mat was being mixed and placed and

during the time when the sealing was done.
6. The aggregate used was believed to have contributed to the low

density of the mat and ultimate failure.

The Board then aaetwith Senator Jones of Oneida County. Improvements
to the _oad between Roy and Holbrook were discussed.

The Chairman of the Board explored the idea of fixing the road up to
a satisfactory condition and by the agreement then turn the road hack to
Oneida and Power Counties.

.... Senator Jones/_anded the Board a cop_ of a Resolution passed and

approved on Jul_ 14, 19_O by the Board of County Commissioners of Oneida
County, wherein it was requested that this road be designated as a State
Highw_.

The Board informed Senator Jones that they would have an investigation
made and would advise him regarding the status, and what, if a_hing could
be done this year. They told him they would also advise him regarding the
cattle guards on _he fenced portion

Senator Jones expressed the opinion that the right-of-w_V would net
be a problem.

The Board appointed N. _. McCoy, planning Officer for the Departaent,
as Acting Secretary _ the Board.

The Board unanimously approved the basic salar_ for the Urban Er_neer

at $614.00 per month.

THEREUPON# the Board adjourned until their next regular meeti_ on
Thursday, September ii, 1952.

Board of Highw%7 Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
Ii September 1952
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR _ETIHO OF T_
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS

Septmnbor 11 and 15, 1952

The regular neeting of the Idaho Board of Highwq Directors was convenod
in the Old Stateenen Bui_ng, 603 Main Street, Boise, at ls30 o,clock P.M.
on Thursday, September ii., 19520

Present were W. Fisher Ellsworth, Director from Distwiot No. i; Roscoe
C. Rick, mr_tor from District No. 2; Leonard K. Floan, D_tor fron District
No. 3! and Earle V. Miller, State Highway lk_ineer; and N. F. MoCe_, &cting
Se_retaz7 of the Board.

Consideration was giwen to the bide received on Auguet 26, 1952.

Bids were considered for Project No. S-2781(I), consisting of constructing
the roadbed and a select borrow base on 3.438 ailes of the Wood River Road
free the Goodtng .County Line easterly, in Lincoln County. The State Highway
Engineer had exercised the authority given hln by the Board and had auarded the
contract to Holm_ Construction Compar_ of Heyburn, Idaho, the low bidder, on
August 27, 1952, in the mount of $62,118.OOj the Engineer,s Estimate being
$70,917.o0.

There being no dissenting opinion, the Board unanimously concurred in the
a_tion of the State _Ighway Englnee: on the.above project. l-_

The bide received on September 2, 1952 _were then given consideration, and
the following action was tekens

The first bld8 considered were for projects FZ-2023(6) - I0_(2), consist-
ing of constructing the roaduay and a plantmlx bituminous surface on 8.37h
miles of the Old Oregen Trail, between Raft River and Fall _reek, in Cassia
and Power Counties. The State Highway F_ineer had awarded the contract tO r
the Aelett Conetruction Compa_ of Twin Fall8, Idaho, the low bldder, on
September 5, 1952r in the amount of $701,657.80!theZasineer'8Eetimte being
_832,873.50.

The next bide considered were for P_oJect S-1828(1), consisting of con-
strutting a crushed gravel surface course and road mix bituminous surface on
9.h13 miles of the PAngree-Thonas Road and on a 0.I01 mile appraach to Tilden
Bridge, in Binghaa County. Acting en the authority given hla by the Board, the
State Highway Engineer had awarded the contract to Barnhart and Wheeler Con-
tractors, Inc. of Pocatello, Idaho, the low bidder, on Septeaber h, 1952, in
the annnt of $8}A,593.20Jthe F_Ineer,8 gstiuate being $97,81_.90.

There being no questions or objections, the Board unarAmouely concurred
in the action of the State Highwa7 Engineer on the above projects.
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The next bids considered were for Project No. S-1704(i), consisting of
constructing the roadway and a crushed gravel surface on 4.933 miles of the
Samaria Lane Road, in Oneida County. This contract had not been awarded
due to the fact that there was a right-of-way matter which had not beea
settled to the satisfaction of the Bureau of Public Roads, and, therefore,

they would not give their concurrence. This right-of-way matter was a
County obligation. The State Highway Engineer recommended that the contract
be awarded to Parson and Fife Construction Compan_ of Brigham City, Utah,

the low bidder, on their low bid of $57,141.50; the Engineer's Estimate being
$60,458.50; however, the award not to become effective until Oneida County
had obtained the necessary right-of-way and subject to concurrence by the
Bureau of Public Roasls. The Board unanimously concurred in the recommendation
of the State Highway Engineer and ordered the contract to be awarded after
the right-of-wa_ had been obtained and the Bureau of Public Roads had con-
curred in the award of the contract.

Two projects for which bids were received on September 9, 1952 were then
given consideration.

The first bids considered were for Project S_-3720(501), consisting of
const_cting a concrete culvert and road mix bituminous surfaced approaches
on 0.188 miles of the Parma-Wilder Highway, between parma and the Silver
Bridge, in Car_on County. The State Highway Engineer recommended that the
contract be awarded to J. O. young & Son of Nampa, Idaho, on their low bid

of $17,223.50; the Engineer,s Estimate being $16,491.90. The Board unan-
imously adopted the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer, and the
contract was awarded to J. O. young & Son, the low bidder.

The last bid_to be considered were for the District No. Six Headquarters

Well, consisting of drilling, testing, casing and furnishing a ten inch (I0,)
water producing well at the District Six Headquarters near Rigby near US 191,
about one mile southerly from Rigby in Jefferson County. The State Highw_ r
Engineer recomRended that the contract be awarded to the Andrew Well Drilling
Contractors of Idaho F_lls, Idaho, the low bidder, on their low bid of
$I,h57.00_ if the depth of the well is 0-i00,, $2,107.00, if the depth is
100,-200,, and $2,757.00, if the depth of the well is 200-300,; the Engineer,s
Estimate being $1,640.00 for a well 0-i00, in depth, $2,415.00 for a well !
100,-200, in depth, and $3,215.00 for a well 200,-300, in depth. The Board
unanimously adopted the recommendation of the State Highway Engineer, and
ordered the contract to be awarded to the Andrew Well Drilling Contractors.

They left the matter of the depth of the well to the State Highway Engineer.

The matter of a proposed Microwave System was discussed. The State
Highway Engineer told the Board that recently representatives of the Depart-
ment of La_ Enforcement, the Health Department, the Fish and Game Department,
the Forestry Department and the Department of Highways had held a meeting to
try and find out how much radio was being used throughout the State that was
being duplicated.
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The re_'esenta_ivee Qf the various deper_umts in attendance at this
meeting were in favor of making a full survey of the oo-munication needs of
All of the governmental functions of the State of Idaho and thereby determine L _
the e_onomlo feaoibility of installing • Microwave S_eten_ The State High- P i
wq Engineer told the h_rd_th•t he had suggested that the radie engineers

'___3

for the various depar_te sake a coaplete report and then subsit it to

the Governor or the Legislature for their consideration. _

It was the opinion of the Board that the departaent of highways should
not take the initiative in aaking such • reportj however, they should
follow along with. ire

The Board then read and considered • letter received fraa Clark Ha_ton, S_
Senator of bhu_ngten County, and a letter from the Weiser Chasber of

Commerce, regarding the condition of the Weleer Bridge. The State HighT
Engineer informed the Board that the timber deck on the bridge across the
Snake River at Weleer, now being used to detour traffic while the nee bridge
i8 under construction, is in need of repairs in order tQ carry traffic eafe_y;
therefore, the departaent was placing a 3" X 12 w "Rumxing Plank- across the
existing temporary bridge.

The Board approved of the action taken by the State Highwa_ Engineer
and instrueted hie to inform Mr. Hanilten as to what was being done. •

21--, Regarding the matter of the [endrick Bridge, which collasped on July19_2 when an overload lo_ging truck was creasing, the Board was advised
that the Bridge Department was preparing an estimate, of the da_agas in- _-_
ourred by reason of the bridge going down. Negotiations are in process
with the Ineuranee Colpan_ for the payaent of the deigN. A temporary
structure is now being used.

THEREUPON, the _oa_ ed3our_d until 9_00 o,clo_k A.M. on Fridq,
September 12, 19_2.

0

- Septenber 192

Pa_uant to ad_ourz_ent, the Board recomned at 9,00 o,elock £.N.
an Fri_, Septaaber 12, 1952, with all maabers, the State Hig_q Engineer
And the Acting Secretary of the Board preeent.

At a aeetlag _hich was held at Ashton on _epteaber _, a question was
•raised ro_ardt_ the eorrec_noeo of the _tatement inthe circular postcard
that the Aehten Hill route reeched an elevation 775 feet above the ex_stlng
route via Warn 5pri_e. In rechecking the elevations as measured, it was
found that the higheet point on the exietAng road is 6222 Seer and 6310
feet on the new locatienj • difference of onl_ 88 feet. _. letter, dated
12 September 1952_ the Board informed Mr,, Rulon He_l._, President of the
Aohton Chamber of Co_aerce_ of their findings with regard to this matter.

September 12, 1952



During the July meeting of the Board, Mr. E. E. Rogers of Peck, Ideho
had met with the Board to discuss the problem of a truck dump and scaleL

pit at the site of the grain storage warehouse situated on the norther_
side of the Le_rlsand Clark Highway between Big Car_on Creek Bridge and the
old Peck Bridge site, which are encroaching on State highway right-of-way.
The Board took no definite action and made no comaitment at the July meet-
ing as to whether or not this elevator and scale pit would have to be moved,
but informed Mr. Rogers that they would take the matter under advisement.

In a letter from the District Engineer for that area, dated subsequent
to the meeting with Mr. Rogers, it was the opinion of the District Engineer
that if this encroachment was permitted, it would establish a precedent
that would make it difficult to correct or der_ the request for similar en-
croachments in the future and that _he operation of this elevator at this
location would create a considerable traffic hazard during the harvest
season as a large per cent of the grain trucks serving this elevator would
be approaching from the west and would have to cross the highway near the
west end of the old warehouse, and sight distance for vehicles approaching

this spot from the east was very limited.

After further consideration of this matter, it was the decision of
the Board that the Lewiston_rain Growers, Inc. of Lewiston, Idaho should
be notified that as soon as the harvest season was over, any encroachment
on the highway right-of-way would have to be removed.

The Board then discussed several matters pertaining to maintenance.
The Maintenance Engineer was present.

°

Maintenance of the Triumph Mine Road was discussed. The Maintenance

Engineer informed the Board that he had talked wlth Mr. Blankenship,
Commissioner of Blaine County, and explained to him that the policy of the
department was to aid any public agency the_ could when it was for the best
interest to the public; provided, however, it was done by an agreement and
only after we had take_ care of our own needs. He said he told Hr. Blankenship
that since the mine crew had to be to work at seven o,clock, he didn,t know

Just how satisfactory such an agreement would be. He told the Board that
if an agreement was made with the County for maintenance of this road, a
special crew would be needed and the State would have to have extra equipment.

The Board expressed the opinion that the_ were interested in carrying
out a fair minded policy and would like to have the department approach this
sort of thing in a special frame of mind, as they wanted to cooperate with
all local agencies whenever it was feasible and practical to do so as long
as there was an agreement showing that the local agencies were paying for it.

The thought was brought out that there was a possibility that some of
the local agencies might take advantage of this as the rental rates of the
State were very low, and in some instances it would be less expensive for
them to enter into an agreement than purchase equipment.
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The Board siad that they.would have to leave that decision to the depart-
ment and hoped that they would use good Judgment in such cases to de,writhe
whether or not the local unite of governlent were using the department or
whether it was being done for economic reasons. /_

- The Board left the details of the aair_enanoe problem concerning the
Tri_ph Mine Road for the depar_eat to work out.

The Wayan to Freedom road was then discussed. The Board eJutd that
sinee this road was on the State system, it was the obligation of the
department to maintain it, and they would like te have it maintained well

this fall so that it could be kept open next spring.

The Board was informed that the Distriet Engineer was putting in a shovel
in that area to clean the slides out, and was going to riprap the creek as
an aid in keeping the road open during next epring,e breakup,

The Maintenance Engineer told the Board that this road had mar_ slides
and required constant attention, and he suggested that the department secure
land at Wayan and establish a maintenance station there.

The State Highw_ Engineer told the Board that he had requested the
Maintenance Engineer to stu_ the possibilities of the entire maintenance
scheme, so they could work out the details of havir_ maintenance petrol.
It was his thought that by having small patrol sections with established

crews better nmlntonance couldbe obtained throughout the State.

The Chairman of the Board said that Mr. Osburn of Soda Springs had I I
called him regarding some gravel near Soda Sprlnge, owned by the State,
which Caribou County .was desirous of _sing. He nequeeted that the dlpart_
ment look into this matter, and then inform Mr. Osburn as to whether or not
the county could obtain the gravel.

The Maintenance Engineer told the Board that Mr. Wally Burns of Idaho
Falls had talked with him regarding the Atomic Energy Commission supple-
aenting the State,• equipment in plowing snow from the Atonie Energy
Coasissien_,e plant to Z&_o Falls and Blackfoot this coming winter. The
Board said that at a recent meeting held at Idaho Falls, they had 4tscuesed
this matter with a representative of the Atomic Energy Comaission, and they
had advised him to take the matter up with the Maintenance F_gineerVs
Divielonj Although the snow removal is the State,s responsibility, the Board
felt that the department should cooperate with the A.E.C., and get them to
help as much as possible.

At the meeting held at Ashton on September 9, the maintenance of State
Route 32 was mentioned. The people in that area told the Board that they
did not think it was being p_operly mcLnta:l.nad,espeelally the section frol
Lauont to Drmmond. The Booed instructed the Maintenance Engineer to look
into this latter, contact the County Ccsmiesionere and give a report to
_r. Hesming, President of the Aehten Chmaber of Comeree.
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The Board requested that they be furnished the o_ete of Maintenance__ - Projects 83 and 82, together with a report on contrac maintenance versus
state maintenance.

The Board then received Mr. Max Coha, Chairman of the Lava Hot Springs
Foundation. His problem concerned the building of a retaining wall, which,
is his opinion, was the responsibility of the highway department. Previous
correspondence and meetings have been held with regard to this matter.

Mr cohn showed the Board some pictures he had taken and explained to
them what had been done at the Foundation in the way of beautification of
the _rounde and etc. He again told the Board that they were acticipating
some improvements which would give them more bathing facilities, which were
much needed due to the increase in their business; however_ because of the
hazardous condition of the ground extending up to the highway, they did not
want to start their work until a retaining wall was built to prevent damage
from rolling rocks and ground. He said that Just recently a rock rolled
down and broke a window in the spring:house. He requested that the Board

give him a definite understanding that this retaining wall would be built.

The Board commended Mr. Cohn on what had been done at the Foundation.

They told him that after looking at the sketch map showing the right-of-way
line and after reading the opinion of the Assistant Attorney General, they
were still of the opinion that the building of this retaining wall was not
their obligation but the responsibility of the Foundation Board. They told
him that they were authorized by law to spend State funds on the State high-
way system only, with two exceptions3 first, in the case of an emergency,
which they interpreted to mean a flood or snow condition where lives or pro-
perry were endangered, and second, by a cooperative agreement with sub-
divisions of other governmental agencies where they would be reimbursed for
expenses incurred. They informed Mr. Cohn that the springhouse was located
on the highway right-of-way and that ordinarily they would/_mit snybo_
to build on the right-of-way; however, they felt that their attitude should
be a little more reasonable where another State institution was involved.

The State H_ghway Engineer expressed the opinion that as far as the
highway was concerned, it was safe through Lava Hot Springs and that a re-
taining wall was not needed for the protection of the highway; however,
he said it was possible that the spring house and other buildings on the
highway ri_ht-of-way might be threatenedo

Mr. Cohn stated that they were drawing plans now for the new h_ildlngs,
It was suggested to him that pla_s be drawn to cover a comprehensive scheme
for the whole area, and then when the overall plans were completed, using
the highway right-of-way in the plans, he should submit them to everybody
concerned to determine whose responsibility it was.

The Board told Mr. Cohn that they would not quarrel with him about

using the ground, and if they could see the plans and could satisfy them-
selves that the ground was not going to be needed, they would consider giving
it back to the Foundation. They also told him that they would have no ob-

JectiOn to the Foundatio_ building the retaining wall.
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Hr. Cohn requested that he be furnished a print aho_rlng the cross sections
and alignment of U.S. 30 N. through the grounds of the Lava Hot Springs Founda-

tion, and requested that the Board again look the situatiqn over on the ground.

The Board instructed the Stats Highwa 7 _ngineer to have this print furnish-
ed to Mr. Cohn, and told him that the first time they were in the Pooatelle
vicinity they woul_ be pleased to call on him for the7 were interested in

knowing what he hahn mind and would be helpful in an_ w_y the7 possiblv ,
could.

The Board then received by appointment Mr. Lynchj Division Engineer
for the Bureau of Public Roads, and Hr. Salmsn, the District Kmgineer.

Hr. I_neh informed the Board that the Bureau of Public Roads was about
read 7 to advertise the project North of Ashton_ and said it would be necess-
ary for the department to secure the righte-og-wa_ on the next section in
_he forest. He said he would like a statement giving assurance to that
effect. He was not.too concer_ed about the section between Forut boundax7
and Ashton_ however, he said a stateuent should he made that a federal-aid
project would be progranmed that would connect with the project about to be
advertised.

The State Highway Engineer reconmended to the Board that in the re-
location of 191 from lshton North that the necessary rights-of-way be ob-
tained by the State as soon as possible in order to expedite construction

.....of the forest sections. He also recommended that the State _'room_d with
negotiations for federal-aid construction of that portion of the highway

not within the forest boundary.

The Board unlucky adopted the first recommendation of the State
Highway Engineer and authorized him to proceed with the ac.quiring 6f the
necessary rights-of-way for the next forest section. The Board also ad-
opted the recomuendation for the programming of a project between the
Forest Boundary and in or adjacent to £shton, with the understanding that
the Bureau of Public Roads would give such a project favorable consideration
when presented.

The State Highway Engineer said that he would like to have a truck lane
on the Ashton Hill. Hr. Lynch indicated that that could be _mdled by a
wohange orderu, as he didn,t want to hold up the Job for redesign.

. Hr. Lynch was of the opinion that the next forest section would be
included in the next forest highway program.

The Dufert-Vay project in Bonnet County was discuseed_ This project
i8 being held up pending .approval of the Bureau of Public Roads. Mr. Lynch
told the Board that the Bureau of Public Roads feels that there is an
obligation on the part of the Ar_ Y_tneers for the .cost of constructing
the road across Cocolalla Creek due to the sustained high water elevation
maintained by the construction of the Albeni Falls Dan. Hr. Lynch was of
the opinion that highway building agencies are entitled to some protection
when dams are built and a road had to be relocated.

U
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Forest H_ghway Project 26-R2, Unit 2, Ketchum-Clayton, was mentioned.
Mr. Lynch informed the Board that the Bureau of Public Roads was working

- on the design of the pump and pump house in connection with the Bradshaw
irrigation matter, and as soon as the agreement was signed_ the project
could be let to contract.

.Stop-gap" construction through Henry,s Flat section of the Targhee
Pass Forest Federal-aid Route was discussed.

The State Highway Engineer said that he believed some .stop-gap" con-
structio_ was needed through the HenrT,s Flat sectioneven if Rae,s Pass Route
was adopted, and asked Mr. Lynch about approving this type of construction.

Mr. McCoy, Secretary of the Board, menti°nedthat a federal-aid .interim.
could be approvedp and cited that three or four years ago the Bureau of
Public Roads approved a .$400,000.00 betterment project on the old road-east
of Evanston_ Wyokting__notwithstanding previous approval of sketch map on re-
vised relocation superseding the project to be approved as -interim..

Mr. Lynch made no commitment relative to -inter_" approval of Henry's
Flat surfacing.

The matter of maintaining both the Targhee Pass and Rae's Pass, if
adopted, was discussed_ with some _,rplicationthat it might be necessary
to do so.

-- THF_EUPON, the Board adjourned until their _ext regular meeting which

i was set f°r Oct°ber 9_1952"- S_

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

Done at Boise, Idaho
8 October 1952
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIOHWAY DIRECTORS

October 8 - 13, 1952 I I

The regular mooting of the Idaho Board of Highway Directors was
convened in the Old Statesman.Building, 603 Main Street, Boise, at
is30 o,clock P.M. on Wednesds_, October 8, 1952.

Present wore W. Fisher Ellswor_h,, Director from District No. Ij
Roscoe C. Rich, Director from District No. 2; Earle V. Miller, State
Highway Er_ineerj and N. F. McCoy, Acting Secretary of the Board.

Minutes of the reKular msetings hold August 21-23 and September
11-15, 1952 wore road and _pprovod without change.

.Consideration W88 then Eiven to the bids received on September
23, 1952.

The first bids considered wore for Project No. AS-4780(_), con-
sisting of constructing the roadway and a road mix bituminous surface
on 4.522 miles of the Clearwater Highwa_ between Greet and Weippe, in
Clearwater County. The State Highway F_gineer had exercised the
_thority given him by the Board and had awarded the contract to
ToW Marrazzo of Boise, Idaho, the low bidder, on September 29, 1952,

in the iDunt of $325,312.90_ the Engineer,s estimate being $306,22_.60.

UThe next bids considered were for Stockpile Project No. 84, con-
sisting of crushing 3/_" surfacing near McCall and stockpiling material
at pit and at New MeadoWs, in Valley and Adams Counties. The State
Highway Engineer had awarded the contrast to Nelson and Deppe of
Boise, Idaho, the low bidder, on Soptmtber 27_ 1952, in the amount of
$31,800.00_ the EngineerJs Estimate being $45,000.00.

There being no dissenting opinion, the Board unanimously concurred
in the action of the State Highway EnKinoer on *.he above proJectso

Bide were then considered for Project No. S-5720(2),consisting of
constructing a 20, Concrete Culvert on the WorleyoWest Road, in Kootenai
County. Only one bid was received on this project and the State High-
way Engineer recomaended that the hid be rejected as it was more than
ten per cent above the Engineer,s Estimate, which was $6,730.00. There
being no questions or objections, the recommendation of the State High-
way Engineer was adopted and the Board unanimously rejected the bid;
the project to be readvertised at a later date.

The bids received on September 30, 1952 for Project F-6412(I) were
then given consideration. The work under this project consisted of
constamcting the roadway, bitunlnous surface treataent and two concrete
bridges on 5.526 miles of the Lenhi Highwa7 from High Bridge to Lenhi, Lemhi Co.
County. The State Highway Engineer recommended that the contract be
awarded to Hoops Construction Company of Twin Falls, Idaho, the low
bidder, on their low bid of $298,749.50_ the Engineer,s Estimate being
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$288,573.50. The Board unanimously adopted the recommendation of the State
__ Highway Engineer, and the contract was awarded to Hoops Construction Compare,

the low bidder.

- The Board then received Mr. A. L. Brueck of Caldwell. Mr. Brueck is

planning to build a motel at Cald_ell and requested the purchase or lease
of a piece of right-of-way in Caldwell, which is excess to that required
for right-of-way needs. The Board made no commitment to Mr. Brueck, but
informed him that they would take :thematter under advisement.

The preparation of the biennial report was discussed. It was decided
that there shoulc_be two sections to the report; one which would give a
statement of the tabulations and etc., as required by law, and the other

which would give the progress and accomplishments of the department and
would also outline the needs of the department. It was the concensus of
the Board that the ,Progress Section" should be made as simple as ppss-

ible and prepared in such a way so that it would be read and studied by
the people.

The State H_ghway Engineer said that he had recently talked with
Lt. Gov. Edson Deal and he made the request that the legislature be
furnished two things: (i) Accomplishments of the Highway Board, and

(2) Where are we going from here? What do you want the legislature to do?

It was recomended that the -Progress Section" be referred to as a

supplement to the main report.

The Board directed that in accordance with the law there should be
prepared and publicly displayed in a conspicuous place in the State
Captiol Building, a complete map of the state highway system. The map
to show approval by the Board of Highway Directors, and prepared and dis-
played by December I_ 1952.

The Board then discussed with the Traffic Engineer the signing of the
Leadore road, and wanted to know what had been done with regard to this
matter.

The Traffic Engineer informed them that the situation was being taken
care of and the signs should be in place now. He told them, however, that
he did not believe that signing the road would bake care of the situation

altogether as there should be some work done, such as flattep_ingthe curves.

The Board stated that they were interested in going to al]_reasonable
ends to prevent accidents and wanted to be sure that the road was adequately
signed for the present, and then the matter of flattening the curves could
be worked out at a later date.

It was also mentioned that there were some dangerous curves near Arco
and Delco that should be flattened. Consideration will be given to t_ese
sections of roads when making up the betterment program.
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The request for the Power and Telephone CoMpanies that encroachment
of telephone and power lines on State highway right--of-ways be permitted
on a non-fes basis was given consideration. The Board was of the opinion
that this was an administrative matter; howeverj since this would somewhat
deviate from the policy previousl_ se_ up regarding a fee for permission _-_
to use the right-of-ways, thqrequested that an opinion be obtained from
the Assistant Attorney General, and, if found necessary, they would take
the proper action.

Sevenal other right-of-way matters were discussed. In the case of
ohanging a highway, the Board wondered if the State should not advertise
,no abandomnentw to keep the right-of-way from lapsing, The State Highway
Engineer was of the opinion that the State should not let the land go back
automatical_ and suggested that when turning land back to the owner, it
should be done by a Resolution from the Board rather than making no state-
mont. He believed two thinks should be done; (1) when acquiring right-of-
way for Jobs, approval should be given by the Boardj this could be handled
as a budget item when setting up the construction programs, and (2)
approval should be given by the Board when disposing of a_ right-of-way.
It was _S_esked that a legal opinion be obtained regarding this matter.

The Board approved the _assifieation of Assistant Construction
Sn_neer from V (_W_m_ring@roup ) to Oroup VT (lk_inoer'/.ng) with a
salary range of $640-720 per month.

The _ard urged that the plans for t_e section of road through the
town of Pocatello be firmed up so that the City .of Pocatello might know

what is being plam_ed, and can proceed with their planning.

The Board approved the Urban Er_ineer, s attendance at M_uicipal
- League moetinKs.

The Board reviewed a letter from the Village of Smelterville wherein
they ftated that they had not approved the proposed location of the road
which would byes the Village. The State Highwa_ Engineer explained to
the Board that no astion was needed _egarding this matterj however, the
State was required by law to hold a public heari_.

Consideration was given to the request of Elwood Grsham, Locating
Engineer, for a leave of abaSheS of one year to ao_pt a position in
Israel. Mr. Graham had terminated his employment with the department
as of September 30, as hie new assignment recessitated an immediate
decision.

The Board felt that no aetlon on their part xas neceasary regarding
this request sincl it was an adainistrative matter_ however, due to the
fact that a leave of absence is granted onl_ under oertain conditions,
the Board was of the opinion that no promiN should be made to reemploy
Mr. Graham; however, they had no objection to his being reemploFed upon
his return if there was need for an employee with his qualifications.
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The Board then gave consideration to letters received from Mr. Thos.
Heath of t_e Franklin County Sugar Company at Preston, Idaho. Mr. Heath,s
letters concerned the Five-Mile Erosion Project near Da_ton, Idaho. A
dam is being built in the main finger of Five-Mile Creek to prevent
further erosion and is being constructed on a public subscription plan.
Mr. Heath expressed the thought that there was a possibility of the high-

way department being confronted with bridge problems over Bear River due
to the sand washing into the river, changing the channel, and he was
therefore requesting the highway department to contribute the sum of
$I,0OO.00 toward the cost of this project.

The State Highway Engineer told the Board that he doubted if the

highway would be threatened _nd should it ever become necessary the cost
for protecting the road would not be too cost_7. It was his opinion that
it would set a bad prededent; therefore, he recommended that the depart-
ment not participate in this erosion project.

The Board unanimously adopted the recommendation of the State Highway
Engineer, and instructed the department to inform Mr. Heath that as a
matter of policy they found it impossible to comply with his request.

The Board then received Mr. Ed Woozley, State Land Commissioner. The
Bogus Basin area and roads in the State parks were discussed. Mr. Woosley
informed the Board that the Bogus Basin area is on State owned land and all
of the installations are on State land. He told them some thought had been

given to making a State Park out of this area, but before proposing such
-- a plan to the legislature he was desirous of knowing whether or not the

people in the other departments felt it was a good program. He said he
had thought of asking the legislature to purchase one hundred sixty acres,
put the money in the school fund, and then make a State Park of it. It
would be necessary, of course, to have a road program.

He then mentioned the roads in the State Parks, which at the present
time consist of approximately ten miles. He was of the opinion that it
would be well for the legislature to name in t_e law what roads the high°

way department should maintain or, if this was not feasible, a _ertain
amount of funds should be set up in the budget for the Land Department for
maintenance of the roads.

The Board told Mr. Woozley that before giving him an answer, they would
like to give the matter further stu_ and consideration to determine wMether
or not it would be a good plan for them to _ake these roads into the highway
system. They told them that if the legislature appropriated funds to the
Land Department, an agreement could be made _ith the highway department to
do the maintenance work.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 9:00 o,clock A.M. on Thursday,
October 9, 1952.
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THURSDAY - October 9t 1952

Pursuant to adJo_t, the Board roconvened at 9tO0 o,clock A.Mo

on Thursd_7 , October 9j 1952, with Mr. Rich, Mr. Ellsworth, Mr. _ller t_
and Mr. HcCoy, Acting Secretary of the Board, present,

Q

Matters pertaining to maintenance and signing wore discussed. The
Maintenance and Traffic Engineers were p_esente

The maintenance of the Ashton-Drumuond-Tetonia road, Stats Route
No. 32j was discussed. Consideration was given to the feasibility of
now construction in a_other year, and the poasibL_tty of transferring
_his road to a Federal-aid Secondary status. The Chairnan of the Board
stated that at the meeting recently held at Ashton, they had made song

rather _formL1 I_L_OOO to the local people and had told them that they
were going to do something about this road. He urged that a finn decision
be arrived at as soon as possible so that av_finite statement could be
given to the people as to what the plannlns/f6r this road. He hoped this
statement could be given _._hem when Mr.Miller, Mr. Ellsworth and he were
in that vicinity the week/_'October 2_.

The F_intenanee Engineer mentioned _ncther problem that the depart-
aent _as being confronted with. He said the wheat farmers were complain-
ing about the snow fences on wheat land. They claim the fences allow the
snow to stay so long on the ground it makes the wheat smutty. Complaints
have come in from the Soda Springs, Plu_mer, Moscow and _oeur d,Alene areas.
He said that in most eases they had been able to replace _he fences after _-_
talking with _he farmers. The Chairman of the Board suggested that i_
this situation ease up,amain in the Soda Springs area, the County Co-
missioners of Caribou_V_ be contacted as he believed they could be of
help to his. The State Highwa_ Engineer said he believed that the State
had no right to put up a fence or trespass on private property unless they
had permission.

F _ _The Maintenance Engineer reported that the department was securing
property for materials sources and that the Districts had been advised to
secure adjacent propert7 to the maintenance sheds in order to protect the
Stat_, s interests.

The Board approved of this astion and suggeated that the department
be on the alert to acquire needed properties, and if they could be
purchased at a decent price, they authorized the State Highway Engineer
to acquire wach property or properties.

The matter of signs was then discussed. The sign south of Twin Falls
was mentioned and also the sign at the Gayway _unction near Ontario and
P_ette. The need for more ,terminal signs was stressed.

It was the reconmendation of the State Highway Eng_eer that a policy
be laid down regarding signs. The Board requested that they he _rnished
a copy of the existing policy so that they could review it, and then they
will fornralatea policy regarding signs.

U
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The matter of privately installed signs off of the right-of-w_v
_ directing traffic was discussed. Although this practice is illegal,

there are mar_ such signs still in _existence throughout the State. The
Board requested that an opinion be:obtained from the Assistant Attorney
General so that remedial measures could be taken.

The policy regarding -stop-go" lights on state highwqs through
Cities was also discussed. It was suggested that the Assistant Attorney
General review the law concerning the StAte,s responsiblli_y in this mat-
ter. The Maintenance Engineer remarked that the Cities had informed them

that they were put in to slow traffic down rather than to stop traffic.
It was the Traffic Engineer,s opinion that a policy of saying .no. to the

• local units should not be adopted, but rather a policy should be adopted

whereby the State could inform the local units that they would have to
bear the expense and that traffic actuated equipment with a time control
to favor the main arterle% would have to be installed.

The State Highway Engineer then read a lett@r from Mr. Hal H. Haleo
Executive Secretary of the American Association of State Highwa_ Officials,
wherein it was stated that the A.A.S.H.O. hasa committee on Public Relations
and Publicity and asked if the State of Idaho had an official handling this
item. Hr. Hale mentioned that the A.A.S.H.O. had a film library on all
highway items. The State Highway Engineer said that a good _ pr6gres-
sive Cities are thinking more _eriously about public relations and publAcity,
and said that several applications had been received for such a positio_
with this department. The Board said that they would give this matter

- further consideratioflafter the first of the year.

In a letter dated October 7, 1952, the Bureau of Public Roads again
called attention to the fact that a considerable pile of logs had been
decked near the roadway at Tamarack, Project No. F-3112(1)j Strawberry-New
Meadows. The letter further stated that the Federal Aid Highway Act pro-
vides that right-of-way be used for highway purposes only; therefore_ the_
were not in a position to approve the final voucher for payment until this
matter of encroachment was satisfactorily taken care of. They suggested

that the right-of-way be fenced.

This probl_u had been discussed several times in the past and it was
believed that it had been satisfactorily taken care of. The Board said
that they would look at the situation again on their trip %o Northern
Idaho, and suggested that the logging operators be contacted again, and if
it became necessary other measures would have to be taken to correct the
situation.

The Board reviewed a letter received from the City of Caldwell re-

questing that the Board give consideration to the continuance of U. S.
No. 20 from Kimball Avenue to the Franklin Road, and urging the construc-
tion of the Tenth Avenue Underpass beneath the tracks of the Un_on "Pacific

_ailroad so that Tenth Avenue could be properly Joined to Highway No. 20
at the Tenth Avenue clover leaf.
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The State Highwa_ Engineer reported to the Board that he had re-

ceived a panphlet from the A.A.S.H.O. concerning a Test Road in which they --_
were asking the States to participate. Idaho,s share would be about '

$21,000.00. He said he had recently talked with the State Highway
Engineers of California'and Oregon and to date these two States have
not gone along with the program. It was his recemaendation that the
State of Idaho -drag its feet, and wait. The Board concurred in this re-
cop.endation and took no action. The_ said they would wait to see what
the other Western States were going to do and before participating in
such a program thq wanted more information as to whether or not this
Test Road would prove more practical and fea_ble than the WASHO Test
Road.

The Board _hen received by appointaent Mr. W. T. White of Portland,
Chief of the Land Management Division of the U.S. Soil Conversation

Service, Hr. R. N. "Irving, Idaho Soil Conservationist and Nr. gd Woosley,
State Land Ccumiasioner. The Roy Holbrook Road in Oneida and Power
Counties was discussed.

Several years ago about three miles of this road was washed out by
spring floods, and before the State could proceed with the repair of this
road, several matters pertairttngto rlght-of-way, cattle guardd and'poss-
-i_y some fencing needed to be cleared up.

This land is controlled by the Soil Conservation Service and is
leased to the Curley Valley Cattlemen,s Association;

Kr. k_tte told the Board that he had looked the situation over
and he did not believe the problem were of too serious a nature. He
said the Soil Conversation Service wanted to cooperate with the State
a_d get the hlghwa T riposted. In looking at the abstracts he found
that the right-of-way on three pieces of land had been set aside "for
highway right-of-wa_ use. It was not mentioned on the abstract of the
fourth piece, but he said they were not questioning the right-of-wey.
He daid that if the department wanted to make use of some of the abutting
land while _ were repairing this roadi they should make application
to the Soil Conservation Service for permission to do so. Re stated
that when granting _his permission the Soil Conservation Service would
ask the department to make some necessax7 alternations to two cattle
guards and provide accessibility of stock water on each side of the road
for stock using the pastures through which the highway will pass.

The Board explained the need of having this construction done this
fall, and requested that their application be given prompt consideration.

Mr. _Ate asked the Board to make this request in writing to
_qr. R. N. Irving, and asked the department to confer with Mr. Harley Han_,
Southeastern Idaho Land Utilization Project Superviacr at _lad, when
naki_sg Oh:is improvement.

The Board requested that a check be made to see is there was a_ r-n
money left in the A.E.C. funds for use on the A.E.C. road. U

The Board recessed its Boise meeting preparatory to making an
inspection trip to Northern Idaho.
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According to plan, the members of the Board from District No. 1
.... and District No. 2, accompanied by the State Highway Engineer and the

Acting Secretary of the Board, left Boise on their Northern Idaho
trip early on the morning of October iO, 1952. At Cottonwood, they
met Mr. Floan, Member of District No. 3.

At 2:00 P.M., a meeting was held with civic officials of Cottonwood,
who explained the merits of the proposed -Whitebird Cutoff" on U.S. 95
along the Salmon River Canyon, between the mouth of Whitebird Creek
and the mouth of Graves Creek, about fourteen miles due south of Cotton-

wood. r •

In the evening a meeting was held at Lewiston with members of the
Lewiston Chamber of Commerce and City Officials and a delegation.from
Troy present. The road problems in that area were discussed.

On Saturday morning, October ii, 1952, the members of the Board,
together with the State Highway Engineer and Acting Secretary of the
Board, met with President Buchanan, Dean Janssen and a third member
of the faculty of the University of Idaho, to discuss details of a
proposed highway scholarship plan.

Later in the day, a public meeting was held with citizenry of
Moscow, and their road problems were discussed.

On Sunday, October 12, 1952, a public meeting was held at Sandpoint
and the local people presented their roadproblems. On the same da_,
an evening meeting was held oat Kellogg.

On Monday morning, October 13, 1952, a meeting was held at Coeur
d'Alenej and problems and proposals of mntual interest were discussed.

A report of these public meetings, prepared by N. F. McCoy,
Acting Secretary of the Board, is on file in this department.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until "Thursday, November.6, 1952,
when a special meeting will be held to consider the 1953 construction
and repair programs.

R. C. RICH, Chairman
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boisef Idaho
6 November 1952
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MI_gTES OF A SPECIAL _g_TINO OF THE
IDAHO BOk_ OF HIG_Z DIRECTORS •

_v_ber 6 - 7, 1952 _j

•P_rsuant to an order of the Board# a special meeti_ of the Idaho Board of
Highwq Direst@re wu convened in the Old 8tatem_n Buil_M0g, 603 Main Streetj
Boise, at 2tO0 o,eloek P.M. on Thursde_, November 6, 1952.

Present were V. Fisher Ellsworth, Director tr_n District No. i! Roscoe C.
Rich, Direetor from District No. 21 XAmneA_ K. Floan, Director from District
No. 3J Kerle V. KL11er, 8tare Highway Knglneerj and N. F. NoCoF, Aeting Seeretaz7
Of the Board.

Consideration was given to the bids which had been reoeived and the follow-
ing action wu takent

The first bld8 eonsldered were for Halntonance Pz_eet No. 90, eonmisting
of raisiz_ a 50 foot timber bridge and approaches and furnishing crushed grewel
surfacing and cover coat naterial in stockpiles on 0.235 nile of Highwq _-93-
Alto near Careyj in Blaine County. Bide for this project were opened on O@tober
i_, 1952J however, due to an IrTegular bid opening, the State Highw_ Bngineer
had rejected all bide, and the preJeot was readvertlsed for bid8 to be opened
October 31, 1952. The State Highn_ Engineer had exereised the authority given
hiu by the Board and had awarded the contract to Western Construction C@_an7
of Pocatollo, Idaho, the low bidder, on November 3, 1952_ in the anount of _-7
$Ih,087.00{ the l_gineer,s Eetinata being $1h,6hh.O0.

The aext bide to be considered were for Nevada ProJeet NO. Y-007-5(2) and
Idaho PToSe@t No. F-_-2391(2), eoneistlng of @one_ue_inS the renewal, a plant
nix bltmuinon: surface and a @ouereta and stool un_erpau on U. S. 93, 0.626 mile
In Nevada, known as Nevada FedereA Aid ProJeet No. F-O07-5(2), and _.712 miles
in Idaho, known as Idaho Federal Aid ProJeet No. F-FO-2_I(2), in Klko County,
Nevada and Twin Fall8 County, Idaho. Bide were reoeived for these projects on
October ]_, 1952. The 8tats Highway Knglnoe_, aetlng on the authority given bin
by the Board, and after reeeiving eoncurronoe, f_m the Bureau of P_blie Road8
and the State of Nevada for their portion, had a_d the eontract to Dufl_
Reed Construetion Conpm_ of Tuin Falls, ldeho, the low bidder, on Novanher
3, 1952, in the anount of $h92,096.60! The Engineer,sEetinate being Sh_l,_l_O.

There being no quostione or obJeettone_ the Board _ue_y eon@u:Ted in
the action of the State Highwa_ Engineer on the above proJoet_ and it van so
ordered.

Consideration was then given to the bid received on Pro_eet S-5720(2),
eonelstlng of eonstl_setinga 20, Concrete Culvert on the Verle_-Mast Road, known
a8 Idaho Project No. 8-5720(2) in Kootenai County. Only one bid was received
on this proJeet and it was here than ten per sent above the Engineer,s Estimate,
which was $7,13_.00. The State Highva_ Engineer reenmaended that the bid be re-
_eeted and the woJeet be readvertised next spring. The Board unau_|]7 sen-
turfed in this recoemendation, and the one bid received on this proJact was _/
rejected.
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The next bids considered were for the District No. 6 Maintenance Shop, con-
sisting of constructing a District NO. 6 Maintenance Shop for the State of Idaho
Department of Highwqs_ to be built near Bigby, Idaho. The State Highway Kagin-
eer recommended that the contract be awarded to the Arrington Construction Co.
of Idaho Fall8, Idaho_ the low bidder, on their low bid of $183_950000j the
Engineer's Estimate being $170,00Oo00. This contract provided for an 81terate
bid whereby a deduction was to be nade fr_a the Base Bid if the deductive alterate
was applied_ this deductive alternate was for omitting the overhead electrle
traveling crane. The State Highway Engineer recolaended that the contract be
awarded without the deduction of Alternate NO. i. There being no obJectionsj
the recomwnd_ti@ns of the State Highway Engineer were adopted, and the Board
unanimously awarded the contract to Arrington Construction Compare; the deduct-
ire alternate not to apply to the contract.

The last bids to be considered were for Project No. S-1778(I), co_isting
of constructing a 280, concrete and steel bridge and approaches on 1.06h miles
of the Grace-Preston Highway at Cleveland, in FranMlin County. The low bid
received on this project was nore than ten per cent above the Engineer,s Es-

timate. The State Highwa7 Engineer informed the Board that a cereal, an__ sis t
had been made of the bids received and the Engineer, s Es_mma_ep ana _ was o_A
that several items in the Engineer's Estiuate were too low. Alse_ because z
the steel situation, they did not belays lower bids wouldbe, receiv.ed ? the
project was readvertised. He recomended that the contract De ,warace _o ._
LeGrand Johnson of Logan, utah, the low bidder, _n his low bid ox _AA,UZO._
the Engineer's Estimate being $94,210.00. The _ard subject, however, to con-
currence by the Bureau of Public Roads. There being no dissenting opinion, the

- reeomaendation of the State Highway Engineer was adopted, and the Board un-

_81y awarded the contract to LeOrand Johnson, subject to ooneurrence from
the Bureau of Public Roads.

The Board then gave consideration to the verbal request of Mr. M. E. Tolliver
to Mr. Ellsworth concerning bank erosion of the Snake River at Conant Valley.
He had eequested state assistance to correct the situation. In a report
the District Engineer, the Board was informed that there was no imwdiate danger
as far as the highway was concerned. I% was the concensu8 of the Board that
this situation was of the same nature as other recent requests and that as a
matter of policy, it would be impossible to conp_y with Mr. Tolliver's request.
Mr. Ell_orth said that he would contact Mr. Tollivar and inform him of the
Board,s decision and would suggest to him that he contact the Corps of Engineers.

The Nowsome Creek Bridge on the Elk City Highwq was then discussed. In
letter from the Bureau of public Roads, it was indicated that the Bureau would

prefer the progra_ng of a project for the construction of an entirely new
bridge instead of trying to salvage and repair the existing structure. The
Stat_ Highwa7 Engineer informed the Board that to replace the abutments and piers
of the existing structure would probably prove to be a vary costl7 operation,
and he recommended that a project for a new structure be considered at the next
Forest Highway Program Conference for inclusion in the 1953 construction program.
The Board concurred in this recommendation and ordered that a project be included
in the next Forest Highway Progrma.
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The Board then reviewed a petition signed by certain residentl in the
vioinity of the Deary-Bovill road. These _itise_ were pebitioniag for certain
_epatrs and better maintenanoe of this road. The State Highwl_ Engineer in-
formed the Board that the Maintenance Engineer had recentl_ gone over this road U
and had reported that he had found the general condition _ood for a graveled
road without having its normal amount of rAiu this mr. The Sender of this
petition was not known 8o the Board requested that a letter be written to
Senator _lltim C. Nears of Latah County, aokr_wledg#ing reoeipt of the petition
and informing I_Jtthat due to the lack of rain it had been diff_oult to pro-
par_ maintain t_i8 graveled r_ad, also, that due to the leek of l_nds_ no oon-
etruetion was being considered for this road in the near future.

The State Highea_ Engineer presented to the Board a Safety Manual, prepared
by the Safety Direetor, which had been furnished to the Shop Foremen throughout
the _ta. The Mlint_m_aoe lhlgineer told the Board that Idahoee reaord regard-
ing ind_tnial aoeidents had been very bad, and it we for that reason the do-

• partment had eapl_ed a Safety Director and had ina_rorated a safety program.

The Board thought this a wo_le endeavor and thought the manual .wal
well proparedI however, they stressed the iuportanoe of making ouch manuals
brief and intereetin s as it was their opinion that a safety program was only
what the foreman and gupervisor heeded to.

.The Maintenance F_gineer stated that the Safety D_eetor was going to
make an inspection of all the sheds and rate them, and van setting up a polioy
whereby every three months a plaque would he given to the Dietrlet having the
best rating and an w8, ball to the District having the poorest rating. He said _-_
that the response frel the Dia_mAeta had been good and that the Safety Direetor,e
activities were pa_ing off. A rednetion in aceident_ would reflect in the in-
surance premiu_ as wall as savings in labor _osts and etc.

The Board then gave consideration to a letter re_eivad from the State. Land
Comn_ssionor eoneerz_L_ the disposal of a bu_ld£nK owned by the highway dopert-
meet at Elk River, which had been advertised for sale. A_ offi_ of $6_0.00 had
been received for thls _I the appraisal value 'b_:M_ |2,700000.

• The _te Hi|hw_ Engineer rooomuondod that this offer not be a_eepted
and that the eqailment in the building be appraised and, if salvngable, taken

• out_ and if the building could be utilised for a winter haven, it should be
done so in lieu of the mall bid pries obtained, and the department should re-
tain the b_il_tag. The Board unanilcul_ eone_-red in _ rece_endation and
stated that is, after an investigation was nade, the depaz_ment decided to die-
pose of the bu_ld_n_, a reeeamondatien should be made to then as to what would
be the best progrlm rel;ard_ng this matter.

Cer_aln elaselA_eatlons in the salaz7 schedule was then discussed. The
P_r_onz_l Officer prope_ed certain changes in the starting grades of eertain

• elasei_Aeatlons. He told the Board that some of the starting steps were so
low that it was alno8_ lupeasible to hire qualified men. Zt was the eoneensus
of the Board that no ehange eheuld be nade at this time, but that the situation
should be handled within the grade. They approved the employing of a qualified
person for certain classifications at a higher step within the grade than the _-_
beginning salary, and they also approved the change in the nnsber of steps in
certain elassiflestion8.
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THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 8:30 o,clock _.H. on Friday, November
7, 1952.

_ - _vember 7_ 1952

pursuant to adJourr_ent, the Board reconvened at 8s30 o,clock A.M. on
Frida_ November 7, 1952_ with all members, the State Highway Engineerj and
Acting Secretary of the Board present.

Consideration was given to a letter fr_a Mr. D. F. Richar_ of Idaho Fal_e,
addressed to the Chairman of the Board, urging the retention of the present

routing of U.S. Highway 191 between Mack's Inn and the Montana State Line over
Targhee pass in lieu of Rea,e Pass.

The Board directed that a letter be writted to Mr. Richarde informing h_
that they had made no decision with respect to rerouting this highway, and that
the matter would probably be discussed at the Forest Highway Program Conference
to be held in February of 1953. They suggested that an invitation to attend
f_is meeting be extended to him and citizens interested in the roads in this
area so that they might present their views_ and that he also be advised to
keep in touch with Mr. Ellsworth as to the exact date of this oonference.

The road needs generated by the construction and operation of the National
Reactor Testing Station of the Atomic Energy Commission in the Midwq_ Terreton,
Arco, Idaho Falls and Blackfoot areas were discussed. It was the opinion of the
Board that the matter of financing the construction and _provement of these
road needs should be discussed with all interested parties. Arrangements were
made to hold a conference at 8:30 A.M., Friday, November 21, at the Governor,s
office to be attended by the Governor, representatives of the Atomic Energy
Commission, the Bureau of Public Roads_ the Board of Highway Directors_ and
other representatives of the highway department. An invitation was extended to
the Members of the Congressional Delegation to attend this conference.

Considerable time was then spent in reviewing the construction programs _or
1953, 1954 and 1955.

THEREUPON, tie Board adjourned until their next regular meeting on Thursday

November 20, 1952, at 2:00 o,clock P.M. __ : j

Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
20 November 1952
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MI_JTES OF THE RI_ULAR /_ETING OF THE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGHWAY DIRECTORS

November 20 -_ 22_ 1952 I_i

The regular meeting of the Idaho Board of Highway Directors was convened
in the Old StatesBan Building, 603 Main Streotj Boise, Idaho, at 2zOO o,clock

P.M. on Thursdayp November 20, .1952.

Present wore M, Fisher Kllm,orth, Director from Distz_ot No, 1;. Roscoe C,
Rich, Director from Dis+riot NO, 2; Leonard K, Flesh, Director from District
No. 3; Earle V. Miller, State Highway Euginoer, and N. F. McCoy, Acting Sec-
retary of the Boards

Consideration mas given to the bide received on November 18, 1952, and
the following action was taken,

The first bide considered were for Project No. S-1839(2), consisting of
constructing a 54 foot concrete bridge across Sand Creek on the Wapello to
Firth Road in Binghaa County. The State Highway Engineer recommended that
tke contract be awarded to the Arrington Construction Conpar_ of Idaho Falls,
Idaho, the low bidder, on their low bid of $16,796.00; the Engineer,s Estimate
being $17,682._0. The Board unanimously adopted the recommendation of the
State Highway Engineer, and the contract was _arded to the Arrington Con-
struetion CcmpanT.

The next bids considered were for Project No. FI-50_I(4), consisting.of
constructing reek fill protection, guard rail and guide posts on 6.744 miles
of U. S. IO, between Silver Beach and Wolg Lodge Junction, in Kootenai County.
The State .Highway Engineer rose, ended that the contract be awarded to esther
and Sons of Yardley, Washington, the low bidder, on their low bid pf $53,610.00;
the Engineerts Estimate being $85,302.O0. There being no objections or quest-
ions, the Board unanimously concurred in the recommendation .of the State High-
way Engineer, and the contract was awarded to Sather and Sons.

The last bids to be considered were for a Pump and Pressure System to be
installed for the Department of Highwsys, District No. 3 Headquarters at Straw-
berry Glen in Ads Count_. The Maintenance Engineer found the low bid to be in
order; therefore, the State Highway Engineer recommended that the contract be
awarded to Daly Bros. of Baker, Oregon, the low bidder, on their low bid of
$_,990.00; the Engineer, s Estimate being $4,900.00. The Board unanimously
concurred in this reeo_meddation and the contract was awarded to Daly Bros.

Mr. Hmrsley, who is setting up an accounting system for the department
gave a report as to what progress has been made and also explained some of the
problems that have arisen. He said that as a whole the system as originally
recommended was oatisfactor_ however, several months ago he had discussed
with the State Highway Engineer the possibility of making certain adjustments.
He said that one change was making a monthly statistics report instead of a
weekly report as was originall_ planned. The reason for this was due to the
fact that the information needed to make this report was not ready until after
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the 10th of the month. This did not mean, however, that the information would
not be available at all times and in connection with this they were proposing
to use a .flagging system, whereby it could be known at all times how much
money was being spent on each Job. He informed them that a kind code, with
a break-down of the various kinds of expenditures, had been established, and

that the purpose code had been revised to tie into the k_r_ code. As lap as
the appropriations are concerned, they were preparing sheets by expenditures
and these sheets would not only be used in this office but in the field as
well for budget purposes. He said that they had also been working against
a fixed amount that each district would be authorized to spend and in th_s wq

hoped to control the districts from spending more money than was set up for
them. It was hoped these new codes could be im effect by the first o_ the

year.

Mr. Hammersley told the Board that the Auditor,s office makes payment
of all invoices and at _e present time in the case of emergency purchases, pay-
ment is made before the accounting department knows about it. In the ne_ system

all requisitions would pass through the department before the purchases were
made and by doing this the department would better know how much was left for
construction and other needs.

The Board emphasized the fact that finar_lal _onm_tments against highway
funds m_st be controlled at headquarters, and that there should be some usable

system of encmabering accounts and controlling _ehencumbrances at the time
a requisition is issued.

The type of machines to be used was briefly discussed and also the con_
tract with the Remington Rand Compare. Several months ago an agreement was
signed between the Department of Highways and the Remington Rand Company under
which the Remington Rand Company was to receive $1,070.00 Per month for one
yea_ iu return for which they would supply equipment and certain other services.

It was pointed out to tho Board that with the budget contrQ1 system a8 now
proposed, there were some things the Remington Rand machines were not able to do,
and if used some re-engineering of these machines would be necessary. It wM
also mentioned that the services by the Remington Rand Company had not been
altogether sstisfactory.

The Board directed that Mr. Hanmersley and Mr. Whaley, the Chief Accountantj
meet with the representative of the Remington Rand Cce_ax_ and discuss the nat-
ure of the re-engineering desire@ by the Accounting Departamnt, and to give them
a report the _ext dey.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 8:30 o,clock A.M. on Friday, November
21,1952.

FRIDAY -,November 217 1952

pursuant to adJourrAent, the Board reconvened at 8t30 o,clock A.M. on
Friday, November 21, 1952, at the Governor,s office in the State Capitol Build -

- ing, where a conference was held wAth State, _reau of Public Roads, and Atomic
Energy C_ission officials regarding road needs to serve Atomic Enersy Com-
mission installations i_ the Midwa_ - Terreton - Arco - Idaho Falls and Black-
fOOt areas.
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The following pezl_s were in attendanoot

Governor Len Jordan f_-_
Senator Hem7 Dworshak .+
Roscoe O. Rich, Chaiman, Board of Highv_ Directors +.
W. FJ.sher _ll_orth, Menberj_Bom'd of Highwa_', Directo_vs
Leonard K. F'J.oanj _ember_ Board of Highway Directora
Earle V. _erj State Highu_ _ineer
JaRe8 _id_ r_ineeriq Offieer_ Depar_aent of
N. F. McCeT, Planning Officer & Acting Secretary of the Board of

Highway Direetors

W. H. L_wh_ Division ]M_ineer_ _reau of PublA¢ _a_

Clifford R. _l.mem, _ietriet Ingineer_ Bureau of Pabltc Roads , ,
L. K. Johnston, Nan!get , Zdaho Operatlon8 Office, A. K. Co
1. R. Lee_ Idaho Oper&tiou Of_lcej k. K. C.

Kr. Johnston e_pls_od _ some length the general nature of the proposed
hey _nsts_lations in the _ Roaster 8t_t_n area.

There will be a nnmbor of large inatallat_ons _ad_t_n_ in all d_root_onJ
from _, one of the _ ones will be in the vicinity of Terreton.
(]ene_all_ speaking the 1.|.C, enl_qree8 can be rosarded a8 pernanento There
are 866 at Idaho F_, 2_0 at Blaekfoot and about 1_ at A_o_ and the_o wi_
be about _00 at the _e £ire_t Reaeter Project west of Terreten. Other in-
8tallationJ of varying (but net yet det_-wt_ed) pop_l&t_on are p].ln_d. AJ.C.
employees are also _eattered in mall rmmber8 throughout the A.E.C. reserva-
tion,. There is a total of about _0,000 acres in the Roaster Station Site. ,--+-,

The 8tats H£Shw_7 _ineer indieated "that _uuod_ste nood_ for hig_ iu-
provemmt4 direot37 sezs_u_ the Station total at least $_,000_000.

Governor Jordan explained br_ef_ the State_ 8 spoelal interest in the
hatter by stating that the norn_ oconon_ of the area8 ad_aoont to the A_.C.
•aetlvltle8 would net require 1_,000,000 worth of road work to 8upp_7 It_
high_ t_rtation needs.

It &ppea_ed that improvements of I road from Terreton to the A.K.O.
boundary near the new plant, inprove_ of 8.R. 28 to a _etion with Uo5. _1,
12.0 mile8 east of Terreton, _d rehabilitation _£ U.8. 91 f_ that June_ten
south to Idaho _ _d be neee_a_. In addition, a _dard plant nix
mtrfaei_g _ be+ mq'otz'_l before long on U. S. 20 (Tgin Bntte_ H:Lgk_) and
reeoutruotion of U.S. 26 fre_ B_aekfoot to £reo i_ far f_ e_ete. The
total eeet of these Inp_ovemem approaches $_,000,000. For early eo_etlon_
and in _eeognition of the epeelal interest of the A.K.C., a 8ubstontial special
coa_rlbutien by the F_al Oeve_ument appears to be in order. On thls aeeeunt
Manager Johuton requested Distrlet Engineer Salmon of the Bureau of Pu_
Reade to investlgate and report on highway needs to serve the Arcs Reactor
Sta_on _wtallat.t.ons.

b_tle Federal La_ 1_ ad &eeeu funds could be u_d, it _d net seem
•hat eueh l_ were available or wore llke_ to be appropriated In amounts
nfflelent tO met the need8 in the Arcs area. Division _in_r. Lynch nent- _-_
ioned that .aoeeu A_andseould not ordinarily be nado aveAlable to aFed_ Aid
Route in an aneunt e_eed_ fifty per eeu_ of the eost.
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At the conclusion of the meeting, it was agreed that the Stats and District
• _ office of the Bureau of public Roads would cooperate in usem_r_ of in_rma-

tion relative to needs and they would be submitted through publio Roads chan-
nels to support requests for access road funds to the extent that they were de-
retained to be ellgible, and the A. E. C. would proceed with requests .for ac-
cess road funds through its channels so that individual projects might-be
certified for construction and funds progrmned when and if available.

Whereupon, there being no further business to come before the meetingp the
meeting was adjourned.

Following the meeting at the Governor's office, an informal meeting was
held at the highway office, 603 Main Street, Boise. Those present were Roscoe
C. Rich, W. Fisher Ellsworth, Leonard K. Floan, Earle V. Miller, N. F. McCoy,
W. R. Lynch, Division Engineer, and Clifford R. Salmen, Dimtriet Zngineer,
Bureau of public Roads. Various forest highways were discussed informally at
this meeting.

THEREUPON, the group recessed for lunch.

upon their return from lunch, the B_rd re.takers,the state HighwM7 Engineer
_d Acting Secretary, accompanied by certain mezbers of the Idaho Association
of Commissioners and Clerks and representatives of the Bur.an of public Roads,
held an informal as.ring to discuss matters to be taken up at the panel dis-
cussion of the Ass0ciatiorh meeting to be held at the Hotel Boise at 2tOO P.M.
This discussion continued until it was time for the group to lesve for the

- meeting.

upon the return of the Board members from this meeting at about 4,00
P. M., the regular November meeting was resumed.

The Board then met with Mr. Hmmereley and Mr. Whaley, the Chief Ac-
countant, to discuss further the t_pe of machines to be used for the budget
control system. They reported to the Board that they had met with the re-
presentatives of the Remington Rand Compan_ and presented their problems to
him. The representative was of the opinion that his Compan_ would make the
necessary changes and adjustments in the contrau_twith them. It was agreed
that the Chief Accountant outline the changes needed with Mr. Rdmereley and

then refer these changes and expenses to the Remington Rand Compan_ for further
review. If the Remington Rand Compar_ would not agree to make the necessary

changes, the Board would consider cancelling the Remington Rand contract and
substitute the I_ machines. The Board requested that they be furnished a
letter from the Remington Rand Compar_ stating that the necessary changes would
be made and that the services and training of personnel would be comFlied with
as outlined in the contrec_ with them. After this letter has been received, it
was the concensus of the Board that no further action would be necessary on

their part, as the matter of working out the details was an administrative mat-
ter and could be handled by the State Highw_V Engineer.

The Board then received by appointment a delegation who wished to dlscust
further snow removal operations on the Bogus Basin road. The loll@wing persons

- were present.
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c.RAah
W. FisherEllamoh
Leonard K. FloanKiller

Msyo_ R. E. Edlefsen
D•vid Orant
Drlend Mayor
Ned Harlan
N. L. McOre_, Maintenance Engineer

The spokesman for the delegation told the Board that their purpose in
wanting t_i8 noeting was to _Ind out uhat further details or general plan could
be wormed out for keeping the 8now off of the Dogu8 Basin Road. For the infor-
mation of the B_rd, he told thin that the BogusBaein Recreation £8seolation
leased the ground from the State Land Department and the U. S. Ferast Servieep
and they in turn subleased the eoneeseione and et_. Ae in past _oetings re-
garding this natterp the fact was reiterated that they were still o_ the
opinion that an agreement was in e_ietence whereby the State was to do the
naintenanee on this road. The_ presented to the Board a copy of the Sponeors,
agreement entered into by the different agencies at the time this road was eon-
struetedj however, the_ informed the Board that it was not their intention or
purpose to try and use thie agremtont as a forceful stoaeure. The St&re High-

w_ _ineer then presented the State,s copy of an agreement, dated Deeember
26, 19b_, wherein it ua8 stated that this Bogus Basin proJeet was to be dis-
confirmed, and the clause pertaining to naintenanee by the State had been
striokea out. • _-_

t

The Charinan of the Bosrd told the group that the Board had been accused __J
of being independent, but that was not true a8 the.v wore only tr_ to
follow the law, and .t,hs law prohibited them from spending money off of the
State highua_ eysteu, exnept in an emergency.

Mr. Herlan said that he felt this matter was of an emergency nature, and
said that if the department of highwey8 would work with them this winter, they
were proposing to draw up two bills to be introduced into the legislature where-
by the State would buy the land and then make it • State park. He said they
were planning to hold mestlnge throughout the State to see how the local log-
iela4ma_ felt about it and asked the Board what they thought of 8ueh • pro_rsm.
The ChtJsman of the Board Infonmd theR that they did not believe it was their
concern whether this area ues nade into a State park of not, end while they
would not aosiot them in their efforto, neither wo_Id they put a 8tono in
their wq.

He also told then that under the poliey of the Board, the State would
-A_rr,lah the equipment as long as the dspartaent was oompenoated for it.

The Mayor pointed out that it was illegal for the City to go outside of
_ho City to do workj however, the City gould enter into an £groemont with the
Statej and the City would then pa_ the State through • epecial recreational
fund provided by the parking fees colleeted.
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The Board again stated that if the City of Boise wanted to enter into an
agreement, they could see no reason why it could not be worked out.

Mr. Orant_ Chairman of the Highway Cosnittee of the Junior Chamber of
Commerce, Boise, and also a meaber of the Bogus Basin Executive Committee, then
asked about the rental of equipment and wanted to know if it would include a

grad.re

The Board told them that if the State had the equi_aent, including a

grader, and if it was convenient for the department to furnish it_ .they wanted
them to have it at a reasonable cost, and that they were willibg to go a little
out of their way to supply this equipment; however, it would have to be with
the understanding that their first obligation was to take care of the highways
on the state system, and should the occasion arise whereby any of the equip-
ment was needed on the state .highways, it would have to be us.do

The furnishing of operators with the equi_ent was then mentioned, The
Maintenance Engineer said he believed the District Engineer would prefer to
rent the equipment with operators. Mr. Grant then explained to them that
their funds were limited and that Ads County had offered to furnish the op-
erators without cost. It was thought that this could be arranged, as the

District Engineer _ad mentioned the fact that if it was some of the operators
he knew, it would be all right with him.

At the conclusion of the meeting, the Board assured the delegation that

they could rent the equipment; provided_ that an agreement was entered into
with the City of Boise or other local subdivision of govermaent, and it was

- their hope that it could be worked out satisfactorily to all concerned. The
department was to prepare the agreement.

The Board then gave further consideration to the 1953 and 1954 highway
construction progrsms.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 8t30 o,clock A.M. on Saturn,
.November22, 1952.

i

SATURDAY - November 22, 1952
i

Pursuant to adjournment, the Board reconvened at 8t30 o,clock A.M. on i

Saturdayp November 22, 1952_ with all members_ the State Highway Engineer_ and
Acting Secretary of the Board presents

The Board then received by appointment Mr. A. P. Bunderaon, Superintendent
of the Idaho State Police. Mr. Bunderson discussed with the Board the proposed
highwa_ office buildings and expressed the desire of having the State Highwq
Patrol taken out of the Law Enforcement Department and having their offices
in the State Highway Department. No cowaitaente were made, pending proposed
legislation to take the highway patrol out of politics and putting it in the
State Highway Department

The Board authorized the purchase of a gravel pit from Homer I. Peterson
in Bonneville County on the Shelley-New Sweden road.
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Mr. Floan nentioned the request of the owner of s drive-in thea_ _of
Lewiston. He suggested that it would be only fair to the owner to let him
know as soon as possible what the department,s plans are with respect to

acquiring right-of-wa_ through or near his theater. The State High_ i/!
Engineer eaphutsed the importance of handling highway aceeee to the theater U
even though none of the drive-in theater tract was taken for highway purposes.
The Right-of-Way Engineer was requested to investigate this matter.

The Board then received _F appointment Mr. Edward Weozley, State Land
Conalssioner. The aaintenanoe of the State Parks was discussed, and spe_/al
reference was made to HeTb_rn State Park, located between plumler and St.
_ariee, and Spalding Park, located on U. S. Highway #9_. Nr. Wooalay re-
iterated the fact t_at when the Legislature gave the Land De_ the ad-
ninistration, supervision and control of the 8rata Parks and plenio areas, it
was understood and agreed that roads within these State recreational areas
would be cared for by the State Department of Public Works, Bureau of Eighw_s.
Since that time, new statutes have been enacted, a State Highway Department
has been created and new definitions have been given for State highways, which
has completely changed the picture. He 8aid _hat the State Land Department -
was not permitted to spend a_ money for the maintenance of the roads and that
no mone_ had bean appropriated for such uee_ therefore, he .was requesting that
assistance be given in the maintenance of these roads within the State Parks.
The Board informed Kr. Woozley that unless more State parks were created, the
maintenance could be handled informally as heretofore.

Mr _oosley then told the Board that plans were being made for developing
a State Park and recreational area at Bogus Basin, and stated that if the
Legislature should make this area a State Park and recreational project some
method of maintenance for sue_r use of .this road and winter snow clearance,

_either through cooperation agreements or through placing ss_e on .the State °
highway sTstem, ma_ be desirable. The Board deelAned to make _cmni_ents
on the matter. They requested the State Highway Engineer .to have the
Assistant Attorney General check with other States, particularly Oregon, on
the statu_ef roadside .perks. :

The hatter of disposing of the Elk City property was then discussed. The
Chairman of the Board requested that farther stationregarding this matter be
held in abeyance, as the Board would like to consider further the desirability
of continuing this property for State highway purposes.

_. Sherwood, who had made a_lication for the position of Public Belations
Officer for the department, then met with the Board and gave a brief outline
of hie past experience and .qualifications. The Board gave Mr. Sherwood no de- ,
finite an_er_ however, they told him they would ,give.his application consider-
ation and would have the State Highway Engineer advise him of their decision.at
a later date.

The Assistant Attorney General reported on "the suit for dasmges to the
Greer Bridge across the Clearwater River. The verdict was against the State.
It was the concensus of the Board that the case should be appealed.
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The scholarship plan was then discussed. The Assistant Attorney General
-- suggested that it be on a scholarship basis for first submittal to the Board

of Examiners. It was the decision of the Board that this scholarship plan
be discussed with the Board of Examiners as they wanted the .green light,,
from them before taking any firm sction regarding this matter.

The Board further reviewed the planned construction program and unanimously
adopted the Contraction Program for the calendar year 1953 and an advance
Construction Program for 1954 and 1955.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until their next regular meeting on

_ed,_sday,Decker17, 1952. . • _ _5_ . .

n.c.__CH,Chalrman- _
Board of Highway Directors

Done at Boise, Idaho
17 December 1952

i:ove_er 22, 1952



MI_TES OF THE _UIaR NBETING OF THE
IDAHO BOARD OF HIGN_tZ DIRECTORS

Deceaber 17 - 20, 1952 [_

The regular neeting of the Idaho Board of Highway _rector8 was convened
in the Old Stateamn Building, 603 Main Street, Botoe, it 2sOO o,clook P.M.
on Wednsed_, Deceaber 17, 1952.

Present were _sceo C. Rich, Director frma District No. 2J Leonard K.
Floan, Director fron District No. 3, Earle V. Miller, _State Highwq Er_ineer!
and N. F. McCoy, Planning Officer and Acting Secretaxy of the Board.

consisted
The afternoon sesslon/of an informal discussion with regard to various

matters, principally those having t¢ do with the impending convening lag-
islature, and considerable time was spent with Allen Janosen; Dean of the
University of Idaho, discussing the recommendations of the PAR Comeitteej
partSe_lar_y those recommendations referring to increases M_c_ended _ PAR in axle
loads and gross vehicle loads. The Bridge Engineer was present at this dis-
cussion and supplied some infornation.

T_EUPON, the Board adjourned until 8:30 o,clock A.M. on Thursday,
Deouber 18, 1952.

T_HUI_.qDJLY-December 18/ 1952

the Board reconvened at 8=30 o,clook A.M. on ! 'iPursuant to adJourment_
Thurdd_y, December 18, 19_2, with Mr. Rich, Mr. Floanp Mr. Miller and
Mr, McCoy present,

The Board net with Mro C. D. MeCargar and Mr° Steve Roberts of Grange-
ville to discuss the bad condition of State Route No. 11_ commonl_ known as

-The Elk Cit7 Highway, l_ Harpeter to Elk Cityj a total distance of
approxinately fifty niles. Thls route follows the Clearwater river all the
wa7 and several mhouts have narrowed the cross section to one-wq traffic
only. Also, the surfacing is conpletel_ worn out. Traffic Is in the range
of I00 (plus or nlnns) per dey with about 160 vehicles per day as a summer
time average, lwportant livestock, mining, timber and recreational intereste
are served. The Board made no co_taent as to programming work on this
route. At a latter discussion the Board considered the desirability of put-
ring forest highwq money on this section.

The Board discussed at some length the proposed draft of a letter to
Governor Jordan, indicating the nature of the principal problems confronting
the highway department, and what, if a_, remedial lagislation nay be needed.
The Board took no action on the le_er as they preferred to discuss the
rotter verbally with the Governor.
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The matters contained in this proposed letter to the Governor and other
matters the Board wished to present to the Governor wore discussed at great
length.

This discussion was closed and the Board adjourned at a_out 4100 o,clock
P.M. to meet again at 8s30 o,clock A.Mo on Fridayj December 19j 19520

FRIDAY - December 19t 1952

Pursuant to adJourr_ent, the Board rec_nvsned at 8s30 o,clock A°M° on
Frids_, December 19, 1952, with the Board Members from Districts 2 and 3#
the State Highway Engineer, and the planning Officer and Acting Secretary
of the Board present.

Minutes of the special meeting held November:6-7 and the regular
meeting held November 2@-22, 1952 were r_ad and approved without change.

Consideration was given to the bids which had bean received, and the
following action was takens .

The first bids considered were for Project No. 8-5773(1), consisting of

constructing the roadway and a crushed rock surface on 9.019 ,dies of the
Dufort Road in Bonner County. Bids for this project were opened on November
25, 1952. The State Highway Engineer had exercised the authority given him
by the Board ___d had awarded the contract to the Grant Construction Compar_
of Coeur d,Alene, Idaho, the low bidder, on November 26, 1952, in the mRount

• - of $225,492.00; the Engineer's Estimate being $253,401.00.

" _Tko next bids to be considered were for the Materials _boratory at

Boise, consi|t_g of constructing a concrete retaining wall and a plant
bituminous surface on driveways and parking areas at Stat_ Materials Labora-

tory in Boise, Ada County. Acting on the authority given him by the Board
the State Highway Enginner had awarded the contract to the Asphalt PaVing
and Construction Company, Inc., of Boise, the low and only bidder, on Nov-
ember 26, 1952, in the amount of $4,174.O0j the Engineer,• Estimate being
$4,289000. Bids were received for this work on November 25, 19520

The last bids to be considered were for project No. S-37hS(2), con-
sisting Of Constructing the roadway and a 26.4' concrete bridge on 4.O_
miles of the Boise Valley Highway from Desert JUnction to Middleton, in
Ca_on County. Bids for this project were opened on December 2, 1952.
The State Highway Engineer had exercised the authority given him by the
Board and had awarded the contract to Morrison-Knudsen Company, Inc., of

Boise, the low bidder, on December 5, 1952, in the amount of $199,004.50_
the Engineer,s Estimate being $208,727.90.

There being no questions or objections, the Board u_miHously concurred
in the action of the State Highway Engineer on the above projects, and it was
so ordered.

I
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Tho Board roquostod that :in the tuturo, when pro_ecte wore prosonted
to them _or oonourranoo or aotion in award st _obs_ that thoro bo a no-
ration aade as todaether the projects are on the State h_hwq system or i t
on the County road syst4m, and, if a State hiEhwq, desiEnate the highw_
route Inboro

Tho Chs_ruan of the Board ozooutod in duplicate a Leuo from Wilbur 10
Burdiok to the Idaho Doper_ant of Highw_, oovaring parking space for
o_ht Stats autonob_o8 for a period of flvo :roars from January l, 195_,
at. _ nonthlF fontal of $_.00o This Leass superNded and canoollad a pro-
vious Loaso dated Dooember 8, 1951, vbtoh proyidod for a paynant of $16.00
per month.

Considoration was then givon to tho roquost of the RIEht-of-Ws7 Engineer
for authority to oondum o_ rtghts-of-w_ noodod for projects in Twin
Falls County and l_ankltn County.

Tho Board c_nsidorod thor aport and recomuenda_Lons 8ub_ttod on PToJeot
F-2361(I), Twin Falls-West In Twin Falls CountT, 8nd found that eozC_in lands
hereinafter desoribod aro sought to bo a¢_ for rlght-of-w_7 put, los in
oonnootion rlth tho rooonstruot_on of the Old Orqon Trail Htglway from
Twin Falls_dost_. bo_ 1.5 nd_os _n lon_th, and aro noooasary for such use,
_d f_rthor it ls deteawinod that the highway department and minors of said
lands h_vo boon unablo to aKroo on the purchase prtco, as a rosult of which,
said land8 should bo oondumod, tho c_nors of said lands bolnK as fol_owss

Parcel No.. 1,.E. &. BOON, Parcel _. 5) Irviq Go Prescott, Patrol.No.
7, Eluer E. Bun_m8, Parool No. _+_,CosKrtf£ Outdoor &dvol_i_m_ C_p_n_, Ins.,
_I No. 13, Ezra8% Robomon, Patrols Nos. 2_ snd 25, 0oorgo___d
D. W. Ds_Lels ab al, end Parcels _os. _1 and 51-1/2, _ma Steole sad

- Charles Ja_sson.

sut_horoforo, it was ordered that the Le_l Department should, fS/o __ion "
--in tho proper Court against the ovnen of said properttos, to de_ tho

w_luo thereof. . •

The Board then considered, tho roport and reconondattons submitted on
Pro_ect No. _-t7_9(_), ProstonoBoar It_vor, in Frank_n County, and found that
eortalu lands hereinafter desox_bod aro-sought to be u_tred for right-of
wa_ purpomm in oonnoeti0n with tho rooonsta_etion of tho Preston-Dear RiVer
Kigkv_ boWoon Dayton and .Preston, being, t_o Sdlos in lon_th, and are no-
oossary for suoh _so, and fttr_hor, it _8 dotol_lnod that tho ktghg_ dep4rt-
nut, 8rid ovnor8 of sa_d lands hays boon _mablo to a&5_o on tho pmeohm
prtso, m a result of vh_ch, mid lands should.'_e_oondemned as follovs_.

D

Pareols Nos. 1-and 1-1/2, tho Fodaral Land Bank _s tho ownm" of tho N_
N_ of 8ootloa _, Tmmsh:l.p 15 South, Ran_o )9 East_ Boise Ho_ld_an 4-
Franklin County, uhtoh land t8 boin_ sold undor oontraot to. Carl Frw.

e
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Whittle is the owner of a _rtion of the SE_ ofParcel No. 2, Mabel

Section 20, Township 15 South, Range 39 East, Boise Meridian, in
Fr_in

i County.

-_ Parcel No. 8, Ephraim Bopworth is the ownerrof a portion of the

SW_S_ of Section 21, Township 15 South, Range 39 East, Boise Meridian, in
Franklin County.

@

Parcel No. 10, the Estate of Joshua Ral_ison, is the owner of a portion
of the SE_SE_ of Section 21, Township 15 South, Range 39 East, Boise Meridian
in Franklin County.

Therefore, it was ordered that the Legal Department should fiie condem-
nation suits in the proper Court against the owners of sai.d properties, to
determlne the value thereof.

Approval of the Official Minutes for removal of portions of old roads
from the State Highway system was withheld on account of Mr. Ellsworth,s
absence, as full Board approval is required _y l_w,

A review was made of the report of the District Engineer's recommendations
for revisions in the 1953, 1954 and 1955 construction programs as published.
Also, the State Highway Engineer mentioned the request of Mayor preston CapeLl
of Nampa that the part of US 30 between the underpass and the westerly entrance
to Nampa, be resurfaced. This is part of the work included in the 1954 pro-
gram as published. The Board indicated their willingness to add this section

_I of road through Nampa to the 1953 program.

The other requests such as substitution of the Round Valley-Cascade road
for the Glenns Ferry-East road, substitution of Ririe-Beeches Corner road for
work on US 91 north of Idaho Falls (Bassett-Roberts section), substitution of
work on the Grangeville-Craigmont road for the road programmed near Genesee
were discussed, but the Board decided to take no action until full Board wae
present.

_A list of maintenance betterment projects to be done by contract was also
_a_aitted to the Board; four of them estimated to cost about $630,000.00 to be
programmed with federal-aid as .interim" or -stop gap" projects. The remainder were _'_
for stockpiling, surface reconditioning, seal coating, etc. to be done without
federal-aid. The Board regarded the projects to be done with federal-aid as
essentially regular contract construction projects, which should have been
included in the overall list as published, and made the recommendation that
for next year,s programming, the District Engineers present their list and
comments prior to submission to the Board, as they were of the opinion that
some reason other than a recommendation from the District Bngineer_ Was _needed

to enable them_%_ ex_lai_ wh_ the !programwas changed after it had been pub-
lished and approved.

The discussion showed that the Board did not object to the squndness
of reason for attempting to get federal-aid on these projects; however, no
formal action was taken pending full Board.

I
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Several bridges were then discussed. The Bridge Engineer was present.

I t was suggested that the Rock Creek Bridge on S.R. 26, Twin Falls
South, be added to the 1953 program. The Bridge Engineer informed the
Board that this bridge needed to be redecked. It could be redecked with
tiaber, but it would be necessary to post the bridge £or about ten to eleven
toh loads. The work would have to be done as maintenance •and would cost

approximately twenty-five or twenty-six thousand dollars, and then would
still be an inadequate bridge. The other solution, and one.that was re-
c_ended _o the Board, would be to put on an open grating steel deck and
perhaps some new stringers, which would raise the capacity from an H-12
to H-15. It would probaly add twenty-five to thirty years to the life
of the bridge, and this iaproveaent would make it eligible for federal-
aid,.urban funds. The Bridge Engineer told the Board that the State in-

herited this bridge after the passage of the 1951 Highway Act, and _eause
of the location secondary funds could not be used; that urban funds would
have to be used. The People,s Canal-Snake River bridge on _S 26 was re-
commended to be added to the 1954-1955 program, and also the Owsley Canal
Bridge at Terreton on S,R. 28. The Bridge Engineer said that at the pre-
sent time the Owsley Bridge is a timber structure, but the stream is twice
as wide as it use to be and 8o it would be necessary to either add another
span or tear out the present span and put in a permanent concrete structure.
If a permanent structure was put in, federal-aid funds could probably_be
obtained.

The State Highway Engineer recommended that these bridges be put on
the program; however, he mentioned that the last t_ structures should be f-_
considered in the request for access money since they were in the area of
the Atoaic Energy Comnissi6n plant influences.

The Board felt that it was a sound program to make improveaent8 so that
federal-aid funds could be used, but they took no definite action as they
preferred to wait until the full Board was present.

Regarding the matter of the Forest Highway Program, the Board took no
action and suggested that the forest highway information be aade available

to them at the next meeting preparatory to the Joint forest highway program
meeting in.February between officials of the Bureau of Public Roads, the
Forest Service and Department of Highways.

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

Upon their return from lunch, the Board received by appointment Mrs.
Nora R. Towle and her son, Irving_ who discussed with the Board her claim
f_r__ resulting from the construction of Project F-2391(I), Rim to
Rim Bridge to Jerome Airport "Y_ on _S. NO. 93 _ Jerome Cotu_ty, _.....

Mrs. Towle had previously submitted to the department a _listof about
eight claims for damages in various ways to her property, Numerous dls-
cussions had been held with the _ontractor and officials of the _he highway
department.

December 19, 1952



Mrs. Towle explained in detail the situation and gave her reasons why
A she believed she was entitled to payment of these daaages.

The Board told Mrs. Towle that they were sorry this had worked out
so badly for her; and although such matters as this were handled by the
department; they were interested in her problem. They made no comtitment
to Mrs. Towle but refer_ed the matter t_ the State Highway Lngineerj and
informed Mrs. Towle that the department would go into the matter very ears-

to ascertain if and how the State was at fault. They assured her that
she would hear from the department as soon as a complete investigation
could be made and that they were sure she would receive fair treatment.

The Doard then received by appointment a delegation fron Caribou County.

The foll__rsons were presents

R. "C.Rich
Leonard K. Floes
E. V. Miller

N. F. Mo_oy
Fred M. Cooper_ St,ate Senator elect, Caribou County
Earl Ounnell, State Representative, Caribou County
A. R. Hopkins, Soda Springs Chamber of CoHmerce
A. L. Osburn, Chairman, County Ccumissionera, Caribou County
Louis Bitton, Conmissioner, Caribou County
W. J. Dredge, Co_missioner, Caribou County

j j/f/

The delegatxon discussed at length road improvements/on S.R. No. 34,
the.Gra_,s Lake Road, and especially stressed the importance of the inprove-
ment of about a seven mile section from the Blackfoot River to Henry.

The spokesman for the delegation pointed out to the Board the bad
condition of this road and the diffi____y in properlT naintaining it because
of the cinder surface on it. He mentioned the fact that since the residents
of Caribou County had agreed to place this road on the secondary system,
they were expecting so_ improvements to be done. He asked the Board if
something could be done to this section of road in the 1953 construction
season.

Mr. Hopkins, the representative of the Soda Springs Chamber of Colnerce
told the Board that at a recent meeting the Soda Springs Chanber of Comaerce
had gone on record as approving this section of road for ilprovenent during
1953. He then presented a detailed report showing the large amount of ton-
nage trucked over this road. He told the Board that approximately 7;000
head of cattle are grazed in Caribou County and about 3,000 head pass through
to Bonneville County during the summer, making a total of 10,000 head that
are moved on this stretch of road. The lamb shipments from Caribou County
amount to 332 car loads, of which approximatelu ninety per cent are shipped
by truck over S.R. No. 32. There are three saw sills and approxinmte_v one
and one-half nillion board feet of lwuber go over this roadj also; 3;000 tons
of h_v and 125 cars of grain. The Monsanto Chemical Compa_v p_ approximately
$200.00 Per day revenue on the ton-wile tax; and he mentioned the fact that
if this road was inproved; it was believed it would attract nuar_tourists.
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The Board inforned the delegation that inproTetuent of this section of
road had not been planned on the 1953 consta_otton progrma, but that th_

would give the matter oarefal consideration. ) [
U

Inprovaente on State Etghway 34, south of "SodaSprings in Caribou
and Franklin Counties ta the town of Preston and the proposed underpass
under the main line railroad connecting S.R. No. 3h about a half mile
east of Soda Spring| with U.S. 30 N. were dis_slmd.

The delegation pointed out the need of all of these ta_ovement_ how-
aver, the_ 8_ssed the faot that the_ felt the most urgent one was the
section of road from the Blackfoot PAver to Henry. They said the people
at Henr 7 had to depend on the road 81noe they were thirty miles from the
railroad, and requested that, if poudJale_ they be given a definite an-
mr as to what could be done on this sectten next year.

The Board informed the delegation that they zecognised the need of
all of these improvements, but as they looked at the picture as a whole,
there were a good na_ highways of the sue nature. They. said they would
give them no definite answer at this tie, but that _hey would look into
the matter very omfal_ and see what they could Justify on the Orey,8
Lake Road at this time, and they would not:L_,the Coun_ Comiseioners of
their decision. The Board requested that the departmm_ _arnish them a re-
port of the status of this road as far as plane and surveys were concerned.

The Board then considered a letter addressed to Hr. ILtch _ Kr.
• g. A. Dufford_ Vice President of the Idaho portland Cement Coupa_ at _-_

/nkom, relative to the Arim_Dmme_ section of U.8. 91-191, which Hr.
Duftord stated va8 des_d for cenerete pavenent.

The State Highway Engineer informed the Board that he had dAscussed
this matter with Hr. Dufford by telephone and had advised him that at the
present time the department was making investigations relative to a pro-
position of placing upon this road a cement treated base with a bla_ top
as the materials in tha_ area nay be of ouch nature that such a project
world he not only eatisfaetori/_but considerabl_ cheaper. He said that
he told Hr. Dufford that the department would advise him of their-findAags
as soon as the investigations were completed.

The Board then gave eonslderation to a letter frem the Collissioners
ef the Troy Highway Distrlet requesting that the Kendriek-Troy q_d_l_e_road be
added to the State highu_y aystel. It eas the unaninous opinion of.the
Board that this .road la_ked the statewlde traffic service neeasSal_ to
qualify it as a state highway. They instructed that a letter be written toe
the Cc_tselonere of the TFoy Highway District informing thee that sines
the funds available to the department of highways to meet iuaediate and
long range needs of the present state highway system are too small in re-
lation to the needs, the Board at the present tine.can*_gee no JuotAfication
for adding further ni_eage to the highw_ systa; however, if arrangements
could be made whereby Highway District funds or other local funds could

be provided for hatching federal-aid secondary f_nd_, the Board would be

• pleased to recommnd an allocation of federal fund8 for this road.
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--- The Board reviewed a report from the Assistant Attorney General re-

garding the status of _ state parks and roadside developments in Oregon as
related to the Oregon Highway Department. The Chairman of the Board re-

quested that a special file be set up to make inforaation available to
the legislature regarding and distinguishing between .roadside parks- and
.state parks-.

Consideration was given to a letter received from Mr. Darwin D. Brown,

Attorney at Pocatello, written on behalf of Mr. Rhoads and Mr. Smith, in
reply to a letter received by them from the State Highway Engineer concern-
ing a proposed layout of Truckersville in Power County, Idaho. In previous
correspondence, Mr. Rhoads and Mr. Smith had requested a permit for access
to the highway at Truckersville and had explained that the purpose of Truck-
ersville was to provide a place for transcontinental trucking operations
that would have the the availability of a one-stop repair and lay-over point.
In a letter to Mr. Smith on December 9, 1952, _he department informed him
that when the right-of-wa_ was purchased through this area for the new
+state highway, all access rights from abutting property were also secured,
and since no residential or commercial developments existed on this par-
ticular section at the time of purchase, definite points for service as

farm approaches only were designated. Other than these and intersecting
roads currently existing, all deeds specified that no additional approaches
would be permitted.

In his letter, Mr. Brown stated that in September of 1952p Mr. Rhoade
and Mr. Smith had discussed their plans for the construction of Truckersville
with members of the highway department and when access rights were discussed
no indication was given that right of access would be refused. Mr. Brown

requested that the matter of permitting this access to the highway to Mr.
Rhoads and Mr. Smith be given further comsideration.

The Board took no action at this time regarding this request, but in-
structed the State Highway Engineer to have a further study made of the
situation and pointed out that if ar_ commitments were made by members of
the highway department, they should be taken into consideration.

THEREUPON, the Board adjourned until 8:30 o,clock A.M. om Saturday,
December 20, 1952.

SATtq_DAY- December 20, 1952

pursuant to adjournment, the Board reconvened at 8:30 o,clock A.M. on
Saturday, December 20, 1952, with the Board Members from Districts 2 and 3,
the State Highway Engineer, and the planning Officer-Acting Secretary of the
Board present.

The Board reviewed a letter from Mr. Robert D. Werner of Orofine, who

was writing on behalf of his brother-in-law, J. Arlie Bryant, a Contractor
who ha_ had a contract with the State for _urnishing crushed rock and cover
coat material in stockpiles adjacent to Highways US-95 and State 5, near
Tensed and St. Maries, and who had been assessed damages because of his
failure to complete the work within the original contract time. Mr. lerner

', ++ requested that this matter be given reconsideration.
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The 5tats Highway Engineer e:plained to the. Board that these danage8 _._
were assessed against the Contractor duo to the fact that he failed to _ t
begin work when instructed to do so and that a check of the records in-
dicated that the State was severely daaaged by his failure to produce
the material within the _ stipulated in the contrast, and, as a con-
sequence, it was necessary for the State to readjust its _tntenance
schedule and to use other less desirable naterial.

The Bo£rd was of the .opinion that this was an administrative matter;
- therefore_ they referred Hr. k_ner,s letter to the State Highw_ Engineer

for action and rep]_.

During the October Board meeting, oonslderation was given to letters

_. _eived from _r. Tho_ Heath of the Franklin County Sugar Ccmpa_ at
. _eston_ wherein Mr. Heath had requested that the highwa_ department con-

tribute the sun of $1,000.00 toward the cost of a dan which was built in the
finger of Five-_e Creek to prevent further _rosion, At that time,

Kr. Heath was informed that as a _tter of policy, the Board found it in-
possible to oompl7 with his request.

In a letter t6 the State Highwa7 _ngineer under date of December 16,
19_2, Mr. Baath protasted quite vlgoreuslT the State's refusal to allot
$1,000.00 to thd_onstructlon of this dmt, and requastad that the state
give this hatter further consideration.

The _a_d was still of the opinion that they Could not comply, with _
M8 request; _erefore, they directed that another letter he, wmAtten te
}_ H_ath, .eaq_d.aining an detail the de_,s polAey _Ath rqard
.much8ta_actures. The Chairnan of the Board stated that he wo_ld _.
tact _r. Heath by tel.ephone ahd would explain the sit_atio_ f_rther.

In an infor_l discussion, Hr. Rich and Hr. Flesh _entioned the _ -
approyal Of the plans for improving the Riggins-4_ltebird section of the
Salnon River North. The Cheirnan of the Board was soaewhat eritical of
the substantial amoun$ of funds which b_m been spent and is being spent
on the Lewis and Clark Highwa_.-

_ Hr. Hame_l'ey net with the Board md reported that. the new accounting
system would be rea_ and started the first of the year. He also told
them that the projected 1_3 budget would, be pre_ented to them for their
approval at the January mooting.

T_PON_ the Board adjourned until their ne_t regular meeting on
Wedneedey,Januar 21, ..

R. C. aXC ,Chalrma.....
Board ef Highva_ Directors

Bolas, Idahe ["I
21 Oaauaz7 19_;3
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