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Local Transportation and Land Use Agencies are working together to identify a future
roadway corridor across southern Canyon County, known as the Canyon County Western
Route. The Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) working to identify this
important corridor consists of the following agencies:

o NampaHighway District No. 1
o Canyon Highway District No. 4
o City of Caldwell

o City of Nampa

o Canyon County

The corridor identification project extends from State Highway 45, near Bowmont Road,
to State Highway 55 (Karcher Road), near Chicken Dinner Road. It is anticipated that
the corridor will traverse across southern Canyon County, south of Lake Lowell. To the
east, the Canyon County Western Route Corridor will tie into Nampa Highway District’s
Bowmont Road Corridor and Ada County Highway District’s Kuna-Mora Corridor,
ultimately making a connection to Interstate 84 near the Blacks Creek interchange. To
the west and north, the Canyon County Western Route Corridor will tieinto an
unidentified corridor that could extend to State Highway 20/26 or Interstate 84, west of
Caldwell.

The TAC hasidentified the following objectives for the Canyon County Western Route
Corridor:

o ldentify aroute for R/'W and Corridor Preservation

0 Provide an alternative route that complements and relieves existing east/west
routes in central and northern Canyon County

0 Accommodate future growth

0 Accommodate future Land Use transitions

0 Provide Treasure Valley connectivity and continuity

This corridor project isin theinitial stages of development. The TAC encourages input
from the public. Asthe project progresses, thisinput will prove invaluable to selecting a
corridor alignment option that meets the stated objectives.

The final outcome of this corridor project will be the identification of an alignment option
that connects State Highway 45 to State Highway 55 (Karcher Road). Then, as
development occursin the vicinity of the corridor, appropriate preservation can be
accomplished.



The Transportation Advisory Committee has held numerous meetings to develop the
alignment options for presentation to the Public. The following isabrief summary of the
process and accomplishments to date:

Identified the Transportation Advisory Committee

o NampaHighway District No. 1, Canyon Highway District No. 4, City of
Cadwell, City of Nampa, Canyon County

Identified the study limits

o Highway 45 near Bowmont Road at the southeast end

o Highway 55 (Karcher Road) near Chicken Dinner Road at the northwest
end

Identified available information
0 Assessors maps, Highway District & City maps, GIS data (public lands,
waterways), traffic data, agency boundaries

Identified the project goals and objectives (see bullet listing on previous page)

Identified alignment option evaluation criteria (see attached Alignment

Options Rating Criteria Instructions)

0 Waeighting factors for each criterion were also developed. A factor of 1is
used for basic evaluation criteriaand afactor of 5 is used for the most
important criteria.

Identified ten potential alignment options (see attached exhibit showing ten
alignment options)

Evaluated and prioritized potential alignment options using the devel oped
evaluation criteria (see attached Alignment Options Rating Summary)

Identified four alignment options for public comment
o Alignment options2,3,5& 8

Prepared for public meeting



CANYON COUNTY WESTERN ROUTE

ALIGNMENT OPTIONS
RATING CRITERIA INSTRUCTIONS

Meet General Project Goals = 1-3, 1 for an alignment option that does not meet any
of the established project goals and 3 for an alignment option that meets or exceeds
all the identified objectives.

The TAC hasidentified the following goals/objectives for the Canyon County
Western Route Corridor:

o ldentify aroute for R/W and Corridor Preservation

0 Provide an alternative route that complements and relieves existing
east/west routes in central and northern Canyon County

0 Accommodate future growth

0 Accommodate future Land Use transitions

0 Provide Treasure Valey connectivity and continuity

Safety = 1-3, 1 for an alignment option with extreme safety concerns and 3 for an
alignment option with minimal safety concerns.

Anticipated Costs = 1-3, 1 for an alignment option with a high overall cost and 3 for
an alignment option with avery low overall cost.

Constructability/Feasibility = 1-3, 1 for an alignment option that poses significant
construction difficulty and 3 for an alignment option that requires simple and basic
construction techniques (consider the difficulty in construction necessary to meet
the established design criteria, environmental requirements, permitting
requirements, etc.).

Right-of-Way Issues = 1-3, 1 for an alignment option with major right-of-way
acquisition and issues (# of parcels, size of parcels, usefulness of remaining parcels,
etc.) and 3 for an alignment option with minimal right-of-way acquisition and
issues.

Land Use Impacts = 1-3, 1 for an alignment option that promotes undesirable land
use transition (alignment options that encourage growth in areas that are intended to
remain agricultural for example) and 3 for an aignment option that promotes
growth and land use transition in accordance with current land use planning.

Private Infrastructure Impacts = 1-3, 1 for an alignment option that would require a
significant number of relocations or removal of private infrastructure (residences,
outbuildings, fencing, domestic wells, agricultural operations, etc.) and 3 for an
alignment option that has minimal impacts to private infrastructure.

Magjor Environmental Considerations = 1-3, 1 for an alignment option that has
significant environmental concerns (Deer Flat Wildlife Management area, landfills,
wetland areas, historical properties— SHIPO) and 3 for an alignment option that has
minimal environmental concerns.



Bridge & Structure Requirements = 1-3, 1 for an alignment option that requires
numerous bridge structures or piping of canals and 3 for an alignment option that
requires few or no new bridge structures (consider environmental and permitting
issues as well as the ling term maintenance costs).

Irrigation Impacts = 1-3, 1 for an alignment option that includes a significant
number of impacts to irrigation facilities (irrigation pivots, canal relocations,
creating dry ground, etc.) and 3 for an alignment option that has minimal impacts to
irrigation facilities.

Scenic Byway Impacts = 1-3, 1 for an alignment option with significant negative
impacts to the scenic byway and 3 for an alignment option with positive impacts to
the scenic byway (consider providing access to the scenic byway verses overlapping
the scenic byway).






