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 7 miles north of Lake 
Coeur d’Alene 

 5 miles north of I-90 

 Located  15 miles of 
Washington/Idaho 
border 

 City represents ~10% 
of county population 

 Part of the Kootenai 
Metropolitan Planning 
Area 
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Background Stats: 

 

Area of city today is 
~9 sq. mi. 

 

Total area of city & 
ACI  is ~15 sq. mi. 

 

Build-out population 
for city & ACI is 

~37,500 
 



City of Hayden 2007 Strategic 
Transportation Plan 

 

ÅFollowing completion of a Comp 
Plan Update, City under took 
Strategic Transportation Plan 

 

ÅSought to plan for transportation 
in support of the rapidly growing 

City’s  future land use plans 

 

ÅIntended  plan to be consistent 
with regional transportation plan 

 

ÅPlan also basis for impact fee 
update 

 

  
  







KMPO Model 
Å  

 

 

 

ÅOnly recognizes roadways 
on federal functional 

classification map 

 



KMPO Model 
Å  

 

ÅAnalyzes land use 
(population & employment) 
in very large Traffic Analysis 

Zones (TAZ) 

 

 

ÅBased upon “reasonable” 
20 year projected growth as 

assigned by MPO 



Hayden Model 

ÅRecognizes arterials, 
collectors & ALL local 

streets 

 

ÅHayden window in 
KMPO with enhanced 

data set 

 

ÅRequired that local 
streets be added into 

the model 

 

ÅRequired additional 
turning movement 

counts  





Hayden Model 
  

 

 

 

 

ÅAnalyzed existing land use 
(population & employment) 

using smaller, sub-TAZ 

 

 



Hayden Model 
  

 

ÅCompared 2005 data to a 
build out analysis  for City & 
ACI, based upon Comp Plan 

Future Land Use Map 

 

ÅUltimate traffic and 
required improvements 

based upon build-out 
analysis for City & ACI 



 Model used to establish the Planned Transportation 
System that would support build out as based upon 
the Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use 

 Street Standards to guide required improvements  
for private development and public projects 

 Transportation System Capital Improvement Plan  
for City 

 Local Travel Demand Model  

 





 Serves as basis for City project prioritization and 
budgeting 

 Served as a basis for Circulation Impact Fees  

 Included cost for capital improvements required 
to support City build-out, minus existing 
deficiencies & developer required improvements 

 Total cost divided by all anticipated new vehicle 
trips 

 Fees assessed per dwelling unit and per 
commercial vehicle trip at the time of building 
permit issuance 









 Enhanced land use and local transportation system 
data allows for: 

 Evaluation of impacts of proposed developments 
system-wide rather that thru a keyhole;  

 Accurate evaluation of potential transportation 
system improvements;  

 Informed decision-making regarding public 
projects and required improvements of 
development; and, 

 Evaluation of impact of alternate land use 
assumptions on required transportation system 
improvements  

 
                 



 Enables Transportation Strategic Plan to be a “living 
document” 

 

 Model updated annually to account  for: 

 Newly constructed system improvements 

 New commercial constructions 

 New residential developments, as they are 
approved (pipeline projects) 

 Periodically update traffic counts and turning 
movements 

                 



Model updates allow for: 

 

 Re-prioritization of capital improvement program & 
required improvements  based upon actual patterns 
of development  

 

 Concurrency valuation of development proposals 
with consideration of all pipeline projects to 
determine: 

 Consistency with transportation plan 

 Adequacy of the existing transportation system  

                 



 For proposed projects generating 100 or more 
directional trips during weekday pm peak hour at 
build out; 

 

 For proposed projects generating an estimated 750 
average weekday vehicle trips at build out; 

 

 If project proposes altering a planned system 
improvement 

 

 Comprehensive Plan amendments  

 



 Need to assess if planned system improvements are 
adequate at build out; 

 

 If system failures identified: 

 Long term failures may require amendments to 
the Transportation Plan and impact fee plan; 

 Short term failures may require improvement (or 
payment) by the developer for project to be 
approvable (extraordinary impact) 



 Need to assess if planned system improvements are 
adequate at build out; 

 

 If system failures identified: 

 Long term failures may require amendments to 
the Transportation Plan and impact fee plan; 

 Short term failures may require improvement (or 
payment) by the developer for project to be 
approvable (extraordinary impact) 



 If system failures are identified at project build out: 

 Possible mitigations evaluated for adequacy 
include: 

ĞUltimate planned system improvement; and, 

ĞInterim improvement. 

 Mitigations to be constructed (or funded) by 
developer 

 If mitigation is an impact fee project, Developer 
may be eligible for an impact fee credit  for cost 
over and above his proportionate share  
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 Proposed subdivision on 32.58 acres 

  

 78 residential lots 

 

 Average lot size of 13,068 sq. ft. 

 

 Average density of 2.39 lots per acre. 

 

 Area planned for 2.5 units per acre. 

 





 The only new level of service (LOS) failure that 
would arise as a result of  this development 
occurred at the intersection of Government Way 
and Lacey Avenue 

 

 According to that report “Only a small volume of 
eastbound left turning traffic is facing high delay.  
The severity of the failure is minimal.  In addition, 
the contribution from the proposed development 
on this failure is minimal.  There is no mitigation 
recommended at the Government Way and Lacey 
Avenue intersection.” 

 



 Highway District recommended improvements to include 
widening on Buckles Road at the intersection to allow for a 
center turn lane 

 

 Concurrency Analysis identified an LOS C at this intersection, 
with this development 

 

 Improvements to this intersection are addressed in the 
impact fee CIP; therefore, the proposed development’s 
proportionate share of the cost of improvements at this 
intersection resulting from growth are addressed through 
impact fees charged to the developer at the time of building 
permit issuance. 

 



 612 acre mixed use development proposal 

 3 Phases, with build –out projected for 2022 

 Land uses to include: 

Å1,833 residential  dwelling units ; 

Å148,000 square feet of retail space; 

Å72,000 square feet of office space;  

Å Community facilities to include: 

ĞA grade school; 

ĞParks and playfields; equestrian trails; 

ĞPublic safety facility ; and, 

ĞA community center. 

 







 Not concurrent with long range transportation plan 

 Concurrency & mitigation completed on each of 3 
phases 

 Had to incorporate background growth for each of 
the phases: 

  Phase 1 build projected 2014 

 Phase 2 build out projected for 2018 

 Phase 3 build out projected for 2022 

 Mitigations recommended for each phase 
had to be build into each subsequent model 







 Phase 1: 

 

ÅApplicant to pay proportionate share of Wyoming 
Avenue/US 95 Signal Installation 

 

ÅWyoming Avenue & Government Way signal installation 

Å If not already funded, striping for US 95/Lacey Avenue 
access restriction 

 



 Phase 2: 

Å If not already constructed or signalized, upgrade of 2-way 
Stop at Ramsey Road & Miles Avenue to a 4-way stop; 

 

ÅWidening of Lancaster Road to allow for additional 
eastbound lane from Government Way to 500 feet east of 
the proposed Commercial Street 

 

Å Improvements to eastbound Lancaster, from US95 to 
Government Way to allow for additional eastbound lane 
(including cost of additional ROW acquisition) 

 



QUESTIONS? 


