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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This document contains proposed recommendations for infrastructure, policy, and planning items. The
recommendations are based on review of current and on-going projects and plans, public input,
stakeholder interviews, and analysis of existing conditions and policies. As the first comprehensive
bicycle and pedestrian plan for the Mat-Su Borough, the recommendations tend to be broad and
address the most needed changes for improving the walking and biking conditions. Subsequent
updates to this plan will likely examine more detailed and localized issues after the bulk of these
recommendations have been addressed.
In instances where a recommendation is based on a design project currently in process, we have erred
on the side of inclusivity. This is because roadway projects that include non-motorized facilities will
often remove the non-motorized facilities if the construction budget cannot accommodate all aspects
of the project.
Implementation of these recommendations may include additional studies, analysis, or engineering
design such as:
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•

Traffic analysis

•

Right-of-way mapping and analysis

•

Bicycle or pedestrian counts

•

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) considerations

•

Wetland delineations or other environmental assessments
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1.0 RECOMMENDATIONS
The proposed improvements in this report were developed through a combination of public input,
stakeholder interviews, a review of current and planned projects, a review of policies and regulations, and a
GIS analysis of traffic volumes, network connectivity, and crashes involving bicycles or pedestrians.
The infrastructure recommendations do not reflect full engineering design and will need to go through the
appropriate engineering process (e.g., design study report). Additionally, all recommendations assume that
right-of-way (ROW) is available or easily obtainable to accommodate the proposed facility.
The recommendations are organized by type – policy, infrastructure, or additional studies/data collection. All
of the recommendations are presented with a description, the rationale/justification for the
recommendation, a time frame indicating priority, and a planning-level cost estimate.
Table 1 - Recommendation organization
Recommendation

Description

Rationale

Name of the proposed improvement, policy, or
program

What the recommendation
includes

Why is this being
recommended

Time frame
Near-term (0-5 years)
Mid-term (6-10 years)
Long-term (>10 years)

1.1 POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS
Policies to facilitate bicycle or pedestrian infrastructure and maintenance provide accountability and ensure
that all user groups are accommodated in the transportation system. Policies can also improve the planning
process by prescribing preferred facilities through design standards.
Table 2 - List of Policy Recommendations
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Recommendation

Description

Rationale

Time frame

Facility design
standards

Develop standard
drawings and
specifications for
bicycle and pedestrian
facilities

A standard design gives engineers a basis for nonmotorized facility design. A standard design also
helps with cost estimating and ensuring consistent
infrastructure across the borough, which provides
users a consistent experience which translates to
fewer crashes

Near-term

Complete Streets policy

Craft a Complete
Streets policy that
includes all users

A Complete Streets policy establishes an approach to
planning, designing, operating, and maintaining
streets that enable safe access for all people who
need to use them

Near-term, following
MPO formation in 2023

Snow clearing policy

Adopt a snow removal
policy for nonmotorized
infrastructure across
the borough and across
jurisdictions

Removing snow from paths, sidewalks, and road
shoulders provides year-round use for all users

Near-term

Recommendation

Description

Rationale

Time frame

Maintenance policy

Adopt a general
maintenance policy for
non-motorized
infrastructure across
the borough and across
jurisdictions for debris
removal, sweeping, and
pavement patching

Gravel and other debris on sidewalks and pathways
can impede many non-motorized users including
wheelchairs or other assistive devices, narrow-tired
bicycles, and rollerblades and skateboards.

Near-term

Subdivision regulations

Revise MSB Code to
include pedestrian
infrastructure when
subdivisions are
created ; delineate
between urban and
rural contexts

Current MSB subdivision code (Title 43) requires
consideration of ‘walkways’ but does not require their
dedication or construction. Code language that is
more stringent would require pedestrian facilities be
included in the subdivision and thus help eliminate
the creation of new gaps in the non-motorized
network every time a new subdivision is created.

Near-term

Adopt Vision Zero
program

Coordinate the
adoption of the
international Vision
Zero program

Vision Zero seeks to reduce fatalities and serious
injuries while ensuring mobility for all

Mid-term

1.1.1

FACILITY DESIGN STANDARDS

The MSB is currently developing design criteria for roadways and pedestrian facilities. There are several
documents that may aid in this effort, including:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

1.1.2

AASHTO Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities
AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities
NACTO Urban Street Design Guide
NACTO Urban Bikeway Guide
NACTO Transit Street Design Guide
FHWA Bikeway Selection Guide
FHWA Guide to Improving Pedestrian Safety of Uncontrolled Crossing Locations

COMPLETE STREETS POLICY

Complete Streets is an approach to planning, designing, building, operating, and maintaining streets that
enables safe access for all people who need to use them, including pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists, and
transit users of all ages and abilities (Smart Growth America).
According to Smart Growth America, an ideal Complete Streets policy includes the following:
1.

2.
3.
4.
6
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Vision and intent: Includes an equitable vision for how and why the community wants to complete its
streets. Specifies need to create complete, connected, network and specifies at least four modes,
two of which must be biking and walking.
Diverse users: Benefits all users equitably, particularly vulnerable users and the most underinvested
and underserved communities.
Commitment in all projects and phases: Applies to new, retrofit/reconstruction, maintenance, and
ongoing projects.
Clear, accountable exceptions: Makes any exceptions specific and sets a clear procedure that
requires high-level approval and public notice prior to exceptions being granted.

5.

Jurisdiction: Requires interagency coordination between government departments and partner
agencies on Complete Streets.
6. Design: Directs the use of the latest and best design criteria and guidelines and sets a time frame for
their implementation.
7. Land use and context sensitivity: Considers the surrounding community’s current and expected land
use and transportation needs.
8. Performance measures: Establishes performance standards that are specific, equitable, and
available to the public.
9. Project selection criteria: Provides specific criteria to encourage funding prioritization for Complete
Streets implementation.
10. Implementation steps: Includes specific next steps for implementation of the policy.

1.1.3

SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS

Street design is a function of the subdivision process in many areas of the MSB. Planners, elected officials,
and developers play a large role in the accommodation of pedestrians and cyclists. A typical subdivision
ordinance covers many issues affecting pedestrian and cyclist mobility, such as:
•
•
•
•
•

Street design and layout
Block length
Allowable grades
Sidewalk design
Lot design and size

Subdivision regulations typically provide more detail on specific design principles1 such as:
•
•

•
•

•

1.1.4

Requirements that developers include pedestrian accommodations early in the site planning
process so that local planners can coordinate with other planned transportation improvements
Pedestrian-friendly street design principles, including reduced curve radii, reduced street width,
accessible street crossings, limitations on the use of cul-de-sacs, traffic calming design measures,
accessible sidewalk standards, and street lighting standards
Requirements for street and sidewalk design that include enhanced connectivity between adjacent
residential, commercial, and institutional developments.
Requirements for commercial developments that place parking to the rear or side of the lot, set
maximum limits on amount of parking, encourage shared parking, and direct access to the front of
the building from sidewalks and nearby transit connections
Requirements for commercial developments to provide pedestrian connections between buildings
on-site and to adjacent properties

SNOW CLEARING

Removing snow from pathways, sidewalks, and bike facilities is critical to ensuring these facilities are
available year-round. Current policies focus on the roadway and consider the non-motorized components as
secondary. A coordinated effort between road maintenance authorities (e.g., DOT&PF, cities) to identify
priority bike and pedestrian routes should be undertaken. The effort should outline snow removal criteria
(e.g., amount of snowfall before clearing begins) and equipment needed to remove snow. Memoranda of
Understanding (MOU) may be needed to provide efficient snow removal from adjacent facilities that are
maintained by different entities.

1
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Source: AASHTO Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities

1.1.5

GENERAL MAINTENANCE POLICY

Removing debris and conducting routine maintenance (e.g., crack sealing) along pathways and sidewalks is
important to ensure these facilities are available to all users. A coordinated effort between road maintenance
authorities to identify priority bicycle and pedestrian routes should be undertaken. MOUs may be needed if
non-motorized facilities are maintained by a different entity than the adjacent roadway.

1.1.6

VISION ZERO PROGRAM

Vision Zero is a strategy to eliminate all traffic fatalities and severe injuries while increasing safe, healthy,
equitable mobility for all. The strategy focuses on reduced speed limits for automobiles in urban areas and at
intersections. Vision Zero is a data-driven approach. Implementing a Vision Zero program in the MSB would
require cooperation and coordination between the borough, cities, DOT&PF, and health advocates.
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1.2 INFRASTRUCTURE RECOMMENDATIONS
The following section presents potential facility types to be constructed. A list of specific locations and
facilities follows the facility descriptions and applications (Table 3).

1.2.1

SEPARATED, SHARED-USE PATHS

Shared use paths are bikeways that are physically separated from motor vehicle traffic by an open space or
barrier. They can be within the highway ROW or within an independent ROW. Path users may include typical
upright adult bicyclists, recumbent bicyclists, bicyclists pulling trailers, child bicyclists, inline skaters,
skateboarders, kick scooter users, pedestrians, and people using wheelchairs. Shared used pathway design
is similar to roadway design, but on a smaller scale and with lower design speeds.
The MSB has a significant network of shared-use paths that accommodate a variety of non-motorized users.
Shared use paths are abundant across the borough due to the prevalence of high-speed, high-volume
roadways that serve as transportation corridors. Figure 2 shows the relationship between speed, volume,
and bikeway facility selection. Figure 1 shows a typical cross-section for an ideal two-way shared-use path.
There are paths within the MSB that are narrower.

Figure 1 - Typical cross section of a two-way shared use path (AASHTO Guide to Bicycle Facilities, 4th Edition)
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Figure 2 - Preferred bikeway type for urban, urban core, suburban, and rural town contexts; FHWA Bikeway Selection Guide
Shared use paths may be an acceptable design solution in lieu of separated bike lanes where space is
constrained, and the project is in land use contexts where both walking and/or bicycling volumes are
relatively low and are expected to remain low. The shared use path may be located on one or both sides of
the street, depending upon bicycle and pedestrian network connectivity needs. As volumes increase over
time, the need for separation between bicyclists and pedestrians should be revisited. Where land use is
anticipated to add density over time, right-of-way should be preserved to allow for future separation of
bicyclists and pedestrians (FHWA Bikeway Selection Guide).

1.2.2

SIDEWALKS

In areas where a pedestrian route is needed along a roadway to provide access between public buildings or
facilities, shoulders are not usually appropriate as pedestrian facilities, particularly where vehicular traffic
travels at higher speeds. In such cases, a full sidewalk or paved path should be considered (Guide for
Planning, Design, and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities).
Sidewalks, provided on both sides of the street, are the preferred pedestrian facility. Where one side of the
street is undeveloped, sidewalks may be provided only on the developed side of the street. The minimum
clear width for a sidewalk is 4’, not including any attached curb, and all sidewalks must be constructed with at
least this clear width (Guide for Planning, Design, and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities).
10
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In downtowns and near schools where pedestrian activity is expected to by higher, pedestrian facilities
should be wider to accommodate comfortable spacing between pedestrians. Sidewalk design should also
consider ease of winter maintenance without comprising the safety, comfort, or usefulness of the facilities.

1.2.3

ROADWAY CROSSING TREATMENTS

Frequent, visible crossings are an important part of the walking and bicycling network. A lack of safe
crossings may prevent people from walking, cycling, or taking transit.
There are many different options for providing safer pedestrian crossings, ranging from simple, unmarked
crosswalks to pedestrian-activated beacons. The design is based on conditions such as number of lanes
being crossed, traffic volumes, land uses, pedestrian volumes, and location on a Safe Route to School,
among others.
Engineers should refer to the Alaska Traffic Manual and use their judgement in deciding on an appropriate
crossing treatment.

ENHANCED CROSSING DESIGN TYPES
Enhanced crossing treatments are those that provide a crossing at a location that does not otherwise meet
typical signal justifications. Enhanced crossing treatments include rectangular rapid flashing beacons
(RRFBs), pedestrian hybrid beacons, or High Intensity Activated Crosswalk (HAWK) beacons.
The Alaska Traffic Manual should be used to select the appropriate crossing treatment, along with
engineering judgement and consideration of published best practices (e.g., NCHRP Research Report 562:
Improving Pedestrian Safety at Unsignalized Crossings.)

INTERSECTION CROSSING DESIGN TYPES
Every intersection is a legal crossing for pedestrians. However, many crossing locations may not feel safe or
comfortable for all user types. Thus, the appropriate crossing design will promote walking when pedestrians
feel safe crossing the road. Crossings should include high-visibility striping for motorist awareness, as well
as a pedestrian signal head that indicates when pedestrians should wait or cross. Instances of channelized
right-turn lanes or roundabouts require additional considerations such as those presented in NCHRP
Research Report 834.
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Table 3 - List of facility recommendations
Recommendation

Time frame

Smith Road
Extension pathway

Provide a pathway connection between
the Old Glenn Highway and the
recreational trailhead access

This is project is part of the 2021
Transportation System Package

Near-term

2.

Fill the gap in the
Old Glenn Highway
path between Sodak
Circle and Knik
River

Connect the separated pathway on Old
Glenn Highway between Sodak Circle
and Knik River

This is project is part of the 2021
Transportation System Package

Near-term

4.

5.

49 State Street
separated path

Construct a separated pathway along
49th State Street between Bogard Road
and Palmer-Wasilla Highway to connect
with separated paths on both of those
roadways

Tex-Al Drive path

Add a separated pathway the length of
Tex-Al Drive, including the new
connecting segment proposed in the
2021 Transportation System Package

th

Edgerton Parks
Road and Mountain
Trails Drive path

Extend a separated pathway from
Palmer-Fishhook Road to the
Government Peak Recreation Area
trailhead along Edgerton Parks Road and
Mountain Trails Drive

No dedicated bicycle/pedestrian facility
between two major corridors.
This is project is part of the 2021
Transportation System Package
The connection between the east and west
segments of Tex-Al Drive would provide a
major east-west corridor in this area of the
borough.

Near-term

Near-term

This is project is part of the 2021
Transportation System Package
A pedestrian/bicycle facility would connect
the Palmer-Fishhook Road to the Government
Peak Recreational Area.

Near-term

This is project is part of the 2021
Transportation System Package
This fast-growing area of the borough needs a
connection between the Trunk Road pathway,
the Glenn Highway, and the Little Susitna
Bridge.

Palmer-Fishhook
Road Separated
Path

Provide a separated pathway from the
Glenn Highway to Little Susitna River
Bridge linking to the heavily used Trunk
Road pathway.

7.

Fern Street path

Provide a connection between KGB Road
and Fairview Loop in this fast-growing
portion of the borough

This is a project in the 2021 Transportation
System Package

Near-term

8.

Bogard Road
separated path

Provide a dedicated pathway on this
busy road between Trunk Road and
Seldon Road

2017 MSB Long-range Transportation Plan

Near-term

9.

West Karen Street
separated path

Provide a separated pathway along this
busy corridor to connect the Meadow
Lakes Community Center with Pittman
Road

The Meadow Lakes area is a fast-growing area
of the borough. This project is in the 2021-22
MSB Capital Improvement Plan

Mid-term

Provide a connection north from the
Church Road separated path that ends
at Spruce Avenue to Schrock Road

This project is part of the 2021-22 MSB
Capital Improvement Plan

Mid-term

6.

10. Church Road
separated path

DRAFT

Rationale

1.

3.

12

Description

Near-term

This is a project in the 2021 Transportation
System Package. The Fishhook
Comprehensive Plan also identifies this need.

Recommendation
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Description

Rationale

Time frame

11. Schrock Road path

Provide a connection from Church Road
to the Little Susitna River to connect the
Pittman Road, Church Road, and Parks
Highway Master Circle trail system

This project was identified in the 2021-22
MSB Capital Improvement Plan

Mid-term

12. Vine Road
separated path

Construct a separated path along the full
length of Vine Road from KGB Road to
Parks Highway

This project is part of the 2021-22 MSB
Capital Improvement Plan

Mid-term

13. Meadow Lakes Loop
Road path

Connect Parks Highway separated path
to the intersection of Pittman Road to
accommodate bicycles and pedestrians
along this significant corridor in a fastgrowing area of the borough

This fast-growing area of the borough does
not have a bicycle/pedestrian connection
between Parks Highway, Hollywood Road, and
KGB Road. This would also connect to the
separated path on West Hollywood Road that
extends to Goose Bay Elementary School.
There were three serious bike/pedestrian
crashes on this segment between 2015 and
2019. This project is in the 2021-22 MSB
Capital Improvement Plan.

Mid-term

14. Pittman Road path

Provide a dedicated space for bikes and
pedestrians between the separated path
on Parks Highway all the way to Church
Road

This busy road does not have any dedicated
pedestrian facilities.

Long-term

15. Inner and Outer
Springer Loops
shoulder widening

Widen the shoulders on both sides of
these roads to 5’.

This area is projected to grow significantly
over the next 20 years. There are no dedicated
bicycle or pedestrian facilities along these
roads. A dedicated facility would provide
connections between residential areas and
the core Palmer commercial area (via
Chugach Street sidewalks).

Near-term

16. Knik-Goose Bay
Road separated
path

Construct a separated path along KGB
Road from South Settlers Bay Road to
Malemute Run.

Extending the separated path from South
Settlers Bay Road to Malemute Run would
provide a safe facility for pedestrians and
cyclists along this high-volume, high-speed
road in a fast-growing area of the borough.

Mid-term

17. Fairview Loop path

Extend the separated pathway along
Fairview Loop from Top of the World
Court to South Abby Boulevard.

This fast-growing region of the borough would
benefit from a non-motorized facility that
connects the separated path at Top of the
World Circle to South Abby Boulevard. The
facility would service residential areas, an
elementary school, and a recreational area.

Mid-term

18. Parks Highway
separated path

Continue the separated pathway from
Willow north to Talkeetna Spur Road.

There is no dedicated facility north of Willow
that connects to the separated path along
Talkeetna Spur Road.

Long-term

Recommendation

19. Glenn Highway path

20. Glenn Highway path

21. Wasilla-Fishhook
Road

Description

Rationale

Time frame

Provide a separated path along Glenn
Highway from Scott Road to PalmerFishhook Road.

Extending the separated path north from
Scott Road to Palmer-Fishhook Road would
connect neighborhoods to schools and the
commercial center of Palmer. This would
complete a loop if a Palmer-Fishhook Road
path is constructed. This need is also
identified in the Palmer Comprehensive Plan

Mid-term

Develop a separated path along Glenn
Highway between Jonesville Road and
Palmer-Fishhook Road.

Provide a separated pathway along
Wasilla-Fishhook Road from Seldon
Road to Palmer-Fishhook Road

Connecting Palmer-Fishhook Road to the
separated path at Jonesville Road in Sutton
would provide connectivity between Sutton
and Palmer.

Mid-term

This facility is also proposed in the Palmer
Comprehensive Plan
There is no constructed bicycle/pedestrian
facility north of Seldon Road. A dedicated
non-motorized facility extending to PalmerFishhook Road would create a loop that
connects dozens of subdivisions throughout
this fast-growing area. Additionally, this
connection was identified in the

Mid-term

Fishhook Comprehensive Plan.

22. Bodenburg Loop
shoulder widening

Widen the shoulder on the north side of
Bodenburg Loop Road between Old
Glenn Highway and the Butte trailhead to
six feet to accommodate cyclists and
pedestrians

The Butte Trail is a significant recreational
destination. Connecting the trailhead to the
Old Glenn Highway path would fill the gap
along Bodenburg Loop.

Near-term

23. Maud Road path

Construct a separated pathway along
Maud Road from Old Glenn Highway to
the end of the paved portion of Maud
Road.

Development in the area has increased traffic
on Maud Road. The road is narrow with narrow
shoulders. A separated non-motorized path
would connect residential areas to the Old
Glenn Highway path.

Mid-term

Provide a separated path along Seward
Meridian between Palmer-Wasilla
Highway and Board Road.

Healthcare facilities along Seward Meridian
generate considerable vehicular traffic. There
is no dedicated bike/pedestrian facility north
of Palmer-Wasilla Highway. A separated path
would connect to the path along Seward
Meridian south of Palmer-Wasilla Highway
and provide connections to an elementary
school, businesses, and healthcare facilities.

Near-term

Provide a pedestrian crossing at this
unsignalized intersection

Pedestrians and cyclists heading south on
Gulkana Street must cross Arctic Avenue to
reach the separated path on the south side of
Arctic. Traffic on Arctic does not have to stop
at the intersection with Gulkana Street.

Near-term

24. Seward Meridian
Road path

25. Arctic Avenue at
Gulkana Street
crossing

14
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Recommendation

Description

Rationale

Time frame

26. Arctic Avenue at
Valley Way crossing

Provide a pedestrian crossing of Arctic
Avenue at the intersection with Valley
Way.

There are no crossing facilities at this busy
intersection that is not signalized. South
Valley Way is a destination for walkers, bikers,
and skateboarders, as it has a separated path
and skate park.

Near-term

27. Arctic Avenue bike
lanes

Provide bike lanes on both sides of Arctic
Avenue between Glenn Highway and
South Airport Road.

There are no dedicated bike facilities on the
west end of East Arctic Avenue. Existing
sidewalks should be used by pedestrians only.
The shoulder is very narrow and doesn’t not
accommodate safe bicycle travel.

Mid-term

28. South Gulkana
Street crossings

Provide pedestrian crossing facilities at
South Gulkana Street intersections with
East Dahlia Avenue and East Elmwood
Avenue.

The large recreational fields between
Elmwood and Dahlia are a destination for
pedestrians and cyclists coming from
neighborhoods east of South Gulkana Ave.
Gulkana Ave traffic does not have to stop at
these intersections and bushes/shrubbery
make it difficult for motorists to see
pedestrians.

Mid-term

29. Seward Meridian
Parkway crossing
treatment

Provide a pedestrian crossing at the
intersection with East Blue Lupine Drive
to connect the separated path on Blue
Lupine to the Seward Meridian pathway.

Seward Meridian is a high-volume roadway
with no traffic control at the East Blue Lupine
intersection. Pedestrians and cyclists using
the separated path on Blue Lupine must cross
6 lanes of traffic to reach the separated path
on Seward Meridian.

Mid-term

Improve the pedestrian crossing
facilities at this intersection.

This intersection is one of the busiest in the
MSB. Currently, pedestrians must cross seven
lanes of traffic in either direction to move
between the busy retail/commercial areas.
Additional study is needed, but potential
solutions may include pedestrian refuge
islands or leading signal intervals.

Near-term

31. Crossing treatment
at Wasilla-Fishhook,
Kalli Circle, and
Carpenter Circle

Provide an enhanced pedestrian
crossing treatment at this busy
intersection.

Iditarod Elementary school is on the east side
of Wasilla-Fishhook Road and there are no
pedestrian crossing facilities between the
school and neighborhoods and after-school
programs on the west side. Wasilla-Fishhook
Road traffic does not have to stop at this
intersection although there are school zone
flashers and reduced speed limits.

Near-term

32. Springfield Road
pathway

Convert Old Trunk Road/Springfield
Road to a pathway along Wasilla Creek
from Katherine Road to Bogard Road

This connection provides a north-south
pathway between residential areas and
existing pathways.

Mid-term

30. Crossing
improvements at
Parks Highway and
Palmer-Wasilla
Highway

The following recommendations include multiple improvements around each school. For full details, please review the 2014 Safe Routes to
School (SRTS) Plan, 2021 MSB Transportation Bond, and 2021 DOT SRTS Audits
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33. Knik Elementary

See audit report

DOT SRTS Audit

Near-term

34. Shaw Elementary

See audit report

DOT SRTS Audit

Near-term

Recommendation
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Description

Rationale

Time frame

35. Meadow Lakes
Elementary

See audit report

36. Butte Elementary

See SRTS Plan

2014 Walk zone Inventory and
Recommendations SRTS Plan

Near-term

37. Finger Lake
Elementary

See SRTS Plan

2014 Walk zone Inventory and
Recommendations SRTS Plan

Near-term

38. Pioneer Peak
Elementary

See SRTS Plan

2014 Walk zone Inventory and
Recommendations SRTS Plan

Near-term

39. Snow Shoe
Elementary

See SRTS Plan

2014 Walk zone Inventory and
Recommendations SRTS Plan

Near-term

40. Sutton Elementary

See SRTS Plan

2014 Walk zone Inventory and
Recommendations SRTS Plan

Near-term

41. Tanaina Elementary

See SRTS Plan

2014 Walk zone Inventory and
Recommendations SRTS Plan

Near-term

42. Willow Elementary

See SRTS Plan

2014 Walk zone Inventory and
Recommendations SRTS Plan

Near-term

43. Houston Middle
School

See SRTS Plan

2014 Walk zone Inventory and
Recommendations SRTS Plan

Near-term

44. Teeland Middle
School

See SRTS Plan

2014 Walk zone Inventory and
Recommendations SRTS Plan and DOT SRTS
Audit

Near-term

45. Wasilla Middle
School

See SRTS Plan

2014 Walk zone Inventory and
Recommendations SRTS Plan

Near-term

46. Iditarod Elementary

See SRTS Plan

2017 Walk zone Inventory and
Recommendations SRTS Plan Addendum

Near-term

47. Big Lake Elementary

See SRTS Plan, MSB Transportation
Bond, and DOT audit report

2021 MSB Transportation Bond, and 2014
Walk zone Inventory and Recommendations
SRTS Plan, and DOT SRTS Audit

Near-term

48. Reddington Jr/Sr
High School

See SRTS Plan, MSB Transportation
Bond, and DOT audit report

2021 MSB Transportation Bond, and 2014
Walk zone Inventory and Recommendations
SRTS Plan, and DOT SRTS Audit

Near-term

49. Den’aina
Elementary

See SRTS Plan, MSB Transportation
Bond, and DOT audit report

2021 MSB Transportation Bond, and 2017
Walk zone Inventory and Recommendations
SRTS Addendum, and DOT SRTS Audit

Near-term

50. Machetanz
Elementary

See SRTS Plan, MSB Transportation
Bond, and DOT audit report

2021 MSB Transportation Bond, and 2017
Walk zone Inventory and Recommendations
SRTS Addendum, and DOT SRTS Audit

Near-term

51. Larson Elementary

See SRTS Plan, MSB Transportation
Bond, and DOT audit report

2021 MSB Transportation Bond, and 2014
Walk zone Inventory and Recommendations
SRTS Plan, and DOT SRTS Audit

Near-term

52. Colony Middle
School

See SRTS Plan, MSB Transportation
Bond, and DOT audit report

2021 MSB Transportation Bond, and 2014
Walkzone Inventory and Recommendations
SRTS Plan

Near-term

DOT SRTS Audit

Near-term

Recommendation
53. Talkeetna
Elementary

17

DRAFT

Description

Rationale

Time frame

See SRTS Plan, MSB Transportation
Bond, and DOT audit report

2021 MSB Transportation Bond, and 2014
Walkzone Inventory and Recommendations
SRTS Plan, and DOT SRTS Audit

Near-term

1.3 PROGRAMS AND PLANNING RECOMMENDATIONS
Table 4 - List of Programs and Planning Recommendations
Recommendation

22

DRAFT

Description

Rationale

Time frame

Cost

Publish a bicycle and
pedestrian map

Develop and publish a simple, foldout map that depicts bicycle and
pedestrian facilities.

A regularly updated map
can promote cycling and
walking. Additionally, it can
be an educational tool for
informing the public on
rules of the road.

Mid-term

$7.5K

Conduct annual
bicycle/pedestrian
counts at key locations
across the MSB

Using a network of volunteers,
conduct annual counts at major
intersections and along significant
transportation corridors.

Need baseline data to
monitor use of network.

Near-term, following
MPO establishment in
2023.

N/A

Conduct a level of
service assessment for
bicyclists and
pedestrians

Using the Highway Capacity Manual’s
methods, determine the level of
service for major transportation
corridors for both pedestrians and
cyclists.

A level of service
assessment will help
identify issues along the
bicycle and pedestrian
network that can be
addressed in future plans.

Mid-term

$25K

Conduct an ADA
assessment in core
areas

Perform a reconnaissance study of
curb ramps, curb slopes, detectable
warnings, clear spaces, and other
operable parts to determine
compliance with ADA requirements in
the core areas of the MSB.

An ADA Assessment will
help identify issues that
need to be addressed

Mid-term

$25K

Develop a wayfinding
plan

Prepare a comprehensive wayfinding
plan for core areas of the MSB that
includes look and feel standards,
pedestrian- and vehicle-scale
signage, standard specs, and
locations for wayfinding elements.

A strong wayfinding plan
will help promote walking
and cycling for both
residents and visitors, as
well as help walkers and
cyclists find their
destinations.

Mid-term

$75K

Convene a nonmotorized task force

Form a task force of mobility
advocates that represent walking,
biking, transit, the mobility impaired,
seniors, and other groups to advise
local agencies on mobility issues

A task force of volunteers
will give additional public
opportunities for input on
the non-motorized system
and bring issues to the
forefront

Near-term, following
MPO establishment

N/A

Conduct a greenbelt
pathway
reconnaissance and
feasibility study

Assess the feasibility of creating a
greenbelt pathway in the core urban
areas of the borough to identify
locations, costs, environmental
issues, and property ownership

A greenbelt pathway
network would provide
opportunities for locals and
visitors to travel across the
core urban area in a
separated, natural setting.

Mid-term

$100K

