Public Review (60 day) Draft Comment/Response Table

Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
Al ith high trati f Alaskans 50+ given high ights for health and
Health & re 'areas w U o' askans EREN ST v_vag sforneaith an This analysis counsiders people over 65 and under 18 as .
1 AARP 64 . equity? Although they may only constitute 9% of the area population, they are vulnerable S . . No action.

Equity . . vulnerable users and highlights areas with these populations.

users with high health needs
The NMP did not specifically target people 50+ years of agein it's
ublic invlolvemeFr:t I‘I'Ihis c\:)uldg ofent[i)all be‘{ionein agfultu:e Include action item in

. Have Anchorage residents 50+ specifically been targeted for outreach? How can AARP AK P X P v : implementation chapter to

2 AARP 81 Public Support . . NMP update. The plan could also recommend specific e R

help to facilitate this outreach? . . K . A . specifically target people 50+in age
implementation actions to target peoplein this agegroup in N
. L for education and outreach.
future education and engagement activities.
What about connectivity to housing or between housing and employment or housing and
schools? We know that older Alaskans are desirous of housing that allows them to have The NMP incorporated housing proximity into the demand

8 AARP 64 Connectivity L . X g . . P . g'p' y . No changerecommended.
needed amenities within a walkable distance. https://aedcweb.com/project/anchorage- analysis that was used to prioritized projectsin the NMP.
housing-survey-report-2018/

Older Americans are the fastest growing group of cyclists. Bicyclists age 50 and over

pedaled an estimated 2.6 billion mileson 830 million ridesin 2009 (the latest figures

available), according to the U.S. Department of Transportation's National Household Travel

Survey. That's way up from 1995 when peoplein that age group covered less than 400

million mileson 175 million rides. Bicycleriders age 70 to 79 alone made 147 million trips

in 2009; those 80 and over took 13 million trips by bike. Accordingto acomprehensive

survey released in March 2015 by PeopleForBikes: 19 percent of Americans 55 and older . .

4 AARP 28 Th td t ask f fic ch to the NMP. No ch ded.
rodeabikein 2014, asdid 27 percent between the ages of 45 and 54 and 34 percent of all s comment does not ask for a specific changeto the 0 change recommende
people over the age of two. 17 percent of older Americans reported riding a bicycle for
recreation, seven percent rode as a way to get around and five percent said they bicycled for
both transportation and fun. The survey showed that bicyclists age 55-plus hit the road and
trails more often than any other adult group with 42 percent riding more than 25 days a
year. https://www.aarp.org/livable-communities/getting-around/info-2015/bicycles-bike-
riding-older-adults/

All maps need to have a more visible way of distinguishing proposed connections, existing All maps already show proposed connections, which are

5 ADOT&PF General f:onnections, a'nd connection gaps'. This would make it easier to lsee whe're'FrTe existing ) connectir}gto e'xislting connections. These' prt')posed Mo e R
infrastructureis, and would make it clearer where proposed projects/priorities are creating connectionssignify a gap that already existsin the
links. infrastructure.

Closing gaps in the existing infrastructure was a main focus of
Priority should focus on where the existing network has missing links over the creation of thisplan. Gap closure was incorporated into the data analysis
6 ADOT&PF General further discontinuous segments. Missing links should also be priorities over upgrading that was used for project selection and prioritization. All No change recommended.
existing segments that already provide some use proposed projects look to close an existing gap and providea
more cohesive overall network.
Minor connections are proposed for Fig 5.1. Consider closing the gap around HIGH crash
areas. HIGH: Therearefour HIGH crash areas which could benefit the most from big
investmentsin parallel routes where lower Levels of Traffic Stress are available—these are
around 1) Muldoon, 2) Northern Lts/Benson, 3) Tudor & Lake Otis to Piper Street, and 4) Figure5.1 isthe prioritization matrix. Where are the proposed
. Dimond Boulevard. MEDIUM: There are also at least 8 other corridors wherea difficultand | secondary route connections. Also, we are getting conflicting AP
Fig5.1 . . - o [ ) - A ) Ask for clarification. Evaluate
Lo significant investment would be required within the existing right-of-way. Those could comments that are asking to reprioritized to high major road L .
7 ADOT&PF 66 Prioritized . . . . . K R priorities for major road and
Bicvele rank as MEDIUM (or LOW) investments due to the level of effort over time, if work can be connections like Northern Lights/Benson and at the same time secondary parallel roads
Corr\i/dors funded beyond routine 1R and 3R work. LOW (or MEDIUM) : There are 8 morecorridors reprioritize to high secondary connections that run parrallel to yp .
with relatively simpler low cost longitudinal BIKE investments possible, making them these roads.
stronger HSIP candidates. These can address sight distance, STOP bar sweeps, and buffers
where ROW exists. Might reverese LOW and MEDIUM priorities based on costs and right of
way complexity.
Tol5.2 Recommend adding a column to thetable for PRIORITY. Thiscould be on the left sideand
8 ADOT&PF 70 Bicycle g X Figure5.2 already has a priority column. No change recommended.

Projects

would be consistent with the ped project priority table (5.4).
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Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
. . . L . . Bicycles are allowed on sidewalks in some areas of Anchorage
Tbl 5.4 Bicycl k t d dewalks. Thisisfoll d by D t dewalks. Th
9 ADOT&PF 156 Icycleracks are mentioned on sidewalks Isistollowed by Downtown sicewals s although not in Downtown. This does not apply to bicycle No change recommended.

Sidewalks |isthe Pedestrian Facilities page. Isit clear bicyclesare allowed on these sidewalks?

racks, however.

What istheintended project priority for work on existing grade separations? Would this
bealineitem for an annualized program? There are over 50 structures about 50 yearsold in
place. In the next 20 years, AMATS will need to recognize investment plan to retain,

Tbl 5.4
10 ADOT&PF 97 Prioritization rehabilitate,z?r remove these structures. Thfs'has been occurringa'lreadyand should be .
(Projects) documented in the plan. Recommend describing where capital reinvestment come fromin

the AMATS funding plan. Itis much bigger than deferring to routine M&O. Consider
outlining 1) DOTPF Bridge program funding, 2) As 4R capital project budgets allow within
AMATS, or 3) by special appropriation, bonding when possible.

Figures, Tables

Staff agress and arecommended project to develop alineitem

grade separation improvement fund will be added to the plan.

Add recommendation to
'recommended programs'in Chapter 6.

Age9-13. Recommend "may require supervision depending on ability". ITE publishes
results of studies with age concernsup through age 11. Thisisan important factor used in
Thl 7.1 standards to evaluate school zone walking routes and choose traffic control devices. It
Pedestrians |introducesthe need to address non-engineering factors as MOA's Vision Zero designs a
system for all ages. No amount of design can make up for lack of supervision when thereis
alimitation to a pedestrian's ability to exercise reasonable and prudent judgment.

adl ADOT&PF 146

This chart does not have a source, at aminimum areliable
citation isneeded.

Altato review table 7.1 and providea
citation. Ifasource cannot be found
chart should be amended based on
cited ITE studies.

Last par. Cited distances are not agency standards. Please add a note that AMATS and
DOTPF does use 0 to 10 feet setbacks (urban) per Regional Details, and 0-8 feet (rural).
Clarification isrequired. Beyond the citation of this one AASHTO statement, thereis
balancing here the same as thereisin the buffer/railing discussion on this page. Sidestreet
STOP bar compliance and sight triangles are also critical at intersections. This means
sweeps are less than 5 ft and not as great as 24 feet occur in practice, due to multiple
citations and a DOTPF HSIP review of sweeps in Anchorage along arterials. AASHTO's Guide
(p. 5-43) does not recommend 24 feet of separation unlessit is far enough to becomea
separate intersection. Instead it encourages urban pathsto be "in close proximity to the
intersection" (p. 5-43).

Tbl 5.4

12 ADOT&PF 160 Shared Use

Pathway or
Sidepath

Staff agrees.

Add noteas requested.

Tbl 5.4 PROWAG R302.4 is not adopted for shoulders by DOTPF. Request this design feature (5x5
13 ADOT&PF 163 passing areas) be deleted as a shoulder requirement. Is AMATS prepared to implement 5x5
Shoulders |passingareas on multiuse shoulders throughout Anchorage? On the Hillside?

Staff agrees.

Add noteas requested.
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Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
Disagree with first sentence term "thoughtful roadway design". Thisterm hasunclear
meaning or definition. It seemsto imply the key problems with existing systems begin in
Design. Instead, pre-Design efforts and budgets are where the concerns for snow removal
arefirst created. First, Planning hasto enableimproved snow storage in the scope of work.
Second operating budgets must be enough to fund removal staff as well as equipment.
Otherwise the problem won't be changed by Design from the current road conditions.
When AMATS scopes and budgets are significantly constrained, without right of way
authorization, Designers hands are tied and unable to create the snow removal change
Tbi 5.4 desired. They have no space to accommodate snow storage. Lack of storage means the same
’ old snow buildup in areas where users want to be. This forces limited hauling of snow. Make update, with note that another
14 ADOT&PF 200 Maintenance X woulidupl W . Y W . ! . ‘m uling W Staff agrees. . UP. w .
Matrix Hauling a) costs extra operating money and time (both in short supply) and b) occurs well option isreallocation of ROW space.
after initial removal only a couple times per winter (Undesirable, but buildup must be
enough to justify hauling usually mid-season). Recommended change: “One of the most
efficient ways to facilitate timely snow removal is to plan, budget, and design for snow
storage. For existing corridors, this may require additional right-of-way from adjacent
landowners. Given both public and private owners are responsible for snow removal next
to theroad, the associated delays in hauling and pushing of snow onto each other’s work
areas areinevitable. Alarger public right of way space with agreement for a singular public
responsibility could make snow storage and removal more efficient and remove burdens
from the private landowner.”
Tbl 5.4 . . o
. Recommend a new right side STATUS column to show that we track the plan and achieve . . . .
Priority " N . - Staff will review pedestrian project
. theplan. Recommend "inadequate" not be a term of use without definition, replace or . . . s L
Pedestrian X L Making changes to the 2007 Pedestrian Plan is not within the table to makesureitisaccurateand
15 ADOT&PF 86 define. Implies unusable, unsafe, and should be closed, which is not the case. Recommend R X
Network — L . 0 . scope of this project. reflects any new proects that have
X Abbreviations and definitions at end of table to support notesin the "Description" and .
Projects (from |, " been completed since 2007.
Status" columns.
2007)
Tbl 5.4 Agree with the hierarchy of facilities based on roadway speed and traffic volume. Thisis
Bicycle consistent with typical project designs to date, and with the DOTPF Highway
16 ADOT&PF 157 N/A No change recommended.
Facility Preconstruction Manual's referencein Chapter 1200, to the 1994 FHWA guidance for / g
Selection Tool |different roadway user skill levels as ADT and speeds go up.
Tbl 5.4
Shared Use Asnoted, a5 ft buffer or arailing is not mandatory and requires balancing all needs. This
17 ADOT&PF 160 PetuEy @ has clearly not been acommon feature for most designs in Anchorage for various reasons N/A No change recommended.

Sidepath

noted as balancing.
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Analysis

Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment
1. Add section in the Executive
Summary to show examples of facility
types. This will help show that
enhanced shared roadways and shared
use paths are actually serving both
pedestrians and bicyclists. 2. Change
to color of existing facilities from grey
Staff agrees that thereis a perception that this plan prioritized to another color that stands out more.
Anchorage has a 4-5x larger ped fatality problem than bike problem. Ped fatality crashesare | . X X This will give plan observers a better
. . A . L . bicycles over pedestrians. We will recommend several changes . - .
18 ADOT&PF 61 higher per mile of facility investment than Portland or Salt Lake City. Thisindicates that in K R ) idea of how existing facilities are
. - - to help change this perception to show that pedestrians are . . e
terms of safety, pedestrian facilities should take priority. S connecting with proposed facilities. 3.
planned for equally in this plan. R i -
Bring the existing facilities map
forward into the executive summary
to betterillustrate where weare
starting from. 4. Include shared use
pathways and enhanced shared
roadwaysin pedestrian map. 5.
Includeicon for modes served in key of
both pedestrian and bicycle map.
Tbl 5.4 In the EImore Road figure shown - where are pedestrians accommodated (other side of Pedestrians are accomodated on the other side of the road
19 ADOT&PF 162 Equestrian [road)? Bicyclistsare not recommended. How about pedestrians? Can they usethe where the sidewalk is shown. The equestrian trail is open to No change recommended.
Trails equestrian trail? both bicyclists and pedestrians.
Recommend a joint meeting with AMATS Planning, MOA Traffic, DOTPF Traffic to review
project priorities related to HSIP safety rankings. Safety scores could be checked and
increased for projects mitigating top HSIP ranked pedestrian and bicycle areas. While HSIP
aligns with the high injury network figures and other barrier maps, the project priority
Chapter 5 (All) |tables do not align as well. The projects rank lower in areas of safety concern, or have many
Prioritization |missingareas. Raising project priorities for top ranked DOTPF HSIP corridors helps make a . N Request meeting to go over HSIP
20 ADOT&PF (Projects), |stronger case for federal HSIP funds. Those HSIP funds are value additive to current AMATS Request meeting to go over HSIP coordination. coordination.
Figures, Tables |allocation. HSIP hasrecently committed over $25 million to nomotorized projectsin
Design and Construction already. We can better attract future funds when the AMATS plan
aligns with HSIP rankings. Pedestrian crash areasin Anchorage are the primary safety
focuse, asthey have the greatest statewide share of nonomotorized seriousinjuries and
deaths historically.
Last sentence. Thefirst part of the recommendation - "improved crossings", remains a
AeeER possible goal. Downtown is a HIGH HSIP ranked area of crashes. There are always other
options, even though AMATS is aware Downtown has already had more investment in curb . I Request meeting to go over HSIP
21 ADOT&PF Downtown . . Request meeting to go over HSIP coordination. S
Plan bulbouts and frequent crosswalks than any other roads. Future options could include coordination.
increased lighting, pedestrian countdown timers, leading ped intervals, and flashing yellow
arrows for turns at key intersections.
Fig2.12 ]
22 ADOT&PE 23 High Injury No changerequested. Correlatesto HSIP PED Safety Ranks.pdf Request meeting to go over HSIP coordination. Request meetln‘gtoAgo over HSIP
coordination.
Network Map
Rga] Request meeting to go over HSIP
23 ADOT&PF 24 Level of Traffic |No changerequested. Correlatesto HSIP PED Safety Ranks.pdf Request meeting to go over HSIP coordination. coordination.
Stress
Fig2.17 .
24 ADOT&PF 26 Demand No changerequested. Correlatesto HSIP PED Safety Ranks.pdf Request meeting to go over HSIP coordination. Request nclzzt:giziiiover HSIP
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Fig3.3
Barriersand
25 ADOT&PF 42 Safety
Concerns
Webmap

No changerequested. Partially correlates to HSIP PED Safety Ranks.pdf. Partially
correlates to Chapter 2 Figures on Demand, Equity, but not strongly

Request meeting to go over HSIP coordination.

Request meeting to go over HSIP
coordination.

Recommend minor changes to Fig 4.1 after comparing with Fig 5.1. Arterial right of way
Fig4.1 widths are limited by public space available and cost to change. For thisreason, it makes
Recommended |sense to look for parallel opportunities. Alternative routes generally have more unused

Request meeting to go over HSIP

26 ADOT&PF 53 Request meeting to go over HSIP coordination.
Bicycle spacein Municipal ROW, lower coststo change, and more desirable Levels of Stress. See a glog coordination.
Network minor connections recommended for Fig5.1. These connections could improve HSIP BIKE
crash rankings of concern.
Fig5.4 Does not reflect all HSIP HIGH crash areasin the priority list. Request 4 HSIP HIGH PRIORITY
27 ADOT&PE 68 Prioritized [corridorslinetypesbe upgraded to ro red lines, to show HIGH PED needs on Gambell, RS S e P e P cerEREm, Request meeting to go over HSIP

Pedestrian [Tudor, Muldoon, and Seward Hwy per HSIP PED Safety Ranks.pdf, showing them as #1, #2,
Corridors  |#4, and #6 in the State. All are higher speed, higher volume highways of concern.

coordination.

Request MEDIUM Priority corridors match HSIP Top 25% statewide ranks: Add 4th Ave

Fig5.4 (full length), Lake Otis Pkwy (Dowling to Waldron), Northern Lts Blvd (Lake Otis to Bragaw),

28 ADOT&PF 68 Prioritized [Debarr Rd (Airport Hts -Boniface Pkwy), and Boniface Pkwy (Mayflower Cir to Glenn Hwy).

Pedestrian [Request upgrade to Medium Priority: ASt from 5th-6th Ave and Dimond Blvd, C St -
Corridors  |Vanguard/88th Ave.

Request meeting to go over HSIP coordination.

Request meeting to go over HSIP
coordination.

Tbl 5.2
29 ADOT&PE 70 Bicycle Recommend edits to list, deécriptions, or aRT column to show which segments have HSIP Rt i o me ever MR cosdieeg, Request meetin'gtoAgo over HSIP
X HGIH or MEDIUM crash rankings. coordination.
Projects
Tbl 5.3 Most HSIP Top 5% HIGH crash corridors are present, but not ranked as HIGH priority.
Priority Higher rank can increase chances to attract HSIP fundingifit is a data driven rank. . I Request meeting to go over HSIP
30 ADOT&PF 84 R t ting t HSIP dination.
Pedestrian [Recommend upgrading HIGH ped priority corridors based on their HSIP Program Ranks as equest meetingto go over coordination coordination.
Corridors  |noted on Fig 5.4, especially Gambell, Tudor, and Muldoon.
bl 5.3 Recommend adding seven more HSIP Top 25% MEDIUM ranked corridors. These were not
Priorilt already mapped on Fig5.4 . Thereason for listing them is that even though they have Request meeting to g0 over HSIP
31 ADOT&PF 84 Ay existing facilities, they are older facilities, and could beimproved fairly easily if the scope of Request meeting to go over HSIP coordination. 4 g Ag
Pedestrian . T o . A coordination.
. work was within the existing right of way and modified sight distance, and buffers. These
Corridors P . .
are highlighted in yellow in markupsto Table5.3.
Tbl 5.4 . .
Priorit Recommend top note or footnote referencing 2018 HSIP Rankings (10 yrs of data) as a
4y sourceofinput. Recommend deleting decade old HSIP rank #and either put in new ranks .
Pedestrian Request meeting to go over HSIP

32 ADOT&PF 86 or just cite "HSIP ranked concern". Request HSIP legal definition be placed at end of table.

Network
VEIWOrK |y definition applies to MOA, DOTPF, and AMATS use of HSIP crash ranks and
Projects (from recommendationsin thistable
2007) :

Request meeting to go over HSIP coordination.

coordination.

Strictly from a funding perspective, and deciding which projects are likely to go forward, it

33 ADOT&PF 62
would be valuableto include HSIP criteriainto the prioritization matrix.

Request meeting to go over HSIP coordination.

Request meeting to go over HSIP
coordination.

Skid resistance. FYl -an option to colored concrete can still beinlaid MMA. Thisstriping
material is showing acceptable skid results as good as minimum initial requirements, but
34 ADOT&PF 171 Tbl 5.4 after 3 years of winter testing at Spenard Rd and 36th Ave intersection. The key is maximum
Bicycle Boxes |aggregateis mixed in, isapplied to a hand mixed - hand applied material. The final research
report and specs remain to be written.

Staff agrees to add language about inlaid MMA here.

Add text about the usefulness of inlaid

MMA as an alternative to colored
concret in this section.

Tbl 5.4 Recommend listing other grade separations under AMATS consideration now - 92nd Ave
Prioritization |(not listed)and Midtown. There are more concerns for grade separation to consider from
35 ADOT&PF 97 . . . . . N .
(Projects), |past communuity discussion, but they do not havea homein this list, including at the Oean

Figures, Tables | Dock Rd freight crossing and the Tikhatnu/Glenn freeway crossing.

Staff agrees to incorporate these grade seperation projectsin
the NMP.

Incorporate grade seperation projects

including 92nd Ave, Ocean Dock Rd
freight crossing and the
Tikhatnu/Glenn freeway crossing.
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Request adding LOW Priority connections to plan for areas with significant land use, a
history of pedestrian/vehicle conflict and deaths, and yet recognizing significant delivery
hurdles and timelines affect priority. Theseinclude future grade separationsa) Campbell

Look at adding low priority pedestrian

Fig5.4 tionsto C bell Creek at Lak
36 ADOT&PF 68 Pric:gritized Crk at Lake Otis Pkwy (shown on p. 78, 109, 105, but not this Figure_), b)92nd Ave Staff agrees to look at adding low prioritiy connectionsin these CCL))tri]::E\AI/L\)/,nESJZidaAT: T(iekah;ieu l\a;lallat:
K (underway w/AMATS at Scooter Ave -to Dimond Mall complex), c) Tikahtnu Mall to areas.
Pedestrian . R Boundary, and Ocean Dock Road at
; Boundary (larger than Dimond Mall complex but no project), and d) Ocean Dock Road at
Corridors - X X . ) thenorthern ramps.
the northern ramps - (see the existing at-grade conflicts with an expressway design, freight
route).
Fig5.5 Look at adding priority connections to
Prioritized Seward Hwy Midtown (High), Gambell
tor! I% Request same changes ason Fig5.4: a) HIGH Priority at Seward Hwy Midtown, Gambell St. | Staff agrees to look at adding low prioritiy connections in these W . el b}
37 ADOT&PF 69 Pedestrian . St. (High), 4th Ave and rd Ave from
R B) MEDIUM Priority for 4th Ave, 3rd Ave from Gambell east to Post Rd, and A St 3rd to 6th. areas. R
Corridors: Gambell east to Post Road (Medium)
Downtown and A St 3rd to 6th (Medium).
Figa.1 : ) ) ) -
Recommended Afew smaller but important gaps in the bicycle network may be needed on this map. For Add existing road north of Tudor along
38 ADOT&PF 53 Bicycle example, ElImore N and S of Tudor Bike Lane drops, and 27th Ave perimeter alternatives to Staff agrees. Elmore and add bicycle facility north
¥ Northern Lts Blvd (more are shown in the Spenard Corridor Plan.) and south of here.
Network
Fig4.4 Recommend additional network be reflected as “primary corridors” and "secondary
Recommended |corridors", based on HIGH and MEDIUM crash rankings in HSIP PED Rankings. These crash .
39 ADOT&PF 57 Staff b We will make th h b
Pedestrian |areas most likely reflect demand as well. Consider adding 4th Ave (all), Mtn View Dr,, NE att agrees € will make these changes,
Network Boniface Pkwy, Lake Otis YMCA area, and Providence Drin UMed.
Two other gaps of concern are to/from housing to shopping and large employment in the
Fig4.4 P_ed networ!c These would include how desirable access_ isto major mall _generat_ors at . Add 92nd Ave and evaluate best
Recommended | Tikhatnu, Dimond Mall.  AMATS should already recognize 92nd Avenuein ongoing Design . . .
40 ADOT&PF 57 A R L . . . " Staff agrees. corridor designations around
Pedestrian [work. Beign simiar in scale, Tikhatnu should be reviewed for options. Pedestrians have Tikhatnu and Dimond mall areas
Network died trying to walk there, and have died in similar mall areas around the City. Walking ’
route planswould help.
Please restate the |ast sentence more similar to the 2nd paragraph for RRFB's on page 181.
This would more accurately reflect actual AMATS agency practice, and comply with
standards adopted by Statute (the MUTCD). "Critical" by itself can be misleading and
implies mandatory. It could lead to perception all crossings automatically benefit from a
traffic control device. Seethelanguage on page 181, par. 2, or clarify to be more clear on
this-theprocessisto “evaluate and improve crossings based on the findings". Example1:
The 10th Ave bike boulevard was evaluated this way by the City and State. It was found to
bead te without added i tsat thistime. Otherwisethe City” ject Id
e-a equate wi . outa ! el |rlnprovemen sa AIS ime, erwwg e City’s projec lwou Add "The selection and placement of
bein noncompliance with this statement as written. Example 2: Hightower Avenuein R .
. . - . . . . RRFBs are based upon an engineering
Girdwood illustrates the flexibility in device selection based on evaluation. Whilea . T
Thl 5.4 . . . . review of visibility, gaps, speed,
41 ADOT&PF 158 . pushbutton beacon system there made sense at one central location with more conflicts, it Staff agrees. . X
Bicycle X ; X X R . crossing length, and traffic and
did not get automatically applied to all other crosswalks in the community, norisit always N "
Boulevard . . . pedestrian volumes." to the last
recommended. They key is to evaluate conflicts - gaps, speed, visibility, volumes of .
. . . L . sentence under Bicycle Boulevards.
competing users, or basically how hard a crossing is to make and whether thisis the right
spot. Otherwise, building traffic control devices without a data driven evaluation and
analysis can lead to misuse, unintended consequences (sometimes crashes) and a waste of
limited resources. Just one device can cost $2500 to $10,000 per year to operate. Ifthere
were as many new pushbutton systems as there are grade separationsin Anchorage, the
annual AMATS operating budget implications are as high as $500,000 per year. Thereare
actually about 300 pushbutton signalsin Anchorage already, and these already cost over $2
million per year to operate.
3rd paragraph. Recommend the full title as 1988 Joint ARRC-DOTPF Policy for Rail- . .
Tbl 5.4 Change text here to include full titles
42 ADOT&PF 173 . ) Highway Crossings. Recommend citing ARRC Technical Design Standards are required as Staff agrees. 8 . . .
Rail Crossing mentioned in thiscomment.

well.
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. . — . - . . Add text below last bullet on 177 to
Recommend more clarification or modification of grade separation criteria. Given crossing . S
Tbl 5.4 . . . prioritize greenbelt crossings" and
. history in Anchorage, may want to modify DOTPF HPCM 1130.7 further to relax " R .
43 ADOT&PF 177 Undercrossing R Lo . . . Staff agrees. 'school crossings based on walking
requirementsto 1) prioritize greenbelt crossings and 2) school crossings based on walking
s . route plans at less than the 150
route plans at less than the 150 peds/hr listed. .
peds/hr listed.
It would likely be informative for the maps to include major bike/ped crossing barriers to Staff will look at including amap or
44 ADOT&PF General give a better picture of the real situation on the ground. Such barriersinclude major Staff agrees. description of signigigant
highways, creeks/streams, barricades, railroad (minus breaks for crossings) etc. bicycle/pedestrian barriers.
*Bragaw to U-Med
sCampbell Creek x-ing at Lake Otis
eElmore Bike lane (drops at MLK and Elmore —lack of facilities N of Tudor)
#27th Ave corridor/Festival Streets to Northern Lts Mall as per Spenard Corridor Plan Staff will include a map showing these
45 ADOT&PF General *Ped x-ing to major malls: Dimond and 92nd ave, Tikahtnu and Oklahoma Staff agrees. barriers to bicycle/pedestrian
ePed activity to and from airport crossings.
eTudorand C
eDimond and C
*0ld Glenn crossing
Bike boulevard routing at Minnesota and 27th Ave
Design Pleaseinclude 1988 Joint ARRC-DOTPF Policy for Rail-Highway Crossings and ARRC Staff will include this policy in our
46 ADOT&PF Guidance © i ¥ g Y & Staff agrees. . N policy
. Technical Design Standards. design guidance chapter.
Section
The Glenn pathway corridor through Chugiak-Eagle River has
Fig5.2,5.3 [Missing some major possibilities for gaps and conflicts along the Glenn pathway corridor been looked at and will be added to the new NMP draft. This Add Chugiak-Eagle River connection
47 ADOT&PF 67 Prioritized [through Chugiak-Eagle River and within Downtown Anchorage. Disagree this many miles comment does not suggest specific connections through along Glenn Hwy. Add moretime to
Bicycle can be prioritized and accomplished at a MEDIUM priority due to the volume/cost of the Downtown Anchorage. Staff recommends leaving the priorities theimplementation matrix for
Corridors  |work. Consider LOW prority for routes that have significant costs and ROW needs. asis, but adding more time for implementation for each medium and long term projects.
category.
Last sent -asan interim solution. Request clarification - exitingis not a forced option. . S - B
"o . . The problem is, most bicyclists don't view ramps as a "choice
Bicyclists may choose to proceed through on the roadway under vehicular rules of the R . . .
road, or are provided the option to exit to the nonmotorized facility and use pushbuttons option. Their lane dissapears and they are directed to move off
48 ADOT&PF 165 Tbl 5.4 ! P . P won . v . P theroad up onto to sidewalk. Staff does not feel comfortable No change recommended.
. and follow pedestrian rules of theroad." " Ramps may be retained to provide users of R . "
Bicycle Lane K . ) - . . R suggesting that aramp posesa choicerather than aroad design
various skill levels a choice at larger, busier intersections, just as is standard for X . X
N directive to the cyclist.
roundabouts.
AMATS has been working to clarify the signed routes. White/green BIKE ROUTE signs are
Thl 5.4 used where bike rules of the road apply, and black/white PATHWAY signs are used where This seems uneccessarily confusing. Why are there two signs for
49 ADOT&PF 163 Signed R;)utes regulatory ped rules of the road apply. We use two signs. Consider two figures. We have following therules of the road? Shouldn't rules of the road be No change recommended.
g many older BIKE ROUTE signs for curbed facilities that do not operate beyond ped rules. followed everywhere?
Our goal is to be clearer with the distinct use of these two signs.
Request edits to Connectivity and Safety scores as HIGH in HIGH crash areas, as Unfortunatley, at this point, reassigning and recalculatin
Thl 5.1 demonstrated by HSIP Program Ranking 2018 using a longer period of crash history to - . v . p o .g . & . &
N K ) o criteriavaluesin the prioritization criteria matrix is well beyond
50 ADOT&PF 64 Prioritization |accumulate more patterns. Request ped and bike projects/prioritiesin Tables 5.3, 5.4 be R ) R No change recommended.
. . . . . . the scope of our budget for this plan. We can look at making this
Criteria Matrix |assigned the full 5 points reflecting HSIP Top 5% HIGH crash areas and the full 3 pointsin changein afuture NMP effort
HSIP Top 25% MEDIUM crash areas. & :
Tbl 5.4
Priorit
Pe;e(;::'i:n Recommend updating Priority in left column. After a decadelater, many are out of date Updating the 2007 Pedestrian Plan project prioritization is not
51 ADOT&PF 86 Network and out of order since 2007. Would help by deleting number system and instead new within the scope of this project and would require a completely No change recommended.

Projects (from
2007)

ranking of HIGH, MED, LOW

new data analysis.
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Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
Figa.1 Comparing to Demand and Equity maps—pg 26, 30-31. Safety problems are prevented by We have had a number of comments about the priority of
Recorfm;ended meeting Demand. Currently Northern Light Blvd in this areais demonstrated asa MEDIUM | Nothern Light's Blvd and Benson roads. We will take another Look at reprioritizing Northern
52 ADOT&PF 53 Bicycle Bicycle Crash corridor of concern. IsFig4.1 missinga moredirect Bragaw Street look at reprioritizing these corridors from medium to high. Staff Lights/Benson to HIGH> Label ALL
Net\\//vork connection from northern neighborhoods to the largest opportunities for education and agrees that we need to add a connection from northern streets on ALL maps. Add connecttion
employment in the U-Med district? Thiswould appear to fit the plan goalsin Table1.1. neighborhoods to UMed area.
Adesign width of six feet is not as much of a concern for designated, marked, signed bicycle
lanes. However, consider if another paragraph for clarification can beadded. When not ; .
X wev ! I p‘ GrL |4| I . . AMATS would not be recommending bicycle lanes that are not
53 ADOT&PF 165 Tbl 5.4 designated, marked, and signed as a bicycle lane, 6 foot is a concern approaching major . . R No change recommended.
. . . L . . designated, marked and signaled as a bicycle lane.
BicycleLane |urbanintersections. Thisiswide enough siome motorists have been observed to
intentionally useit as an auxiliary vehicle turn lane.
bl 5.2 Over a dozen small additions are recommended to "complete" the routes of AMATS future
| rojects (see orange rows). These are alternative routes to HSIP ranked areas, and may not
54 ADOT&PF 70 Bicycle prol . ( A 8 ) R . . R “ e y Request meeting to go over HSIP coordination. No change recommended at thistime.
Projects occurifnot listed. Currently projects listed sometimes terminate “away” from the high
I injury network and do not complete the alternativeroute. ytable(5.4).
On the connectivity issue, we urge you to make sure your maps throughout this non- Text edits will be made to emphasize
Anchorage Parks Chapter 1 . . . , . . . L
55 . . motorized plan reflect the opportunities and gaps in Anchorage’s non-motorized Staff agrees that opportunities can be empahsized. opportunism in Ch 2 and 5 and added
Foundation (Introduction) X R X .
connections north to Eagle River and south to Girdwood. to the Executive Summary.
Anchorage Parks Chapter 1 We appreciate your consideration of equity, inclusion, health, safety, winter maintenance
56 e . P ; pp . 4y quity, ¥ N/A No change recommended.
Foundation (Introduction) |and connectivity.
Anch Park Chapter 2,4 & |TheM L IStheactivet tati twork spine fi hich tivit
57 nc orage. arks apter e Moose Loop ea.c ive transportation ne wor.spme I'OI’T'I\‘N ich connectivity N/A Mo el e
Foundation 5 expands to the mountains, to the sea and to every neighborhood in-between.
Alarge group of stakeholders and the broader Anchorage community are unified in this
branding effort. Ateam of volunteers from the Anchorage Trails Initiative, part of AEDC’s
Anchorage Parks Chapter2,4 & !:ivejvl\/o:kPIay effort_, .analyzgd connectivity route.sfor the Moose Loop and sett_led onan
58 Foundation 7 official” route. Participantsincluded representatives from Anchorage Economic N/A No change recommended.
Development Corporation, Anchorage Park Foundation, Bike Anchorage, Alaska Trails, Visit
Anchorage, health care, engineering and transportation professionals and new bicycle users
among others.
The Moose Loop is special because it safely connects Anchorage residents to each other
e s Chapter2,4 & thl_'ough dozens of parks and neighborhoods..Vt/eSl{pport all opportunities_tolink
59 Foundation 18 neighborhoods and parks together, whether it’s a sidewalk, soft surface trail, paved path, N/A No change recommended.
shared use pathway —any opportunity that still allows for winter maintenance so we can be
active year round. There are many opportunities to make these types of connections.
Identifying the barriers to connectivity and working to resolve them requires
Anchorage Parks Chapter2,4 & communication, coopera.tion aer partnershipsAbetwefen stateand local agencies‘and
60 Foundation 30 departments—parks, traffic, engineering, planning, neighborhoods, elected officials and N/A No change recommended.
leadership. The Anchorage Park Foundation is ready and willing to be an active participant
to improve our active transportation infrastructure.
Open Streets/Parklets/Pop ups (p. 132): We strongly support any pilot projects that
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2,4 & |promote connectivity. There are opportunitiesin many neighborhoods across Anchorage,
61 132 N/A No changerecommended.
Foundation 31 including those organized by Anchorage Downtown Partnership and those identified in the / 8
Spenard Corridor Plan for festival streets.
Winter Maintenance (p. 134): Again, as a Winter City Anchorage needs a serious plan to
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2, 4 & |keep our roadways safe for all users year-round. We applaud Anchorage Parks and
62 134 N/A No change recommended.
Foundation 32 Recreation for the work they did on the Moose Loop trails this year. The traffic data proves / &
theincreasein use throughout 2020.
The Anchorage Park Foundation is proud to be a part of the CDC’s Active People, Healthy
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2, 4 & [Nation campaign to get 27 million more Americans active by 2027. We look forward to
63 s P paigl g Y N/A No change recommended.

Foundation
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working with you to implement this active transportation plan to make Anchorage more
active and healthy, together.
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Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
Winter maintenance continues to be a concern for bicycle and pedestrian safety. We urge X
. R . R ) Include the development of a Winter
Anchorage Parks Chapter 1 the creation of a task force to look at funding solutions so we can have a healthy winter city I
64 ) - I ) ) ) Staff agrees. Task Force as a near term action item
Foundation (Introduction) |that prioritizes active transportation year-round on both city and state owned/managed . . . .
in theimplementation matrix.
streets.
We request that Anchorage’s Moose Loop shared use pathways- the Coastal, Campbell,
Chester and Ship Creek trails - AND the streets that connect them, be identified on all the
ted and prioritized existi d d bicycle network. The M
maps.asa con_nec e a?n priori m_e _exns. ingan prc?pose_ icycle nef wc_nr . e Moose Staffwill add these recreational
Loop isthe pride and joy of our existing investment in active transportation infrastructure.
Anchorage Parks Chapter2,4& | . L . Lo . . networks to our overall network maps
65 . Itis safe, it is used heavily, and branding it as the Moose Loop is compelling and memorable. Staff agrees. L .
Foundation 5 . . . s and distinguish them as community
It helps the public identify a reference point for how to better connect their daily resources
destination routes to that system. It also serves as a destination trail to attract and retain a '
quality workforce to Anchorage, making us more competitive and increasing prosperity for
all.
Include coordination with the
. . . municipal traffic department and
Werecommend the green BIKE ROUTE signage be strategically added to the city/state
Anchorage Parks Chapter2,4 & 8 gnag 8 Y v/ ADOT&PF to add green BIKE ROUTE
66 X streets between the shared use pathways so people feel comfortable that they are on the Staff agrees. . X
Foundation 8 signage to strategic network
correct route. . Lo .
connection areas, as an action item in
theimplementation table.
Below isthelist of streets that we request signage, starting counter-clockwise from mile 0.0 Include this list of streets as areas to
Anchorage Parks Chapter2,4 & A . . . .
67 Foundation 9 at thestart of the Tony Knowles Coastal Trail (at the Downtown intersection of 2nd Staff agrees. incorporate green BIKE ROUTE signage
Avenue). All are Municipality of Anchorage (MOA) streets except where listed. in above action item.
Tony Knowles Coastal trail travels south for 10.5 miles to Kincaid Park Chalet and Raspberry
Rd.
¢ Raspberry Road from Kincaid Park Chalet to Sand Lake Road Include thislist of streets as areas to
Anchorage Parks Chapter2,4 & . L . .
68 . ¢ Sand Lake Road south to Dimond Boulevard (state maintained road) Staff agrees. incorporate green BIKE ROUTE signage
Foundation 10 R R . Lo
¢ Dimond Boulevard east to Jewel Lake Terrace (state maintained road) in above action item.
 Jewel Lake Terrace north one block to 88th Avenue (where it enters the Campbell Creek
Trail)
Campbell Creek Trail travels east and south for 7.5 miles, mergesinto the Chester Creek
Trail, crosses the
bridge at Northern Lights Boulevard at East High and connects to Russian Jack Park at Pine
St. Thisis
also theintersection where people may choose to take the Chester Creek Trail west to
Westchester Lagoon. Include this list of streets as areas to
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2,4 & . . . .
69 Foundgation P 11 Anchorage Park Foundation comments on AMATS non-motorized plan Staff agrees. incorporate green BIKE ROUTE signage
* Pine Street/McCarrey Street north to Mountain View Drive (some signage exists) in above action item.
* Mountain View Drive west to N. Lane
o N. Lane Street % block through Louie G. Mizelle Park to Peterkin Blvd.
o Peterkin Bike Boulevard (signage already exists) to Meyer Street
* Meyer Street south % block to Richmond
¢ Richmond Ave west merges into Ship Creek Trail at Tyson Elementary School
Ship Creek Trail travels west for 2.5 miles to the intersection with N. C Street Includethis list of streets as areas to
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2,4 & | N. C Street (state maintained road) to W. 1st Ave . .
70 Staff agrees. incorporate green BIKE ROUTE signage

Foundation
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e W. 1st Avenue/Christensen to W. 2nd Ave.
¢ W. 2nd Avenue merges on to Tony Knowles Coastal Trail

in aboveaction item.
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Other Priority Projects:
On the network development and prioritization issue, we are supportive of all efforts to
increase opportunities for safe corridors, particularly those that connect to the Moose
Loop.
71 Anchorage Parks Chapter 2,4 & |The Moose Loop active transportation infrastructure connects dozens of parks with Staff agrees Make the "Moose Loop" a high priority
Foundation 13 restaurants, erees. project.
shops, schools and attractions throughout the city. We would like you to consider giving a
higher priority to the roads that connect to the Moose Loop so thereis a seamless,
protected
corridor to walk, bike and roll to daily destinations.
Momentum is building for the vision of an Alaska Long Trail, similar to the west coast’s
Pacific Crest Trail. Work has begun to build this connected trail from Fairbanks to Seward,
including portions of the Iditarod National Historic Trail, and we don’t want Anchorage to
miss out on being part of that connected system. From the North, we want to connect Include lanauage in the plan to give
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2,4 & |Mirror Lake to the Glenn Highway trail to the Moose Loop access point in Mountain View, 838 P g
72 . R ) . e Staff agrees. extra support for the Blue Route listed
Foundation 14 which connects to the Ship Creek Trail and revitalization efforts downtown and at the small in this comment
boat launch. We are strongly supportive and appreciate of AMATS' high prioritization to ’
connect the Ship Creek Trail to the Tony Knowles Coastal Trail. We support the proposed
Blue Route that would extend the Ship Creek Trail west from C Street to the small boat
launch area and beyond to connect with the Coastal Trail at Elderberry Park.
Add "Work with the Anchorage Parks
The Alaska Long Trail will also connect to Anchorage from the south. Thereare only a few . g .
IR o R - Foundation to develop connections to
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2, 4 & |missing links remaining between Girdwood and Anchorage along the Seward Highway to ,
73 . . L Staff agrees. the Moose Loop's Campbell Creek and
Foundation 15 Potter Marsh. From Potter Marsh we would like to help you prioritize the safest - L .
. , X Coastal Trails." asan action item in the
connections to the Moose Loop’s Campbell Creek and Coastal Trails. . . .
implementation matrix.
On the Potter Marsh portion, opportunities may still exist to partner with Alaska
Department and Fish and Game as they upgrade the old DOT Potter Marsh weigh station at . .
R Include this recommendation to
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2, 4 & |the south end of the marsh where Potter Valley Road leaves the Seward Highway (aka the ) Lo .
74 . - ” . . . . Staff agrees. parter with ADF&G as action item in
Foundation 16 mailbox pullout”). Thereis only 1/3 of a mile to connect thissite to the Turnagain Arm R R .
. . . . . . theimplementation matrix.
trailhead at Potter Creek. This connecting trail would act as an alternative trailhead to the
Turnagain Arm trail, particularly in winter when the upper lot at the trailhead is closed.
75 Anchorage Parks Chapter 2,4 & |Connect Fairview by linking the Chester Creek Trail to Ship Creek Trail —this greenbelt Staff agrees Include this connection as a greenbelt
Foundation 19 connection is supported by the Fairview Community Council. Bfecs. connection in the plan.
76 Anchorage Parks Chapter 2,4 & |Connect Spenard: We strongly support the Fish Creek Trail to the Ocean plans (from Cuddy Staff agrees Include thisconnection as a greenbelt
Foundation 20 Park to the Coastal Trail) and the Ure Park connection to the Fish Creek Trail. erees. connection in the plan.
North/South Corridors: We also support the 2010 Anchorage Bicycle Plan’s proposed
Anchorage Parks Chapter2,4 & / . 2 . g U . D . Work with ARRC to include this
77 X separated multi-use pathway along the Alaska Railroad corridor, which would provide an Staff agrees. L
Foundation 21 K L connection in the plan.
important undivided north-south pathway through Anchorage.
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2, 4 & |Westrongly support the NE Connector Trail to connect neighborhoods to Far North
78 8 . P ! . g_y PP g Staff agrees. Include this connection in the plan.
Foundation 22 Bicentennial Park.
Connect Muldoon (the perimeter trail): The Anchorage Areawide Trails Plan shows a
planned/proposed multi-use trail extending east from DeBarr Road and continuing along
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2, 4 & |Chester Creek in what is now the Muldoon Town Square Park site, north of Windsong Park. . Lo
79 Staff agrees. Include this connection in the plan.

Foundation
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This trail is shown connecting with a planned/proposed north-south multi-use trail along
the MOA/JBER property boundary, and identified as the “Muldoon Perimeter Trail” in the
East Anchorage District Plan.
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We were happy to see the Campbell Creek Trail/Lake Otis crossing identified as an example
in thisimplementation section. We strongly support this project and encourage you to give
this project a higher priority due to its popularity and extensive use. A less expensive Make the Campbell Creek Trail/Lake
Anchorage Parks Chapter2,4 & P J. 8 Ap v . P ‘p . v . P . . . P - / .
80 Foundation 29 alternative to the bridge could be a High intensity Activated crossWalK (HAWK) pedestrian Staff agrees. Otis crossinga HIGH priority project
crossing beacon, which iscommonly used in other cities, especially at major arterials with intheplan.
minor street intersections. Unlike traffic signals, the HAWK only operates when a pedestrian
pushes the crossing button.
Incude the development of
Signage and Wayfinding (Design Section, p. 189): We strongly support better wayfinding on recognition and intz ration of
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2, 4 & |thecity streets that connect to the Moose Loop. We also encourage the recognition and . 4 g .
81 X 189 . . . X Lo Staff agrees. Indigenous Plance Names signage as an
Foundation 33 integration of Indigenous Place Names signage, to celebrate and honor the indigenous L R . .
X action item in theimplementation
peopleof thisland. !
matrix.
Wewould also like to add a new Schools on Trails trail project to this non-motorized plan.
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2,4 & |It would beto create a non-motorized trail connecting Golden View Middle School and Staff needs to check on MOA coordination beforeimplementing -
82 ) X ) } R . L No changerecommended at this time.
Foundation 27 Bear Valley Elementary School via a Section Line Easement and platted-but-undeveloped adding this connection in the plan.
pedestrian easement.
Safe Routes to School (p. 131): Anchorage Park Foundation’s Schools on Trails program has
Anchorage Parks Chapter 2, 4 & |helped identify better, safer trail connections to schools and worked to build them with Staff needs to check on MOA coordination beforeimplemnting L
83 . 131 R . . Rk X L No change recommended at this time.
Foundation 25 Anchorage Parks and Recreation utilizing the Youth Employment in Parks program. A recent adding this connection in the plan.
exampleisthe Rabbit Creek Trail connection to Rabbit Creek Elementary.
We strongly support a separated bikeway and increasing from medium to high the
prioritization of Huffman Road. Chapter 5, page 78 calls for a 3.6 mile length on Upper
Huffman from Toilsome Hill Drive to Lake Otis Parkway. Huffman is part of the Hillside
Anchorage Parks Chapter2,4& | . . v P . . . Staff needs to check on MOA coordination beforeimplemnting .
84 ) District Plan and the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan. Huffman Elementary is at the intersection . K L No changerecommended at this time.
Foundation 26 S adding this connection in the plan.
of Huffman and Eimore and would support safe routes to school. The Principal at Huffman
Elementary is strongly supportive. Thereis currently no trail connection east on Huffman
between EImore and Birch. If built it would connect to many other safe trailsin the area.
There's afew things I've observed -- our communities are totally divided by major roads, and
85 Anderson, Evan General . . B . L Y /] N/A No change recommended.
in many instances the trails offer needed connectivity -- but not always.
I am concerned about theincreasing numbers of pedestrian fatalities, particularly the
deaths of houseless individuals. These are tragedies that are preventable with better
transportation policy. | believe that increased investments in services for houselessness,
drug & alcohol treatment, and mental health services are needed to ensureall residents
86 Anderson, Evan General e N . A o N/A No change recommended.
have a safe place -- but | also believe in sanctioned camps for houseless individuals -- to
ensure that they can stay safe wherever they happen to spend the night. The presence of
houseless individuals shouldn't make trail users feel less safe - in fact, | feel safer on the trails
at night when I've had the chance to stop & chat with campersin thearea.
| believe that until we start investing in protected bikeways on major arteries, it will be
impossible to reach the level of connectivity | know many of us are hoping for. | would love . .
. . . . : . Exploreincorporating protected
to see bike-ways (with a protective barrier) on either C or Ast to connect downtown with . B X .
. . . bikeways with a protective barrier on
mid-town, and an East-West route on either 15th Ave or Northern Lights. Downtown, | X
. . . . oo Cand Astreet connections from
87 Anderson, Evan General believe 5th or 6th Ave should have a full-lane bikeway as well. This may require widening Staff agrees. .
R R . - . . midtown to downtown, 15th,
streetsin someinstances, or removing a full lane of car traffic in others -and | believe that is .
. . . . Northern Lights, Benson, and 5th
worth it. In mid-town, | think a full lane on Northern Lights / Benson could be converted as avenue
well --and where they intersect with Spenard / Arctic / C st, they would offer improved :
bike/ped access to a huge commercial region.
In South Fairview, where live, we need lower speed limits, speed bumps, and sidewalks - Include traffic calming
everywhere. The 20th Avenue corridor is especially troublesome, with no real crosswalk recommendations for the 20th
88 Anderson, Evan General M P Y Staff agrees.

onto Juneau St or Karluk St, and tons of pedestrians/bikers/kids crossing to the Chester
Creek greenbelt all the time.

Avenue corridor (crossings on Juneau
St and Karluk Street) in the plan.
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Another area of concern isin Mountain View - | love the Ship Creek Trail, but | think thereis Explore recommendations for
aneed for protected bikeways and better wayfinding so that more neighborhood residents protected bikeways and wayfinding

89 Anderson, Evan General can find the trail —and while the Pine Street bridge is accessible, many neighbors cross the Staff agrees. signage connecting Ship Creek trail
Bragaw bridge on foot/bike - and that is another place where dedicated ped/bike facilities with the Mountain View
aresorely needed. neighborhood.

Thanks for all your work on the non-motorized plan. I'm a bike commuter & dog-owner
livingin Fairview, and I've lived in Fairview or downtown for the last 6 years --the first 3

90 Anderson, Evan General years of which | didn't own a car and was entirely reliant on walking & biking. | owe my Wow thank you! No change recommended.
ability to do that to the excellent organizers & planners who have made the green-ways of
our city so safe & accessible.

Does this plan include consideration of potential future connections to areas outside the AMATS can only plan within our AMATS boundary. Any areas

91 Babb, Melissa viii FigureES.2 |AMATS boundary (will any of these trails/bike paths connect to an trails heading north to outside our boundary are not allowed to beincluded in any No change recommended.

the Valley, south to Girdwood, or even up into the foothills?). federal fund expenditures.
AMATS fields a lot of questions about road ownership from
92 Babb, Melissa 19 Figure2.6 Do you need this graphic? It's hard to read and it doesn't seem to be referenced in thetext. |local, municipal and state agencies as well as the public. We feel No change recommended.
that including the ownership map in this plan is helpful.
The MTP2040 includes projects that were listed in the previous
MTP, theTIP, the previous Bicycleand Pedestrian Plans and
projects that were funded as part of the Transporation
Alternative Program (TAP) funds. Because of project timing, it
How does this plan relate to the Non-Motorized section, particularly Chapter 7, of the does not include new recommendations that can be found in
MTP2040 plan? | think this plan includes a ton of great information, but I'm not clear on the NMP. The NMP will include the projects found in the
. how it relates to other existing plans. If it is meant to supersede the other plans, then we MTP2040, however, but the MTP will still serve as the

93 Babb, Melissa 8 . . R . X X R No change recommended.
(designers) should be able to set those other plans aside and just come to this one for overarching planning document for AMATS. The NMP is not
guidanceon all non-motorized transportation projects from now on. It seems like thisplan | meant to supercede the MTP. It is meant to aument it. The NMP
isstill relying on those older plans for design criteria. includes a design chapter that recommends design criteriain

greater detail that exists in the MTP. It draws on best national
practice for its design recommendations, largely those found in
NACTO design guides and updated AASHTO guidelines as well as
others.

94 Babb, Melissa 28 tend to be Awkward wording Staff agrees. Text to be updated.

correspond

o5 Babb, Melissa 30 Figure 2.20 Maykfﬁconsider calling these "areas of higher relative need" and "areas of lower relative Staff agrees. Changes made to maps 2.20-2.22.
need" instead.

. general Whjc\t about t'he L!Se ofte(?hm')logy? https://wwwAyoutubg.com/watch?v:Sl-lNonYsBQ 'Lmk Add note to Chapter 7 about new

96 Babb, Melissa 189 commentre: [tosignage usinglight projection onto asnowy surface. This has MANY applications, not just Staff agrees. .

. technology and add this as an example.
Chapter7  |[signage.
Driver
97 Babb, Melissa 131 Education  [YES YES YES!!! This needs to be emphasized! N/A No change recommended.
Program
general
98 Babb, Melissa 139 commentre: [I'm excited to seetheseideasimplemented in future projects! N/A No change recommended.
Chapter 7
Protected [Thiswould be so great to seeimplemented in town. | foresee objections from snow plow
99 Babb, Melissa 174 Intersection |operators, but I'm sure there are ways we could adapt this design to accommodate snow N/A No change recommended.
photo plow needs.
. ) . . Opportunities to address the recreational shared use pathway
Doesn't quite make sense to leave this entirely for a future planning process as aspects of the X . . . .
100 Babb, Melissa 1 Recreation Trails are very important for this plan as well. Bike commuting may also happen and trails networkare only described briefly in this plan as they No change recommended at thistime.

on recreation trails.

arerecommended to be addressed comprehensively in a future
Recreational Trails Plan process.
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| agree with Erik's comment on this. The trail system is an integral part of thecity'snon- Opportunities to address the recreational shared use pathway
motorized transportation network. It is understood that there are complicationsregarding | and trails network are only described briefly in this plan as the:
101 Babb, Melissa 1 . P . . N P & g ¥ ¥ R p, i No change recommended at thistime.
ownership and maintenance of those trails vs. AMATS sidewalks and pathways, but they are | arerecommended to be addressed comprehensively in a future
all part of the same system and should be considered as part of this plan. Recreational Trails Plan process.
Theexisting "spine" isn't reading very clearly in these graphics. Perhaps it should be Increase thickness of "spine" in the
102 Babb, Melissa 2 Figure1.1 [highlighted with athicker lineand brighter color, especially ifit isintegral to the structure Staff agrees. overall network so it can be seen more
ofthe network. clearly.
Second line of
103 Babb, Melissa 20 text. "Severe" [Spelling Staff agrees. Fix this typo.
ismisspelled.
Thisisagreat graphic. Just asaresident, and in looking at this graphic, it seems like thereis . -
. . . . B Explore optionsto reprioritize
. . a serious need for stronger and quicker connections between Midtown and Downtown. I'm . .
104 Babb, Melissa 26 Figure2.17 R K i . K R . Staff agrees. midtown-downtown connections to
curious why improved connections between the two hubs aren't considered high priority K -
R high priority.
projects.
While several
ofthese
corridors,
such as Tudor
Road, do
feature
sidepaths, it
should be . -
Insert text on this page to indicate
noted that
ansin the that there are many places where gaps
. 4 p Thisisasuper important point, and maybe should be highlighted. Just because a sidewalk exist in the sidepath network. List a
105 Babb, Melissa 27 sidepath ) § o Staff agrees. X X
——, exists, doesn't mean it's a good one. Take Spenard for example.... few ways that sidewalks are being
A ’ addressed in this plan and agency
alignment .
wide.
alongonly one
sideofthe
roadway, and
unsignalized
crossings limit
the utility and
comfort of
these facilities.
Fix thi hic to show th t
106 Babb, Melissa 53 Figure4.1 Isthis not already a separated bikeway on the south side of Raspberry? Staff agrees. Ixthisgrap Iiacoilityow ecurren
Figure5.5
(referencing
gapin
pedestrian Our project team will take another
corridor look at adding pedestrian corridor
. Same comment as above. These seem like significant gapsin the network, and based on the .. P .
107 Babb, Melissa 69 network at matrix should have scored as high priority projects Staff agrees. priority recommendations that
both A Street e W] . connect Chester Creek with A Street
and New and New Seward Hwy.
Seward at the
Chester Creek
corridor.
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Original Proposed Action

recommendations for the proposed bicycle facility type. Roads that are safe and speed-
limited by design will reduce the burden on law enforcement and improve the experience
for all non-motorized users of a corridor.

speeds.

Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment
Staff has asked for image credit
ermission. It was granted. Insert
108 Babb, Melissa 107 Figure6.6 Bettisworth North graphics... need to ask about Image credit? Staff agrees. " P & X "
Image courtesy of Bettisworth North
under graphic.
109 Babb, Melissa 18 Figure2.4 [Thegreen ishard to read against the gray and green of the base graphic. Staff disagrees. No change recommended.
Existing
Bi | Staffi hat "statistics" bei f d toin thi
110 Babb, Melissa 17 Ic,y,c,e It would be helpful if these statistics reflected the color designations on the map altis unsurewhat 'statistics arebeing referred to In this No change recommended at thistime.
Facilities comment.
Infographic
The Anchorage
Pedestrian The project team decided to include projects from the 2007
Plan of 2007 Pedestrian Plan for a few reasons. 1) Implementing pedestrian
can be used as projectsis hugely expensive and therefore, only a small
aprimary percentage of projects from the 2007 plan were able to be
resource for implemented in the last 23 years. 2) Alot of these projects are
identifying the | Why are we referencing the 2007 plan at all if the facility type should be updated according | still relevant today. 3) Current municipal GIS data for sidewalks
111 Babb, Melissa 56 I ifyi g R YIS - e P T 37807 ! R 3 i retev " et S R 1aew No change recommended.
type of facility [to thisplan and current conditions/best practices. and sidepathsis not up to date and would require a complete
(e.g. sidewalk overhaul and updatein order to perform a comprehensive
or sidepath) inventory and analysis to recommend and prioritize a new list of
thatis pedestrian projectsin the AMATS area. This was not within the
recommended project scope for this planning effort althougth AMATS has
for agiven madeit an action item in this plan and a goal for the MOA.
corridor.
Anchorage This plan will supercede the existing Anchorage Bicycle Plan and
‘g Anchorage Pedestrian Plan. Weare areonly including the
Pedestrian . R .
Plan pedestrian plan projects for the reasons we listed above. The
. ! Same comment again. Not sure why we need to reference these. If this plan is meant to NMP will eventually supercede the 1996 Areawide Trails Plan
112 Babb, Melissa 143 Anchorage A . R . R . No change recommended.
Bicycle Plan supersede, combine, and update past plans, then these should be set aside. but not until such time asa comprehesive trailsinventory has
Areawide ! been completed as well as a seperate planning effort. At that
R time the NMP will beamended to include the new Areawide
Trails Plan .
Trails Plan element.
Yellow represents existing bicycle boulevards. Dark blue
113 Babb, Melissa 17 Figure2.3 [what dotheyellow and dark blue represent? wrep XISt g I ) N uiev Y No change recommended.
represents existing bicycle lanes.
Adding traini d outreach for Traffic Control Pl i d torst
'né ralnlngén outreachfor fraftic -on ro. an gngln.eersarl -opere.l orstoensure AMATS has provided and will continue to provide training
that temporary signage and detours are compatible with bike facilities. Signs must not opportunities for transportation engineering agency municinal
114 Bike Anchorage n/a General block bike lanes or paths, and detours must be safe and convenient to encourage their use. PP P . 8 g agency . P No change recommended.
IR . and state staff aswell as for private sector transportation
The Plan should advocate for prioritizing access for non-motorized users at the same level as rofessionals
motorized traffic even when construction or temporary closures limit the use of a facility. P .
b. We also ask that designs described and recommended by the Plan consider the entire
roadway, not just the bicycle facilities. Designs and speeds on the motorized roadwa . o
y ! U . g p Z y . Efforts to address the entire roadway are not within the scope of
strongly affect safety and comfort for bicyclists, even when separately designated facilities . . . .
. X . this planning project. AMATS does however plan to begin work
. Chapter 7. |areprovided. To encourage active transportation the Plan should suggest the use of slow . . . N .
115 Bike Anchorage n/a . . . . on a Street Typologies Plan in 2021, which will look at design No change recommended.
Design design speeds and traffic calming to ensure that motorized traffic speeds match the NACTO 2 . .
and speed for entire roadways as well as designated vehicle
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Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment
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Original Proposed Action

a. Some of the “secondary paved paths” marked on the Existing Bicycle Network Map do not
meet AASHTO standards for sidepaths due to narrow widths and lack of either a five-foot
offset or a barrier from the roadway. In some cases, the best facility for biking switches
between sides of the road, sometimes at unmarked/unsignaled intersections, so that either
Chapter 2. [option—crossing or continuing on the unsuitable sidewalk—would be dangerous.

116 Bike Anchorage n/a Existing Examplesinclude long sections of Tudor, Northern Lights, Lake Otis, Minnesota, and
Conditions |Boniface. Many of these corridors were identified in the 2010 Anchorage Bicycle Plan as
high-crash areas for bicyclists. We suggest excluding these inappropriate and dangerous
facilities from consideration as “existing bicycle facilities” because they do not provide safe
accommodation for bicyclists. Asnoted in the Plan, further study of sidepath conditions
would help inform which sidepaths are suitable bike facilities.

Suggest additional text edit.

We understand that not all pathways
meet AASHTO standards. One
weakness of the existing data is lack of
detailed information about which
pathways meet and do not meet
standards. We will add this note to the
existing conditions chapter.

The mapped network ignores many small gaps in the existing facilities. For example, bike
lanes drop out on sections of Wisconsin and Arctic, both at intersections and along the
roadway. Although these breaks in infrastructure are short, they affect the bikeability of the
Chapter 2. [entirecorridor. We suggest displaying breaksin thelines, adding lane-drop marks, or using
117 Bike Anchorage n/a Existing color variation to identify the incompleteness of corridors where facilities are not
Conditions |consistently available. We also recommend that the Plan explicitly encourage closing these
gaps whenever possible, such as when reconstruction projects are planned for other
reasons. Addressing these gaps or providing a continuous alternate route will be important
actionsin improving connectivity of the non-motorized network

Suggested text edits.

We will add a note about general
conditionsincludingdropsin the
existing conditions and adding
languagein Chapter 5, addition ofa
gap closure policy in Chapter 6.

d. In the Design Guide (Chapter 7), please also provide the turning radii for the indicated
types of bicycles. Turning radii are a key element of facility design and providing them here

AMATS needs to determine
appropriate design vehicle. Alta has

Chapter 7. Thisisn't atypical request because turning radii typicall typically seen ten foot cargo as one
118 Bike Anchorage n/a P ) will help inform future projects. Please also specify that a 10’ cargo bike should be used as ¥P a9 ) e . vP Y s v , g
Design K . [ N . R depends more on turning user than vechicle. type of bicycle that needs to be
the design vehicle, as this will ensure that all bicycle types are accommodated, including
. ) S . . . . . accommodated but not used as the
those used by cyclists with mobility limitations or those traveling with children in atrailer. . X
design vehicle for a plan.
Improving lighting, especially at driveways and intersections where conflicts are most Will add general language on lightin,
119 Bike Anchorage n/a General P E1IBNTINE, €5p ) Y Suggested text edits. g ELIag gnting

frequent, so that non-motorized users are more visible.

to chapter 5.

Chapter 7, Supplemental Bike Facilities - Paved Shoulders subsection. This subsection talks
120 Bike Anchorage n/a General about pedestrians only, but it’sin a bike section; was some bike-relevant information
meant to beincluded here?

Recommend additional content.

Altato add bike-relevant information
to this section.

Optimal design and implementation. We provide a few suggestions for ensuring that design

121 Bike Anchorage n/a Ch;z;egrnl elements described in the Plan optimize safety and useability of the non-motorized N/A No change recommended.
network.
3. Non-infrastructure solutions. The Non-Motorized Plan currently focuses almost

122 Bike Anchorage n/a General exclusively on infrastructure-based improvements. We suggest that the Plan also identify N/A No change recommended.

and advocate for other solutions that could improve the network, such as:

It would be useful to provide the current maintenance costs for each corridor to provide a
basis for comparison with the estimated maintenance costs of proposed projects. The stand-

Providing maintenane costs for each corridor included in the

123 Bike Anchorage n/a General . . K o . . . No changerecommended.
g / alone values for future maintenance do not have any context, asit’s unclear whether that AMATS area is not within the scope of this planning project. 3
would bean increase or decrease over current maintenance costs.
Inaccuracies in the Existing Bicycle Network map. We identified a few aspects of the map of
Chapter 2. . . 8 . v . P . P . P The project team will take another
. L existing facilities that appear inaccurate or misleading. We urge the team to make this map - .
124 Bike Anchorage Existing . . . . . Staff agrees. look at the existing conditions map to
. asaccurate and representative as possible to best represent current bicycling conditions S
Conditions ; ) ) . R ensurethat it isaccurate.
and therefore best inform identification of gapsin the network.
For now, we would like to see more explicit acknowledgment that some of the indicated . .
“ ” o N . . . We will make edits to the plan to
Chapter 2. secondary paved paths” are unsuitable—perhaps both in the text discussing the Existing
. L . A X - reflect that some of these secondary
125 Bike Anchorage n/a Existing Bicycle Network and by using a different color to denote substandard facilities on the map. Staff agrees.

Conditions |Evaluation of gapsin the existing network must consider the fact that many of these
secondary paths are unsuitable and dangerous for bicycling.

paved paths are unsafe and
substandard.
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Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
c. Please explicitly state that bike lane widths should not include the gutter pan. In some
existing facilities, gutter pans appear to be considered part of the bike lane. However,
Chanter 7 gutters are not safe for bicycle travel, or even as an emergency refuge for evasive action, We will add language that explicitly
126 Bike Anchorage n/a DZsi n * |because 1) gutters are too often filled with road debris, 2) the gutter pan is angled, Staff agrees. states that the gutter pan should not
8 presenting a particular hazard when wet, icy, or covered in debris, 3) the seam between the beincluded in the bike lane width.
gutter and asphalt can catch bike tires and unseat the bicyclist, and 4) the bicyclist must
maintain some space from the curb to avoid contacting it with their foot while pedaling.
a. Improving wayfinding signage. We suggest adding short-term goals to the plan to provide
signs that 1) identify bicycle routes, and 2) identify cross-streets on bicycle paths where Signage and wayfinding action items
road signs are not visible (for example, at intersections on off-road multi-use paths). 3) arealready part of our
127 Bike Anchorage n/a General Adding signage to correct “dead end” and “no outlet” signage where non-motorized Staff agrees. implementation table. We will make
pathways connections exist down those roads. Streamlining route-finding will greatly surethese three elementsareincluded
improve the useability of the non-motorized network, and will also improve safety by in that language.
allowing users focus on other traffic rather than devoting time and attention to wayfinding.
Increasing outreach and education to both motorists and bicyclists to improve road Increasing outreach and education is
128 Bike Anchorage n/a General . 8 ) v P Staff agrees. already an action item in the NMP
sharing behavior and safety. . .
Implementation matrix.
Please check for projects that are not included in the Proposed Bicycle Network. We . .
. . . . A . . The project team will make sure that
noticed a few upcoming projects that were omitted: a. Coastal Trail to Ship Creek Trail R
. . . . . these projectsas well as others that
129 Bike Anchorage n/a General connection b. Fish Creek to Coastal Trail connection (CFHWY00587) c. Spenard Road Staff agrees.
A " . may have been overlooked are
Rehabilitation: Minnesota Drive to Benson Boulevard d. 30th-33rd Complete Streets . .
) . included in thefinal plan document.
project e. Northeast Connector Trail Phase Il
Two unlabeled green lines on Figure ES.8 (one at 88th Ave close to Jewel Lake and another
130 Bike Anchorage n/a General SE of Potter Dr). Please delete or add line type to map key. If these are proposed paved trails, Staff agrees. We will do this map edit.
please add lines for previously noted new trail projects to map.
131 Bike Anchorage 54 General Bottom of page 54 cuts off mid-sentence - what is missing? Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
Chapter 6, Project 4 - Arctic Boulevard to Blueberry Rd bullet point: missing closin . . .
132 Bike Anchorage n/a General P : J X 4 P J e Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
parenthesis makes the meaning unclear.
Theonly table of projects we included in this plan (from a
previous planning document) were the projects listed in the
2007 Pedestrian Plan. Many of the projectsin the 2010 Bicycle
We suggest providing a table of projects that wereincluded in the previous plan but not . v p ! . . v
. R . Plan were able to beimplemented sinceitsadoption and due to
. this one, with explanations of whether they have been completed or why they have been . . .
133 Bike Anchorage n/a General . . . . . L the nature of ever evolving bicycle infrastructure and No change recommended.
dropped from consideration. Such information would improve continuity and L .
s ——— . technology, staff feelsit is better to move forward with a fresh
P ¥ P : assessment of bicycle needs within the AMATS area, based on
current census data and the newest bicycle related
infrastructure national recommendations.
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134

Bike Anchorage

n/a

Chapter 7.

Design

a. Please further consider how to optimize infrastructure designs for efficient winter
maintenance. While the Plan recognizes that snow accumulation renders much of the
network unusable, the Plan does not provide much in the way of solutions. We suggest that
the Plan prioritize infrastructure designs that mitigate the needfor winter maintenance. For
example, implementing a five-foot buffer or a physical barrier between aroad and a
sidepath, as per AASHTO standards,reduces the extent to which road plows push snow onto
the sidepath and therefore reduces the frequency with which the sidepath must be plowed.
Another approach could involve providing on-street bicycle lanes with the
info@bikeanchorage.org www.bikeanchorage.org (510) 478-4279 stipulation that the lane
would be plowed at the same time as the motorized vehicle lanes. In contrast, the raised
cycletracks suggested for Project 3 (Fireweed) would require frequent winter maintenance
that might not be cost-effective and thus would likely pose a barrier to non-motorized
transportation on that corridor. Integrating winter maintenance considerationsinto
project design will be crucial for maximizing the non-motorized routes that are available
year-round.

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommended at thistime.

135

Bike Anchorage

n/a

General

Increasing spring and summer maintenance. More frequent sweeping of streets so that
debris does not accumulate in bike lanes or shoulders, repairing damage to pavement both
on roads and on bicycle paths, and ensuring that queuing buttons for crosswalks are
functional will help encourage use of non-motorized modes of transportation.

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommeded at this time.

136

Bike Anchorage

n/a

General

b. Changing timing of traffic signals to prioritize non-motorized users. Thisis a key step
toward realizing the Plan’s goal of increasing the number of trips and miles traveled by non-
motorized modes. The currently long wait times at signalized intersections, especially
where crosswalk signals are not part of the standard cycle and must be solicited with the
queueing button, are deterrents both to choosing non-motorized transportation and to
safely crossing intersections by waiting for the crosswalk signal. We suggest that the Plan
advocate for automatically including the crosswalk signal in the signal cycle; prioritizing
the crosswalk signal in the cycle after the queueing button is pressed;

adjusting timing of road-traffic signals to allow for bicycling speeds; and ensuring that red
light clearance intervals are sufficient to allow bicyclists to clear the intersection before
cross-traffic receives a green light, especially where bike infrastructureis present at either
side of the intersection. Given the number of collisions that occur at intersections, the
extent to which convenience and wait times can influence transportation choices, and the
added discomfort of waitingin the cold for bicyclists and pedestrians, prioritizing non-
motorized transportation at signalized intersections will go along way to encouraging safe
use of thesemodes.

While an overhaul of traffic signal timing is not within the
perview of AMATS, rather the MOA traffic department, we
recognize that this element plays a key role in pedestrian and
bicyclist safety.

AMAT S will encourage MOA Traffic to
be mindful of pedestrian and bicyclist
safety when planning and assigning
traffic signal timing.




Public Review (60 day) Draft Comment/Response Table

Comment #

Reviewer

Page #

Section

Original Comment

Original Staff Response

Original Proposed Action

137

Birnbaum, Sean

| recently had both the opportunity to look over the proposed draft Non-motorized plan
and to view therecording of the Feb 18, 2021 Open House. Thereis one particular project
within the plan that is of particular interest to my family, and that is this Campbell Creek
trail connection over Lake Otis Parkway. | have the unique circumstance of being a resident
on E47th Ct, which the trail currently runs along before reconnecting to the protected trail
on the west end of the street. The proposed trail reroute to cross over Lake Otis seems to
present two notableissues of concern. Thefirst is actually related to the St. Mary's Episcopal
Church, which currently owns and utilizes a patch of land that fronts Lake Otis Parkway that
isused asa community garden from late spring until early fall. The proposed rerouting of
the trail would appear to conflict with the location of the community garden. Planners may
want to adjust or reconsider where the bridge over Lake Otis is situated so as not to conflict
with this community garden. The second issueis the proposed reroute/ trail connection to
Cambell Creek Trail on the west side of Lake Otis. The trail connection shown appears to
follow along the top of a heavily wooded ridge. This ridge and forested area serves as a
beautiful backdrop for the homes on the North side of E47th Ct and the West side of Cassin
Dr. The proposed location of the trail connection would seem to both threaten to take
down forest canopy to accommodate paved (and presumably lighted) trail, and in doing so,
infringe on the backyard privacy of these properties since pedestrians and cyclists would be
ableto seeinto people's backyards. With that said, a simple solution to this trail
connection may be simply extending the trail connection West to join up with an existing
naturetrail that connects the Thomas Center with the Campbell Creek Trail (or cuttinga
new trail segment due West of this nature trail). Reuse of this existing thoroughfare would
both preserve neighborhood privacy, and provide a seamless connection to the Campbell
Creek Trail. It is not desirable to see cyclists, walkers, etc. on the ridge behind our homes;
pushing the trail connection further back in the woods (to the existing path outfitted with
better facilities) is a better option.

This comment will be addressed after consultation with R&M
Consultants.

No change recommended at thistime.

138

Birnbaum, Sean

Alternatively, another approach AMATS could takeis the procurement of a vacant lot that
abuts Lake Otis Parkway, and possibly even the HUD home that is for sale adjacent to it. The
bridge over Lake Otis could then land pedestrians on this property and then direct them
down E47th Ctasit does currently. | must acknowledge, however, that satisfaction with
trail traffic along E47th Ct. is a bit of a mixed bag with approximately 60% of households
holding great appreciation for the trail access and enjoyment of the regular trail traffic,
with the other 40% being not particularly satisfied with the trail routed along the street
and do not enjoy the added pedestrian traffic that came with it.

Thiscomment will be addressed after consultation with R&M
Consultants.

No change recommended at thistime.

139

Birnbaum, Sean

Despite being of the crowd that enjoys the trail traffic, the most sensible and practical
solution would likely be the slight reroute | mentioned previously. Doing so would retain
immediate trail access for the households of E47th Ct and Cassin Dr. that regularly useiit,
while keeping most of the pedestrian traffic off of E47th Ct appeasing those that don't
appreciate the pedestrian traffic, and preserve the privacy of those on the North side E47th
Ct and the West side of Cassin Drive. Added privacy measures may also be advisable between
the housing at the North end of Cassin Drive and the MultiFamily housing due immediately
North and above Cassin Drive where the trail would have to pass through to accommodate
the proposed bridge crossing.

This comment will be addressed after consultation with R&M
Consultants.

No change recommended at thistime.

140

Birnbaum, Sean

Hopefully, you find these insights helpful and constructive. We greatly look forward to a
pedestrian bridge being erected over Lake Otis Parkway. Doing so will bring great
satisfaction to pedestrians of all varieties that regularly use the trail that have to face the
frustration of safely navigating across Lake Otis.

N/A

No change recommended.

141

Black, Jessica

I’'m emailing today to ask that the northern extension of the Glenn Hwy bike path be
included in the new 2020 AMATS Non-Motorized Plan. | believeit isimportant for the the
Glenn Hwy separated and protected bike path to be extended from Peters Creek to the
Eklunta Overpass for the end goal of having uninterrupted access from the Valley to
Anchorage. It would offer a better, healthler alternative to families and commuters alike.

Staff agrees.

We will include this connection in the
new plan draft.
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I understand this portion of an upgrade to the existing MOA bike trail system is being
removed from the nonmotorized plan. Please reconsider and add thisasa priority item to We will include thisconnection in the
142 Bradford, Traci . . P L P v Staff agrees.
theplan. thiswould be a major commuter route for cyclistsinto town. Thanks for new plan draft.
considering thisrequest.
| am interested in the connection between Princeton Way (College Gate? College Village? |
never know) and 36th Ave. This came up at acommunity council meeting and sparked my
interest. Seems like SUCH a natural north-south connection, and | see on the Bike Plan there Wewill include this connection in the
143 Brown, Stephanie General isa proposed connection between Lake Otis (the lake and Carlson Park) and 36th. But in the Staff agrees. new plan draft
recent non-motorized transportation plan draft, thereis no connection there. It sounds like 2 :
maybe some boy scouts put in a rough summer-use walking path, but | wonder why not
paveit and make it official?
Carlson, Barbara - Since Staff did not understand a previous suggestion that we made about facilitating
Friends of th leting of the Di d/Jodh Kincaid secti I will explain it here. If it
144 riendsottne Chapter 4 completing ottne |rr_10n _/ odhpur/ |nc_a| sec |o_ns, wittexpiain It here wer_1a_me| Staffis unclear what the intent of thiscomment is. No change recommended at thistime.
Anchorage Coastal TheJodhpur Connection, it would be easily recognizable as a segment of connectivity AND
Wildlife Refuge less contentious than the South Extension of the Coastal Trail. Think about it.
Proposed Bicycle Network (p 53): Figure 4.1: Recommended Bicycle Network 1. Due to the
mix of homes near the roads on Dimond/Jodhpur/Kincaid, it isimportant to consider a
Shared Use Pathway, instead of a Separated Bikeway to facilitate community buy in and
completion. The community has long expressed that it is not desirable to take land
unnecessarily. One way to accomplish thisis to use a buffered bike lane, which would be a
Carlson, Barbara - . . . X . .
Friends of the shared use path (every time mentioned in these comments). Another way would betoinsert [ Ashared use pathway will require more land and ROW than a
145 Anchorage Coastal 53 Chapter 4 aSeparated Trail where thereis reasonable room without taking property not part of an separated bikeway. Staff will take another look at this proposed | No change recommended at this time.
X Ag easement, and utilizing a buffered lane, along stretches where thereis less distance from the network.
Wildlife Refuge . X L . .
homes to the extent that Is possible. If this option is designed be sure to include ramps for
bikers to get from roadside to separated trail. The speed limit on these roads should be
lowered. They serve as entrances to Kincaid Park in ways that they did not do before Park
enhancements and the popularity. As such the speed limit should be lowered to 35 mph for
safety and comfort.
E ti The AMATS Boundary is determined by rul d guid fi
xecutive The AMATS boundaries should not jut out into the Anchorage Coastal Wildlife Refuge. € oundarys _e ermined by ru'esand guicance from
Carlson, Barbara - Summary: . . FHWA. Thoserules stipulate that the boundary shall be
) . Please correct that errant boundary wherever it occurs. The blue lines keyed asthe 2010 . .
Friends of the FigureES 1 . . . determined by using Census block data. Some of these blocks -
146 Census Expanded Urbanized Area Boundaries are erroneous. The tide flats and coastal X R ) No changerecommended at this time.
Anchorage Coastal AMATS . . X overlap in the ACWR. Thereis nothing that can bedone to
Wildlife Refuge Boundary Ma wetlands of the refuge are not urban and should not be within AMATS Boundaries. (Figure change this until FHWA passes new regulations about how MPO
g y P 11:1 AMATS Boundary Map (p 2); P 10 graphic Anchorage 2040 Land Use Plan Map; ....) & P X €
(p vii): boundaries are drawn.
Investigate the possibility of making Old Seward Highway east of Potter Marsh as an
enhanced Shared Roadway/Neighborhood Greenway. This area is frequently used by
Carlson, Barbara - bicycles, pedestrians, nature lovers, and other fitness enthusiasts, but the narrowness of the
Friends of th d and lack of a Shared Road facility i king it i ingly d . Continueth
147 riendsotthe Chapter 4 roadandac o'a IR XL BT mg.l RGN _ange“’“s 'on inuethe Staff will check on AMATS Boundary and trail feasibility. No change recommended at this time.
Anchorage Coastal road from Rabbit Creek Road to Potter Valley Road instead of stopping it near Tidewater.
Wildlife Refuge Ensure alow-speed limit to enhance the aesthetic enjoyment and safety next to Potter
Marsh, an unparalleled attraction for neighbors and visitors alike. Improving neighborhood
connection whileincreasing safety would be a positive attribute of thisimprovement.
Carlson, Barbara -
Friends of th Under the Maint bullet, pl lain what i t by “and priority fa d
148 riendsotthe 12 Chapter 2 nderthe Maintenance bullet, please explain what Is meant by “and priority for accessan Suggested text edits. strike 'and improvements' for clarity

Anchorage Coastal
Wildlife Refuge

improvements?
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Add explanation for separate analysis
of these groups. Essentially, the needs

Carlson, Barbara - of these populations while similarin
149 Friends of the 28 Chapter2 2.4 Health ar.1d llEqultAy:‘QuAestlon:Why areindividuals under 18 and over 65 assessed Text edits many resp?ctscan havedlfferent
Anchorage Coastal separately within thisindicator? demographic patterns. Review the
Wildlife Refuge more disaggregate data can be helpful
and reveal additional age-specific
needs (e.g., related to schools).
Carlson. Barbara- Priority Pedestrian Network (p 68): Asin comments for pp 53 and 66 consider naming
Frient;s of the strategy and avoiding named potential pitfalls. Thisis a dangerous place to walk, run, or
150 Anchorage Coastal 68 Chapter 5 bike, with little to no place to get off the road especially in winter and in addition to strong Staffis unclear about theintent of thiscomment. No action.
. Ag consideration of at |east partial Shared Use Roadway, or buffered bike lane, the speed limit
Wildlife Refuge
should be lowered.
Carlson, Barbara -
Friends of the Crossbike (p 171): Where will there be examples of crossbike intersections with markings . Call out box to include potential
151 171 Chapter 7 Si t text edit:
Anchorage Coastal apter that one may view in Anchorage if or after they are approved by the FHWA? uggest text edits locations of cross bikes in Anchorage.
Wildlife Refuge
Carlson, Barbara -
152 Friends of the Chapter2 !tisgoodto builq on past and currgnt effortsaslt{ngastheyarencft or have not become bad N/A No change recommended.
Anchorage Coastal ideas. Careful review about constraints and benefits must be considered.
Wildlife Refuge
Carlson, Barbara -
Friends of the . . . . . .
153 8 Chapter2  |2.1 Existing Plan Review: Be mindful to not build from a failed plan nor afailed part of a plan N/A No change recommended.
Anchorage Coastal
Wildlife Refuge
Carlson, Barbara -
154 Friends of the 9 Chapter2 Anc(hc(:ragAeDom‘/ntown Plan (p 9): Be careful to give as much spat.:easpossibleon walkways, N/A No change recommended.
Anchorage Coastal avoiding jamming people together on narrow paths unnecessarily.
Wildlife Refuge
Carlson, Barbara - 3.1 Field Data Collection + Community Input Map: Thank you for reposting the Online
155 Friends of the 4043 Chapter 3 Interactive Map forviéwing after | requested |t Sinceit isreferenced, we truly wanted to N/A No action recommended.
Anchorage Coastal have another look. It is difficult to read or review though because the document seems
Wildlife Refuge extremely sensitive so that it rapidly zips to sections unintended by the viewer.
Carlson. Barbara - 3.5 Winter Maintenance (p 49):The increased use of buffered bike lanes where applicable
S will greatly facilitate more effective and desperately needed snow plowing and make more
Friends of the . L I : : i
156 Anchorage Coastal 49 Chapter 3 miles of routes and connectivity available both for bicycles and pedestrians. Lots of people N/A No action recommended.
R _g are out walking and sometimes that is the only place to walk unless you want to walk right
Wildlife Refuge .
intheroad.
Carlson, Barbara -
157 Friends of the 107 Chapter 6 Representative Project #2 (p 107): This crossing isa much-needed safety and comfort N/A No action recommended.
Anchorage Coastal upgrade for Campbell Creek Trail!
Wildlife Refuge
Carlson, Barbara -
Friends of th 4.1 Bicycle Network (p 52) Shared th for both bicycleand pedestrian t . If
158 riendsotrthe 52 Chapter 4 IFVC eNetwork p 52) ar? usepa ‘ways aretorbo icyclean Pe estrian trave Pedestrians are allowed on all bicycle and trail facilities. No action recommended.
Anchorage Coastal thereis nowhere else to walk, will pedestrians be allowed on Separated Bikeways?
Wildlife Refuge
Carlson, Barbara - Proposed
159 Friends of the PedSStrian The “medium priority” trail from Kincaid to Raspberry was completed years ago as a paved Staff agrees. We will fix this map edit.

Anchorage Coastal
Wildlife Refuge

Network (p x):

and separated multiuse trail that roughly parallels the road in. Update this map.
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For the bicycle network we believe that due to increased use and traffic in the area by
bicycles, pedestrians, and training teams, as well as motorized vehicles the Dimond (correct
spelling), Jodhpur, Kincaid loop should be elevated in priority. There are rapidly growing
housing developmentsin the area, so the resident population here has grown considerably
in recent years. Building continues in this part of town year-round. Thereisincreased use of
the Jodhpur parking lot since the single-track trails and parking lot development. This area
ofthe park is very popular with the motocross users, walkers, runners, skiers, bikers, and
Carlson, Barbara - Priority nature afficionados. Agood multi-use trail or bike lane would both alleviate the vehicular
160 Friends of the Bicycle traffic inviting more people to ride bikes there instead of loading them on their vehicles and Staff agrees. We will look at moving the Kincaid
Anchorage Coastal Network (p  |allow non-motorized users enroute to and from the Jodhpur entrance safer travel along loop into a High Priority category.
Wildlife Refuge xii): Dimond, Jodhpur, and Kincaid. It also gives neighborhood residents most of whom walk,
run, and bike, safe places to exercise close to home. It has been astounding, really, to see
how many neighbors are out and about every day during pandemic. A proverbial silver
liningis that many people are vowing to keep it up when the pandemic is over. This could
probably be accomplished with less objection from the citizens if it were a buffered bike
lane like on part of Kincaid Road from West Park to Sand Lake Road, except where there
would beroom for a separated trail. This might be best accomplished by lowering the speed
limit to 35 mph. Thereis no need for people to be driving on those roads at 45 mph.
Carlson, Barbara -
161 Friends of the 13 Chapter2 NACTO and manY other ac.ronymsshould beincluded in a key for quick reference and Staff agrees. Ineleen EeermD e
Anchorage Coastal written out the first mention.
Wildlife Refuge
Priority Bicycle Network (p 66): We see that the Dimond/Jodhpur/Kincaid route
Carlson, Barbara - connecting Kincaid with existing bicycle/pedestrian facilities at West Park on Kincaid Road,
162 Friends of the 66 Chapter 5 the?odhpur Par_king L_ot, a.nd West Park on Dimond Roa(_:i israted low priority o_n this map. Staff agrees. The pr_oject tearr_\ wiII_Iooka_t n‘_laking
Anchorage Coastal During recent discussions in past plans Staff agreed that it would be worth considering this connection High Priority.
Wildlife Refuge moving these routes up in time. Again, to facilitate ease of process and avoid contention to
the extent possible see #1 on previous page.
Carlson, Barbara - . . .
. Design Needs of Users (p 146): To encourage more active transportation, Anchorage as a . .
163 il seiie 146 Chapter7  |whole needs more benches, trash and recycling receptacles, and poop stations. Consider Staff agrees. WEV\{I” el thlslanguagetc? die
Anchorage Coastal . . . . K Design Needs of Users section.
Wildlife Refuge including such requirements or optionsin plans.
7.5 Bicycle Parking (p 183): Thisis becomingincreasingly critical for Anchorage. To
encourage and facilitate more use of nonmotorized transportation for travel within
Carlson. Barbara- Anchorage we must provide more innovative bicycle parking and it must be safer. Be sure to
o include grocery stores for lighting and safety with an eye towards preventing theft. Many . . .
Friends of the L . X A . We will include language in this
164 183 Chapter 7 more citizens would ride bikes for those quick trips to the grocery, drug, or local hardware Staff agrees. . L
Anchorage Coastal . . . . section about lighting and safety.
Wildlife Refuge store_s ifthey could shop without fear someone would stea_l their bl!(e and/or trall_er. The
last time | rode my bike to the grocery store | saw the remains of a bike that the thief could
not cut loose from the rack. This will help build a healthier population and reduce carbon
emissions.
Carlson, Barbara -
165 Friends of the 18-19 Chapter 2 Existing Pedestrian F\lletwork: Itisimportant to gr:zt thesidewalkand shared use pathways Staff agrees. 'LdeaFingtrTisGIS datalayerisalre'ady an action No action recommended.
Anchorage Coastal data updated to facilitate planning and communication. item in theimplementation matrix.
Wildlife Refuge
Carlson, Barbara - 3.2 Open House/Community Workshop (p 44): Thank you for putting the Appendices online
166 Friends of the a4 Chapter 3 after | requested them. Truly, anyone reviewing the NMP should have started requesting the Staff agrees. We apologize for the oversight. No action recommended.

Anchorage Coastal
Wildlife Refuge

appendices by thetime they reached the 3rd chapter. It would have been helpful to have
them when the draft NMP was released for public review.
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Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
Carlson, Barbara -
Friends of the To accomplish the above anytime soon, Jodhpur/Dimond and Kincaid would need to be Staff has already agreed to take alook at reprioritizing this .
167 P 80: Chapter 5 p . v pur/| Ve . . L - g No action recommended.
Anchorage Coastal moved up in priority. See above. connection to High Priority.
Wildlife Refuge
Representative Project #5 (p 119-120): To help deter criminal activity and be moreinviting
Carlson, Barbara - along this particular stretch or others like it some amenities are needed, such as benches
168 Friends of the 119-120 Chapter 6 and trash, recycling receptacles, and scoop the poop stations. Generally, Anchorage needs | Staff will consult with R&M project team to add in language for |[Staff will add language regarding street
Anchorage Coastal P more such amenities. People need places to rest, especially the young and old. Trash and street amenities on this project. amenities for this project.
Wildlife Refuge fecal matter could be greatly reduced with thisif the Municipality could partner with
nonprofits to create PSA educational spots.
Carlson, Barbara -
AGE Friends of the Chapter6 |Representative Project #6: Same as Project 5. Staff will consult with R&M_p_roject te.am to_add in language for |Staff will adcf I_anguage_regarz_iingstreet
Anchorage Coastal street amenities on this project. amenities for this project.
Wildlife Refuge
Carlson, Barbara -
Friends of th Staff will look at placing trail ide of street as Seni Staff will look at placeing trail
170 riendsotthe Chapter 6 Consider placing trail on samesside of street as senior center. atwiltlookat placing trall on sameside ot street as senior 2 \.NI ooxatp acemg ration same
Anchorage Coastal Center. side of street as Senior Center.
Wildlife Refuge
Carlson, Barbara - L . . . - . .
Friends of the Public involvement: Question: What agencies were part of the Agency Advisory Group? It That isincorrect. The agency groupsincluded a wide range of
171 Anchorage Coastal 39 Chapter 3 appears that they are businesses involved with the planning process and not government municipal agencies, ADOT&PF, State of Alaska Health and No action recommended.
WiIdIifge Refuge agencies? Human Services and others.
It is a mistake to post a map showing atrail through an area through which thereis no legal
Carlson. Barbara way to put a trail such as the Anchorage Coastal Wildlife Refuge and the Campbell Creek
Frienésofthe Estuary Natural Area Conservation Easement. Suggesting that there could be a trail here by Theinteractive map was used for data gathering purposed
172 Anchorage Coastal Chapter 3 posting the drawn-on maps when along and arduous process found the coastal routes during the planning process and is not shown in the planning No action recommended.
. 'g along the Refuge to be unfeasible is wasteful of people’s time, money, and energy. document.
Wildlife Refuge o .
Furthermore, itislikely to draw unnecessary contention to the process when we could be
working together productively instead of fighting.
Carlson, Barbara - . R . - . . . . .
Friends of the Again, | think it is potentially and unnecessarily contentious to ask people to draw trails Theinteractive map was used for data gathering purposed
173 P ——— Chapter3  |wherethey would like them without some caveats. It is like asking a kid if they are hungry during the planning process and is not shown in the planning No action recommended.
and letting them choose candy. document.
Wildlife Refuge ng y Y
This graphic is an image of the Anchorage 2040 Land Use Plan
Carlson, Barbara - Map which was adopted unanimously by the Anchorage
174 Friends of the 10 Chapter 2 Graphic: Themap use.d asagraphic onthis pagemist.akenlyshowsusablglandin the AssemblyiAnA2017.Anychangesto?hismap must beadmittefi to No change recommended.
Anchorage Coastal Anchorage Coastal Wildlife Refuge. Please correct this error everywhereit occurs. the Municipal Long Range Planning department as an official
Wildlife Refuge amendment to this plan and approved and adopted by the
Anchorage Assembly
Carlson, Barbara - . . . - .
Friends of the 6.1 Policy + Programs (127): Driver Education Program (p 131): The program should be Staff will include this language about
175 Anchorage Coastal 127 Chapter6  [geared towards all public users: new drivers, current drivers, pedestrians, bikers, and Thisisan action item in our implementation matrix. inclusion into theimplemetation
) 'g anyone who uses the roads and crosswalks. matrix for this action item.
Wildlife Refuge
Staff will make sure that theimages in this plan do not suggest
thatitistheplan'sintent to make changesto any property line
Carlson, Barbara - within the AMATS area. This plan does not alter any properties . .
Friends of the Wherever possible the plan should avoid cutting people’s properties into parts. within the AMATS area. Maps and graphics contained within the Includetext in plan to makeit clear
176 Chapter 4 P P Epeopie’s prop parts. -Vap grap that thisdocument does not alter any

Anchorage Coastal
Wildlife Refuge

Collaboration and foresight is better than long contentious battles where nobody wins.

plan are purely conceptual in nature. Any change to any
property after this plan's approval and adoption will be subject
to the same platting and permitting process as currently exists
within the Municipality of Anchorage and Chugiak/Eagle River.

property lines within the AMATS area.
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Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
Carlson, Barbara -
Friends of the 6.3 Next Steps (p 135): Question: What is the projected timeline on the planning effort for a
177 135 Chapter 6 . b (R :Q i Rk Al R 2 g This plan will hopefully begin sometimein the next two years. No action recommended.
Anchorage Coastal Recreational Trails Plan and who will be involved with the process?
Wildlife Refuge
Carlson, Barbara -
Friends of the . . . . - ) . -
178 1 Chapter 1 When do you expect the Recreational Trails Plan process to begin? This plan will likely begin until sometimein 2022. No change recommended.
Anchorage Coastal
Wildlife Refuge
Carlson, Barbara - 2.3 On Street Bicycle Facilitiess: Citizens need for MOA maintenance to raise the priority of
Friends of the clearing snow from the trails as well as the streets for the safety of bicycles and pedestrians. Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more L
179 17 Chapter 2 . . . . No change recommeded at this time.
Anchorage Coastal Non-motorized travel all over town has been increasing steadily and we must step up to broadly.
Wildlife Refuge embrace this healthier lifestyle that will also reduce carbon emissions.
Wewill bedoing another look at these areas using HSIP datain
Carlson, Barbara - Demand Analysis: The analysis of Dimond/Jodhpur/Kincaid in SW Anchorage needs to bere- | coordination with ADOT&PF data sources before the final draft
Friends of the evaluated dueto high use, if the data used is more than a few years old. Both neighborhood isdeveloped. This will hopefully provide the most up to date .
180 26 Chapter 2 . X s o . Y ; s P L P yP N P L No action recommended.
Anchorage Coastal and city-wide use of the area has been steadily increasing, both with the development of the | datafor coordinatinginto the plan. Any other datainquiries at
Wildlife Refuge Jodhpur area of Kincaid Park and continual housing construction. this point in the plan are out of the scope of this project and will
have to wait until the next NMP update.
| am emailing to ask that the Glenn Hwy Bike Path Northern Extension beincluded in the Wewill include this connection in the
181 Clark, Catlin new 2020 AMATS non-motorized plan. | think having the bike path extended from Peters Staff agrees. new plan draft
Creek to the Eklutna Overpassis a good idea and prudent use of resources. o '
PG 191 Making bike lanes a higher priority seems out of context here or with the
NonMotorized Plan and safety records. Recommend we serve high-priority non-motorized Bicycle lanesare not prioritized higher than walkin
182 Cole, Christopher 191 e z R y . L . gn-priority ) 2 ) ey . P . z g 'ng No action recommended.
facilities first, not bike lanesfirst. Consideration is some walking areas may be bigger safety infrastructure. Thisisamisconception about the plan.
problems historically, and higher priority than some bicycling areas.
Changetext to read "as budgeted" in
183 Cole, Christopher Table 7.6 Summer Maintenance —can we change “as needed” to “as budgeted”? Staff agrees. EEEEN this section uce !
PG 188 “One of the best ways to facilitate removal of snow from non-motorized facilities is
through thoughtful roadway design.”
o Ithinkthiswould be clearer if it were more direct: “One of the best ways to facilitate the
removal of snow from non-motorized facilities is to ensure adequate storage spaceis
available and to fund staffing and equipment for more frequent removal.”
o Asworded implies design isthe solution. Actually planningand budget, scope solves the . . . .
) . O R . Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more -
184 Cole, Christopher 188 first one—Design will implement what is planned and budgeted. No amount of design broad| No change recommeded at this time.
thinking can make up for lack of storage space or ROW budgets and impacts to achieve V-
storageifitisnotin the project scope. Similarly on operating budgets which are also not
Design. No amount of design can resolve cuts to staff and equipment ot do the work.
This language change would be consistent with refining M&O policies and budgets to
respond faster. We always write we need to do more, and like this report shows- we have to
link the ability to succeed to budgets and staffing.
I’m asking for the Glenn Hwy separated (and protected) bike path to be extended from . . Lo
We will include this connection in the
185 Collins, Jeri General Peters Creek to the Eklunta Overpass as it was recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Staff agrees.

Plan. (Itiscurrently NOTin the new plan.)

new plan draft.
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186

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

Pedestrian
Facilities

As the design section of the NMP notes, six feet of space makes a sidewalk comfortable for
two peopleto walk beside each other or pass each other. However, the NMP should
recommend that major corridors outside of central business districts should have sidewalks
even wider than six feet. When the central business district minimum of 11.5 feet is
impossible along key corridors, the NMP might consider recommending a minimum of two
additional feet beyond the six-foot recommendation that can act as a buffer from cars and
as snow storage. An example of wider facilities can be observed in the northern section of
Spenard Road which was updated in recent years; this type of facility should be replicated
between Benson and Minnesota as well as on other primary pedestrian corridors around
Anchorage.

Suggest text edits.

Add text to Chapter 7 to recommend
additional sidewalk width on major
corridors when possible and pointing
to the redesign of Spenard Road as an
example.

187

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

General

We are pleased to see this plan moving along and generating community conversation
aroundnon-motorized transportation. Enhanced opportunities for non-motorized
transportation inAnchorage and Eagle River will support the mental, physical, and
environmental health of ourcommunity. Beyond this, ensuring safe access to quality non-
motorized travel facilities is an equity issue for those who may be unable to travel by other
modes for reasons related to cost or ability. As such, we were encouraged to see that
analysis around need was a major factor in this planning process.

N/A

No action recommended.

188

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

General

Adding together recent, current, and future development in the central section of the
Spenardneighborhood, CIHA will provide over 50 affordable housing units, including set-
aside units forseniors, homeless households, and households with disabilities. Thisincrease
in residentialdevelopment along Spenard Road is expected to bring more non-motorized
traffic to the corridor as it developsinto the more active mixed-use center visioned in the
Spenard Corridor Plan (2020). As such, many of our comments relate to the non-motorized
facilities planned in central Spenard and ensuring that they are safe, accessible, and
convenient for residents of all ages and abilities.

N/A

No action recommended.

189

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

Representative
Project #6

Wearein strong support of Representative Project #6 for improvements to Coronado Street
in Chugiak-Eagle River. As noted in the project description, CIHA owns and operates a
significant amount of affordable housing for seniors and families nearby, so these amenities
would greatly expand access to downtown Eagle River for many CIHA residents and
neighbors. We support the cost and time-saving idea to include a separated multi-use
pathway on the south side of the road only, which is where most people would likely access
theroute. However, we do wish to highlight a passage to edit for accuracy: Where it says:
“Recent developments such as CIHA's 56-unit Coronado Park Senior Village and the
Petersen Group’s Coronado Park, which includes 43 structures comprised of over 90 units,
access Coronado Street from the south.” We recommend that it instead read: “The
neighboring Coronado Park development includes a mix of ownership and rental housing,
and a mix of units that serve seniors and families. At full buildout the site will include 185
units, 83 of which are reserved for senior households. These units all access Coronado Street
from the south.”

N/A

No action recommended.

190

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

Pedestrian
Facilities

Sidewalks are currently insufficiently wide along this stretch, are in disrepair, lack
accessible curb cuts, and in many places they are made inaccessible by utility poles blocking
the way. Thisis especially an issue when considering wheelchair users and factoring in snow
storage that may block additional space on the sidewalks. The NMP should include firm
recommendations that utilities be moved underground and sidewalks be widened beyond
five feet whenever possible, especially along major pedestrian routes such as Spenard Road.
Five feet isinsufficient to support safe and comfortable pedestrian and/or wheelchair travel
in abusiness corridor.

Staff agrees.

We will include thislanguagein this
section.

191

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

Winter
Maintenance

CIHA has collaborated with the Anchorage Parks Foundation’s initiative to install signage
with Indigenous Place Names. We support the continuation of this effort and see the NMP’s
design guidelines section as an opportunity to help thisinitiative become a more
formalized part of facility construction.

Staff agrees.

Staff will work to incorporage
recommendations for indigenous
names to beincluded in design
guidelines.
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192

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

Pedestrian
Facilities

Alaska DOT&PF is currently in the process of planning for the rehabilitation of Spenard Road
between Benson Boulevard and Minnesota Drive in the coming years. Pedestrian facilities
along this primary corridor are currently marked as Medium Priority, but they should be
High Priority due to this being a High Traffic Stress area with high composite equity scores
and an expected increase in demand.

Staff agrees.

We will look at reprioitizing this
network connection to High.

193

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

Bicycle
Facilties

The plan is currently missing bicycle facilities on Spenard Road between Benson and
Minnesota; this needs to be added to keep this segment consistent with prior phases of
Spenard Road Rehabilitation that included bicycle facilities, as well as the plan that is being
developed for this segment by DOT&PF.

Staff agrees.

We will add this missing project link.

194

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

Bicycle
Facilties

We ssupport the proposed Enhanced Shared Roadways along 27th Avenue (as shown in
Representative Project #4) and Chugach Way since these play a critical role as supporting
routes for access to the Spenard Road corridor. We support that the 27th Ave project is
listed as High Priority, but we recommend Chugach Way be changed from Medium Priority
to High Priority to match this and help complete the network in this neighborhood. As the
area around Chugach Way is recommended as a Reinvestment Focus Area, we think
prioritizing infrastructure, especially when completely lacking, should be a priority to help
implement the RFA areas and catalyse and support new housing investment.

Staff agrees.

We will look at changing Chugach Way
to a High Priority project.

195

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

Winter
Maintenance

We were pleased to hear that another Winter Maintenance Forum will be taking placein
the future, and we recommend that plans for snow storage and removal along a prioritized
network are considered in collaboration with Maintenance staff. We acknowledge that
whileincreased funding is needed, we must also plan with current conditions and
capabilities of the system in mind. If a prioritization system is used, it should take into
account areas of highest need (areas with lower vehicle ownership, where residents rely on
non-motorized travel and transit).

Staff agrees. Development of the Winter Maintenance Forum
will take place after this planning effort has concluded. We will
make prioritizing need based maintenance a priority for this
effort.

No action recommended.

196

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

Crossings

Weare pleased to see the plan’s goal of safety and perception of safety applied to crossings.
The central area of Spenard isindicated in plan maps as having LTS 4 Higher Traffic Stress
and islocated in a High Injury Network, and neighborhood residents have noted that more
crossings are needed. It would be helpful ifthe plan included a map indicating the locations
of existing and potentially beneficial crossings, focusing on primary pedestrian corridors
such as Minnesota Drive and Spenard Road. This could be used to identify gaps and make
recommendations for where additional crossings could be constructed and what type of
crossing would be the mostsafe based on the type of road.

Staff agrees. We are looking at developing a map to show high
conflict crossing areas.

Staffis working on this change.

197

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

Connections
to Public
Transit

We sstrongly support Goal 5, Objective |: “Prioritize making links in the network where there
are opportunities to connect to other modes such as public transit.” Many lower-income
residents, including many CIHA residents, rely on the People Mover service to get around
town. Several mentions of connecting the planned non-motorized system to transit and bus
stops are made throughout the plan, but consideration of the Metropolitan Transportation
Plan 2040 (2020) and a map of current route and stop locations would help illustrate
where non-motorized facilities should be prioritized to ensure access to transit.

Staff will look at creating a map that overlays the overal network
with existing transit facilities.

Staff will work on this potential map.

198

Cook Inlet Housing
Authority

Winter
Maintenance

We believe the best way to “future proof” high operational costs of winter maintenanceis
to design spaces that provide adequate temporary or even more permanent snow storage.
Given the cost of maintaining and installing landscaping, as well as the somewhat poor
track record of maintaining extensive landscaping and hardscaping amenities over the long
term (see Creekside Town Center and Muldoon Road as prime recent examples), we strongly
recommend prioritizing winter snow storage and ease of maintenance and reducing
landscaping. Prioritizing function and keeping operational costs low should be the priority
in our winter city.

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommended at thistime.

199

Corbridge, Will

Pleaseinclude the northern extension of the separated and protected Glenn Hwy bike path
inthe 2020 non motorized plan. Thank you!

Staff agrees.

We will include this project in the
plan.
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Non-Motorized Plan. | strongly support
efforts to improve options for biking and walkingin Anchorage. As the draft plan is finalized,
| urge you to ensure that the map of existing conditions accurately reflects routes that are
safe and comfortable for bicycling; to encourage the use of supplemental solutions such as " -
- - L Lo . o We will make sure the existing
wayfinding, traffic signal timing, enforcement, and education in addition to building . . .
200 Cravez, Glenn . . . R . . N Staff agrees. conditions map is reflective of these
infrastructure; and to continue working to ensure that winter maintenance s sufficient to
. . . . elements. Thank you.
allow reliable, safe, and equitable non-motorized transportation throughout the year.
Thank you for working to improve non-motorized transportation in Anchorage, which is
such an important part of making our city safer and morelivable.
. . Page 54 —Map omits above project an enhanced shared roadway on 31st Ave. Thisis e . .
2o EAYEEIES = redundant to the W. 32nd Avenue & E. 33rd Avenue route and should be deleted. SEifegees WemliEdiberrerinherm:
202 CRW Engineering 17 Page 17 —Map in lower right corner is missing legend. Staff agrees. We will make this map edit.
Page 53 —Map indicates two locations for 27th Avenue. Thelower 27th Avenue appears to
be32nd Avenue. Thecurrently in design route between Spenard Road and Old Seward
Highway is not shown. Therouteincludes a. Sidewalks and onstreet bike laneson W. 30th
Avenue from Spenard Road to North Star Street and a new pathway along North Star Street
from W. 30th Avenue to W. 32nd Avenue, and terminating at the W. 32nd Avenue and
203 CRW Engineering 53 Arctic Boulevard Intersection. Constructionin 2021. Staff agrees. We will fix this error in the plan.
Interim on-street bike lanes on W. 32nd Avenue from Arctic Boulevard to C Street.
Constructionin 2021.
Protected Bike Lanes (behind curb) and sidewalks on W. 32nd Avenue, Calais Drive, W. 33rd
Avenue, Fairbanks Street and W. 34th Avenue between Arctic Boulevard and Old Seward
Highway. Design is 65% complete. Construction will be phased as funding allows.
204 CRW Engineering 57 Pége57-5eecornment3 above. W 32nd Avenueand E. 3A3rd Avenue will bethe primary Staff agrees. WeAwiII show 32n.d and 3.3rd as
biking and walking route across Midtown Anchorage and is not shown on the map. primary pedestrian corridors.
205 CRW Engineering a7 Pagel7_—Mapin upper right corner is missing existing bicycle lanes constructed on Old Staffagrees. We will make this map edit.
Eagle River Road.
206 CRW Engineering 69 Page 69 —See comment 3 above. Staff agrees. We will fix this error in the plan.
Our project team will review this
207 CRW Engineering 108 Page 108 —Construction Engineering amount is calculated incorrect. Staff agrees. construction estimate to make sure
thatitiscorrect.
208 CRW Engineering Comm‘ent from Brendan —The Old Glenn Highway is listed as a future separated trail where Staff agrees. We will fix this error in the plan.
one exists already.
Please build the Glenn Hwy separated bike path extending from Peters Creek to the Eklunta Wewill include this project in the
209 Dau, Kelly Overpass as was recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan. (It is currently NOT in the Staff agrees. |
new plan.) [FIE,
SPECIFIC REQUEST: Review and update 2010 Bike Plan Goal 5, Policies 5.1 and 5.2. as part We will make this suggested edit to
210 of the remaining NMP public process, and incorporateinto the NMP. Some possible Staff agrees. the plan
Davis, Tom options for whereit could fit NMP’s organization are as follows: :
211 NMP Chapter 1, Table 11: Could include an updated/simplified version of 2010 Bike Plan’s Staff agrees. We will make this suggested edit to
i Goal 5 as an “Objective” in NMP Table 11, perhaps as a new Objective VI under Goal 1. the plan.
Davis, Tom
NMP Chapter 6, Section 6.2 Policy + Programs: Could add a policy/program subsection to
212 address the relevant elements of 2010’s Policies 5.1 and 5.2 (pp. 112-113), to review and Staff agrees. We will make this suggested edit to
improve T21 requirements for bike parking, including long-term bike parking, and the plan.
Davis, Tom standards for adequate security, sheltering, accessibility, etc.
NMP Chapter 6, Table 6.14: Implementation Matrix: Could add implementation action(s) . . .
R L X We will make this suggested edit to
213 toincorporate updated/relevant action item recommendations from pp. 112-113 0f 2010 Staff agrees. o
Davis, Tom Bike Plan policies5.1and 5.2.
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214

Deats, Cindy

Pleaseinclude the Glenn Hwy separated bike path extension from Peters Creek to the
Eklutna Overpass (as was recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan) in the new
2020 AMATS Non-Motorized Plan.

Staff agrees.

We will include this project in the
plan.

215

Dommelen, Lang
Van

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the Non-Motorized Plan. Whileit's
great to see Anchorage working on this plan, I'm discouraged that yet again, Fairview is
relegated to a lower priority.

Fairview was not relegated to a lower priority in this plan. All
areas within the AMATS Boundary were analyzed with the same
data set and criteria and projects were scored based on this

areawide data analysis.

No action recommended.

216

Dommelen, Lang
Van

According to NMP, Fairview and downtown are areas of high inequity and high demand for
pedestrian and bike paths. | live on 17th and Karluk in Fairview, and we have a year-round
problem with speeding cars and unsafe drivers. The problem is particularly noticeable on
20th avenue coming from Gambell and on 17th, these streets are straight, have no stop
signsand In the past week alone | have seen many cars pushing speeds of 35-45mph. In
addition, | have also seen two cars spin out of control and end up on the sidewalk. Stop and
yield signs are taken as suggestions. The section of Karluk between 17th and 15thisanicy
mess in winter, and | have seen multiple carsslide through theintersection into the road
and crossing the sidewalk, as a pedestrian | wait to ensure no cars are coming down the hill
before walking because | don't trust that cars will stop.

Staff agrees.

Staff will ask the project team to takea
look at this road segment and advise a
potential project.

217

Dommelen, Lang
Van

Thetraffic situation is particularly worrisome as this neighborhood has many pedestrians,
and because we have several lower-income housing developments, many of my neighbors
do not have cars, and so commute on foot or bikes. Many people in thiscommunity also
enjoy outdoor activities and have dogs we walk around the neighborhood. We have often
discussed how unsafe we feel doing these activities, especially in winter when the sidewalks
are covered in snow and we must walk on the roadway. | personally change the side of the
street | walk on near corners because | have seen so many cars slide out of control taking
corners at excess speed.

Staff agrees.

Staff will ask the project team to take
another look at Fairview connections
for more projects and higher
prioritization of projects.

218

Dommelen, Lang
Van

Thisisalso ayoung neighborhood with alot of kids. It's great to see kids playing in their yard
and on the sidewalk, but there's little protection between them and the speeding cars. And
while we are next to Eastchester Park and the greenbelt, the commute to the park and the
trails cuts across the roads with speeding drivers.

Staff agrees.

We will take a look at recommending
traffic calming techniquesin this area.

219

Dommelen, Lang
Van

Fairview isayoung, dynamic community. Peoplein the neighborhood bike, walk, and ski
regularly to commute, or for pleasure. Yet the current design of the neighborhood makes
these activities unsafe. Having a designated bike/pedestrian lanes would be of great benefit
to Fairview and its residents, in addition to traffic calming measures that will make it safer
for pedestriansin this neighborhood.

Staff agrees.

We will take a look at project
recommendations for designated
bikeways and pedestrian activity in
Fairview.

220

Drummond, Dana

Please consider amending the new 2020 AMATS Non-Motorized Plan so that the Glenn Hwy
separated bike path is extended from Peters Creek to the Eklunta Overpass as was
recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan. The path is a huge improvement to the
quality of lifein this city and would help minimize some user conflicts. Thisis also the next
step needed in connecting a non-motorized network of paths between Anchorage and The
Valley.

Staff agrees.

We will include this project in the
plan.

221

Edwards, Ira

I ride a wheelchair and | would respectfully ask you to change you icon in thelink above. It's
really really bad posture and is not indicative of an active user. takealook at this. these
logos have been in use by the muni and private businesses like costco and FedEx for several
years http://accessibleicon.org/

Staff agrees.

We will make this changein the plan.
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Thanks for putting together this plan. I'm a heavy trail user and livein Waldron Park near
the proposed Lake Otis Overpass for Campbell Creek. 1'd like to suggest updating the tunnel
under lake otis as part of this project. My wifeand | usethetunnel to get to the east side of
Lake Otis. Wethen travel E50th to Folker to access the Campbell Creek Trail. Thetunnel is . . .
. o X ) N ; We will make this a project
222 Ellis, Tyndall very poorly litin the winter and would benefit from better lighting at both entry and exit. Staff agrees. L
o . . e recommendation in the plan.
Thelightinginside the tunnel is currently painted black. 1'd also suggest modifying the
stairsinto thetunnel and perhapsadding aramp up and out that goes along 50th.
Including tunnel improvementsin the overpass project would benefit the community that
lives next to Lake Otis.
) Pr?posed Add enhanced shared roat':lway on 26th between Denali (cohtlnulng acrossAan'd F:)to 27th Aveis designated as a future bicylce boulevard and will )
223 Evans, David 53 Bicycle Blueberry, to match up with enhanced shared roadway designated for 27th. Thisis alow- X . . No action recommended.
I A . . serve both east and west traveling bicyclists.
Network stress travel path for bicyclists and is preferred over travel along Northern Lights.
7.5-Bicycle AMATS does not update Title 21. Title21 isupdated by the
224 Evans, David 184 racks Revise the NMP to state: “AMATS should work to update Title 21 to reflect best practices...” Municipal Current Planning Section and Long Range Planning No action recommended.
Section.
Table 1.1 Goal . . . . . . N 8 N
1, Objective IV Add a comprehensive discussion of current AMATS policy related to funding of non- The 10-15% funding allotment for non-motorized projectsis set
225 Evans, David 4 el @iy motorized projects. Add arecommendation that AMATS review its funding allocation by FHWA. This will remain the same until it is changed at the US No action recommended.
6.2and 6.3 policy and consider whether the current 10 to 15 percent limit should be raised. Congressional level.
Revise the NMP to recommend that every non-motorized creek crossing have signs, at each
end of the crossing, that include the name of the creek. Consider showing both the current
and original (indigenous) names. Signage should name creeks to enhance the public’s
awareness of the watershed in which they live and to encourage good stewardship of our
valuable streams, wetlands, water supply and overall watershed. Even small or
intermittent creeks in culverts should be signed, if only to say “a branch of the XYZ fork of Creek signageis under thejurisdiction of the Anchorage Parks
7.6 —Signage [Campbell Creek” or “flowsinto the XYZ fork of Campbell Creek”. and Recreation Department. AMATS does support the use of
226 Evans, David 189 and indigenous names and will advocate for these in upcoming No action recommended.
wayfinding |Considerincluding some ofthe guidancein: Signage and Wayfinding plans like the most recent plan
completed by The Anchorage Parks Foundation.
*“Creek Signs—Guide to Developing a Local Watershed and Creek Signage Program,”
produced by the Southern Sonoma County Resource Conservation District —it has helpful
suggestions regarding sign size, design, location, etc.
*“Creek Signage Placement, Municipality of Anchorage,” prepared by Anchorage
Waterways Council, February 1, 2019
227 Evans, David vii Executive  |Statetheexpected review cycle for thisdocument (number of years between reviews), other | It is estimated that a new Non-motorized Plan will be drafted 10 | Staff will include thislanguagein the
! Summary [than the upcoming 2021 revisions for finer details. years after the current version has been adopted. NMP.
Use consistent terms throughout the NMP. In particular, replace the infrequently-used
term “multi-use” with the often-used “shared use.” The “Bicycle Facility Selection Tool” on . .
. . . ; . . Review for consistent us of
228 Evans, David n/a General page 157 refersto “multi-use” paths. But the “multi-use” is only used in a few other places Suggested text edits. terminology
in the Draft Plan, and most of the Plan refers to “shared use” paths or pathways, not “multi-
use” paths.
Change the recommendation to “protected bikeway or shared-use path,” to be consistent
with other parts of the NMP. With the posted speed and current and forecast AADTSs, the
Tool on page 157 recommends “protected bikeway or multi-use path” (“multi-use” should
229 Evans, David 110 6.1 —Fireweed |be “shared use” per our previous comment). Suggested text edits, Terms to be updated for consistency.

project

Furthermore, the recommended solution, a raised cycle track, is not mentioned in the
“Bicycle Facility Selection Tool” on page 157, nor isit defined or mentioned anywherein
the Draft Plan.

Cycletrack to berenamed as PBL.
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Include guidance on how to deal with bike lane and on-ramp intersections such as the ones .
. 7.4- . . . Altato provide content to cover
230 Evans, David 167 . that were so contentious, not long ago, at the Raspberry and Minnesota interchange. The Staff agrees. .
Intersections o o K interchanges.
chapterissilent on thisimportant topic.
7.8- Add “within 24 hours” to “snow should be removed from separated bicycle lanes after the
231 Evans, David 201 X X . ) B M Please see response to above comment. No action recommended.
Maintenance |adjacent street is plowed
7.8-
232 Evans, David 201 Maintenance That sentence leaves the timing undefined. Please see response to above comment. No action recommended.
This datawill beincorporated into
233 Evans, David various overall Add to the MOA GIS mapping application all existing and proposed non-motorized facilities. Staff agrees municipal GIS databases after plan
approval and adoption.
Staff agrees that adding project identification numbers to the
234 Evans. David 70 Tables 5.2 and |Add identification numbers to each project in thetables. Putthe numberson amap at the tableis merrited. However, adding the entirety of project Include project identification
! 5.3 location of the project. numbers to the map will resultin a map that isvisually numbers on the project tables.
disruptive and hard to read.
Revise theintroduction to Chapter 6 to focus on the strategy, not the examples, and
6- reorganize this Chapter so that section 6.2 and 6.3 arefirst, since they deal with the primary | Staff disagrees with this formatting suggestion. We feel that the
235 Evans, David 98 Implementatio |topic of Chapter 6: implementation strategy. Move section 6.1 (the examples) to theend of | order and formatting of this chapter isintuitive and guides the No action recommended.
n the chapter. Update the example narratives to specifically reference the implementation reader through implementation strategy and examples.
strategies.
Recommend that the stretch of Fireweed from Denali St to the Seward Highway be the . . . . .
. L . . Staff disagrees with this recommendation. This segment of
. highest priority phase. The NMP notes that the scope of improvementsis too large for a ) . .
6.1—Fireweed | . . X - ) . Fireweed is owned by ADOT&PF and may provide further .
. . single project and recommends future studies evaluate dividing the work into logical L R No action recommended. Ask R&M to
236 Evans, David 112 project . - . X . complications for complete streets rennovation. The scope of . . -
R phases. The NMP should state that highest priority phaseis the portion east of Denali. That |. . . . L . X clarify project phase priority.
phasing . - . X improvements listed in this section is reasonable in comparison
has the highest traffic volumes, and at Denali, bicyclists can use 26th, 27th, and parking lots - R
X . . to similar projects that have been completed.
and alleys to parallel Fireweed Lane while going west, all the way to Spenard.
Staff disagrees with this recommendation. Undergroundin
. 6.1 —Fireweed |Include undergrounding of utilities along Fireweed in the project. This should free up s g . " . . g £ No action recommended. Ask R&M to
237 Evans, David 110 . . . A . . . utilities along this stretch of Fireweed will add significantly to . . .
project additional width of sidewalk and facilitate winter maintenance. . . clarify project utility focus.
the cost of this project.
6-
Revise the paragraph on page 99 to eliminate the nearly duplicate sentences regarding what Eliminate duplication of information
238 Evans, David 99 Implementatio P g. P P .g . yaup X 8 8 We will eliminate duplication of information on page 99. P
n the example projects provide.Theintroductory paragraph needs a major overhaul. on page99.
Table5.2 -
239 Evans, David 70 Bicycle Change the PDF so that the tableis printed on 11x17s, not spanning two 8.5x11s. Staff will ask the project team to make this change. Ask project team to make this change.
projects
Renamewhat is currently shown as the “raised cycle track” to “setback” or “buffer” or
“snow storage area” to be consistent with the “shared use” path narrative on page 160. It is . . . . .
6.1 —Fireweed |disturbingto usyear-round utility cyclists that the current narrative says the “raised cycle Storing snow partially on non-motorized facilities, while not
240 Evans, David 110 ’ X g Y vy ) . y” X 4 ideal, isacommon practiceand is allowed in the AMATS No action recommended.
project track can accommodate temporary snow storage during winter months.” Storing snow on R
. . P . planning area.
non-motorized facilities should not be the default position and is not the approach a world-
class winter city should take.
Revise the Executive Summary and related narrative to state that the NMP does not
supersede the parts of the existing bicycle, pedestrian, trails, district, neighborhood, and The NMP will supersede the existing Anchorage Bicycle Plan and
P P X g v fp o ! ! g ! P i g 8 v Staff will add language to the NMP to
park plans that pertain to recreational trails and trails not yet addressed in the NMP, and Anchorage Pedestrian Plan when adopted by the Anchorage R . .
. . ) . ; R . . . | statethat the Areawide Trails Plan will
. " Executive |add afootnote stating that a Recreational Trails Plan will be developed in the future. The Assembly and approved by the AMATS Policy Committee. It will .
241 Evans, David vii K - . . X . . . . not be superseded by the NMP until
Summary Executive Summary states that the NMP supersedes existing bicycle, pedestrian, and trails not supersede the 1996 Areawide Trails plan until such time as . . . .
L . . K such timeas described in this staff
plans, but it is not yet complete, as acknowledged by the statement that it is planned to be that portion of the Non-motorized Plan has been completed S——
amended in a future year. The NMP should state that, in the meantime, and until the and is also adopted and approved as an amendment to the NMP. :
Recreational Trails Plan is completed, the existing plans are still in force.
Proposed
242 Evans, David 53 Bicycle Add the missing utilitarian link described in column to right. The project team will look at adding this project link. No action recommended at thistime.

Network
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cnosed From south end of Princeton Circle, add unpaved N/S trail that connects to 36th (at
243 Evans, David 53 Bicycle Maclnnes) ! P The project team will look at adding this project link. No action recommended at this time.
Network )
Proposed Add enhanced shared pathway on Maclnnes from 36th to Tudor. Add enhanced shared
244 Evans, David 53 Bicycle . p Y . : The project team will look at adding this project link. No action recommended at thistime.
roadway on Shelikof from Tudor to Chirikof Ct.
Network
Proposed
245 Evans, David 53 Bicycle Add N/S trail west of Waldron Pond, crossing Campbell Creek trail to Cache Drive The project team will look at adding this project link. No action recommended at thistime.
Network
Proposed Add enhanced shared roadway for Cache Dr to the NE corner of Tudor Elementary School
246 Evans, David 53 Bicycle Y ¥ The project team will look at adding this project link. No action recommended at thistime.
pathway.
Network
AR Include pathway connection from the school to Waldron Dr and Little Tree St intersection
247 Evans, David 53 Bicycle - 2 Y The project team will look at adding this project link. No action recommended at thistime.
(in lieu of Bartlett Dr to Waldron currently shown).
Network
These six example projects were chosen because they are a good
6 Revise the narrative on pages 99 and 100 to describe why the six example projects were representation of both bicycle and pedestrian project
248 Evans, David 99 and Implementatio selected.It isnot clear why the six example projects were chosen. Arethey especially high recommendationsin the plan. They show realistic examples of Add language explaining why these
! 100 P n priority projects? Werethey randomly selected? Were they picked because of some what implementation of each type of project might look like projects were selected to this section.
convenience? and therefore help the general public maked informed decisions
when they are recommending projects for funding, etc.
Revise the existing non-motorized network maps to include all existing non-motorized, non-
recreational connectors between neighborhoods, schools, parks, and business areas. This . . . . .
. . R . . . Thisrequest is beyond the sope of this planning project. In
will require maps with much finer detail and higher resolution.There are many non- L L .
. . . . addition, current Municipal databases for sidewalks and
. 2.3 Existing | motorized, non-recreational connections not shown on the Draft Plan maps. Ifthey are . K R .
249 Evans, David 15 e . , “ . , | sidepathsisnot reliabel or up to date. These databases must be No action recommended.
Network not shown on aplan, they don’t exist and can’t be protected. Thesearenot “recreational, .
. - . - . brought up to current standards before a map like the one
per se, since they facilitate non-motorized connectivity between neighborhoods, schools, . .
. . L suggested in thiscomment can be created.
parks, and businesses. Here are two examples, out of hundredsin the Municipality (see row
below).
Include a discussion of the winter-time visibility and long-term effectiveness of bicycle Visibility of on road bicycleinfrastructure such as bicyle boxes,
boxes, turn boxes, and other major painted features, when compacted snow and ice may turn boxes and bicycle lane markings will be altered during
171 74— cover them, or plows may damage them. A survey of other winter city experiences with wintertime snow conditions. Thesean other winter mainteance
250 Evans, David 172 Intergections these features may be helpful. It is understood that AMATS does not have the authority to issues are discussed in the maintenance section of the Design No action recommended.
unilaterally updateTitle 21, but the language in the draft NMP is weak: “AMATS should Chapter 7. The Long-Range Planning Section of the Municipal
consider reviewing the development code and updating to reflect best practices regarding | Planning Department is already working with AMATS to update
required bicycle parking.” Title 21 guidance for bicycle parking.
Changethe policy recommendation for the snow removal timing goal from 72 hoursto 24
hours. FHWA “Guide for Maintaining Pedestrian Facilities for Enhanced Safety Research
Report” notes that
“Th jority of icipaliti tacted i tob d fi idewalk
. e.majorl s —— ac_ o r_emove ro_m siaewalis . While AMATS advocates for better winter maintenance
within 24 hours after a snow event. Itiscommon and appropriate to requirea shorter time . .
L . . . L . throughout the planning area, snow removal times are set by
framein high pedestrian zones such asin business districts where pedestrians need to access L , . .
" 7.8- . L N R . L the Municipality and ADOT&PF's Maintenance and Operations .
251 Evans, David 201 transit and amenities. The City of Boston combines these strategies by requiring all No action recommended.

Maintenance

property owners to remove snow and ice within three hours of the end of the snow fall or
three hours after sunrise. Thisis one of the shorter time frames of those contacted and is
actively enforced with substantial fines for noncompliance. Ann Arbor, M, requires that
any snowfall accumulation before 6 AM must be removed by noon.”
https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/tools_solve/fhwasal3037/research_report/chap2d.c
fm

divisions and are directly dependant upon funding and staffing
available. AMATS does support increasing priority, funding and
staffing of maintenance divisions
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Evans, Diana and We are looking at the NMP out for public comment and wonder if the project cost in
252 'David Chapter 6 |Chapter 6 for Fireweed Lane are for the non-motorized portion only, orifit includes the Staff will ask R& M to make this clarification. Clarify project cost in plan text.
roadway improvements to decrease the lanes from 4 to 3.
Evans, Diana and Also, this project has a line item for 30% contingency on project subtotal, where the iy ey ey i
253 ,David Chapter 6 |Campbell Creek grade-separated crossing does not have a lineitem for contingency. Why is Staff will ask R& M to make this clarification. glan tixt pancy
that? a '
Createamap to show how existing
It needs to establish a systems connection to the Primary Transit Corridors. Every bus rider and planned infrastructure will
isa pedestrian before and after their trip. The Anchorage People Mover has made a overlay with primary and secondar
. p . P & . P . Staff agrees that the NMP can do a better job of showing how .y ‘p v M
- significant commitment of resources to support these corridors with more frequent bus L . . . transit corridors. Acknowledge the
Fairview . . X X R existing and new infrastructure will connect to primary and ; )
. service. However, the NMP does a poor job of acknowledging theimportance of pedestrian . . . L importance of pedestrian
254 Community . - . . . . . secondary transit corridors. Updating the municipal GIS . .
. infrastructure within these corridors. The NMP should identify as an Action Item a project L L infrastructure (1st and last mile)
Council . . s . . database to show all pedestrian infrastructure within the o . .
to inventory the pedestrian infrastructure within a% mile of the right-of-way edge, develop A R X within theseareasin the planning
. . A AMATS areaisan action item in the plan. L
an assessment metric and make recommendations for programming TIP funds to address all text. Include action item to further
identified deficiencies within the short term. plan for these areas in addition to
updating municipal GIS database.
Fairview ; . . . . - . S
. 1.1t needs to includeimprovements to the bike trail segment from 15th Avenue to Sitka We will include this project in the
255 Community . A . Staff agrees.
Council Park. This section is significantly deteriorated and presents a safety hazard to users.1 plan.
Fairview 2.It needs to include a new trail link on the west side of the North Fork of Chester Creek
) from Sitka Park to Chester Creek Trail. The new link creates a public loop trail and enhances We will include this project in the
256 Community . . e . . Staff agrees.
Council the physical recreation opportunities for neighborhood residents and users of the plan.
Anchorage Senior Center.
Fairview 3.1t needs to conform to the Anchorage 2040 Land Use Plan and include the Fairview
. Greenway connection between Chester Creek and Ship Creek Greenways. This creates an We will include this project in the
257 Community . . T Staff agrees.
Council urban bike/ped beltway around the center of the City and significantly enhances the plan.
investment environment for the entire urban core area.
6.1t needs to raise the priority levels for pedestrian improvements to Gambell and Ingra
Fairview Streets as they consist of inadequately maintained 4 foot sidewalks directly adjacent to . L
X X - L . ; We will make this prioritization
258 Community traffic often traveling in excess of the posted limits. Gambell Street is severely impacted by Staff agrees. R
R . R . . . R changein theplan.
Council the presence of utility polesin the sidewalk presenting an additional hazard for those in
wheelchairs.
5.1t needs to discuss the inadequacies of the existing approach to in-street bike lanes during
Fairview winter months when the painted land striping is covered by snow and ice. It is suggested . . . .
. . L . . . Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more L
259 Community that the NMP discuss opportunities for innovative solutions. For example, the placement of broad| No recommended change at this time.
Council aseparate luminaire arm on existing poles extending out over the bike lane provides year- ¥
round visibility for the in-street bike lane at a marginal cost.
- 4.1t needs to describe the significant pedestrian safety issues associated with the existing .
Fairview X R X ) R N . . . Includelanguagein theplan
. pedestrian sidewalk infrastructure asit relates to inadequate set asides for snow storage. Wethink that adding general language in the plan about the -
260 Community L X o . : L . . explaining the drawbacks of rolled
) The existing dominance of rolled curbs within the street cross-section effectively eliminates | drawbacks of rolled curbs and snow storage will be agood idea.
Council curb snow storage.

the sidewalk during much of the winter forcing pedestrians to walk in the vehicle travel way.
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I'm reviewing the online plan pdfin advance of tonight's community open house, and am
having a hard time "flipping" between pages that show the project maps and the extensive
g PR p'p g ) 2 g' . E 1] 2 Createan action item in the
pages of individual project details. What I'm looking for isa web map that would allow a . . .
X . ; K L . X implementation matrix to createan
user to click on a project and get a popup of the project details. This is easily configurable . . -
) . ) . interactive webmap for existing and
through ArcGIS Online and/or Esri Web Appbuilder, as well as other open-source mapping . . . . X e
o . R . X . Staff agrees that a webmap showing project details and location planned non-motorized facilities
261 Ferrarese, Jena software, but | didn't see a link for anything like that in the plan or on this website. . . o .
; g K K L e . . will be beneficial. within the AMATS area. This webmap
I'm definitely not ruling out me just missing/not finding the map; if such a web map exists, " -
. . . will be created by Municipal GIS and
could you please point me to the url? And if not, | would strongly recommend developing .
X . . . . R L hosted on the Anchorage municipal
one. Themuni does a lot with public-facing Esri maps, so | would hope the licensingis .
k ) g ; g website.
available for this as well. If you need help building that | am happy to provide technical
adviceor, if you need a volunteer, I'm raising my hand :) Just let me know.
AMATS has a Complete Streets Policy and is developing a
That is thefirst addition to the non-motorized plan that AMATS should pursue: Any street Complete Streets Checklist that will be used to ensure that all
that lacks either pedestrian or dedicated bicycle facilities should have them added during future AMATS funded projects plan and design for non-
the course of maintenance, typically repaving. Making safety upgrades within existingcurb [ motorized users to the best of their ability. Staff disagrees that
cuts clearly requires additional planning, and generally is only possible with lane/road systematically using road diets should be the primary focus of .
262 Fields, Zack ) Y qA X P & R g N M YP . / Y A M e A P M ) No action recommended.
diets. Systematically using road and lane diets to improve safety and mobility should be the this plan. The Non-motorized Plan takes a comprehensive
primary focus of the non-motorized plan, since with the cost of traditional road redesigns approach to complete the overall network and focus on the
we will be waiting hundreds of years to upgrade the numerous unsafe roads like Tudor, areas of highest need and vulnerability. Thisincludes many new
Seward Highway, Benson/Northern Lights, and so on. projects and new infrastructure as well arecommendations for
traffic calming such asroad and lane diets.
I'm writing to suggest significant changes to the draft non-motorized plan. The current draft
plan contains no recommendations for improvements to many common . .
. . . . . Recommend attention to shopping
commuter/shopping routes that serve major residential population centers (9th Ave, X X
. R . K routes and residential centers as part
. Benson/N Lights, Raspberry, Dimond and Lake Otis are just a few examples). .
263 Fields, Zack . L e . Suggested text edits. of Complete Streets typology overlay
Since the Municipality adopted a "Vision Zero" policy several years ago, there have not been . .
. . . X PR plan, mention the effort as part of this
sufficient programmatic changes in how we build and maintain infrastructure to come lan
close to reaching the goals articulated in Vision Zero. Pedestrians, bicyclists, and (AR
automobile drivers continue to die on outdated, high speed roadways.
In addition to articulating how to add dedicated bike/pedestrian facilities as part of the Add recommendation to develop a
maintenance process, the non-motorized plan should recommend dedicated pedestrian policy that bike and pedestrian
) facilities on all roads, and dedicated bicycle facilities on all roads where posted speeds X facilities should beincluded on all
264 Fields, Zack . . X Text edit. R Lo
exceed 25mph, with the potential for bike lanes on more urban roads that have 25mph new construction or reconstruction in
limits (i.e. downtown). If there's not a dedicated bike facility recommended that should be manner that is consistent with current
the exception rather than therule. design standards.
Finally, the non-motorized plan should clearly outline how bike and pedestrian facilities
will beimplemented in intersections. Far too often, traffic engineers' fixation on
unnecessarily wide lane widths has resulted in bike lanes being cut off before intersections, Suggest language to emphasize the
265 Fields, Zack and in unnecessarily wide crosswalks that increase danger for pedestrians. Bike lanes should Text edit. importance of intersection design for
continue up to intersection stop bars. Design criteria should emphasize shortest-possible bike/ped implementation.
crosswalk lengths to improve pedestrian safety. Again, these improvements are only
possible with lane and road diets.
Although the city has done a few major roadway re-configurations (ie Spenard), the city has
not figured out how to useits regular maintenance schedule to improve safety of roadways . - .
R L L . - The project team will include project
at ameaningful scale. Moreover, improving little connector streets (ie 27th Ave) is nice but . . . . . . X . L
. X . R . Staff agrees that including major arterials serving high use recommendations (high priority) for
. doesn't address or obviate the need for safety improvements to adjacent arterials (Northern . . . R . . . . : .
266 Fields, Zack . X . X . commercial areasin the plan's project recommendationsis major arterials serving high use
Lights/Benson). Major and minor arterials serve retail, grocery stores, houses and X . - .
. R . . . beneficial. commercial areas within the planning
apartment complexes. If major and minor arterials like Northern Lights and Lake Otis area
remain dangerous and dysfunctional, then most utilitarian bike and pedestrian trips will :
also have at |least some portion of the trip that is dangerous as well.
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Several planning documents have either been adopted or arein the works that don’t appear All of these plans were adopted after the NMP was already
. . to bereflected in the NMP. We would like to see Spenard Corridor Plan (SCP), the underway. Staff agrees that they areimportant plansand will .
Friends of Fish R R ) X . Incorporate major elements of these
267 Creek Chapter2  |Anchorage Area Plan (AAP) 2040 and the Anchorage Climate Plan more clearly integrated work on incorporating them into the NMP. The Chugach Way lansinto the NMP
and reference to the Chugach Way Area Transportation Elements Report (Chugach Way Area Transportation Elements Report is not yet finished or P :
Report), currently in planning. approved, therefore, it cannot beincorporated into the NMP.
Future Fish Creek feasibility studies will reveal more about potential creek routes, which
Friends of Fish will hopefully also open up possibilities for a better east/west non-motorized connection .
268 Chapter 4 N/A No action recommended.
Creek P than what is currently available east of Cuddy Park, especially east of the New Seward / !
Highway.
Friends of Fish 36th Avenue east of Spenard should bea “medium” priority. It has been enhanced between
269 Chapter 8 . P . S 2 Y Staff agrees. We will make the reprioritization edit.
Creek Spenard and Arctic on the north side, which is a good start.
Staff that both the existi d d faciliti
The ability to compare the existing pedestrian and bicycle network with proposed routesis alt agrees .aA ° © xS {ngan prop?se acti |e.s m.aps
. X o . should have similar street naming to help with map navigation. . .
. . helpful in understanding connectivity and where specific changes are needed. We suggest R . o Make street naming consistent
Friends of Fish . . Staff disagrees that they should be represented side by sidein L
270 Chapter3  |enlarging maps so street names are easier to read, use the same street names on both ) R . . between existing and proposed
Creek L A . . - the planning document however as thereis quite a bit of data .
existing and proposed networks, and display existing and proposed networks side by sidein . R facilities maps.
o . . analysis explanation that precedes development of the new
the NMP so it’s easier to make comparisons.
proposed network.
Minnesota Drive has atremendous amount of pedestrian and bicycle use and should be
. . . p . . Y y Staff agrees that the NMP should include recommendations for | Include recommendations for traffic
. . reclassified to reflect all users, instead of prioritizing motorized traffic. The NMP should N R ) . N
Friends of Fish . . . - . traffic calming along Minnesota. There are several calming along Minnesota that
271 Chapter 4 include locations for traffic calming that enhance safety and connectivity along Minnesota. . . . " . .
Creek . . . . recommendations already included in the Spenard Corridor incorporate recommendations from
Roundabouts, raised intersections, crosswalks and/or other safety and traffic calming N ) .
. . N . Plan that project staff can review and pull into the NMP. the SCP.
amenities should be considered throughout this corridor.
Enh d Shared Road hould be extended fi Harrison Street to Mi t ith
Friends of Fish nhanced Shared Hoa vyays ouidbeexten Ae rom arrls.on reet tolvlinnesota on either Staff agrees that thisisan important connection for the Spenard | Staff will direct project team to takea
272 Chapter 4 40th or 41st Avenue. This will be addressed in more depth in the Chugach Way Report and . . . . .
Creek L. . . s area. look at including this project link.
we anticipate that document will be reflected in the finalized NMP.
Friends of Fish We will include this project link in the
273 ' ' Chapter 4 Central Spenard Road is blank. Staff agrees. wiitinciu 1S proj it
Creek plan.
Have project team take another look
Friends of Fish Intersections of particular concern not addressed in the NMP include 26th Ave, 36th Ave, P . ) X
274 Chapter 4 Staff agrees. at these intersections. (26th Ave, 36th
Creek and 41st Ave.
Aveand 41st Ave.)
Friends of Fish Wewill include thi jectlinkin th
275 riends orHs Chapter 4 Fish Creek Trail to the Ocean is missing. Staff agrees. ewill Includethis project inkin the
Creek plan.
. . Aproposed Fish Creek trail corridor isincluded in the AAP 2040, the Metropolitan - . X L
Friends of Fish Wewill includeth tlinkinth
276 rlencrsec;k s Chapter4  |Transportation Plan (MTP) 2040, and the SCP. Though arouteis yet to be determined, Staff agrees. ewiitinclude llaS:I’OJeC inkinthe
language for the proposed corridor should beincluded in the NMP. plan.
Friends of Fish 36th Avenue needs addressing. It is a well-traveled corridor that connects to the Boys and Include proiect recommendations for
277 Creek Chapter 4 Girls Club, Woodland Park and Fish Creek on its west end. As long as there is not a safe way Staff agrees. proj 36th Ave
to cross there will continue to be injuries and fatalities, especially along this section. :
. X To add connectivity to the Fish Creek corridor at Red Bridge Park a safe crossing is needed . .
Friends of Fish . Include project connection between
278 Chapter 4 between Spenard and Tudor. We suggest a 41st Avenue crossing to the proposed network Staff agrees.
Creek R Spenard and Tudor Road.
on Harrison St.
Friends of Fish Include the shared use path identified in the 2010 Anchorage Bicycle Plan and affirmed in We will include this project link in the
279 Chapter 4 . R Staff agrees.
Creek the SCP along therailroad corridor through Spenard. plan.
Fish Creek trail is effectively dead-ended at the eastern edge of Red Bridge Park when it
meets Tudor Road at Taft. Ashared use pathway should beincluded between Minnesota and
280 Friends of Fish Chapter4 Taft to completeconnef:tivity. With theconstapt presenFeofsemi-trucks'from Spenard Staffagrees. We will include this project link in the
Creek Builders Supply and an intersection with the railroad, this well-used corridor places non- plan.
motorized users at risk, especially in winter when snowplows create berms along this
stretch.
281 Friends of Fish Chapter 5 Spenard Road should be a “high” priority, in line with the Spenard Road Rehab project and Staff agrees. Make this project a high priority in the

Creek

affirmed by the SCP.

NMP.
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282

Friends of Fish
Creek

Chapter 6

Chugach Way should be a “high” priority as affirmed by the Chugach Way Report and SCP.

Staff agrees.

Make this project a high priority in the
NMP.

283

Friends of Fish
Creek

Chapter 7

Minnesota should be a “high” priority. This high-speed corridor has been identified as such
by community and affirmed in the SCP, the MTP 2040 and AAP 2040. We would like to see
speeds lowered on Minnesota Drive to no higher than 35 mph southbound from downtown
to Tudor Road. Minnesota is an important alternative to the Seward Highways and the A/C
Street couplets for north/south vehicular traffic, however it bisects the Spenard
neighborhood and is extremely dangerous for pedestrians and bicyclists, as we
unfortunately saw when a pedestrian was recently killed at 35th Ave. The combination of
high speeds and lack of crosswalks creates a deadly combination for neighbors, especially in
winter when the already narrow sidewalks are further reduced. Pedestrians are seen walking
in thestreet in winter because the sidewalk isinaccessible, while cars driving 45-50mph fly
past.

Staff agrees.

Make this project a high priority in the
NMP.

284

Friends of Fish
Creek

Chapter 7:

Considerable time and effort went into the creation and adoption of the Spenard Corridor
Plan. We're proud of this document and its transportation approach to development.
Several items from the SCP should beincluded in the NMP, such as festival streets, way
finding, and inclusion of e-bikes when considering bicycle networks.

Staff agrees.

Wewill include discussion of festival
streets. Wayfinding and discussion of
e-bikesisalreadyincluded in th NMP.

Friends of Fish
Creek

Chapter 4

The four-year window for crash data does not give an accurate portrayal of safety concerns.
For example it does not capture recent bicyclist deaths, giving a falseimpression about that
risk. The 2010 Anchorage Bicycle Plan used a thirteen-year window for crash data (pages 19
and 20). Without a wider window of crash data, it is difficult to more fully identify problem
areas that need mitigation. Thereis a gap in non-motorized planning statistics from 2007 to
present for bicyclistsand 2003 to present for pedestrians, including wheel-chair users,
given when thelast plans were adopted.

Staff is already working wiht ADOT&PF to incorporate HSIP
crash data to augment the Vision Zero data that was used for
this plan. Those two data sets are the most up to date crash data
we have available to usein the NMP.

No action recommended.

286

Friends of Fish
Creek

General
Comments

Though acknowledged as a winter city, the NMP doesn’t adequately reflect it in photos,
design ideas and examples, in network maps, or implementation. Wintery conditions
comprise a majority of the year in Anchorage and create additional challenges to foot and
bicycle traffic. Winter maintenanceis critical to a functioning non-motorized plan and
enhancing safety for non-motorized traffic. The NMP should include network maps that
show priority areas for winter maintenance both for public comment and, once adopted,
online so users can chose routes that are safest.

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No recommended change at this time.

287

Fullman, Tim

General

Thank you for all your hard work developing the draft Non-Motorized Plan! One of the
things | really appreciate about Anchorage is the variety of non-motorized transportation
optionsand | am grateful for your work to maintain and enhance these resources. | strongly
support efforts to improve options for biking, walking, and other non-motorized
transportation in Anchorage.

N/A

No action recommended.

288

Fullman, Tim

General

My family only has a single car, so for the past 6.5 years | have commuted downtown for
work year-round on my mountain bike (with studded tires in winter). Good bicycle
connectivity is crucial for me and my family. Apart from my commute, | also enjoy
recreational non-motorized use, including biking, walking, and cross-country skiing. Non-
motorized transportation is an essential part of my life that | participatein on an almost
daily basis. Its value has especially been reinforced to me during the Covid-19 pandemic,
when opportunities to get outside for exercise and recreation have been key to my mental
and physical health.

N/A

No action recommended.
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| am a scientist with a PhD in Geography, so | very much appreciate the value of maps and
data. | appreciate the maps and information presented in the plan. As you finalize the plan, |
urgeyou to continue ensure that additional data are collected so that the map of existing
conditions accurately reflects routes that are safe and functional for biking by people of all
289 Fullman, Tim skill levels. Asthisis done, it isimportant that it be made clear where “secondary paved
paths” have little suitability for safe bicycling due to their narrow width or concentrations
of driveways. | have experienced the challenges of using such paths as part of my commute
and know that they are not the same as other, more dedicated paths, which are better for
safety of cyclists, pedestrians, and motorized vehicle drivers.

Staff agrees.

We will make sure that the existing
conditions map is accurate.

Finally, | was surprised in something called the “Non-Motorized Plan” that skiing got such
limited attention. While biking is my primary means of transportation, | am increasing my
frequency of cross-country skiing. | did a search of the document for the term “ski*” and
was a little disappointed by the fact that there was not more information or consideration
in what is supposed to be a comprehensive plan. | would like to see thisimproved upon in
thefinal plan.

290 Fullman, Tim

Staff agrees.

Wewill includemore
recommendations for sking the non-
motorized network becauseitisa
popular form of transport in the
AMATS area.

| am strongly supportive of the winter maintenance strategy described on p.134. Thereisa
need for improved coordination among agencies, especially between street plowing and
sidewalk clearing. Every winter there are instances where the streets get plowed right onto
the sidewalks. This dense, dirty snow is very difficult, if not impossible, to plow through,
greatly hindering my commuting ability. | am thankful when the Muni subsequently clears
those sidewalks, but sometimes it can take a few days. Better coordination might allow
avoiding the problem altogether, if there is somewhere else that snow can go, or shorter
time lags between street plowing and sidewalk clearing.

291 Fullman, Tim 134 General

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommeded at this time.

| also appreciate the strategy’s consideration of the type of plowing or grooming treatments
to beapplied. The plan gives an example that “grooming protocols could be established
that would provide for bicycle access along shared use pathways or sidepaths” (p.134). This
isextremely important. Often during the winter | am frustrated during my commute by the
Coastal Trail having just been groomed for skate skiing. This resultsin soft, powdery snow
into which my tires dig deep, hindering my ride and no doubt frustrating skiers who then
haveto contend with the gouges | leave behind. | do not want to have this effect, but | need
to beable to commutein. Altering the timing of grooming so that it hastime to harden
overnight before the morning commute may be one option to reduce such impacts. Not
grooming the entire trail, but leaving a section of more compacted snow for easier bicycle
travel along the edge of groomed areas is another. | hope that this working group will be
established and a coordinated winter maintenance strategy created.

292 Fullman, Tim 134 General

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommeded at this time.

Similar to the winter maintenance strategy, thereis also need for a plan for the break-up
period. Each year thereis a period of several weeks in which snow is melting and the trails
become very difficult for biking. It would be helpful to have further discussion about
maintenance options to enhance trail access during this period. This could include efforts
293 Fullman, Tim to clear snow along onesside of paths to provide bicycle access, even while the remaining
portion is left with snow for end-of-season skiers. Often what actually happensis alternating
patches of melt and snow that make travel difficult. Removing those smaller bits of snow
might be possible. | did not notice any discussion of thisin the plan and request that it be
added to thefinal version.

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommeded at this time.
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I would also like to see maps that distinguish winter routes from those accessible during
the summer. Patterns of snow removal, grooming, and snow storage all affect which routes
are accessible. Part of developing the winter maintenance strategy mentioned above should
includeidentification and education regarding winter biking route options. | agree with
Bike Anchorage and their request for creation of a “prioritized winter bike network,” which
| personally would find very helpful during my winter commute.

294 Fullman, Tim

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommeded at this time.

Dear AMATS Planning Team, Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Non-
Motorized Plan. | strongly support efforts to improve options for biking and walking in
Anchorage. As the draft plan is finalized, | urge you to ensure that the map of existing
conditions accurately reflects routes that are safe and comfortable for bicycling; to
encourage the use of supplemental solutions such as wayfinding, traffic signal timing,
enforcement, and education in addition to building infrastructure; and to continue
working to ensure that winter maintenance is sufficient to allow reliable, safe, and
equitable non-motorized transportation throughout the year.

295 Funatake, Jean | enjoy biking the "moose loop" for summer recreation, however thereis an issue crossing at
Lake Otis. The tunnel 3 or 4 blocks south of the direct crossing for the bike path is too far
out of the way. Additionally | have been accosted several times by sketchy men and made to
feel unsafe at thetunnel entrances.

My preferred solution would be to add a push button crossing signal that would stop traffic
to enable a safe crossing. If thisis not cost effective, suggest adding a curb cut on the east
side of Lake Otis to make it easier to travel directly across as traffic permits.

Thank you for working to improve non-motorized transportation in Anchorage, which is
such an important part of making our city safer and more livable.

Staff will take another look at the existing conditions map to
make sureit is accurate. The plan already includes wayfinding,
traffic signal timing, education and building new infrastructure
intheimplementation section at action items.

We will work to make sure the existing
conditions map is accurate and
include language about enforcement
in theimplementation chapter.

Please keep the separated Glenn Highway bike path extending from Peters Creek to Eklutna
in the non motorized plan. The bike path is always being used by cyclists, walkers, runners,

We will includethis project link in the

296 Gl Eri Staff 3
€ason, £rin families, and competitive atheletes. Extendingit north would be a great service to altagrees NMP
Anchorage, Eagle River, and Chugiak communities!
Please consider adding the bike path extension from Peters Creek to Eklutnain your master
297 Gray, Robin plan. I live and bike in Peters Creek and would love to see this extension happen. Lots of Staffagrees. We will include this project link in the

people use these paths and would be an amazing addition to our neighborhood. This would
be such a great asset to our community.

NMP
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298

Grober, Marc

TNE PEOPIE OT EaST ANCNOTAge DU apprecrate the Opportunity TO comment on the AVIATS
Non-Motorized Plan. We have long identified two high priority, long-standing goals for non-
motorized connections within our community, which goals have focused not only upon
greater community connectivity but also upon increased access to the community:

* An East-West link bringing the Chester Creek Trails to the foothills at or about Chanshtnu
Park, and.

* ANorth South trail running along Joint Base ElImendorf-Richardson (in or out of the base)
connecting “the curve” to North East Anchorage by the Powerplant and thence to the bike
path north of the highway.

which goals should include at a minimum the following “projects”:

* Construction of bridges in Chanshtnu Muldoon Park

* Connected and upgraded trail along the South Fork of Chester Creek from Cheney Lake
Park through the existing easement to Patterson Street (private funding has already been
sabotaged by Parks and Recreation once with the statement that this was planned for future
paved development, though no such development isapparent in the Plan).

* Designation of some form of ROW and usage agreement, as well as eventual trail
development along the MOA JBER boundary or in JBER

The people of East Anchorage have also endorsed additional projects, such asthe
completion of a second tunnel under DeBarr as set forth in the Russian Jack Springs Master
Plan for decades, further connection above or below the Glenn Highway connecting the
Northeast communities to the bike path on the North side of the highway, integration of
our most eastern neighborhoods with non-motorized connectors, facilitating seamless
access to school and services as recommended by a number of east side persons to the
Community and Economic Development committee of the Assembly in February.

Staffis unsure what this comment is asking for.

No change recommeded at thistime.

299

Grober, Marc

asiunderstand it, the assembly has already refused to consider halfa dozen
recommendations made by THE PUBLIC that are encompassed in the draft non-motorized
plan -why oh why adopt a guideline that the persons responsible for compliance have
already eschewed???? the inanity of having the assembly approve of guidelines they will
never follow is what makes this entire process little more than a travesty

the draft plan at its worst is an inside job that ignores anyone AND EVERYONE but private
corporations, AMATS selected echo chambers, and a few dozen persons attending dog and
pony shows, whileat its best it isarecognition that Anchorage sucks as compared to other
northern cities, in large part because the Assembly insists on ignoring best practices
necessary to do something about bicyclist and pedestrian safety and access.

the assembly was asked to adopt NACTO guidelines and at a minimum affiliate with NACTO
and were told that haas to come from AMATS, when AMATS told the public that hasto come
from the assembly but we still see NO ACTION from the ASSEMBLY on ANYTHING.

the whole disastrous messis just shameful.

Staffis unsure what this comment is asking for.

No recommended change at this time.

300

Hajduk, Lindsey

Including the southern Spenard Road rehab project on our maps and project tablesasa
recommended separated bikeway and high priority pedestrian corridor.

Staff agrees.

Wewill include this project link in the
NMP.

301

Hajduk, Lindsey

Replacing the enhanced shared roadway on 31st with the 32nd/33rd separated bikeway
recommendations on both maps and project tables.

Staff agrees.

We will make this change.

302

Hajduk, Lindsey

Editing the Bicycle Network Map to show existing facility types and how they are
connecting to proposed facility project recommendations.

Staff agrees.

We will create show these network
linksin the NMP.
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Including the Fish Creek Trail connector to the Tony Knowles Coastal Trail (the primar
. . . . v (i v Wewill include this project link in the
303 Hajduk, Lindsey active network as shown on the Open Space Network map on pg. 44 of the SCP) as a Staff agrees. NMP
recommended shared use pathway in the NMP. !
Wewill include this project link in the
304 Hajduk, Lindsey Including and highlighting the "Ride the Moose" route in the NMP. Staff agrees. NMFF’J !
Wewill includethis project link in the
305 Hajduk, Lindsey Including the Fairview Greenway in the NMP. Staff agrees. NMS )
. : ) . Wewill include festival streets and
. . Including proposed festival streetsin our recommended network maps as well as festival . .
306 Hajduk, Lindsey ; . R Staff agrees. festival street design
street design recommendationsin chapter 7 of the NMP. . .
recommendationsin chapter 7.
307 Haiduk Lindse Looking at major connection barriers to the Ride the Moose route such as the Lake Otis Staffis working with ADOT&PF to identify major barriers to non-| We will include a map showing major
et i crossing and connection through Mountain View. motorized travel including intersections. barriers and problem intersections.
. . Include Winter Route Map (probably after the second maintenance forum is held) which Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns mor
308 Hajduk, Lindsey R Lo R . .
will prioritize our network for winter maintenance that can be reasonably achieved. broadly.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Non-Motorized Plan. | strongly support
efforts to improve options for biking and walking in Anchorage. As the draft plan is finalized,
| urge you to ensure that the map of existing conditions accurately reflects routes that are
safe and comfortable for bicycling and walking; to encourage the use of supplemental
solutions such as wayfinding, traffic signal timing, enforcement, and education in addition . L
" o R X . . . We will make sure the existing
309 Halverson, Eileen to building infrastructure; and to continue working to ensure that winter maintenanceis Staff agrees. e .
. : . . . conditions map isaccurate.
sufficient to allow reliable, safe, and equitable non-motorized transportation throughout
theyear.
Thank you for working to improve non-motorized transportation in Anchorage, which is
such an important part of making our city safer and morelivable.
Iamin strong support of including the northern extension of the Glenn Hwy bike path in
. g supp 'g R . R . v p We will includethis project link in the
310 Hamler, Tami the new 2020 AMATS Non-Motorized Plan. This path will provide residents and visitors a Staff agrees. NMP
safe way to travel and recreate. ’
Pleaseinclude the Mirror Lake to Eklutna bike path extension as a priority project. More
. R . R 2 > . 'yp b . Wewill include this project link in the
311 Hamler, Tami separated bike trails connecting key parks and towns create opportunities for residents and Staff agrees. "
visitors to recreate safely. :
| ask you to please consider to include a protected and extended bike path from Peters
Creek to the Eklutna Overpass. | livein the Birchwood areas and often recreate on the bike
312 Hamm, Mark pa_th along the highway. It is difficult and cumbersometf).haveto ri_dethrough_ Staffagrees, We will include this project link in the
neighborhoods to get around the Peters Creek area. Additionally | ride several times a year NMP.
on the main highway between the mirror lake area and eklutna because thereis no
sidewalk. Including a bike path would be much safer.
I’'m writing to encourage you to please keep the northern extension in the new non-
motorized plan. As a cyclist and south central booster - former resident of anchorage and
currently in Palmer - I’'veridden the path many times and often wished there were better,
safer connection on the north side. | think part of encouraging safe, fun, healthy outdoor We will include this project link in the
313 Harvey, Ali P Eing sate, y Staff agrees. proj

activity in our amazing region is having theinfrastructure to do so. It will also be an
investment in our future to be able to attract bike tourists with more exciting and extensive
routes.

Thank you for all you do and | hope the northern extension isincluded in this plan.

NMP.
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314

Hilcoske, Mary

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Non-Motorized Plan. | strongly support
efforts to improve options for biking and walking in Anchorage. As the draft plan isfinalized,
| urgeyou to ensure that the map of existing conditions accurately reflects routes that are
safe and comfortable for bicycling; to encourage the use of supplemental solutions such as
wayfinding, traffic signal timing, enforcement, and education in addition to building
infrastructure; and to continue working to ensure that winter maintenanceis sufficient to
allow reliable, safe, and equitable non-motorized transportation throughout the year.
Thank you for working to improve non-motorized transportation in Anchorage, which is
such an important part of making our city safer and morelivable.

Staff agrees.

We will make sure the existing
conditions map isaccurate.

315

Hodgson, Shannon

| would like to voice my request that the Glen Hwy bike path be extended from Peters Creek
to the Eklunta Overpass as was recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan. Please
include the northern extension of the Glen Hwy bike path in the new 2020 AMATS Non-
Motorized Plan.

Staff agrees.

We will include this project link in the
NMP.

316

Holman, Larry

n/a

It would be great if the Glenn HiWy bike trail be extended from Peters Creek to the Eklutna
overpass. | haveridden that stretch many times and the older | get the more dauntingit has
become. We generally ride on the East side of the main highway facing the traffic because
its wider but biking toward the oncoming cars and trucks and especially the big campersisa
scary experience.

Staff agrees.

Wewill include this project link in the
NMP.

317

Holzapfel, Lisa

n/a

General

Many Anchorage bicyclists travel north along the Glenn Highway and are at high risk when
navigating along the State Highway system. In many locations there are no safe alternatives.
Riders are put in the same corridor as fast moving vehicles and trucks. We do training rides
for fitness and bikepacking trips that are several daysin length. Currently there are many
unsafe sections of state highways that do not accommodate safe passage for people
traveling by bicycle.

N/A

No action recommended.

318

Holzapfel, Lisa

General

The 2020 AMATS Non-motorized Plan does not include the northern extension of the Glenn
Hwy bike path from Peters Creek to the Eklutna Overpass, asrecommended in the 2010
Anchorage Bike Plan. That rideis very dangerous. And | know many bikers who have had
near misses. To keep Alaskans and visiting bikers safe, we need separated and protected bike
paths on all of our major highways.

Staff agrees.

We will include this project link in the
NMP.

319

Iden, Tanya

Hi - I recently submitted comments regarding a specific project - the Lois & 32nd Upgrade
Project. In those comments | suggested the following:

Can we pass an ordinance that requires a walkability/ADA accessibility audit be done for
every public school, recreation center, bus stop, library, and park to include a mile radius
around the public facility and then use the findings to direct funding for improvements that
promote transportation equity? This would help support the numerous plans that have
been adopted by the MOA that say we need better walking and biking — Vision Zero, Climate
Action Plan, Welcoming Anchorage Roadmap, AMATS Coordinated Human Services
Transportation Plan, Non-Motorized Transportation Plan, AMATS Complete Streets Policy,
2040 Comprehensive Plan, West Anchorage District Plan, Spenard Road Corridor Plan.

It was suggested that | should also submit thisidea to the Non-motorized Transportation
Plan. | thought that this plan was already adopted? Anyhow, please consider the idea
outlined above. Thank you.

Staff agrees that this type of ordinance would be a good idea and
help improve walkabiltiy and ADA accessibility.

Staff will work on including this
recommendation in the policy section
of the NMP.

320

Iverson, Dwight

Hello, | would like to voice my support for building and continuing to build on the Glenn
Highway bike path. | think it’s helpful and helps make our society more safe when there are
more separated bike and walking paths. | would be safer for motorist and safer for
pedestrians and bikersif there’s a separated bike path. Please continue to build on bike path
infrastructure along the Glenn Highway and particularly from Anchorage and Eagle River
heading north. Thank you very much,

Staff will work on including this recommendation in the policy
section of the NMP.

We will includethis project link in the
NMP.

321

Jamison, Bill

| would like to voice my strong support for including the Northern extension of the Glenn
Hwy bike path in the 2020 AMATS Non-Motorized Plan.

Staff agrees.

We will include this project link in the
NMP.
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I am writing today to ask that the proposed northern extension of the Glenn Hwy bike path
beincluded in the new 2020 AMATS Non-Motorized Plan. Mirror Lake is one of the most
322 Jeffers, Stephany weII-uéed public areasin the Muni and thereareverylimit(t:‘d.bike péthsin thea.rea.The Staffagrees, We will include this project link in the
extension would not only offer better access for local municipal residents, but it would NMP.
offer additional public recreation opportunitiesin around one of the best parksin
Anchorage.
Pleaseinclude the Mirror Lake to Eklutna extension as a priority project in the current o . . P
Wewill includeth tlinkin th
323 Joe Hackenmueller AMATS NMP (non-motorized plan). Staff agrees. ewill Includetnis project inkin the

Thank you for your consideration.

NMP.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the Non-Motorized Plan. Whileit's
great to see Anchorage working on this plan, I'm discouraged that yet again, Fairview is
relegated to a lower priority.

According to NMP, Fairview and downtown are areas of high inequity and high demand for
pedestrian and bike paths.| live on 17th and Karluk in Fairview, and | can confirm these

Fairview was not relegated to a lower priority in this plan. All
areas within the AMATS Boundary were analyzed with the same

Staff will have the project team to look
into several specific project

324 Johnson, Barbara findings. | will start by saying that we have a year-round problem with speeding cars and L R . . .
. ; X . . data set and criteria and projects were scored based on this recommendations for the Fairview
unsafe drivers. The problem is particularly noticeable on 20th avenue coming from Gambell . . .
. areawide data analysis. neighborhood.
and on 17th. In the past week alone, | have seen two cars spin out of control and end up on
the sidewalk. The stop sign at 17th and karluk isignored as often asit is respected, and the
yield sign at the Tintersection at 17th and Juneau is just ignored. The section of Karluk
between 17th and 15th isan icy messin winter, and | have seen 5 cars slide down that hill
this past winter.
Thissituation is particularly worrisome as this neighbourhood has many pedestrians,
bikers, skiers etc...Many of my neighbors do not have cars, and so commute on foot or Staff will have the project team to look
bikes. Many people in this community also enjoy outdoor activities, and have dogs we walk into several specific project
325 Johnson, Barbara e . 2 Y . ey . X g Staff agrees. . e (AR o
around the neighborhood. We have often discussed how unsafe we feel doing these recommendations for the Fairview
activities, especially in winter when the sidewalks are covered in snow and we must walk on neighborhood.
theroadway.
Thisisalso ayoung neighborhood with alot of kids. It's great to see kids playing in their yard
.y gneig L . 8 play g M Staff will have the project team to look
and on the sidewalk, but there's little protection between them and the speeding cars. And . A .
B . into several specific project
326 Johnson, Barbara while we are next to Eastchester, the commute to the park and the trails cuts across the Staff agrees. N L
. R X - R ; recommendations for the Fairview
roads with speeding drivers. In fact, the intersection of Karluk and 20th is where | saw cars .
. neighborhood.
spin out of control.
Fairview isayoung, dynamic community. Peoplein the neighborhood bike, walk and ski Staff will have the project team to look
regularly to commute, or for pleasure. Yet the current design of the neighborhood makes into several specific project
327 Johnson, Barbara e y_ . ! . P . K 8 4 o Staff agrees. . P e L
these activities unsafe. Having a designated bike paths would be of great benefit to Fairview recommendations for the Fairview
and its residents. neighborhood.
The Glenn Hwy separated/protected bike path should absolutely be extended from Peters
Creek tot he Eklutna overpass as originally recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan. S . . -
L L. . We will include this project link in the
328 Kelly, Jacob Thisisawonderful aspect of Anchorage and a great addition as well as attraction for future Staff agrees. NMP
residents (and visitors). Please do not overlook this original recommendation/plan. | am ’
happy to discuss further.
The NMP could beimproved by inclusion of a section discussing the impacts of shadows on
edestrian/bicyclist infrastructurein our subarctic environment and makin
> / Ay . Lo R g . Adiscussion of the effects of building shadows is more
recommendations for mitigation of negative impacts. Life at 61 Degrees North Latitude appropriate for an Urban Design plan or something more akin to
329 Kemplen, Allen means living with the presence of domineering shadows. Not the quiet shadows of the pprop L 8 No action recommended.

lower Latitudes with their intermittent and often pleasant influence on the built
environment. We experience loud shadows that dominate a person’s experience often in an
uncomfortable way.

the Anchorage 2040 Land Use Plan and is outside the scope of
the NMP.
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These “Shadow Spaces” have an inordinate impact on the quality of life, on the convenience
of pedestrian mobility and the safety of both pedestrians and bicyclists. Shadow Spaces
have lower ambient temperatures than areas where the sun hasinfluence. The darker aspect
330 Kemplen, Allen of

inspire deep mystery. Shadow Space is often considered something to be avoided. Thisis
evidenced by the use of techniquesin Title 21 of the Municipal Code to protect solar access
so as to minimize the most egregious aspects of Shadow Spaces.

Adiscussion of the effects of building shadows is more
appropriate for an Urban Design plan or something more akin to
the Anchorage 2040 Land Use Plan and is outside the scope of
the NMP.

No action recommended.

Thefuture of the Anchorage Bowl isincreased urban density. This means higher buildings,
often with greater mass and a larger site footprint. Such development will create more
shadows. Many of these shadows, absent mitigating design features, will be deep and
foreboding. The negative impacts of shadows on adjacent properties are often cited as a
reason to oppose greater density. Within the public realm of the right-of-way these
shadows result in longer melt times for snow stored on sidewalks, icing during those times
when the freeze/thaw cycleis active and cooler ambient air temperatures at the street level
environment.

331 Kemplen, Allen

Adiscussion of the effects of building shadows is more
appropriate for an Urban Design plan or something more akin to
the Anchorage 2040 Land Use Plan and is outside the scope of
the NMP.

No action recommended.

The NMP should instead be making recommendations that acknowledge this institutional
and political set of circumstances. One method would be to recommend atiered corridor
network whereby one set of roads are specifically recognized as being necessary for efficient
arterial functions while another set of roads are specifically recognized necessary for other
modes of transportation. Those corridors emphasizing multi-modality should be controlled
by the Municipality in order to establish a stronger urban design connection between land
use development and transportation. For example, it would be appropriate for the NMP to
recommend prioritization of bike and pedestrian improvements within the Primary Transit
Corridors. Such a policy recommendation would show a real understanding of other
Municipal and AMATS planning documents.

332 Kemplen, Allen

AMATS does not have any control over road ownership or
maintenance within the AMATS area. This recommendation is
outside the scope of this plan.

No action recommended.

In addition, thereis significant interest by the marketplace in developing new technological
solutionsto the “last mile” problem of small parcel delivery. Someinvolve the use of new
drone technologies but others are focusing on surface delivery methods. These represent a
significant concern for transportation planners who are working on future bike and
pedestrian infrastructure. See the following links for just two examples:

Roxo the FedEx SameDay Bot | FedEx

Meet Scout (aboutamazon.com)

Anew section should beincluded discussing theimpacts of such new technologies on the
nonmotorized infrastructurein the Anchorage area. It would be poor practice to dismiss
these technological developments with the statement that local ordinances prohibit their
use. Ordinances can be changed. See Sidewalk robots get legal rights as "pedestrians" - Axios
Pedestrian First Streets

333 Kemplen, Allen

Drones and sidewalk robots are outside the scope of this
planning document.

No action recommended.

Most of these roads are the responsibility of the State DOT&PF whose primary mission is the
safe and efficient movement of goods and services. The record shows that within the AMATS
boundary area, the priority of DOT&PF is movement of vehicles first. For the NMP to
advance recommendations that will require limited State right-of-way to be re-allocated to
theimprovement of pedestrians and bicyclistsisarecipe for conflict and is not well
grounded in reality.

334 Kemplen, Allen

For several years now, FHWA has been advocating for a change
in focus from traditional vehicle-centric LOS to multi-modal
LOS. Itisincorrect to assume that the priority of DOT&PF is
movement of vehicles first on every ADOT&PF owned road. Staff
disagrees with thiscomment.

No action recommended.
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Where there exists a need for pedestrian and bicyclist infrastructure outside of the Primary
Transit Corridors, the NMP should be advancing recommendations to minimize conflict
between high-speed arterial traffic and low-speed pedestrians and bicyclists. As the average
walking pace of a healthy adult is approximately 3 miles per hour and the average biking
speed is 10-12 miles per hour, the travel corridors for these modes should be designed
appropriately. One example would be for the NMP to recommend that a network of lower-

The plan identifies high priority
corridors for pedestrian
improvements based on need rather
than a comprehensive pedestrian

35 Kl Al speed pedestrian streets be systematically developed within the Anchorage Bowl. This [t network. Staff will investigate
network would have enhanced non-motorized linkages to arterials with bus stops. This addition of developing a
network of pedestrian streets could be modeled after the “Woonerf” approach which comprehensive pedestrian network in
consciously designs the right-ofway for pedestrians and bicyclists as a priority. Vehicles can the future.
still use them but at the prevailing speeds of the mode they are designed for. See
attachment as an illustrative example within an urban or community center land use area.

The NMP could beimproved with a more robust discussion of the opportunities for
enhancement of the pedestrian and bike infrastructure. For example, there appears to be Add additional language that Ch 7
limited discussion of heated sidewalks as a method to enhance the winter mobility . presents several ideas and thisisan

336 Kemplen, Allen Suggested text edits.

experience. See adjacent figure for an existing application in mid-town. The Municipality
has also heated F Street between 6th and 7th Avenuesin order to enhance pedestrian
movement between the Performing Arts Center and the Dena’ina Convention Center.

area for ongoing exploration at future
Winter Maintenance Forums.

Another example of how to successfully adapt lower latitude design techniques to our
northern environment isrelated to the in-street bike lanes that the NMP is promoting. All
theimages show the bicyclists riding in the warmer seasons. During our six months of
winter, these painted markings disappear and all visual guidance to the motorist or
bicyclist is gone except for some small bike lane signage at the side of the road. Placement of
337 Kemplen, Allen an additional luminaire arm on existing light or utility poles about half way up and
extending to a point where thelight is directly over the bike lane. Asmall bike lane sign
could be attached to the head unit which should be powder coated a distinctive and visible
color. Thistechnique allows for full fourseason utility of the in-street lane and minimizes
the possibility of motorists using it or of them parkingin the lane, where on-street parking
ispermitted.

Add text

Submerged pavement markings,
physical separation such as vertical
delineators, lighting is another good
strategy.

The NMP should also explicitly call out the winter city differences between curb and gutter
versus rolled curb street designs. Curb and gutter with a landscape buffer allows for the
sidewalk to be fully reserved for the non-motorized user. Snow placement within the buffer
instead of the sidewalk makes it much easier for someone to maintain the sidewalk. The
338 Kemplen, Allen current use of rolled curb sidewalks as snow storage means that the pedestrian is forced to
walkin the travel way with vehicles. This situation is extremely hazardous and a significant
disincentive to growth of the pedestrian mode share. While the street maintenance grader
operators attempt to clear these sidewalks with 72 hours there are many instances where
the snow remains on local streets for weeks if not monthsin some neighborhoods.

Suggested text edits.

Add note about different curb types to
Chapter 7.

Therolled curb design is also problematic due to poor definition of the pedestrian space.
We often see situation where large multi-unit trash receptacles are placed partially or
wholly on the sidewalk. This again presents a barrier to pedestrians and force them into the
street with motorized vehicles. The NMP ignores these on-going problems with the
pedestrian infrastructure It should acknowledge these realities and present practical
recommendations for addressing them in alogical and systematic fashion.

339 Kemplen, Allen

Suggested text edits.

Add note about different curb types to
Chapter 7.
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Another example would be to recommend a greater use of Chicanes within the right-of-way
such asthe one existing on Karluk Street between 15th Avenue and 9th Avenuein the
Fairview neighborhood. This type of approach creates safer pedestrian and bicyclist
environment while allowing vehicles to travel at reasonable speeds along the corridor. It is
accepted to incorporate more curvature within the lower-speed road network. It is
pervasivein the suburban sub-divisions. Use of the Chicane design in areas of town where
theright-of-way is linearly established allows for the prioritization of pedestrians and
bicyclists on an alternative lower-speed network and, when donein a thoughtful and
systematic manner creates a viable non-motorized street network where pedestrians and
bicyclists are made to feel they are the priority versus the motorized machines.

340 Kemplen, Allen

Recommend against.

Chicanes and snow plows generally
don't mix well. Recommend against,
unless Anchorage can prioritize use of
small plows on routes wit chicanes.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the AMATS Public Draft Non-Motorized Plan
(NMP). | submit the following observations and suggestions as an effort to advance
understanding of Anchorage’s unique set of circumstances. It is the only major
metropolitan areain North America located in a sub-arctic environment. While some of the
issues raised cannot beincorporated in this final draft public document, it is hoped AMATS
staff can consider the more robust changesin the next iteration of the NMP.

341 Kemplen, Allen

N/A

No action recommended.

As a Winter City, Anchorage has approximately 6 months of winter. Historically,
Anchorage’s winters have started in the latter part of October and then lasting through
“Break-Up” in mid-April. Thislong period of winter has several distinct subseasons: Early
Winter when darkness settles in and temperatures begin dropping; Deep Winter when
darkness is pervasive and temperatures are consistently below freezing; Late Winter when
342 Kemplen, Allen the sun startsits return and temperatures begin to rise; Break-Up when winter is melted
away and conditions become extremely difficult for pedestrians and bicyclists. It bears
repeating that Anchorageis the only major metropolitan areain North Americalocated in
the sub-arctic. Thisis asign of uniqueness. Yet thereis very little recognition of this
northern reality in the NonMotorized Plan. The reality of lifein the North is well articulated
in the quoteto theright.

N/A

No action recommended.

In conclusion, itis quite apparent alot of work went into production of the NMP. It is
unfortunateit does not substantively address the unique pedestrian and bicyclist needs of
our sub-arctic Winter City. The document puts forward recommendations more
appropriate for the Lower 48 rather than our sub-arctic metropolitan community.

343 Kemplen, Allen

N/A

No action recommended.

If Anchorage s to establish itself as a truly livable Winter City then the planning documents
produced by AMATS must explicitly acknowledge the realities and challenges of mobility
344 Kemplen, Allen within and through a sub-arctic metropolitan area. The current public draft NMP indicates
westill have along way to go before we are able to discard a legacy Lower 48 mindset and
forge anew direction befitting our unique environmental setting

N/A

No action recommended.

The NMP could beimproved by greater integration with northern urban design and
Anchorage’s 2040 Land Use Plan (ALUP). For example, the ALUP was updated to reflect
future population growth in the Anchorage Bowl. Anchorageis bounded on the east by the
Chugach Mountains, the north by Elmendorf AFB and Fort Richardson, Knik Arm to the west
and Turnagain Arm to the south. This means that in order for the community to
accommodate the growth, land use will change. The ALUP identifies where and how land
adjacent to rights-ofway will be shifting. There will a much higher emphasis on mixed-use
development and higher densities. The ALUP also identifies particular road corridors as
Primary Transit Corridors where higher bus frequencies along with higher densities will be
focused. However, the NMP appears to ignore this future land use reality.

345 Kemplen, Allen

Please see response to above comment.

Staff is currently working on
coordinating the NMP with the
Anchorage 2040 Land Use Plan.
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346

Kemplen, Allen

Whereis the discussion about what happens to pedestrians and bicyclists during Chinooks
and Break-Up as they attempt to move about the transportation network on narrow
facilities adjacent to high-speed traffic and on roads where the drainage systems are iced
over? Whereis the discussion about theimpact of shadows creatingicy infrastructure on
the non-motorized infrastructure? Whereis the discussion about past efforts to implement
Winter City design techniques to improve mobility for pedestrians? Whereis the discussion
about how the pervasiveness of rolled curb street designs are a structural impediment to
winter pedestrian mobility?

Staff agrees that a couple of these topics should be discussed in
the plan.

We can incorporate some discussion
about the challenges of break up
barriersand rolled curb into the

planning document.

347

Kemplen, Allen

Itisnoted that of the approximately 102 images of people and design examples, 8 of them
show winter conditions with seven showing snow removal equipment. This equates to less
than eight percent of the visual imagery illustrating winter pedestrian and bicyclist
infrastructure. This appears out of sync. Anchorageislocated at 61 degrees north latitude.
Thisisabout the samelatitude as Oslo, Norway and other large Nordic metropolitan areas.
Thisisillustrated below.

Staff agrees.

We will add more images of winter
city non-motorized users.

348

Kemplen, Allen

The NMP should incorporate the recommendations of the ALUP as it relates to the changes
in projected land uses, designated Primary Transit Corridors and identified Greenways.
Special note that the NMP should include the Fairview Greenway that will provide a future
pedestrian and bicyclist greenway between Chester Creek and Ship Creek Greenbelts. This
will in turn create a unique pedestrian and bicyclist beltway around the urban core of the
city. It will consist of Tony Knowles Coastal Trails on the west, Chester Creek Greenbelt on
the south, Fairview Greenway placed above the future H2H connection and Ship Creek
Greenbelt on the north.

Staff agrees.

We are working on coordinating the
NMP with the Anchorage 2040 Land
Use Plan Transit Corridors and
Greenways.

349

Kemplen, Allen

The public draft NMP through its length in development and in the number of pages gives
thereader an impression that it is a substantive document. It certainly looks like a lot of
work was put into its production. It is unfortunate that it has two major flaws: first is the
heavy emphasis on Lower 48 designs applicable for latitudes where there are four seasons,
each three months long. Second is the narrow focus on just the actual footprint of the
pedestrian/bicyclist infrastructure at the exclusion of the interface with adjacent land uses.

The NMP draws upon research and facility design suited for
winter citiesin North America and abroad. It is well suited for
Anchorage's climate and region. Staff disagrees with this
statement. The project team is already looking at coordinating
with the Anchorage 2040 Land Use Plan in the next draft.

No action recommended.

350

Kemplen, Allen

The winter season is Anchorage’s dominant season. As such issues associated with winter
mobility should have at least fifty percent if not more of the text and graphics.

The plan is not organized in seasonal format. Staff disagrees with
this recommendation.

No action recommended.

351

Kemplen, Allen

Thislack of a connection with land use development weakens the usefulness of the NMP. As
the Anchorage Bowl becomes denser, the development pattern will transition from an
autooriented suburban pattern to a more urban one. Rather than building setbacks, new
development will start adhering to Build-To lines as buildings are moved closer to the street
edge. Thisis an important change because this creates a new context for the pedestrian and
bicyclist. The future urban street edge environment is likely to have more awnings,
overhangs, covered arcades and other features that alter the pedestrian experience. The
NMP isnot intended to be a short-range programming document. Thus, it should be
looking at the streetscape environments anticipated within the planning horizon. These are
described in the Anchorage Land Use Plan. Along-range planning document which the NMP
does avery poor job of coordination. As a product of the MPO, the NMP should adhere to
the principles of the 3- C process.

These types of Landuse/Transportation street related design
alternatives will be explored in the upcoming AMATS Street
Typologies Plan and are outside the scope of the NMP.

No action recommended.

352

Kemplen, Allen

The NMP could beimproved by incorporating a more robust evaluation of the potential
issues and challenges associated with the rapid development of new transportation
technologies. There are numerous examples of new small electric mobility devices being
used in urban areas. Most of them are operating at the lower speeds typical of pedestrians
and bicyclists and thus gravitating toward the bike and ped infrastructure. Thisisacurrent
and growing policy issue that the NMP does not adequately address.

This plan could benefit from some discussion of electric
mobility options being used in other MPO areas around the
country such as bike shares and electric scooters etc..

Include discussion of thesein the NMP.
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353

Kemplen, Allen

The NMP assumes the existing right-of-way edge environment does not change. This
assumption contravenes adopted Municipal land use documents. As such it reveals a lack of
coordination between this MPO sanctioned work product and the Municipality of
Anchorage. This seems to violate the spirit of the 3-C process and may lead to unnecessary
confusion and conflicts. It should be stated again that the NMP produced by AMATS should
more explicitly reflect the land use decisions made by the Municipality.

This plan seeks to coordinate with the existing Anchorage 2040
Land Use Plan.

Include language stating the
coordination between the NMP and
the Anchorage 2040 Land Use Plan.

354

Kemplen, Allen

This biasis reflected also in the NMP’s set of recommendations for pedestrian and bicyclist
infrastructure. There are only a few roadsin the Anchorage Bowl capable of moving
significant volumes of vehicles. Yet thisis where the NMP seeks to direct bicyclists and
pedestrians through its list of prioritized improvements. This will place them directly
adjacent to the traveling high-speed traffic subject to negative impactsincluding water
spray during snow melt conditions.

This plan seeks to strike a balance between recommendations
for better non-motorized connections on major arterials and
less busy roads/streets. Thereis a need for both, as
demonstrated by this planning document and the large number
of comments supporting. both approaches.

No action recommended.

355

Kemplen, Allen

| took part in the public involvement process as did many of my neighbors. It is my
recollection there was public input regarding the importance of dealing with Anchorage’s
six months of winter in a substantive manner. However, it is difficult to find where the draft
NMP gives winter conditions, winter mobility and mitigating actions much attention. Itis
acknowledged the project team hosted one winter maintenance forum during the day
when most residents could not attend. The few pages discussing winter maintenance are
appreciated.

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommended at thistime.

356

Kemplen, Allen

Asthe Anchorage Bowl continues to increase its density there needs to be a more
forwardlooking approach to the issue of snow management. Increased densities will make it
much more challenging to store snow. The horizontal space will not be there. The NMP
should include more discussion of options for proactive snow management. One example
would be to make recommendations that on streets with rolled curbs that the grader
operators consciously avoid using the sidewalk as for snow storage. Many of the local
streets have 60’ rightof-way where the cross-section consists of 4’ sidewalk, 2 rolled curb
and approximately 48’ of asphalt. As the Municipal land use development code (Tt (Title 21)
aggressively mandates minimum off-street parking thereis very little demand for parking on-
street. The practical result is that the motorized vehicles enjoy a wide ALLEN KEMPLEN
swath of the right-of-way while the pedestrian is treated as an afterthought. The NMP
should call attention to theinequity in the use of public right-of-way and make
recommendations for treating all users of the right-of-way fairly, especially as it comes to
snow management practices.

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommended at thistime.

357

Kemplen, Allen

Another exampleisthe use of neighborhood-based snow removal. Thisis where the snow is
placed in a below-ground snow melt cistern and the liquid can be either directed into the
storm drain system or allowed to filter into the natural ground water table. Many
metropolitan communities require the private land owner to be responsible for
maintenance of the sidewalk fronting the street. It is my understanding that the current
Municipal code requires this only for the Central Business District. The NMP should discuss
thedisparitiesin responsibilities placed on the private land owner. It is quite reasonable for
aland owner to be responsible for snow maintenance of their particular sidewalk. However,
they cannot do so if Street Maintenance uses the sidewalk as snow storage and places
concrete like snow berm on it for them to remove.

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommended at this time.

358

Kemplen, Allen

There have been several initiatives over the years to create a new snow management tool.
This would be creating a supportive policy and program framework for Volunteer
Snowfighters. The concept is modeled after the more traditional volunteer fire fighter’s
approach. It would not be that difficult for government to establish a system whereby
citizen volunteers sign up for the program, receive proper training and accept use of a
commercial grade snowblower for use during the winter season. The units would be
dropped offin mid to late October and picked up in mid to late April. Participants would be
treated for risk management purposes the same way that communities treat volunteer fire
fighters.

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommended at thistime.
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For example, the NMP should have a section examining the non-motorized infrastructure
within the Primary Transit Corridors (defined as % mile on each side of the road corridor),
identify where there are gaps between the bus stops and buildings, quantify the cost of
addressing those deficiencies and then present a set of prioritized recommendations for
inclusion into future Unified Work Programs and Transportation Improvement Programs
along with the Municipal Planning and Capital Improvement processes.

359 Kemplen, Allen

We are currently working on this.

No further action recommended.

The NMP should complement the Anchorage Land Use Plan and the Metropolitan
Transportation Plan in their efforts to create viable Primary Transit Corridors. Thisis
particularly relevant in the issue of winter access to bus stops. It is difficult for the
Anchorage People Mover to grow its ridership when the pedestrian experience too often
looks like that in the below figures. How do you think a physically disabled resident feels as
they consider using public transit for their trips around town with these prevailing
conditions? The fact that the NMP gives only lip service to the real issues affecting Winter
City pedestrians appears to reflect either a conscious or unconscious bias. One that
perpetuates the dominant automobileoriented paradigm at the expense of regular people
and alternative modes of transportation.

360 Kemplen, Allen

We are currently working on this.

No further action recommended.

| would hope that your office would add the northern extension to the Glenn Highway non-
motorized path to the 2020 plan. It would be a huge improvement to the community to
have an uninterrupted non-motorized path from the Valley to Anchorage. Thank you for
your time.

361 Kirby, Aaron

Staff agrees.

Wewill include this project link in the
NMP.

We need a non-motorized path from Anchorage to the valley. With more users and evokes
becoming more common thisis a high need. Please include a Glenn Hwy separated (and
protected) bike path extended from Peters Creek to the Eklunta Overpass as was
recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan.

362 Klein Family

Staff agrees.

Wewill include this project link in the
NMP.

I’'m asking that you please consider the Glenn Hwy separated bike path to be extended from

Bikingisimportant to our community! There are many, many bikers who often bike out to
eklutna lake, who now as you know, have to unsafely ride on the highway shoulder. Abike
path to the eklutna overpass would be a much appreciated and safer meansto travel in this
area.

363 Kruger, Laura n/a

Peters Creek to the Eklunta Overpass as was recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan.

Staff agrees.

Wewill include this project link in the
NMP.

I would like to comment on a pedestrian barrier in my neighborhood. Right now, thereis
no established walkway on Brayton between Huffman Rd and Tradewind Drive heading
south. Thereare nice big paved paths along Huffman and starting again at Tradewind, which

General goes all the way up DeArmoun. Adding a designated path to connect these two major
Comments |existing paths would be a hugeimprovement and bring safer access to existing paths. Many
peoplein the neighborhood including my family walk along Brayton, but it feels less safe
without a walkway, especially in the winter. Please consider this small trail connection in
your non-motorized plan

364 LeBeau, Michelle

Staff agrees.

We will includethis project link in the
NMP.

| am writing to ask for the Glenn Hwy separated (and protected) bike path to be extended
from Peters Creek to the Eklunta

Overpass as was recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan. (It is currently NOT in the
new plan.)

365 Lindsey, Chris

Staff agrees.

We will include this project link in the
NMP.

Just writing to ask that the northern extension of the Glenn Hwy bike path beincluded in
the new 2020 AMATS Non-Motorized Plan.

Abike path to be extending from Peters Creek to the Eklunta Overpass allows access to
mirror lake and Eklutna exits. At mirror lake thereis single track and a proposed bike park in
the works. Being able to ride there from my house in chugiach would be a great summer
adventure.

366 Lyon, Kelly

Staff agrees.

We will include this project link in the
NMP.
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I'm writing to request that the Glenn Hwy separated bike path be extended from Peters
. Creek to the Eklunta Overpass as was recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan. We will include this project link in the
367 MacGregor, Jim i . Staff agrees.
Developed bikeways allow people an opportunity to safely recreate, as well as enhance NMP.
Anchorage's profile as a bike tourism destination.
Hello. I was at the Chugiak Community Council and heard about Non Motorized plan. | have
aproposal to be added to this plan.
Thereis asidewalk coming up South Birchwood Loop Road. The sidewalk goes about 1/2
368 Martin, Gary wayupthe.road towards the Old Glen Hwyand_thenjuststops. Thereisahuge safety ri'sks Staffagrees. We will include this project link in the
for pedestrians and students who walk to Chugiak H.S. as they have to walk along the side of NMP.
theroad therest of the way.
I would like to encourage this sidewalk be extended up to the newer Old Glen Hwy non
motorized sidewalks.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Non-Motorized Plan. | strongly support
efforts to improve options for biking and walking in Anchorage. As the draft plan is finalized,
| urge you to ensure that the map of existing conditions accurately reflects routes that are
safe and comfortable for bicycling; to encourage the use of supplemental solutions such as
369 Mills, Mary Wayfinding, traffic signal tir_ning, enfqrcement, and educa.tion in a_ddition to.build_in.g Staff agrees. WewiI_I make sure_the Existing
infrastructure; and to continue working to ensure that winter maintenance s sufficient to Conditions map is accurate.
allow reliable, safe, and equitable non-motorized transportation throughout the year.
Thank you for working to improve non-motorized transportation in Anchorage, which is
such an important part of making our city safer and morelivable.
Also, | like the new bike lane on Pine street and the resurfacing of Fish Creek trail.
Studies have been completed in other
While Separated Bikeways sound great, the available ROW to implement the proposed winter cities demonstrating the
bicycleimprovements will be extremely challenging to impossible. Downtown separated balance of PBLs and removal of on-
370 MOA PM&E Fig. 4.1 & 4.3 |bikeways would mean removing on-street parking. Downtown already faces problems with Text addition street parking and resulting status quo
having enough available parking. The loss of parking will mean the loss of businesses orincreasein business activity.
downtown. Citation of examples elsewhere to be
included.
Add the following to having a shared use pathway: - 100th Avenue—Minnesota Driveto C
Street - Dimond Boulevard —West Park Drive to Sand Lake Road - 100th Avenue—C Street to . L .
’ . . X We will add these missing project
371 MOA PM&E Fig. 2.4 Old Seward Highway - King Street —Dimond Boulevard to 104th Avenue - 104th Avenue—C Staff agrees. links
Street to King Street - 40th Avenue —Lake Otis Parkway to Dale Street - Strawberry Road — .
Jewel Lake Road to Northwood Drive
372 MOA PM&E Most Figures |Make sureto show 100th Avenue extension between Minnesota Drive and C Street Staff agrees. We will fix this missing project link.
373 MOA PM&E Most Figures |Correct spelling of “Diamond” Boulevard to “Dimond” Staff agrees. We will fix this tex edit.
374 MOA PM&E Fig.2.382.4 Missing connection ofCampbeII Creek trail at New Seward Highway. Lori Schanche fought Staff agrees, We will add thgse missing project
hard for that connection. links.
List of Priority Pedestrian project appears to be severally out of date. I’'m estimating 10-20%
ofthe projectsin MOA ROW and on the list have been completed. Contact Gary Jones, MOA
PM&E for him to review complete list on MOAs behalf. | would also recommend contacting
ADOT to have them review the list of projects. Some projects that | worked on and should We will update this list for the final
375 MOA PM&E Table5.4 Staff b
e aole be removed from list include: - Project #136 —sidewalk/pathway constructed in atragrees NMP draft.
approximately 2009. - Project #259 —sidewalk/pathway constructed in 2007. - Project
#271 - multi-use pathways on both sides of roadway were completed in 2008. - Project
#312 - multi-use pathways on both sides of roadway were completed in 2018.
376 Myers, Kristen n/a General I noticed discussions about side paths. They areagood idea, ifit is obvious wherethey are N/A No action recommended.

located.
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Side Paths don't always work when trying to get to shopping and business areas on main
roads. For example, Tudor, Debarr, Boniface, Old Seward, Northern Lights, Dowling,
International Airport Road, and many others. | am sure you have heard these and more.

377 Myers, Kristen n/a General

N/A

No action recommended.

I have noticed that the "On and Off Ramps" between the trails and roads arerarely cleared
in winter. This may be due to confusion on who isresponsible for these access ramps. It
makes it very difficult to travel the trail, and then get on the road to access businesses.

378 Myers, Kristen n/a General

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommended at thistime.

Many sidewalks and crossing areas are blocked by vegetation in the summer. Also, the
sidewalks are overgrown with vegetation, and no one seems to be responsible for cutting
them back off the sidewalk.

379 Myers, Kristen General

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommended at thistime.

Theapproach in the NMP is to identify general bicycle or trail enhancements, which would
be further defined in the design stage. As such, it is challenging to identify the connectivity
ofthe bicycle network, especially by facility type, for existing conditions and proposed
conditionsin thisplan. The plan should include a figure to identify the core bicycle
network, especially considering winter conditions, to test whether city-wide access and
connectivity is achieved with this plan.

Proposed
Bicycle
Network

Neighborworks

380 Alaska

Text addition

While this plan recommends
designation of a corebicycling
network, this has not yet been
developed. Therecommendation of
development of a winter network will
beamended to includethe
connectivity test described here.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the AMATS Non-Motorized Plan. Creating an
integrated planning document for pedestrians, bicyclists, and trail usersis the right way to
approach non-motorized transportation for Anchorage residents. The following comments
areareflection of NeighborWorks Alaska’s (NWAK) mission to improve the quality of life for
families and individuals by preserving homes, creating new housing opportunities, and
strengthening neighborhoods. Safe access to walk, bike, take public transit, or drive are
essential for our residents as well as for all community members across Anchorage. NWAK’s
Community Development Department specifically works to improve the physical aspects of
communities by engaging residents to support health and safety for public trails, roadways,
and green spaces. These comments were created in conversation with community members
several neighborhoods we work in across Anchorage.

Neighborworks

S50 Alaska

N/A

No action recommended.

Overall, the seven goals listed in “Table 1.1: Plan Goals and Objectives” (p. 4-5) include the
framework for the plan to include promoting and improving health and quality of life,
improving safety and security, and connect communities through all modes and
destinations. For these goals and objectives, NWAK stresses the following:

Plan Goals &
Objectives

Neighborworks

382 Alaska

N/A

No action recommended.

Generally, NWAK is pleased to see many projects identified in the proposed network,
including the Fireweed Ln. and Denali St. separated bikeways in Midtown, and primary
pedestrian corridor along Bragaw St. in Russian Jack. However, there are additional
pedestrian, bicycle, and trail projects N\WAK recommends are included on the proposed
networks and prioritized as such. Theseinclude the following:

Additional
Projectsto
Include

Neighborworks

383
Alaska

N/A

No action recommended.

Implementatio
n: Policy and
Programs

Neighborworks
Alaska

Thereareanumber ofimportant policy and program recommendations outlined in the

384
plan. NWAK would like to add our additional support for the following:

N/A

No action recommended.

The approach in the NMP is to identify a proposed pedestrian network through corridors
rather than specific projects. The proposed pedestrian network (Figure ES 5: Proposed
Pedestrian Corridors) identifies corridors more heavily focused in the Downtown to
Midtown areas. However, outside of that pedestrian corridors generally appear 1 mile apart
or more, such as Northern Lights Blvd. and Debarr Rd. in East Anchorage, or Raspberry Rd.
and Dimond Blvd. in West Anchorage, areas where we should still work to improve
pedestrian safety. Downtown and Midtown are job centers, and important to make safe for
all users, but many city residents live outside these areas and need options for commuting,
running errands, and otherwise having safe options from home to their destinations.

Proposed
Pedestrian
Network

Neighborworks

385
Alaska

Staff agrees.

We will add project recommendations
for these corridors.
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Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
The proposed bicycle network (Figure ES2: Recommended Bicycle and Shared Use Pathway
Neighborworks Proposed Network) should also better incorporate references to and connections with the “Moose We will incorporate the Moose Loop
386 e Alaska Bicycle Loop” that connects the major greenbelt trails with neighborhood connectors. There are Staff agrees. into our project recommendations
Network inadequate neighborhood connections to the regional trail network for non-motorized and network maps.
users, and pedestrian safety concerns along the way.
Thereare a number of projects currently in different stages of planning, design, or
Additional construction that are not included in this document, which should be amended. These
387 Neighborworks S include, but are not limited to, the Spenard Road Rehabilitation (Benson Blvd. to Staff agrees We will include these projectsin the
Alaska InJclude Minnesota Dr.); 30th/32nd/33rd Avenue projects (Spenard Rd. to Old Seward Hwy.); and rees. NMP.
Fish Creek Trail to the Ocean. These projects are supported by area’s respective community
councils (Spenard, Midtown, and Turnagain).
Additional The Fairview Greenway connection between Chester Creek and Ship Creek Greenways is
Neighborworks K supported by Fairview Community Council and integrated into the Anchorage Land Use Wewill include the Fairview
388 Projectsto . . X . . . . Staff agrees. Lo
Alaska Include Plan 2040 asa policy. This should beincluded as a pedestrian and bicyclist connection to Greenway connection in the NMP.
our greenbelt trails.
Previously identified in the 2010 Anchorage Bicycle Plan is a proposed separated multiuse
pathway along the Alaska Railroad corridor, which if feasible, would provide an important
. undivided north-south pathway through Anchorage and could be an important feature for
. Additional . R . . . . R M ; )
Neighborworks . tourism and add to the quality of life for our residents. Having a separate, dedicated path in We will include this pathway in the
389 Projectsto X Lo A A g Staff agrees.
Alaska Include this area, which is already commonly used by many residents, is also a safety benefit NMP.
particularly for the Railroad, as it would minimize and prevent potential collisions and
interruptions of train operations along this corridor. We support pursuing this corridor
and makingit a continued priority in the area.
Safe Routes to School (p. 131): Asan example, we have been working with the Russian Jack
community on as resident survey since 2013 and have identified concern for children to
. |safely walk to and from school. The challenges in the winter with unplowed sidewalks, poor
. Implementatio L . A . e i
Neighborworks . street lighting, and fast traffic are some examples. Prioritizing funding the SRTS program, Let's discuss as ateam how to best
390 131 n: Policy and S - . R R . o Staff agrees. . R
Alaska Programs and coordinating policy decisions and projects that correspond with the already-identified includethe SRTS routesin the NMP.
g SRTS routes at school facilities citywide, could help address these long identified
community needs. Every school has a map identifying routes, which should be reflected in
this plan.
Open Streets/Parklet/Pop ups Pilot Program (p. 132): These pilot projects can often lead to
longer-term or permanent programs that improve walkability and bikeability in many
communities. There are opportunities in many communities across Anchorage, including
. _[thoseidentified in the Spenard Corridor Plan festival streets or downtown open streets - . .
. Implementatio X . . We will include policy languagein the
Neighborworks . projects the Anchorage Downtown Partnership has hosted over the years and especially .
391 n: Policy and . . . Staff agrees. NMP to support these types of pilot
Alaska during the pandemic. In 2015, NWAK and partners successfully hosted a pop-up Winter .
Programs . . S I projects.
Market at the intersection of 13th and Gambell in Fairview, showcasing how spaces can be
used and activated differently. Supporting more of these projects, and locating them
strategically near transit, pedestrian and bike corridors, can provide a fun destination and
promote the overall goal of safe, walkable, vibrant neighborhoods.
Signage and Wayfinding (Design Section, p. 189): We support and encourage the
Implementatio recognition and integration of the Indigenous Place Names project, through the Anchorage Wewill incorporate policy
Neighborworks P . Park Foundation and many partner organizations, to celebrate and honor theindigenous recommendations for indigenous
392 189 n: Policy and R . . . . . Staff agrees. o L
Alaska Programs peoples of thisland. Cultural place-making projects like this also educate the community names in signage and wayfindingin

about the diverse peoplesin our city, and recognize stories and identities that have not
always been celebrated or prioritized.

the NMP.
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Comment #

Reviewer

Page #

Section

Original Comment

Original Staff Response

Original Proposed Action

393

Neighborworks
Alaska

Plan Goals &
Objectives

Goal 5: Connect communities through all modes to all destinations. Connecting the
pedestrian network, especially to access public transit, is a priority for NWAK's residents. It
isoften the “first and last mile” between a person’s origin/destination and transit
station/stop that makes all the difference in safe access to transit, and which encourages
more people to consider using transit day to day, in addition to better serving those who
rely on transit with few other options. The proposed pedestrian network focuses on
corridors, and should include an objective to include improvements around transit routes.
This may also be a potential policy to identify in “Chapter 6: Implementation.”

Staff is working on coordinating the project recommendations
with the Anchorage 2040 Transit corridors.

Provide map to show how project
recommendations coordinate with
ALUP 2040 Transit Corridors.

394

Neighborworks
Alaska

Plan Goals &
Objectives

Goal 4: Optimize maintenance for all seasons. These objectivesincludeimproving and
prioritizing winter maintenance. There should also be an additional objective to prioritize
the proposed bicycle and pedestrian networks to be located on municipallymaintained
roadways. As a Winter City, the muni needs to be able to make decisions around improving
maintenance, including funding and staffing support. Examples: ensure that all streets with
dedicated bike lanes, marked as Bike Routes, and/or listed as school routesin each school’s
Safe Routes to Schools Plans are prioritized for winter snow plowing. During the spring
months, when street sweepers are removing gravel from roadways and sidewalks, prioritize
these sameroutes. Currently, gravel and debris are often swept into the bike lanes and
remain for several days before being picked up, keeping sidewalks clear but endangering
cyclists by increasing chances of flat tires, which also increases risk of injury and falling
while cycling next to car traffic.

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommended at thistime.

395

Neighborworks
Alaska

Proposed
Pedestrian
Network

The proposed primary and secondary pedestrian corridors are also located along generally
highspeed roadways that are often state-managed and maintained in the wintertime.
Concerns around winter maintenance to keep sidewalks free of snow storage and passable
year-round need to be addressed in this plan.

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommended at thistime.

396

Neighborworks
Alaska

134

Implementatio
n: Policy and
Programs

Winter Maintenance Strategy (p. 134): Again, as a Winter City, Anchorage needs a serious
plan to keep our roadways safe for all users year-round. Identifying the core networks that
receive winter maintenance first is essential, as well as ensuring these fall on municipally
managed roadways where funding and staffing is adequate.

Wait to answer until we discuss maintenance concerns more
broadly.

No change recommended at thistime.

397

Nelson, Gretchen

First ofall, itisimperative that the city of Anchorage do everythingit can to get people put
of their cars and moving about through public transportation or non-motorized methods
in order to reduce green house gas emissions and attempt to mitigate the possibly
disastrous effects of climate change. We must work to ensure a habitable placeto live for
generationsto come.

| appreciate your work toward this end and the goals of the Anchorage Climate Action Plan,
which as adopted, should be the guide for all AMATS projects.

Regarding the non-motorized plan, | expect that every project will useit's guidelines to
improve walkability to public transit and other amenities for all residents of Anchorage. |
wonder how the plan integrates with The Department of Transportation's policy guidelines
and hope the aim of increasing non-motorized transportation comes to the forefront in all
cases. My last thought is how our city will ensure that theimprovements and added
amenities for non-motorized use do not push people out of their neighborhoods due to
market increases and their inability to meet higher housing costs.

Suggested text edits.

Will include reference to climate
action plan in Chapter 2.

398

Northeast
Community
Council

Designation of some form of ROW and usage agreement, as well as eventual trail
development along the MOA JBER boundary or in JBER.

ROW and Usage agreements are outside the scope of this plan.

No action recommended.
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Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
The NECC appreciates the opportunity to comment on the AMATS Non-Motorized Plan.
Whereas, the NECC has long identified two high priority, long-standing goals for non-
motorized connections within our community which projects have focused not only upon
Northeast greater community connectivity but also increased access to the community at large by
East Side Residents, and .
399 Community RS MREN €l N/A No action recommended.
Council
unct Whereas, the NECC has proposed, endorsed, and campaigned for the following projects for
the purposes of accomplishing those goals:
- An East-West link bringing the Chester Creek Trails to the foothills at or about Chanshtnu
Park, and
Northeast Whereas the NECC applauds the Plans recognition in Chapter 2 that Anchorage lags way
400 Community behind other northern cities in addressing non-motorized users, and likewise applauds the N/A No action recommended.
Council recommendations that the MOA affiliate or join NACTO, and
Northeast
or ea.s Whereas, while the NECC appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Plan, significant .
401 Community Lo R . . N/A No action recommended.
Council work isstill required with the community to complete the Plan, and
Northeast Whereas the draft in failing to reject prior management and design eschewing protected
. bike lanes and total reliance on paint as the most important aspect of providing safe .
402 Community . . . “ " N/A No action recommended.
Council infrastructure for non-motorized users, appear to endorse a policy of “more of the same”,
which does little or nothing to make Anchorage safe for “All Ages and Abilities”,
Northeast Which projects should include as the NECC has documented:
. (AR We will add this project link to the
403 Community Staff agrees. NMP
Council - Construction of bridges in Chanshtnu Muldoon Park. |
ANorth South trail running along Joint Base EImendorf-Richardson (in or out of the base)
Northeast L ., . . . . .
) connecting “the curve” to North East Anchorage by the Powerplant and thence to the bike We will add this project link to the
404 Community . X . . o . Staff agrees.
Council path north of the highway in addition to a connection at Muldoon to the ‘diverging NMP.
diamond’ which crosses the Glenn Highway and connects with the Glenn Highway Trail.
Northeast . . . . .
X Connected and upgraded trail along the South Fork of Chester Creek from Cheney Lake Park We will add this project link to the
405 Community . Staff agrees.
B through the existing easement to Patterson Street. NMP.
Council
The connection from Cheney Lake to Muldoon is currently identified in the Plan as exiting
the Cheney Lake trails from the east at Foothill, to Sherwood, and East 20th. The Muldoon
interface with East 20th is unsignaled, and at the top of arelatively steep hill. Amuch better
Northeast connection is currently heavily used, and noted on the 2020 Bike Trail Map. Replace the . . . .
. ) R . v v P- Rep We will add this project link to the
406 Community Plan’s connection with: east of Cheney Lake north to E. 16th, Patterson St. Chester Ct, and Staff agrees. NMP
Council through to Begich Middle School and Creekside Center Drive. This allows users to go to ’
north or east and arrive at signaled intersections at DeBarr or Muldoon, both of which
continue on to Chanshtnu Muldoon Park. This would also take advantage of a current
PM&E non-motorized project along Patterson St.
While the NECC has also endorsed additional matters such as the completion of a second
tunnel under DeBarr as set forth in the Russian Jack Springs Master Plan
Northeast . . . . . . .
. for decades, further connection above or below the Glenn Highway connecting the We will add this project link to the
407 Community . . . . . . Staff agrees.
Council Northeast communities to the bike path on the North side of the highway, integration of NMP.
our most eastern neighborhoods with non-motorized connectors, facilitating seamless
access to school and services asrecommended by a number of east side persons to the
Community and Economic Development committee of the Assembly in February, and
Northeast Whereas, though NECC has been at pains to pursue these plans through CIP listing, political
408 Community efforts, and external grant development, the Plan largely ignores theinterests of the largest Staff disagrees with this statement. No action recommended.
Council community council in Anchorage, and
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Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
Now therefore beiit resolved that while the NECC supports theinclusion of the projects
Northeast mentioned abovein the Non-Motorized Plan, as well as the increased connectivity, safety, . .
. . . L . . . X Schedule meeting with NECC to go
409 Community and access for non-motorized users as discussed above, the NECC also finds that additional Staff will confer with the NECC prior to final plan development. . L
B ) . o over proposed project revisions.
Council collaboration with the community is necessary to complete the Plan and that the plan
cannot be endorsed at this time.
I'm writing to express my support for an extension of the bike path along the Glen highway
to the Eklutna/ Thunderbird falls exits. It makes a lot of sense. There's fantastic biking to . . . .
. : . R X We will add this project link to the
410 Parsons, Eric continueon in that area. | know a lot of people who would like to bike the Eklutna lake road Staff agrees. NMP
from the bike trail but having to get on the highway is a no-go. Pleaseinclude a trail ’
connector in the planning process.
The muni has forfeited numerous non-motorized connectionsin the Rabbit Creek area
when staff or appointees did not apply Title 21 requirements or did not understand trail
411 Pease, Nancy . L pp . A 4 . . N/A No action recommended.
design possibilities. Examplesinclude Upper Canyon Road and several connectionsin the
Little Rabbit Creek vicinity.
AMATS already provides annual training for municipal staff and
advisory committee members as well as other transportation
412 Pease, Nancy Include annual training for staff and appointees about non-motorized connectivity. R M . . . P No action recommended.
agencies, private sector transportation professionals and the
public.
AMATS already provides annual training for municipal staff and
advisory committee members as well as other transportation
413 Pease, Nancy Add to Section 6.2 Program recommendations, Internal Staff Trainings (p 129 of draft NMP): R v . . . P No action recommended.
agencies, private sector transportation professionals and the
public.
AMATS already provides annual training for municipal staffand
a. Includeannual training for the Platting Board and Planning and Zoning Commission, as . ypA & P .
. . . . . advisory committee members as well as other transportation .
414 Pease, Nancy well as Planning and Development Services staff regarding non-motorized connectivity R . X N No action recommended.
X N o N . agencies, private sector transportation professionals and the
requirements for platting, subdivision design, and road design. public
B.4 Under Goal 1, Objective 4, (Allocate more funding for non-motorized transportation):
Set a target for changing the funding split for motorized and non-motorized transportation. AMATS does not control the % split of federal dollars that go
415 Pease, Nancy AMATS policy currently only calls for 10 to 15 percent. The NMP should call for a higher toward non-motorized projects. This percentage is determined No action recommended.
percentage of spending on non-motorized projects, as needed to support the goals of by Congress with the passing of new transportation legislation.
shifting travel modes and reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled.
AMATS does not have any control over M&O snow removal
E.4 Page 201. Change the policy recommendation for snow removal to ensure snow . . v L. .
X s . times. These are determined by state and municipal funding and
removal from non-motorized facilities within 24 hours, not 72 hours. A24-hour snow iy I R . .
416 Pease, Nancy . P I . s staffing choices. AMATS does plan to hold a Winter Maintenance No action recommended.
removal goal is supported by the FHWA “Guide for Maintaining Pedestrian Facilities for X . - R
” Forum following NMP adoption to help facilitate meaningful
Enhanced Safety Research Report”. . R . X
dialogue around theissue of better winter maintenance.
E.5. Page 201. List specific priorities for snow removal from non-motorized facilities. Itis . . . Include development of Maintenance
Treet 2 . ‘. As part of the Winter Maintenance Forum, one of the goals will S R
unclear what page 203 means by “primary routes”. Perhaps this refersto the “primary P . R Forum and prioritized winter route
417 Pease, Nancy . ” ) . - . . be to develop a map of prioritized winter routes that will be . .
corridors” on Figure 4.4. Assign priority to routes that serve transit stops and transit o . . X map in action items for
. maintained to a higher standard during the winter. . .
corridors. Implementation matrix.
E.3. Add to Chapter 6: Create an inventory of undeveloped easements and ROW, accessible Creating an inventory of undeveloped easements and ROW is .
418 Pease, Nancy . K . . No action recommended.
online. This could befunded asa TIP project. outside the scope of the NMP.
E.2 Add to Chapter 6: Develop specific targets for shifting trips from motorized to non-
X i p i g . _g i . Developing a program to link specific target mode share shifts
motorized modes, and quantify the resulting reduction in greenhouse gas emissions as part ) o . . "
419 Pease, Nancy R N N > N K with greenhouse gas emission reduction goals for 2030 is No action recommended.
of our citywide target of 40 percent reduction by 2030. This may require further planning . .
) beyond the scope of this planning document.
resources through a TIP project.
Developing performance measures to keep track of greenhouse
Shift xx percent of travel from motorized to non-motorized trips, to reduce Greenhouse Gas p _gp X . _p . 8 .
. . . gas emission reductions and mode shift is outside the scope of Include these goalsin the
420 Pease, Nancy Emissions by xx percent and to support compact land use patterns, in accordance with the

Anchorage Climate Action Plan and land use plan.

thisplan. We can include these items as action itemsin the
implementation chapter.

implementation matrix.
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B.2 Adopt other specific targets to achieve Goal 1. How many miles of protected facilities . . A
. . Developing performance measures to predict mode shift is .
does Anchorage need to add to shift to more non-motorized travel? What number of non- . . . . Includethese goalsin the
421 Pease, Nancy . . . . . . outside the scope of this plan. We can include these items as . N .
motorized trips does Anchorage want to achieve, especially for businesscommuting and L . . . implementation matrix.
. action itemsin theimplementation chapter.
school commuting?
Our current transportation system produces 53 percent of Anchorage’s GGE. This NMP Include references to plan
needs to help implement the ACAP. This NMP should define specific targets for shifting trips coordination and the role walking and
422 Pease, Nancy 4p P . . P . & R gtrip Suggested text edits. . i K L g
from motorized to non-motorized modes, and quantify the resulting reduction in bicycling plansin emissions
greenhouse gas emissions as part of our citywide target of 40 percent reduction by 2030. reductionsto CH 2.
Staff will include a map that overlays
Page 27 makes a very brief reference to the 2020 Comp Plan and Land Use Plan 2040. Make theland use plan improvement
423 Pease, Nancy additional reference to the adopted municipal goals of reducing infill and redevelopment Map and text edit. corridors with the bike network
to create amore compact urban footprint and walkable/bikeable city centers. recommendations to show the
relationship.
Identifying specific objectivesis
inconsistent with the format of
current goals and objectives. Will add
224 Pease, Nancy B.3 Qnder Goal 3 (Improve Safety and Security): include specific objectives for safe Text edits ) a recomm_endatior? tothe
crossings. Include measurable targets. Herearea couple of examples: implementation matrix (6.15) to
explore and develop measurable
objectives to trackimplementation
progress.
425 Pease, Nancy School zones: all schools should have safe walking and riding zones for a 1-mile radius No action. No action.
226 Pease, Nancy Parkz,:mes: neighborhood and community parks should have safe crossings of adjoining No action. No action.
streets with 25 mph speeds or greater.
D.1Page161. Shared Use Pathway. Add an additional definition for a type of off-street This plan focuses specifically on shared
pathway suited to the rural and semi-rural Area B of the Anchorage Bowl: something use (Class V) pathways. However, we
427 Pease, Nancy simpler than a 10-14-foot-wide paved pathway. On difficult terrain, it isimpractical to Text edit. will include mention here of other
develop off-street pathways with a 10 to 14-foot-wide paved surface. Some public trail types and times when they might
pedestrian easements are only 10 feet wide. bethe appropriate facility type.
Check AASHTO and other relevant
D.2 Paved shared use pathways should have an unpaved shoulder 2 to 3-feet wide on at . L
. i guidance to confirm thisisacceptable.
least one side. Runners and dogs stay healthier if they have an unpaved surface that reduces . . .
428 Pease, Nancy X . . . . Clarify design guidance However, the unpaved pathway
impact to their joints. They will run on the edge of the paving and create an erosive swale. R
. shouldersareintended as shy
Design the shared pathway to be healthy and durable for all types of users. .
distance, not an unpaved pathway.
D.3 Low-stress corridors. Identify additional parallel alignments to major roadways to
R Afv R 2 R d L v Whilethisis true, the high traffic roadways often contain
develop as non-motorized corridors. This draft NMP illustrates the levels of traffic stress L . . .
X R . destinations that bicyclists and pedestrians may need to access. .
429 Pease, Nancy (Figure 2.14, pages 24-25) but nonetheless proposes that most pedestrian and bike routes . i No action recommeded.
. . X R . The plan does propose a low-stress bike boulevard network in
align with high stress roadways. For example, use of the Alaska Railroad Corridor for would many places to augment the high traffic corridors
be far safer for north-south bicyclists than the Old Seward Highway, north of Dimond. e e e :
D.4. Page 156. This plan should mandate sidewalk separation on streets larger than .
. X L X The plan recommends modal separation to the greatest extent
neighborhood streets. Requireacurb and aminimum two-foot buffer along low-traffic . s - X .
430 Pease, Nancy N . R possible. The plan must work within existing ROW constraints, No action recommended.
collectors; and afour-to six-foot buffer along roads that are major collectors or bigger, or N
. . however and seeks to balance the needs of all potential users.
with carstraveling 30 mph or greater
E.6. Chapter 6 pages 132-133. Add to Sample Programs the School Streets concept used in
London. This program involves closing the street surrounding a school to vehicles at start- | Not recommended at this time to due winter conditions during .
431 Pease, Nancy L X . . . . No action recommended.
up and dismissal time to give priority to non-motorized travel. See Bloomberg CityLab the school year.
article dated 12-4-2020 at bloomberg.com.
432 Pease, Nancy F.2. Identify Old Seward Highway east of Potter Marsh as Enhanced Shared Facility addition staffto add project with appropriate

Roadway/Neighborhood Greenway

facility type.
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Project length. This part of the bicycle network should connect Rabbit Creek Road to .
T R R o See response to associated comment
433 Pease, Nancy Potter Valley Road, not stop near Tideview. Also, this should be a shared use project: itis Text update 2
identified on the Pedestrian Project list as Project 314. :
Please consider the value of 'truth in labeling'. Thisisnot an umbrella non-motorized plan,
434 Pease, Nancy and should not betitled as such. The public, officials, and developers should know that N/A No action recommended.
they can't rely on this volumealone.
The Non-Motorized project initially sought to merge the Muni's Bicycle, Pedestrian, and
435 Pease, Nancy Areawide Trails Plan. Thisdraft doesnot do that. Thisdraftis primarily a plan for the bike N/A No action recommended.
network and city center pedestrian corridors.
The draft NMP acknowledges that It does not include a trailsinventory. It doesn't show
local connector trails and pathwaysin the urban centers. Thisdoes not address policies,
436 Pease, Nancy design, funding, managemenAt of arange of trail pres. Subsequent traillplannir)g will need a N/A No action recommended.
much finer level of map detail, and a host of policies. The follow-up trail planning may be
guided by the same goals; but it also may need additional goals and objectives. It will bea
substantive plan, much more like a second volume than an amendment.
| appreciate that the NMP is more concise and readable than AMATS’ recent MTP 2040. Itis
437 Pease, Nancy areliefto find goals and objectives printed on two pages. The NMP’s comparison of N/A No action recommended.
Anchorage to similar citiesis insightful. Thank you for those features.
438 Pease, Nancy A.4 Support future land use pattern of infill and redevelopment. N/A No action recommended.
439 Pease, Nancy D. Design Features, Chapter 6 N/A No action recommended.
A.3 The NMP should add additional Pedestrian Corrid joriti th of Tudor Road.
37 e ! _s ould a ¢ addi |9na _e e_s .rlan orridor priori |.es south o .u or Roal Staffis working with ADOT&PF to
Listing Priority Pedestrian Corridorsis critical to catalyze agencies, the public, and . .
. . - incorporate HSIP datainto the NMP.
developers to collaborate. The NMP shows only ONE pedestrian corridor priority south of - [
) . . This will also serve to highlight
Tudor Road. Because dangerous roads often deter walking and bicycling, developersand . . .
440 Pease, Nancy . n . R Staff agrees. additional pedestrian corrdorsin
road builders may claim that thereislack of demand for pedestrian access, and then deny
. X X X . . some of these areas as well as
amenities. This has happened in my community council area, Rabbit Creek. Our R .
. . . . . intersections that need safety
Community Council has requested two pedestrian corridors (addressed later, under specific )
) improvements.
projects).
a1 Pezes, (Emay F. Specific projects F.l Re-align'th'e DeArrT\oun Ro.ad to Rabfait Creek Road bicycleroute. Staffagrees, We will make this project edit in the
The proposed routein the NMP isimpractical and inconvenient. NMP.
142nd Avenueis part of the chosen route, but it is unsafe owing to very steep grades and a
142 pease, Nanc blind crest. Also, it requires north-south riders to ascend extra elevation if their intent is to Staff agrees We will make this project edit in the
! ¥ continue south to Goldenview. The NMP should show a bicycle route connecting Erees. NMP.
DeArmoun to Rabbit Creek Road on either the Buffalo alignment or on Evergreen Street.
Project type: neighborhood greenway. The Old Seward Highway near Potter Marsh is
an ideal project for an Enhanced Shared Roadway/Neighborhood Greenway as outlined on
page 158. Rabbit Creek Community Council has been working for over a year with ADOTPF, . . .
X . . X . oo Staff will look into recommending a
trying to get Share-the-Route signage and a reduced speed limit. With the bordering wildlife .
443 Pease, Nancy S . . o 5 . . Staff agrees. Shared Roadway on this segment of
refuge, thisisamodel location for a "Neighborhood Greenway" as described in the NMP, .
o X i . . . the Old Seward Highway.
with "low traffic volumes and speeds, designated and designed to give bicycles and
pedestrians travel priority" while "discouraging through-trips by non-local motorized
traffic".
High priority. Show thisroute asa high priority. Thereisan existing and growing safety
hazard along this connection. Thereare no shoulders, poor sight lines and steep
embankments. Cyclists need an alternative to the current bike route on the Seward . . .
R X R X Staff will look into recommending a
Highway, where there have been multiple fatal vehicle accidents. The Alaska Departments .
444 Pease, Nancy . . . N . Staff agrees. Shared Roadway on this segment of
of Transportation (DOTPF) and Fish and Game (ADFG) have designed a pullout with parking .
. X . . S . ) the Old Seward Highway.
and toilets at the south end of this connection, which will increase vehicle traffic that must
share the roadway with non-motorized users. In addition, thisroad provides neighborhood
connection and serves as a popular exercise/recreation corridor.
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As an addenda to my letter sent earlier today, I'd like to add a suggestion to re-name the . . . .
' Staffd th calling the NMP Vol 1.Th Id
445 Pease, Nancy Non-Motorized Plan as Non-Motorized Plan Volume 1. The subtitle could be: bike network att disagrees with calling the . olume fswou No action recommended.
. . . suggest that avolume 2 is planned.
and city center pedestrian corridors.
Staff di ith calling the NMP Vol 1. Thi Id
446 Pease, Nancy Consider re-naming thisas Volume 1. alt disagrees with calling the . olume fswou No action recommended.
suggest that avolume 2 is planned.
The draft NMP has a glaring omission: therole of non-motorized travel in reducing
447 pease, Nanc Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GGE). The NMP’s review of existing municipal plans (Section Staff does think including a discussion of Climate Action isa Staff will include discussion of the
! ¥ 2.1) neglects to mention the Anchorage Climate Action Plan (ACAP), which commits to 40 good idea for the NMP. ACAP into the NMP.
percent GGE reduction by 2030. Pleaseinclude the ACAP in the summary of existing plans.
The NMP should adopt specific measurable targets, based on the compact land use pattern
448 Pease, Nancy outlined in our adopted plans, and on the target for shifting a certain percent of vehicle Targets for what exactly is being asked for here? No action recommended.
trips to non-motorized trips.
A.1 This Plan should be crystal-clear that it does not supercede District and Neighborhood | The NMP will supersede the existing Anchorage Bicycle Plan and
Plans, nor Park Master Plans, nor the Areawide Trails Plan. The NMP acknowledges that Anchorage Pedestrian Plan when adopted by the Anchorage s .
. N . R . . . . | Staff will include language in the NMP
AMATS did not complete detailed planning for trails. Therefore, revise the Executive Assembly and approved by the AMATS Policy Committee. It will . . .
449 Pease, Nancy . . . . . . . to clarify which plansit supercedes
Summary, and other referencesin the NMP, to assert the continued authority of other plans | not supersede the 1996 Areawide Trails plan until such time as . X
A R . - s R K and which plansit does not.
with regard to trails and community connectivity. Specifically, delete and add sentencesas | that portion of the Non-motorized Plan has been completed
follows: and is also adopted and approved as an amendment to the NMP.
Executive Summary, page vii: The 2020 NMP supersedes the existing bicycle, pedestrian and | The NMP will supersede the existing Anchorage Bicycle Plan and
trails plans. Itincludesabroad overview of trails that will be amended with finer detailsin Anchorage Pedestrian Plan when adopted by the Anchorage o .
. . . . . A . . | Staff will include language in the NMP
2021, when additional information about trails such as width and pathway quality is Assembly and approved by the AMATS Policy Committee. It will . R R
450 Pease, Nancy . . . . . X . . . . to clarify which plansit supercedes
available. The Areawide Trails Plan and adopted local plans will continue to guide the not supersede the 1996 Areawide Trails plan until such time as . X
. R . . AR, . . and which plansit does not.
development of trails and local connections. Future detailed planning for trails will include | that portion of the Non-motorized Plan has been completed
local community councils and residents for each part of the Anchorage Bowl. and is also adopted and approved as an amendment to the NMP.
The TIP and MTP will beincorporating complete streetsinto
E. Implementation, Policies and Programs, Chapter 6.2: E.1 Add to Chapter 6: Program . . i g _p . ;
. . . . o > ... |thier newest drafts. There will be a scoring criteria checklist that
Recommendation to adjust the Project Scoring Criteria for the TIP and the MTP to prioritize . L
. X . . . will help prioritize streets geared toward complete streets .
451 Pease, Nancy projects that support a shift to non-motorized travel. Thisscoring needs to be carefully . . . X No action recommended.
. R : K design for funding. All new non-motorized projects help make
worded. Non-motorized projects that are tacked onto major road projects are not mode- o
. facilities safer and more comfortable and therefore work to help
shifters. . .
shift more of the modeshare to non-motorized users.
c. Acknowledge that trail corridors often begin as disjoint segments that are connected This comment is more appropriate for the Areawide Trails .
452 Pease, Nancy . . No action recommended.
when funding and easements become possible. update.
d. Acki ledge that developed t d devel ti
LTSS ) G RS I propose eve op‘m‘en 's@ - This comment is more appropriate for the Areawide Trails .
453 Pease, Nancy stranded asset and does not release a developer or road project from providing connectivity wrdkoe No action recommended.
within the project. P .
Stafftoincludel in thepl
B.1 Add a new climate change objective to Goal 1 (Increase the use of the non-motorized . . . atrtoinciu .e ar?guagfeln _ep an
454 Pease, Nancy system) This goal is already stated in the plan. about coordinating with climate
¥ : action plan as mentioned above.
b. Includeinformation that lay persons’ judgment about the practicality of trail
455 Pease, Nancy construction cannot be the basis for avoiding a non-motorized connection where indicated Thisisoutside scope of the NMP. No action recommended.
by adopted plansor Title 21.
A.5 Commit to an inventory of undeveloped ROW, platted pedestrian easements, and
Section Line Easements. Anchorage neighborhoods have numerous undeveloped
456 Pease, Nancy pedestrian easements and Rights-of-Way (ROW) that can provide non-motorized Thisisoutside the scope of the NMP. No action recommended.
connectivity.. Thisincludes State of Alaska Section Line Easements. The NMP should adopt
policiesto:
a. Add an Implementation Policy in Chapter 6 to Create an inventory of undeveloped
457 Pease, Nancy P Y P Y P Thisis outside the scope of the NMP. No action recommended.

easements and ROW, accessible online. This could be funded as a TIP project.
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b. Educatestaffthat an undeveloped easement isa stranded asset and does not release a
458 Pease, Nancy . P e o ) Thisisoutside the scope of the NMP. No action recommended.
developer or road project from providing connectivity in a project.
459 Pease, Nancy A.6 Create a template for developing off-street non-motorized corridors Thisisoutside the scope of the NMP. No action recommended.
Enable citizens to build pathways on undeveloped public easements. Develop a partnership
template for citizens’ groups or non-profits to work with the Muni. The Muni should bea
artner by providing support such as surveying, bonding, insurance, grant receivership, and L . .
460 Pease, Nancy p vP X & . pp Ying . & R 8 P Thisisoutside the scope of the NMP. No action recommended.
post-construction maintenance. The NMP should assign specific MOA officers to complete
this template within the near-term (six months) so that the next round of detailed trail
planningisnot constrained by “lack of policies”.
F.3 Add a Pedestrian Corridor from Golden View Middle School along the 156th and 155th
Avenue corridors or other existing easements to Jamie Avenue, with a T or spur trail to . . . . N .
. . . - This project link would require coordination with the
connect to Bear Valley and Section 36 Park. Thisshould be depicted as a Near-Term priority L . . L . . A
461 Pease, Nancy . o X ; X municipal zoning/platting divisions and is outside the scope of No action recommended.
because of the ongoing subdivision of surrounding tracts and scoping for road connections. .
. E Ao oo . . . the NMP at thistime.
Acorridor delineation in this NMP will ensure that road designers and subdivision owners
work cooperatively to connect schools, neighborhoods and parks.
This project link would require coordination with the
462 Pease, Nancy This corridor is shown as a future road and trail connection in the Hillside District Plan. | municipal zoning/platting divisions and is outside the scope of No action recommended.
the NMP at thistime.
D.5. Sidewalk facility selection tool. Add asidewalk selection diagram that serves the
463 Pease, Nancy . v L . E Staff disagrees with this comment. No action recommended.
purpose of the bicycle facility selection tool on page 157.
A.2 The follow-up trails plan should not be called a “Recreational” Trails plan. The follow-
up plan should include connections for utilitarian travel between neighborhoods, schools,
PP . — “ . o 8 L i~ " |When the Areawide Trails Plan is updated to become an element .
464 Pease, Nancy and other community destinations. The label of “recreation trails” may limit funding . o ) No action recommended.
L “ L of the Non-motorized Plan, it will be renamed at that time.
sources and create legal problems for use of easements. In addition, the word “recreation
may imply jurisdiction of the municipal parks department, which will often not be the case.
465 Pease, Nancy B. Goals, Objectives and Performance Measures N/A No action recommended.
466 Pease, Nancy B. Training for staff and appointees N/A No action recommended.
Wewill include language about
Rt e coordinating with Scsooi on Trails
467 Community 5. Coordination with the Schools on Trails program of the Anchorage Park Foundation. Staff agrees. R g . .
Council program in the policy section of the
NMP.
10. Include annual training for staff and appointees about non-motorized connectivity. The
. R . 8 _pp . . . 4 AMATS already provides annual training for municipal staffand
Rabbit Creek muni has forfeited numerous non-motorized connectionsin the Rabbit Creek area when . . R
. . . . . . . X advisory committee members as well as other transportation .
468 Community staff or appointees did not apply Title 21 requirements or did not understand trail design R . . . No action recommended.
. A R . . R agencies, private sector transportation professionals and the
Council possibilities. Examplesinclude Upper Canyon Road and several connectionsin the Little ublic
Rabbit Creek vicinity. P !
Add to Section 6.2 Program recommendations, Internal Staff Trainings (pg. 129 of draft
NMP): Include annual training for the Platting Board and Planning and Zoning Commission, . L -
. ) ; : R - X g R . AMATS already provides annual training for municipal staffand
Rabbit Creek aswell as Planning and Development Services staff, to inform them of requirements to . . .
. X L - . A . . . advisory committee members as well as other transportation .
469 Community ensure nonmotorized connectivity during platting, subdivision design and road design. This . . . . No action recommended.
. . . . . ' Lo agencies, private sector transportation professionals and the
Council should specifically include information that lay persons' judgment about the practicality of

trail construction cannot be the basis for avoiding a non-motorized connection where
indicated by adopted plansor Title 21.

public.
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14. Add a Pedestrian Corridor from Goldenview Middle School alongthe 156th and 155th
Avenue corridors or other existing easements to Jamie Avenue, with a T or spur trail to
connect to Bear Valley Elementary School and Section 36 Park. We request that this be
shown as a Near-Term priority because of the ongoing subdivision of surrounding tracts-and
scoping for road connections. Acorridor delineation in this NMP will ensure that road
designers and subdivision owners work cooperatively to connect schools. neighborhoods
and parks. a. This corridor is shown as a future road and trail connection in the Hillside
District Plan. b. Currently, Bear Valley School has zero areas that are designated for safe
walking or

biking. This school isone of only two in the entire Municipality where NO KIDS ARE
ALLOWED TO WALK TO SCHOOL. c. There s also a road design underway for Mountain Air
Drive which will include a segment of pathway but Mountain Air Drive will NOT provide a
contiguous con™~ection to existing neighborhoods or to Goldenview Middle School d. RCCC
residents and school staff have expressed interest in a trail corridor along existing platted
but undeveloped pedestrian easements and the Section Line Easement. This avoids the high
speed traffic and steep grades of Rabbit Creek Road.

Rabbit Creek
470 Community
Council

This type of project will require extensive coordination with
multiple municipal departments. Staff will inquire with these
departments before adding this project to the NMP.

No action recommended at this time.

An addition isneeded: Pedestrian Corridor from Golden View Middle School along the
Rabbit Creek 156th and 155th Avenue corridors to Jamie Avenue, with a T or spur trail to connect to
471 Community Bear Valley and Section 36 Park. We request that this corridor be shown as a Near-Term
Council priority because of the ongoing subdivision of surrounding tracts and immediate
residential development.

This type of project will require extensive coordination with
multiple municipal departments. Staff will inquire with these
departments before adding this project to the NMP.

No action recommended at this time.

Bear Valley isonly one of two schoolsin the entire district to have zero walking access. By
the current scoring system, it apparently gets zero safety points because there are zero ASD-

Rabbit Creek
approved walkers? Golden View isin asimilar "no-walk zone" with only a few residential

This type of project will require extensive coordination with

472 Community . . multiple municipal departments. Staff will inquire with these | No action recommended at this time.
. streets approved for student walking. Our residents, staff, and teachers have expressed R X .
Council X . R A e . departments before adding this project to the NMP.
interest in atrail corridor along existing platted but undeveloped pedestrian easements and
the Section Line Easement. Thisavoids the high speed traffic and steep grades of Rabbit
Creek Road.
Rabbit Creek Connectivity from Golden View Drive to Potter Valley Road: Thisisan important . .
- . B . . . Add a project for this suggested
473 Community neighborhood connection. Why is no connection shown? There are several options, and Staff agrees. connection
Council wedon't need to wait for aroad connection. )

Potential connectivity for pedestrian path with easy gradient from DeArmoun at Cannon
Woods Road through several municipal parks to Our Own Lane and Old Rabbit Creek Road,

Rabbit Creek
asan alternative to steep grades and fast traffic on RC and DeArmoun Road. Much of this

This type of project will require extensive coordination with

474 Community - e multiple municipal departments. Staff will inquire with these | No action recommended at this time.
. route crosses municipal parkland, and there are existing easements for short segments . . .
Council . - . . N X departments before adding this project to the NMP.
outside of parks. Additional subdivision is occurring along Our Own Lane, so this corridor
should be promoted now.
F.4 Connectivity from Golden View Drive to Potter Valley Road (Pedestrian Project 216): A
Rabbit Creek short segment of Goldenview Drive is shown on the NMP Bike Network Priority Map. The Add a project for this suggested
475 Community complete connection should be show. In addition, Goldenview Drive should be shown on Staff agrees. P Jconnection ee
Council the Pedestrian Priority map. RCCC has been rebuffed in its requests for a safe walk-to-school :

routein past re-design efforts for Golden View Drive.

F.5. Add anew corridor: Pedestrian or shared use path from DeArmoun at Cannon Road
through several municipal parks to Our Own Lane and Old Rabbit Creek Road. Thisis shown
asa primary corridor in the Hillside District Plan, This route would avoid steep grades and
fast traffic on Rabbit Creek and DeArmoun Roads, This route crosses and connects tracts of
municipal parkland, This partly off-street connection has a far lower construction cost than
retro-fitting either Rabbit Creek or DeArmoun Road.

Rabbit Creek
476 Community
Council

This type of project will require extensive coordination with
multiple municipal departments. Staff will inquire with these
departments before adding this project to the NMP.

No action recommended at thistime.
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11. Werequest a new definition for a type of off-street pathway suited to the rural and semi- This plan focuses specifically on shared
Rabbit Creek rural Area B of the Anchorage Bowl: something smaller and simpler than a 10-14-foot-wide use (Class V) pathways. However, we
477 Community paved pathway, as defined in this NMP. On some terrain, it is not desirable to develop off- Text edit. will include mention here of other
Council street pathways to the level of a Shared Use Pathway (paved, 10 to 14 feet). In fact, some trail types and times when they might
existing public pedestrian easements are only 10 feet wide. betheappropriate facility type.
Rabbit Creek Thereis also aroad design underway for Mountain Aire Drive which will include a
478 Community segment of pathway but Mountain Aire Road will NOT provide a contiguous connection to N/A No action recommended.
Council existing neighborhoods or to Goldenview School
Thereis an existing and growing safety hazard along this connection. There are no
shoulders, poor sight lines and steep embankments. Cyclists need an alternative to the
Rabbit Creek current bike route on the Seward Highway, where there have been multiple fatal vehicle
R accidents. The Alaska Departments of Transportation (DOT&PF) and Fish and Game (ADFG) .
479 Community . . . . . R N/A No action recommended.
. have designed and areimplementing plans for a pullout with parking and toilets at the
Council R . L ) . .
south end of this connection. This will surely increase vehicle traffic that poses a hazard to
non-motorized users. In addition, this road providesimportant neighborhood connections
and serves as a popular exercise/recreation corridor.
Thereisan existing and growing safety hazard along this connection. Through-cyclists (and
other non-motorized users) need an alternative to the Seward Highway along Potter Marsh,
Rabbit Creek where there have been multiple fatal vehicle accidents. DOTPF and ADFG have designed a
480 Community pullout with park[ng and toilets at the south end of this connection, and this facility will N/A No action recommended.
Council surely increase vehicle traffic along OSH, posing further hazards to non-motorized users.. In
addition, thisis aneighborhood connection and also a popular exercise/recreation
corridor.
6. Early neighborhood outreach during trail planning and development.
Rabbit Crgek Adc?lt.lonall_y, we are disappointed that t-hIS plan d'oes not incorporate any references or Cuireeelh e cetvstiien spsie i el pendien et )
481 Community policiesto implement the Anchorage Climate Action Plan of 2019. Now that a draft Non- . . n No action recommended.
Council Motorized Plan has been published for public review, we are providing these additional CLUIEhEtecominaa b lntpdete)
comments.
Rabbit Creek Early neighborhood outreach is essential to successful planning. Trail planning should
. incorporate early notices and involvement of neighbors to best identify the most useful Outreach and eduction specific to trail planning can be fleshed .
482 Community . . . . . . No action recommended.
Council routes, and reduce/mitigate any perceived or actual problems for potentially affected out in theupcoming Trails Plan update.
home/land owners.
Rabbit Creek Table 5.2 Bicycle Projects: In addition to the Table, these should be numbered and printed
- on alocator map, or on several locator maps, one for each priority, High, Medium, and Staff will create maps showing
483 Community R . , . N Staff agrees that these locator maps would be useful. R
Council Low. Without alocator map, the reader must guess the projects' names. Likewise, there numbered projects.
should be e:1 to.cater map for Table 5.4 with over 300 pedestrian projects.
Rabbit Creek G.1Table5.2 Priority Bicycle Projects should be numbered and printed on alocator map. Staff agrees to creating a table and map with project numbers. | We will create atable and map with
484 Community Without alocator map, the reader must guess the projects’ names. Likewise, there should Creating a map of pedestrian project numbers for the old project numbers for NMP prioritized
Council bealocator map for Table 5.4 with over 300 pedestrian projects. Pedestrian Plan is out of the scope of the NMP. projects and corridors.
RCCC residents are disappointed that there are no priority shared pathways south of
Rabbit Creek Dimond Blvd. Our council area has several priorities which we ask AMATS to add to the Staff will look at adding priority
485 Community NMP. Over theyeal"s, we have recommended many of these connectionsin commenting Staff agrees to take a look at these project recommendations. shared pathway projects south of
Council on the Capital Improvement Program, area plans, subdivision plats, and zoning Dimond Blvd.

considerations, among others.




Public Review (60 day) Draft Comment/Response Table

Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
F.6. The segments of bicycle network depicted at Jamie Avenue and at Potter Heights and
. Southpointe Ridge should have project numbers. They both provideimportant
Rabbit Creek X . X . . . . . . .
. neighborhood connections. The Jamie Avenue connection would provide direct pedestrian We will make this correction in the
486 Community . . N Staff agrees.
Council access to our proposed School Corridor along the 156th alignment. The Potter Heights NMP.
connection does not appear to belisted in Table 5.2. Theroadsin this area are due for
upgrading, so the bicycle network connections should be clearly depicted on the Tables.
Rabbit Creek G.2Table1.1
! X Spell out theword “and” instead of usinga “+” in the goal statements. In atable, the plus We will make these text edits to the
487 Community Goalsand R . . . , . . Staff agrees.
. L symbol implies adding quantities. It’sadistraction. NMP.
Council objectives
| am writing about the bike path along the Glenn in the municipality of Anchorage
specifically from the Ladybug Rock in Chugiak to Eklunta overpass. Currently, riders are
trying to bike through neighborhoods to get to Mirror Lake and drivers do not pay
attention makingit difficult for me to bring my children on rides with me. Mirror Lakeisa
Rabbit Creek great placeto let kids play and the trail system is great at that location. Having a designated
. bike path to this area will alleviate some of the parking issues during the summer months Wewill include this project in the
488 Community . R Staff agrees.
. and still allow access to thetrails. NMP.
Council . . .
Extending the bike path all the way to Eklunta creates so many opportunities to get to
Thunderbird falls as well as lake activities. | can see the possibilities of renting a cabin and
biking there with kids opening their eyes to the beauty of this area.
| appreciate your time and consideration to include this area along the highway to a
designated bike route. Thank you,
As a lifelong Alaskan resident, married to another lifer, | urge you to include the Glenn Hwy
bike path extension in the master plan. | grew up in Thunderbird Heights, and occasionally |
biked or walked home from Chugiak High. | was adventurous. But as a 40-plus year old
. adult, | recognize how dangerous it was/is to ride on the shoulder of the Glenn. 30 years
Rabbit Creek . . . , o . S
489 e ——— ago, the powers that be talked about extending the bike trail. It hasn’t happened. My Staff agrees We will include this project in the
. parentsstill livein T-Bird Heights. We live in Eagle River with our four kids. | would love for . NMP.
Council . . A , ,
my children to have the opportunity to bike to Papa and Nana’s house safely. Please don’t
punish those of us in Eagle River who love being a part of the MOA, and appreciate the
thought and planning that goes into making our community a better place to work and live.
Please keep the extension in the master plan.
Rabbit Creek Thereis no mention or projects described for a coastal trail extension from Kincaid Park to
- the shooting range/Potter Marsh area. This has been along-standing proposed project and Wewill include this project in the
490 Community . . . . . Staff agrees.
Council would be a great addition to the current longer distance connecting bike and pedestrian NMP.
trailsin the Anchorage Bowl.
Rabbit Creek There appears to be no specific project linking a coastal trail or even aneighborhood trail
. route from the west side of the New Seward Highway to the Old Seward Hwy/Rabbit Creek We will include this project in the
491 Community . L . - A Staff agrees.
Council Rd area. Thisconnection is needed to link up longer trailsin the Bowl to trails along the NMP.
Seward Hwy (all the way to Girdwood and beyond).
Thereisarelatively short trail described along the Old Seward Hwy south of Rabbit Creek
Rd, but it istruncated and doesn't even reach Potter Valley/south end of Potter Marsh area.
This stretch of Old Seward gets significant use by pedestrians, dog walkers, ski boarders, and
Rabbit Creek bikers. Thereis NO shoulder along thestretch, thereis considerable fast traffic, theroad is - . S
. L . . . X We will include this project in the
492 Community significantly deteriorating, and safety concerns arereal and increasing. There needsto bea Staff agrees. NMP
Council separated trail along the Old Seward from Rabbit Creek Rd all the way to the New Seward ’

Hwy. This would eventually connect to a trail extending southward along the New Seward
High, and connect to the proposed Potter Valley trail. Thiscould bedonein conjunction
with a badly needed upgrade of the Old Seward Hwy in this stretch.
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| read today that the north extension of the Glenn Hwy bike path has not been included in
the 2020 AMATS Non-Motorized Plan. | strongly urge AMATS to reconsider this exclusion.

Rabbit Creek Non-motorized transportation routes serve so many purposes and users [and a growing user L . R
. X 5 . . We will include this project in the
493 Community group] in our community. The proposed project area currently has no paths or readily Staff agrees. VP
Council accessible routes for non-motorized users. If there were, | know | would use them. The trail :
would also provide a safe space outside of the highway corridor for users traveling to
Eklutna and outside the borders of the Municipality.
12. Re-align the DeArmoun Road to Rabbit Creek Road connection: the proposed bicycle !
networkin the NMP doesn't achieve a practical connection. Rabbit Creek Community
Rabbit Creek Council (3-4-2021) Page 2 of4 ,--142nd Avenueis part of the chosen route, but it is unsafe
- owing to very steep grades and a blind dip. Also, it requires north-south riders to ascend We will make this project alignment
494 Community T > X . . . Staff agrees. X
Council extra elevation if their intent is to continue south to Golden View. Buffalo Street is shown as edit.
worth improving as shown in the draft NMP, but theimprovement should not leave any gap
between DeArmoun and Rabbit Creek Road. The NMP should show improvements
extending to Rabbit Creek Road on either the Buffalo alignment or on Evergreen Street.
13. Identify Old Seward Highway east of Potter Marsh as an Enhanced Shared Roadway/
Neighborhood Greenway. The draft NMP map (Figure 2.1) proposes that the bicycle
Rabbit Creek network should extend only part way from Rabbit Creek Road to Potter Valley Road. It Wil el cifs e e
495 Community should not stop near Tideview. It should instead be extended the complete distance. Also, Staff agrees. edit
Council thisshould be a shared use project: it isidentified on the Pedestrian Project list as Project :
314. Old Seward, with blind hills from Rabbit Creek to Potter Valley, receives extensive use
by pedestrians, bicyclists, and roller skiers throughout the year.
RCCC requests a high priority project to establish the Old Seward Highway near Potter
Marsh as an Enhanced Shared Roadway as outlined on page 158. RCCC has been working for
Rabbit Creek over ayear with the Alaska Department of Transportation & Public Facilities (ADOT&PF),
. trying to get Share-the-Route signage and a reduced speed limit. With the bordering state . . . .
496 Community o L . . " R ! Staff agrees. We will make this priority project edit.
Council wildlife refuge, thisisa model project for a "Neighborhood Greenway" as described in the
NMP, with "low traffic volumes and speeds, designated and designed to give bicycles and
pedestrians travel priority", while "discouraging through trips by non-local motorized
traffic".
15. Connectivity from Golden View Drive to Potter Valley Road (Pedestrian Project 216): A
Rabbit Creek short segment of Golden View Drive is shown on the NMP Bike Network Priority Map. The
497 Community complete connection should be shown. In addition, Golden View Drive should be shown on Staff agrees. We will make this project edit.
Council the Pedestrian Priority map. RCCC has been rebuffed in its requests for a safe walk-to-school
routein past re-design efforts for Golden View Drive.
16. Add a new corridor: Pedestrian or shared use path from DeArmoun at Canyon Road
through several municipal parks to Our Own Lane and Old Rabbit Creek Road. This route
Rabbit Creek would avoid steep grades and fast traffic on RC and DeArmoun Roads. Thisis shown asa
. primary corridor in the Hillside District Plan. Much of this route crosses municipal " . . .
498 Community . . X Staff agrees. WE will make this project edit.
Council parkland. This partly offstreet connection has a far lower construction cost than retro-
fitting either Rabbit Creek or DeArmoun Road, both of which have high traffic stress levels
and steep gradients. Moreover, off-street connections provide a higher quality and safer
experience for non-motorized users.
17. The segments of bicycle network depicted at Jamie Avenue and at Potter Heights and
Rabbit Creek Southpointe Ridge should have project numbers. They both provide important
. neighborhood connections. The Jamie Avenue connection would provide direct pedestrian . . . .
499 Community . . . Staff agrees. WE will make this project edit.
Council access to our proposed School Corridor along the 155th alignment. The Potter Heights

connection does not appear to belisted in Table 5.2. Theroads in this area are due for
upgrading, so the bicycle network connections should be clearly depicted on the Tables.
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5.Coordination with Anchorage Park Foundation's (APF) Schools on Trails program. This
Rabbit Creek program involves working with schools, neighbors, and kids to identify and establish safe
. pathways within neighborhoods to schools, and to promote outdoor learning. Funds can . - .
500 Community K . . L . . Staff agrees. Make this an action item in the NMP.
Council be provided to citizen-led efforts to plan and establish these trails, including trail work
through the APF's Youth Employment in Parks program. This program should be recognized
and included in the plan.
Rabbit Creek Our Council seeks to support those projects that are compatible with the Hillside District
- Plan and Anchorage Comprehensive Plan and these recommendations fit within their Staff will schedule a meeting to discuss
501 Community . N . Staff agrees. .
Council tenets. We would be happy to sit down with you (e.g., Zoom) and discuss these comments plan projects.
asyou aredeveloping thePlan.
DeArmoun Road to Rabbit Creek Road bicycle connection: the proposed bicycle networkin
theNMP d ‘tachi tical tion.
Rabbit Creek € oesn tachievea practical connec I.On . . . We will modify this project
- Why was 142nd Avenue the chosen route. It is unsafe owing to steep grades and a blind dip. . .
502 Community . . R . . Staff agrees. recommendation to support this
Council Theclimb istoo steep and requires riders to ascend extra elevation and then descend on alisnment
North Goldenview. Why can't the NMP show improvements extending to Rabbit Creek g :
Road on either the Buffalo alignment or on Evergreen, or even ElImore Road?
Rabbit Creek Old Seward Highway east of Potter Marsh: thisrouteis proposed to be upgraded only part We will modify this project
503 Community way from Rabbit Creek Road to Potter Valley Road, and should instead be extended the Staff agrees. recommendation to support this
Council complete distance. alignment.
Rabbit Creek
abo! r?e Unexplain the discontiguous trail at Jamie Avenue, and unexplained fragment of bicycle . . .
504 Community R . X Staff agrees. We wil fix this project error.
. network at Southpointe Ridge Drive
Council
8. The follow-up trails plan should not be called a "Recreational" Trails plan; something like
"Trails" or "Trails and Community Connections" would be better. The follow-up plan should
Rabbit Creek . . - 'y . P The Areawide Trails update the supercedes the 1996 Areawide
K include connections for utilitarian travel between neighborhoods, schools, and other . . R . .
505 Community X L q . i S - Trails update will not haveits own name. It will become an No action recommended.
. community destinations. The label of "recreation trails" may create limits for funding
Council . " N element of the NMP.
sources as well as legal problems for use of easements. In addition, the word "recreation
may imply jurisdiction of the municipal parks department, which will often not be the case.
Rabbit Creek - . . . - . . . ) B
X In addition, asan interim measure, we request a high priority project to post Share-the- The NMP does not include interim measure recommendations .
506 Community 0 . L L No action recommended.
. route route signage and to reduce the speed limit. in its scope.
Council
Rabbit Creek The NMP will not dethe 1996 Al ideTrails pl til
abo! r(?e 4. Continued authority of existing municipal and Chugach State Park Trails Plans, including € whino sgperce etne TERIESEI IR Ea Add language to the NMP to clarify
507 Community R R - - aseperate trails plan update has been completed and L
. adopted neighborhood and district plans such as the Hillside District Plan. . ) . this point.
Council incorporated into the NMP as an amendment to this plan.
7. Acknowledge the continued authority of the Anchorage Trails Plan, district plans,- and
neighborhood plans, especially with regard to pedestrian pathways and trails.
Delete the sentence about superseding from the Executive Summary (pg. vii, para 1), which
Rabbit Creek would abandon the detailed connectionsidentified in prior adopted trails plans. Instead, The NMP will not supercede the 1996 Areawide Trails plan until .
. . . . . L . . Add language to the NMP to clarify
508 Community insert a statement such as this: The Areawide Trails Plan and district and neighborhood aseperatetrails plan update has been completed and this point
Council plans will continue to determine non-motorized connections until AMA TS amends the Non- incorporated into the NMP as an amendment to this plan. P :
Motorized Plan with detailed trails planning. The 2021 Non-Motorized Plan does not lay
out detailed connections for trails and pathways at the neighborhood level, nor does it
address many off-street connections or recreation trails.
4. Continued authority of existing trails plans. The pending Non-Motorized Trails Plan
Rabbit Creek should clearly state that it does not address pedestrian connectivity at the necesOary level | The NMP will not supercede the 1996 Areawide Trails plan until
509 Community of detail, and that, the Areawide Trails Plan, the Hillside District Plan, and other adopted aseperatetrails plan update has been completed and Clarify this language in the NMP.
Council 11eighborhood plans remain the appropriate documents for implementing trail incorporated into the NMP as an amendment to this plan.

connections.
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Municipal and citizen partnership for pedestrian corridor development. Municipal agencies
will develop atemplate for partnering with citizens' groups or non-profits who initiate
public trail corridors along existing undeveloped easements, so that public insurance and
bonding and other supports are available.

Rabbit Creek
510 Community
Council

Thereisalready a processin place for coordinating between the
public and the Municipality for corridor development .

No action recommended.

Rabbit Creek

This project link would require coordination with the

511 Community - Currently, Bear Valley School has zero areas that are designated for safe walking or biking.| municipal zoning/platting divisions and is outside the scope of No action recommended.
Council the NMP at this time.
Rabbit Creek Thi ject link Id i dinati ith th
adb! rge RCCC residents, and school staff have expressed interest in a trail corridor along existing . ,IS prOJe_c n wc_)u I-’ef:]L-JII’e cuor_ ‘na |c.>n " N .
512 Community A X A municipal zoning/platting divisions and is outside the scope of No action recommended.
. platted but undeveloped pedestrian easements and the Section Line Easement. .
Council the NMP at this time.
Rabbit Creek This project link would require coordination with the
R This pedestrian corridor would avoid the high-speed traffic and steep grades of Rabbit L ] . . . q . . q
513 Community Creek Road municipal zoning/platting divisions and is outside the scope of No action recommended.
Council : the NMP at this time.
Use of undeveloped ROW and Section Line Easements. Municipal planning and Right-of-
Rabbit Creek way staff will work with Alaska Department of Natural Resources to acquire use
514 Community agreements for Section Line Easements where these eallements can provide convenient Thisrequest is outside the scope fo the NMP. No action recommended.
Council non-motorized connectivity, in accordance with adopted planning goals and plans, within

the municipality.

Rabbit Creek
The NMP should include policies regarding: 1. Enabling development and use of off-street

515 COgT,:J:i:ty pathways within undeveloped right-of-way (ROW) andSection Line Easements, Thisrequest is outside the scope of the NMP. No action recommended.
9. The NMP should be clear that off-street infrastructure s part of the basic infrastructurein
new development and re-development. RCCC requests that the NMP include policies as
follows: 9A. Off-street pathways in new plats: as a condition of future plat approval, non-
Rabbit Creek motorized off-street connections shall be cleared, surveyed, permanently signed, and
516 Community developed with at least a durable soft-surface tread at the time of other infrastructure. In Thisrequest is outside the scope of the NMP. No action recommended.
Council residential subdivisions, off-street pathways should be constructed prior to sale of lots 98.

Off-street pathways along existing but undeveloped easements or ROW: MOA planning and
ROW staff will create atemplate and a process for developing an off-street trail or pathway
along existing easements and ROW.

The Rabbit Creek Community Council (RCCC) isinterested in developing non-motorized
pathways within existing undeveloped Rights-of-Way and Section Line easements. These
corridors are a practical way to connect neighborhoods and community destinations
where road upgrades and roadside pedestrian amenities are not likely to be funded,
whether because of terrain features, cost, or low neighborhood density. They may also serve
to providefire department or other emergency access to isolated neighborhoods,
improving response speeds and offering alternative exit routes.

Over the years, the RCCC has made numerous comments regarding the need to maintain
neighborhood connectivity and ensure access for emergencies, which are particularly
challengingin our steep neighborhoods with large lots. An important aspect of these goals
isto have non-motorized pathways. Thus, at the RCCC's publicly-noticed December 10,
2020, meeting, the RCCC voted to request that MOA planning staffincorporate the
following policies into the draft Non-Motorized Trails Plan (15 in favor, 1 opposed and 2

Rabbit Creek
517 Community
Council

This request is outside the scope of the NMP.

No action recommended.

abstained).
Rabbit Creek . . . .
- - . . . . This request is outside the scope of the NMP. Thereis already a .
518 Community 2. Municipal and citizen partnership for off-street non-motorized corridor development. L . . No action recommended.
. municipal processin place for corridor development.
Council
Rabbit Creek Staff agrees thisisimportant. We will be adding more
519 Community 3. Maintenance funding for pedestrian connections, both within and outside of roadways. recommendations for improved maintenance after our 2nd No action recommended at this time.
Council winter maintenance forum.




Public Review (60 day) Draft Comment/Response Table

Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
Rabbit Creek 3.Maintenance funding for pedestrian connections. The Municipality will identify ways to Staff agrees thisisimportant. We will be adding more
520 Community program funding for maintenance of pedestrian connections, both within and outside of recommendations for improved maintenance after our 2nd No action recommended at this time.
Council roadways. winter maintenance forum.
AState grant funded West Dimond Road Improvements from Sand Lake Road to Jodphur,
dueto funding shortfalls the project ended at Westpark Drivein 2016. With Westpark
development there has been asignificant increase in bicyclist and pedestrian conflicts with
motor vehicles between Westpark Drive and Jodphur. The remaining segment of West
501 Rast, Frank Dimond‘roadway has poor sight distance and many vehicles exceeding posted»speed limits. Staffagrees. We will add_this project
Ifaroad improvement can not be funded, a separated pathway would greatly improve recommendation to the NMP.
safety at amuch lower cost than a full road reconstruction. The previous project work
identified many right-of-way conflicts along the north boundary including structures and
side streets outside of platted streets. Any pathway extensions should be along the south
boundary to avoid ROW and grade conflicts.
I work in mid-town on C Street, by Benson, | live on Borealis Dr in North Star, near C Street, .
522 Reed, Carma ( L . _y_ K N/A No action recommended.
and it isamazing to me how hard it is to walk or bike to work much of the year)
| was pleased to see that C Street was identified as needing “enhanced sidewalk” in the plan.
| want to follow up by emphasizing that the West side of C Street is the side that the bus
stops, and iscurrently the side where thereis no winter maintenance for parts of the street. . "
X . The project team will take alook at
523 Reed, Carma | have asked about this many times and | understand there are challenges, but these Staff agrees. . Lo .
. . recommendinga project in this spot.
challenges need to be addressed. There are so few routes to walk or bike from mid-town to
down town, why not try to do a separated pathway on C Street, the WEST side, there seems
to beright of way that could be used or purchased/expanded with a little engineering.
Also, right around where 21st would cross C Street if C Street were not elevated, pedestrians
regularly trudge up the embankment to C Street —in the snow, the mud and the dust. Could
there be aramp that would enhance access from the west side of C Street, which could . . .
X X R . . K We will add this project
524 Reed, Carma possibly also beincorporated into a separated bike pathway. Right now C Street is not Staff agrees. .
. ) . ) Rk L recommendation to the NMP.
prioritized for a bicycle path, but it would help with downtown/midtown connectivity if
there could be a separated pathway on the west side of C Street, which also connects to
21st.
The prioritization for C Street (Fireweed to 13th) does not include points for schools or
transit, which seems odd. With elimination of the North Star stairway thereis even less . . .
. . We will add this project
525 Reed, Carma access to North Star Elementary Central Middle School and Steller Optional, all very close to Staff agrees. .
. . . L . . recommendation to the NMP.
C Street. Also, CStreet isatransit corridor. Thisisa heavily used pedestrian way, EVEN
when it is not adequately plowed. It isvery dangerous.
I would also argue employment —as a missing corridor between midtown and downtown, We will add this project
526 Reed, Carma . g © ploy e Staff agrees. N proj
and theresidential areas along Chester Creek. recommendation to the NMP.
| also noticed that the West side of C Street between Fireweed and 36th is not really
discussed —maybe | missed it. But thereisafirehydrantin the middle of the sidewalk just
south of Benson. Thereis poor/no maintenance of the side walk in the winter on the West
side of the street —again the side of the street that the bus stops on!!! Really, the snow We will add this project
527 Reed, Carma . Staff agrees. .
needs to be removed on the west side of C street between 13th and 36th. Why not assess g recommendation to the NMP.
property owners to fund it —code does require business owners in business districts to
maintain sidewalks, and they do not do it. But they would benefit from it, if everyonedid it
—notjustifitisdonein apatchwork way. THecity has to manageit.
528 Reed, Carma Please fix n_on»motorized movement on C Street between 13th and Fireweed, especially on Staff agrees. We will add‘this project
the West side!! recommendation to the NMP.
Pleaseinclude the northern extension of the Glenn Hwy bike path in the new 2020 AMATS We will include this project link in the
529 Reyes, Janus . Staff agrees.
Non-Motorized Plan. NMP.
Aseparated (and protected) bike path needs to be extended from Peters Creek to the . . . .
We will include this project link in the
530 Reyes, Janus n/a Eklunta Overpass as was recommended in the 2010 Bike Plan! Thisis a safety and mental Staff agrees. proj

health issue!

NMP.
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531

Richardson, Cheryl

n/a

General

Non-motorized funding in Anchorage needs to be greatly increased in order to keep up with
community values and travel needs. AMATS should revisit its policy that limits the percent
of funding awarded to non-motorized projects and should let non-motorized projects
compete more directly with road projects, including expedited funding of inexpensive
projects that would deliver important safety improvements.

The NMP does not have the authority to change funding
percentages that are mandated by the federal government.

No action recommended.

532

Richardson, Cheryl

n/a

General

Anchorage should lobby ADOT to allocate more funding under AMATS control. And because
ADOT can flex or transfer federal highway funding from one funding program to another,
Anchorage should also lobby ADOT to spend a larger share of its program on non-motorized
projects.

The NMP does not have the authority to change funding
percentages that are mandated by the federal government.

No action recommended.

533

Richardson, Cheryl

General

Last but not least, non-motorized investments are needed to meet Greenhouse Gas
Emission targetsin Anchorage's newly adopted Climate Action Plan. The ACAP sets a target,
and now we need Anchorage's transportation plans to articulate the GGE emissions
reductions that can be achieved by shifting investments into less polluting transit and
bicycle-pedestrian travel.

The NMP will include a discussion about the Anchorage Climate
Action Plan.

Include discussion about NMP
coordination with the ACAP.

534

Richardson, Cheryl

n/a

General

It iscommon for tourists and Alaska's rural families to walk along Minnesota boulevard at
Westchester Lagoon instead of using the separated trail there. Thiscan beinexpensively
remedied by greatly improving trail signage at Romig Middle School and at 15th and L.

This will be more appropriate for the Areawide Trails Plan
update, which will begin after the adoption of the NMP.

No action recommended.

585

Richardson, Cheryl

n/a

General

Another element is to rebuild the trail that ADOT removed some years ago from 15th and L
to the Lagoon, on the backside of the guard rail. ADOT told meit was removed due to
homeowners' complaints, but it was never discussed with the community council or those
who used that connection.

This will be more appropriate for the Areawide Trails Plan
update, which will begin after the adoption of the NMP.

No action recommended.

536

Richardson, Cheryl

n/a

General

I hopethe planincludes repair of what was labeled an accessibility improvement in the
sidewalk curb cut at 10th and N that madeit difficult for bicycles to navigate north-south.

We can add this sidewalk improvement to the pedestrian
project list.

Add thissidewalk improvement to the
pedestrian project list.

537

Rombach, Matt

| am writing to ask the the Glenn Hwy separated bike path to be extended from Peters Creek
to the Eklunta overpass as was recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan. The path isa
vital source of recreation for many Alaskans and allows them to do so safely. Thank you for
your consideration.

Staff agrees.

We will add this project
recommendation to the NMP.

538

Saddoris, Julie

It has come to my attention that the planned extension of the Glenn Highway bike/multi-
use path has been eliminated. In a year that has put more people outside and on bicycles
than ever before, this doesn't make sense. Bicycles arein short supply as the demand is very
high. Eliminating the extension means there will be fewer miles to bike. | ride from my
house near ElImore and 80th all the way to Mirror Lake and would love to continue further
north to have a safe long-distanceride. This state'seconomy is hurting but we could help
with the opportunity to make it safer and more enjoyable for bicycle tourism. Yes, it isa
thing. And it brings money to the state. Adding additional safe travel routes for bicycles will
help grow Alaska's tourism. I, along with many other Alaskans, love to ride long distances
and we do this on theroads. I've ridden my bike from Anchorage to Valdez, taking the ferry
to Whittier and continued my ride to Anchorage. | have also ridden my bike numerous
times from Anchorage to Seward. It was disappointing to see the planned multi-use trails
not go in on the Seward Highway. The cost is so much less with all the equipment, etc.,
already out performing the work. It isa minimal cost to add this with all the rebuilding of
the highway. As someone who rides the Glenn Highway multi-use trail often, | would
encourage the state and DOT to reconsider the elimination of the Glenn Highway extension.

Staff agrees.

We will include this project link in the
NMP.

539

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 6: Add objective to partner with large land owners (JBER, State, University) and
utility companies to create new (or identify, improve, and maintain existing routes—for
example those through UMED) non-motorized connexions through private/public property
and along utility easements.

AMATS already partners with many agencies through our
planning processes.

No action recommended.
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540

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 100: Great project selection. Thereis great breadth of project type and it is
really great to see a plan go into specifics.

Awesome!

No action recommended.

541

Scherr, Connor

Consider using alleysin Downtown and Government Hill for facilities.

No action.

No action.

542

Scherr, Connor

Consider relocating separated bikeways shown along 5th, 6th, and L to alleys or less
trafficked streets for improved safety.

These facilities provide direct access to destinations and
opportunities for protected crossings at intersections.

No action.

543

Scherr, Connor

Consider an enhanced shared roadway on the north side of Downtown, or one crossing
north to south, to act asan arterial (4th, 7th, F, K).

Adense network of protected bike facilities is already
recommended for the downtown.

No action.

544

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 57: Why are there no proposed corridors south of Dimond?

Roadways south of Diamond did not meet the selection criteria
used in this plan. However, roadways south of Diamond do
retain the recommendations carried froward from the 2007

plan.

No action.

545

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 134: 1 am unsure what “grooming protocols could be established that would
provide for bicycle access along shared use pathways or sidepaths” means. Provide a better,
more tangible, example. Does the plan use grooming and snow removal interchangeably? In
my mind, they are different maintenance strategies.

Text update

Clarify to read that pathway grooming
protocols should facilitate bicycle
access to shared use pathways rather
than exclude their use by bicycles,
when appropriate.

546

Scherr, Connor

To Ms Wilm and the planning team behind the Non-Motorized Plan, thank you for your
hard work. | hope this plan serves Anchorage for many years, and leads to improvements to
our non-motorized infrastructure network. This plan has obviously been under
development for many years, and with the pandemic unfortunately coincidental with its
completion and roll-out, you should commend yourselves for continuingits development.
Generally, the plan is a terrific, specific, and ambitious document. However, there are some
shortcomings. There are many opportunities for improving the graphics, and | encourage
changing out some of the photos per my comments, and updating the maps to show more
data. This plan should stand for ten to twenty years, and having maps already out-of-date
handicapsits effectiveness. This plan is coming from AMATS, not Parks and Recreation, and
isabout active transportation, not recreation. As a result, show fewer images of people
recreating on shared use pathways (an infrastructure expressly not a feature of this plan),
and more users of sidewalks, bike lanes, and shared roadways. Since the plan’s
development, we have more of these infrastructures, and the plan should includeimages
from these and the successful improvement of the Spenard Corridor. Finally, | really
enjoyed looking at several specific projects and the ambitious prioritization of others.
Please feel free to respond with any questions or needs for clarification, and I look forward
to seeing the plan adopted.

N/A

No action recommended.

547

Scherr, Connor

Text edit p.i under Pedestrian Network.

N/A

No action recommended.

548

Scherr, Connor

Text edit p. 5 under Goal 7.

N/A

No action recommended.

549

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 13: In Portland, OR the police will pull over bikers without lights and give
them one for free.

N/A

No action recommended.

550

Scherr, Connor

| am happy to see Fireweed identified as a potential E-W route through Midtown.

N/A

No action recommended.

551

Scherr, Connor

Further separating some uses as recreational and others as non-motorized transportation
introduces a hierarchy that is disingenuous to our climate and location. | recreate and
commute on bike, in all seasons, weather, and levels of lighting, as well as on skis, and my
feet, thankfully. There exist infrastructural needs for all of these activities (ski lockers,
shower facilities at workplaces), and while the plan addresses them, part of the effort
towards increasing awareness, use, and growth of nonmotorized travel is rebranding those
modes, changing the perception that they are not only for recreation. There was a time,
within living memory, that people commuted with dogsled in Anchorage, and on horses as
well. Although skiers and snowbikers have vast networks of recreational trails, they also go
places—stores, work, school—and the infrastructure should address and encourage that.

N/A

No action recommended.

552

Scherr, Connor

Were alleys considered for shared roadways?

No.

No action recommended.
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Comment p.4: Goal 1, Objective V, include infrastructure changes to decrease travel speed
553 Scherr, Connor and travel time to disincentivize single-person car use—like narrower lanes, more signals, or Staff agrees. We will make this text edit.
modified traffic patterns.
C t p. 4: Goal 2, Add objective to impl t infrastructure—like bi les, . . .
554 Scherr, Connor omment p . °0d . objectivetoimplement green Inirastructure—iike bloswales Staff agrees. We will make this text edit.
planters, and impervious pavers.
Wewill includedi i f
555 Scherr, Connor Comment p. 4: Goal 3: Include discussions of improved route lighting under this section. Staff agrees. ew.l fnelu E-ISCL-JSSIOHO
improved lighting.
556 Scherr, Connor Text edit p. 8: spell out “pedestrian”. Staff agrees. We will make this text edit.
Comment p. 16: Thismap is out of date. The Ship Creek extension along MLK, and around
University Lake, is missing. Other missing shared use pathsinclude along Sand Lake,
Dimond, Raspberry, and likely several other places. | recognize that not everyone uses these ; . .
557 Scherr, Connor ! . e R U . A i i3 v y . ! Staff agrees. We will update this map in the NMP.
facilities, and this planning process began some years ago, but at least one missing pathway
isright outsidethe PDC. | hope thisis not the first time the missing data has comeup in the
plan development. At least add an asterisk like the one that appears on the sidewalks map.
Comment p. 53:1 have several comments on this map.
558 Scherr, Connor ol am surprised to not see the “Fish Creek Trail” shown on this map, nor infrastructure Staff agrees. We will fix this map edit in the NMP.
along the ARRC ROW.
559 Scherr, Connor The “separated bikeway” along Raspberry road already exists, so that can be gray. Staff agrees. We will fix this map edit in the NMP.
Thepath tarting at the Tudor Ci hould begin at C bell Airstrip Road, as that . ) . .
560 Scherr, Connor e.pa Aways ar |nga e ?r urve snouldbegin at Lampbell Alrstrip Road, astha Staff agrees. We will make this project edit.
projectiscurrently in the planning phase.
The enhanced shared roadway along Wesleyan seems duplicative of the existing (and
WLy g ) . . HANEEL XISt g.( Wewill include the pathway around
561 Scherr, Connor unfortunately unmapped) pathway around University Lake, and there could beincreased Staff agrees. University Lake
connexions to thistrail instead of an entireimprovement of the roadway. ¥ .
562 Scherr, Connor Campbell Airstrip Road between Tudor and Northern Lights should be an enhanced shared Staff agrees, We will |nc|udet'hese missing project
roadway, as should Kennyhill and Emmanuel. links.
I think we should seriously consider paving the Tour (Old Rondy) Trail from MLK to Service
HS, but this may bein the forthcoming plan dealing with shared use pathways. Thisisan We will include this msising project
563 Scherr, Connor - v gl ; g . v Staff agrees. A el
important and frequently used route from the Hillside to North Anchorage, and users are link.
not exclusively recreational.
E142nd Aveistoo steep of a roadway for the connexion to Goldenview, and this should Wewill include this msising project
564 Scherr, Connor instead be on Woodhaven and Park Hills. Additionally, these roads already have asphalt Staff agrees. link gproj
paving. Alternatively use the platted Section Easement for the connexion to Goldenview. :
Consid ion to Ship Creek Trail at R Blvd. Look at prioritizi ighborhood
565 Scherr, Connor onst ?rconneX|on i .ree TEINELE ST, Lo P TEME UEEHE Staff agrees. We will look into this reprioritiztion
connexion to Government Hill Elementary School.
C tp.98: Thisisth hoto fi th i hapter. Maybe put a pict f
566 Scherr, Connor _ommen P K sisthe samephoto from the previous chapter. Maybe put apicture ota Staff agrees. We will replace this photo.
sidewalk here (like Spenard?)
567 Scherr, Connor Text edit p. 110: Colored letters. Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
568 Scherr, Connor Text edit p. 133: paragraph 1. Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
Comment p. 133: Restaurants have been using streets for outdoor seating throughout the
569 Scherr, Connor pandemic. Perhapsincluding this as an example, or outlining the how structures of these Staff agrees. We will include some language to this

agreements between agencies, individuals, companies, and the Municipality worked. This
could help guide future efforts and reduce skeptics.

effect in the NMP.
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570

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 149: While people recreate with the listed activities, they can also commute
using skis and snowbikes. These represent unique modes to Alaska, and present
opportunities for infrastructure development and maintenance. My worry, with the images
shown in the plan, and some of the language mentioned, is that this plan weighs too much
towards non-winter and daytime active transportation, and does not offer enough
consideration to active transportation in winter and darkness. Most of the imagery is of
peoplerecreating on shared use pathways, instead of commuting on those, bike lanes,
sidepaths, or any of the other infrastructures in Anchorage. If the goal of this plan isto plan
for non-motorized transportation for going to destinations, and not primarily for
recreation, then the photos should reflect that.

Staff agrees.

We will include some more pictures of
diverse facility users.

571

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 166: Put a different picture here, or make the picture of the planner smaller.

Staff disagrees.

No action recommended.

572

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 204: Thisis a great photo that deserves being earlier in the plan.

Staff disagrees.

No action recommended.

573

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 11: Notwithstanding the complete lack of a directly comparable city to
Anchorage, thislist is good, but perhaps reaches for cities with too great a population.
Montreal is a great city, but its historic, geographic, and political contexts are completely
dissimilar from Anchorage. Although | lament the insular research of only North American
cities, Montreal is more similar to a European city than to Anchorage. Madison and
Minneapolis are great case studies, as is Salt Lake. Calgary is another terrific example. If we
limit the study area to North America, | would have included citiesin the Mountain West,
like Montana (Missoula) or Idaho (Coeur d’Alene), or the Cascade region, like Oregon (Bend),
California (Tahoe). These are American West cities with young histories, formerly
auto-centric urban planning, and have winter climates.

Staff disagrees. All of the cities chosen in the peer review and
direct and related similarities to Anchorage's climate and winter
maintenance challenges.

No action recommended.

574

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 13: 1 would like to see more information on the other cities. | suggest a page on
each, with agood image, and bullets describing successes, shortcomings, and key
takeaways. | want to know what their infrastructureis like, what their user types and
numbers are, and how they improved their cities to have more non-motorized
infrastructure. Two pages on theresearch is not sufficient. Show how you reached the key
takeaways, and illustrate you did more than a quick web-search and visit to thecities’
websites. Did you send staff to the cities? Did you have meetings with officials there? Did
you talk to local advocates and nonprofits? Did you talk to any residents? Did you check if
the policies and goals these cities implemented actually created improvements?

Staff feels that the peer review is good asiis.

No action recommended.

575

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 14: Thisis ageneral comment. Aimost all the photographs of facility users are
from behind. Perhaps get some from the front, side, or even top. Also, they arealmost all in
summer, in fair weather. As we have a variable climate, and eight months of mostly dark
days, the plans should include pictures of this. We should show snowbikers and skiers on
their way to work (if you need, | live right next to the Chester Creek Trail, and could take
some for you), or bikersin the rain and at night. Further, there should be pictures of diverse
users, in ethnicity, gender, and age, but most importantly, ability. Please show persons
with mobility challenges as well.

Staffis already working on incorporating more diverse photos
for weather, gender, race and age.

No further action recommended.

576

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 5: Goal 6, Objective 3, resurrect the partnership with Strava that allowed the
bike heat map story map application.

Strava has been phased out in the Municipality.

No action recommended.

577

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 64: Thisis a terrific matrix. | appreciate the time and thought that went into
this.

Thanks!

No action recommended.

578

Scherr, Connor

Perhaps there should be a connexion from MacInnes to the Campbell Creek Trail (a
softsurface social trail currently exists).

This edit is more appropriate for the upcoming Areawide Trails
Plan update.

No action recommended.

579

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 47: 1 am not confident from the picture of the advisory committee that all
users were represented in the planning process.

This photo is not meant to represent all members of the
adivsory committee. It is just a photo to show a typical advisory
meeting.

No action recommended.

580

Scherr, Connor

Comment p. 54: In the Downtown area, for access to Government Hill, consider using E
Bluff Drive instead of the Railroad lands for the shared use pathway.

This project isinfluenced by the Governement Hill
Neighbohood Plan and reflects that effort.

No action recommended.




Public Review (60 day) Draft Comment/Response Table

Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
Comment p.2.: box referring to an “integrated network of routes accessible for people ...”
applies only during between May and November. Such a network requires regular plowin; This text is part of the vision statement for the NMP and is
581 Scherr, Connor o . v & v . % 4 2 & ? - . No action recommended.
and maintenance through all seasons, and maybe this should be presented as an aspirational in nature.
aspirational statement, and not a fact.
Comment p. 4: Add objective to map and identify existing infrastructure, especially Unfortunately, the Municipality of Anchorage does not have a
582 Scherr, Connor sidewalks. It’s hard to plan for what you do not know. Thisis noted on p. 128, but I thinkit | current sidewalk dataset so we are unable to show those on the No action recommended.
would be helpful in the goals/objectives table. map at thistime.
Unfortunately, the Municipality of Anch d th
Comment p. 18: | feel like there are many more sidewalks, especially in Downtown. See my mor ur]a iYp UGS 2 1 O S LI .
583 Scherr, Connor current sidewalk dataset so we are unable to show those on the No action recommended.
other comment about the shared use pathways. L
map at thistime.
Roadways in Eagle Creek did not meet
thecriteria laid out for designati f
Roadwaysin Eagle Creek did not meet the criteria laid out for e.crl ena aIA outtor designation o
. K . X primary corridors, Eagle Creek does
designation of primary corridors, Eagle Creek does have several .
i . . . . . . - have several secondary corridors
584 Schuette, Christine No pedestrian primary corridors Eagle River map secondary corridors where improvements would be prioritized .
. - K . whereimprovements would be
and would be considered the 'primary corridors' within the . .
L prioritized and would be considered
vicinity. - . PR
the'primary corridors' within the
vicinity.
This column isdependent upon receiving data from describing
. Maintenance . . . . current winter maintenance practices in use by M&O. If . . .
585 Schuette, Christine ) Why is the Winter Maintenance Equipement column left blank? . L . . . Action pending additional data.
Matrix information is not provided summer and winter maintenance
rows will be omitted from thefinal plan.
List out memebers of CAG and AAG on
586 Schuette, Christine 1.2 Do you list out who isin the CAG and AAG anywhere? No but we can. plan intro
587 Schuette, Christine Should the goals have a subheader? No. No action recommended.
Anchorage
588 Schuette, Christine 2040 Land Use |Typo (iupdated) should be updated Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
Plan (2017
. Health & . ATk .
589 Schuette, Christine Equity Typo : omit the word (be). It should read tend to correspond, not tend to (be) correspond Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
- Non-White . - . e e .
590 Schuette, Christine Population Typo: words run together in the third line (AMATSPlanningarea. Thenorthern) Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
591 Schuette, Christine Incomplete sentence or missing a period at the end of the page (cooridor) Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
592 Schuette, Christine missing the legend on the second map Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
593 Schuette, Christine Typo: In thefirst paragraph, it should read high rise housing not high (rises) housing Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
Typo:add to solution in the third sent . It should read other i ti
594 Schuette, Christine Avpo add an (5) OS? dtioninthe . ird sentence. It should read other innovative/green Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
infrastructure solutions (not solution).
Desi Typo:Inth d h, it should b t (and). It should read, tread
595 Schuette, Christine esign ypo:in the secon pa_ragrap ,itshould bean not (and). It should read, r_ea sare Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
Features separated by an elevation change, not treads are separated by (and) elevation change
596 Schuette, Christine 71 The word Neighborhood is spelled wrong in Mountain View Neighborhood Plan Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
597 Schuette, Christine 73 same spelling error as above Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
I believe "Arctive" Warrior/L hould be "Arctic" Warrior/Loop. Mayb Il check th
598 Schuette, Christine 74 e.leve retive a”"’f/ oop should be "Arctic” Warrior/Loop. Maybe spell check the Staff agrees. We will fix this text edit.
Project Tables one more time.
For intentionally blank pages, can we repeat the text (This page intentionally blank) to the
599 Schuette, Christine top of the page? If you are using a screen reader, it is time consuming to follow the blank Staff disagrees. No action recommended.
page halfway down before you see that this page does not actually have content on it.
600 Schuette, Christine No contingency on this project estimate on this project Staffis unsure what section this comment is referring to. No action recommended.
We can includeit but since it was not used in the creation of the Include Transit on the Move asa
601 Schuette, Christine Should weinclude Transit on the Move now that it isa completed plan? . A . i
planit can only belisted as a resource going forward. resource going forward.
Desi
602 Schuette, Christine sign Potential typo: (traveled way) width Staff agrees. I
Features We will fix this typo.
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Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment
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Original Proposed Action

AGlenn Hwy bike path northern extension is desperately needed! This corridor should be
expanded to the Valley eventually and as the stage to Eklutna has already been planned it
should be completed ASAP. For north bound cyclists it is a massive safety hazzard to be
Scott Mlynarczyk forced onto the Glen Highway. Increased traffic and distracted drivers make thisa very
and Susan Sommers unpleasant and nerve-wracking area to cycle.
Please add it back into your plan for completion as soon as possible. It will be a great asset
for the residents of those communities it passes and for northbound cyclists and touring
visitors.

603

Staff agrees.

Wewill include this project link.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Non-Motorized Plan. | strongly support
604 Shearer, Jamie efforts to improve options for biking and walking in Anchorage. | commute year round by
foot and bike and am interested in increasing safe connectivity throughout Anchorage.

N/A

No action recommended.

Safety is my biggest concern and it is usually the primary factor when | choose to drive over
biking/walking. There are three things that | feel make non-motorized travel less safe: motor
605 Shearer, Jamie vehicles, path conditions (especially in winter), and crime (will my bike be safe when locked
and left). | want my kids to be less car dependent, but | also fear their safety when our routes
arenot along the shared use pathways like Chester Creek.

N/A

No action recommended.

Asthe draft plan isfinalized, | urge you to ensure that the map of existing conditions
accurately reflects routes that are safe and comfortable for walking and bicycling -
especially as thereis a significant difference between summer and winter travel in
Anchorage. | also encourage the use of supplemental solutions such as wayfinding, traffic
signal timing, enforcement, and education in addition to buildinginfrastructure. | have
606 Shearer, Jamie introduced a number of fellow cyclists to the path that continues from Maclnnes across
36th into College Village onto Princeton Way. It is much nicer than having to ride along
36th. Including locally known “secret” shortcuts such as this on maps or having “non-
motorized pathway” signs are much less expensive solutions to some connectivity issues. |
also wish for you to continue working to ensure that winter maintenance s sufficient to
allow reliable, safe, and equitable non-motorized transportation throughout the year.

Staff agrees.

We will make sure that the map of
existing conditionsisaccuratein the
NMP.

Thank you for working to improve non-motorized transportation in Anchorage, which is
607 Shearer, Jamie such an important part of making our city a more connected, healthier, safer, and more
livable place.

Thank you!

No action recommended.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Non-Motorized Plan. | strongly support
efforts to improve options for biking and walking in Anchorage. As the draft plan isfinalized,
| urge you to ensure that the map of existing conditions accurately reflects routes that are
safe and comfortable for bicycling; to encourage the use of supplemental solutions such as
wayfinding, traffic signal timing, enforcement, and education in addition to building
infrastructure; and to continue working to ensure that winter maintenanceis sufficient to
allow reliable, safe, and equitable non-motorized transportation throughout the year.

608 Siskoff, Mikhail

Thank you for working to improve non-motorized transportation in Anchorage, which is
such an important part of making our city safer and morelivable

Staff agrees.

We will make sure that the map of
existing conditionsisaccuratein the
NMP.

Dear AMATS planning team,

Thank you for the detailed and complex plan that you have put forward to improve non-
motorized recreation. As a long-term bike commuter and often year round rider, | can speak
best to the area of the Hillside to the University/Med Area that | know best. | have also seen
major changes in use. The complexity of the proposed projectsand the cost is considerable
and will be more challenging going forward in a challenging financial environments that are
emergingin AK.

609 Smith, Rod

N/A

No action recommended.
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Theroot cause of many of the issues has been transportation engineering understanding
their jobsonly in the context of ‘car traffic engineering’ to the detriment of all other users.
Thisisalso the reason AMATS is left with increasingly expensive solutions. Current fetishes
such as “round abouts” are classic examples of this single user thinking that is hardly
assisted by a few adding bike lanes. As shown on many of widening and straightening
projects, the roads become more dangerous as traffic speed follows the road design and not
610 Smith, Rod posted limits. Many examples seem to be DOT roads that seem out of touch with any goal
other than “make cars go fast”. Elmore and Abbott have become high speed barriers that
block movements of kids to school or people or bikes that need to cross to commute or use
thetrails recreationally. Intelligently placed traffic lights are unthinkable to DOT because
“cars must go fast” even when thereality is there will be a traffic bottle neck at schools or
other high use location. Theintersection of DOT road with Service High School may be the
best example of poor road design.

N/A

No action recommended.

The notion of high stress roads is correct in much of Anchorage and is linked to traffic and
the high posted speed limits and even higher defacto speeds. Some of the maps of density of
use also seem out of touch with the changing use that has occurred—I would have agreed
with the low-use assessment for Hillside 15 years ago but not currently. The demographics
of the Hillside and other areas of South Anchorage have been changing with more active
individuals compared to 20 years ago, and for many of those who have aged away from the
hills, eBikes are changing use patterns and making longer and steeper commutes much
more feasible. Much of thisis hard to sample, since the routes are often not obvious to the
city planners and have considerable optionality. Thistoo has changed with bikes that are
comfortable to ride on tarmac, gravel and even on some single track.

611 Smith, Rod

N/A

No action recommended.

For someinspiration, perhaps we should make the Finnish city Oulu our sister city for
cycling purposes. Thisis agood introduction and pokes some fun at our southern neighbors
in Canada at the same time Why Canadians Can't Bike in the Winter (but Finnish people can)
-YouTube. | can recommend most of the videos in this series to explain what people want
for non-motorized transportation—the car traffic engineers will be alittle triggered but the
rest of us can provide them with support and encouragement.

612 Smith, Rod

N/A

No action recommended.

Another challengeis defining what the city can make available reliably to bikersin
winter—there needs to be a winter as well asa summer map. The reliability is the factor that
613 Smith, Rod makes commuting and errands feasible. The city hascomealong way to maintain some of
the key trails but thisis often undermined by DOT operations that cover trailsin debris. The
sameis true for the slow clearing of shouldersin the Spring that are a menace to bike use.

Staff agrees.

There will be a winter maintenance
route map developed as part of the
2nd Maintenance Forum. AMATS will
organize this forum following
adoption of the NMP.

Much more can bedone than we are doing presently but the needs of a winter trail for bikes
or people on foot can be very simple. It just requires better coordination of snow
mitigation services and creativity. Some very simple equipment can maintain simple lower
usetrails and perhapsthereal need is for partnerships with private groups as has been done
with Nordic skiing or the Single Track Association. This could free the city to clearing the
614 Smith, Rod more complex urban corridors. The sameis true for summer where simpler well built gravel
trails will meet almost all the needs of tarmac. The obsession with hardened trails has not
been onethat | have never expressed to the city, but they are much more profitable to
contractors. Again, tarmac hasits place, but therole of simpler trailsin areas that will not
be completed for decades is a starting point where bypass of dangerous high speed roads is
needed to achieve connectivity.

Staff agrees.

Coordination of winter maintenance
equipment will bea product ofth 2nd
winter maintenance forum.
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Thecity plan needs to also consider that for bikes to be used, there needs to be place to
secure them well. In two systemsthat | see and compare, ANMC/ANTHC has at least three
excellent bike cages and Providence, as a larger center, has one small and over-burdened .
. . Include recommendations on
bike cage. Both centers depend on large number of workers who would do well if they incentivising bike parking through
615 Smith, Rod could reduce car cost, which bikes can achieve. Clearly, there needs to be AMAT grades for Staff agrees. . g 3 S R g
X o K : B businessness and places of work in the
companies and organizations that translate into rewards and penalties. This might allow AMATS area
more lenient parking requirements or cost recovery in other manners—we can call these :
“incentives with teeth” but they need to deal with security issues that are a great barrier to
wider use of bikes.
This plan evaluated and incorporated
Your plan also underestimates the health benefits of a healthier population. The studies census data that included health and
show a much greater effect than you suggest. | am more than willing to help with this part equity for the AMATS area. This data
616 Smith, Rod ‘g L Y gs . . & P P Staff disagrees. quity R - o
ofthereport if revisions are needed. It will also help build a city for the future. 1 do suspect was a high priority criteria that was
this will need to be done with more small interventions than expensive projects. used to scoreand prioritize bicycle
projects and pedestrian corridors.
Education and outreach is already an action item in our
617 Sorensen, Fred Overall Page 131 We need Pedestrian and bicycle education especially protocol for passing pedestrians etc. . . v . No further action recommended.
implementation matrix.
Update 'Winter Devices' to winter
Winter devices? Dog sleds? Clearer definition travel modes. Girdwood is not within
618 Sorensen, Fred Page vii Text update the Metro per map on page 7. Defer to
Is Girdwood in the Metro? If Eagle River is why not Girdwood? land use plan on inclusion of Eagle
Creek and exclusion of Girdwood.
a) The problem with small numbers is that using statistics exaggerates the perception. One . .
. L . This report clearly states that collision
accident could account for half of the statistics (50%), i.e. p22 only 2 people represents 22% . .
page21-23 all analysis datais extracted from the
619 Sorensen, Fred i L . . . . . . . . . Text edit. Vision Zero plan. This section will be
charts b) Using info that includes impaired drivers or pedestriansin this report is deceitful. N .
. . A X . . amended to includea cautionary note
Accidents involving impairment have absolutely nothing to do with the roadway, traffic -
L on the small number of collisions.
patterns, or other conditions.
How many of the 200 spot locations are from the 15 volunteers? If most of the information This section to better clarify what data
620 Sorensen, Fred Page43 P 1-2 |comes from those volunteers come from then be up front about it. How much actual Clarifying text. came from the public engagement
information came from the public other than the 15 volunteers? map vs. the volunteer field survey.
Representative Projects
621 Sorensen, Fred Pages101-127 |Itisinteresting that the minimum cost for the projectsis $1.2 M (not counting N/A No action recommended.
maintenance, refer to my notes early on), and there are 319 projectslisted (53 high
priority).
Page11 Table . . .
622 Sorensen, Fred 21 NACTO ? Professional jargon and needs to be spelled out. Same on page 13. Staff agrees. Define NACTO in the NMP.
623 Sorensen, Fred Page 15 P5 [Define ‘utilitarian trips’ Staff agrees. Define "utiliatarian trips"in NMP.
‘that the municipality’s .. ...breakdown lanes’ needs to be capitalized, underlined, and
in bold. It is easy to get capital to build expensive projects but impossible to get annual . .
624 Sorensen, Fred Page 17 text L . . . . . . X Staff disagrees. No action recommended.
budgets to maintain projects. Maintenance, especially in winter is the key. Not being able
to use these transportation networks for 6 months of the year is social and fiscal stupidity.
A major problem is the lack of clearly identified connections between the Pedestrian The Shared Use Pathway network is a network for pedestrians as .
625 Sorensen, Fred Page 1 No action recommended.

Network and the Shared Use Pathway Network

well as bicyclists.
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. . . o o There were several data sets and criteria used for project and
Aconcern that | haveisthatifarouteisnot used becauseit is unsafe then by your criteria it L . R R
. L L . . priority selection. Project recommendations were not based on
will never be prioritized becauseit is not used. For example; the West Diamond/Jodhpur is . L
- L . whether or not an existing routeis being used or not. In fact, .
626 Sorensen, Fred Page 62 low priority even though the new development on the north sidein increasing traffic and . . - . . . No action recommended.
. . . . . there exists very little ability to count bicyclists and pedestrians
the only south entrance to Kincaid Park (very popular with bikers) is on that section of - .
Jodhour on the vast majority of the non-motorized network throughout
pur. the AMATS area.
There were several data sets and criteria used for project and
riority selection. Project recommendations were not based on
As | sated earlier (p62), the problem is that more people are going to use what’s already P / ], N L
. whether or not an existing routeis being used or not. In fact, .
627 Sorensen, Fred Page 130 there. Counts do not reflect places where new access should bei.e. Jodhpur access to . . L N . . No action recommended.
. N . there exists very little ability to count bicyclists and pedestrians
Kincaid Park. People do not use unsafe areas but would useit ifimproved. - .
on the vast majority of the non-motorized network throughout
the AMATS area.
) . . . These trails are shared between all users. Motorized vehicles are
Equestrian trails along roadways—Is this sole use and who shares the maintenance. These . . . ; .
628 Sorensen, Fred Page2 ) ) not allowed on multi-use trails. E bikes and other electric No action recommended.
arealso atemptation for off road vehicles. o . .
mobility options that travel lessthan 25 mph are an exception.
What is “Vision Zero”? If this is something that the AMATS team knows, the public doesn’t Staff will make sure Vision Zero is
629 Sorensen, Fred Page5 goal 7 X . ! Vision Zero is explained in the NMP. ) .
ge> & and needs to be defined or fully introduced. P better defined in the NMP.
Tables 5.3 Priority Pedestrian Corridors. Explain the proposed infrastructure changes on - . . . .
Wi s . . " R i ) Dueto existing data contraints as well as high funding estimates
the "Priority Pedestrian Corridors." The plan lists primary and secondary pedestrian R e
. . R L for average pedestrian facility upgrades, the plan focused on
corridors, but does not explain the kind of pedestrian infrastructure recommended to make e R .
Spenard . . . R highlighting primary and secondary corridors rather than
. those often high-speed roadways safer for pedestrians. The 300 projects listed also do not . s . ) .
630 Community Overall Chapter 5 X . . . - . . X . recommending specific projects. This allows these areas to be No action recommended.
R seem to align with the corridors and include many facilities and intersections. This makes it A . . . i
Council e R © X open to more project funding opportunities and gives designers
difficult to understand when pedestrian projects may get implemented along the proposed . - .
) R . i and engineers more flexibility to implement best, most up to
primary or secondary networks. This needs further explanation to help ensure pedestrian . . e K
X . . date design guidance that can be specific to each project.
projects do get developed in a timely way.
This plan recommends bike/ped
facilities on higher speed roadways
Develop low-speed infrastructure for pedestrians and bicyclists that is separate and distinct where destinations are located. The
Spenard from high-speed vehicle traffic. Pedestrian speeds are about 3 mph, and bicyclists are at 10- facilities on these streets call for
P . 12 mph. Rather than including core components of the pedestrian and bicyclist networks . maximum separation where possible.
631 Community Overall [Network Maps . . e . . Text addition. . AT
Council on high-speed roadways, we would like to see the core networks, which is especially truein Complimentary facilities along
the proposed pedestrian network. Right now many of the primary network improvements parallel corridors will be mentioned
are along state-managed roads, which often are more difficult to address. but recommendations along major
roadways that provide access will
remain.
We acknowledge that this plan calls
for improvements along priorit
Level of Traffic Stress. The level of traffic stress on the roadways should be considered for the p_ R ep Y
. - . B . " pedestrian corridors rather than
pedestrian primary network. As described, the "level of traffic stress" was part of the N .
A K . " laying out acomplete pedestrian
prioritization process for the bicycle network. However, the mapping of the "Level of Traffic
Spenard " . X R ; network. The plan recommends
. Stress" shows that most of the primary pedestrian corridors are on high-stress roadways. e . .
632 Community 34 Chapter 2 ) X L Text addition. additional data collection so more
R The Non-Motorized Plan should put pedestrians first, but as it is many of the recommended . . .
Council detailed pedestrian planning can be

roadways for pedestrians are along fast roads with many lanes and inadequate sidewalks.
Recognizing this won't change overnight, there should be roadways within the pedestrian
network that are lower stress and put people before vehicles.

completed over time. This plan will
includearecommendation in the
implementation chapter to develop a
complete core pedestrian network.
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Particular attention should be made to health outcomes and stressors of surrounding
Spenard communities when accommodating high speed/heavy use roadways. Asthma prevalence- Thisisan important consideration that should be considered by
P . Multiple studies have been doneregarding living in proximity to highways which in many AMATS in the future. The policy implementation required is .
633 Community 39 Chapter 2 ) . ) ) N L ) . No action.

Council ways Minnesota functions as. There are higher rates of asthma in children within one- beyond the scope of this plan and will be noted by AMATS staff
quarter of a mile of a highway. These studies should be considered when balancing as the planning for the next TMP commences.
neighborhood needs and moving traffic.

4.1 Bicycle Network. Approach. Explain how "Yield Roadways" would function in the car- . - . ) .
. L e " . This facility typeis offered up as one solution. Implementation
Spenard centric culture of Anchorage. The description of "yield roadways" seems similar to many . . . . .
R . . . would require consideration of design and potentially change .
634 Community 53 Chapter4 |Anchorageroads by default, but this does not necessarily make them safe for pedestrians R R R No action.
R . . K . how roadway culturein Anchorage works. Ultimately, this tool
Council and bicyclists. Does this terminology and roadway fit the culture of Anchorage and .
may not be adopted in Anchorage.
promote the safe use of roadways for all users?
6.2 Policy + Programs. Add a municipal policy that whenever roadways are repaved, on-
road (buffered, sharrows, etc) bicycle facilities should be considered the re-striping. By
building this policy into the maintenance cycle, progress to upgrade facilities with minimal

Spenard footprint changes can occur moretimely. The plan should lay out how to recommend " . .

R A . o . . . . Plan will recommend this policy be
635 Community 127 Chapter 6 |dedicated pedestrian facilities on all roads, and dedicated bicycle facilities on all roads Text addition. . .
R X n . considered for adoption.

Council where posted speeds exceed 25mph, with the potential for bike lanes on more urban roads
that have 25mph limits, like downtown where bicycles are required to ridein the roadway
without any on-road facilities. If there's not a dedicated bike facility recommended that
should be the exception rather than therule.

6.2 Policy + Programs. Create a municipal policy that would integrate policy
recommendations of Vision Zero going forward. The municipality has a Vision Zero Action .
. . . . . . Staff will add a noteon plan
Plan with numerous action items that should be integrated into the Non-Motorized Plan's . .
Spenard R . R . sy . integration to Chapter 2 and also add
. policy recommendations and implementation. All of the city's planning documents should . R .
636 Community 128 Chapter 6 . . . ) Text addition arecommended synthesis action in
R not besiloed, but should be better integrated. Examples include staffing, task forces, . . . .
Council . R R X . theimplementation matrix to align
reducing speeds, and more. Since adopting this plan, there have not been sufficient R
. . . R these planning efforts.
programmatic changesin how we build and maintain infrastructure to reach the goals
articulated in Vision Zero.
Safe Routes to School. Prioritize funding and integrating safe routes to school in municipal
Spenard projects. Funding this program has decreased over the years, and makes implementing Will add arecommendation to
P R lasting partnerships difficult. The municipality needs to prioritize safe routes to schools so L. include SRTS as a future prioritization
637 Community 134 Chapter 6 . R K R Text addition. - K .

Council students can walk and bike safely. Right now, most schools just have sidewalks along school criteriato be used in thisplan or
grounds or are lucky to have bicycle racks. These infrastructure pieces are just asimportant within the TMP planning process.
as community partnerships.

Spenard 7.3 Facility Types. Design bicycle infrastructure for a winter city. Winter maintenanceis Examples of lighting, etc. could be

P R always a challenge for our roadways. We need to consider above-ground indicators for . . added. Recommend use of flexible
638 Community 158 Chapter 7 X AN R N X . Possible text edit. . ; -

Council sidewalks, paths, and on-street facilities like signs with lane markings, street lights for bike vertical lane delineators to highlight
lanes, and other creative solutions for when snow and ice may hide facilities. bike lanes during snow events as well.
Yield Roadway. Expand the design options for an "Enhanced Shared Roadway" to
incorporate safe pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure that would fit with Anchorage's

i P U . . e s . | Theyield roadway facility type does not preclude installation of
Spenard culture and advance us toward more active transportation awareness. The "Yield Roadway' X . . .
. . L . X R an bike boulevard which recommends installation of the .
639 Community 167 Chapter 7 |asdescribed would not allow for painting or signage. Instead, the Yield Roadway design N X R No action.
. . e . P . elements descried here (e.g.., sidewalks, signs and traffic
Council should better mirror "Neighborhood Street Design Alternatives" included in the Spenard i)
Corridor Plan (p. 96-98 for example). This would allow for sidewalks or paths, swales, g}
sharrows and bike markings, and signs.
Include text in Chapter 5 describin,
Intersections and crossings. Include recommended maximum distances between signalized . . P . &
R " W . priority corridors to include more
Spenard crosswalks.Right now Anchorage has many "super blocks" with signalized crosswalks over . R
. . - . . A frequent crossings and midblock
640 Community 179 Chapter 7 |0.5 miles apart, encouraging jay walking on high-speed roads. This plan should recommend Text update. -
R . . N N . . . crossings on long blocks. Ch 6. Include
Council amaximum distance for signalized crosswalks especially along the primary pedestrian ; . .
policy to develop a crossing spacing
network.
standard.
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Signalization. Include additional design features for safer signalized crossings at
. d . . ) . g' . . g . ) g . Update design guidanceto includea
intersections, including automatic activation of pedestrian signals and bicyclists. . o . .
Spenard . . ool . . list of additional interventions that
. Intersections are one of the most dangerous places for pedestrians and bicyclists being hit . R N
641 Community 189 Chapter 7 ! . o > o ) ) R Text update. can enhance pedestrian and bicycling
. by peoplein cars. Options likeincreasing lighting at key intersections, allowing the walk R .
Council . . s . . . safety and further prioritize active
signal to start before vehicle traffic, automatic "walk signals," allowing for manual modes
activation to happen even after the traffic light changes when time allows, etc. )
Include guidance on implementing solutions around education, encouragement, equity,
Spenard and enforcement, in addition to the engineering and evaluation included in this plan..
P , There are a number of ways to improve our non-motorized network beyond the physical The plan already includes recommended programmatic and
642 Community 127 Chapter 6 . . . - . P . . . N . X No change.
Council system and data. These can include improving wayfinding and signage, adjusting timing of policy changes and outlines recommendation timelines.
traffic signals for non-motorized users, improving law enforcement and education, and
adding lighting where needed.
Spenard
There areanumber of projects that should beincluded in
643 Community 64-65 Chapter 5 : . SR X N/A No action recommended.
B 5.2 Bicycle Projects table, explained above.
Council
Spenard Proposed |Tudor Road. Asstated above, Tudor Road is dangerous for pedestrians and bicyclists alike. We are working with ADOT&PF to
644 Community General Pedestrian [Thereare sectionsalongthis road that should be identified for safer crosswalks, including Staff aggrees. identify dangerous crosswalk areas
Council Network where pedestrians are unfortunately injured or killed by vehicles. and map areas of high safety concern.
Include combined maps of existing infrastructure and proposed infrastructure. The
Spenard included maps do not have a high level of detail on what facilities are existing sinceall lines
P - P AP g . . . 'g_ . Staff agrees that a map that highlights new infrastructure Staff will work on developing this map
645 Community Overall | Network Maps |are gray and could signify bike lanes, multi-use paths, sidewalks, etc., but it isimpossible to . e
. L . . . . . connections to existing infrastructure would be helpful. for the NMP.
Council distinguish them on the maps. Without seeing the connections of the infrastructureit is
difficult to identify what is proposed and how it relates to the existing network.
Include working with the Alaska Railroad to access ROW for a pedestrian/bike trail from Fish
Creek Trail at Red Bridge Park to Minnesota Dr. Currently, Fish Creek Trail deadheads at Taft, . . .
Spenard Proposed L N . - . Include thisas an implementation
. X which isvery dangerous due to the deep curve that was installed for the purposes of the Staff agrees that this could be an action item in the L R R .
646 Community 53 Bicycle L X R X X X X X action item in theimplementation
R truckingindustry. Thereis no sidewalk or pathway from Harding to Minnesota and nowhere implementatin matrix for the NMP. .
Council Network . X ) X X matrix.
to walk other than in the vegetation when crossing the railroad tracks if one wants to stay
out of theroad.
Create a winter map of the pedestrian and bicyclist core network.There is mention of
Anchorage as a winter city, but itis not clearly reflected in the document. We should be . . " -
. R R We will be creating a winter prioritzed
ableto look at a map of our winter vs. summer networks and see if the infrastructure R
Spenard X B . . 0 Lo non-motorized map after the 2nd
K maintenance plan will work. The winter network could be the "core" network prioritized . . .
647 Community 1 Network Maps X . . Staff agrees. maintenance forum. This forum will
R for winter maintenance, and the summer network would be all infrastructure. There are
Council s . . . . . N take place after the NMP has been
differences in staffing and funding for state and city winter maintenance, so much ofthe adopted
city's core network should be on municipally managed roadways, which often are lower piec.
speed.
It'simportant to create ways for inter-transit activities, like people walking or biking to bus
stops, and the bicyclists and pedestrian infrastructure should consider access to transit . . .
Spenard _ . A X X K X Wearelooking at incorporating the
. stops within primary transit corridors.This document needs to include the Metropolitan . .
648 Community 15 Chapter 1 . . . . . Staff agrees. Transit Corridors from the Land Use
. Transportation Plan 2040 for transit-oriented planning as our city's true long-term .
Council . . L . Plan 2040 into the NMP.
transportation planning document. Asit is now, People Mover transit routes are created
through a short-range transit planning effort (about 5 years).
Spenard 2.1 Existing Plan Review. Incorporate and include finalized plans after 2018. Incorporate We are working to incorporate these
649 Community 16 Chapter2 |and includethe Anchorage Climate Action Plan (2019), Spenard Corridor Plan (2020), Staff agrees. R g X P
R . . planning documentsinto the NMP.
Council Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2040 (2020).




Public Review (60 day) Draft Comment/Response Table

Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
Spenard Road rehab project: Add a HIGH priority as recommended separated bikeway and
high priority pedestrian corridor. Spenard Road currently has some multi-use pathways
along the southern portion, and bicycle lanes and wide pedestrian facilities on the northern
portion. However, it does not have safe pedestrian or bicycle facilitiesin the central region . Lo
Spenard . e . . This project is already underway but
) between Benson Blvd. and McRae Rd. The current draft plan identifies this section asa . . R - .
650 Community 53 Chapter 4 . . h s . R R e Staff agrees. we will makeit a high priority project
Council medium priority for pedestrian facilities, but nothing for bicycles. It should be identified as in the NMP
aHIGH priority for both. This was reaffirmed in the 2020 Spenard Corridor Plan. This !
central region of Spenard Road (from Benson Blvd. to Minnesota Dr.) is currently a project
Alaska Department of Transportation is beginning design work on and construction in the
next 5 years.
Minnesota Drive: Add as a HIGH prior ity pedestrian and bicyclist facility. Minnesota Dr.
Spenard should be better incorporated into the NMP as an active transportation corridor. This We are currently looking at
P . roadway is one of the only uninterrupted north-south connections, which funnels recomendations for Minnesota. We
651 Community 53 Chapter 4 ; Lo o ’ L Staff agrees. . ; L
Council pedestrian and bicyclist activities to the roadway. Minnesota Drive is also part of the will include a high priority
gateway to the Chestercreek Trail system via Romig Middle School and West High on recommendation project in the NMP.
Hillcrest Drive.
Chugach Way: Add asa HIGH priority pedestrian and bicyclist facility. Thisis a project high
Spenard or1 the community's Cap(ital Improvement Progrém Iist: This?scurrentlylisted asa MEDIUM Wewill incorporate a high priority
. bicycle facility. It is also important to connect this project with the proposed enhanced . X
652 Community 53 Chapter 4 A Staff agrees. project recommendation for Chugach
. shared roadway along 40th Avenue, as these two projects together connect Spenard .
Council . X . . . . Way into the NMP.
neighborhoods east-to-west, including to Springer Park, Cuddy Family Midtown Park, and
the Loussac Public Library.
Spenard Proposed 36th Avenue: Add asa MEDIUM priority pedestrian and bicyclist facilities. 36th Avenueisa
P . _p primary active transportation corridor that needs improvements. The current facilities, We will add a medium priority project
653 Community 53 Bicycle . ) . ) ) i , . ) Staff agrees.
. including multi-use paths are inconsistent along the corridor, with notable impediments at 36th Ave.
Council Network Lo e q
like light poles within sidewalks, and dangerous crossings.
Tudor Road: Add shared use pathway from Minnesota Dr. to Harding Dr. Tudor Road
currently hasa combination of multi-use paths, sidewalks, and shoulders, but this section is . .
Spenard Proposed . . . . . We will look at a new project
) K non-existent and extremely dangerous in the winter with snow banks and semi-trucks. .
654 Community 53 Bicycle N . . Staff agrees. reommendation for Tudor Road along
R Along the full stretch of the corridor, there are numerous crossings and driveways that are . .
Council Network . . . . . this section.
dangerous, especially for pedestrians crossing the high-speed roadway with few crosswalks
and poor lighting. This roadway needs to be prioritized and improved.
Include an active transportation corridor along the Alaska Railroad. Alaska Railroad multi- L . .
Spenard Proposed N . e . X . . . We will include this corridor as an
. X usetrail: Asidentified in the 2010 Anchorage Bicycle Plan, this multi-use trail along the . R . .
655 Community 53 Bicycle . . . . . . . Staff agrees. active transportation corridor in the
R railroad corridor should be reinstated. This corridor was reaffirmed in the 2020 Spenard
Council Network X “ . . ; > NMP.
Corridor Plan as a “future active transportation corridor.
Include an active transportation corridor along the Fish Creek Trail, including the Fish Creek
Trail connector to the Tony Knowles Coastal Trail, as a recommended
shared use pathway Fish Creek Trail: This multi-use trail along the Alaska Railroad, as
identified in the 2010 Anchorage Bicycle Plan and reaffirmed in the 2020 Spenard Corridor . . .
Spenard Proposed R X We will include this corridor as an
. . Plan (primary active network as shown on the Open Space Network map on pg. 44 of the . . . .
656 Community 53 Bicycle ; K i X Staff agrees. active transportation corridorin the
Council Network SCP), should beincluded. The council also supports a trail connection from Ure Park to the NMP
Fish Creek Trail. Fish Creek Trail to the Ocean is a project currently in the works for bond ’
funding, butitis not included on the trail map. Our council strongly supports connectivity
of our parks and trails, as well as the long-term vision of daylighting Fish Creek. This corridor
isidentified as a “future active transportation corridor” in the 2020 Spenard Corridor Plan.
Spenard Proposed Include and highlight the "Ride the Moose Loop" route as well as priority connections, like - . .
. X X . . . . X We will include this project
657 Community 53 Bicycle through the Mountains View neighborhood. Major connection barriers to the Moose Loop, Staff agrees. L
B . . . B recommendation in the NMP.
Council Network such as the Lake Otis crossing and connection through Mountain View.
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There should be atrail connection on the north side of International Airport Road from
Spenard Proposed |Spenard to Northwood asthereis no shoulder path or trail to walk on safely. The residents s . .
. . Lo . R We will include this project
658 Community 57 Pedestrian [wholivein theareato the north of International Airport Road cannot safely walk, catch a Staff agrees. recommendation in the NMP
Council Network bus or ride a bike because the bike trail has never been finished between Spenard and '
Northwood. Many of the cars driving on that strip of road are going in excess of 45 mph.
Include a core pedestrian network that puts pedestrians first. Right now thisdocument
does not prioritize active transportation users on any roadways throughout Anchorage.
Spenard Proposed Right now the core network appears along most state-managed roadways, which are often
p ; 2 . at high speeds and are not as frequently maintained in the wintertime. Secondary or We will work on a core pedestrian
659 Community 57 Pedestrian . R . . Staff agrees.
R tertiary streets as the main network would be a practical approach the muni could better network for the NMP.
Council Network |, . o L . .
implement. Pedestrians often face difficult conditions along sidewalks, which snow
dumped on them, cars parked over the curb, and barriers within pathways, all issues that
make sidewalks/pathways often impassable.
Thecorridors do not capture important neighborhood connections or safe routes to
Spenard Proposed schools. These should be represented in the plan in some way. For example, Lois Driveisan . .
. . . . . L . . Wewill include a project
660 Community 57 Pedestrian [important pedestrian corridor through Spenard and it isnot identified in the plan. There Staff agrees. R o
) - X . recommendation for Lois Drive.
Council Network |arealso numerous schoolsthat only have a block of sidewalk (if that) surrounding the
school properties, not representing realistic or safe pathways for children to access schools.
Include the Fairview Greenway as a priority. Thisisidentified in the Fairview Community
Spenard Proposed  |Plan (page 60) Goal "5.2 Improve and identify linkages to the Ship Creek and Chester Creek
P - P R (page60) R p" X X fy R g i We will include this project
661 Community 57 Pedestrian [greenbeltsand trail systems." It isalso included in the Anchorage Land Use Plan 2040 and Staff agrees. L
) - i . . recommendation in the NMP.
Council Network should be part of the priority pedestrian network, connecting the Chestercreek Trail
through Fairview and to the Ship Creek Trail.
Incorporate "Open Streets" within the primary pedestrian network. Anchorage has many
opportunities, likein Downtown Anchorage, where roadways could be closed off to vehicle
Spenard Proposed traffic and put active transportation users first. These could be anchors within the We will incorporate open streetsinto
662 Community 57 Pedestrian [pedestrian network. This policy is described as a pilot program (page 132-133); however Staff agrees. the NMP Pedestrian
Council Network these potential locations can beidentified and described within the primary network. A recommendations.
pedestrian plan should have some areas where pedestrians are "first," but right now the
network still resides mainly on high-speed roadways designed for vehicles.
We are working with the Municipal
Spenard Data Consolidation. Share non-motorized data onlinein an easily accessible format. The o . p
- 0 - K . GIS department to coordinate our
663 Community 131 Chapter 6 'general public"islisted as an audience and should be able to easily seek and find the data. Staff agrees. . . R
. . . . . . . . NMP data with online capabilty for
Council Consider sharing data in user-friendly ways to find and visualize the data over time. . . .
mapping and public sharing.
We will be working on a map of core
Spenard Winter Maintenance Strategy. Create a map of the core pedestrian and bicyclist network. As pedestrian and bicycleroutes and
P , awinter maintenance policy and procedureis created, there needs to be more recognition winter routes as a follow up to NMP
664 Community 147 Chapter 6 ) - . . . X Staff agrees. . [
Council that Anchorageis a winter city October- April each year. Our pedestrian and bicycle adoption. Thiswill bearesult of the
network and facilities should show this. 2nd AMATS initiated maintenance
forum.
Spenard Design Needs of Users - Bicyclists. Include electric bicycles (e-bikes) in the bicyclists users. E-
bikes are becoming more popular to assist bike riders throughout the municipality, but are
665 Community 155 Chapter 7 X ‘g . (212 L P 4 o Staff agrees. We will include e-bikes in chapter 7
Council not mentioned within the plan. Thisimpacts accessibility along the network, speeds, and
more.
Signage and Wayfinding. Incorporate Indigenous Place Names in signage and wayfinding.
Spenard gnag . v & P Lo g Lo gnag v & Weareworking to incorporate
. The Indigenous Place Names Project is a successful initiative of the Anchorage Park . R :
666 Community Chapter 7 ; X A Staff agrees. Indigenous Place Names into signage
R Foundation and many partners, but this project should be more broadly adopted and .
Council . X T . . and wayfindingin the NMP.
integrated into the municipality's design process as a cornerstone for the city.
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Includethe32nd & 33rd Avenue projects as HIGH priorities. This project isin design and is
Spenard Proposed L X . P S . .
. K movinginto construction on 30th Avenue and Spenard. It isa "Complete Streets" project We will include these projects as high
667 Community 53 Bicycle . " . Staff agres. I
Council Network for thecity. It may be that the enhanced shared roadway on "31st Ave" should be replaced priority in the NMP.
with the 32nd/33rd separated bikeway recommendations on both maps and project tables.
Spenard Proposed Include a map of all the 300 pedestrian projects Looking at the "Proposed Pedestrian
P - P R " p" L P . P J., . & P . Staff disagrees. Creating this map from the old Pedestrian Plan is .
668 Community 57 Pedestrian  [Network" and "Priority Pedestrian Network" does not illustrate where all 300 projects land . . R No action recommended.
R L . out of the scope for this planning project.
Council Network on the map and how they relate to the priority corridors.
3.1 Field Data Collection and Community Input Map. Include a map with the overlaid
Spenard Proposed Networks onto the public input GIS map (this can also be shared on the website). Staff does not feel that a map overlaying proposed networks
P . Publicinput in the community processes or on the online interactive map are explained in onto theinteractive webmap would be useful. Theinteractive .
669 Community 52 Chapter 3 , L o . . o . L ) R No action recommended.
Council theplan, includingif or how thisinput wasincorporated into prioritization. Amap webmap was just one of many criteria used in developing
illustrating how the proposed networks overlays onto the public input map will show this project recommendations.
relationship.
Shared Use Pathway Network. More clearly label the "Shared Use Pathway Network" as the
"Trails" portion of this plan. Without clearly making the distinction that the 1997 Trails The Shared Use Pathway network is a network for pedestrians as
Spenard Planisincorporated into this document as the "Shared Use Pathway Network," the trails well as bicyclists. The Areawide Trails Plan from 1996 is not
670 Community 5 Chapter1 |portion getslostin this document. The Existing and Proposed Bicycle Network maps and represented in this plan update. It will be an additional effort No action recommended.
Council descriptions should also have the words "Trails"titles to more clearly communicate the that will become an amendment to the NMP after it is
incorporation of our multi-use pathways. As it appears now, there are only about 7 projects completed.
for trails.
These planning projects take a very long time. The majority of
Spenard Include an explanation of the gap in time from 2018 to the draft releasein 2021. The draft the delay can be explained in initially underestimating the
P . NMP was expected in spring of 2018. The last public engagement on this project appearsto | amount of time and effort needed to get the draft plan through .
671 Community 41 Overall h . . L . . No action recommended.
Council have been early 2019, and in that time the community has not participated for nearly 2 internal agency review. It went through several TC and PC
years. The lack of momentum and transparency of the process in those 2 yearsistroubling. | meetingsand work sessions as well as special work sessions with
transportation agency groups like MOA Traffic and ADOT&PF.
Existing Bicycle Network. Include a map with more clearly defined existing and proposed
Spenard . g. v en ‘p . . y( & p" P . . . . X We will work on creatinga map that
. bicycleinfrastructure. It is difficult to identify the existing infrastructure on the "proposed This comment is essentially a repetition of the first comment . A
672 Community 24 Chapter 2 X " . o shows the relationship between
. bicycle network map" so one needs to flip between the only map that shows existing from the SCC. Please see above comment response. L .
Council . . . X . L existing and planned infrastructure.
infrastructure. Acombined map will explain and communicate the proposed connectivity.
Spenard There are asignificant number of substantive recommendationsincluded within these To make the best use of our budget for the plan, AMATS will seek
673 Cor:munit overall comments. We respectfully ask that these issues are addressed and approval of all comments/changes prior to adoption and once No action recommended
Council ¥ incorporated into the document before the Assembly and AMATS Policy Committee adopt those have been approved by the AMATS Policy Committee, .
thisplan. changes will beincorporated into the document.
Table5.1 Prioritization Criteria Matrix. Include criteria (potentially under “Previous
Spenard Support”) for projects that appear in community council’s Capital Improvement Plan Unfortunatley, it is too late to change the criteria for project
674 Community 70-96 Chapter5 |prioritization for the municipality. There are a number of projects that have high selection and prioritization. Thisis something that will need to No action recommended.
Council community support, and these can be found in recent annual CIP priorities for each bedonein the next plan update.
community council.
Tables 5.2 Bicycle Projects. Revisit this prioritization to ensure the active transportation
corridorsidentified in the Spenard Corridor Plan areincluded in the process. Though the L - .
Spenard s . S a . ) R Unfortunatley, it istoo late to change the criteria for project
. SCP islisted in the prioritization table for “Previous Support” (p. 65), it does not appear for . o L . . .
675 Community 70-83 Chapter 5 . K X X . i . . selection and prioritization. Thisis something that will need to No action recommended.
Council all the projects identified in the existing or proposed active transportation corridors bedonein the next plan undate
(primary, secondary, or both) within this table. Examplesinclude 27th Ave, 40th Ave, P P :
Chugach Way, and Wilson/Cambridge/Cope.
Spenard This plan focuses on paved shared use trails and pathways. There is a forthcoming plan on . . "
We hopeto begin work on the update to the Areawide Trails
676 Community 8 thru 10 Chapter1 |recreational trails. What is the time frame for the plan? Will the plan show the intersection P g P No action recommended.

Council

of recreational trailsand hard surface trails or sidewalks?

Plan in ayear or two following adoption of the NMP.




Public Review (60 day) Draft Comment/Response Table

Comment # Reviewer Page # Section Original Comment Original Staff Response Original Proposed Action
Not sure how separated bikeays can be designed downtown on 5th and 6th Avenues. Design
guidelines say that the minimum width of biclcye lanes and painted buffer is 7 fet. Will Thank you for the comment. These are valid questions to be
677 Spring, Jon parking remain on the street or will atravel lane need to be removed. It might be betterto | considered duringany preliminary design work. Ultimately the No change.
focus on development of a bicycle facility on 5th Avenue especially if it is eventually strategies recommended here could be used.
converted into a two way street as recommended in the Downtown Plan.
Thank you. Anch ill continuet t devel t of
. It looks like most of the high priority bicycle projects are in the central core. Maybe this aAn you. Anchorage wi cFm |.nue f)suppfsr eve opl;men ©
678 Spring, Jon . Neighborhood Plans that highlight circulation routesin town No change.
could be expanded to include some of the town centers. ) .
centersin greater detail.
Onefigure shows the Ship Creed Trail as a secondary paved shared use facility and another
679 Spring, Jon Ig.u W P : Vipay Y 7 Map update. Thank you. We will make this updates.
asa primary facility.
. Figure 2.8 Would help to include crashes on a percapital basis and extend the years Collision analysis was extracted from the Vision 0 plan and no
680 Spring, Jon s . . No change.
convered to at least 10. additional analysis was completed for this plan.
681 STt o Why is Eagl_e River Loop Rd. a high injury route (Figure2.12). Thefigure doesn't show any The high injury routes were developed as part of the Vision 0 e
crasheson it. plan.
LTS only appliesto the roadway
Don't understand the Level of Stress map. Why is Elmore between Abbott and Dowling a facility itself rather than the adjacent
682 Spring, Jon LT4? It has a separated bike/ped facility and a lower level of traffic. Doesit only apply curb Clarification. trails. Trails are shown so corridors
to curb? should havebothan LTS 1 and LTS 4
facility shown.
Terraceisan emerging important connector for a developing residential neighborhood
683 S, Jar (PO\A'IdeI’ Reserve in Eagle River). DDuring the PZC review ?fsgbdivision plans manY Staffagrees, We will inclut;lethis project
reseidents expressed the need for upgrades to Terrace which included new pedestrian recommendation in the NMP.
facilities. It would also serve as a useful bicycle connection.
Thereisalso aneed for abicycle connection between the Powder Reserve and Chugiak High We will include this project
684 Spring, Jon ¥ g g Staff agrees. L proj
School. recommendation in the NMP.
Isn't th isti Iti- th alonfKincaid Park Rd. tingthechalet t
685 Spring, Jon on erean exis |ngmu RSN ELEL] |nc.a| ar connec |ng echaletto Staff agrees. We will fix this missing project link.
Raspberry Rd.? (see Figure 2.1. If so then thereis no need for a new project.
Isn't the Campbell Airstrip Rd facility a secondary paved shared use facility? Figure2.1
686 Spring, Jon shows it as an existing paved shoulder bikeway. | thinkit's separated. Same question Staff agrees. We will fix this project link.
regarding Eagle River Loop Rd. Might need someone to do afinal map review.
687 STt o Figure2.3Isn't therea_secondary paved shared use faiclity on Spenard Rd. between Hillcrest Staff agrees. We will fix this project link.
and Chester Creek Trail?
Figure4.1. Theredoesn't seem to be any major bike facility improvements on the east side . . .
. . . R L Wearelooking at including more
688 Spring, Jon oftown, especially east/west routes. The old bike plan had proposed a bike facility Staff agrees. . .
. projects on the east side of Anchorage.
improvement along Debarr.
689 Sring. Jon The pedestrian network should be reviewed to be sure that all transit supportive corridors Staff agrees We will beincluding transit
pIing, asidentified in the 2040 Land Use Plan areincluded. erees. supportive corridorsin the NMP.
690 Spring, Jon Didn't the 2040 Land Use Plan include a major l?ike/ped facility east west through midtown Staff agrees. We will inéludgthis missing project
(along 40th and Loussac Llbrary all the way to Fish Creek. linkin the NMP.
The connection between the Tony Knowles Coastal Trail and the Ship Creek Trail has been an . - .
) - . . . The coastal connection has not been eliminated but is not .
691 Spring, Jon ongoingissue. It looks like the plan is for there to be a street connection along . L X No action recommended.
o Lo . . : feasible at this time due to cost constraints.
Christianson. Areyou eliminating the coastal connection from consideration?
The most up to date data for sidewalks was used for the NMP.
. The sidewalk database was last updated for the 2007 Pedestrian Plan and should be The municipal pedestrian database is out of date and needs to .
692 Spring, Jon . . . . . . No action recommended.
availblefrom the GIS Department. Itincluded all sidewalks local and major streets. be updated before an accurate assessment of existing facilities
can bemade.
I’'m writing to ask that the Glenn Hwy bike path beincluded in the new 2020 AMATS Non-
Motorized Plan.
We will include this missi ject
693 Tallman, Peter Staff agees. ewitlincludetnismissing projec

I’d like the Glenn Hwy separated bike path to be extended from Peters Creek to the Eklunta
Overpass as was recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan.

linkin the NMP.
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694

Taygan, Will

what is the scope of draft AMATS NMP? Why is thisimportant? Isit limited to road right-of-
ways? What about stream setbacks and other easements that are preferred active
transportation routes? Chugiak has large areas zoned as development reserves. How does
the AMATS NMP address future development?

For this plan update we are focusing on core network routes
(mostly paved). It is possible that stream setbacks and other
easements will be addressed in the areawide trails update
following thisplan.

695

Taygan, Will

The draft AMATS NMP removes several projects from the 1997. 2007 and 2010 plans. How
can we ensure that those projects areincluded in the current NMP?

These several projects that were dropped intentionally to better
align the network with updated transportation and land use
plans.

No action recommended.

696

Taygan, Will

HiJoni. I’'ve attached a few maps of existing and missing bike infrastructurein Chugiak. This
does not include all the new ped trails that CBERRSA has built in the past few years. | would
recommend that AMATS connect with the local road boards as several ped projects have
been completed from the 2007 ped plan.

Regarding 2010 Bike plan for Chugiak. | would recommend keepingit asis for 2020, but
have also attached a few updated maps.

Connections between the Old Glenn and New Glenn Paths are needed at:

West Lake Ridge Drive. Thisisthe most used connector asit allows folks biking from
Chugiak to cut over from the nice new path on the Old Glenn to the New Glenn path and
avoid the driveways and traffic in downtown Eagle River.

South Birchwood connects the new path on the Old Glenn to Chugiak High School. Needed
for Safe Routes to Schools.

Old Glenn path at North Birchwood is missing striping. This should be an easy fix, but needs
DOT approval. Currently thereisa0.5 detour that is a bit ridiculous.

The Northern extension of the Glenn Hwy Bike Path is needed to serve the northern
communities of Mirror Lake, Paradis, Thunderbird and Eklutna. The northern
neighborhoods have NO nonmotorized access as thereis no frontage road to the Glenn Hwy.

Staff agrees.

We will include these missing project
linksin the NMP.

697

Taygan, Will

One other specific intersection | forgot is the main Eagle River exit at Artillery Road. The bike
path ends and then riders need to negotiate that major intersection, cut through the
neighborhood, and then get back on.

It really needs a tunnel or something. | think there are plansto redo that exit and we really
need to fix that non-motorized connection when they do that!

Staff agrees.

We will include this missing project
linkin the NMP.

698

Taygan, Will

The draft AMATS NMP plan replaces the 1997 Trails Plan, the 2007 Pedestrian Plan and the
2010 Bicycle Plan, but does not address recreational trails. How are recreational trails
different from active-transportation trails? Can you clarify how these will beincluded?

Unfortunatley, we discovered early on in our planning process
that doing an update of the Areawide Trals Plan during this
update would not be feasible due to budget constraints. We

plan to do an areawide trails update following adoption of the

NMP and incorporateit into the NMP as an amendment, once

approved.

No action recommended.

699

Taygan, Will

As for my own concerns, the 2007 Eagle River Long Range Transportation Plan calls for
completion of the 1997 Areawide Trails Plan high priority trailsincluding the Glenn Hwy
Path Extension, Eklutna Waterline Path, and Coastal/Hillside recreational trails. Of these,
the Glenn Hwy Path extension to Palmer was shortened in the 2010 bicycle plan to the
Eklunta Overpass, but now the 2020 draft AMATS NMP stops at North Peters Creek. How
can we ensure that the bicycle path along the highway from N. Birchwood to Eklunta, as
well as the associated neighborhood safety paths extending from N. Peters Creek to Mirror
Lake Park (on both sides of the Glenn) are kept in the NMP? These connections are critical
for Eklutna and Thunderbird falls communities to connect to Mirror Lake Park, Mirror Lake
Middle School, and the rest of the non-motorized trail networks, as they have no paths and
no roads other than the Glenn Hwy.

Staff agrees.

We will include these missing project
linksin the NMP.
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FITJOTIT, TITanKs TOT attenarng TNe COUNCIT VIEetMg Tast WEeR. T Was 3 Breaty Uur COuncITIas
been supportive of expanding the trails and sidewalks out here so it would be easy to move
forward with any projects you recommend.

Blake Merrifield on the CBERRSA board has done a great job of building out the 2007
pedestrian plan on city-owned street in Peters Creek, but we don’t have an easy mechanism
to build on the state owned roads.

My #1 project is extending the Glenn Hwy bike path from the Peters Creek Exit to North
Peters Creek exit on the EAST side of the highway

We will make sure that the Glenn Hwy
bike path from Peters Creek Exit to
North Peters Creek exit on the East

sideofthe hwy isincluded in

700 Taygan, William Staff agrees. recommended projects for the NMP.
We wll also look into recommending
projectsto connect Eklutna and
Thereis a new CBERRSA-built path on the west side, but it doesn’t capture the pedestrian Thunderbird to error Lake Middle
L . . . School and Mirror Lake Park.
use on the mountain side, and the road is very narrow with no shoulder and a tight
guardrail.
Our goal isto also extend the nonmotorized paths to the neighborhoods north of Mirror
Lake, especially to connect Eklunta and Thunderbird to Mirror Lake Middle School and
Mirror Lake Park, asthe only connection now is the shoulder of the Glenn Hwy.
Please respect the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan to construct a Glenn Hwy. separated bike plan
to be extended from Peters Creek to the Eklutna Overpass. We need these plans to be
included in the new 2020 AMATS Non-Motorized Plan. The biking community isathriving
. and growing community, both in the Valley and in Anchorage; and this extension continues We will make sure this project is
Z0% eyl ly aplan that serves this area and extends access for families and bikers alike. Ultimately, non- Shiagee included in the NMP.
motorized options need full access from Anchorage to the Valley for a healthy alternative to
travel, both commuting and recreational. This extension from Peters Creek to Eklutnaisa
small piece of that larger goal and is critical to keep this vision al
The draft AMATS Non-motorized Plan indicates a Bicycle Boulevard should have a posted
Telford, Brandon speed of 25 mph and target a motor vehicle volume of less than 1,500 vehicles per day, not
702 (PIIVI&E) to exceed 3,000 vehicles per day. The NACTO Urban Bikeway Design Guide further indicates N/A No action recommended.
that streets designated as bicycle boulevards should meet a strict target of an 85th
percentile speed of no more than 25 miles per hour.
The draft AMATS Non-motorized Plan recommends an improvement standard of Enhanced
Telford. Brandon Shared Roadway for E 120th Avenue from John’s Road to Old Seward Highway. PM&E is We will look at changing the project
703 (P;\/I&E) currently in the design phase of an improvement project for this section of E 120th Avenue Staff agrees. recommendation for this segment of E
and based on traffic volumes, posted speed, and historic 85th percentile speeds the 120th.
Enhanced Shared Roadway classification appears to beinappropriate.
The posted speed limit on E120th Avenue from John’s Road to Old Seward Highway is 30 . . .
] Lo R ) We will make a differenct project
704 Telford, Brandon mph, recent traffic volume countsindicate volumesin excess of 2,500 vehicles per day, and Staffagrees, recommendation for this section of E
(PM&E) historic speed studies indicate an 85th percentile speed in excess of 35 mph. Please

consider a different improvement standard for E 120th in the AMATS Non-motorized Plan.

120th.
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| have many times biked, rollerbladed and ran on the trail that parallels the Glenn and Old
Glenn Highway. | understand that the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan included a northern L . S
. . . . L Wewill include this project in the
705 Townsend, Curtis extension of this route to Eklutna overpass. | am in support of this bike path. Staff agrees. NMP
| love using this path by myself, with my children and with friends. It is great for exercise, :
commuting to friends and stores, and is a great asset to our community.
T i Ch “S ted Bik ” to “Multi-use Pathway” o Most, if not all, of the “ i . . . ) .
urnagalln ange. gpara € ,I eway’ to Multi-use Fa way o Mlost 1 no. @ DA e ways'in Separated bikeways are indeed inclusive of side paths. The plan .
706 Community General Turnagain included in the Plan are used by pedestrians as well as bicycle riders — makes e . . No action.
R . ., . . clarifies thisin several locations.
Council more sense to be ‘inclusive’ when look at these non-motorized projects
Table5.2:
Turnagain BNl
8 R Projects — [Please Note: Lakeshore Dr. has no curb/gutter — and no pedestrian amenities on the north The separated bikeway category isinclusive of aside path that .
707 Community . " . . . . No action.
Council Turnagain CC |side, Change to Enhanced Shared Roadway/Multi-use Path on south side accommodates both bikes and pedestrians.
Boundary
Projects:
Table5.2: " . . . .
Bicycle Minnesota SB off Hillcrest — Separated Bikeway — Hillcrest Drive to West 15th Avenue —
Turnagain Pro'e\(,:ts _ Medium (pg. 76) No room for Separated Bikeway East side: No room — tight ROW along
708 Community TurnJa ain CC businesses on south end-residential lots on north end Land slopes down to Minnesota Recommend removal of this link. Remove link.
Council Bouﬁdar Dr./existing landscaping would be impacted/Westchester Lagoon  What isintent for
X v bikeway to be developed separate from pedestrian use on west side?
Projects:
Table5.2:
" Bicycle
Turnagain . . . .
R Projects — |Hillcrest — Enhanced Shared Roadway — Spenard Road to Forest Park Drive — High (pg. 72) .
709 Community R o . K X N/A No action recommended.
Council Turnagain CC | TCC supportsthe “High” priority ranking of this project
Boundary
Projects:
Table5.2:
n Bicycle
Turnagain . . . . .
. Projects — | Wisconsin St. to Spenard Rd: This roadway was upgraded a few years ago — non-motorized .
710 Community . X . X A N/A No action recommended.
Council Turnagain CC |elementswereincluded in project, but compromised due to very narrow ROWs
Boundary
Projects:
Table5.2:
. Bicycle
Turnagain . . . n
711 Communit Projects — |Turnagain — Enhanced Shared Roadway — West Northern Lights Boulevard to Illiamna N/A No action recommended
Council ¥ Turnagain CC |Avenue — Medium (pg. 78) ® TCC supports the Enhanced Shared Roadway designation .
Boundary
Projects:
Table5.2:
. Bicycle
Turnagain . . .
R Projects — |Clay Products — Enhanced Shared Roadway — Telequana Drive to Marston Drive — Low .
712 Community . . . N/A No action recommended.
Council Turnagain CC |(pg. 78)  TCC supports the Enhanced Shared Roadway designation
Boundary
Projects:
Table5.2:
. Bicycle
Turnagain . 5 ,
B Projects — [Marston — Enhanced Shared Roadway — Clay Products Drive to Pete’s Place — Low (pg. .
713 Community ) . . N/A No action recommended.
Council Turnagain CC |80) TCC supports the Enhanced Shared Roadway designation
Boundary
Projects:
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Table5.2:
Bicycle
Projects — |Telequana — Enhanced Shared Roadway — West Northern Lights Boulevard to Clay
Turnagain CC |Products Drive — Low (pg. 80), TCC supports the Enhanced Shared Roadway designation
Boundary
Projects:

Turnagain
714 Community
Council

N/A No action recommended.

Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian
Network
Projects (from

2007 #57 Minnesota Dr & Northern Lights Blvd. #2 Crash location — Crossing (pg. 87) TCC
Anchorage [supportscrossingimprovements at thislocation
Pedestrian
Plan) —
Turnagain CC
Boundary
Projects:

Turnagain
715 Community
Council

N/A No action recommended.

Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian
Network
Projects (from

2007 « #83 Benson/Northern Lights Blvd — pedestrian amenities — Crossing (pg. 88) TCC
Anchorage |supports crossing improvements at this location
Pedestrian
Plan) —
Turnagain CC
Boundary
Projects:

Turnagain
716 Community
Council

N/A No action recommended.

Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian
Network
Projects (from |109 Hillcrest crosswalks — Minnesota Ramp, Wildwood Dr, Spenard Rd — Crossings (pg.
2007 89) TCC supports crossing improvements at this location Please Note: Hillcrest Dr. isa
Anchorage [roadway identified in TCC’s SRTS project list. Minnesota Dr. Ramp (some work has been
Pedestrian [done)and Wildwood Dr.  Additional Safety Enhancements are recommended.

Plan) —
Turnagain CC
Boundary
Projects:

Turnagain
717 Community
Council

N/A No action recommended.
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Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian
Network
. Projects (from
Turnagain . . . -
R 2007 #178 Turnagain Elementary School — West 29th Ave, Wisconsin St to school — Missing .
718 Community X I . K ) N/A No action recommended.
Council Anchorage [sidewalk. lighting (pg. 91) TCC supports sidewalk at this location
Pedestrian
Plan) —
Turnagain CC
Boundary
Projects:
Turnagain .
We will double check for street
719 Community General o NEED TO CHECK FOR ANY STREET NAME ERRORS in the following FIGURES: Staff agrees. ewili coublec ec? ors r.ee name
. errorson this graphic.
Council
Turnagain .
We will double check for street name
720 Community General ¢ Figure ES.2: Recommended Bicycle and Shared Use Pathway Network (page viii) Staff agrees. R R
R errorson this graphic.
Council
Turnagain .
We will double check for street name
721 Community General ¢ Figure ES.8: Prioritized Bicycle Corridors (page xii) Staff agrees. w Y . .
. errorson thisgraphic.
Council
Turnagain
We will double check for street
722 Community General ¢ Figure 2.1: Existing Bicycle Network (page 16) Staff agrees. e will doublec ec. ors rlee name
) errorson thisgraphic.
Council
Turnagain .
We will double check for street
723 Community General ¢ Figure 4.1: Recommended Bicycle Network (page 53) Staff agrees. e wili doublec ec. ors rlee name
R errors on this graphic.
Council
Turnagain .
We will double check for street
724 Community General e Figure5.1: Prioritized Bicycle Corridors (page 66) Staff agrees. ewill coublec e<? ors r.ee name
R errorson this graphic.
Council
Turnagain "
Wewill enl the text of tableand
725 Community General Significantly enlarge/Bold font size of Table & Figure Names Staff agrees. ewiiten a_rge © text oftablean
. figure names.
Council
Turnagain . . . .
We will number the projects listed in
726 Community General Projectslisted in Table 5.2 should be numbered for easier reference Staff agrees. tablespz )
Council -
. Projects listed in Table 5.2 — should be consistent — add roadway designation to all street " . .
Turnagain . . N B " We will add roadway designation to
R namesin all columns, not just some (i.e., in “Corridor / Street Name” column, streets do A )
727 Community General R X . . “ . . Staff agrees. all street namesin all columnsin table
R not include Ave., Pkwy, Dr., etc. — but they do have those identifiersin the “Corridor To
Council K 5.2.
and “Corridor From” columns
Turnagain - . . . . .
R Table5.4: Priority Pedestrian Network Projects (from 2007 Anchorage Pedestrian Plan) — We will add thetitle at thetop of each
728 Community General Staff agrees.

Council

title should be at top of each page of this list (pages 87 to 95)

page of this list.
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¢ Please Note: TCC had identified multiple pedestrian-related projects called “Safe Routes to
Table5.2: Schools” (SRTS) within the West-Romig Campus, including development of missing
Bic cl.e *|sidewalk segments on the south side of Hillcrest — this s also a High priority project
Turnagain Pro'etts _ for Forest Park — Enhanced Shared Roadway — West Northern Lights Boulevard to We will change corridor from to
729 Community TurnJa S Unnamed Road — Medium (pg. 74) Change “Corridor From” to Hillcrest Dr. Please Note: Staff agrees. "Hillcrest Drive" Change this project
Council Bouidar Forest Park Dr. is another roadway identified in TCC’s SRTS project list. Due to the extremely priority to High.
Pro‘ectsY tight ROW along this road, the only feasible remediation to create safer non-pedestrian use
) . isto repave and repaint outer /shoulder lane lines closer to center line to enlarge shoulder
areas. TCC has been working with the Municipality on this low-level, but important, project.
Table5.2:
X Bicycle . .
Turnagain We will change corridor to to
5 R Projects — |Lakeshore — Separated Bikeway — Wisconsin Street to Lakeshore Drive — Medium (pg. 76) " & " .
730 Community R “ . " Staff agrees. 'Spenard Beach Park" for this segment
. Turnagain CC | Change “Corridor To” to Spenard Beach Park
Council on Lakeshore.
Boundary
Projects:
Table5.2:
Bicycl
Turnagain Pmiﬁ: We will change corridor from to
731 Community : N ¢ Change “Corridor From” to Lions Park” Staff agrees. "Lions Park" for this segment on
. Turnagain CC
Council Lakeshore.
Boundary
Projects:
Table5.2:
Turnagain Bicycle
Projects — We will make thi ject
732 Community rojec ‘s Change to “High” priority ® Add sidewalk on north side Staff agrees. € wili make R 'sprojec
R Turnagain CC recommendation change.
Council
Boundary
Projects:
Table5.2:
Turnagain Bicycle We will take a look at this section and
& R Projects — |On south side, there’s already a multi-use path on south side from Wisconsin to Spenard make another project
733 Community . Staff agrees. R .
Council Turnagain CC |Beach recommendation remove the exsting
Boundary project recommendation.
Projects:
Table5.2:
n Bicycle
Turnagain . . . . . . . .
. Projects — |Need to continue multi-use path from Spenard Beach Park on south side until it meets up We will include this project
734 Community ) ) L ] - ) Staff agrees. )
Council Turnagain CC |with existing multi-use path on north side at Lions Park recommendation.
Boundary

Projects:
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Minnesota — Separated Bikeway — West Northern Lights Boulevard to Hillcrest Drive —
Medium (pg. 76) TCC recommends DELETION of this project from the Plan. Would take up
too much space — existing landscaping would be highly impacted This project would
Table5.2: [createan “artificial connection” — there’s already a connection that is There’s no room for

. Bicycle Separated Bikeway or any other new path in most of this corridor — project is not feasible:
735 Commﬁnit Projects — | No room: East of existing chain-link fence (ends in Romig campus area): slope down to Staff agrees We will delete this project from the
Council y Turnagain CC |Minnesota Dr./existing trees/sidewalk from Romig parking lot south to W. Northern Lights elees: NMP.
Boundary [functionablein thisarea — used as a Multi-use Path No Room: West of existing chain-link
Projects: fence: existing sidewalk through northern part of Romig campus off Hillcrest Dr./another
chain-link fence right up to existing chain-link fence/trees/portable classroom
buildings/existing sidewalk starts at Romig parking lot and goes to W. Northern Lights Blvd.
along trees/Arthur Campbell Greenhouse parking lot/trees/old Shell parking lot/trees
Table5.2:
Turnagain Bicycle West side: Separated multi-use path already exists along Westchester Lagoon up to Hillcrest
& B Projects — [Dr. * But, if needed, just widen existing multi-use trail instead of creating two separate We will edit this project
736 Community | o A ! ) Staff agrees. .
Council Turnagain CC |amenitiesand put separation lines to designate lanes for bikes and lanes for recommendation
Boundary [walkways wetlands would need to befilled
Projects:
Table5.2:
Turnagain Bl
737 Commtgmity Project_s— Need t_o tspecifythisisTurnégain_Pa_rkway_(there’_salsoaTurnagairﬁ Blvd. and a Turnagain Staff agrees. We will make this text edit.
Council Turnagain CC |St.) Thisisa narrow road with existing painted bike lane on east side
Boundary
Projects:
Table5.2:
. Bicycle . . .
Turnagain . Aero — Enhanced Shared Roadway — Milky Way Drive to West Northern Lights Boulevard . . .
R Projects — A . . We will delete this project from the
738 Community . to — Low TCC recommends DELETION of this project from the Plan Already built to Staff agrees.
. Turnagain CC X . . . . NMP.
Council Neighborhood Collector standards: bike path on west side/sidewalk on east side
Boundary
Projects:
Table5.2:
. Bicycle . .
Turnagain Projects — Northern Lights — Enhanced Shared Roadway — Aero Avenue to Telequana Drive — Low Wowil dHentismaicRiamn e
739 Community L . (pg. 80) TCC recommends DELETION of this project from the Plan Already a multi-use path Staff agrees. proj
R Turnagain CC . . . NMP.
Council Boundary on north side and sidewalk on south side, Do you mean Telequana Dr. to Clay Products Dr.?
Projects:
Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian
Network
Projects (from
Turnagain ) ( #51 Northern Lights Blvd — path on south side, La Honda Dr to Lois Dr — Missing Sidewalk . . .
) 2007 X : . . We will delete this project from the
740 Community (pg. 87) TCC recommends DELETION of this project from the Plan, This project was complete Staff agrees.
R Anchorage NMP.
Council . several years ago
Pedestrian
Plan) —
Turnagain CC
Boundary

Projects:
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Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian
Network
Projects (from |#137 Seppala St — Northern Lights Blvd to Balto Seppala — Missing sidewalk (pg. 90) TCC
2007 supports this project, but project scope needs to be amended: ® Change West Northern
Anchorage [LightsBlvd to 30th Ave — already a sidewalk along Seppala St. from West Northern Lights
Pedestrian [Blvd. to 30th Ave. — still need sidewalk from 30th Ave to Balto Seppala Park
Plan) —
Turnagain CC
Boundary
Projects:

Turnagain
741 Community
Council

Staff agrees.

We will make thes project edits.

Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian
Network
Projects (from |#142 Balto Seppala Park & Lloyd Steele Park to Turnagain Elementary School — Missing link
2007 walkway (pg. 90) TCC supports pedestrian connector at this location o Because of
Anchorage |wetlands/wet conditions, a boardwalk should be built, similar to oneinstalled connecting
Pedestrian [the northwest corner of Balto Seppala Park to the southeast corner of Lloyd Steele Park
Plan) —
Turnagain CC
Boundary
Projects:

Turnagain
742 Community
Council

Staff agrees.

We will make this project edit.

Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian
Network #143 Aero Ave — West 36th to West 44th Ave — Missing link walkway (pg. 90) TCC
Projects (from |recommends DELETION of this project from the Plan, Surprised to see the resurrection of
2007 thisidea — for many years, TCC has opposed any development (Aero Ave.
Anchorage |Extension/walkway extension) south of a non-existent W. 36th Ave. ¢ Class A Turnagain Bog
Pedestrian [wetlands would need to befilled for this project ¢ In the past, U.S. Corps of Engineers said it
Plan) — would not permit aroad extension, due to wetland impacts
Turnagain CC
Boundary
Projects:

Turnagain
743 Community
Council

Staff agrees.

We will delete this project from the
NMP.

Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian
Network
Projects (from
2007
Anchorage
Pedestrian
Plan) —
Turnagain CC
Boundary
Projects:

Turnagain
744 Community
Council

#144 Hillcrest Dr — Atwood Dr to Spenard Rd — Missing sidewalk (pg. 90) Change “Corridor
To” to Atwood Dr.; change “Corridor From” to Forest Park Dr (to Spenard Road) Please
Note: Hillcrest Dr. is a roadway identified in TCC's SRTS project list (#8)

Staff agrees.

We will make this project edit.
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Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian
Network
Projects (from |#191 Turnagain St — West Northern Lights Blvd to West 35th Ave (McRae) — Missing
2007 sidewalk (pg. 92) TCC supports sidewalk at this location e Project should be ranked higher
Anchorage [than any other Turnagain project (sidewalk along with road upgradeis TCC’s #2-ranked CIP
Pedestrian |project
Plan) —
Turnagain CC
Boundary
Projects:

Turnagain
745 Community
Council

Staff agrees. We will make this project edit.

Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian

Network #245 Forest Park Dr — Northern Lights Blvd to East High School — Missing sidewalk (pg. 93)

Projects (from Need to correct typo: change East to West, however: e TCC recommends DELETION of both
Turnagain J2007 project segments project from the Plan Please Note: Forest Park Dr. is another roadway
746 Community Anchorage identified in TCC's SRTS project list. Due to the extremely tight ROW along thisroad, the Staff agrees.
Council 'g only feasible remediation to create safer non-pedestrian useis to repave and repaint outer
Pedestrian . . )
/shoulder lanelines closer to center line to enlarge shoulder areas. TCC has been working

Plan) —
with the Municipality on this low-level, but important, project
Turnagain CC pality P pro)

Boundary
Projects:

We will delete this project from the
NMP.

Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian
Network
Projects (from

2007 ¢ Project on Hillcrest Dr. is redundant to project #144 Hillcrest Dr. and Forest Park Dr.
Anchorage |Enhanced Shared Roadway under Bicycle Projects (see pg. 2 of our comments)
Pedestrian

Plan) —
Turnagain CC
Boundary
Projects:

Turnagain
747 Community
Council

We will delete this project from the

Staff agrees. VD

Table5.4:
Priority
Pedestrian
Network #307 Postmark Drive — Lake Spenard to Earthquake Park — Missing sidewalk (pg. 95) ¢
Projects (from |Change Earthquake Park to Point Woronzof Dr., but TCC has opposed non-motorized
2007 projects along Postmark Dr. in past because of wetland impacts, Postmark Dr. already has
Anchorage |wideshoulderson both sides, No room along GA plane tie-down areas on south end, Not
Pedestrian [sure Airport would support e If project is developed, it should be a multi-use path directly
Plan) — adjacent to road on east sid
Turnagain CC
Boundary
Projects:

Turnagain
748 Community
Council

Staff agrees. We will make this project edit.
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Table5.2:
Turnagain Bicycle Aircraft — Separated Bikeway — Lakeshore Drive to Tom Wardleigh Drive — Low (pg. 78) ®
8 R Projects — [Not sure exactly where thisis — project road/corridors don’t make sense. Project unlikely; . . . Staff will take another look at this
749 Community ) A A ) . , . Staff will take another look at this project. .
Council Turnagain CC |ROW isvery tight in this general area to accommodate Separated Bikeway — Not sure if project.
Boundary |Airport would allow projec, should be designated Enhanced Shared Roadway
Projects:
Table5.2: . ) . . .
Bicycle Lakeshore — Separated Bikeway — Lakeshore Drive to Aircraft Drive — Medium (pg. 779) ¢
Turnagain . ¥ Not sure exactly where this is — project road/corridors don’t make sense Ifit means . .
) Projects — X . ) R . . . . Staff will take another look at this
750 Community Turnagain CC Lakeshore Dr. going west, past Lions Park and south of gravel runway strip, to Helio Drive, Staff will take another look at this project. roject
Council 8 there would potentially beroom to continue the existing separated multi-use trail part of project.
Boundary . .
Projects: the way, to where there are taxiway gates; then it should be an Enhanced Shared Roadway
Table5.2:
. Bicycle . . .
Turnagain . Milky Way/35th/McRae — Separated Bikeway — Spenard Road to Aero Avenue — Medium . . .
R Projects — . . . . . Staff look again at this project
751 Community . (pg. 76) There may not be room for Separated Bikeway — should be Enhanced Shared We will take another look at this project reommendation. .
. Turnagain CC recommendation.
Council Roadway
Boundary
Projects:
Table5.2:
Turnagain Bicycle
& ) Projects — |Aero Ave. to Wisconsin St: Existing sidewalks on both sides, but missing sidewalk link on . . . . Staff look again at this project
752 Community . R . . We will take another look at this project reommendation. .
Council Turnagain CC |south side of Milky Way from McKenzie Dr. to Aero Ave. No room to add separated recommendation.
Boundary
Projects:
Table5.2:
Turnagain Bicycle Postmark — Separated Bikeway — Helio Place to Point Woronzof Drive — Low (pg. 80) TCC
g R Projects — has opposed non-motorized projects along Postmark Dr. in past because of wetland . ) . ) We will take another look at this
753 Community . . . . We will take another look at this project reommendation. . X
Council Turnagain CC |impacts, Postmark Dr. already has wide shoulders on both sides, No room along GA plane project reommendation.
Boundary [tie-down areas, Not sure Airport would support
Projects:
| am writing to express support for prioritizing the Campbell Creek Trail Lake Otis Parkway
Crossing to create an uninterrupted, safe route to get across Lake Otis and connect the
Campbell Creek Trail.
I'am surprised to see this project rated as "low priority" in this non-motorized plan because
asaregular summer bike user of thisroute, | see numerous people walking and biking
jaywalk across Lake Otis at neither the Waldron or Tudor intersections. Additionally, a
ised medi kes this Ik d 3 iall bike. . L . . - We will make thi jectahigh
754 Udevitz, Molissa ralsed median makes this Jaywalk even more dangerous, especlally on a bike Staff agrees. This project is listed in the NMP and is a priority. ewill make this project ahig

I am pleased this Campbell Creek Trail Lake Otis Parkway Crossingisincluded asa
representative project in the plan and that steps have already been taken to assess this
project feasibility. | would like the next steps to be taken in pursuing this project. Asan
Anchorage property owner, | would be happy to vote yes on a bond that would help pay for
these next steps.

Thank you for your efforts to improve non-motorized transportation in Anchorage.

priority in the NMP.
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Piper Street has been identified as an ideal street for a separated
bikeway in the NMP. This could be a bikelane separated by a
University Area Piper Street is within the UACC area. Potential improvementsareindicated in the plan striped buffer, a bikelane protected by a physical barrier such as
755 Community General along Piper Street. What are the details or particular ideas regarding these improvements? bollards or a bikelane that is raised (not on street level). No action recommended.
Council Sidewalks have already been constructed along Piper. Pedestrian improvementsindentify the intersection of Piper
and Tudor Road as high priorty for pedestrian improvements.
Specific improvements have not been identified.
. . In the Facilities Examples section, a few more ideas on minimizing conflicts between the
University Area . . . . . . L
. usual bikes/pedestrians/cars/dogs/equestrians would be great. Knowing the latest state of Staff will investigate opportunities to add more examples as . .
756 Community General . . ) X - Possible Action
Council theart and what has been, or is currently underway elsewherein the US, or other countries, final edits are completed.
would be very informative.
The UACC generally supports the AMATS Non-Motorized Transportation Plan. There has not
been any opposition or issues from UACC members. Members of the UACC reviewed the
University Area document. The consensusis non-motorized transportation is really agood thing, and the
757 Community General UACC area needs improvements from the way things are now. Thereis clearly a need to N/A No action recommended.
Council minimize conflicts between bicyclists and on-leash and/or off-leash dog walkers and also
between walkers/runners and bicyclists, especially at transition points (e.g., a path
accessing a lake in winter, intersection of two paths, etc.
The UACC is supportive of the Tudor Road improvements on the project list. These projects
University Area include pedestrian safety improvements and crossing Tudor Road. It has been identified by
758 Community General the UACC theseimprovements are needed, specifically between Lake Otisand Piper. A N/A No action recommended.
Council lighting improvement project in this area has been proposed. Hopefully the AMATS Non-
motorized plan will be the catalyst for additional safety focused projects.
Unlver5|tyArea The UACC supports the goals of the AMATS non-motorized plan. Some additional ideason el |nc_|ude morespeuflcs_on how
759 Community General . L X Staff agrees. education and outreach will be
. the education goal and how this will be attained would be helpful. .
Council improved.
University Area The UAC; respectﬂ'llly requests areply to our comments, espEC|a4IIYthosve pertinent to our Staff has responded to these comments, Please see responses )
760 Community General community council area and let us know what we can do to participatein the process of b No action recommended.
Council finding solutions. above.
University Area The UACC realizes the plan is very general and covers all of Anchorage, what would be the The projects listed and evelntually approved in this plan are
. financing mechanism for theseimprovements? Bonds? Federal or State grants? Istherea eligilble for Transportation Improvement Plan funding, .
761 Community General e o . . N 5 . n . . . R No action recommended.
Council specific timeline for completion of these projects? Tudor Road is of particular interest Transportation Alternative Program Funding, CIP funding and
because accidents occur regularly along Tudor Road. other sources.
University Area What is the status of the wayfinding project that isreferred to in the plan? In progress? Are The Wayfinding plan is still being implemented. It is being
762 Community General some of wayfinding areas completed? It appears the wayfinding in the UACC area has not managed by Parks & Recreation in coordination with the No action recommended.
Council been completed yet. Anchorage Parks Foundation.
I am writing concerning the removal of the mirror lake to Eklutna bike path extension from
the 2020 NMP. | believeitisin the best interest of Anchorage and all of Alaska to extend
pat'hways such as this at every opportunity to facilitate safe hon-motorlzed travel for We will include this project in the
763 Weatherby, Sam residents and visitors. | am fortunate that | can choose to drive or not, but many people Staff agrees. NMP
cannot due health, financial, or other reasons such as being a child. :
| would like to see less of my property tax being used to subsidize motorized transportation
and instead provide safe non-motorized alternatives for everyone.
I’m writing to ask that the northern extension of the Glenn Highway separated and
protected bike path beincluded in the 2020 AMATS non-motorized plan. Extending the
path from Peters Creek to Eklutna would greatly increase the safety of bikers, runners, and . . Lo
" . . . We will include this project in the
764 Weikert, Lee walkers and would extend the trail and make Eklutna Lake a safe and viableride for the Staff agrees. NMP
public. This would also be good for the Alaska Long Trail currently being devised to connect ’
Seward to Fairbanks and would meet the needs for all multi-purpose trail users seeking safe
and reliable pathways.
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765

Wilber, Michelle

| am broadly supportive of any additions to safe bicycle and pedestrian facilitiesin
Anchorage, especially those that prioritize the neighborhoods that would most benefit
from these - the densest neighborhoods, those with lower income residents, and those with
low car ownership.

N/A

No action recommended.

766

Wilber, Michelle

Whilel am commenting at the last minute, and realize it is late to suggest changes, | have
been alittle disappointed over the years to see suggestions for bike improvements
concentrate on streets just off the main corridors. Asmuch as | approve of bicycle
improvements on residential streets nearby, | would also like to see major bike
improvements directly on the major streets. In my case, the highest priority streets would
be Northern Lights and Benson blvds, Tudor Rd., and 36th Ave. The north-south streets of
A, Arctic and Spenard areimproving, and | approve. The reason for thisisthat my
destinations are usually on these roads, not the nearby parallel roads, and biking down a
nearby road requires more prep and stress to remember where to head over to the main
road. Biking from my home on Spenard and 30th to the university down 32nd is great, but
eventually | have to weave over to 36th as | get to Old Seward, and there are so many other
destinations on 36th (the library, etc) that it would be niceif there was just a beautiful, safe,
protected bikelaneon 36th.

Staff agrees.

We will take another look at
recommending more substantial
improvemets on main corridors

(Northern Lights/Benson, Tudor Rd.,
36th Ave)

767

Wilber, Michelle

But great job, and thanks so much for working to make Anchorage a better, more livable
city! I can't wait until density and transportation development make it even easier to hop a
bus, walk, and/or bike (or even grab an electric bike off the street like in other cities) and get
where | am going!

Thank you!

768

Whnetrzak, Mark

| am asking for the Glenn Hwy separated (and protected) bike path to be extended from
Peters Creek to the Eklutna Overpass as was recommended in the 2010 Anchorage Bike Plan.

Staff agrees.

We will add this project to the NMP.

769

Wolfe, Avery

In planning and implementation, what will be done to mitigate potential gentrification? |
think it is quite common that non-motorized and other improvements and investments
lead to increased popularity/demand in the area, which in turn leads to more development,
higher rents/home prices, etc., and eventual displacement of many current
residents/community. | thinkit's really great that this plan focuses so much on equity and
prioritizingimprovementsin areas that have been historically under-resourced or are
currently lower-income, but | fear that, without the appropriate forethought and
subsequent action, theintended benefits to these neighborhoods could actually induce
harm down the line. Gentrification mitigation should be directly addressed in this plan.

Thisisa possible concern that can be mentioned in the plan.
References to other cities that are considering these issues can
be made. Optional addition of a policy recommendation to
Chapter 6 to review and develop formal policies around
gentrification that apply to AMATS overall. As this issue has
implications beyond thissingle plan.

Possible text edit.

770

Wolfe, Avery

I'm alittle worried that the pedestrian network suggestions are too weak. | understand that
there were data limitations and that the plan recommends further data collection and
investigation into this topic, but | also think that more could be done to ensure that all of
Anchorage (including neighborhoods) is more realistically walkable. Most (if not every)
Anchorageite should ultimately have the option to walk from their front door to the
nearest bus stop, at the very least, and even to nearby destinations (e.g. school, work,
grocery, restaurant, etc.). | feel that this plan does not come close to aiming for that, much
less ensuringit. Maybe thisis where Anchorage's Complete Streets policy and TIP/TAP can
be better utilized - e.g. non-motorized improvements (such as adequate sidewalks,
crossings, traffic calming, etc.) get folded into any road improvement project. However, it is
important to ensure that those improvements are actually functional (e.g. adding a section
of sidewalk on one block where a construction project happens but thereis no continuity
ofthat sidewalk beyond that block). What's the point of improving the non-motorized
network in a piecemeal way if those pieces stand alone without due diligencere:
connectivity and functionality? Thisis where | think Complete Streets often falls short.

We acknowledge that this plan calls for improvements along
priority pedestrian corridors rather than laying out acomplete
pedestrian network. The plan recommends additional data
collection so more detailed pedestrian planning can be
completed over time. We are also adding arecommendation to
include bike/ped facilities as standard infrastructure during new
roadway construction and reconstruction.

Text addition.
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771

Wolfe, Avery

Overall, | thought this was a great plan. | will say that it was initially difficult for meto find
the actual document on your website and | am probably a more "techy" person than some. |
was pleased with the needs assessment and prioritization in the plan - great job focusing on
health and equity. | was a little surprised that sustainability/environmental benefits were
not also mentioned but maybe that was an intentional marketing decision.

N/A

No action recommended.

772

Wolfe, Avery

Ithink this plan and it'simplementation should be as much about improving the non-
motorized network for those who currently rely on it for transportation or recreation as it
isabout encouraging MORE people to use these options (in conjunction with public transit
and ride-sharing) for their transportation needs.

Staff feels that this plan does a good job of balancing
improvements for existing users with trying to create
infrastructure for new users.

No action recommended.

773

Yates, Tyler M.

Side note: | have seen off-road vehicles using the bike trail at corner of Raspberry and Jewel
Lake.

N/A

No action recommended.

774

Yates, Tyler M.

I'm writing today to voice my support of the Glenn Hwy bike path northern extension that
failed to beincluded in the 2020 AMATS Non-Motorized Plan.

We need bicycleinfrastructure.

In 2020 cycling exploded (we couldn't keep bikes in stock) and our existing infrastructure
saw an increased load. Adding this plan (that should have been implemented in 2010)
would connect areas north of Anchorage, provide the local communities a safe and reliable
way of commuting, and Anchorage could rise up and join the ranks of progressive bike
aware communities like Wasilla, Seward, and even Chitina that have non-motorized paths
leadingin and out of their towns.

It'sembarrassing that a popular bike path just ends and forces users on to the shoulder ofa
highway. As Alaska's largest town (and many tourists first impression of the state), we
should be leading by example, not struggling to keep up.

Staff agrees.

We will add this project link to the
plan.

775

General

I would also love to see repairs to the paved trail on the south side of 15th leading west
from Sitka Street Park --and ultimately some kind of under/overpass here to connect north
and south fairview without risking a timely and potentially unsafe crossing of 15th ave.

Staff agrees.

We will include this project link in the
NMP.

776

General

There areinformal trails at the east end of 17th avenue and the south end of Orca Place that
could be formally maintained to offer all our residents quick, easy, and beautiful access
points to Sitka Street Park.

We feel that these trail linkages may be better suited for the
Areawide Trails Plan udpate, which will begin following the
adoption of the NMP.

No action recommended.




