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Ure Park is a 1.82 acre neighborhood park located at 2108 Roosevelt Dr. The property 
is within the Spenard Community Council and abuts Fish Creek and the Fish Creek 
Trail.  This park was originally owned by Barbara Ure until the early 1980s. It then 
transitioned into a public resource and was used by the Lyons Club for several years 
until the structures on the site fell into disrepair. As the timeline outlines below, the 
Anchorage Parks and Recreation Department (APRD) is working to transition the 
property to function as a community asset. The intent of this effort is to help guide 
the development for the next 10 years of the park by collecting community input and 
undergoing an environmental analysis of the site. 

ANCHORAGE PARKS AND RECREATION GUIDING PRINCIPLES 
The mission of the Anchorage Parks and Recreation Department (APRD) is to ensure 
that Anchorage parkland is well maintained and safe for the public. This mission is 
embodied in the motto “Healthy Parks, Healthy People.” To fulfill this mission, the 
Anchorage Parks and Recreation Department is guided by a set of eight strategies or 
core values (p. 6). These strategies, established in the Anchorage Bowl Park, Natural 
Resource, and Recreation Facility Plan (2006), guide the APRD in the management of 
Municipal parkland.

HISTORY AND TIMELINE
•	 In 1982, the city purchased the land from Barbara Ure, who had resided on the land 

for many years prior to it becoming a public resource. A property appraisal was 
completed in 1982 that provided images and overview of the site. 

•	 From the mid 1980s into the mid 2010s  the Lyons club operated out of the former 
Ure Residence.

•	 In 2017, APRD removed the structures on the site due to safety concerns.
•	 In 2018, APRD hosted a volunteer event to limb vegetation, pick up trash, and remove 

invasive European Bird Cherry (Prunus padus). 
•	 In 2019, a second volunteer event was held to continue clearing invasive Prunus 

Padus. Additionally, voters approved a $100,000 municipal park bond to begin a 
more intensive inventory analysis of the park. 

•	 In 2020, a municipal park bond passed allocating $250,000 to Ure Park. 
•	 In 2020-2021, numerous old growth spruce trees were compromised and removed by 

APRD to reduce the chance of dead fall on adjacent properties. 

INTRODUCTION

1. Improve Maintenance and Stewardship of What We Have 
2. Private-Public Partnership 
3. Parks as Community Building Blocks 
4. Parks as Economic Engines 
5. Balanced Services & Facilities for a Diverse Community 
6. Access and Connections 
7. Stewardship of Natural Resources 
8. Creating a Strong Parks and Recreation Organization

EIGHT CORE VALUES of APRD



8 9

19
39

19
70

20
02

20
10

19
80

19
50

HISTORIC IMAGERY 

19
60

19
90

20
15



10 11

Figure 1.2: A sketch from the 1982 Ure Park Appraisal showing 
the layout of the property at that time. Note features that are no 

longer there today: a driveway, a check dam on the Fish Creek 
creating a small pond, two residences, and a greenhouse.  

Figure 1.1.  A page excerpt from the 1982 Ure Park Appraisal 
showing some of the existing conditions at that time.  For 

more excerpts from the appraisal see Appendix A. 
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INVENTORY AND ANALYSIS

SITE CONTEXT
Ure Park is in the Spenard Community 
Council, approximately three miles 
from downtown Anchorage by way 
of Minnesota Drive. The railroad runs 
a few parcels east of Ure Park and 
also serves as a boundary from the 
neighborhood to the east. Multi-
family and single family homes 
surround the park.  Proximate to 
Ure Park, across Roosevelt Drive, is 
Roosevelt Park. Roosevelt Park has 
a large mowed lawn, a playground, 
several picnic tables, and a single light 
near the playground.  The Fish Creek 
Trail winds through the Spenard and 
Turnagain neighborhoods, following 
portions of the Fish Creek. 

ECOLOGY
The property has a sunny upland area 
and forested lowlands. The upland 
area is roughly graded, spotted with 
trees, and has a combination of 
grasses and perennials. The woodland 
includes a variety of native vegetation 
species such as spruce, birch, 
elderberry, rose, and ferns. 

This park contains a significant 
amount of invasive plant species 
including Bird Cherry (Prunus padus), 
Bird Vetch (Vicia cracca), Butter 
and Eggs (Linaria vulgaris), and 
Rampion Bellflower (Campanula 
rapunculoides).  Without vegetation 
management, the Prunus padus and 
Vicia cracca will continue to spread 
and one day dominate the site. 

Anchorage has experienced an influx of 
spruce beetle kill, resulting in the demise of 
spruce trees across the city. This is obvious 
in Ure Park through the loss of several old 
growth spruce trees creating a shift in forest 
character.   

TOPOGRAPHY
The north side of the property is 
approximately 15’ higher than the south side 
of the property. The site topography includes 
both steep and gradual grade changes; it also 
contains most of the riverine activity to the 
southern part of the property. 

Figure 2.1: Evidence of Spruce Beetle Kill in the 
forested area at Ure Park.  

Figure 2.2: An excerpt from the hydrolic modeling report by Brailey in 2021. This specifically 
shows the hydraulic model of bridge alternatives to help facilitate connectivity. 

HYDROLOGIC AND HYDRAULIC 
STUDY
In January 2021, Brailey Hydraulic 
Consultants completed a formal 
hydraulic modeling report. The 
report focuses on scope associated 
with constructing a bridge that 
would span Fish Creek in the event 
of a major flood.  The graphic 
above shows two potential bridge 
alignments based on channel 

dynamics and floodplain vegetation. It also 
highlights and estimates the extent of a 100-
year flood event.  Bridge A, with a minimum 
51-foot span perpendicular to the direction 
of flow, and Bridge B, with a minimum 30-
foot span. Both of these bridge alignments 
would set the proposed bridge abutments 
outside of the 100-year floodway, creating 
“No-Rise” in the 100-year flood elevation.
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NON-MOTORIZED 
CIRCULATION 
Non-motorized transportation and 
connectivity was a large topic of 
conversation for future development 
of Ure Park. Centering on Spenard, 
Figure 2.3 illustrates non-motorized 
infrastructure and user habits in 
the area. Figure 2.3 captures both 
pedestrian and bicycle traffic in 2020, 
highlighting the most frequently used 
routes with brighter thicker lines.

Figure 2.3 shows popular routes 
through user patterns along roadways 
such as Wisconsin Drive, McRae 
Drive, Arctic Road, and Spenard 
Road. Popular routes along trails 
or pathways include Fish Creek 
Trail, Lake Hood, and the buffered 
pathway on International Airport 
Drive. Unpopular routes, although 
they include sidewalks or buffered 
bike paths, include Minnesota Drive, 
Benson Drive, Northern Lights Drive, 
and Tudor Road.

Non-motorized users appear to 
avoid Minnesota Drive, despite it 
being a major north-south route and 
having a sidewalk on both sides of 
the street (Figure 2.3).  Additionally, 
the amount of non-motorized travel 
surrounding Ure Park is relatively low 
when compared to the north side of 
Spenard Road. The Fish Creek Trail 
sees higher use between Northern 
Lights Blvd. and Northwood Drive, but 
tapers off after the Northwood Drive 
crossing where there is no signage 
indicating that the trail continues. The 
Fish Creek Trail gets high use from 
Northern lights to Northwood Drive, 
but  at Northwood Drive use tapers 
off. This is due to numerous factors, 
but one obvious conclusion is because 
this section of the Fish Creek Trail no 
longer provides convenient access 
to neighborhoods or other non-
motorized routes. 

Figure 2.4 and 2.5 (p. 16 , 17) are a graphics 
sourced from the Spenard Corridor Plan, 
adopted in October 2020.  Although a non-
motorized connection through Ure Park 
is not specifically identified as a “Future 
Primary Active Network” or “Secondary Active 
Network “ in the Spenard Corridor Plan, it is a 
connection advocated for by the community 
and consistent with several goals and 
objectives in the Spenard Corridor Plan. 

The Spenard Corridor Plan outlines 15 core 
goals. The proposed connection through 
Ure Park is consistent with Goal Seven:  
“Connect Spenard to greater Anchorage,”  
and Goal Eight:  “Create a safe pedestrian 
and bike network.” The plan also highlights 
four objectives for placemaking and 
connectivity. This proposed connection is 
consistent with Objective Three: “Enhance 
connectivity” and Objective Four: “Bring 
people to the Spenard spine.” Finally, several 
policy recommendations were made in the 
Spenard Corridor Plan. Those consistent with 
this proposed connection include Policy 3.12 
“Connect to neighboring open spaces”,  3.13. 
“Improve and enhance existing parks”, Policy 
3.16 “Promote development of regional open 
space features” and Policy 5.25 “Provide 
connections to the regional bike network.”

In summary, access to the Fish Creek Trail 
through Ure Park will create a more direct 
north-south connection to Spenard Road, 
McRae Drive, and the northern segments of 
the Fish Creek Trail. This connection will open 
up year-round transportation and recreation 
opportunities for pedestrians and cyclists.
This new connection will provide a more 
convenient and safe north-south route 
for non-motorized users compared to 
the bike and pedestrian facilities that 
exist on Minnesota Drive, which often go 
unmaintained in the winter and have high-
speed traffic year-round. The neighborhoods 
to the east of the railroad have  poor 
non-motorized access to non-motorized 
infrastructure and will enjoy a more specific 
and separated connection to the Fish Creek 
Trail.

LAKE HOOD
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Figure 2.3 : Screencap taken in September 2021 from the Strava Heatmap website, that collects 
data from its GPS users to make a publicly available heatmap, showing more and less popular 
non-motorized routes. 
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Figure 2.5: “Open Space Network” sourced from page 44 of the Spenard Corridor Plan. Ure 
Park has been noted with a red arrow, which is an amendment to the original graphic to 
help illustrate how the project site relates to open space in the plan. 
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SITE PHOTOS
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Before and after photos show the change 
in the character of the park due to spruce 
beetle kill. The first photo was taken in 2019, 
and the second in 2021. Spruce beetle usually 
impacts a tree over a three-year period.  
Older and/or drought-impacted spruce trees 
are more likely to succumb to an attack. 
Anchorage experienced a particularly hot and 
dry summer in 2019, which experts believed 
increased spruce beetle activity across Alaska. 
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
OVERVIEW 
Demolition of the structures took 
place in 2017, followed by a public 
outreach effort intended to collect 
feedback on the future development 
of Ure Park.

Since 2018, APRD has been collecting 
public feedback and working 
towards potential design outcomes.  
Anchorage Parks and Recreation 
Landscape Architect, Taylor Keegan,  
appeared at two separate Spenard 
Community Council (SCC) meetings; 
the first meeting was in December 
2018 to receive feedback from the 
community after the demolition of 
the former homestead and to collect 
contacts for a Ure Park Community 
Advisory Group (CAG). This 
appearance also intended to collect 
input on the community’s wishes for 
the park. The second SCC appearance 
occurred during the September 2019 
meeting and was to collect additional 
input for the communities wishes of 
the park. The CAG was engaged one 
final time in January 2021 to provide 
feedback and final comment on a 
draft of the site plan prior to SCC and 
Parks and Recreation Commission 
(PRC) approval.  

Public outreach also included two 
volunteer events that took place in the 
park. The first meeting took place in 
2018 and had a great turnout to clean 
up the park. The second took place in 
2019 and continued building on the 
work from 2018. This event served as 
an opportunity to cast a wider net 
and gain input and feedback on what 

character and amenities the community 
wanted in Ure Park. 

In addition to these meetings, a digital 
survey with nine questions was circulated 
from January 2020 to January 2021.  This 
effort was to supplement in-person 
feedback and gain more information 
before, during, and after these meetings 
about the specific amenities folks 
wanted to see as well as the perceived 
opportunities and constraints in Ure Park. 
Survey results can be found in Appendix C. 

Members of the community voiced their 
vision for Ure Park through conversations 
prompted by the posters on the right. First, 
the group wrote down their feelings on the 
opportunities and constraints of the park in 
its current condition. Second, participants 
provided feedback on three primary areas 
of development 

•	 Programming (ex. Passive/Active)
•	 Trail Development 
•	 Other Amenities (ex. Lighting, No 

Lighting)

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC FEEDBACK
The community supports discreet 
programming and development of the 
site. They also expressed enthusiasm for 
the park maintaining its current natural 
character. Community members also 
strongly advocated for a connection to 
the Fish Creek Trail, which bounds the 
south side of the park. Currently, the trail is 
inaccessible from the park due to the Fish 
Creek drainage that runs on the southern 
edge of the property. 

Figure 3.1 : The scans above depict posters from a public involvement effort with 
the community council. The same posters were used at the pop-up input event in 
the park. 
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•	 Trail Development: People replied 
with an strong preference for a 
soft surface trail connection to 
the Fish Creek Trail. Because of 
the overwhelming support for a 
trail connection through Ure Park,  
Anchorage Parks and Recreation 
dedicated resources in 2020-21 
to understand the complexities 
of developing said connection. 
More specifically, APRD wanted to 
have a better idea of the resources 
needed to construct a crossing 
that would connect Roosevelt 
Drive to the Fish Creek Trail.

•	 Programming: Activating 
the space with a picnic area, 
community garden, adult 
fitness equipment, and a pump 
track were ideas brought up 
by community members.  A 

community garden was an especially 
popular idea, and APRD recommends 
this in conjunction with a more specific 
development effort that identifies 
partners and funding opportunities. 

•	 Safety and visibility: According to 
neighbors, there are often moose cow with 
a moose calf in the park and visibility is 
important for maintaining a safe distance 
from wildlife.

 
•	 Forest Health: The community wants 

to see sustainable forestry practices 
implemented; this includes clearing 
standing dead spruce trees, replenishing 
lost old growth with native tree plantings, 
continuing to manage and minimize the 
Prunus padus population, and limb the 
trees along the roadway to maintain clear 
site lines into the park. 

Figure 3.2 : Picture looking east from Roosevelt 
Drive shows the old fence from Barbara Ure’s 
Residence. 

Figure 3.3 : Picture in forested lowlands of 
volunteers pulling Bird Cherry from the Fish 
Creek Greenbelt. 

Figure 3.3 : Volunteers providing input at pop-
up public workshop for the park to help collect 
more diverse perspectives about the park’s 
future.

•	 Other Amenities: The 
community is in favor of 
interpretive signage, benches, 
trash receptacles, dog mutt mitt 
stations, and a small area for off 
street parking.  

•	 Maintenance: The community 
also reiterates that the park 
needs regular maintenance 
because the park currently 
“feels more like a vacant lot 
than a park.”  This was echoed 
by community members in 
each aspect of outreach;  the 
community desires a mowed, 
hazard free lawn in the uplands 
open area. 
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FINAL PLAN & 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
SHORT-TERM 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Ure Park site plan identifies both 
short-term and long-term goals, as 
well as a series of recommendations 
for the park. In the short term, 
the community wants regular 
maintenance, a connection to the Fish 
Creek Trail, and basic amenities. The 
short-term recommendations should 
be executed in a one to five-year span 
of time.  
 
The connection from Roosevelt 
Drive to the Fish Creek trail will span 
through the wetland and watershed. 
The bridge design will be dependent 
on the availability and cost of 
materials and construction.  
 
The community advocated for a soft 
surface trail through the space to help 
maintain the natural character of the 
park. APRD proposes constructing 
a 32-96” gravel trail from Roosevelt 
Drive to the Fish Creek Trail.  
 
Recommended trail maintenance 
includes 18”-36” clearance of hazards 
on either side of the trail and 8’ 
clearance of any overhead hazards. 
Regular vegetation management of 
the park will include keeping clear 
sight lines into the park, managing 
the invasive species in the park. 
Recommended maintenance 
includes leveling and grading the 
open area so it is a more level and 
accessible surface for the community.  

Figure 4.2 : Example of  pedestrian bridge with 
wooden and composite elements from Cape 
Henlopen State Park. Image credit: Strongwell

Figure 4.1 : Proposed trail section, Trail Class Four 
(sourced from the 2011 Far North Bicentennial Park 
Trails Improvement Plan).  

Short Term 
Goals:
•	 Construct a 

connection from 
Roosevelt Drive to the 
Fish Creek Trail 

•	 Manage vegetation to 
maintain clear sight 
lines into the park. 

•	 Provide and maintain 
grassy open area 
for flexible/passive 
programming. 

•	 Provide standard 
park amenities such 
as signage, benches, 
trash cans, and mutt 
mitt stations. 
 

Ta
ft
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Figure 4.3: Illustration highlighting short-term 
goals

Roosevelt Dr.
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LONG-TERM 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

The long-term recommendations 
are intended to be realized in a five 
to ten-year period. The community 
advocated for the natural character of 
the forest to remain, and for the forest 
to stay untouched. This pertains to 
the long-term maintenance of forest 
health and park through the use of 
natural materials, trail surfacing, and 
sustainable forest management.

For the uplands section, the 
community expressed that the 
space should capitalize on the utility 
connections made when the property 
was a residence, such as water, to 
create community amenities like a 
community garden, or a small picnic 
area. 

During the outreach process, stories 
emerged about the land and the 
ecology of the space. Examples 
include indigenous place names 
relating to Fish Creek, stories of how 
Barbra Ure used to maintain a full 
pack of sled dogs on the property, 
and a moose cow that returns each 
year with its new calf. The community 
advocated for interpretive signage 
including these stories and natural 
features. 

Figure 4.5 : Example of interpretive Signage at 
Balto Seppala Park, describing the story of Balto 
Seppala. 

Figure 4.4 : C Street community garden, one 
example of a garden managed by Anchorage 
Parks and Recreation. 

Long Term 
Goals:
•	 Maintain natural 

character of forest 
and park through use 
of natural materials, 
trail surfacing, and 
sustainable forest 
management.

•	 Capitalize on the 
utility connections 
that were made 
when the property 
was a residence, such 
as water, to create 
community amenities 
like a community 
garden, or a small 
picnic area.

•	 Create interpretive 
signage to help 
share educational 
information about the 
natural features or 
history of the area. 

Figure 4.6: Illustration highlighting long-term goals
Ta

ft
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t.

Roosevelt Dr.
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APPROVAL PROCESS
Approval of the Ure Park Site Plan is a two-step process. The first step of the approval 
process is to present the plan for a Resolution of Support to the Spenard Community 
Council (Approved on April 6, 2022). This process continues with a public hearing of 
the Parks and Recreation Commission (Approved on April 14, 2022).  Once this plan has 
been approved by both of these groups, this plan can begin utilizing funds to realize the 
visions outlined in this plan.

OVERVIEW
Implementing the project begins with the approval of the Ure Park, which took place in 
April 2022. The project team will begin implementing the priorities set out in the short 
term plan in summer 2022. 

FUNDING
Three municipal bonds will fund the capital improvements for this project. The first 
bond passed in 2019 for $100,000 and the second bond passed in 2020 for $250,000. A 
third bond passed in 2022 for $100,000. The current project funds are $450,000. 

SUMMARY
The Anchorage Parks and Recreation Department is looking forward to begin executing 
the visions of the community in the years to come. We also look forward to continue 
building positive relationships with the neighbors proximate to the park, and the 
Anchorage community as a whole. 

NEXT STEPS
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APPENDIX A
EXCERPTS FROM
1982 Property Appraisal 
Follett and Associates
Published on April 1, 1982 
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APPENDIX B
BRAILEY HYDROLIC ANALYSIS 
Published on June 5, 2021. 
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APPENDIX C
DIGITAL SURVEY RESULTS
Published on December 10, 2021. . 
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APPENDIX D
CAG Feedback on Site Plan 
Draft
Published on January 12, 2022.
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APPENDIX E
Spenard Community Council 
Signed Resolution of Support
Approved on April 6,  2022

Spenard Community Council Resolution 
 

2022-04  
 

A Resolution for Ure Park Site Plan and Construction 
 

WHEREAS, the Spenard Community Council (“SCC”) is an organization representing the interests of the 
residents of the Spenard area of Anchorage; and 
 
WHEREAS, the purpose of community councils is to provide a direct and continuing means of 
participation in local government and local affairs; and 
 
WHEREAS, Ure Park is a 1.82 acre neighborhood park located at 2108 Roosevelt Drive in the Spenard 
neighborhood;  and 
 
WHEREAS, Ure Park is currently undeveloped and includes forested uplands, riparian areas, and Fish 
Creek; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Ure Park Site Plan provides a vision for the development of Ure Park over the next 10-15 
years and was guided by a Community Advisory Group consisting of park neighbors, Spenard residents, 
and members of the Spenard Community Council; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Ure Park Site Plan identifies goals and recommendations for both the short-term and 
long-term; and 
 
WHEREAS, through ongoing planning efforts and community support, Park Bond funding has been 
secured for Ure Park to implement the short-term improvements identified in the Ure Park Site Plan; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, short-term improvements to be constructed in 2022-23 include the building of a non-
motorized soft surface trail connection through Ure Park to connect Roosevelt Drive to the Fish Creek 
Trail, vegetation management and open space, and amenities to improve park users’ experience; and 
 
WHEREAS, the future development of Ure Park as identified in the plan will provide positive and active 
recreational activities for all members of the Spenard community; and 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Spenard Community Council supports the 2022 Ure Park 
Site Plan and proceeding with the construction of improvements consistent with the short-term goals 
outlined in the plan. 
 
Resolved, this _____ day of _________________ 2022. 
 
___________________________      ______________  
Spenard Community Council President     Date 
 
Vote: ________ in favor, and ________ opposed. 

6th April

04/19/2022

12 1
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APPENDIX F
Parks and Recreation 
Commission Memo and Signed 
Resolution of Support
Approved on April 14, 2022
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