
MUNICIPALITY OF ANCHORAGE 
 

PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT 
 

PRC # 09-18 
 

DATE: April 1, 2009 
 
TO: Park and Recreation Commission 
 
FROM: Holly J. Spoth-Torres, Park Development & Natural Resources Manager   
 
SUBJECT: FNBP Draft Trail Improvement Plan Release 
 

At the March meeting Commissioners received a brief introduction to the Draft Far North Bicentennial 
Park Trail Improvements Plan and a hard copy to review in depth as preparation for April’s project 
presentation and discussion. 

This month, a full presentation followed by commissioner questions and discussion is planned.  In 
addition, we have attached the public comment summary (Appendix B) to review and insert into your 
plan. 

This item will be on the May 14th agenda for public comment and Commission action. 

Process 
There has been significant public involvement for this project beginning in early in 2008 after the passage 
of the 2007 park bond including the following: 

1. A steering committee composed of a variety of trail users and park advocates was put together to 
provide guidance on the Trail Improvements Plan.  The project team met with the steering 
committee 4 times during the development of this draft. 

2. A Technical Advisory Group was established with Alaska specific trail building and management 
experience. 

3. There were 2 meetings with each trail user group and stakeholder identified in during this project 
(complete list available in the draft) 

4. Two meetings were held with regulatory agencies including the Army Corp of Engineers, ADF&G 
and MOA wetlands staff 

5. In addition, the project team was a regular attendee at the monthly FNBP User Group meetings.  
The draft Trail Improvements Plan was presented at the March 6th FNBP meeting.  

 
 
The trail improvement plan includes the following:  
 

• Current data on the existing trails and facilities within FNBP  
• Trail Classifications, Trail Design Parameters, and Maintenance Guidelines for the managed trails 

of FNBP.  
• A GIS database to facilitate long term trail maintenance and management by MOA Parks & 

Recreation and incorporate the information into the citywide GIS available to the public  
• A list of trail projects that will be the priority for the next 10 – 15 years  
• A process for trail improvements and trail maintenance once funding is secured for projects which 

will expedite MOA permitting of these projects. 
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Upcoming Project Schedule  
 
April 6, 2009 
The project team will again be available at the monthly Far North Bicentennial Park User Group Meeting 
to give information about the project and answer questions as necessary. 
 
April 2009 
The Project Team will present the Draft Trail Improvement Plan to the Parks and Recreation Commission 
as an information item on April 9th.  The Plan will also be concurrently reviewed by applicable agencies 
including the Corps of Engineers, ADF&G, Municipal Watershed & Natural Resource Advisory 
Commission and State DNR.   
 
April 29th 2009 
Deadline for written comments on the Draft Trail Improvement Plan.   
 
May 14th, 2009 
The Draft Trail Improvement Plan is slated as an action item at the Parks & Recreation Commission 
meeting and will include oral public comments. This sequencing gives the public, including stakeholder 
groups and community councils, about 2 months to review the draft and compose comments.   
 
Summer 2009 
Required edits will be made to the document, heard by the PRC if necessary and the Final Trail 
Improvement Plan will be taken to the Urban Design Commission for Site Plan Review. 
 
New Municipal Trail Data for FNBP, Summer-Fall 2009: Transfer new trail data structure to Municipal GIS 
system for public utilization. 
 



FNBP Trail Improvements Plan

Proposed 
Project Comment Summary Commenter/  

Affiliation Response to Comment

Project #1 TOA Trail Bridges

…appear to be positive changes. Mark Miner  Acknowledged.

Project #2 Blue Dot Trail Bridge

I agree with #2. (fix Blue Dot Trail bridge). Terri Morganson  Included in the Draft Plan as Project #2.

Project #3 Tour of Anchorage Trail

…proposal to gravel-fill and "improve" the Tour of Anchorage 
trail, I am not supportive of… Annette Iverson  

This Draft Plan identifies this route as a major trail trunk. 
Trail trunks serve to connect areas of FNBP to existing 
neighborhoods, to make connections to a variety of trail 
classes and trail systems within FNBP, and to provide 
major through-connections for commuters. The trail 
trunks are also designed to safely accommodate all user 
types within the park. The Tour of Anchorage Trail is a 
major through-connection for commuters and is used by a 
variety of user groups and is proposed to be upgraded to 
a Class 4. 

Add gravel fill. The north section of this trail ... needs 
upgrading. Building up the trail bed sufficiently to allow good 
drainage should take care of most of the problems.

Gordon Wetzel  Included in the Draft Plan as Project #3.

Project #4 Dog Mushing Bridges
Wording is incorrect - ASDRA's requirements are for 8 foot 
bridges. Susan Wagnon The Draft Plan has been revised to reflect the 8-foot width 

for bridges on mushing trails.
...note that the dog mushing bridges are 8' wide, not the ten 
feet shown… Ken Ford     See above.

Project #5 Bridge at North Gasline Trail

…against Trail Class 4 upgrades Mike Morganson  

This Draft Plan incorporates a limited number of proposed 
Trail Class 4 upgrades.  The plan needs to provide 
opportunities for a wide variety of trail users.  This Draft 
Plan strives to strike a balance between the different trail 
experiences for the different trail users.  

Project #6 Grade Separated Crossing at North Bivouac Trailhead

…appear to be positive changes Mark Miner  Acknowledged.

Project #7 Grade Separated Crossing at Campbell Airstrip Trailhead

No specific comments received.

Project #8 Abbott Road Trail Improvements

…opposed to the proposed Abbott Road trail improvements. Annette Iverson  

This Draft Plan identifies this route as a major trail trunk. 
Trail trunks serve to connect areas of FNBP to existing 
neighborhoods, to make connections to a variety of trail 
classes and trail systems within FNBP, and to provide 
major through-connections for commuters. The trail 
trunks are also designed to safely accommodate all user 
types within the park. This trail is proposed as  a major 
through-connection for commuters and so is proposed to 
be upgraded to a Class 4.

…against Trail Class 4 upgrades… Mike Morganson  See above.

Specific Proposed Projects Comments
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...agree with #8 (Abbott Road Trail Improvements) - this is 
sorely needed… Terri Morganson  Included in Draft Plan as Project #8.

Abbott Road Trail Improvements to Class 4: This should 
encompass the multi-use trail from South Bivouac to the gas 
line/Hilltop. This section is a major access corridor and it is in 
bad shape.

Gordon Wetzel  The Draft Plan has been revised. See Project #19.

Project #9
East Anchorage Connector-trail upgrades to Tank Trail 
and N. Gasline Trail

…proposal for a neighborhood connector to the Tank Trail 
and Gasline Trail…a great place to expand our trail system… Greg Matyas   This is included in the Draft Plan as Project #9.

East Anchorage Connector: Parking upgrades at the Klutina 
access should be considered. Gordon Wetzel  This is included in the Draft Plan as Projects #9 and #26. 

…against Trail Class 4 upgrades… Mike Morganson  

This Draft Plan incorporates a limited number of proposed 
Trail Class 4 upgrades.  The plan needs to provide 
opportunities for a wide variety of trail users.  This Draft 
Plan strives to strike a balance between the different trail 
experiences for the different trail users.  

Project #10 Upgrade portions of 2.5km and 4.5km Loop Trails to 
Class 4

I disagree with making the 4.5 and 2.5 Class 4 Philip Fontana 

This Draft Plan incorporates a limited number of proposed 
Trail Class 4 upgrades.  The plan needs tor provide 
opportunities for a wide variety of trail users.  This Draft 
Plan strives to strike a balance between the different trail 
experiences for the different trail users.  Therefore, the 
plan also retains Class 2 trails (more narrow and natural).

Keep Rover's Run and both the 2.5 and 4.5 mile loop trails 
as they are, complete with overhanging branches and narrow 
rolling track.

Heather Rice  

This Draft Plan identifies Rover's Run Trail as a seasonal 
closure (open in winter) to reduce human-wildlife 
conflicts.  Also, this plan has provided an alternative to 
Rover's Run/Mellen's Way through project #10. Also, see 
above.

I am very disappointed to hear that there are plans in the 
works for changing the 2.5 and 4.5 km loops. …trails on the 
north side of Campbell Airstrip Road are perfect just the way 
they are. Please do not change them. 

Jill Missal            See above.

…some of the last Class 2 trails within the municipality, and 
current character is extremely important… Jill Missal            See above.

…opposed to the proposed upgrades of the 2.5 and 4.5 km 
loops on the N. side of Basher Rd. Jill Follett        See above.

…preclude the proposed 2.5 and 4.5 upgrade for skijoring 
use.. Adrian Beebee   See above.

…against Trail Class 4 upgrades Mike Morganson  See above.
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Sharing or common trails with the sled dog teams is not safe 
or acceptable for any of the users. If the area marked by 7 is 
to be parallel trails, they need a physical divider to protect 
other users and prevent dog teams from getting on other 
trails.

Susan Wagnon 

The Draft Plan has been revised to keep dog sledding 
trails separate from other trails. P&R will work with 
ASDRA to address these concerns during design of the 
new trail.

…to the extent trails contained in project 11 [Project #10] 
approach dog mushing trails near Campbell Airstrip, they 
must be separated by distance and/or trees and vegetation 
sufficient to prevent users of both trails from inadvertently 
entering the other.

Ken Ford     

Project #11 Designate Seasonal Trails related to Wildlife Habitat

Keep Rover's Run ………. as they are… Heather Rice 

This Draft Plan identifies Rover's Run Trail as a seasonal 
closure (open in winter) to minimize wildlife-human 
conflicts. This project was developed in coordination with 
user groups and wildlife agencies. Also, this plan 
proposes an alternative to Rover's Run/Mellen's Way 
through project #10.

ACE opposes complete closure of trails frequented by bears, 
and does not want any access precedents set by FNBP to 
affect access to BLM areas. …Seasonal closure should be 
an absolute last resort.

SaraEllen 
Hutchison       

See above. Policies in this plan are for MOA management 
areas and are not binding on BLM property. 

Project #12
Paved trail from Rendezvous Trailhead to existing paved 
trail

I love the idea of a road-separated paved trail from 
Rendezvous TH to existing paved trail along Campbell 
Airstrip Road.

Heather Rice Included in Draft Plan as Project #12.

Write into the Draft Plan a Class 4 or Class 5 trail to run 
alongside the south side of the [Campbell Airstrip] road the 
next time the road is improved.

Rosemary Austin  Included in Draft Plan as Projects #10 and #12. 

Project #13 New Classical Skiing Loop Trail

I oppose the new cross-country trail near Service High north 
of the Bog trail…encroaches upon orienteering area and are 
not necessary.

Jill Follett        

The new classical ski loop trail was reviewed with 
representatives of the  Arctic Orienteering Club.  This 
Draft Plan provides areas of no new trail development to 
accommodate requests for such areas for purposes such 
as Orienteering.

Project #14 New Trail Loops from Abbott Loop Community Park

Concern over construction in wetlands; over 
building the area; concerns about buffer between 
trails and residents - lighting; noise; grooming 
activity; leave existing trails in area as is.  

Included in Draft Plan.  Trail location needs to be verified 
to minimize any construction in wetlands.  Buffers are 
important for any trail development and will be considered 
and preserved.  Sensitivity to the surrounding 
neighborhood will be considered when determining any 
need for trail lighting.  All projects require necessary MOA 
or other agency permitting prior to construction.  
Residential buffer in accordance with AO 2002-165 will be 
maintained consistent with the ordinance.  Existing 
neighborhood trails will be maintained as new ski routes 
are identified.

We urge you to construct the trail on other terrain, perhaps 
just north of this wetland. Construction in a wetland inevitably 
destroys part of it…

Vivian 
Mendenhall     See above.

concur that the park and its users would benefit from a new 
loop trail for winter & summer use… Ed Kamienski      See above.
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…this buffer [between the park and adjacent neighborhoods] 
should be retained. …grooming activity, trail lighting would 
be very intrusive to the adjacent neighborhood.

Ed Kamienski      See above.

3)  …any other new trail alignment should be made as close 
as feasible to the existing ball field/soccer field/parking lot 
clearing. 4) Do not install lighting on any trail adjacent to the 
…subdivisions. 5.) Restrict grooming on any trail adjacent to 
…subdivisions to daytime only.

Ed Kamienski      See above.

I am particularly concerned about Proposal #15 [Project #14] 
….this area should stay as-is with no further development or 
enhancements.

Teresa Troyer See above.

…I am opposed to a ski trail right next to my bedroom 
window……Please don't put a ski trail so close to homes. Brooke Seagars See above.

I am very concerned about item 15 [Project #14] ….Please 
do not develop trails behind the homes on Jupiter Drive. Kristy Grawunder See above.

...the proposed new Jr. Nordic Trail as outlined in item 15 
[Project 14] … is of deep concern to me. The trail is 
anticipated to cause problems....Please consider other areas 
…

Phil Grawunder See above.

New trail loops at Abbott Community Park. ….it [the park] 
has become overdeveloped in my opinion…no more loops, 
trails, ballfields, BBQ shelters or other development here.

Mike Morganson See above.

This project should be omitted … Jennifer Huvar See above.

#15 [Project #14] (add loops from Abbott Loop TH)…do not 
agree with spending required funds to add loops in this area. Terri Morganson See above.

I'm concerned by proposal 15 [Project #14] on the Sept 8th 
list of proposed trail projects for FNBP. Mark Fedor See above.

I am against putting trails in through the buffer zone between 
the ballfields and the Zodiak Manor housing district…Please 
do not encroach further into areas of the park that some of 
us would like to remain wild and free from development.

Holly Rogers See above.

These areas [at Project #15] should be left alone as pieces 
of wilderness between the patches of urban sprawl that are 
eating into FNBP. …Please leave a few undeveloped trails 
for those of us who enjoy that kind of experience… …please 
keep the promise of maintaining a buffer zone between the 
ball fields and the adjacent neighborhood.

Emmy Zartman See above.

Please keep in mind that this is an area of heavy equestrian 
use-both winter and summer. I can see some potential 
conflicts with Jr Nordic skiers if this was heavily used in the 
winter.

Sue Brosnahan
Although the proposed trail is in an area popular with 
equestrians, the reduction of conflicts between users 
should be ensured by clear sight distances.

Project #15 Improvements to Campbell Airstrip Trailhead Parking 
Lot
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No specific comments received.

Project #16 Hilltop Parking Lot Layout & Drainage

No specific comments received.

Project #17 Multi-use Connector from Gasline/Spencer Loop area up 
to State Park

It appears that this new trail will cross the new single-track 
trail at numerous points. Will there be barriers signs to keep 
cyclists from wandering onto the multi-use trail (and 
pedestrians off the cyclists' trail)? 

Vivian 
Mendenhall     

Multi-use trails are intended for all non-motorized uses 
except mushing.  Appropriate signage is proposed at trail 
intersections.  The design and layout of the STA Trails and 
multi-use connector were developed to work together.  

...two class 4 connector trails planned...to connect Prospect 
Heights trailhead and Hilltop ski area raise a red flag.... 
…like to see these two, class 4 connector trails withdrawn 
from the proposals.

Mark Miner

Public input in the public planning process has identified 
a strong desire for connectivity to Chugach State Park. 
The Draft Plan identifies the desire for this trail connection 
to the State Park in Project #17. 

Multi-use Connector from Gasline to Prospect Heights: Map 
by Bill Spencer should be used as a place holder (suggested 
route being an up and down trail)

Gordon Wetzel  Included in Draft Plan as Project #17.

Project #18 Designate Areas for No New Trail Development

Agree with this concept…undisturbed habitat is very 
important for wildlife and for nature-oriented recreation…We 
urge you to designate some actual non-trail areas on the 
map.

Vivian 
Mendenhall     Included in Draft Plan as Project #18.

Completely agree… Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

…glad to see that the Trails Plan project team is assessing 
areas where no new trails should be developed…

SaraEllen 
Hutchison Acknowledged.

Anchorage bowl has a limited amount of undeveloped land 
available.  Trail Improvements don't necessarily make it 
better.  

David Cummings Acknowledged.

I suggest that this division [between developed trails south of 
Campbell Airstrip Road and pre-existing conditions north of 
Campbell Airstrip Road] be preserved in the trails plan.

Adrian Beebee See above.

Identify areas that should remain trail less. Perhaps the 
Orienteering Club's boundaries could be a start. Heather Rice See above.

Shutting down trail building efforts in this area is 
unacceptable. Matthew Elfstrom

Public input during the public involvement process 
indicated a strong desire for some areas to be left as is.  
This plan balances the need for trails with the desire for 
more natural areas by designating areas as no new trails 
in Project #18.

Disagree…designating "no new trails" areas without fully 
identifying trails that are already there could someday cause 
existing, historic, but unofficial trails to be closed.

Richard Hall
Project #18 prohibits the construction of new trails but 
does not close any existing trails.  However, existing trails 
in these areas would not be maintained by P&R.  

Project #19 Lighted Trail Connection to Hillside Loop

No specific comments received.
Project #20 Hillside Trailhead Parking Improvements

No specific comments received.
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Project #21 Blue Dot Trail Connection to Smoke Jumper Trailhead 
(BLM)

If developed…P&R needs to remember the recommendation 
in the sled dog trails Draft Plans that calls for grade 
separated crossing at all new intersections.

Susan Wagnon

The Draft Plan identifies a connection from the existing 
trail to an existing trailhead.  This trail has co-existed with 
this mushing trail for many years, and this connection to 
the trailhead already exists as an informal social trail. 
Therefore, no new intersections are being proposed in this 
project.

Project 22…has the Blue Dot trail crossing the dog mushing 
trail (Woodway and Homecoming Trails) four different 
times…creates a significant safety problem for both trail 
users…should be grade separated, or better yet, avoided 
completely.

Ken Ford See above.

Disagree with #22 (add trail access from another 
trailhead)…will bring higher use and thus degrade quality of 
this trail.

Terri Morganson  See above.

Project #22 Rendezvous Trailhead Improvements

…the need for grade separated crossing with the sled dog 
trails is imperative. Susan Wagnon Ways to minimize conflicts with the mushing trail are 

being considered. 

…shows a proposed connection that will create a dangerous 
intersection with the existing dog mushing trail. If this 
connection is built, it MUST have a grade separated crossing 
with the sled dog trail.

Ken Ford See above.

Project #23 Grade Separated Crossing of Mushing Trail at TOA 
Intersection

There must be a project identified for a grade-separated 
crossing of the outgoing dog sled trail where it crosses the 
Tour of Anchorage Trail east of the Albrect.Ballfields.

Ken Ford Included in Draft Plan as Project #23.    

Project #24 Singletrack Advocate (STA) Trails Phase II

Support for Phase II of the Singletrack Advocates 
(STA) Trails Project on the north side of Campbell 
Airstrip Road.

This project has strong community support.  The 
proposed trails are located in an area designated for high 
intensity recreational uses (see figure 24).  This project is 
consistent with the 1985 Updated Master Plan and will be 
included in the Draft Trails Improvement Plan for public 
review.

… include Phase 2 of the Hillside Singletrack Project in the 
FNBP Trails Draft Plan. Adam Cosic See above.

I support going forward with phase II …. Chris Brehmer See above.

Please continue with Phase II of the Hillside STA Project. Christopher 
Turner See above.

The project missing from the proposed physical network and 
project list is the Singletrack Advocates Phase II Singletrack 
Trail.  .. I recommend that the Phase II Singletrack Trails be 
added back  …. I have seen no evidence, nor is there 
anything in the public record...to warrant any concern related 
to Phase II trail construction.

Lisa Holzapfel See above.

…encourage you to restore Phase II the Hillside Singletrack 
Project… Tim Woody See above.

…I urge Parks & Rec to reconsider, to include these [STA 
Phase II] proposed trails in the plan... Jon Underwood See above.

Phase II of the STA trails project should be kept in the FNBP 
Draft Plan. Leonard Fancher See above.

…encourage the inclusion of the Phase II Hillside Singletrack 
Project in the FNBP Trails Plan. Duane Anderson See above.
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...support … re-inserting Phase II of the Hillside Singetrack 
Project. Ira Edwards See above.

Please place the Phase 2 trails in the FNBP trail plan…. David Hart See above.

I support phase II Hillside Single track project in FNBP trails. Arlene Gerety See above.

... scrapping the trail expansion is a horrible idea… would 
like to see more extensive single track biking trails in the 
park.

Raymond Reeves See above.

Please put the 4 miles of single track trail back into FNBP 
master trail plan. Amy Maclean See above.

...include phase II of the Hillside Singletrack Project to the 
FNBP planning. Luc Mehl See above.

In support of phase 2 for FNBP. Lori Deschamps See above.

...support for the inclusion of the Phase II Hillside Singletrack 
Project in the FNBP Trails Plan.

Forest 
Bommarito See above.

Please reinstate Phase II of the Hillside Singletrack 
Advocates project in the Far North Bicentennial Trail Plan. Jillian Morrissey See above.

I would like to see the 4 miles of single-track trails proposed 
by STA ... re-included in the plan. …please include this 
section of the trail [STA Phase II] as a future trail in the plan 
to allow for renewed discussion of the issues.

Steve Ryan See above.

Please include Phase II of the Hillside Singletrack Project in 
the FNBP Trails Plan. Joe Pollock See above.

Please add back Phase II of Hillside Single track project to 
the FNBP trail plan. Margaret Martin See above.

I support these up grades. Mary Leach See above.

…disturbed to hear that phase II of the Hillside Singletrack 
Plan has been omitted from the Trail Management Plan. ...I 
sincerely hope you'll reconsider this portion [STA Phase II] of 
the plan.

Michael Wood See above.

...important to continue to build single track trails … 
specifically in the FNBP. Andrew Garsha See above.

I support the inclusion of the Phase II Hillside Singletrack 
Project in the FNBP Trails Plan. Victoria Evans See above.

Please put the single track trails back in the plan. Luke Kiskaddon See above.

…support all new biking trails. Steve Cooke See above.

...please ADD Phase II Hillside Singletrack project back in 
the Far North Bicentennial plans. Diana Parke See above.

...disappointed that the Phase II of the Hillside single track 
was removed from the FNBP trails plan. …I would like to see 
this project restored to the plan.

Pat Rinehart See above.

Please reinstate Phase II of the Hillside Singletrack project. Meg Cronin See above.

I support the Phase II of the Hillside Singletrack Project. 
Please include it in the FNBP Trails Plan. Charles Machado See above.

Please put Phase II of the singletrack project back into the 
draft trails plan… Jill Valerius See above.

I would like Phase II of the Hillside Single Track Project to be 
reconsidered for the plan. Anthony Sallows See above.

Please put Phase II of the Hillside Single Track Project back 
in the FNBP trail plan. Andy Duenow See above.

I request that the Phase II Hillside Singletrack Project be 
included in the FNBP Trails Plan. Ben Ball See above.

Page 7 of 18



NBP Trail Improvements Plan

I understand that further single track trail development is 
proposed….this type [of development] is both appropriate 
and highly desirable for the FNBP.

Chip Metzger See above.

…very disappointed to hear that the phase II single track 
trails in Hilltop were not going to be pursued. Is there any 
way to revive this project?

Jennifer Gauer See above.

…please include the Phase II Hillside Singletrack Project in 
the FNBP Trails Plan. Kimberly Layton See above.

...support of the inclusion of the Phase II Hillside Singletrack 
Project in the FNBP Trails Plan…... Jeremiah Prater See above.

These [STA Phase II] trails are appropriate for use by 
mountain bikers, runners, hikers, bird watchers, snow 
shoers, and backcountry skiers….

Clint Lentfer See above.

I am supporting PUBLIC COMMENT about the use of 
PHASE II of the Far North Bicentennial Park development. Sheryl Lentfer See above.

I support the inclusion of the Phase II Hillside Single Track 
project in the FNBP Trails Plan. Lisa Keller See above.

Please add Phase II  back into the plan…. Janus Reyes See above.

I would like to voice my support for Phase II of the FNBP 
SingleTrack Bike plan. Anthony Larson See above.

Please include the Phase II Hillside Singletrack Project in the 
FNBP Trails Plan. Lisa Poirier See above.

…in support of the Phase II of Hillside Singletrack as part of 
the FNBP Trail Plan. Erica Kappel See above.

Please include the second phase of the Hillside singletrack 
project in the Far North Bicentennial Park Trail Plan. Charles Gorman See above.

I would like to express my support for the inclusion of the 
phase II Hillside singletrack project in the FNBP …plan. Chrissy May See above.

Please include Phase II of the Hillside Singletrack Project in 
the draft of the Far North Bicentennial Park Trail Plan. Katie Hickey See above.

Please include Phase 2 of the Hillside Singletrack project in 
the FNBP Trails Plan. Georgina Scorer See above.

Cancelling the Phase 2 portion of the FNBP Hillside 
singletrack development plan would be terrible. Cody Gauer See above.

Please re-instate the Phase II of the Hillside Singletrack 
Project. Ryan Hokanson See above.

I would really like to see the work continue on the FNBP 
singletrack trails. Austin Thayer See above.

Phase II Hillside Singletrack Project MUST REMAIN 
INCLUDED in the FNBP Trails Plan. Allen Hansen See above.

I am in support of including Phase II Hillside Single Track 
Project into the FNBP Trails Plan. Greg Johnson See above.

It is imperative that the Hillside Singletrack Project REMAIN 
in the FNBP Trails Plan.

Guadalupe 
Marroquin See above.

I want to express my support of the completion of the Phase 
II Hillside singletrack project… Eric Parsons See above.

There is a need and a demand for more of this type of trail 
[STA Phase 2] in the Anchorage area….. Don't make the 
decision to eliminate trails….

Bernard Murphy See above.

Please include Phase II Hillside Singletrack Project in the 
FNBP trails plan. Neil Waggoner See above.

I am writing in support of the Phase II Singletrack Project. Tiffanie 
Novakovich See above.

I want to voice my support for future development of multi-
use singletrack trails in the Anchorage bowl. ...Please 
consider replacing Phase II of the hillside singletrack project 
in the draft of the FNBP trail plan.

Kellie Okonek See above.

Please include Phase II of the Hillside Singletrack Project 
into the Far North Bicentennial Park Trail Plan. Bruce Ross See above.
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What happened to the phase II trail project north of 
Campbell Airstrip road? 

Joseph 
Weinberger See above.

I wish to see Phase II of the Hillside Singletrack Project put 
back into the trail plan. Bill Heiberger See above.

Please include the sta plan for the park. Alex Death See above.

Please include the Phase II Hillside Singletrack Project in the 
FNBP Trails Plan. John Walden See above.

I am very much in support of the Phase II Hillside Single 
Track Project… Karen McCreary See above.

Please include Phase II Hillside Bike trails in the overall 
planning of FNBP. Cyndie Fox See above.

It is imperative that Phase II of the Hillside Singletrack 
Project be included in the FNBP Plan.

Yvonne 
Goldsmith See above.

I request ... including phase II of the STA trails. Judy Gottlieb See above.

I urge Parks and Rec to reconsider including Phase II of the 
Hillside Singletrack Project in the Far North Bicentennial 
Park Trails plan.

Sunny Mall See above.

…these trails [STA Phase II] should receive continued 
support from the committee. Paul Kari See above.

...please put Phase II of the Hillside Singletrack back on the 
agenda… Sharon Sell See above.

...additional trails proposed in Phase II …should be open for 
discussion. …Please reinsert them…….. Charles Gilbert See above.

Please continue the Draft Plan to develop more Mountain 
Bike Trails East of Campbell Creek. Alex Wilson See above.

The removal of Phase II of the Hillside single track project is 
wrong and short sided. Mike Vania See above.

I strongly believe that this project [STA Phase II] should 
remain within the plan…………. Janice Tower See above.

I urge you to INCLUDE Phase II in your Trails  Plan.  Sean Grady See above.

Please put Phase II back in the draft plan. Philip Fontana See above.

I support the Single Track Advocates' plans to build 4 miles 
of new trail in FNBP for mtn bikes. Kirsten Ballard See above.

I urge you to include Phase II [STA]…. Adrienne 
Lindholm See above.

The proposed Projects maps should show the phase 2 of 
STA trails on the North side of Campbell Airstrip Road. Bud Rice See above.

...I would like to see phase II of the Singletrack Advocates 
proposal put back on the plan………. Greg Matyas See above.

....please sit down with the singletrack association and 
explain why MOA has removed the phase II [STA Trails]... Mary Hertert See above.

Include Phase II of the Singletrack trails in the Proposed 
Projects list. Heather Rice See above.

Please return the singletrack Advocates Phase II portion of 
new trail development ….to the FNBP Plan… Mike Morganson See above.

Please put the Single-Track (STA) Trails - Phase II trails 
back in the Plan. Terri Morganson  See above.

Do not support inclusion of Phase II of the STA 
Trails Project on the north side of Campbell Airstrip 
Road.

The Draft FNBP Trails Plan provides a balance of higher 
and lower intensity recreational uses areas throughout the 
park.  The Phase II Singletrack Trail Project has strong 
community support and is located in an area designated 
for high intensity recreational uses (see figure 24).  This 
project is consistent with the 1985 Updated Master Draft 
Plan and will be included in the Draft Plan.
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I am also against developing the single track trails which 
currently exist throughout the park. Holly Rogers See above.

I support the Parks and Rec recent Trails Improvement Plan 
that does not include any trail improvement for the park north 
of Campbell Airstrip Road - particularly for bike trail 
improvements.

Hugh McPeck See above.

Project 9, Single-Track Advocate Trails: ……...We urge you 
to keep that trail segment out of the Project list. 

Vivian 
Mendenhall     See above.

I suggest that this division [no developed trails north of 
Campbell Airstrip Road] be preserved in the trails Draft Plan. 
It would preclude … the proposed single-track mountain 
biking phase II project.

Adrian Beebee See above.

…I am strongly against putting the single-use bike path 
located north of Campbell Airstrip Road and right next to 
Stuckagain Heights [STA Phase II]  back into the Draft Plan.

Blair Christensen See above.

Project #25 Parking Improvements at Little Hill Parking Area

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #26 Trailhead Improvements at NE Corner of Park

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #27 NE Park: Trail Connector

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #28 Black Bear Trail Extension

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #29 Abbott Loop Pk Trail Improvements into FNBP

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #30 BLM Ridge Tread and Trail Corridor Repair

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #31 Spencer Loop Tread and Drainage Repairs

This project is more about tread repair. Gordon Wetzel  Project Scope expanded to include Spencer Loop Tread 
and Drainage repairs.

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #32 Black Bear Trail Drainage Repairs

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #33 Moose Meadow Drainage Improvements

Relatively few people use the trails on the north side.  
…none of those trails has ever had tread work and the 
surfaces are prone to rutting.  Tree roots become more 
exposed each year.

Rosemary Austin Proposed Project #33 outlines trail tread repairs.  

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.
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There are several places where drainage issues need to be 
addressed, such as where the Moose Ridge Loop needs to 
be rerouted around a stream.

Adrian Beebee Agreed.  Included in Draft Plan - see Proposed Project #33.

Project #34 Randy's Loop Tread Repair and Drainage Improvements
Randy's Loop Tread Repair and Drainage Report: This 
project should be more focused on the Service/Junior Nordic 
Loop. 

Gordon Wetzel  Service/Jr. Nordic Loop Trails will be added as a new 
Tread and Drainage Repairs project on the final plan.

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #35 Signage Improvements

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #36 Possible Future Trailhead at DOT&PF Maintenance Yard

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #37 Neighborhood Connector from SW to Abbott Loop Pk Equestrian Amenities

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #38 Universal Access Improvements

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Project #39 Barriers

Generally agree with #24-41 Terri Morganson  Acknowledged.

Widen Mellen's.  If this trail will continue to be problematic in 
the summer and will be closed or underused, then just turn it 
into a Class 4 trail. …a change to Class 4 could also include 
some rerouting to pull it away from the creek. This way we 
have the loop for winter but we haven't sacrificed the north 
side.

Rosemary Austin

This Draft Plan identifies this route as a seasonal closure - 
see Project #11. Thus, it will continue to be available in 
winter as a Class 3 trail.  Also, this plan has provided an 
alternative to Rover's Run/Mellen's Way through Project 
#10. It would be difficult to reroute it away from the creek 
as there would be conflicts with wetlands or The Brown 
Bear Trail.

...needs for more, better multi-use and skijor trails, especially 
Mellen's Run Rover trail (widen and remove rocks and roots) Kirsten Ballard

Widening the trail could adversely impact or disturb 
wetlands and wildlife habitat. The proposed maintenance 
program for Class 3 trails would allow improvements to 
address rocks and roots. 

If there is a need for more developed trails ….why not put 
them in areas that could be used year round? Kristy Grawunder See above. 

…moving the Jr. Nordic Trail north of the ball fields where no 
homes are in close proximity will eliminate complaints [about 
Project #14]…

Phil Grawunder The area north of the ballfields is limited by wetlands and 
BLM property.

If more short loops are required for skiers, why not develop 
more trails north of the ball fields where there are no homes 
and lots of terrain?

Emmy Zartman See above.

Other Projects Proposed
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Besh Loop has a couple bad drainage issues too. Gordon Wetzel  

The proposed maintenance procedures for Class 4 trails 
will allow maintenance projects to address drainage 
issues.  It will be added as a new Drainage Repairs project 
on the final plan.

A dedicated winter equestrian trail near the Lore Road 
access point may be the only solution. Gordon Wetzel  

P&R policy attempts to accommodate all users on multi-
use trails to provide them with a variety of trail 
experiences.

We urge you to designate some actual non-trail areas on the 
map. …They should include a variety of habitats (as 
identified by professionals), not just "unbuildable" areas that 
aren't suitable for trails.

Vivian 
Mendenhall     

The areas designated as no new trails in Project #18 were 
not designated because they were unbuildable, but were 
designated based on public input and coordination with 
public agencies.

1) Renovate/improve the existing trail from the park to the 
Tour of Anchorage Trail so that the NSAA can groom to the 
park with their piston bully. 

Ed Kamienski      See Project #29

2) Provide a loop trail to the north and east of the park (or 
utilize the soccer field in the winter) to give the NSAA piston 
bully a "turnaround" to return to the Tour trail.

Ed Kamienski      Input from NSAA has not indicated any need for a Piston 
Bully turnaround in this area. 

Mushing trails should allow fast skijoring… Bud Rice P&R's current policy is to restrict use of mushing trails to 
minimize safety hazards.

…need for two-one way Chugach Park connector trails v.s. a 
one-way multiple use trail…. Lisa Holzapfel

Project #17 proposes a one-way trail that goes up to the 
State Park and loops back down to the South Gasline 
Trail. A loop trail is easier to maintain and a one-way trail 
is safer for multiple users.

…changing some multiple use trails to specified use/s. Lisa Holzapfel
Although P&R policy promotes new trails to provide all 
users with a variety of trail experiences, some specific 
trails delineate types of use as shown on Figure 16.

I urge you and STA to support the Anchorage Skijor Club's 
needs for more, better multi-use and skijor trails… Kristen Ballard The proposed trunk system provides a new and better 

multi-use trail that will accommodate skijor use.

I recommend we use local trail images to describe the trail 
classes. Bud Rice Addressed in Draft Plan. 

Some images in the proposed plan are used in two different 
trail classes, which is confusing. Bud Rice Addressed in Draft Plan. 

The "Proposed Physical Network and Trail Types" does not 
show the new connector loop [Project 17]; the "Proposed 
Projects" map uses the same color for all four trails.

Vivian 
Mendenhall     Addressed in Draft Plan. 

Add a trailhead symbol for the Hillside parking lot on Abbott 
Road, on the "Proposed Projects" map.

Vivian 
Mendenhall     Addressed in Draft Plan, see Figure 26.  

…descriptions and map locations will be added for Projects 
24 - 41 so public can review them.

Vivian 
Mendenhall     Addressed in Draft Plan - pages 70-79.  

Project 33 appears to be the same as 15. Vivian 
Mendenhall     Addressed in Draft Plan.

……..unclear why the unilateral decision to remove the 
project from the draft plan was made. Joe Pollock

Project team worked with P&R on developing projects to 
be included based on public input/feedback, as well as 
input from natural resource agencies. 

Other Comments

Clarity and Completeness of Information
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I am unable to determine how proposed projects were 
selected and how some were deleted with no reference to 
decisions.

Lisa Holzapfel See above.

Public isn't provided any explanation as to their [STA Phase 
II] removal ... Lisa Holzapfel See above.

There is no explanation why the particular projects ...made 
the final cut, while others did not.  ...many projects went 
missing…an explanation is required. 

Heather Rice See above.

…what isn't clear - but what should be made clear - is how 
the Proposed Projects resolve these issues [user conflicts, 
trail conditions, impacts on wildlife and other natural 
resources, impacts on neighborhoods, etc.]…

Heather Rice Additional information will be added to the Final Plan.

…information that describe the existing trails, trailheads, etc. 
are very limited in the level of detail provided….provide an 
inventory of existing conditions.

Heather Rice
This data has been collected to establish a GIS database. 
Information from the database will be included as an 
appendix in the Final Plan.

Answers to questions such as: 1. How does implementing 
the Proposed Projects list address the Draft Planning 
issues? 2. What would be the resulting allocation of trail 
classes, designed and managed uses, etc. if the Proposed 
Projects were implemented? 3. What are the fixed and 
lifecycle costs of implementing each project? 4. How would 
the projects be phased or what are the priorities? 5. What 
uses would each trail be designed for?

Heather Rice
Additional information to be provided in the Final Plan.  
Figure 16 addresses appropriate uses for each trail and 
what design parameter was used for each trail.    

..would like to know what areas are being proposed for this 
[no new trails] Terri Morganson  See Project #18 and Figure 26.

There should be a solution to the ongoing conflict between 
equestrians and skiers (including skijorers) on the multi-use 
trails. …Park use and rules are not addressed…Appropriate 
uses should be addressed.

Gordon Wetzel  

Appropriate uses are addressed on Figure 16. The plan 
was designed to address trail standards, conditions and 
trail demands. It was not intended to change existing park 
use rules and regulations. 

I also expected to see public comments developed into 
management issues and a presentation of draft management 
solutions during this review cycle.  …I hope the draft and 
final plan will provide management solutions for issues….

Lisa Holzapfel Public comments and responses are included in the Draft 
Plan. Also, see above.

…proposed Projects list is incomplete, since Projects #24-41 
have no description.... Heather Rice Included in Draft Plan.

The trails map erroneously shows the Woodway as 
unmaintained. Ken Ford This has been addressed in the Draft Plan.

…summary on website is confusing and lacking in necessary 
evaluative information.…cannot find issue analysis and I am 
unable to link the public comments provided to the proposed 
physical network and trails and proposed project maps.

Lisa Holzapfel

The project team worked with P&R on developing projects 
to be included based on public input/feedback, as well as 
input from natural resource agencies. Input from user 
groups is addressed in Table 4. This appendix addresses 
public impact. 

 ….need to identify the trail management objectives for each 
trail. Lisa Holzapfel Trail Management Objectives (TMOs) will be developed in 

the future based on trail classes.

…provide a more detailed project plan so that the public can 
substantiate and evaluate the Municipality of Anchorage's 
decision making process relating to proposals brought forth 
through public comments in the Friends of Far North 
Bicentennial Park monthly meeting, Far North Bicentennial 
Park Trail User group meetings, and this planning process.

Lisa Holzapfel Decisions related to the public and user groups are 
addressed in Table 4 and this appendix.
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The map lists five trail types, but it does not label the trails 
types as Classes 1 through 5 - it uses different terms for 
them. This is confusing.

Vivian 
Mendenhall     See Figure 15 for Trail Class numbers.

…we are very concerned at the lack of environmental review 
during its [the trail plan] development. ...Consultation with 
state biologists about potential bear hazards on the 
proposed trails occurred - but only belatedly, when the 
documents were almost ready for public review.

Vivian 
Mendenhall     

The project team met with regulatory agencies such as 
ADF&G, DNR, and the USACE during plan development to 
discuss environmental and wildlife issues.  We will also be 
taking this Draft Plan to the newly formed Natural 
Resource and Watershed Advisory Commission for 
review.

Concerned with lack of input from environmental groups and 
groups who would like to see the FNBP kept natural… Blair Christensen See above. In addition, the Draft Plan is out for the public 

to review for the next 2 months.

Usually in the public planning processes, the public has the 
ability to give public comments and then see how those 
comments are tracked through the agencies' decision 
making process. ….The public is not provided with any 
explanation as to their removal [STA Phase II] in the public 
record.

Lisa Holzapfel This appendix documents comments evaluated and the 
decisions made.

To ignore, delete or not even mention projects that have 
been discussed for several years and are still being 
discussed makes decisions unilateral without public input. 
There needs to be an open public process.

Lisa Holzapfel The Draft Plan identifies suggestions from trail user 
groups (see Table 4) and how they were addressed.

It will be very difficult to develop Phase II of the Singletrack 
Trails if they are not even in the draft plan for inclusion in a 
public process.

Lisa Holzapfel The STA Phase II trails are included in the Draft Plan as 
Project #24.

Keeping it [STA Phase II] in the plan will allow full discussion 
of all concerns…. Meg Cronin See above.

…put Phase II of the singletrack project back into the draft 
trails plan so that it can continue through the public process. Jill Valerius See above.

By removing this, we have no opportunity to comment further 
on new trail development. …Please add Phase II back into 
the plan so the public has their opportunity to comment.

Janus Reyes See above.

It's important that we, as users and citizens who must speak 
on OUR trails and parks, be allowed to provide public 
comment on any issue that comes up regarding OUR 
trails…….it's only ethical it [STA Phase II] should remain part 
of the process that includes public comment.

Guadalupe 
Marroquin See above.

I request a full public process and analysis for including 
phase II of the STA trails. Judy Gottlieb See above.

I believe that this issue deserves further consideration and 
discussion prior to the exclusion of [STA] phase II…. Sunny Mall See above.

Public Review Process
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....please sit down with the singletrack association and 
explain why MOA has removed the phase II [STA Trails]... Mary Hertert See above.

The northern section of those trails [STA Phase II] should 
still be considered for full public process. Terri Morganson  See above.

…to remove this part of the plan [STA Phase II] eliminates 
any future discussion of these trails. Ira Edwards See above.

…so they [STA Phase II] can be discussed at some point in 
the public forum. Removing them at this point does a 
disservice to the public process.

David Hart See above.

The proposed trails [STA Phase II] are entitled to be part of 
the public process. Joe Pollock See above.

You should at least see how much public support there is for 
these types [STA Phase II] of trails. Luke Kiskaddon See above.

Their [STA Phase II] removal took place with no public input 
or dialogue. In my opinion, this is a betrayal of a user 
group….

Tim Woody See above.

If public support is aligned against it [STA Phase II], it can be 
recorded and taken into account. If, however, the public 
supports the trails, Parks & Rec should keep it in the plan.

Jon Underwood See above.

It [STA Phase II] needs to be put through the public review 
process. Leonard Fancher See above.

I might also like to discuss the apparent disproportional 
influence some trail users group have on general 
development plans for park lands…

David Cummings

The planning team worked with a wide variety of user 
groups to gather input and feedback. Final decisions were 
made by P&R staff and no user group had disproportional 
influence.

We like the formal inclusion of Class 1 trails…important to 
many users

Vivian 
Mendenhall     Acknowledged.

…trail classifications appear to be a reasonable balancing of 
these needs.

SaraEllen 
Hutchison Acknowledged.

We do not want to see any trail widening, preferring the class 
2 trail design rather than a class 3 or 4. Mark Miner

This Draft Plan incorporates a limited number of proposed 
Trail Class 4 upgrades.  The plan needs to provide 
opportunities for a wide variety of trail users.  This Draft 
Plan strives to strike a balance between different trail 
experiences for different trail users.  

There are already way too many miles of Trail Class 4 roads 
in Anchorage. Mike Morganson See above.

I would opt for smaller trails rather than larger trails where 
possible. Steve Ryan See above.

We encourage FNBP to keep all trails multi-use, and only 
regulate use patterns that demonstrate harm to trails. Mark Miner This is consistent with P&R policy and is addressed in 

Figure 16. 

Trail Classifications
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…trails in this corner of the park [near Abbott Loop Park] 
should remain multi-use, year-round. Mark Fedor See above.

On a normal snow year all sled dog trails are Class 3 level. Susan Wagnon Acknowledged.

…all dog mushing trails are maintained by ASDRA at the 
Class 3 level, including the Woodway Loop and the trails on 
the Campbell Tract. New trails are shown as Class 4.

Ken Ford Acknowledged.

Equestrians are happy using all types of trails except Class 
5. Sue Brosnahan Acknowledged.

Should be a solution to the ongoing conflicts between 
equestrians and skiers (including skijorers) on the multi-use 
trails. Appropriate uses should be addressed in the Draft 
Plan.

Gordon Wetzel  

Appropriate uses are addressed in the Draft Plan.  
However, most trails will continue to be multi-use.  P&R 
will continue to work with various trail user groups to try 
to minimize conflicts.

The proposed skiing parameters for skijoring are too narrow. 
They should be at least as wide as for skate skiing in similar 
classes …

Bud Rice Included in Draft Plan.

Skijor trail Class 4 should be no less than 6 feet for one-way 
traffic and at least 10 foot wide for 2-way traffic. Bud Rice Included in Draft Plan.

The multi-use trails need to be wide enough to allow safe 
passage with 2-way traffic going reasonably fast. Bud Rice Included in Draft Plan.

Currently most trails within the muni, including the ones in 
FNBP, have been overdeveloped to the point that their 
natural character has been completely lost.

Jill Missal
This plan attempts to classify trails for a variety of user 
experiences to accommodate the range of users and 
experience levels of Anchorage residents.

…any of the proposed improvements which unnecessarily 
take away the character and the original (and sometimes 
purposeful) intent of the layout of the trail… I am not 
supportive of. Every trail (even heavily used ones) does not 
need to be smooth.

Annette Iverson  See above.

…a large sector of the public desires a narrow, intimate trail 
experience.

Adrienne 
Lindholm See above.

Please be conservative with trail development so that the 
park does not look identical to Kincaid... FNBP should retain 
far more trees compared to Kincaid.

SaraEllen 
Hutchison

See above. In addition, Project #18 limits development in 
some areas.

Keep the trails and their character the same. Phillip Fontana See above.

An increase in well built trails serves everyone. Reduced 
sedimentation, improved trail experience due to a more 
stable trail surface and improved user experience due to 
reduced user conflict are only the beginning.

Sean Grady The quality of trail design, construction and maintenance 
is specified in the Draft Plan.  

…bridges and boardwalks…inappropriate for Class 1 and 
should be primitive for Class 2

Vivian 
Mendenhall     

Agreed.  This is consistent with the trail class guidelines 
(see Figure 12).  

 Make certain the new bridges match the nature of the trails 
and aren't over-engineered. Heather Rice Included in Draft Plan as a part of the design, 

construction, and maintenance standards.

Trail Design Standards

User Group Conflicts
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Concerns with the increase of commercial horse use in 
FNBP and its potential impact on State park land. We would 
like to see some type of regulation for commercial horse use 
...limiting horses and riders during the "shoulder season" ... 
make commercial horse owners responsible for picking up 
their horses' manure.

Mark Miner

P&R requires equestrian concessionaires to obtain a 
permit for their operations in FNBP. Equestrian 
concessionaires must operate consistent with an 
operations plan and past park practice. The permit notes 
the concessionaire must use only approved trails, avoid 
muddy trails, and clean manure from the trails that were 
used at least twice a month.

I am wondering if there is a stipulation to their permit 
[commercial horse operators] that has to do with "manure 
removal"?

Karen Erickson See above.

Require horse and dog owners to pick up after their animals. Heather Rice
This is already required. Under Chapter 25 Public Lands, 
(25.70.060) Activities Prohibited in parks, owners "shall 
immediately collect and peoperly dispose of feces…"

I have already seen first hand the conflict between bike 
traffic and users who prefer a park left in a less mechanical 
traffic use and abuse.

Hugh McPeck

The Draft FNBP Trails Plan provides a balance of higher 
and lower intensity recreational uses areas throughout the 
park. In recognition of the desire for some more natural 
areas, some areas throughout the park have been 
designated as no new trail development, as outlined in 
Project #18.

…ongoing conflict between equestrians and skiers (including 
skijorers) on the multi-use trails. …equestrian use of some 
trails degrades the trail for other users.

Gordon Wetzel  

Appropriate uses are addressed on Figure 16 - however 
most trails will remain designated for multiple uses. As 
noted above, equestrian concessionaire permits can limit 
use of some trails if needed. This plan was designed to 
address trail standards, conditions and trail demands. It 
was not intended to change existing park use rules and 
regulations.

I might also like to discuss the… inconsistent standards of 
expectation between the user groups. David Cummings The range of trail class is designed to clarify the 

experience expectations for each trail.

Sharing or common trails with the sled dog teams is not safe 
or acceptable for any of the users.

Susan Wagnon This is consistent with P&R policy and is illustrated on 
Figure 16.

…damage of trails by inappropriate horse and motorized 
vehicle use…. Lisa Holzapfel

Motorized use is not permitted on any trail in FNBP. In 
addition, the Singletrack trails are designed for bicycle 
use and are open to all non-motorized use except 
equestrians (see Figure 16).

Commercial equestrian use needs to be restricted to trails 
that can handle it Adrian Beebee See above.

...we are very concerned about potential effects on habitat 
and conflicts with bears. Potential impacts from trail projects 
on the park environment have not been evaluated. Habitats 
of particular concern include wetlands; stream corridors, 
habitats for rare birds,  and critical bear habitats. 
...…increased activity and noise can displace some species 
from their habitat.

Vivian 
Mendenhall     

The project team met with regulatory agencies such as 
ADF&G, DNR, and the USACE during plan development to 
discuss environmental and wildlife issues.  We will also be 
taking this Draft Plan to the newly formed Natural 
Resource and Watershed Advisory Commission.  

…wildlife issues addressed by a comprehensive plan that 
evaluates of the park as a whole, rather than punishing a 
single user group…

Pat Rinehart See above.

Environmental Impacts
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Increased bicycle traffic would impact nesting birds, flora and 
fauna, and pose a public safety hazard to unsuspecting 
bicyclists travelling through an established bear corridor. 

Hugh McPeck

The plan attempts to balance recreation demands with the 
need to minimize wildlife-human conflicts. The proposed 
seasonal closure of Rover's Run (Project #11) is designed 
to minimize conflicts in the highly used creek corridor 
during salmon season. Project #24 allows for trails that 
are not within the heaviest use area for bears.

I have concerns with putting a bike path in a wildlife corridor 
with the recent bear problems. Blair Christensen See above.

I'd encourage you to temper your response to a unique high 
bear-encounter year with the dire need for new singletrack….

Adrienne 
Lindholm See above.

…establish the park as a people friendly environment. This is 
not a nature preserve, that would be one mile down the road.

Joseph 
Weinberger See above.

If this [removal of STA Phase II] is because of recent bear 
problems, well less trails is not the solution,…. Alex Wilson See above.

Why should we citizens of this community not be able to 
recreate within city limits due to over population of bears? 
…Your attitude should be, "this is a city and we are going to 
develop it to the maximum benefit for the citizens of 
Anchorage, not bears."

Mike Vania See above.

Removing the trails [STA Phase II] from the long term plan is 
a poorly thought approach to solving the wildlife problems…. Ira Edwards See above.

…Lore and Abbott trailheads are the most vital to the 
equestrians. Karen Erickson Acknowledged.

We would like to see the park managers focus their time, 
money and energies into improving existing trails. 
Specifically board walking, improving drainage.

Mark Miner

This Draft Plan proposes improvements to existing trails, 
as well as development of new ones.  In this project, P&R 
is trying to address existing trail conditions as well as 
address increasing demands for a variety of types of 
trails.  

I would love to see some official trails. Oscar Avellaneda Acknowledged.

Leave some trails unlighted for moonlight skiing, walking, 
horseback riding in the winter. Heather Rice

Comment noted.  This plan strives to strike a balance 
between all the different trail classes for varying 
experiences throughout FNBP. Therefore, many trails will 
remain unlit.

Other Comments
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