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AGENDA
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN
STREET SAFETY COMMISSION
(BPSSC)

September 10, 2019
6:00 PM

Location:

Members:
o Trevor Roark
o Bill Fehrenbach
o Michael O’Meara
o Ald. Cathy Dugan
o Keely Fishler
o Nick Corbin (Alternate)
Police Department – Room 122
933 Michigan Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481

1. Call to Order
2. Persons who wish to address the committee for up to three (3) minutes on a non-agenda item*
Discussion and Possible Action on the Following:
3. Report of the August 13, 2019 meeting
4. Presentation on impacts of urban sprawl for bicyclists and pedestrians
5. 2019 Bicycle and Pedestrian Count
6. Discuss and/or schedule walking audit of 2020 street reconstruction projects
7. Transportation Alternative Grant recommendations for 2020 application cycle
8. Staff update
9. Adjourn

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that any person who has special needs while attending these meetings or needs agenda materials for these

meetings should contact the City Clerk as soon as possible to ensure that a reasonable accommodation can be made. The City Clerk
can be reached by telephone at (715) 346-1569 or by mail at 1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481.
Maps further defining the above area(s) may be obtained from the City of Stevens Point Department of Community Development,
1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481, or by calling (715) 346-1567, during normal business hours.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that a quorum of the Common Council may be in attendance at this meeting.
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Memo

Plan Staff
Community Development
City of Stevens Point
1515 Strongs Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481
Ph: (715) 346-1567 • Fax: (715) 346-1498

City of Stevens Point – Department of Community Development
To:

Plan Commission

From:

Plan Staff

Date:

9/6/2019

Re:

Agenda Items for Bicycle Pedestrian Street Safety Commission Meeting: September 10,
2019

1. Call to Order
2. Persons who wish to address the committee for up to three (3) minutes on a non-agenda item*
Discussion and Possible Action on the Following:
3. Report of the August 13, 2019 meeting
Minutes are attached to the agenda packet.
4. Presentation on Impacts of urban sprawl for bicyclists and pedestrians
Trevor Roark will be conducting a presentation on the impacts of urban sprawl for bicyclists.
5. 2019 Bicycle and Pedestrian Count
The Bicycle and Pedestrian Count will occur on September 11 and September 14. Commissioner
Fehrenbach will lead the count this year and provide summaries shortly thereafter.
6. Discuss and/or schedule walking audit of 2020 street reconstruction projects
Attached is a walk audit toolkit from AARP.
7. Transportation Alternative Grant recommendations for 2020 application cycle
Five members of the Commission submitted feedback recharging possible TAP grant projects.
Original submissions and a combined spreadsheet are attached. Staff would recommend at least
three final recommendations be chosen for the grant which will then will be discussed further
amongst City staff and the Wisconsin Department of Transportation. The prioritization model is also
attached for reference.
8. Staff update
A meeting for the Downtown and Division Street Corridors Plans will occur on October 8 to review
the final drafts. A meeting time and location are to be determined.
9. Adjourn
Page 1 of 1
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REPORT OF CITY BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN STREET SAFETY COMMISSION
August 13, 2019 – 6:00 PM
Police Department, Room 122 – 933 Michigan Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481
PRESENT: Commissioners Roark, O’Meara, Dugan, and Fishler.
ALSO PRESENT: Associate Planner Kearns, Secretary Mohr, Director Beduhn, and Alderperson Jennings.
1. Call to Order.

INDEX:

2. Persons who wish to address the committee for up to three (3) minutes on a non-agenda item*
Discussion and Possible Action on the Following:
3. Report of the July 11, 2019 meeting
4. Artistic crosswalks for the dangerous intersections
5. Transportation Alternatives Grant project prioritization analysis for 2020 grant cycle
6. Carrie Frost Drive street improvements and other nearby intersection improvements relating to the Meijer
development project
7. Typical street section reconstruction designs for 2020
8. Staff update
9. Adjourn
1. Call to Order.
It was noted that Commissioner Crook should be corrected to Commissioner Fishler.
Present: Roark, O’Meara, Dugan, Fishler
Excused: Fehrenbach
2. Persons who wish to address the committee for up to three (3) minutes on a non-agenda item*
Commissioner Fishler, new to the commission, introduced herself and stressed the importance of being
active and engaged in the community. She also clarified for the audience that many of the ideas or items
brought forward at the BPSSC meeting were not made up, but rather came from the Bicycle and Pedestrian
Plan. She urged participation from the community.
Chairperson Roark announced the ongoing vacancy for the alternate position. Applications could be found at
the City website, or interest could be emailed directly to trevor.roark.bpssc@gmail.com.
Chairperson Roark commended the Common Council and City staff for recent improvements to Stanley
Street. The restriping was a positive for the community, noting that safety on a bicycle had been increased
as a result. Commissioners echoed his statements, adding that it was easy to drive and bike.
Discussion and Possible Action on the Following:
3. Report of the July 11, 2019 meeting
Commissioner O’Meara moved to approve the report of July 11, 2019 meeting with the following;
seconded by Alderperson Dugan
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Motion carried 4-0.
4. Artistic crosswalks for the dangerous intersections
Chairperson Roark summarized a recent report which had been highlighted on National Public Radio
regarding creative crosswalks, and how they were being used in urban design, specifically how Rochester,
New York had threaded the needle between being creative while still following regulations. He provided the
following details:
1. Colorful crosswalks/engaging sidewalks lead to safer intersections, stronger neighborhoods, and
better public health.
2. Finding new ways to protect people from cars is becoming more urgent, however the Federal
Highway Administration states that crosswalk art is contrary to increased safety and promotes a
false sense of security for motorists and pedestrians.
3. Local communities have already begun implementing creative sidewalks and have found success,
including Wausau and Waupaca.
4. There was a brief discussion with Director Beduhn to see if there was possibility for Stevens Point to
implement creative crosswalks, and what that process or potential barriers would look like.
5. Additional feedback, comments or thoughts, and discussion from the commission were encouraged.
Commissioners had the following comments:
1. Comment that crash history was the same for marked and unmarked crosswalks, noting that a
nationwide GIS study showed that marked crosswalks were not safer. However, marked crosswalks
showed where cars should not encroach.
2. Pedestrian accidents more often occurred because of inattentive drivers or drunk drivers.
3. Noted the possibility of drivers also becoming desensitized to crosswalks because of too many
marked crosswalks.
4. Suggestion on tying a potential City creative crosswalk with the university’s Suzuki program. Can
replicate Rochester, New York crosswalk as an experiment.
5. Comment that specific designs should take regulations into consideration, such as predominately
black and white designs, and no crazy colors.
6. Potential to include creative crosswalks as part of a federal grant request.
7. Potential to involve volunteers which would make creative crosswalk projects more cost effective
than other options, like bump-outs.
Associate Planner Kearns arrived at 6:15 PM.
Director Beduhn provided the following comments:
1. Explained that the Federal Highway Administration would be the biggest barrier.
a. Concerns with federal regulation and legalities. Would require City Attorney input as it could
place additional liabilities on the City.
2. Ideal designs should have high contrasting colors, such as earth tones, and repeating patterns.
3. Potential to explore concept on a temporary basis first, and then provide the data to the Highway
Administration and Department of Transportation for their blessings as the City would need to
demonstrate that safety was still the priority.
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There was a brief discussion on whether creative crosswalks really increased safety, and to what extent
compared to other methods such as bump outs, flashing lights, pedestrian islands, adding trees, removing
signs from the right-of-way, and having count down timers.
There was a consensus to continue the conversation regarding creative crosswalks, in addition to involving
the City Attorney to review liabilities and past litigations.
No action was taken.
5. Transportation Alternatives Grant project prioritization analysis for 2020 grant cycle
Chairperson Roark summarized that the City of Stevens Point had been awarded a TAP grant in 2016 for the
2016-2020 grant cycle. They were now moving into a new cycle the City was eligible for, reminding the
commission that they had come to a consensus during the last meeting to apply for the new cycle. They
would be looking at items for consideration in terms of projects to pursue.
Associate Planner Kearns interjected that while they were not committed to applying for the grant, if there
was a project that was a strong candidate, and if the different departments could provide their time and
assistance, they should definitely look at applying. Condensing the suggestions into the prioritization model
that was recently adopted was critical in selecting a project, so they could begin work as soon as possible.
Commissioner O’Meara provided the following for consideration:
1. Division Street to North Point Drive and Academy Avenue sidewalk project, in conjunction with Safe
Routes to Schools. There is crash history for both arterial street areas, and each are high usage.
Additionally may align with the Bicycle Pedestrian Plan, and potentially align with draft
recommendations for the Targeted Area Master Plan.
2. Sponsor community programs, involve local employers and school district; Bike to Work Week
program & Safe Bicycles to School program.
3. Enforce pedestrian crosswalk regulations, and enforce sidewalk maintenance, like snow shoveling.
4. Continue with Bicycle and Pedestrian Count.
5. Install bicycle parking at popular destinations.
Commissioner Fishler provided the following for consideration:
1. Reiterated to the audience that suggestions being brought forward were being taken from the
Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.
2. Get children moving; Child Obesity Program and Walk/Wheel Wednesday. City is safer than parents
may think in allowing students to walk or bike to school. Distributing preferred routes map to
students and parents was also suggested.
3. Sponsor family-friendly community events that promote bicycling and walking, such as a scavenger
hunt, as well as getting local businesses involved.
Chairperson Roark provided the following for consideration:
1. Install bicycle parking at commercial areas and replace existing ‘wheel bender’ facilities.
2. Install bicycle parking at transit stops.
3. Main Street reconstruction towards the Riverfront; Targeted Area Master Plans allude to corridor
connection which could provide more leverage.
4. Safe Routes to School program, and replace existing ‘wheel bender’ facilities for students.
Page 3 of 36
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Alderperson Dugan provided the following for consideration:
1. Strengthen walking connections throughout City. Many broken sidewalk connections exist, need to
pursue sidewalk continuation program, especially around schools.
2. Bicycle education events for children, teens, and adults. Connect with organizations to target older
interested population, and partner with schools to educate students.
3. Assure there are bicycle facility accommodations on new development projects.
Associate Planner Kearns lastly commented that while the prioritization model provided a ranking system,
an item ranked high may not be a good candidate or project for funding. He stressed that the timeline in
moving forward was critical as moving forward with an application would require commission and Common
Council approval.
Chairperson Roark asked that commissioners send their suggestions and feedback to staff for further review.
No action was taken.
6. Carrie Frost Drive street improvements and other nearby intersection improvements relating to the Meijer
development project
Associate Planner Kearns distributed the latest site plan for the Meijer development and provided the
following information:
1. Explanation of development location and site access.
2. Meijer had agreed to several bicycle and pedestrian accommodations.
a. A bus shelter on west side of site along Carrie Frost Drive. Meijer would pay for the
construction of the shelter, then donate it to the City.
b. Potential for continuation of a multi-use path down Carrie Frost Drive.
c. Intersection improvements would be forthcoming.
d. Confirmed future accommodations for out-lots as new development arose.
Commissioners had the following comments:
1. Inquiry as to whether bicycle parking was confirmed at the transit stop, to which staff stated that it
wasn’t official, but that it would be recommended.
2. Expressed concern over the retention ponds near site access points, especially with the amount of
traffic in the area. Staff stated that Meijer was set on having access set as is, but additional ponds
would be added for future out lots.
3. Statement that the multi-use path would seem to stop mid-block on the northwest end, to which
staff explained that the new intersection would provide better connectivity with the sidewalk and
path, and they would be recommending carrying the multi-use path throughout.
4. Expressed concern for the overall development and proposed accommodations, noting that there
were many residences in the area and stressed the need for good pedestrian connectivity.
5. Concerns for amount of impervious surface and urban sprawl.
Associate Planner Kearns recommended touching base with Director Beduhn on additional areas.
No action was taken.
7. Typical street section reconstruction designs for 2020
Page 4 of 36
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Director Beduhn summarized typical street section designs for 2020 reconstruction projects, noting that
they had specifically looked at reducing streets that were too wide in order to reduce the distance for
pedestrian crossings, and also looked at increasing the terraces and planting trees to garner traffic calming
effects with vehicles. He reviewed the following and welcomed comment throughout:
1. High Street, Reserve Street to Fremont Street
2. Prais Street
3. Jersey Street
4. Sims Avenue, Illinois Avenue to Michigan Avenue
5. Briggs Street, Division Street to Reserve Street
6. Fremont Street, Main Street to Stanley Street
7. College Avenue
8. Illinois Avenue
9. Fourth Avenue
Commissioner O’Meara inquired on why Fremont Street had its proposed sidewalk along the street, rather
than having a terrace as a buffer from the street. He noted that the existing terrace space could be shifted to
be between the sidewalk and street, rather than having the sidewalk along the street.
Director Beduhn noted that university trees or use could be in the area, but he would further inquire on the
reasoning internally.
Chairperson Roark commended the City’s efforts on lane reduction.
Chairperson Roark asked if staff had plans to do an updated parking study for the corridors reviewed.
Director Beduhn stated it was not something they were actively planning on doing, as often time they were
reacting to changes in parking issues.
No action was taken.
8. Staff update
Associate Planner Kearns and Director Beduhn provided the following update:
1. A public involvement meeting for the I-39/USH 10 interchange would be held on Thursday, August
22, 2019, from 4:30 PM to 6:00 PM at the Portage County Library, Pinery Room.
2. Bicycle and pedestrian counts will occur Wednesday, September 11 from 3:30 – 5:30 PM, and
Saturday, September 14 from 10:00 AM – 12:00 PM. Interested volunteers wanting to assist in the
counts could contact Community Development office or email Commissioner Fehrenbach directly at
bfbpssc@gmail.com.
3. Michigan restriping status.
a. Any items related to the TAP grant would need to be done how it was outlined with the
Department of Transportation. Due to the specificity of the grant, they would not want to
deviate from the plan or use funds for other projects.
4. TAP Grant
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a. Reviewed preliminary submittal with SEH. Provided updates, and staff was now reviewing
Department of Transportation comments. Public informational meeting would be
forthcoming.
5. Electric scooter ordinance
a. Community Development / Inspection staff had not received comments from other
departments in regards to electric scooters.
9. Adjourn
Meeting adjourned at 7:24 PM.
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Attachments relating to Agenda Item 6: Meijer
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Attachments relating to Agenda Item 7: Reconstruction designs for 2020
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2020 Reconstruct Design Summary for High Street
1. Existing Conditions
Existing ROW Width 50 ft.
Functional Class
■ Local Street
□ Collector
□ Arterial

D Principal Arterial
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 32 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Existing Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width Varies 8- 9 ft.)
Done Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Existing Terrace
□ Yes (Width

ft.)

■ No

Trees within Terrace
□ Yes
■ No
On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted
■ Time Limited
■ No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side
■ One Side

□ Both Sides
□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None
D Signed Route
□ Sharrow

□ Bike Lane
□ Multi Use Path

l:\Beduhn\Design Reports\2020 Reconstructs\Design Summary High.docx
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2. Study Recommendations
Bike and Pedestrian Plan
None
SRTS
None

3. Proposed Actions
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 32 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width 8 ft.)
D one Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Terrace
□ Yes (Width

ft.)

■ No

Trees within Terrace
□ Yes
■ No

On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted
■ Time Limited
■ No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side
■ One Side

□ Both Sides
□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None

D Signed Route
□ Sharrow

D Bike Lane
□ Multi Use Path
l :\Beduhn\Design Reports\2020 Reconstructs\Design Summary High .docx
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2020 Reconstruct Design Summary for Jersey Street
1. Existing Conditions
Existing ROW Width 50 ft.
Functional Class
■ Local Street
□ Collector

□ Arterial
D Principal Arterial

Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 32 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Existing Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width Varies 5 ft.)
D one Side
■ Both Sides

□ No
Existing Terrace
■ Yes (Width 3 ft.)

□ No
Trees within Terrace
■ Yes (1)

□ No
On Street Parking
■ Yes

□ No
On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted

□ Both Sides

■ Time Limited

□ One Side
■ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ No Parking

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities

■ None
D Signed Route
D Sharrow
D Bike Lane
□ Multi Use Path

l:\Beduhn\Design Reports\2020 Reconstructs\Deslgn Summary Jersey.docx
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2. Study Recommendations
Bike and Pedestrian Plan
None
SRTS
None

3. Proposed Actions
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 29 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width 5 ft.)
Done Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Terrace
■ Yes (Width 4 ft.)
□ No

Trees within Terrace
■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted
■ Time Limited
■ No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side
■ One Side

□ Both Sides

□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None
D Signed Route
□ Sharrow

D Bike Lane
□ Multi Use Path
l :\Beduhn\Design Reports\2020 Reconstructs\Design Summary Jersey.docx
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2020 Reconstruct Design Summary for Prais Street
1. Existing Conditions
Existing ROW Width 50 ft.
Functional Class
D Local Street
■ Collector
□ Arterial

D Principal Arterial
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 32 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Existing Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width Varies 5 - 5.5 ft.)
□ One Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Existing Terrace
■ Yes (Width O- 2 ft .)
□ No

Trees within Terrace
□ Yes
■ No

On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted
■ Time Limited
■ No Parking

D

One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None
D Signed Route
□ Sharrow

D

Bike Lane

□ Multi Use Path

l:\Beduhn\Design Reports\2020 Reconstructs\Design Summary Prais.docx
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2. Study Recommendations
Bike and Pedestrian Plan
None
SRTS
None

3. Proposed Actions
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 29 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Sidewalk
■ Yes {Width 5 ft.)
Done Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Terrace
■ Yes (Width 4 ft.)
□ No

Trees within Terrace
■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted
■ Time limited
■ No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side
■ One Side

□ Both Sides
□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None
D Signed Route
□ Sharrow

D Bike Lane
0 Multi Use Path
l :\Beduhn\Design Reports\2020 Reconst ructs\Design Summary Prais.docx
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2020 Reconstruct Design Summary for Sims Avenue
1. Existing Conditions
Existing ROW Width 47 ft.
Functional Class
■ Local Street
□ Collector

□ Arterial

D Principal Arterial
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 32 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Existing Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width 5 ft.)
□ One Side
■ Both Sides
□ No
Existing Terrace
■ Yes (Width 1.5 ft.)
□ No

Trees within Terrace
□ Yes
■ No

On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted
■ Time Limited
■ No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None
D Signed Route
□ sharrow
□ Bike Lane
□ Multi Use Path

l :\Beduhn\Design Reports\2020 Reconstructs\Design Summary Sims.docx
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2. Study Recommendations
Bike and Pedestrian Plan
None
SRTS
None

3. Proposed Actions
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 29 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width 5 ft.)
D one Side
■ Both Sides
□ No
Terrace
■ Yes (Width 2.5 ft.)
□ No

Trees within Terrace
□ Yes
■ No

On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted
■ Time Limited
■ No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None
D Signed Route
□ Sharrow
□ Bike Lane

□ Multi Use Path
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2020 Reconstruct Design Summary for Briggs Street
1. Existing Conditions
Existing ROW Width 50 ft.
Functional Class
■ Local Street
□ Collector
□ Arterial

D Principal Arterial
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 32 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Existing Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width 5 ft.)
□ One Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Existing Terrace
■ Yes (Width ~3 ft.)
□ No

Trees within Terrace

□ Yes
■ No

On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ Time Limited

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ No Parking

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None

D Signed Route
□ Sharrow
□ Bike Lane

0

Multi Use Path
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2. Study Recommendations
Bike and Pedestrian Plan
None
SRTS
None

3. Proposed Actions
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 30 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width 5 ft.)
D one Side
■ Both Sides

□ No
Terrace
■ Yes (Width 3.5 ft.)
□ No

Trees within Terrace

□ Yes
■ No

On Street Parking

■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted
■ Time Limited
■ No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None
D Signed Route
□ Sharrow

D Bike Lane
0 Multi Use Path
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2020 Reconstruct Design Summary for Fremont Street
1. Existing Conditions
Existing ROW Width 60 ft.
Functional Class
D Local Street
■ Collector
□ Arterial

D Principal Arterial
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) Varies 32 - 39 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Existing Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width Varies 5 -10 ft.)
□ One Side
■ Both Sides
□ No
Existing Terrace
■ Yes (Width Varies 0- 7 ft.)
□ No

Trees within Terrace
■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted
■ Time Limited
■ No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None
D Signed Route
□ Sharrow
□ Bike Lane
□ Multi Use Path
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2. Study Recommendations
Bike and Pedestrian Plan
None
SRTS
None

3. Proposed Actions
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 32 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width west: 10 ft and east 5 ft.)
□ One Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Terrace
■ Yes (Width west: 0 ft. and east 7 ft.)
□ No

Trees within Terrace

■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted

■ Time Limited
■ No Parking

□ One Side
■ One Side

□ Both Sides
□ Both Sides

■ One Side

□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None
D Signed Route
□ Sharrow
□ Bike Lane
□ Multi Use Path
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2020 Reconstruct Design Summary for College Avenue
1. Existing Conditions
Existing ROW Width 50 ft.
Functional Class
■ Local Street
□ Collector

□ Arterial

D Principal Arterial
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 32 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Existing Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width Varies 5 - 7 ft.)
Done Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Existing Terrace
■ Yes (Width Varies 0 - 2 ft.)
□ No
Trees within Terrace
■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted
■ Time Limited

■ No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side
■ One Side

□ Both Sides
□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None
D Signed Route
□ Sharrow

□ Bike Lane

0

Multi Use Path
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2. Study Recommendations
Bike and Pedestrian Plan
None
SRTS
None

3. Proposed Actions
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 29 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width 5 ft.)
□ One Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Terrace
■ Yes (Width 4 ft.)
□ No

Trees within Terrace
■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking

■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted
■ Time Limited
■ No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

■ One Side
■ One Side

□ Both Sides
□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
■ None

D Signed

Route

□ Sharrow
□ Bike Lane

0

Multi Use Path
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2020 Reconstruct Design Summary for Illinois Avenue
1. Existing Conditions
Existing ROW Width 60 ft.
Functional Class
■ Local Street
□ Collector
□ Arterial

D Principal Arterial
Width of Street {Curb Face to Curb Face) Varies 36 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban {Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Existing Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width Varies 5 - 8 ft.)
□ One Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Existing Terrace
■ Yes (Width Varies 3.5 - 7 ft.)
□ No
Trees within Terrace
■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking If YES
0 Unrestricted
■ Time Limited
D No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

□ One Side
□ One Side

■ Both Sides

□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
□ None
■ Signed Route
□ Sharrow

□ Bike Lane
□ Multi Use Path
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2. Study Recommendations
Bike and Pedestrian Plan
None
SRTS
None

3. Proposed Actions
Width of Street {Curb Face to Curb Face) 33 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban {Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width 5 ft.)
□ One Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Terrace
■ Yes (Width west: 4, east: 6 ft.)
□ No

Trees within Terrace
■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No
On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted

■ Time Limited
D No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

□ One Side

■ Both Sides
□ Both Sides

□ One Side

Bicycle Facilities

□ None
■ Signed Route
□ Sharrow
D Bike Lane
0 Multi Use Path
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2020 Reconstruct Design Summary for Fourth Avenue
1. Existing Conditions
Existing ROW Width 60 ft.
Functional Class
■ Local Street
□ Collector
□ Arterial

0

Principal Arterial

Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) Varies 24 - 37 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
■ Rural (Swales)
Existing Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width Varies 5 ft.)
□ One Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Existing Terrace
■ Yes (Width Varies 3.5 - 13 ft.)
□ No

Trees within Terrace
■ Yes (2)
□ No

On Street Parking

■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking If YES
0 Unrestricted
■ Time Limited
0 No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

□ One Side

■ Both Sides

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
□ None
■ Signed Route
□ Sharrow

D Bike Lane
0

Multi Use Path
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2. Study Recommendations
Bike and Pedestrian Plan
Bike Lane/Urban Shoulder from Illinois to Union
SRTS
None

3. Proposed Actions
Width of Street (Curb Face to Curb Face) 31 ft.
Type X-Section
■ Urban (Curb & Gutter)
D Rural (Swales)
Sidewalk
■ Yes (Width 5 ft.)
□ One Side
■ Both Sides
□ No

Terrace
■ Yes (Width 8 ft.)
□ No

Trees within Terrace
■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking
■ Yes
□ No

On Street Parking If YES
D Unrestricted
■ Time Limited
D No Parking

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

□ One Side

■ Both Sides

□ One Side

□ Both Sides

Bicycle Facilities
□ None
■ Signed Route
■ Sharrow
□ Bike Lane
□ Multi Use Path
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AARP
Walk Audit
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LEADER GUIDE
How to host a walkability
workshop and community walk audit
aarp.org/walk-audit

Real Possibilities

Introduction
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AARP Walk Audit Tool Kit Leader Guide

Walkable communities promote health, foster a sense of connection and community
among residents, and provide an overall sense of place and belonging that helps make
a neighborhood livable for people of all ages and life stages.
Walkability workshops and community walk audits provide a way for AARP state offices,
local community groups, concerned citizens and others to assess an area’s walkability by
observing how pedestrians and drivers use a particular street or intersection, recording
information about that use and then, if needed, making a case to the community and local
leaders for change.
The AARP Walk Audit Tool Kit Leader Guide builds upon the AARP Walk Audit Tool Kit,
a step-by-step self-service guide for assessing a community’s walkability.
This guide helps a community leader or group conduct a larger-scale walkability event
consisting of a workshop and an on-the-ground walk audit in which teams of volunteers
observe and document the use and safety of local streets.
The guide is organized as follows:
1. What to Do BEFORE the Workshop and Walk Audit
2. What Happens DURING the Workshop and Walk Audit
3. Things to Do AFTER the Workshop and Walk Audit
The Walk Audit Tool Kits focus on making observations that require relatively simple solutions
to improve walkability. However, improvements toward walkability and livability often
entail more complex considerations such as land use, redevelopment, road design and
infrastructure. The walk audit work of community residents and leaders can often achieve
a greater impact by using the results in support of efforts to establish so-called Complete
Streets or Safe Streets policies, as well as legislation to help ensure that streets are designed
and renovated for the benefit of all users — pedestrians, bicyclists, public transit riders —
instead of only those driving or riding in motor vehicles.
We encourage you to adapt the tool kit for your own workshop and walk audit needs.
If you have questions or comments about this resource, please let us know by writing
to us at livable@aarp.org.

A publication of AARP Livable Communities | AARP Community, State and National Affairs
Web: AARP.org/livable and AARP.org/walk-audit | Email: livable@aarp.org | Twitter: @AARPLivable
AARP 601 E Street NW, Washington, D.C., 20049
© AARP 2016 | All Rights Reserved
2
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Leader Guide

u What to Do BEFORE the Workshop and Walk Audit
The following steps and tasks will need to be done by the event coordinator or, if multiple people
or organizations are involved, by an event committee or working group.

•
1

•

DETERMINE WHERE TO “AUDIT”
Identify and map the chosen walkable areas.
These locations could be in residential
neighborhoods or near places of worship,
a shopping center or a community center.

3 	 FIND AND RESERVE A WORKSHOP SPACE

The area to audit could also be a spot where
pedestrians have been hit by vehicles in the
past or where there is a known safety problem.
A walkable area can be as small as one
intersection or it might include several streets
and intersections.

You’ll need a space large enough to
accommodate the anticipated number of
attendees. That space should comply with
the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and
have bathrooms available for attendees to use.
A typical workshop location would be a city
hall, community center, school or recreation
center. The meeting space should be within a
reasonable walking distance of the walk audit
area. If this isn’t possible, you’ll need to arrange
transportation.

 hen choosing which areas to survey consider
W
how extensive the needed improvements will
be. If a complex solution or costly construction
will be required, walk audit participants may
feel that their efforts are unlikely to result in
any change. Sometimes areas that will benefit
greatly from simple solutions are great and
inspiring walk audit locations.

•
4

If this is your community’s first walk audit, or
if volunteer participation may be light, consider
starting small with one or two intersections
and a connecting street and pursuing the areas
that can be improved via simple solutions.
The workshop and walk audit event can
then serve as a stepping-stone for building
a coalition and moving forward toward more
comprehensive solutions.

•


While
the walk audit portion of the event will
of course take place outdoors and in the streets,
the workshop activities that will happen before
and after the walk audit will be held indoors.

CHECK FURNITURE, FOOD,TECHNOLOGY
Make sure that whatever workshop space you
select has seating and that the seating can
be arranged in a style of your choosing (e.g.,
classroom, theater-style or horseshoe).
 ou’ll need at least two tables, one for people
Y
to sign in when they arrive and another for
refreshments. A third table can hold any
supplies (clipboard, pens, audit sheets, etc.)
you’ll be providing to participants.
 big must is to arrange for, set up and test
A
in advance any audiovisual equipment you’ll
need: a projector, laptop computer, screen,
extension cords, podium, sound system, etc.

2 	CHOOSE A DATE AND TIME FOR THE

WORKSHOP AND WALK AUDIT
Think about whom you want to participate
in the event and what you want them to see.
Knowing your “who” and “what” will be key to
whether you schedule the event for a weekday
versus a weekend, during school hours or rush
hour, daytime or evening, etc.
3
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SEND THE INVITATIONS
Inviting the right people to your event —
neighbors, civic leaders, and key governmental,
nonprofit and institutional contacts — will
increase the impact of the workshop. It also
helps make follow-up actions easier because
the people who can help make improvements
will be part of the process all along.

 Representatives from local AARP chapters
 Advocacy or volunteer organizations such as
environmental and health groups
 Disability rights/advocacy organizations
 PTAs or PTOs (Parent Teacher Associations
or Parent Teacher Organizations)
 Walking clubs

Inviting community members who have
physical disabilities or baby strollers in tow can
help the walk audit teams identify real-world
barriers to mobility. You can also provide walk
audit team members with mobility aids such as
walkers or crutches to encourage them to be
sensitive to mobility barriers.

 Bicycling clubs
 Running clubs
 College-based student-service organizations
 Faith organizations
 Local business representatives (such as from
the Chamber of Commerce, the president of
the largest private employer in the region,
the head of the tourism council)

If possible, ask invitees to RSVP to your
invitation or register if they intend to
participate. You can give people the option
of participating in only the workshop if they
don’t want to or can’t participate comfortably
in the walk audit.

 Members from a Main Street group,
downtown development authority or
business development district

The invitation and/or your confirmation
response should include information about
the physical expectations of the walk audit
and instruct participants about what supplies
(e.g., a backpack or tote bag, hat, sunscreen,
sunglasses) they should bring.

 Staff from the state or local engineering,
public works, health, aging, parking,
planning, transportation, and parks and
recreation departments (such as those with
the titles director, traffic engineer, planner,
walk-bike coordinator, Americans with
Disabilities Act coordinator)

Be sure to have contact information for each
registrant so you can get in touch if, due to
weather or an unforeseen event, the workshop
and/or walk audit need to be canceled or
rescheduled.

 Safe Routes to School (SRTS) coordinator
 Members of a metropolitan planning
organization
 Elected or appointed government officials
(mayor, city council, city manager, county
manager, councilperson)

Here’s a list of the types of organizations and
people to invite to make your workshop and
walk audit efforts a success:

 Local law enforcement (police, fire, EMS)

 Local community groups and civic
associations

 Other safety organizations

 Neighbors of all walking ability levels
4
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•

	RECRUIT VOLUNTEERS TO BE
“WALK AUDIT CAPTAINS”
Walk audit captains are important to the
success of your workshop. Assuming that your
audit won’t involve just one group or location,
these volunteers will be responsible for each of
your walk audit teams from the time they leave
the meeting location until they return.

7

 	PREPARE THE WALK AUDIT TEAMS
Ideally, each team should have five to 10
participants — one or two for each distinct
checklist in the AARP Walk Audit Tool Kit.
There’s no maximum number of participants
per walk audit team.
Team Assignments:
 Crossing Streets and Intersections

You will need to recruit one walk audit captain
per walk audit team. (The responsibilities of
these individuals are detailed in the “Walk Audit
Captain’s Guide,” which begins later in this tool
kit.) Estimate the number of walk audit teams
— and captains — based on the number of
walkable areas you want to cover.

 Sidewalks
 Driver Behavior
 Safety
 Comfort and Appeal
You may want to spread the participation of
any special guests and influencers, such as city
officials or business leaders, among all the audit
teams. Other special considerations include:

The walk audit captains do not need prior
knowledge to lead their teams effectively.
However, they do need to be comfortable
guiding others and be willing to carry out
the duties you assign.

 Which walkable areas do you want certain
participants to see most?

Before the event, try to share the captain’s
guide pages with your chosen team leaders
so they’ll know how to prepare for the audit
and how to lead their assigned volunteers.
Send each captain the guide, the walk audit
checklists and a map of his or her assigned area.

 Which participants might have interests in
particular locations?
 Which participants can best help the
community reimagine streetscapes?
 Which participants can best help solve the
problems the teams may find?

It’s a good idea to meet with your captains
ahead of the event so you can review duties
with them and answer any questions. The ideal
is to have a pre-workshop meeting on a day
other than that of the workshop. If that’s not
possible, ask the captains to arrive at
the workshop an hour or so before the
participants do.

After finalizing your participant list or wish list,
write an audit team number on each name tag.
This will make it easy to assemble the teams
in their appropriate meeting spots during
the workshop.

5
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 Walking and bicycling data

	CREATE OUTREACH MATERIALS
AND A SOCIAL MEDIA PLAN

 A history or pertinent information about the
area where the walk audit will occur

S upplemental materials at the end of this guide
provide a sample invitation and media advisory
that you can customize.

 Photographs of the streets the group will
be visiting

To use social media most effectively,
organizations need to do more than
disseminate information. The real power
of social media lies in the ability to generate
dialogue and engage people in discussion.

 Photographs that show examples
of pedestrian- and bicycle-friendly
infrastructure
 The first slide can be an outline of the event’s
agenda with times noted for each activity

If you, your organization or local partners
already have active social media platforms such
as Facebook or Twitter, use them to begin a
discussion about walkability and to generate
interest in the workshop.

•

11 	 ORDER OR GATHER SUPPLIES

If a strong social media presence doesn’t
already exist for you or those involved, trying to
build a following in advance of the workshop
is unlikely to produce meaningful results.

•


Collect
the following items as needed for use
during the walk audit.*
For each participant:
 A street map of the area where the walk
audit will occur. (You can print a map from
Google Earth or other online mapping site
and then highlight the streets to cover.)

9 	DEVELOP THE AGENDA

•

 The last slide should contain your contact
information both during and after the event

Plan for approximately three hours to stage
the entire event from the “Welcome” when
people arrive for the workshop through to the
“Debriefing” after the walk audit is done.

 Printouts of the walk audit survey checklists
 A clipboard and notepaper
 A pen

A key time variable will be the walk audit. It will
take from 30 minutes to an hour to complete
the full walk audit. Add time as appropriate for
travel to and from the audit area (as well as
for restroom stops before and after).

 A reflective vest (optional but
recommended)
 A hat and sunscreen (if needed))
 A bottle of cold water

10 	 PREPARE THE PRESENTATION

To get your attendees up to speed about issues
related to walkability, it’s helpful to present
a short video or PowerPoint slideshow that
explains the goals of the event and the walk
audit and what will occur during the time
they’re with you. This presentation can include:

Team captains should be equipped with:
 A digital camera (such as on a smartphone)
 A stopwatch to time traffic signals
 Mobility aids such as walkers, crutches and/
or canes (optional)

 Data on pedestrian and motor vehicle
fatalities in the area

* The items you provide should be returned to you.
6
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NOTE ADDITIONAL JOBS
 ther tasks that will need doing and
O
assigning include:
 Welcoming and signing in the volunteers
as they arrive — and providing them with
information, their name tags and walk audit
packets
 Providing refreshments (to be served after
the walk audit outing), restocking the
refreshments and cleaning up afterward
 Determining whether you need to acquire
some accident or liability insurance for
the volunteers you’re gathering. (The legal
counsel for the municipality or organization
you’re with can provide guidance.)

NOTES:

7

Part 2

Page
AARP Walk
Audit46
Toolof
Kit64
Leader Guide

u What Happens DURING the Workshop and Walk Audit

•
1

INTRODUCTION
Welcome the audience, and thank your
facility hosts and organizers. Introduce any
special guests and explain their roles. It may
be appropriate to have them say a few words
as well. You can have the audience do selfintroductions, stating their name, any agency
affiliations and why they were interested in
participating. You can also conduct a brief
icebreaker exercise if you like.

b. G
 ive the walk audit teams about 20 minutes
to huddle and use their audit checklists to:
 Rate the walkability of each section of their audit
 Rate the overall walkability of their audit area
 List the biggest priority areas for improvement
 List the easy fixes (e.g., repairing broken
pavement on a sidewalk)

 List the difficult fixes (e.g., moving a telephone

•

pole obstruction from a sidewalk)

 	THE PRESENTATION
2
Your slides or introductory remarks should
include instructions for the participants on
how to conduct the walk audit and how to
assemble into teams. After the presentation,
let the walk audit captains take the lead. You
can accompany a survey team or stay behind
to remain at the workshop location.

c. Ask the participants to hand their surveys
to their team captain, who can report on:
 The location of the area surveyed
 The overall walkability ratings
 The top desired improvements

•
3

	 THE WALK AUDIT
Team captains and volunteers head out to
their assigned locations to conduct the audits.
Please refer to the accompanying AARP Walk
Audit Tool Kit for the details of how the walk
audit is conducted.

•
4

Now that participants have determined their
audit area ratings, you can display slides
or a computer screen as you go online to
calculate the Livability Score — from the AARP
Livability Index (AARP.org/livabilityindex) — of
the streets visited during the walk audit. You
can also show the Walk Score ratings of the
locations (from walkscore.com).

THE DEBRIEFING
a. When the participants return to the
workshop room, ask them to confer with
their audit teammates to share their
observations and feedback. Ask the groups
questions such as:

Do participants agree or disagree, and why?
NOTE: Walk Scores are based on nearby amenities such as
schools, stores, parks and restaurants. The score does not
account for factors such as street and community design,
safety from crime and crashes, topography (such as hills)
and weather.

 W
 hat kind of road users did you see? (e.g., ages,
levels of mobility and ways of getting around,
such as by using wheelchairs, walkers, bicycles,
skateboards, baby strollers, etc.)

 What did you see that works well?
 What did you see that needs improvement?
 Did anyone see specific perils for pedestrians?
8
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NEXT STEPS
Early in your workshop planning, consider
what general actions you may want to take
to improve walkability. Once you finish
discussing the findings, talk with the workshop
participants, guests and larger coalition to
discuss the next steps.
Staff from transportation and planning
agencies can be especially helpful in shaping
productive ideas to address issues found
during the walk audit. Publicly ask the decision
makers who are present to follow through with
improvements, and commend them for their
offers of assistance.
EXAMPLE: The AARP Arkansas state office
handled its discussion of findings and next
steps by facilitating a 90-minute debriefing. In
small groups, participants identified specific
projects and then gathered projects into
clusters by sticking notes on a wall. By the time
the debriefing concluded, the participants
had reached consensus about their goals and
priorities. The AARP state office then worked
with its coalition partners to prepare a “Pathway
Improvement Plan” for community review and
incorporation into the community’s master
street plan.

•
6

ADJOURNMENT

NOTES:

9
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u Things to Do AFTER the Workshop and Walk Audit
This section provides options for follow-up activities that can improve walkability.
Which activities should you choose? Consider:
 The extent of the changes needed
 The amount of support for the changes being sought
 The amount of support for implementing changes
 The finances required to make the changes
 The time frame for making the changes
 The level of effort you and others are prepared to invest
Given those considerations, use the following activities as a starting point to determine
which course of action may work best for your community and circumstances:
1. Contact city officials and others who offered
assistance at the workshop or sent staff.

6. Work with local and regional committees that
can promote the implementation of identified
improvements. Examples of committees
include transportation, aging and disabilities
commissions and citizen advisory committees
to the metropolitan planning organization (MPO)
or local government.

2. Hold a meeting with transportation or
planning officials to consider how best to make
improvements and whether plans for road design
or development can be created or modified.
3. Compile data, maps and photos from the walk
audits into a report to present to the appropriate
body (e.g., the city council or agency boards) that
can take action.

7. Form a committee to determine a comprehensive
approach to improving walkability, including
considerations about land use and redevelopment.
8. Stay in touch with workshop participants to keep
the momentum moving forward. Use the workshop
sign-in sheet and invitation list to keep supporters
engaged and connected.

4. Work with local leaders to push for needed
changes, articulate desires and draft and adopt
a plan for community improvements such as
sidewalks or bike lanes.

9. Continue outreach efforts to the rest of
the community.

5. Seek to develop new (or strengthen existing)
Complete Streets policies for decision makers
and agencies to consider so all road users will
be accommodated in future plans. (The National
Complete Streets Coalition — completestreets.org
— offers workshops on how to more effectively
balance the needs of all users and routinely create
and maintain complete streets.)

10
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u The WALK AUDIT Captain’s Guide
Your Walkability Workshop Event Coordinator is:
Name _________________________________________________
Contact Info ____________________________________________
_______________________________________________________
Your Walk Audit Team Number is __________________________

Thank you for volunteering as a walk audit captain.
Your participation will help everyone on your team
have a great experience as you work toward the goal
of enhancing community walkability. This two-page
guide explains your duties as a team captain. Some
details may change, so when in doubt, check with
your event coordinator.
q YOUR RESPONSIBILITIES
At the walkability workshop, one or more teams will
be formed to conduct a walk audit. As a team captain,
you are responsible for the team from the time it
leaves the meeting location until it returns. You will
lead team members as they jointly make observations
about roadway features that work well and features
that can be improved.
q HOW TO PREPARE
Your event coordinator will provide you with a map of
the walkable survey area and a copy of the walk audit
document. Your team members may not be familiar
with the survey area, and they almost certainly will
not be familiar with the walk audit checklist, so please
review it well. If you have time, walk the mapped
area ahead of time and consider any features you
may want to point out to your team. The walk audit
document will help you steer the team toward the
types of observations that will be helpful. You may
need to point out some initial observations to help

You can discuss your duties and any questions
with your event coordinator at a meeting on:
DATE: _____________________________________
TIME: _____________________________________
LOCATION: _________________________________

participants get their feet wet before they start
making observations on their own. A presentation
will be given at the walkability workshop that will
further explain what to look for and how to complete
the walk audit documents.
q HOW SURVEY TEAMS ARE FORMED
Each participant will have a number on his or her
name tag that corresponds to a walk audit team.
For example, if you are leading Audit Team #1, after
the workshop presentation, the event coordinator
will ask participants with #1 on their tag to join you
in a designated spot in the meeting room.
Depending on the number of participants, you will
assign them to take charge of or partner on various
sections of the AARP Walk Audit Tool Kit. There is
no maximum number of participants per team.
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q SUPPLIES AND MATERIALS
The event coordinator will provide you with several
items to distribute and use during the walk audit.
(All nonpersonal items should be returned to the event
coordinator.)

For each participant:
 A street map of the walk audit area
 Printouts of the walk audit checklists
 A clipboard
 Notepaper
 A pen
 A reflective vest (optional but recommended)
 A bottle of cold water
Team captains should be equipped with:
 A digital camera (such as on a smartphone)
 A stopwatch to time traffic signals
 Mobility aids such as walkers, crutches and/or
canes (optional)
q INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE WALK AUDIT TEAMS
Assign an individual or team to each of the five
assignment areas in the AARP Walk Audit Tool Kit.
Give a clipboard, paper and pen (total of four each)
to each team. If your audit area covers an intersection
with a traffic signal or crosswalk signal, give the
stopwatch to someone assigned to Assignment #1:
Crossing Streets and Intersections, so that person can
time the signals and record the data.
 Assign someone to take photos with the
digital camera
 Let team members know that everyone can have a
“job”
 Take a moment to ask if there are any questions
about the survey
 Guide the volunteers to the walkable area
 Keep track of the time and get the volunteers
back by the assigned return time

Help the team conduct a successful survey by:
 Guiding the team through the walk audit
document, answering questions, pointing out
problems and suggesting photos
 Identifying features that work well and those that
need improvement until participants “get their feet
wet” and start making their own observations
 Encouraging input from all participants
 Suggesting that participants try out mobility aids
if available
 Taking photographs of good and not-so-good
roadway features
 Reminding participants to be safe and stay alert
to their surroundings
 Making sure participants return to the workshop
meeting location on time
q AFTER THE WALK AUDIT
Your event coordinator will lead a debriefing session
to help determine the next steps for the findings from
the walk audit. During this session, your team will
huddle to rate your walk audit area. You will be asked
to report on the team’s findings.
Thank you for your help and attention!

Facts & Figures
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u About SIDEWALKS

u All About COMPLETE STREETS

 Eight in 10 Americans prefer being in a community that offers

Complete Streets initiatives help communities spur economic
development while accomplishing transportation objectives.
Small rural towns and major metropolitan centers that have
implemented Complete Streets elements have resulted in
positive economic benefits for commerce and property owners
in adjacent storefronts and surrounding neighborhoods.

sidewalks and good places to walk.

 Six in 10 people prefer a neighborhood that features a mix
of houses, shops and services within an easy walk versus a
neighborhood that requires a car for every errand.

 People who live in neighborhoods with sidewalks are 47

percent more likely than residents of areas without sidewalks
to be active at least 39 minutes a day.

 Sidewalks play a vital role in community life. As conduits for
pedestrian movement and access, they enhance
connectivity and promote walking. As public spaces,
sidewalks are the front steps to the community, activating
streets socially and economically.

 Safe, accessible, well-maintained sidewalks are a fundamental
community investment that enhances public health and
maximizes social capital.

 Sidewalks increase foot traffic in retail centers, delivering the

customers that local shops and restaurants need in order to
thrive. Retail properties with a Walk Score ranking of 80 out
of 100 were valued 54 percent higher than those with a Walk
Score of 20 and had an increase in net operating income
of 42 percent.

 Interest in sidewalks is so keen that they’ve become a factor

in home prices. For example, in a scenario where two houses
are nearly identical, the one with a five-foot-wide sidewalk
and two street trees not only sells for $4,000 to $34,000 more
but also sells in less time.

 A well-constructed sidewalk for a typical 50-foot-wide

residential property might cost a builder $2,000, but it can
return 15 times that investment in resale value. According to
a 2009 CEOs for Cities report, even a one-point increase in a
community’s Walk Score could increase home values by $700
to $3,000.

From the AARP Livability Fact Sheet: Sidewalks, by AARP
Livable Communities and the Walkable and Livable Communities
Institute | aarp.org/livability-factsheets

 CEOs for Cities found that a one-point Walk Score increase
increased the value of homes by as much as $3,000.

 The Brookings Institution found that increased walkability

has been associated with higher retail rents, values and sales.

 Hamburg, New York’s, Complete Streets initiative that focused
on Main Street resulted in $7 million in investment in 33 new
building projects and doubled property values.

 The Iowa Bicycle Coalition estimates that bicycling generated
more than $400 million in economic activity in the state,
which included direct expenditures on bicycle products and
services as well as economic activity resulting from bicycle
trips. In addition, bicycling generated roughly $87 million in
health savings statewide from improved resident fitness and
decreased health care expenditures.

 Arlington, Virginia’s, decision to concentrate development

around a public transit system that promoted walkability
and multimodal travel has produced noticeable results. As of
2012, $27.5 billion of the county’s $57.5 billion assessed land
value was located along the two Washington, D.C., Metro
corridors, which occupy only 11 percent of the county’s land
area. In addition, the number of jobs along these corridors
grew from 22,000 in 1970 to 96,300 by 2011.

 Portland, Oregon, has begun replacing some on-street

parking spaces with bicycle corrals. The replacements
increase the customer parking on a street from 400 to 800
percent. (One bicycle corral taking up one auto parking spot
allows for 10 individual customers to park their bicycles.)
Sixty-seven percent of business owners said they saw an
increase in foot and bike traffic after the placement of
bicycle corrals.

 Fifty-five percent of millennials and 42 percent of boomers
want public transportation options.

From The Livability Economy: People, Places and Prosperity |
aarp.org/livable-economy

Sample #1
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u Sample INVITATION LETTER
Help make Town/City Name a safer, easier place to walk.
Join our Walkability Workshop and Community Walk Audit
Dear Addressee:						Date
A walkable community is a healthy, thriving place in which people of all ages and abilities
can get where they need and want to go.
Organization Name is hosting a Walkability Workshop and Community Walk Audit
Date: __________________________
Times: ________ to ________
Location: _______________________
We would be delighted to have you and your staff (if an official) participate.
The purpose of the workshop is to make Town/City Name a safer, more walkable community.
As part of the workshop, we will break into teams to visit and rate nearby roadways and
locations by asking and answering questions such as:
• C
 an pedestrians safely and easily walk on the sidewalks?
• Do pedestrians have enough time to get across the street?
• Are there spots where pedestrians should be able to walk or cross but can’t?
We will only walk a short distance. Please wear comfortable clothes, and be prepared
for changeable weather (umbrella, sunglasses, etc.). After the walk audit we will serve
refreshments and discuss our collective findings.
We hope you will join us and work with the other participants to make Town/City Name
a more walkable community.
For additional information about the workshop or to volunteer or register, please contact
Name at Phone or Email.
Sincerely,
Ending for officials/special guests: Your participation will greatly add to the success of the
event. We hope you will join us and work together to make Town/City Name a more walkable
community for people of all ages. Please let me know by date if you can attend. Feel free to
contact me at Phone or Email with any questions.
Sincerely,

Sample #2
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u Sample MEDIA ADVISORY
Date
Contact Name, Title
Phone
Email
Organization Name Hosting a Workshop to Make Town/City Name More Walkable
Organization is holding a Walkability Workshop to make Town/City Name a safer community
for pedestrians. Residents, local leaders, transportation officials and others will come together
to survey and rate nearby sidewalks and streets, discuss findings and follow through to help
people of all ages in Town/City Name get where they need and want to go.
WHAT: Workshop participants will visit and rate nearby roadways to evaluate and assess
walkability, using a survey developed by AARP, by asking and answering questions such as:
 an pedestrians safely and easily walk on the sidewalks?
• C
• Do pedestrians have enough time to get across the street?
• Are there spots where pedestrians should be able to walk or cross but can’t?
Results of the surveys will be shared with elected officials, policy makers, municipal planners
and others concerned with making Town/City Name a safer, more comfortable and more
livable community for people of all ages.
WHEN:

Date and Time

WHERE:

Address

FACT: According to AARP research, 40 percent of adults age 50 and older report inadequate sidewalks
in their neighborhoods. Nearly 50 percent report that they cannot safely cross the main roads close
to their home. Half of those who reported such problems said they would walk, bicycle or take the
bus more often if the problems were fixed. About one-third of Americans do not drive, so pedestrianfriendly roadways are essential for people of all ages to both get around and to stay active and healthy.

AARP Walk Audit Tool Kit Leader Guide
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Available for download at AARP.org/walk-audit
AARP
Wal\lAud\t
tool Kit

AARP Walk Audit Tool Kit: A step-by-step self-service
guide for assessing a community’s walkability

AARP Walk Audit Tool Kit Leader Guide:

How to host a walkability workshop and community walk audit
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2020 Transportation Alternatives Grant Recommended Projects
Edited: September 5, 2019
Commissioner

Trevor Roark

Goal/Objective/Policy Recommendation
Policy C3.3: Provide adequate bicycle parking
throughout the Urban Area, particularly in
commercial districts, government buildings, parks,
and schools. (page 36)

Goal C: Maintain and Enhance the Infrastructure that
Supports Bike-Ped Activity. Objective C1: Maintain
facilities to provide safe year-round usage. Policy
Bill Fehrenbach C1.5: Work to increase compliance of snow-ice
removal. And add “removal or trimming of tree limbs
and bushes that obstruct residential sidewalks.”

Michael
O'Meara

Ald. Cathy
Dugan

Keely Fishler

Nick Corbin
(Alternate)

Non-Infrastructure Recommendation
None

Other Program & Policy
Recommendation
Provide bicycle parking at popular
transit stops. (page 47)

Evaluation: Encourage businesses to apply Provide (approved “inverted U” or
for Bike-Friendly Business status from
“post and bollard”) bicycle parking
League of American Bicyclists (and/or
at popular transit stops.
expand the Bicycle Benefits helmet sticker
program in Stevens Point).

Engineering / Infrastructure Recommendation

SRTS Recommendation

Main Street Re-connection to the Riverfront: Replace “wheel-bender” bike racks with modern racks that
Includes Shared Lane Markings from
have at least 2 touch points, and where relevant. (re)locate
Minnesota to Water St. (page 74) + 2016 TAP near schools entry on hard surface.
Grant Project facilities on Water St. +
Objectives A1, A2, A3, A4 (if project extends
alongside Chase Bank, page 35), & Policy D1.1
(page 37)
Top Facility Recommendation (Engineering):
Incorporate crossing improvements into
arterial street reconstruction projects within
the Urban Area: Division Street.

1. Eng 1.4.5 (and others): Replace “wheel-bender” bicycle
racks with ones with at least two touch points … 2. Enc 2.2.6:
Develop a Walking School Bus program at each school using
community and parent volunteers.

Division Street (Maria – Academy) (Northpoint South
800’) Sidewalk
Northpoint Drive (Division – School Grounds)
Sidewalk
Chapter 5, Goal A, A3 – “Strengthen
connections….increase pedestrian connectivity….”

remind the public every year of their
responsibility to keep sidewalks clear of
snow and ice

to continue the pedestrian and bike increase crosswalk enforcement.
counts.

Bike to Work Week and Bike or Walk to School Day.

Education – “Provide bicycle education
events…targeted at adults. Courses may
be offered through LIFE (Learning Is
Forever) or another organization.”

6.5.2 Funding via municipal street
projects and the Transportation
Alternatives grant.

“Incorporate crossing improvements into
Washington Elementary – “Complete sidewalk network….”
arterial street reconstruction projects…in order P.J. Jacobs Junior High – “Initiate SRTS Training
Program….Bike Federation of WI.”
to make crossings easier and safer for
pedestrians….”

Objective A3: Increase pedestrian connectivity
throughout the Urban Area. Page 35 – Policy A3.3:
Provide for the completion of gaps within the
sidewalk system.

Page 40 – Encouragement
Recommendation: Sponsor and/or
support local family-friendly events that
promote bicycling or walking.

Page 48 – Other Recommendation:
Support the incorporation of bicycle
and pedestrian facilities into street
projects using the same funding as
the rest of the project.

Page 70 – Engineering Recommendation:
Include provisions for bicycle and pedestrian
travel consistent with this Plan for all Urban
Area street projects, depending on the type of
roadway improvement project being pursued.

Page 98 – Education 3.1.2 for Ben Franklin Junior High:
Display and distribute maps of preferred walking and
bicycling routes to parents and students. Page 98 –
Encouragement 3.2.1 for McKinley Elementary: Conduct a
district-wide, “Walk and Wheel Wednesday” or similar event
and award prizes for school with top percentage, or miles
traveled, by bikers and peds. Other initiatives may include
media campaigns and participating in national activities like
Walk to School Day/Bike to School Day.
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Trevor Roark
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Trevor Roark
Kyle Kearns
PCCBPP - Trevor"s TAP Grant recs.
Thursday, August 15, 2019 9:24:32 AM

Kyle,
Here are my recommendations for possible TAP Grant projects for the 2020-2024 grant cycle:
-------------------A) 1 Goal/Objective/Policy Recommendation = Policy C3.3: Provide adequate bicycle parking
throughout the Urban Area, particularly in commercial districts, government buildings, parks,
and schools. (page 36)
Why? There is a grossly inadequate supply of bike parking (as well as APBP approved bike
parking) within commercial districts, government buildings, parks, and schools. Providing a
more adequate and better quality supply encourages everyone to bike more.
B) 1 Non-Infrastructure Recommendation = none
C) 1 Other Program & Policy Recommendation = Provide bicycle parking at popular transit
stops. (page 47)
Why? Bi-ti-Bi – Planning for the first and last mile for each user makes living without a car
convenient, safe, and affordable.
D) 1 Infrastructure Recommendation = Main Street Re-connection to the Riverfront: Includes
Shared Lane Markings from Minnesota to Water St. (page 74) + 2016 TAP Grant Project
facilities on Water St. + Objectives A1, A2, A3, A4 (if project extends alongside Chase Bank,
page 35), & Policy D1.1 (page 37)
Why? Water Street has created a massive barrier between Stevens Point’s beautiful waterfront
and the downtown, reaching 6-7 lane widths in this area. This disconnect has discouraged
residents and visitors alike to walk and/or bike from the riverfront to downtown and vice
versa. Along with the PCCBPP-related recommendations, there has been a recent desire by
local advocates, officials, and staff to reconstruct this short corridor in order to re-connect
people to these places. Further, the recent downtown target master plan has rendered a vision
for this renewed pedestrian & bicycle connection.
E) 2 SRTS = Replace “wheel-bender” bike racks with modern racks that have at least 2 touch
points, and where relevant. (re)locate near schools entry on hard surface.
Why? All SP schools have “wheel-bender” bike racks and the SRTS Plan recommends this
upgrade for all of them. This could tie into the 1st Policy I’ve recommended (item A).
----------------------------------Thanks for putting these together!
Trevor Roark

BPSSC Chair
715-570-1961
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Bill Fehrenbach

Portage County Countywide Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan (PCCBPP)
Prioritization Model - Annual Selection
Bill Fehrenbach
Top Goal/Objective/Policy
Goal C: Maintain and Enhance the Infrastructure that Supports Bike-Ped Activity
Objective C1: Maintain facilities to provide safe year-round usage
Policy C1.5: Work to increase compliance of snow-ice removal.
And add “removal or trimming of tree limbs and bushes that obstruct residential sidewalks.”
Walking in Stevens Point is not (and doesn’t need to be) a seasonal activity. Better winter maintenance
of residential sidewalks is a serious issue that needs to be addressed or more strongly enforced. In
addition, residential sidewalks obstructed due to tree limbs or bushes is an annoyance if not a serious
problem.
This goal can be supported with Education (notices in at least one city mailing) and Enforcement.

Top Non-Infrastructure Recommendation
Evaluation: Encourage businesses to apply for Bike-Friendly Business status from League of American
Bicyclists (and/or expand the Bicycle Benefits helmet sticker program in Stevens Point).
There is a huge opportunity for local business to attract more customers and ease downtown and other
parking congestion by offering incentive to customers to ride bicycles. The current Bicycle Benefits
helmet sticker program is a start, but it needs more publicity and business participation.

Top Chapter 6 Recommendation: Provide (approved “inverted U” or “post and bollard”) bicycle
parking at popular transit stops.
We need to start somewhere. Having the City provide approved racks at appropriate locations will
signal to business and schools that the traditional “schoolyard” racks (also called “wheel-benders) are
not appropriate bicycle parking infrastructure. The City took a great step in this direction by installing
post-and-bollard bike racks on Main and Clark Streets and supporting the installation of the blue
inverted-U rack in front of the Children’s Museum on Main Street.
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Top Facility Recommendation (Engineering): Incorporate crossing improvements into arterial street
reconstruction projects within the Urban Area: Division Street.
A major bicycle and pedestrian concern continues to be Division Street between 4th Avenue (north) and
Park/Madison Streets (south). This includes Franklin Street, which could really use a pedestrian and
bicycle actuated signal, especially with the new contra-flow lane going onto Franklin from the west;
Wisconsin/Jefferson streets, where the signal is actuated but does not recognize bicycles; and Dixon
Street, which experiences many rushed pedestrian crossings at Belt’s Soft Serve.

Top Two Recommendations from Safe Routes To School
1. Eng 1.4.5 (and others): Replace “wheel-bender” bicycle racks with ones with at least two touch
points …
As stated earlier, we need to start replacing these racks across the city, and schools are the worst
offenders. Many schools in Wisconsin are replacing the old racks with approved racks, sometimes
incorporating the school logo into the design. (St. Croix Falls Middle School is one.)

2. Enc 2.2.6: Develop a Walking School Bus program at each school using community and parent
volunteers.
More students would walk to school if parents were more confident that their children would be safe.
Development of Walking School Buses could provide that confidence—knowing that their kids were with
a guided walking program.

Michael O'Meara
From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Michael O"Meara
Kyle Kearns
Maria Mohr
Tap project prioritization
Thursday, August 15, 2019 11:12:11 AM

I propose the following projects:
Division Street (Maria – Academy) (Northpoint South 800’) Sidewalk
Northpoint Drive (Division – School Grounds) Sidewalk

.
I propose these projects because they are projects that have both high pedestrian traffic and a
crash history. Additionally these are routes that are used by people from out of town who may
be unaware of alternate routes they could take.
The encouragement project I would propose is Bike to Work Week and Bike or Walk to
School Day. These two projects go to the heart of our mission which is to have more people
choose non-personal vehicle forms of transportation for their every day trips.
The enforcement project I propose is increase crosswalk enforcement. I have observed there is
little compliance with existing crosswalk laws.
The evaluation tool I would propose is to continue the pedestrian and bike counts. They are
the best indicator we have of whether our efforts are bearing fruit.
I also want us to remind the public every year of their responsibility to keep sidewalks clear of
snow and ice.
Thanks,
M.O'M
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Cathy Dugan
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cathy Dugan
Kyle Kearns
BIKE/PED RECOMMENDATIONS
Wednesday, August 14, 2019 8:43:17 AM

Kyle, here are my recommendations, read at the BPSSC meeting last evening.
Cathy

BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS
ALDER CATHY DUGAN
AUGUST 13, 2019
STEP 1
Top 1 Goal, Objective and/or Policy: Chapter 5, Goal A, A3 –
“Strengthen connections….increase pedesrian connectivity….”
Top 1 Non-Infrasructure Recommendation: Education – “Provide
bicycle education events…targeted at adults. Courses may be ofered
through LIFE (Learning Is Forever) or another organization.”
Top 1 Recommendation from Other Program and Policy
Recommendations: 6.5.2 Funding via municipal sreet projects and
the Transportation Alternatives grant.
Top 1 Facility Recommendation from Engineering: “Incorporate
crossing improvements into arterial sreet reconsruction projects…in
order to make crossings easier and safer for pedesrians….”
Top 2 Recommendations for two schools:
Washington Elementary – “Complete sidewalk network….”
P.J. Jacobs Junior High – “Initiate SRTS Training Program….Bike
Federation of WI.”
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Keely Fishler
Portage County Countywide bicycle & Pedestrian Plan
Prioritization Model – Annual Selection

1. Chapter 5 Selection: Vision, Goals, Objectives and Policies
• Page 35 – Objective A3: Increase pedestrian connectivity throughout the Urban
Area.
• Page 35 – Policy A3.3: Provide for the completion of gaps within the sidewalk
system.
o The reason I chose the above objective and policy, was to provide an
opportunity for the Commission to complete some, “low hanging fruit”.
Filling gaps within the sidewalk system, as opportunities arise. (Assuming
sidewalks would make sense in these areas and would provide more
safety, to both pedestrians and bicyclists, instead of other solutions.)
2. Chapter 6 Selection: Non-Infrastructure Recommendations
• Page 40 – Encouragement Recommendation: Sponsor and/or support local
family-friendly events that promote bicycling or walking.
• Page 48 – Other Recommendation: Support the incorporation of bicycle and
pedestrian facilities into street projects using the same funding as the rest of the
project.
o I chose the above encouragement recommendation, because supporting
or sponsoring a family friendly event would help bring awareness to the
community. I thought it would be great to also include the police, to
assist them with getting more bicycles licensed as well! Walking events
would encourage people to get outside and experience the community in
a different way.
o I chose the above other recommendation, because working bicycle and
pedestrian facilities into street projects, (while using the same funding as
the rest of the project) – we can start looking toward the future, where
street projects automatically include, “complete street” engineering.
3. Chapter 8 Selection: Urban Area Facility Recommendations
• Page 70 – Engineering Recommendation: Include provisions for bicycle and
pedestrian travel consistent with this Plan for all Urban Area street projects,
depending on the type of roadway improvement project being pursued.
o I chose the engineering recommendation to tie into the, “Complete
Streets” recommendation noted in Chapter 6 (other recommendation).
When roadways in Stevens Point were engineered in the past, “Complete
Streets” were not part of that foundation. By tying, “Complete Street”
mentality into the future of Stevens Point roadways, it helps future
projects align with the engineering of the future, to help give people
more options for transportation.
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4. Chapter 9 Selection: Safe Routes to School Plan
• Page 98 – Education 3.1.2 for Ben Franklin Junior High: Display and distribute
maps of preferred walking and bicycling routes to parents and students.
• Page 98 – Encouragement 3.2.1 for McKinley Elementary: Conduct a districtwide, “Walk and Wheel Wednesday” or similar event and award prizes for school
with top percentage, or miles traveled, by bikers and peds. Other initiatives may
include media campaigns and participating in national activities like Walk to
School Day/Bike to School Day.
o McKinley and Ben Franklin are two schools in my district. Although, I
think children at all of the schools in Stevens Point, could benefit from
the implementation these ideas. If kids start healthy habits of walking
and biking now, they will have a higher chance of continuing these
healthy habits into adulthood.
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Portage County Countywide Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan (PCCBPP)
Prioritization Model - Annual Selection
1. Every December, each commissioner (5 regular & 1 alternate) of the Bicycle & Pedestrian
Street Safety Commission puts forth their top 1 goal, objective, and/or policy (Chapter 5: pages
34-38), top 1 non-infrastructure recommendation from 1 of the 4 E’s (Encouragement,
Education, Enforcement, & Evaluation; Chapter 6: pages 39-47), top 1 recommendation from
the other program and policy recommendations (Chapter 6: pages 47-49), top 1 facility
recommendation from the 5th E (Engineering; Chapter 8: pages 68-75), and top 2
recommendations from 2 different schools within the Stevens Point School District’s SRTS Plan
(Chapter 9: pages 90-100) for Stevens Point from the PCCBPP for a total of 36
recommendations. Each commissioner shall also provide a narrative explaining why their
recommendations were chosen.
2. City Staff from Community Development & Public Works along with the Chair of the BPSSC
discuss all of the goals and recommendations submitted by the BPSSC. Each one is given a score
based on the total weight of all the parameters listed below:
Rank each impact parameter on a scale of 0 to 10 (10 being the best score & 4 being neutral or
don’t know):
• Impact on transportation equity (0 = doesn’t build equity; 10 = builds equity)
• Impact on safety of all users (0 = doesn’t increase safety; 10 = greatly increases safety)
• Impact on related budget(s) (0 = high cost; 10 = low cost)
• Impact on City staff time (0 = requires a lot of staff time; 10 = requires little to no staff
time)
• Impact on Safe Routes to School (0 = doesn’t affect SRTS; 10 = is a SRTS action item and
greatly improves SRTS)
• Impact on housing affordability (0 = doesn’t make nearby housing more affordable; 10 =
greatly makes nearby housing more affordable)
• Impact on densification (0 = doesn’t positively effect housing/development infill; 10 =
positively effects infill)
• Volunteer leverage (0 = unfeasible for volunteers outside the commission to help
achieve; 10 = feasible to utilize volunteers)
• Grant related/applicable (0 = costs can’t be covered by grant(s); 10 = all costs can be
covered by grant(s))
• Proximity to city center (0 = far away from city center; 10 = within city center)
Final scores for all 36 recommendations from Staff and the Chair are agreed upon and ranked.
3. The highest scoring 1 goal, objective, or policy is selected. The highest scoring 1 noninfrastructure recommendation from 1 of the 4 E’s are selected. The highest scoring 1
recommendation from the other program and policy recommendations is selected. The highest
scoring 1 facility recommendation (5th E) is selected. The highest scoring 2 recommendations
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from 2 different schools within the Stevens Point School District’s SRTS Plan are selected. The
total number of recommendations brought to the BPSSC for discussion and recommendation is
6. Any scoring ties will include all tied. Commissioners will use relative timeline, achievability,
the City’s Comprehensive Plan, pending Public Works & Community Development projects, and
the LAB Bike Friendly Community Report Card as lenses to help determine these final goals
and/or objectives and recommendations for the year.
5. The City will list these final goals and/or objectives and recommendations on the
Bicycling/Walking page of the City website for easy access by commissioners, staff, and
residents.
6. The BPSSC is expected to assist City Staff in implementing the 6 final recommendations, as
needed.

