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AMATS Complete Streets Policy: Adopted in November, 2018
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Transit Oriented Development

v Compact

Principles for
Transport in

Urban Life:

Better Together '

twenty-first century will prioritize people
by Integrating transport and urban
development. Making this happen means

Into practice to create vibrant, low-carbon ‘

putting the Our Citles Ourselves principles
clties where people want to live and work.

v Densify

v Transit

The Our Cities Ourselves principles show
how the future of transport In urban life

lies In g the y
nature of sustainable urban transport and
urban development. In the face of rapid
urbanization and climate change, the future
of transport In urban life will depend not
only on these principles, but how they

v Connect
v Mix

[ T - R

N R e

work together.
v Shift

Compact Densify Transit Connect Mix Cycle Shift Walk
In & compact clty, activities are By bullding up Instead of out, Public transit connects and A city neads & tight network of A connected city becomes more Like mixed uses, cycling activates  With the above principles Inplace,  When all the principles come
located closer to one another, citios absorb urban growth in Integrates more distant parts streets and paths for pedestrians animated whan there Is & mix of streets and provides people with gotting people out of thalr cars together, the results are most
requiring less time and anergy to @ more compact way. Density of the city. Transit corridors and cyclists as well as public activities along the streets and an efficient and way b but is not enough. keanty falt by the pedestrian.
connect, When all the principles supports a lively mix of activities wre the natural places where transit. Creating highty permeable paths. Different usas encourage to travel for medium di Pricing and duction tools Vibrant, active streets where
are applied collectively, a thriving and better transport services, but densification should bagin. High places altows for a variaty of shorter trips and more lvsly Cycling increases a person's oncourage people to shift away people feel safe are fundamental q
compact city is created. also requires that tha transport Qquality transit is critical to create mobility options that make trips neighborhoods. ACCss to A larger area, as well as from cars. o the successful twanty-first

systems can handie the Increase A prosparous and equitable city more direct. Increases the coverage of transit. century city,

In people. that is sasily accessible by all.

( ) —_— Y| ottt forTanaportaton
@ our cities nurselves o v‘;@ ITDP | sz
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Street Typologies

Neighborhood Yield

Industrial Access m

Anchorage Transportation Planning




Spenard Corridor Plan: Adopted in November 2020

v Transit Oriented Development

v Transportation & Land Use Plan

v FHWA Funding & Local Match

v AMATS & MOA Long Range Planning

m
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Chapter 1: Introduction

Plan Area




Chapter 3: Plan Framework

North District Vision

= Heart of Spenard
GREENWAY AND AMENITY = Destination for shopping &
» ‘ entertainment
. . . REG,c;mo,;;w%% = Residential, retail, restaurant,
C re at | n g D | St r | CtS L, employment and creative spaces
P oune. w0 ™ Urban in nature
Sy & = Pedestrian-oriented streets and
outdoor gathering spaces

pe®

. Plan Area Boundary

South District Vision

= Stable neighborhood for local residents
= Lively visitor district
= Tourism focused development that ~ resona tawreo /

CONNECTVITY |

Central District Vision

= Neighborhood-serving businesses

= Shallow lot depths that integrate with
flanking neighborhood development

i . / . : .
bencleflfcs all users (ex open space, . REGIONAL TRAIL/PED = Traditional Neighborhood Design
retail, improved connections) pe %, coNNecTITY - Smaller building development

= Gateway design to establish entry into / %, - Some larger scale development
Spenard from the South. ( / .\.\\ f AR CORMOORAS.
\ | h
\\ B 5%
N <
-

Figure 3.2 Plan Concept (Part B): Plan Area

gpenard SPENARD CORRIDOR PLAN ASSEMBLY PRESENTATION 2020




Chapter 3: Plan Framework

Creating the
Framework

Spenard

Fish Crask
[T North Spenard Graenbalt
Cantral Spenard Neighborh
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[ southspanard 7z Potentisl Fosthal
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e sy K, l.} Gateway
(oo, Future Primary

Acive Nebrodk @ Ky intorsaction

| caon  Existing Secondary G Teansit Hub

o FutireSecondary (@5 Transit Hub (with
ial for

Active Network
<|[> Enhanced Street commuter rai)
rombio = Plan Area
P Potential Shared
Parking Location  wes Railroad
Community Node  ——  Potential Intersection
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|-
R e s
2
—8 e
r e
%‘ ‘
H ! H
¢ -
® ®
A
250
5 . =/

: i
¥ = & <
Nl 1 ,
e < th A
A
"\l : o Z ¥ th Ave.
V=
|
ARV “ig p—
ABERD. I M
3 P i
| HLINE
(R
 Tudor Rd.
é % * '
H
o 1
- O £

SPENARD CORRIDOR PLAN ASSEMBLY PRESENTATION 2020

#*

Fish Creek
P North Spenard Greenbelt
Central Spenard Neighborhood-Servin
. Commercial
.~ South Spenard %7, Potential Festival
Existing Primary &
Active Network ‘.) Gateway
. Future Prima
B e N @ Koy Intersection
levy  Existing Second %
Acdvo"%lotworkw 060 Transit Hub
FutureSecondary
cose Transit Hub (with
I’ Active Network % tial for
QD Enhanced Street commuter rail)
Crossin
- wesw  Plan Area
P Potential Shared
N Parking Location s Railroad
Community Node  —— potential Intersection
[ (Park, School, Etc.) ~—  Changes
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GENERALIZED FUTURE LAND USE
l“““’] Park, Natural Area or
~ Open Space

2 - Cemmunity Facllity or
Institution

3 ’ Single-Family and Twe-

| Family

:] Compact Mixed
Residential:Low

- Compact Mixed
Residential-Medium

Chapter 3: Plan Framework

(.

I uroan Residentiat-tigh
I s trmet Corridor GENERALIZED FUTURE LAND USE
= i'?.".';‘:c:'.:.':':"""”" l Park, Natural Area or
[ Ught industrial/Commareial Opon sp.x. =
————— - Commt!mty Facility or
Land Use = S o
= ! Smg!o-Famly and Two-
! Family
[ Compact Mixed
] Residential-Low

- Compact Mixed
Residential-Medium

I urban Residential-High

I Main street Corridor
Residential Mixed-Use

| Change from 2040 LUP

gpenard SPENARD CORRIDOR PLAN ASSEMBLY PRESENTATION 2020
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Chapter 3: Plan Framework

Placemaking
Opportunities

s

"

gpﬂ@!" SPENARD CORRIDOR PLAN ASSEMBLY PRESENTATION 2020

s Potential Festival
777 sweat
g

‘.’ Gateway

Key Intersection

Gi% Transit Hub

wew Railroad
wess= Plan Area




Chapter 3: Plan Framework

Target Parking
/ones

A — 1/4 Mile Radius

N 27
e 1/2 Mile Radius
ws Railroad

fpenard SPENARD CORRIDOR PLAN ASSEMBLY PRESENTATION 2020

CORADOR 7LANM




Chapter 4: District Specific Concepts

ghjiijir;

i Tﬁ%ﬁ%‘

f —WT‘_ Jf‘l__‘jr

North District

\
\ \
e i &P
i A8 e 8 e #‘ T '
& ! 114.1- blu 1)1314' ] 4 H :
= | < ’ - y |
W. 27th Ave. Multiuse Buildings  Integrated Green Space Multiuse Buildings W. 26th Ave. » Py oS - B
-includes street 01 - retail/food -community park 01 - retail/food -includes street Lo— ——p | 3 r -
parking on both sides 02 - offices -serves as secondary 02 - offices parking on both sides T = h— —_—
of street marketspace of street | ~ 12,4 \
e omd ) - *ﬂtD SF J : = 1E AR s e 7
0 0100 0k - — —
I(an,-ucmu - Mixed-Use "m" e =] - ===
S Thia ibustration s purely conceptual. Ik s
[ e [ nne fastdonto Potential mm""m‘:'“‘““ww
Wiy of exinting sites, inchuding con-
. Parking D Existing to 98 solidation of surface parking, new public parking
Structure Remain structures and Uansportation enhancements.

SPENARD CORRIDOR PLAN ASSEMBLY PRESENTATION 2020



Chapter 4: District Specific Concepts

.mui' e 0 2 I

Woodland Dr.
-integrated on-street
parking on both sides
-emphasized plaza space
activating the space
between buildings

Multiuse Buildings

01 - retail/food
02 - offices

Spenard

Multiuse Parking Garage
01 - comm/retail ffood
02 - parking garage
03 - parking garage
04 - parking garage

NOTE: The patential for the Alaska Railroad Trail shown in this figure
depends on future coordination with the Alasko Raifroad Corporation to
consider how such a trail could coexist with the functional needs of the
ranl carridor,

Residential =
Development L2] Plaza Space

Commercial
Development

Mixed-Use
Commercial Development

Mixed-Use Residential/Com-
mercial Development

Mixed-Use
Residential Development

SPENARD CORRIDOR PLAN ASSEMBLY PRESENTATION 2020
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Chapter 4: District Specific Concepts

South District

L j u o o ‘ = ohe

bonat

Work Space Shared Green Belt Live Space
-3leveltownhouses

commercial building ~ -landscaped

two stories transition between -single car garages

office space commerical and -both sides of townhouses
large green space to residential zone surrounded with open space
ront of building w/ -resting space for -maxmized unit count while
urface parking both sides of site maintaining tenant privacy

Speﬂardl SPENARD CORRIDOR PLAN ASSEMBLY PRESENTATION 2020

Lake Spenard
Waterfront

0 50 100 200k
@ -
Figure 4.10  South District Concept

This Bustration is purely conceptual. It is intended to help visualize
potential redevelopment of existing properties with transit-orient-
od uses and other features. The development concepts depicted
would require significant reconfiguration of existing sites, including
consolidation of surface parking, new public parking structures and
transportation enhancements,

Residential
Development
Commercial

L] Commercial Development

Plaza Space
Existing Development
to Remain

Potential




Chapter 5: Circulation & Connectivity

Circulation Policies

Policy 1: Balanced Street Network

Policy 2: Create a Street Typologies Plan

Policy 3: Design Roadway as a Connected Grid

Policy 4: Manage Access and Mitigate Modal Conflicts

Policy 5: Enhance Bicycle Network

Policy 6: Prioritize Pedestrian Travel




Chapter 5: Circulation & Connectivity

Conceptual Circulation
Improvements

»

. 15'gutter 7/
e Saurb

|
1
| 4
) existing row

&

5 3 e

" g . g
side bike grass travel travel parkinggrassbike side
walk lane buffer lane  lane  lane bufferiane walk

6 5 5 100 100 7 45 5 6
Figure 5.8 Fireweed Ln. 60° ROW - One-way

Protected Bike Lane (parking one side)
(for use where separated bike lanes are important)

spenard SPENARD CORRIDOR PLAN ASSEMBLY PRESENTATION 2020

| |
i i
| By
A x
i i
H
B »
pon veew enprar.
walk  (two-way)
4.5 18 7.5
Figure 5.1 Neighborhood Street Figure 5.2 Neigt Street ROW -

(Existing Condition - 30’ ROW)

phan view dogram

| 45 18 75"

Figure 5.3 Neighborhood Street Expanded ROW ~
30’ ROW + Natural Drainage Section Cut B

(for use where on-street parking is important)

30’ ROW + Natural Drainage Section Cut A
(for use where on-street parking is not important)

[
e

=

1‘_‘

il I

SR 1

4—% Los
side grass  tvravellane  grass side
walk buffer (two-way) buffer walk

58 20 5% 787
Figure 5.4 hood Street d ROW -

30°ROW + 10° :
(for use where 10" of additional ROW is possible)

i
y |

(i Pt
. |
(i ]
[ i\
(=] |
[ 53 : )
1 |
] |
: existing ROW '
y propased ROW !
] -4

LEGEND

Project Area {Street ROW)

— Driveways £ 1
| =  BusRoute 3 umi
e Bike Facility - . | NS
o Bus Stop : 8 d Y S
PROPOSED TREATMENTS. ¢ B e
===« BikeFadiity (on both sides of streeth: :
Potential

y e Mid-block Crossing: Potential treatments

. inetude high visibility crosswalks and

Design
Figure 1.3 in order to plan for long term

- AR s
© perthe Alaska Traffic Manual,

— o =, ()

Figure 5.13 Spenard Road Corridor Crossings (Middle Segment)




Chapter 5: Circulation & Connectivity

Bicycle
Amenities

= Bicycle Parking

= Bikeshare
= Bicycle Storage and Lockers

= On-site Bicycle Connections

SPENARD CORRIDOR PLAN ASSEMBLY PRESENTATION 2020



Parking
Policies

Chapter 5: Circulation & Connectivity B« &% 2an i

Flexible Parking Requirements

= Compact Parking Design

Promote Shared Parking

Promote Efficient Management of Parking

gp@ﬁ&!’dl SPENARD CORRIDOR PLAN ASSEMBLY PRESENTATION 2020



Chapter 7: Implementation

mplementation
oy Chapter

Spenard

Chapter 2: Vision and Overarching Goals

Goal |: Support Transit

and Increase Ridership

Agency Time Frame | Funding
Policy Action Partners S | M | L |Required
Policy 2.1: Buildings, spaces | |. Facilitate private MOA Planning X
and facilities whose users development that will MOA Transit
benefit from and support | increase transit ridership.
transit service should be 2. Evaluate development
promoted. review processes to

streamline.

Goal 2: Recognize Spenard as a Destination

Agency Time Frame | Funding
Policy Action Partners S M | L Required
Policy 2.2: Expand I. Support branding of MOA Office X
Spenard’s roll as a citywide | Spenard as a special of Economic
destination and market it as | destination. & Community
a destination district. Development

(OECD)
Policy 2.3: Promote I. Analyze code for barriers | MOA Planning X
preservation of historic to adaptive reuse and
resources in the area as address them.
landmarks that contribute
to its distinct identity.
Goal 3: Celebrate the Culture of Spenard and Anchorage

Agency Time Frame | Funding
Policy Action Partners S | M | L |Required
Policy 2.4: Create spaces | |. Study opportunities to MOA OECD X
that educate, inform and include cultural events in OMOA Parks

provide experiences that
reinforce Spenard as a
cultural destination.

public spaces.

and Recreation

Table 7.2 Implementation by Chapter (continued)
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Chapter 1: Introduction
Non-motorized Facilities

Pedestrian Network Shared Use Path Network

Bicycle Network

= |DENTIFY PRIORITY CORRIDORS = CONNECT TO EXISTING BICYLE & PEDESTRIAN

= CLOSING GAPS

= PROVIDE FLEXIBLE IMPLEMENTATION ROUTES

= PROVIDING ON STREET FACILITIES

= |MPROVE SAFETY & CONNECTIVITY = DEVELOP OFF-STREET CONNECTIONS TO LOW-

= CONNECT EXISTING & PLANNED

INFRASTRUCTURE STRESS ROUTES

@ - eeeem @
@ m @

=  SERVEING RECREATION AND TRANSPORTATION

Anchorage Transportation Planning
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Chapter 1: Introduction

Vision Statement:

Anchorage is a world-class northern city
that has an integrated network of routes

accessible for people of all ages and
abilities to walk, roll or glide safely on
shared use pathways and streets.

L T T T TR

Alaska Common Ground — Land Use and Transportation

GOAL 1:

GOAL 2:

GOAL 3:

GOAL 4:

GOAL 5:

GOAL 6:

GOAL 7:

Increase the Use of the Non-motorized System

Promote & Improve Health & Quality of Life

Improve Safety & Security

Optimize Maintenance for All Seasons

Connect Communities Through All Modes to All Destinations
Measure Non-motorized Use & Assets

Build Community Through Education & Involvement

S

Anchorage Transportation Planning




Chapter 2: Existing Conditions

Network Analysis

= \/ision Zero

‘17,610 people experienced crashes in the past 4 years.

000000 0R0NR00 RRs000R0R000000000000R00R0NRRRRRRNRRRRRRRRERSES

NO INJURY MINOR INJURY SEVERE INJURY FATALITY
2015 WSTTTE. 2015 KEE1 205m 25
2016 ML T— 2016 20160 20
2017 EREGEE 2017 Wi 20178 20

2018 T 2018 WEETF) 2018 Wi 0188 24

PR 0000000000000 0RN0NNN0NN0000NERRONO0ROORNROIRROOOIVOIOROIIGIOIOS
o WA o B I, 100

An active community Is 3 healthy community. Safe streets promote activity,

$63%:5. 36% 5544

Getting enough physical activity could prevent 1 in 10 premature deaths.

' @ e @ 9 RS MO LT M EITBAVRIDS WK

@ L] SIDEWALKS O MOST STRETT AGE
i o

1.15 ‘I 8[‘ 1,12 1.8 o

A REAST CANC
--.--.-oouc-o-u-------o-oo-o---------o-----o-ooao--oo-o---o----oo-.uo

VEHI(lES (DRIVERS & PASSENGERS)

All. COLLISIONS 2015 EEC@m 4122 | FATALITY 20150 10

2016 I 4 4262 20160 10

ﬁ 2017 MR A 4136 ﬁ 20710 9
() 2018 MR 3838 { 1 20180 1

...l......'I.........'....."'....".'..'.".'..'.........'.

PEDESTRIANS: 12 people were hit per month on average.
l........l..l........l...........l....‘..‘......0....0...00.

ALL COLLISIONS 2015 I 108 FATALIT 20151 8

o 2016 m— 121 20161 8
Q\k’ 2007 mm— ﬁ n 20071 9

() 2018 I— 145 2081 o
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BICYCLISTS: 8 people were hit per month on average.

ALL COLLISIONS 2015 EEEEE 142 FATALITY 205 o
2016 W— 134 2006 ©

ﬁ 2017 mm— 102 ﬁ m 01 o
() Nemmm 01 OO 018 o

MOTORCYCLISTS: Crashes are trending back up.
0000000000000 0000000000000 RRNANNANLLLLLNNLALNNILILS
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“rosh statistics by mode, reproduced from the 2018 Anchorage Vision Zero Action Plan

“ 0.3% of peopleina ar DieD.
8 31% werenuvgen.

B 0% ofvicvists it by a car iep.

-y

a 5% of motorcydiists hit by a car DIED.

E ! 88 88% werenuvren.

S WA Aswenl Tofic fepon, 200

a 6% of pedestrians hit by a car DIED.
88 79% were .

users, reproduced from the 2018 Anchorage Vision Zero Action Plan

Alaska Common Ground — Land Use and Transportation

2018 fatal & severe crashes: what happened?

BICYCLETOTAL O

22%

drvvac i relight

PEDESTRIAN TOTAL 41

MOTORCYCLE (NON-PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE) TOTAL 23

V'

@
é
17%

S
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Chapter 2: Existing Conditions

Sgure 214 Level of Traffic Stress | Fagle River

Figure 213 Leve! of Jrallic Stress ——— [151- Lawar Stress.

Network Analysis =~ e = =

= |evel of Traffic Stress

XS

%

Posted Speed Limit
Street Width

Presence of Bicycle Lanes
Character of Bicycle Lanes

XS

%

XS

%

e

%

S

Anchorage Transportation Planning




Chapter 2: EX|st|ng Conditions

Bg @ 216" Demand Anolysis

Figure 217 Demond Andlysis | Eagle River

Network Analysis

= Demand Analysis

= Live

= Work

= Play

= Shop

= Access Transit
= Go to School

Addilirs

Anchorage Transportation Planning




Chapter 2: Existing Conditions
Health & Equity

e Health Indicators

{:} Obesity @ Cancer Prevalence m Asthma Prevalence

@ Coronary Heart Diabetes Prevalence
Disease
Q{(;.) Poor Mental Health
Physical Activity Prevalence

¢ In general, areas with poor health scores are found in the same areas that show low
equity scores

Anchorage Transportation Planning

Alaska Common Ground — Land Use and Transportation



Eiguve 2 20 Fquity Anolysis | Fogle River

Chapter 2: Existing Conditions

Sigure 219 Equity Anatysis

Health & Equity

= Equity Indicators

O
O

Income

_EWEL LAKE

Limited English
Proficiency

.. & Non-White Population

@

Education Level

@ Vehicle Access m
Anchorage Transportation Planning




Chapter 3: Public Involvement

Methods

Workshop
=  Presentations
= Mobile Meetings
= Stakeholder Interviews
= Fijeld Data Collection
=  Walk Audits
=  Online Community Survey

S

Anchorage Transportation Plahning‘
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Chapter 3: Public Involvement

Advisory Committees
Citizens Advisory Group (CAG) + Agency Advisory Group (AAG)

* Plan Vision, Goals & Objectives
* Peer Cities Selection

* Public Engagement Strategy
 Network Recommendations

* Design Guidance

* Project Prioritization

Advisory Committee Visioning Exercise Results

Ahchdia;ge ﬁbﬁépbrfbﬂéh Plannin '

Alaska Common Ground — Land Use and Transportation
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Recommendation -

Chapter 4: Network Development =T

Bicycle Network g
* Include on-street and off-street - i ;F :
facilities S R e,

= Build on existing shared use | y z : ' P
pathway and sidepath network 1 =y

= Provide connected, low-stress

) A e | L]
travel E“w ja =

= Provide upgrades to existing 5 : I
facilities |

SAINBRIDG

PROPOSED BICYCLE NETWORK _ R
= Enhanced Shared Readway

s Separated Bikeway

— Shared Use Patfway

—— Existing Fadilities

Streets £
Parks S !§ I
= TMLES
ﬁ‘ : i

Miltary Boundaries

Discloimer:. Anyprdpqsed faciye onﬁmmpm)smmesumcz 0 approvof by e Porr&uemrnnchomgo
Assarmbly, D OpRFORITTS (opresantanvas fiam the Oifica -of Homafond Sacurtty prior o (mplerentation. Anchorage Transportation Planning




Chapter 4: Network Development

U 44 Ralommandsi Pagesiion err

Pedestrian Network _ | /

= |dentifies Primary and Secondary
Corridors

" |Includes Vision Zero High Injury T
Network s L

= Areas of high demand = - é

= Areas of high need i« | ] — g

= Proximity to transit stop locations = 1—‘|

Anchorage Transportation Planning



Chapter 5: Prioritization

Criteria
Health &

Equity Public
Support

Gap Composite Priority
Closure |I Score

Previous
Support




Figure 5.2 Priontized Bicyde Corridars | Fogle River
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Figure 5.1: Prioritized Bicycle Corridors {
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Chapter 5: Prioritization

Figire 54: Priaribzed Pedastrian Cotridors

Prioritized Pedestrian
Corridors

High Priority

Medium Priority

Low Priority

Anchorage Transportation Planning



Chapter 6: Implementation

Project Examples

10th Avenue and Cordova Street Intersection
Campbell Creek Trail Crossing at Lake Otis Parkway

Fireweed Lane — Bicycle and Pedestrian

1.

2

3

4. 27™ Avenue — Bicycle Boulevard
5. 40% Avenue - Sidewalk Infill

6

Coronado Street — Separated Multi-Use Pathway

Alaska Common Ground — Land Use and Transportation

e ——

Project Details for Each

Project description and locator
map

Project Challenges
Concept design
Construction cost opinion
Maintenance cost opinion
Funding Options

Timeline

Anchorage Transportation Planning



Chapter 6: Implementation

Project Examples: 10*" Avenue and Cordova Street Intersection

DENALI ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL

s

|
1
1
|
:
|
1
]
]
1

Figure 6.2: Priority Project #110th Avenue and Cordova Street Intersection Plan View

SN
D

CORDOVA ST

Figure 6.3: Priority Project #1: 10th Avenue and Cordova Street Visualization

PROJECT CHALLENGES

Maintenance and skid resistance: Large

area pavement markings are in their infancy in
Anchorage. Concerns with longevity, replacement
costs, and skid resistance have been brought up.
Possible solutions are to use skid resistant inlaid
markings or green colored concrete. However,
given that roadway pavement provides sufficient
friction components, another option includes
applying a colored friction surface in accordance
with the manufacturer’s specifications. If applied
during appropriate seasonal conditions, it has been
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MAINTENANCE COST OPTION
(2018 DOLLARS)

Table 6.1: Priority Project #1: 10th Avenue and Cordova Street
Maintenance Cost Options

ESTIMATED RECURRING ANNUAL
MAINTENANCE COSTS

DESCRIPTION

Snow Hauling $6,000

Routine Maintenance | $4,000

Total (rounded) $10,000
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Project Examples: 10*" Avenue and Cordova Street Intersection

PROJECT COST OPTION (2018 DOLLARS)

Toble 8.2; Priority Project #10 10th Avenue ond Cordova Street Project Cost Options

DESCRIPTION ITEM | CALCULATION ESTIMATED COST
Enginearing A $200,000
Construction B $520,000

Utility Relocation i $50,000
Right-of-Way Acqulsition | D $20,000

subtotal E A+B+C+D $790,000
Construction Engineering | F 20% of B $104,000
Contingency G 30% of E $237,000

Total (rounded) H E+F+G $1,200,000

FUNDING OPTIONS

» Municipality of Anchorage, Anchorage Roads and
Drainage Area (ARDSA) Bonds

» AMATS funding, Transportation Improvements
Program (TIP) and Transportation Alternatives
Program (TAP)

» State Grant: Safe Routes to School funding via
DOT&PF Transportation Allernatives Program

Alaska Common Ground — Land Use and Transportation

IMPLEMENTATION PROCESS

Acguire funding to enable the project to advance
through the following project development phases:

» Application and FHWA approval for experimental
traffic control devices

»65% Design, associated community involvement
and agency review

» Final Plans

»Construction of proposed improvements

S

Anchorage Transportation Planning



Chapter 6: Implementation

Implementation Matrix

“* IMMEDIATE (0-2 YEARS)
¢ MID-TERM (2-10 YEARS)

% LONG-TERM (10-20 YEARS)

Tatie 6,14 implementation Motrl. immediota {0-2 yeors)

| implement § High Priority e AMATS TIP, Municipal ADOT&PF, MOA PMAE,
Bicycle Projects i Bonds, AMATS TAP & ATAP | MOA Traffic
| Implemant Projects on 3
AMATS TIP, Municipal ADOT&PF, MOA PMAE,
gl:h Priority Padestrian Goais1,2,3,and5 Boncs, AMATS TAP & ATAP | MOA Traffic
rridors
| Implement tinterna) Staft ADOTAPF, Local Advocacy
Tralning Goais 1,3, end7 AMATS PL Groups, MOA Parks & Rec
| peveiop Data
Consolidation Program Gosls 1,5, and 6 MOA OECD, MOA Parks & | AMATS, ADOT&PF, MOA
| Inciuding Sidepath . Roc, MOA IT, AMATS TIP Parks & Rec, MOA Traffic
| Evaluation
| AMATS, MOA M&O,
oo gy [Ostaams  |MSILMOAISSL | roC o Tanc O
ey * g Organizations Assisting
with Winter Maintenance
MOA & State
Develop 3 Complete
Goals1,3,4 N/A Transportation Agencles,
Streets Pollcy Checklist MOA Traffic
Dovelop Racrestional Tralls | 4 o oo AMATS TIP, AMATS TAP, MOA Parks & Rec, MOA
Pian ATAP, MOA Parks & Rec Traffic
| continue Opan Street Goal 7 MOA Parks & Rac,
Parklet Pliot Program Advocacy Organizations
. Anchorage School
| AMATS TIP, AMATS TAP, Diswict, Anchorage School
e mepamouest®. | Gosis,2,3, 8197 ATAP, Alas<a Tralls, DHHS, | Disvict and Parent-Tescn
ADHSS Associations, MOA, Local
g Advocacy Groups

Tabiz &.15 Implamentotion Motelc: Mid-tanm (2-10 years} jcon't)

| Daveiop Program for

Reguiar Intarnal Staft Goais1.3,0nd 7 AMATS PL s Taraporiaon
| Tralning
Alsska DOT&PF, Alnska
Departmant of Admin,
raapOrtvar E3ucaton | Gonist,3,ana7 State of Alaska DMV Division of Motor Vehicies,
Anchorage public schools,
Bke Anchorage
Anchorage School
AMATS TIP, AMATS TAP, District, Anchorage School
o m:;: :‘;‘“‘9“ Gonis1,2,3, 200 7 ATAP, Alzska Tralls, DHHS, | District and Parent-Taacn
1 ADHSS Associations, MOA, Local
Advocacy Groups
MOA Parks & Rec,
Continue Opan Street/ .
Goal 7 Advocacy Organizations
Parklet Pliot Program Bubasass
| Anchorage School
AMATS TIP, AMATS TAP, District, Anchorage School
gﬂm“:‘“:'fg:’:: M Go2ls1,2,3,an0 7 ATAP, Alaska Trails, DHHS, | District and Parent-Teach
ADHSS Associations, MOA, Local
Advocacy Grouns
Develop performance
etfics Goal 6

Todle 6.18: implementation Matrix: Loog Term (10-20 yeors)

AMATS TIP, Municipal
Tabie 6.15: Implamentotion Motrix. Mid-tem (2-10 yaars) % :;n:e::::; a;lkr;:r;n;nv lner:;s Gosls1,2,3,800 5 Bonds, AMATS TAP & ATAP, ‘DOMOATT‘::':c MOA PMAE,
_ : : B
i AMATS TIP, Munic/pal ]
';“:;’:‘;’,‘w"" Priorty | Gonie1,2,3, 8005 Borcs, AMATS TAP & ATAP, | ACOTAPE MOA PMAE, Implemant Projocts on AMATS TIP, Municipal DR RGAPHCE
| Alaska State Grant Funds | Allteentifiec Pedestrian | Goals1,2.3,an¢ 5 Bonds, AMATS TAP & ATAP, | 3 et
e A AMATS TiE W Ci Alaska State Grant Funds
Implement Projects on All 1P, Municipal
High Priority Pacestrian | Goais1,2,3,and 5 Bonds, AMATS TAP & ATAP, m’;’;::; c"‘”‘ EISE, I
| Corridors Alaska State Grant Funds *1t i assumad thot actions from the Immediate and mid-térm 1sts are conbinuad (69, continuation of the Safe Routes ta Schoot Progrom)
AMATS TIP, Municips!
Implenet 5 mediutn Godis1,2,3, 4105 Bonds, AMATS TAP & ATAP, | ADOT&PF, MOA PMXE,
ERIRN YL PGt Alaska State Grant Fungs | MOATraflic
J AMATS TIP, Municipal MOA Parks & Rec, Alaska
Drovaiop and ExpenaNon- | cesist, 6 and? Bonds, AMATS TAP & ATAP, | DOT&PF, MOA Trafric, Locai
og! Alssks State Grant Funds | Advocacy Organizations
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Chapter 7: Design Guide

U S e r N e e d S Table 71 Pedestrian Characteristics by Age.

Learning to walk
* Pedestrians 0-4 Require constant adult supervision

Developing peripheral vision and depth perception

. . 5-8 Increasing independence, but still require supervision
% Bicyclists . G

Poor depth perception

9-13 Susceptible to "dart out"” or intersection dash ;
*¢ Wheelchair Users Poor judgment
Sense of invulnerability
’:‘ Other non-motorized Users 1418 Improved awareness of traffic environment
Poor judgment ' :
19-40 Active, fully aware of traffic environment
41-65 Slowing of reflexes
65+ Difficulty crossing streetin time o
Yision loss ':’

Difficulty hearing vehicles approach from behind
Design dimensions of pedestrians and
preferred operating space
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AMATS Non-motorized Plan Next Steps:

Ma rCh 202 1: Log & respond to all public comments in AMATS Comment/Response Table
Ap ril 2021 : amars Technical Advisory Committee Review & Approval
May 202 1: Anchorage Assembly Review and Adoption

Ju ne 202 1: AMATS Policy Committee Review & Approval

S
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Call to Action:

1. Read the AMATS Non-motorized Plan:

2. Submit comments to or

3. Take the surveys!

5L & 0
Survey #1 H Survey #2
[=]%: [=]ry

4. Get involved in your local community council.
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http://www.muni.org/departments/ocpd/planning/amats
mailto:amatsinfo@anchorageak.gov
mailto:joni.wilm@anchorageak.gov

