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PLuozine Orcanization

To my fellow River Region residents,

The Walk Bike River Region Plan began in 2019 as investment in bicycle and
pedestrian infrastructure to improve mobility options in our metropolitan area by
promoting public health, reducing traffic congestion, improving safety, and
enhancing the overall quality of life. This 2025 update to that pian continues to
prioritize safe, accessible routes for people of all ages and abilities. This plan update
will help ensure that regional walking and hiking are viable, enjoyable, and
sustainable transportation choices for our neighborhoods and businesses.

The proposed 2025 Walk Bike River Region Plan updates will strengthen our
transportation system while fostering economic vitality and environmental
stewardship. Qur community deserves infrastructure that reflects our shared values
of safety, equity, and sustainability. This Walk Bike River Region Plan update
represents a vital step toward creating a safer, healthier, and more connected
community for all citizens. This 2025 plan update ensures accessibility, connectivity,
and mobility for our walking and biking communities by building more safe
bikeways, sidewalks, and safe crossings at roadways.

Thank you to the members of the Montgomery Metropolitan Planning Organization
for your commitment and leadership in building a future where walking and biking
are safe, convenient, fun, and celebrated choices for transportation. These
improvements wilt encaurage active lifestyles, support local businesses, and will
make our cities, towns, and rural areas more vibrant and inclusive.

Sincerely,

ight, City Councilor
Chaixman, Montgomery MPO Policy Board
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The Montgomery MPO is the Metropolitan Planning
Organization for an area that consists of three counties — Autauga,
Elmore, and Montgomery —including eight municipalities. The
Montgomery Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) assists
local governments with transportation planning. The board includes
elected officials from member municipalities, counties, an
Alabama Department of Transportation (ALDOT) representative, and
Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration
officials that provide a forum for discourse and sets the direction of
transportation policies and programs.



Executive Summary

INTRODUCTION

The River Region Bike Walk Plan is the Montgomery
Metropolitan Planning Organization’s (MPO) active
transportation plan. The 2025 River Region Bike Walk
Update (Update) builds on the 2019 Walk Bike River
Region Plan by incorporating updated demographic
data, recent safety trends, evolving regional priorities,
and expanded public input. While the 2019 Plan remains
a comprehensive resource for network concepts and
design guidance, this Update refines priorities and
emphasizes near- and mid-term implementation to guide
bike and pedestrian investments with current conditions
across the River Region.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Biking and walking conditions across the Montgomery
MPO region vary widely, reflecting differences in
development patterns, investment history, and
community needs region wide. Since adoption of the
2019 Plan, communities have expanded sidewalks,
trails, and shared-use paths, but the overall network
remains fragmented and sparse. On-street bicycle
infrastructure is limited, sidewalk coverage is
inconsistent, and connectivity gaps persist, particularly
outside of core urban areas and along major corridors.

Existing conditions analysis also highlights where needs
are greatest. Higher concentrations of children, older
adults, lower-income households, minority populations,
and households without access to a vehicle are found
primarily in Montgomery, with additional pockets
throughout the region. These areas often overlap

with higher crash rates and key destinations such as
employment centers and schools. Between 2020 and
mid-2025, nearly 600 bicycle- and pedestrian-involved
crashes occurred in the MPO region, including 66
fatalities, with several major corridors accounting for

a disproportionate share of severe incidents. Together,
these patterns underscore the need for targeted,
coordinated investments to improve safety, connectivity,
and access for people biking and walking across the
River Region.

PUBLIC OUTREACH

Public outreach played a central role in shaping the
Update and directly informed project prioritization.
Engagementincluded an online, geospatial survey, a
one-day regional forum, and coordination meetings with
MPO committees prior to project scoring. The survey
received 211 responses and allowed participants to
identify where and why they bike or walk, locations
where they feel unsafe, preferred areas for new
infrastructure, and priorities for evaluating projects.

The regional forum brought together local governments,
residents, advocacy groups, and other stakeholders to
discuss walking and biking conditions, safety concerns,
and implementation challenges across the River Region.

Community input consistently identified missing
infrastructure and driver behavior as the primary
barriers to biking and walking, reinforcing the need

for safer, more continuous facilities. Outreach also
highlighted uneven progress since adoption of the

2019 Plan, with the greatest implementation success
occurring in Montgomery and Pike Road, where strong
partnerships, local leadership, and funding coordination
have advanced major trail and sidewalk projects. At

the same time, participants noted ongoing challenges
across the region, including limited staff capacity,
funding constraints, and coordination barriers among
jurisdictions and agencies. These insights helped
ground the Update in lived experience, ensuring that
prioritization reflects both community needs and on-the-
ground implementation realities.

METHODOLOGY

The 2025 River Region Bike Walk Update uses a two-part,
data-driven methodology to identify where walking and
biking investments are most needed and to prioritize
individual projects across the MPO region. First, a priority
area analysis was conducted at the census tract level

to identify locations where investments would have the
greatest potential impact based on need, demand, and
safety. This analysis combined indicators related to
activity intensity (population and employment density),
equity and access (income, race and ethnicity, vehicle
access, and age), access to key destinations (schools
and public services), and infrastructure and safety
(existing network coverage, crash history, and observed
walking and biking activity). These indicators were
normalized and weighted to produce a composite score,
and census tracts in the highest quartile were designated
as Priority Areas.

Second, all projects recommended in the 2019 Plan were
re-evaluated at the corridor level using updated data

and standardized GIS methods. Each project received a
total score based on five criteria: consistency with the
2019 plan, connectivity to existing or funded facilities,
documented public support, modeled walking and
biking demand, and pedestrian and bicycle crash history.
Scores were summed to produce comparable project
rankings, allowing projects to be classified into priority
tiers. Together, these methods provide a transparent and
consistent framework that reflects current conditions,
community input, and safety needs, and directly informs
the project recommendations in this Update.

PROJECT PRIORITIZATION AND

RECOMMENDATIONS

The Update identifies Project Priority Areas, highlighting
where investments in biking and walking infrastructure
may have the greatest cumulative impact. Figure 1
illustrates Priority Areas across the region. These areas
are concentrated primarily within the Montgomery
metropolitan core, including neighborhoods east and
west of downtown and corridors extending south along
U.S. Highway 80 and north toward U.S. Highway 82.
Additional high ranking areas are found in Prattville,
Millbrook, and Wetumpka. Priority Areas are intended to
guide strategic, region wide investment but do not limit
where projects may advance.

Building on this framework, the Update identifies

425 prioritized biking and walking projects totaling
approximately 583 miles of recommended infrastructure
across the MPO region. Projects include on-street

bike lanes and sidepaths, shared-use paths, and new
sidewalk segments that address connectivity gaps

and safety concerns. Projects were scored based on
consistency with previous plans, connectivity to existing
facilities, proximity to crash corridors, observed demand,
and public input. Many of the highest-scoring projects
fall within Project Priority Areas, where underlying
conditions elevate both tract-level and corridor-level
scores. However, additional high-scoring projects are
also located outside Priority Areas where corridor-
specific safety, demand, or connectivity needs are
significant. Figure 2 illustrates recommended biking

and walking projects across the region, categorized by
priority tier. Together, the Priority Areas and prioritized
project list provide a flexible framework to support
implementation as funding opportunities, partnerships,
and local priorities arise.
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FUNDING STRATEGIES

Implementing the River Region Bike Walk Update

will require coordinated use of federal, state, and
local funding sources, along with strong partnerships
across jurisdictions. Core funding opportunities
include Transportation Alternatives, Highway Safety
Improvement Program, Carbon Reduction Program,
Safe Streets and Roads for All, and other discretionary
programs that support safety, connectivity, and
multimodal access. These programs are well suited to
advancing the prioritized biking and walking projects
identified in this Update, particularly along high-crash
corridors and in areas with demonstrated demand.

Beyond federal and state programs, successful
implementation will depend on leveraging local

and nontraditional funding sources. These include
congressional earmarks, alignment with the region’s
Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy,
partnerships with nonprofit organizations such as River
Region Trails, and integration of biking and walking
improvements into local capital programs, resurfacing
projects, and private development requirements.
Combining near-term safety and quick-build projects
with longer-term corridor and trail investments allows
counties, towns, cities, and other places to advance
projects as opportunities arise while maintaining steady
regional progress.

PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

Plan implementation focuses on translating prioritized
projects into actionable steps for design, funding,

and construction. The Update provides framework to
help the Montgomery MPO and its member agencies
advance high-priority biking and walking projects,
coordinate across agencies, and align improvements
with roadway maintenance, safety initiatives, and
development activity. The Update is intended to support
Transportation Improvement Program programming,
grant applications, and local capital planning.

Successful implementation will rely on continued
collaboration among the MPO, local governments,
ALDOT, and community partners. Recommended
actions include establishing data-driven processes to
update priorities over time, integrating biking and walking
facilities into roadway projects, pursuing low-cost safety
improvements, and strengthening local policies such as
Complete Streets. While the 2019 River Region Bike Walk
Plan remains a valuable technical reference for network
concepts and design guidance, this Update emphasizes
near- and mid-term actions that move projects toward
construction and measurable improvements in safety,
connectivity, and access for bikers and walkers across
the River Region.
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Figure 1: Project Priority Areas Figure 2: Proposed Bike and Pedestrian Infrastructure



01 Introduction

THE UPDATE

The 2025 River Region Bike Walk Update (Update)
serves as the Montgomery Metropolitan Organization’s
(MPO) latest active transportation plan. It builds on the
priorities and recommendations of the 2019 Plan while
responding to how conditions, community priorities,
and regional travel patterns have evolved over the past
six years. This Update reflects the MPO’s commitment
to developing a network of high-quality, interconnected,
and safe bike and pedestrian facilities across the region.

Unlike the 2019 Plan, which included broader
programmatic elements, the 2025 Update focuses
primarily on implementation. The goal of the Update is
to identify, refine and prioritize infrastructure projects
that will have the highest impact on active transportation
across the region. The Plan provides a clear, data-driven
framework that local jurisdictions can use to guide
investment decisions, pursue funding, and coordinate
projects.

THE BACKGROUND

The 2019 Walk Bike River Region Plan established

the foundation for expanding bike and pedestrian
infrastructure across the MPO region. Since its adoption,
numerous projects have moved forward through
installation, design, and funding, including continuous
sidewalk improvements and the construction of shared-
use paths. Continued population growth, emerging
safety challenges, a changing funding landscape, and
competing regional priorities have increased the need for
an update.

The 2025 River Region Bike Walk Plan evaluates progress
on the 2019 recommendations, identifies barriers

to implementation, highlights successful strategies,
introduces new projects, and re-scores each previously
recommended project using updated data and
community input. This process ensures that the MPQO’s
priorities reflect today’s conditions while remaining
consistent with local, regional, and state goals for
transportation safety, mobility, and equitable access.
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The Process

The planning process included three key phases,
outlined in Figure 3.

STEP 1 | PERFORMANCE REVIEW AND
NEEDS

The first step in the planning process was to understand
current conditions, community needs, and progress
since adoption of the 2019 River Region Bike Walk Plan.
Given the size and diversity of the Montgomery MPO
region, stakeholder input played a critical role in shaping
this understanding. The Technical Advisory Committee
(TAC), Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC), and MPO
Policy Board provided guidance throughout the process.

This phase included an eight-week geospatial online
survey and a full-day regional forum where local
governments, advocates, and residents shared feedback
on existing conditions, safety concerns, and priorities for
biking and walking. In parallel, implementation progress
from the 2019 Plan was reviewed to identify successes,
barriers, and gaps that continue to affect project delivery
across the region.

Figure 3: Planning Process Timeline

Performance Review and Needs

©O00®

Kickoff Performance

Meeting Review Regional Forum

Online Survey
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STEP 2 | ASSESSMENT AND
RECOMMENDATIONS

Building on identified needs and performance findings,
the second step focused on evaluating where biking and
walking investments would have the greatest impact
and refining project recommendations. A Priority Area
analysis was conducted to identify census tracts with
the highest levels of need based on factors such as
population and employment density, access to public
services, income, race and ethnicity, vehicle ownership,
and crash history. These Priority Areas help guide
implementation efforts at the MPO level by highlighting
locations with overlapping safety, equity, and demand
considerations.

Each project recommended in the 2019 Plan and related
projects from the 2025 Safety Action Plan were then
re-evaluated using updated data and refined criteria,
including connectivity, public input, user demand,

and safety. Project scores informed preliminary
recommendations, which were reviewed by the MPO
Policy Board, TAC, and CAC. Projects identified through
public input were added to the 2025 Update.

STEP 3 | DOCUMENTATION

The final phase of the process focused on documenting
findings and preparing the River Region Bike Walk Update
for adoption. Draft materials were reviewed by the MPO
Policy Board, TAC, and CAC, followed by a two-week
public comment period. After incorporating feedback,
the Update was finalized and presented to the MPO
Policy Board for adoption.

Documentation

OOO®

Project Draft Update Final
Recommendations Update

TAC/CAC/MPO Priority Area TAC/CAC/MPO Public
Meeting 1 Analysis Meeting 2 Comment
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throughout the River Region.

PROJECT GOALS

The goals from the 2019 Plan continue to guide the Montgomery MPQO’s efforts to improve walking and biking across

The River Region Bike Walk Update envisions a region where safe, high-quality
bikeways and walkways connect communities of all sizes and strengthen
economic vitality. Bikers and walkers of all ages and abilities will have access
to comfortable, convenient routes that support everyday travel, recreation, and
healthy living. A shared culture of safety and respect will define how people move

the region and provide the foundation for evaluating progress and prioritizing future investments. These goals are

detailed below.
INFRASTRUCTURE

OBJECTIVE A - Regularly inventory bicycle and pedestrian

network conditions

OBJECTIVE B - Increase the quantity of bicycle and
pedestrian facilities that accommodate the needs of
people of all ages and abilities

SAFETY

OBJECTIVE A - Identify roadway designs that lead to
systemic safety issues for bicyclists and pedestrians

OBJECTIVE B - Decrease the number of bicycle- and
pedestrian-involved collisions

USAGE

OBIJECTIVE A - Increase the percentage of commuters
that walk or bike to work

12

EDUCATION AND ENCOURAGEMENT

OBIJECTIVE A - Promote bicycling and walking through
educational programming

OBJECTIVE B - Encourage grass-roots contributions to
regional bicycle and pedestrian planning efforts

FUNDING

OBJECTIVE A - Decrease the burden of transportation
costs on households

OBJECTIVE B - Allocate financial resources to support
staff and project development on active transportation
projects and programs

ENVIRONMENT AND HEALTH

OBJECTIVE A - Connect bicycle and pedestrian
infrastructure with existing and planned parks,
recreational facilities, and open spaces

INTRODUCTION

The Study Area

The River Region Bike Walk study areais in

the south-central part of Alabama, near a
confluence of rivers, agriculture, and rail lines.
The study area aligns with the Montgomery MPO
boundaries and encompasses portions of three
counties — Autauga, Elmore, and Montgomery —
with an estimated total population of 385,000.
The River Region includes the Montgomery
metropolitan area, where a large portion of the
region’s population lives, works, and plays. The
Montgomery metro area is complemented by a
ring of suburbs, small cities, and towns such as
Wetumpka, Prattville, and Pike Road. Further out,
rural areas and small towns predominate, such
as Elmore and Deatsville.

INTRODUCTION
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02 Existing Conditions

OVERVIEW

The Montgomery MPO encompasses a vibrant, diverse region that includes the Alabama capital city of Montgomery
and jurisdictions surrounding the city in Montgomery, Elmore, and Autauga counties. The Existing Conditions section
provides an overview of the bike and pedestrian infrastructure conditions in the region, including demographic
information, key destinations, and safety data. The Update aims to identify key areas that need attention through
exploring these factors.

THE EXISTING CONDITIONS SECTION HELPS INFORM THE UPDATE BY ASKING:

Existing and Planned Network

What facilities are already built or planned?

Previous Plan Review

What other plans support the vision of River Region
Bike Walk Update?

Demographics

What are the groups of people most likely to need safe
alternatives to driving? Where are they located?

Mode Choice and Mobility

What areas are dangerous for cyclists and pedestrians?
Where are people most likely to bike or walk?

Density and Destinations

Where do people live and work?
What and where are key destinations?

BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN INFRASTRUCTURE TODAY

Since the 2019 Plan was adopted, the MPO region has continued to expand its network of bike and pedestrian
facilities. Communities across the three counties have advanced a handful of sidewalk and trail projects to improve
local and regional connectivity.

Sidewalk data was not consistently available across the region. Several local governments have integrated sidewalk
construction into regular maintenance programs or adopted complete streets policies.

14 EXISTING CONDITIONS
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CHALLENGES AND SUCCESSES

Since the adoption of the 2019 Bike Walk River Region Plan, progress toward implementing new walking and
biking infrastructure has been steady in some areas but limited across the region overall. Most places within the
MPO continue to face the same fundamental barriers identified in 2019, with limited dedicated funding, staffing
constraints, and coordination challenges across city, county, and state agencies. The pace of implementation has
varied, with the greatest activity occurring in and around the city of Montgomery and the town of Pike Road.

Regional Progress

Throughout the River Region, local partners have continued to integrate bicycle and pedestrian improvements

into capital projects where opportunities exist. Several municipalities have adopted Complete Streets principles,
prioritized sidewalk repair, and leveraged resurfacing projects to add safer shoulders or shared-use segments. These
efforts have helped maintain momentum even where larger trail projects remain in early stages.

The most visible advances have occurred within the City of Montgomery and the Town of Pike Road, where dedicated
partners have aligned resources and leadership to move projects forward. In Montgomery, collaboration between the
City and River Region Trails (RRT) has led to several federally funded initiatives, including the Selma-to-Montgomery
Trail, Cypress Trail, Jackson Cut, and the Riverwalk Extension that will eventually connect neighborhoods and historic
destinations across the city. These projects serve as catalysts for a broader regional network and demonstrate how
local partnerships can leverage funding for multimodal investment. Figure 4 displays significant projects in the region.

In Pike Road, proactive planning and local investment have made the community a model for suburban trail
development. The town’s Natural Trail System, funded through local revenues and grants, reflects a long-term
commitment to recreation and mobility. As the town continues to grow, these facilities will form a framework for
future sidewalk and trail connections that support both health and economic goals.

Ongoing Challenges

Despite these efforts, implementation across the MPO region remains uneven. Many smaller jurisdictions continue
to struggle with limited staff capacity to pursue grants, prepare design documents, or manage right-of-way
acquisition. Coordination between municipalities, ALDOT, and local stakeholders can also be difficult, particularly
when roadway resurfacing projects are scheduled in short, disconnected segments. Without early and consistent
collaboration, opportunities to include bike and pedestrian improvements are often missed.

The region’s low-density development pattern and dependence on personal vehicles further complicate
implementation, as walking and biking are still perceived primarily as recreational activities rather than everyday
travel modes. Public buy-in, maintenance oy re 4: New Bike and Pedestrian Infrastructure
responsibilities, and funding match

requirements remain significant hurdles to

long-term project delivery.

Lessons and Opportunities

The relative success of projects in the City
of Montgomery and Pike Road highlights
the importance of local champions,
regular interagency communication, and
integrating trail planning into roadway
improvement programs. As the MPO and
its partners look forward, maintaining
open channels among jurisdictions,
aligning infrastructure goals with
resurfacing and safety projects, and
pursuing visible “quick win” projects can
help sustain regional momentum and
public support.

EXISTING CONDITIONS 15



The Base Map

The base map provides an overview of
existing and funded bicycle and pedestrian
infrastructure. Key destinations that may
generate walking and biking demand are
also shown.

Data available for this update provided
information on bicycle facilities, including
shared-use paths, striped bike lanes, and
paved shoulders.

In the MPO region, the majority of on-
street bicycle facilities are limited to
paved shoulders and share the road signs,
with a minimal amount of bike lanes and
sharrows found mostly in Montgomery
County.

Shared-use paths and other off-street
facilities exist throughout the region,
including facilities off Wallahatchee Road
in Pike Road and off-street facilities like
the Riverfront trails in Montgomery and
Wetumpka.

Sidewalk data was not consistently
available across the region.

16
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Existing Plans

This Update builds upon a foundation of statewide and local planning efforts that guide bicycle and pedestrian
improvements throughout the region. Key references include:

PLAN AGENCY YEAR
Alabama Statewide Bicycle and Pedestrian Alabama DOT 2025
Plan
River Region Trails Master Plan City of Montgomery 2025
Montgomery MPO Safety Action Plan Montgomery MPO 2025
2045 Montgomery MPO Long Range Montgomery MPO 2022
Transportation Plan
Downtown Montgomery Action Plan City of Montgomery 2022
Town of Pike Road Comprehensive Plan Town of Pike Road 2022
Project Prattville 2040 City of Prattville 2021
Wetumpka Downtown and Riverfront City of Wetumpka 2014
Revitalization Plan

Demographics

UNDERSTANDING NEEDS

Understanding the MPO region’s needs involves
analyzing demographic data and transportation
patterns through various lenses. By examining age
distribution, income levels, and racial and ethnic
composition, the specific needs of various groups

can be identified. Assessing access to safe bike and

Figure 5: Montgomery MPO
Demographics Snapshot

pedestrian infrastructure and economic indicators can
highlight where improvements are needed to enhance
the quality of life for all. The data in the following pages

helped determine Project Priority Areas and Project

Recommendations.
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AGE, INCOME, RACE AND ETHNICITY, ACCESS TO A VEHICLE

Children and Older Adults

Children are defined as individuals 17 years old
and younger. In the survey and during discussion
at the regional forum, children were highlighted
as a specific point of focus when considering bike
and pedestrian infrastructure. Children have low
eye height and walk at slower speeds than adults.
Greater access to connected pedestrian and bike
networks and walkable neighborhoods with safe
options can positively impact children who are
playing, walking to school, or other activities.

Older adults are defined as those who are 65

years and older. The U.S. population age 65 and
over grew from 2010 to 2020 at the fastest rate
since 1880 to 1890. Walkable neighborhoods

help seniors to remain active, healthy, and

social. Older adults walk more slowly and require
assistive devices for walking stability, sight,

and hearing. Safe, walkable facilities can have

a disproportionate positive impact for this user
group. Figure 5 shows the percentage of individuals
under 18 and over 65 for the Montgomery

MPO. Figure 6 indicates the percentage of total
population comprised of older adults and children,
evenly distributed by population. .

Racial and Ethnic Diversity

Racial and ethnic diversity is evaluated using two
related but distinct measures: race and Hispanic
or Latino ethnicity. Race reflects the share of
residents identifying as Black or African American,
American Indian or Alaska Native, Asian, Native
Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander, or another
race, while Hispanic or Latino identity is measured
separately as an ethnicity that includes residents
of any race.

Communities with higher concentrations of

these populations have historically experienced
underinvestment in walking and biking
infrastructure, including gaps in sidewalks, limited
safe crossings, and disconnected networks.
Evaluating racial and ethnic composition helps
identify locations where targeted investments can
improve safety, accessibility, and transportation
equity across the River Region. Figure 5 shows the
regional racial composition and share of residents
identifying as Hispanic or Latino, while Figure 7
illustrates how these populations are distributed
by census tract, evenly distributed by population. .

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Figure 6: Children and Older Adults

Figure 7: Racial and Ethnic Diversity

Racial and Ethnic Diversity

18



Household Income

Income level is an important consideration
because it corresponds to residents’ ability to
access transportation options. Lower-income
households are more likely to rely on walking,
biking, and transit for daily trips, and may live

in areas with fewer safe or connected bike and
pedestrian facilities. Considering income data
ensures that investments in bike and pedestrian
infrastructure serve all community members and
address mobility gaps. Figure 8 indicates median
household income by tract, evenly distributed by
population.

Household Car Ownership

Households without access to a personal vehicle
represent an important measure of transportation
dependence. Across the Montgomery MPO
region, approximately 6.4% of households lack

a vehicle, with rates exceeding 30% in several
urban tracts within the City of Montgomery. These
areas typically overlap with lower-income and
minority populations, reflecting greater reliance
on walking, biking, and transit. Identifying and
addressing gaps in these communities is critical
to improving equitable access to jobs, schools,
and essential services. Figure 9 indicates the
percentage of households that do not have
access to at least one vehicle, evenly distributed
by population.
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Figure 8: Median Household Income

No Data

Figure 9: Household Access to a Vehicle

EXISTING CONDITIONS

DENSITY AND DESTINATIONS

Population Density

Population density reflects where residents live
and where walking and biking trips are most
likely to originate. Higher population densities
typically indicate greater potential for bicycle and
pedestrian activity, as more people live within
walking or biking distance of daily destinations.
Figure 10 indicates population density in

the Montgomery MPO region, where higher-
density neighborhoods are concentrated in and
around central Montgomery, with additional
concentrations in Prattville, Wetumpka, and
Elmore. Understanding population density

helps identify areas with the highest potential

for short, non-motorized trips and ensures that
infrastructure investments support where people
are most likely to walk and bike.

Employment Density

Employment density indicates the concentration

of jobs and represents major destinations for daily

travel. Areas with high employment density tend
to generate significant pedestrian and bicycle

activity, particularly when they are near residential

neighborhoods or transit routes. Figure 11

indicates employment density in the Montgomery

MPO region. Employment density is highest
near downtown Montgomery and along the |-85
corridor, with additional job centers in Prattville,

Millbrook, and Wetumpka. Analyzing employment

density highlights where investments in walking
and biking infrastructure can improve access to
key workplaces and reduce reliance on vehicle
commutes.

EXISTING CONDITIONS
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Figure 10: Population Density

Bottom 20%
21% - 40%
41% - 60%
51% - 80%
Top 20%

Figure 11: Employment Density

Bottom 20%

21% - 40%
41% - 60%
51% - 80%
Top 20%
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CRASH CORRIDORS AND SAFETY

The crash history analysis for the Montgomery MPO region provides a comprehensive overview of traffic incidents
from January 1, 2020, to June 2025. During this period, there were a total of 489 pedestrian-related crashes and
95 bike-related crashes. Of these, there were 58 pedestrian fatalities and 8 cyclist fatalities, underscoring the
severity of some incidents. This analysis identifies corridors that are not only historically dangerous for bike and
pedestrian travel, it also indicates where people on foot and bike are traveling. Analysis for this Update used data
from the State of Alabama’s central database for crash reports managed by the University of Alabama College of
Engineering Center for Public Safety. Figure 12 indicates corridors where crashes have occurred by frequency.

Top 5 Unsafe Corridors for Cyclists and Pedestrians:
1. State Route 8 4. U.S. Highway 82
2. U.S. Highway 80 5. Atlanta Highway
3. State Route 6

Figure 12: Crash Corridors
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03 Public Outreach

OVERVIEW

The River Region Bike Walk Update relies on community
input to directly inform prioritization of infrastructure.
Public outreach during the process enabled stakeholders
to provide input on project evaluation criteria, preferred
locations for projects, their experiences with walking

and biking in the region, and the implementation of
projects within their communities. The following section
outlines the techniques used to collect feedback from
stakeholders and the outcomes of those efforts.

TECHNIQUES

The planning team employed a multi-pronged
engagement strategy to gather input from MPO
members, residents, advocacy groups, and stakeholders
across the region. These included:

¢ Anonline, geospatial survey for participants to
indicate how they use active transportation, their
scoring priorities, locations where they feel unsafe,
and where they would like to see infrastructure.

e Aone-dayforum at the Juliette Hampton Morgan
Memorial Library for local government, citizens,
advocacy groups, neighborhood representatives, and
other stakeholders to give input to the project team
about importantissues and projects related to the
River Region Bike Walk Update.

¢ A meeting with the TAC, CAC, and MPO Policy
Board to discuss the River Region Bike Walk Update
priorities before beginning project prioritization.

PusLic OUTREACH
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COMMUNITY PRIORITIES AND THEMES

Survey results highlight a range of experiences and
perceptions related to walking and biking in the River
Region, how participants prioritize the different scoring
criteria, and where they would like to see infrastructure.
There were 211 respondents to the survey. Detailed
responses, graphs, and maps from the survey can be
found in Appendix C.

Project Scoring Criteria

A component of the survey included priority setting.
Participants were asked to prioritize project criteria

on a scale of one to seven (with one being the highest
priority), shown in Figure 13. The River Region Bike Walk
Update recognizes that all of the project criteria are
important; however, understanding the region’s priorities
help evaluate and assess the projects. A lower average
score indicates higher priority.

Figure 13: Scoring Criteria Survey Results

1 Improves Safety | Average 2.01

h -
Connects to Key
Destinations | Average 3.10

* I

Connects to Existing
Infrastructure | Average 3.29

d

Improves Access for Vulnerable
Populations | Average 3.54
I

O Easyto Implement | Average 4.11
— I —

Support from Residents or
6 Neighborhoods | Average 4.48

I :_

7/ Cost-Effectiveness | Average 4.54

N

B Highest Priority [l 2nd Highest 3rd Highest
4th Highest B 5th Highest B stn Highest
Lowest Priority 22



Resident Use, Safety Perception, and Barriers

Survey results provide insight into how often residents bike and walk, why they choose to do so, and the challenges
they face. Together, the figures below summarize travel behavior, motivations, safety perceptions, and key barriers to
biking and walking across the River Region.

Figure 14: Frequency of Active Transportation

[ [ 4
'Q q@ Nearly two-thirds of respondents use active transportation at least weekly,
)

indicating a base level of demand even with existing network limitations.

40%

35.0%
35%
30.0%
30%
25%
20% 17.5%
0,
15% 11.7%
10%
5.8%
- -
0%
Daily Afew times a week Afew times a month Rarely Never

Figure 15: Why People Bike and Walk

(Mutltiple selections allowed)

2 % People primarily use their local bicycle and pedestrian networks for health
'k@ ’(‘9 and recreation, not utilitarian travel.

Other 7.5%

16.7%

Commuting

17.5%

Environmental reasons

26.7%

Running errands

61.7%

Recreation

83.3%

Exercise/Health
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Figure 16: Challenges to Walking or Biking
(Multiple selections allowed)
o o Missing infrastructure and driver behavior overwhelmingly dominate resident
'k@: & concerns, reinforcing the need for separated, protected, and continuous
facilities.

High vehicular

Driver speeds/volumes
Behavior Aggressive
drivers
Environmental Weather conditions
Limited bike
parking
Underbuilt/narrow
sidewalks
Lack of
Infrastructure Lack of sidewalks/bike
crosswalks lanes

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Figure 17: How Safe Residents Feel Walking or Biking

* il.@) Perceived and actual safety concerns represent a major barrier to mode shift
NS

in the region.
4.4%

12.4%_\

15.0% ’

221%

Very Unsafe

. Somewhat Unsafe

. Neutral

. Somewhat Safe

Very Safe

Specific Safety
46.0% Concerns:
e Distracted driving
e Wide roads

e |ackof shade

PusLic OUTREACH 24



04 Methods

PRIORITY AREA IDENTIFICATION

Priority Areas were identified through a spatial analysis combining demographic, safety, and infrastructure indicators
to identify parts of the region with the greatest need and potential impact from biking and walking investment.

Each indicator was normalized, weighted according to the importance of the category to bike and pedestrian
infrastructure need, and aggregated at the census tract level to create a composite score, which was used to
highlight high-need areas across the Montgomery MPO region.

The analysis included four major categories: Activity Intensity, Equity & Access, Destinations, and Infrastructure &
Safety. Each category consisted of one or more measurable indicators derived from publicly available datasets and
local GIS layers. Indicators were ranked using quantile or inverted quantile methods, depending on whether higher or
lower values represented greater need.

Activity Intensity (18%) Destinations (18%)

Identifies where walking and biking trips are most likely to Measures access to daily needs and key public services

oceur. e Schools (12%): Schools generate biking and
e Population Density (8%): Strong predictor walking demand, and are wighted highly to reflect
of walking and short trips. Lower weight than the importance of safe walking and biking access
employment density as residents may drive if jobs for students to get to school.
and key destinations are sparse. Sourced from °
ACS table S0101.

e  Employment Density (10%): Close correlation
to biking and walking trips for commutes, breaks,
and errands. Based on Longitudinal Employer-
Household Dynamics (LEHD) employment

Public Services (6%): Includes libraries, transit
hubs, civic buildings, and transportation centers.
Lower weight to avoid over-counting clustered
civic buildings.

Infrastructure and Safety (28%)

density. Captures existing facility conditions and exposure to risk.

Equity and Access (36%) e Existing Bike and Pedestrian Network (8%):

Rewards closing network gaps and expanding

Reflects demographic conditions associated with higher access where facilities are sparse.

reliance on non-automobile travel. ) )
e Crash History (12%): Pedestrian and bicycle

crash history weighted by severity. Sourced from
the University of Alabama College of Engineering
Center for Advanced Public Safety (CAPS).

e Observed Bike and Pedestrian trip starts (8%): A
higher number of trip starts indicates greater need
within a tract. Sourced from Repolica - Fall 2024
estimation of walking and biking trip starts using
mobile device data.

e Median household income (8%): Lower-income
household depend more on walking and biking
for transportation compared to higher-income
households. Sourced from ACS table S1901.

e Racial and Ethnic Diversity (8%): Targets
communities that have faced historic
disinvestment and experience disproportionate
safety risks. Sourced from ACS table B02001.

* Zero-vehicle households (12%): A direct The final composite scores were classified into four

measure of need for biking and walking facilities. quartile categories, with the top quartile (highest 25%)

Sourced from ACS table 52504. designated as Priority Areas. These areas generally align
e Youth under 18 and adults 65 and older (8%): with urban tracts in and around Montgomery. Figure 18

Children and older adults are more sensitive to displays the Project Priority Areas.

traffic stress and benefit most from safe facilities.

Sourced from ACS table S0101.
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PROJECT SCORING

Project scoring builds on the framework established in the 2019 Walk Bike River Region Plan and applies updated
data and standardized GIS methods to ensure consistency and transparency. Each recommended project segment
receives a Total Project Score ranging from zero (0) to five (5), based on five criteria. Each criterion contributes up to
one (1) point, allowing projects to be compared consistently across the MPO region and reflects prioroities gathered
through public input.

Scoring reflects a combination of prior planning, network connectivity, public input, observed demand, and safety
performance. All analysis was completed in ArcGIS Pro using standardized spatial queries and proximity-based
methods. Individual criterion scores were summed to produce a Total Project Score, which was then used to classify
projects into High, Medium, and Low Priority tiers (see Appendix A).

Replica travel demand data were used to represent observed biking and walking activity. Replica is an aggregated,
anonymized mobility dataset derived from mobile device data and was used to determine trip volumes for corridors
in the region.

Criterion Description

The composite score from the 2019 Plan was normalized and
carried forward to maintain continuity across plan updates. The
highest-scoring project from the 2019 Plan receives a score of 1.

2019 Plan Baseline 0-1

Projects located within 350 feet of an existing or funded biking
Oor1 or walking facility receive 1 point, reflecting stronger network
connectivity and implementation readiness.

Connectivity to Existing
or Funded Facilities

Projects located near survey responses or identified through
Public Support Oor1 the regional forum receive 1 point, reflecting direct community
input.

Replica data were used to estimate biking and walking activity

Demand 0-1 along each corridor. Projects with higher modeled trip volumes
receive higher scores.
Crash data were analyzed within a 50-75 foot buffer. Project
segments on corridors that have a history of crashes receive
Safety 0-1 . . . .
a score. Project segments on corridors with higher crash
frequency or severity receive higher scores.
2019 Plan o Public _ 5 Total
Baseline + Connectivity + Support + Demand *+ Safety =
Points
MeTHODS 26



05 Project Prioritization and
Recommendations

OVERVIEW

This chapter outlines recommended bike and pedestrian
infrastructure, identifies Project Priority Areas, and explains the
methods and scoring applied to project recommendations from the
2019 River Region Bike Walk Plan. The MPO region was evaluated at
the census tract level using a range of demographic and behavioral
data discussed in Chapter 2, Existing Conditions, to understand
which tracts demonstrate the highest level of need for bike and
pedestrian infrastructure projects. These tracts were prioritized,
and the top 25% of tracts with the highest “need”, based on the
defined criteria, were identified. Following area prioritization,

a framework to score each project individually was developed,
drawing from methods and scores used in 2019 along with updated
connectivity scores, public support for projects, user demand, and
safety data. The result is a list of projects, each with an assigned
score.

PROJECT PRIORITY AREAS

Priority Areas represent the geographic focus of this plan. All
Priority Areas are locations where high scores across multiple
criteria overlap, indicating the greatest need and potential impact
for active transportation investment. Priority Areas are displayed in
Figure 18.

Project Priority Areas highlight where overlapping needs are
greatest at the tract level, and can help decision makers prioritize
investment strategically across the entire MPO region, whether
responding to funding availability, local priorities, or emerging
implementation opportunities. Many top scoring projects fall within
the top Priority Areas because the same underlying conditions
such as high crash severity, density, and equity indicators elevate
the tract-level and project score. However, because every
recommended project was evaluated, high scoring projects can
be found outside the top quartile of Priority Areas. The project
listis intended to guide implementation regardless of where an

opportunity arises, while the Priority Areas help jurisdictions understand where investment may have the greatest

cumulative impact.
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Project Priority

Areas
Figure 18

Priority Project Areas indicate hotspots of
overlapping need in the region. These census
tracts help frame where investment may have
the greatest cumulative impact and often
correspond with the highest-scoring projects,
while still allowing strong projects to advance
anywhere in the region.

Most Priority Areas are located within the
Montgomery metropolitan core, including
neighborhoods east and west of downtown
and corridors extending south along U.S.
Highway 80 and north along U.S. 82. These
areas exhibit high crash severity, higher
population and employment density, and a
greater share of low-income and zero-vehicle
households.

Additional high-ranking areas that fall

within the top half of tracts are in Prattville,
Wetumpka, and Millbrook, where recent
growth and demand for connected facilities
are increasing. Rural communities such

as Elmore and Deatsville also feature
opportunities to enhance access to schools,
parks, and town centers through shared-use
paths and shoulder improvements.

The Priority Area assessment is meant to
be used to understand the areas of highest
need, but if funding or implementation
opportunities are available in areas that
are not highly ranked, they should still be
considered for implementation. Using the
Priority Areas and Project Priority in tandem
can help decision makers strategically
prioritize projects region wide.
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Project

Recommendations
Figure 19

There are 425 recommended projects

across the MPO region, identified through a
combination of public input, projects carried
forward from the 2019 Plan, stakeholder
feedback on priority needs and specific
corridors, existing infrastructure conditions,
and data from other relevant plans. Of these
425 projects, 373 are bicycle facilities and 229
are pedestrian facilities.

Some facilities, such as paved shoulders,

advisory bike lanes, shared use paths, and
sidepaths are both bicycle and pedestrian
facilities.

The 2025 River Region Bike Walk Update

is intended to serve as a practical tool for
towns, cities, counties, public and private
agencies, and community members to
understand, advocate for, and implement
bicycle and pedestrian improvements. The
project recommendations in this chapter
include multiple characteristics to help inform
decisions about where, when, and what to
implement.

Figure 19 shows all recommended projects
across the region, symbolized by cumulative
project score category. The top third of projects
received a cumulative score of 2.29 or higher,
reflecting stronger alignment with plan goals
and higher overall need. Figure 20 displays

the project ranking color scheme, with project
scores evenly sorted into thirds.

Figure 21 through Figure 24 illustrate the
geographic distribution of projects and the
recommended facility types. Project Priority
Lists provide additional detail for each project,
including the corridor name, segment limits,
recommended facility type, project length,
individual category scores, cumulative score,
place, and county.

For guidance on each facility type shown
in Figure 19, refer to the design guidelines
provided in Appendix D.

Figure 20
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Autauga County

Projects
Figure 21

ProJecTt PRIORITIZATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Autauga County Projects
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Autauga County Projects
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Elmore County

Projects
Figure 22
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Elmore County Projects
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Elmore County Projects

ProJecTt PRIORITIZATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS



37

Montgomery

County Projects
Figure 23

ProJecTt PRIORITIZATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Montgomery County Projects
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Montgomery County Projects

ProJecTt PRIORITIZATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Montgomery County Projects

ProJect PRIORITIZATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

WALK BIKE RIVER REGION PLAN

40



41

Montgomery County Projects

ProJecTt PRIORITIZATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Montgomery County Projects
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Downtown
Montgomery

Projects
Figure 24

ProJecTt PRIORITIZATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Downtown Montgomery Projects

ProJect PRIORITIZATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS
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Downtown Montgomery Projects

ProJecTt PRIORITIZATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Downtown Montgomery Projects
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Downtown Montgomery Projects

ProJecTt PRIORITIZATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Downtown Montgomery Projects
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06 Funding Strategies

Implementing the River Region Bike Walk Plan will require sustained coordination and creativity in combining funding
sources. The region’s success will depend not only on leveraging existing state and federal programs, but also on
aligning local match commitments, cultivating partnerships, and pursuing new opportunities as they arise. While

the Montgomery MPO plays a key role in programming funds through the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP),
implementation will ultimately rely on collaboration across jurisdictions, nonprofit organizations, and the private
sector.

FEDERAL AND STATE PROGRAMS

Core funding opportunities include:

¢ Transportation Alternatives Set-Aside (TA): Provides annual funding for sidewalks, trails, crossings, and safety
enhancements through ALDOT and the MPO. Funded through the Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG)
program via Federal Highway Administration and the Infrastructure, Investment, and Jobs Act (11JA).

e Carbon Reduction Program (CRP): Supports multimodal facilities that reduce vehicle miles traveled and
emissions. Funded through the I1JA and FHWA.

e Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP): Prioritizes projects that address high-crash corridors and
intersections. Funded through the [IJA and FHWA.

e Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A): Offers grants for safety action plans and quick-build projects aligned
with Vision Zero principles. Funded through the I1JA and USDOT.

e Reconnecting Communities and Neighborhoods (RCP): Funds projects that restore connectivity severed by
major roadways or rail corridors. Funded through the IIJA and USDOT.

e Recreational Trails Program (RTP): Provides support for shared-use paths and trail amenities on public lands.
Funded through the Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG) program via Federal Highway Administration and
the Infrastructure, Investment, and Jobs Act (IlJA).

e Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STBG): The Surface Transportation Block Grant Program provides
flexible federal funding to states and MPOs for a wide range of transportation projects, including roadway
improvements, transit, freight, and eligible biking and walking infrastructure.

e Better Utilizing Investments to Leverage Development (BUILD) Grant Program: The BUILD Grant Program
is a competitive U.S. Department of Transportation discretionary grant that supports regionally significant
transportation projects with demonstrated safety, economic development, mobility, and quality-of-life benefits.
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LOCAL, REGIONAL, AND NONTRADITIONAL SOURCES

Beyond federal programs, the Montgomery MPO region can expand funding through several complementary
channels:

e Congressional Earmarks and Appropriations: The MPO and its member agencies can pursue targeted
earmarks for regional trail and sidewalk projects by coordinating with Alabama’s congressional delegation during
annual appropriations cycles.

e Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (CEDS) Alignment: Because active transportation
investments improve access to jobs and quality of life, projects identified in this Update can be incorporated into
the region’s CEDS to strengthen eligibility for U.S. Economic Development Administration (EDA) grants.

e Nonprofit Partnerships: Organizations such as River Region Trails (RRT) continue to play an essential role in
advocacy, fundraising, and project delivery. These partnerships can help secure philanthropic or foundation
grants that complement federal and local sources.

e Private Development Contributions: Cities and counties can require developers to construct or contribute
to sidewalks, bike lanes, or trail connections as part of site plan approvals. Public—private partnerships are
particularly effective in commercial areas and new mixed-use developments.

e Local Capital Improvement Programs: Municipal budgets, park bonds, and resurfacing programs can integrate
small-scale pedestrian and bicycle improvements to ensure consistent progress each year.

Funding Strategy
Atiered funding approach is recommended:

e Near Term: Focus on quick-build and safety improvements funded through TA, HSIP, and local maintenance
budgets.

e Mid Term: Package multiple smaller projects for competitive grants such as CRP or SS4A.

e Long Term: Coordinate region-wide trail and connectivity initiatives for discretionary funding or earmark requests
through federal appropriations and EDA programs.

The Montgomery MPO can strengthen its role as the regional hub for coordinating these funding efforts. By tracking

available grant cycles, sharing application resources with member agencies, and aligning multimodal projects with

roadway maintenance programs, the MPO can help ensure that implementation of this plan continues steadily over
time.

FUNDING STRATEGIES 50



07 Plan Implementation

OVERVIEW

Plan implementation focuses on translating the prioritized projects into tangible steps for design, funding, and
construction. The recommendations outlined in the Update are intended to guide the Montgomery MPO and its
member agencies in advancing high-priority projects, coordinating across agencies, and identifying feasible near-
term investments.

This Update is designed to serve as both a planning reference and an implementation guide, helping jurisdictions
prepare projects for inclusion in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), pursue grant opportunities, and
coordinate local policies that support walking and biking.

The 2019 River Region Bike Walk Plan remains a comprehensive and valuable resource for the region. Its detailed
network analysis, design guidance, and policy recommendations continue to hold relevance and should be used in
conjunction with the 2025 Update. This Update builds on that foundation by incorporating new data, updated public
input, and a refreshed project ranking that reflects current conditions, priorities, and implementation readiness.

ACTION TABLE

The key to successfully implementing the River Region Bike Walk Plan is the continued dedication and coordination
of the Montgomery MPO, its member agencies, and ALDOT. Through collaboration between local governments,
regional agencies, and community partners such as River Region Trails, the region can make steady progress
towards expanding safe and accessible walking and biking infrastructure. The Action Table establishes a framework
to move the recommendations from this Update into design, construction, and implementation. The list of actions
is intended to be representative but not exhaustive; places within the MPO should continue to identify new
opportunities as they arise and integrate active transportation into ongoing planning and capital projects.

- $ 88

-
Impact /‘.‘

How much will it cost to initiate
and maintain this action?

How much time will be required
to execute this action?

How likely will this action make
the community more bike and
pedestrian friendly?

/"75 /"7$
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CHARACTERISTICS

Action requires different levels of resource allocation, including cost and time. While some actions have a greater
impact on walking and biking conditions in the Montgomery MPO Region, they might be more expensive or take
longer to implement. For each policy or program, the cost, time, and impact are presented. This exercise illustrates

the variety of tradeoffs that could be made.

ACTION COST | TIME | IMPACT

Approve the River Region Bike Walk Update $ /‘~‘
7

Establish a data-driven process for determining priority projects each year. $$ "‘

Conduct a walk audit to determine high-risk areas along existing facilities where
safety may be a concern.

$S

Identify intersections where low-cost improvements would provide major benefit.

Schedule regular coordination meetings with departments to discuss needs.

Make sure future roadway improvements include suitable pedestrian facilities in
tandem with this Plan.

Adopt a local Complete Streets and Traffic Calming policy.

Inventory sidewalks within a place to understand gaps in pedestrian infrastructure.

Establish a safe routes to school (SRTS) task force.

Establish a stakeholder-based active transportation committee that can focus on
safe and connected walking and biking, ADA, and other community mobility needs.

Establish a dedicated page on the jurisdiction’s website that can be used to publicize
River Region Bike Walk or local transportation plans.

Partner with existing safety campaigns and enforcement programs to increase driver
awareness of pedestrians and cyclists.

Organize events that encourage walking and biking throughout the region through

education and awareness. 7
Include wayfinding signs to show destinations accessible by foot or bike to each ﬂQ‘
destination. /‘
Apply for regional, state, and federal grants to fund the installation of new bike and ﬂﬁ‘
pedestrian facilities. / P4
Explore partnerships with developers and businesses to fund the installation of new d.‘

bike and pedestrian facilities.

Continue to monitor changes in project prioritization at the regional and state level.

o> | |
| AL B L oo |l oo
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08 Conclusion

The River Region Bike Walk Plan provides a clear, data-driven framework to improve safety, connectivity, and access
for bikers and walkers across the Montgomery MPO region. By combining updated data, community input, and a
transparent prioritization process, the Plan identifies where investments can have the greatest impact and offers a
practical roadmap for advancing projects over time.

Successful implementation will depend on continued coordination among the Montgomery MPO, its member
agencies, ALDOT, and community partners. The prioritized project list, Priority Areas, and funding strategies outlined
in this Plan are intended to support near-term action while remaining flexible to respond to local opportunities and
evolving funding conditions. Together, these tools position the River Region to make steady, measurable progress
toward a safer, more connected, and more accessible biking and walking network for communities of all sizes.
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APPENDIX A: PROJECT PRIORITY LIST

The following appendix displays all project recommendations for the 2025 River Region Bike Walk Update. The
following projects can also be found and sorted by accessing the interactive Project Priority List Excel file. Every
project has a correspoinding Object ID, which can be used to visually link the project to a specific point on the maps
found in Appendix B: Project Priority Maps. The interactive Excel file can be found on the Montgomery MPO website.
Projects are sorted by equal intervals, indicated by the color scheme below.
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APPENDIX B: PROJECT RECOMMENDATION MAPS
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APPENDIX C: PUBLIC SURVEY RESULTS What are the main reasons you do not use New infrastructure would connect me to: * People walk here all the time and there is
active transportation? «  Huntingdon College nowhere to walk.

Public Survey Written Responses R .

y . P ' live too far away from work e Make the pop up trail permanent and safer. It gets Reduce crashes.
What are your main reasons for Walk’ng, e The places | go are too far for me to get therein a used a lot! ° Support kids Walklng to school.
biking, or using another form of active timely manner. ¢ Help those who don’t have transportation. e More shade/trees would help too.

ion?

transportation: What makes the marked area feel unsafe? o People need places to walk * Crosswalks needed.

Passing out neighborhood information

Pass out neighborhood information

Unsafe due to crime

It’s more so of th people you have to watch that

People need places to walk

Grocery store

Trail connections would be great.

Currently unsafe.

e  Walk mydog way, the further you go out, the less access your e Downtown Iraffic speeds too high.
e Dogwalk bike will have e

) ) ) e the Curb Market and other downtown businesses Would encourage biking.
e V\acation e To many rape cases going unnoticed or not being

We have one car that my partner takes to go to
work.

Cheaper
Walking pets
Walk dog

Walking my dog

What are the biggest challenges you face

spoken up on so i stop going here
Security
No police presence

Crosswalk lights on Zelda Road/Ann Street do not
work

The multiple ging roads are a mess

Lacks residences and evening businesses, so not
in the public eye therefore great spot to be mugged,

Get to other places in town

To get anywhere easier

Ridgecrest community in montgomery
Walking

Jogging

To get to all of the above

walking my pet.

Would encourage walking.
Sidewalk gaps make it impossible.
Need ADA compliant ramps.

Need bike parking.

Better lighting.

More separation from cars.

Painted lanes are not enough.

e Walking my dog. Protected bike lane please.
when walking, biking, or using other active etc. _ : .
. . . e Dogwalking. Shared use path along major corridor.
transportation? e even with the under-ground NS crossing on the ) .
e Restaurants Connecting to retail/restaurants.

L]
[ ]
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Lack of education for drivers, walkers and cyclists.
Loose animals

sidewalk has steps not disabled compliant

Not enough larger parks worth visiting to walk.
Lack of shade

Lack of trees in many places makes it difficult to
walk in the summer.

There are 4 lane highways like Eastern and
Southern blvds everywhere cutting off pedestrian
and bike access

No side walk to the Publix west of my location
Civilians carrying guns
Safety

Why are there so many bus stops that have no safe
way to a walkway?

Summers can be incredibly hot in mgm

I would venture to say that Montgomery is not a city
that is safe for pedestrians at all.

1. Distracted Drivers and 2. Extremely auto-centric
infrastructure. Roads are much too wide that
encourage speeding and distracted driving.

east, the visibility issues create bottlenecking and
impatient and aggressive drivers.

this is general to all of downtown, but we need to
disperse car traffic. Density forces people to drive
safer, and makes locals plan around walking.

The underpass through Madison can be dangerous
or flooded.

Not pedestrian friendly in the slightest even though
surrounded by density. Too much parking and not
enough density.

Extremely poor traffic flow, lack of anything
resembling traffic regulation by MPD

There is a bus stop here but no crosswalks or ped
infrastructure

There is no good part of the road to bike over near
the entrances and exits to 185

The bridge crossing requires use of a narrow
sidewalk that is directly adjacent to traffic and
overhangs the sidewalk that leads to Montgomery
Whitewater.

lack of safe crossing across Eastern Blvd anywhere
No crosswalk lights/lack of crosswalks

Pretty much the entire city is not bike friendly

APPENDIX

Any other feedback on why you would like new
bike/pedestrian infrastructure here?

e Connecting the east and west side of
downtown

e Bike lanes would add a better route for
commuting

e | would like to bike to work and not have to
drive.

e |tis not safe for bikes currently.
e Need sidewalks
e Need sidewalks

e Sidewalks are non existent and shoulders are
too narrow.

e (Carsdrive too fast and do not respect
pedestrians.

e Safer crossings at busy roads.

e Better connection to parks.

e More connectivity across neighborhoods.
e More protected infrastructure.

e Improve access to transit.

e |twould make it easier to get around without a
car.

APPENDIX

Connecting to work.

Connecting to school.

Connecting to parks.

Connecting to library/community spaces.
Would improve quality of life.

Would support tourism.

Would support local business.

Would help commuters.

Would help people without cars.

Safer for families.

Safer for older adults.

Better crossings at intersections.

Traffic calming would help.

Less speeding.

Drivers are aggressive.

Would reduce dependence on cars.
Currently feels disconnected.

Need continuous network.

Need connections, not isolated segments.

Hard to cross the road.
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Public Survey Map Responses

Mark where you feel unsafe:

APPENDIX

Public Survey Map Responses

Mark where you feel unsafe:

APPENDIX

WALK BIKE RIVER REGION PLAN
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APPENDIX D: DESIGN GUIDELINES

Document Source

Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation of The American Association of State

Pedestrian Facilities Highway Transportation Officials
(AASHTO)

Special Report: Accessible Public Rights-of-Way ACCESS Board

Planning and Design for Alterations

ADA and ABA Accessibility Guidelines Architectural and Transportation Barriers
Compliance Board

Accessible Shared Streets: Notable Practices and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

Considerations for Accommodating Pedestrians with
Vision Disabilities

Achieving Multimodal Networks: Applying Design FHWA
Flexibility and Reducing Conflicts

Federal Highway Administration Bicycle and Pedestrian | FHWA
Planning, Program, and Project Development

Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) FHWA

Parts 4E, 7,9

Pursing Equity in Pedestrian and Bicycle Planning FHWA

Small Town and Rural Multimodal Networks FHWA

Designhing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares: A Context Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)

Sensitive Approach and Congress for the New Urbanism

Urban Street Design Guide National Association of City
Transportation Officials (NACTO)

Manual on Pedestrian and Bicycle Connections to Federal Transit Administration

Transit
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https://highways.dot.gov/safety/pedestrian-bicyclist/safety-tools/43-guide-planning-design-and-operation-pedestrian
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/pedestrian-bicyclist/safety-tools/43-guide-planning-design-and-operation-pedestrian
https://www.access-board.gov/prowag/planning-and-design-for-alterations/
https://www.access-board.gov/prowag/planning-and-design-for-alterations/
https://www.access-board.gov/ada/
https://www.access-board.gov/aba/
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/pedestrian-bicyclist/safety-tools/chapter-2-shared-streets-accessible-shared-streets-notable
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/pedestrian-bicyclist/safety-tools/chapter-2-shared-streets-accessible-shared-streets-notable
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/pedestrian-bicyclist/safety-tools/chapter-2-shared-streets-accessible-shared-streets-notable
https://rosap.ntl.bts.gov/view/dot/51731
https://rosap.ntl.bts.gov/view/dot/51731
https://www.pedbikeinfo.org/cms/downloads/PBIC_WhitePaper_Equity.pdf
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/small_towns/fhwahep17024_lg.pdf
https://nacto.org/docs/usdg/designing_walkable_urban_thoroughfares.pdf
https://nacto.org/docs/usdg/designing_walkable_urban_thoroughfares.pdf
https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/
https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/64496/ftareportno0111.pdf
https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/64496/ftareportno0111.pdf
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