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Executive Summary 

1.1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
This section of the Plan provides an evaluation of the existing bicycle, pedestrian and transit facilities 
that exist within the Yellowstone Corridor with a more thorough assessment of intersections that have 
been identified as “critical nodes”. 

The Pocatello/Chubbuck Pedestrian Plan that was approved in September, 2008 outlines goals and 
existing conditions of the area that align with the evaluation for this corridor plan. It also established a 
comprehensive ADA Transition Plan for the Yellowstone Corridor and surrounding areas. This corridor 
plan is intended to build on the strategies outlined in the Pocatello/Chubbuck Pedestrian Plan and to 
assist in the update of future plans. 

Using the information gathered from public input and agencies involved in the maintenance and 
oversight of the corridor, and through stakeholder interviews, open houses, web based comments and 
comments from the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), the following evaluation presents options for 
treatments in areas where safety concerns with crossing the corridor may be present. The options 
presented are intended to encourage a safer walking and bicycling environment along the corridor. 

Evaluation of Bike, Pedestrian and Transit Facilities Report Summary 

The Evaluation of Bike, Pedestrian and Transit Facilities includes potential safety issues, an in-depth look 
at the existing facilities (or lack of facilities), and an evaluation of each critical node including an 
assessment of crash data, sidewalk gaps, missing curb ramps, and potential improvements to consider. 

General improvements to consider along the corridor include: 

 Adding a manually activated rapid flashing beacons to heavily-used crosswalks;  

 Installing a pedestrian bridge at a location that may be difficult, but necessary to cross; 

 Extending existing bike lanes or adding new ones;  

 Adding curb extensions, and in some cases, removing on-street parking to make room for bike 
lanes and wider sidewalks where amenities may be needed at transit stops and to increase 
visibility for all users, including motorists. 

Principles to be used to evaluate appropriate treatments include: 

 Safety – Sidewalks, pathways, crossings, and routes should be designed and constructed to 
minimize conflicts with external factors such as debris, automobile traffic and obstructions. 

 Accessible – “Easy to Use” Network – Sidewalks, pathways and crosswalks should be designed 
to accommodate the “slowest or most inexperienced” user.  A direct route should be clear and 
easy to understand with minimal delays and adequate signage.  A complete network of on-
street bicycling facilities should connect to existing and proposed off-street pathways and side 
paths to complete the route through the corridor. 

 Economical – Facilities should be designed to achieve maximum benefit for their cost, including 
initial cost and maintenance as well as reducing the need for more expensive transportation 
options. 

 Flexibility – Treatments are intended to be applied appropriately with professional judgement 
by designers or engineers. 
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1.2 INTRODUCTION 
A high-quality network of on- and off-street facilities that accommodate both bicyclists and pedestrians 
is the characteristic that “millennials” and many others are looking for in a sustainable, livable and 
enjoyable community. Bicyclists and Pedestrians are more sensitive to poor facility design and 
maintenance than motor vehicle drivers. The comments received during the public input process 
indicate that maintenance is a high priority, but is especially lacking in the winter months. The 
comments also identified a number of gaps in the network and explained why and how these gaps make 
it difficult for bicycle and pedestrian uses. 

The land uses adjacent to the corridor are very diverse, but all segments are within one-half mile to one 
mile of residential properties, both single-family and multi-family. Access to the corridor is important for 
these residents to safely and conveniently access the commerce that is available within walking or biking 
distance. 

How This Information Will Be Used 

The information in this chapter is intended to inform decisions while a project is in design or being 
considered for future funding or budget needs. It should help determine which facilities might be 
appropriate for inclusion into a proposed project, which in turn will help agencies better prepare for 
implementing a facility that benefits all users.
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1.3 EVALUATION OF EXISTING FACILITIES 
Through stakeholder interviews that were conducted by The Langdon Group, a public open house that 
was held May 3, 2016 and the on-line interactive map using 3P Visual Software, stakeholders and 
residents were able to express their thoughts about concerns, needs and desires along the Corridor. 

The 3P Visual Web map allowed users to identify a specific location and leave a comment specifically 
related to any one of seven categories: Access, Congestion, Safety, Bike, Pedestrian, Both or Other.  

Of the 305 total comments received from the public input process, 70 of them specifically addressed 
bike and pedestrian concerns. Common themes from these comments include sidewalk gaps, law 
enforcement, maintenance, low visibility, bike lanes, bike parking, intersection crossings (critical nodes), 
separation from congested thoroughfares and safety. Three out of four priority ranking processes 
ranked Bike and Pedestrian issues at number four on the priority list after safety, congestion in the 
corridor and vehicular access. 

A review of the corridor and subsequent analysis of photos taken during site visits showed 
improvements that have been made recently as well as areas that may require some improvement or 
maintenance. Potential safety issues, bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities and transit facilities were 
assessed. 

Potential Safety Issues 

The potential safety issues most often identified during public participation activities were crossings, 
lack of sidewalks, and visibility.   

Available crash data from the Idaho Transportation Department (ITD) within the last five years (2010-
2014) was collected and classified into five accident categories based upon the most severe injury that 
resulted from the crash: 

 Fatalities – death occurred within one month of crash 

 A Injury (Serious Injuries) – incapacitating injury (unconscious, transported to hospital) 
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 B Injury (Visible Injuries) – visible signs of injury (cuts, broken bones) 

 C Injury (Possible Injuries) – no visible signs of injury (whiplash, soreness) 

 Property Damage– collision with property damage of $751 or more to any one person but no 
injuries or fatalities 

As shown in Table 1-1, there were a total of 48 bicycle and pedestrian-related crashes reported within 
the last five years (2010-2014), consisting of 35 bicycle and 13 pedestrian crashes. Of these crashes, 
there were five (A) Injury, 22 (B) Injury, 17 (C) Injury, three Property Damage, and one Fatality reported. 
 
A majority of the crashes resulted due to failure to yield in an intersection or at a driveway approach 
(with one specifically siting vision obstruction). Segment 5 within the corridor reached a total of 12 of 
the 48 crashes. Segment 5 is the most accessible for pedestrians and bicyclists, with many of the 
businesses positioned closer to the sidewalks. It also contains a significant amount of on-street parking 
which decreases visibility for motorists, bicyclists and pedestrians. Note that many of the crashes in 
Segment 5 were located at driveway approaches. Table 1-1 includes a breakdown of bicycle and 
pedestrian crashes by segment and Figure 1-1 shows the crash locations described in the table. 

Table 1-1  FIVE-YEAR BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN CRASHES BY SEGMENT (2010-2014) 

SEGMENT TYPE QUANTITY LOCATION REASON/SEVERITY 
SEVERITY/ 

INJURY TYPE 

1 Pedestrian 1 Mid-Block 
No sidewalks 

Defective light  Fatality 

2 

Pedestrian 3 

Barton 
Street 

Failure to yield  B 

Putnam Street 
Mid-block crossing 
(no crosswalk) 

C 

Carter Street Inattentive driving B 

Bicycle 6 

Stansbury 
Street 

Parking lot, at the 
driveway  

B 

Putnam Street Failure to yield PD 

Carter Street Failure to obey stop sign PD 

Halliday 
Street 

Unclear C 

Riding wrong way C 

Terry Street Parking lot B 

3 Pedestrian 6 

Dillon Street 
Unclear A 

Failure to yield, 
inattentive driving 

B 

Terry Street 
Speeding C 

Failure to yield C 

Carter Street 
Failure to yield, 
inattentive driving 

C 

Benton Street 
Ped failed to obey signal 
at crosswalk 

 
B 
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SEGMENT TYPE QUANTITY LOCATION REASON/SEVERITY 
SEVERITY/ 

INJURY TYPE 

Bicycle 3 

Dunn Street Failure to yield C  

Humbolt 
Street 

Failure to yield C  

Putnam Street 
Riding wrong way in bike 
lane 

B  

4 Bicycle 5 

Center Street 
Parking lot, at the 
driveway 

B  

Hildreth Road 
Parking lot, at the 
driveway 

B  

Bonneville 
Street 

Riding wrong way, 
crossing with no 
crosswalk, failure to 
yield 

B  

Clark Street Failure to Yield B  

Wyeth Street 
Alcohol; playing on 
roadway 

B  

5 

Pedestrian 1 Cedar Street Failure to Yield C  

Bicycle 11 

Cedar Street 

Parking lot, at driveway C  

Unclear A  

Unclear A  

Alameda Road 

Parking lot, at the 
driveway 

C  

Failure to yield A  

Parking lot, at the 
driveway 

C  

7th Avenue Failure to yield B  

Oak Street 

Rider was distracted, 
failed to obey signal 

PD 

Rider in bike lane, failed 
to obey signal 

C  

Elm Street Unclear B  

Maple Street Failure to yield B  

6 

Pedestrian 1 Chapel Road Inattentive driving A  

Bicycle 5 

Alameda Road 
Parking lot, at the 
driveway, failure to yield 

B  

Chapel Road 
Rider on Sidewalk, 
failure to yield 

B  

Griffith Road 

Rider on Sidewalk, 
failure to yield 

C  

Rider on Sidewalk, 
failure to yield 

B 

Industrial Lane 
Parking lot, at the 
driveway, failure to yield 

B  
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SEGMENT TYPE QUANTITY LOCATION REASON/SEVERITY 
SEVERITY/ 

INJURY TYPE 

7 

Pedestrian 1 Evans Lane Inattentive driving C  

Bicycle 4 

Chubbuck 
Road 

Failure to yield B  

Failure to yield C  

Breneman 
Road 

Crossing in crosswalk, 
failure to obey signal, 
vision obstruction 

B  

Ward Drive 
Parking lot, at the 
driveway, failure to yield 

C  

8 Bicycle 1 Park Lawn 
Avenue 

Unclear B  

Injury Types:  A=Serious Injury      B=Visible Injury      C=Possible Injury 

 

Lack of appropriate facilities, lack of safety education for drivers, walkers and cyclists and inattentive 
driving were the most common causes of the accidents. 

Crossings – Public input has indicated safety concerns at intersections. There were no suggestions on 
how to correct the problems, aside from possible signal timing improvements. Pedestrians and bicyclists 
feel as though they are not given enough time to get across the intersections, especially at Oak Street, 
and that the turning movements at Oak Street are challenging for cyclists and pedestrians. There were 
quite a few requests for separated paths, bike lanes and bridges to make connections. 

The intersections that are controlled by traffic signals are well striped with manually activated crossing 
signals in place. Unsignalized crossings in segments 2 & 3 near the University are well signed and striped, 
but there are not many other crossings acknowledged through signage in the remaining segments. It is 
important to place improved crossings where a majority of the population may be trying to access 
businesses or transit stops, without forcing them to the next traffic signal or intersection. 

Crash data shows that inattentive driving and failure to yield the right-of-way are the most common 
cause of crashes at an intersection/crossing. 

Sidewalks – The most comments received about sidewalks were regarding a “lack of” sidewalks in 
segment 1 and on undeveloped properties throughout the corridor. The lack of sidewalks forces the 
pedestrian, including those with disabilities, to walk in the roadway with traffic creating an unsafe 
walking and biking environment. In segment 1, at the I-15 on/off ramps there are no striped crosswalks 
or signals that would assist with pedestrian crossings.  Gaps and undeveloped properties also create 
unsafe conditions in periods of wet weather. Mud, soft ground, and gravel make it difficult for 
individuals, including those using wheelchairs, walkers, or canes to traverse the area. Visually-impaired 
persons may have a difficult time distinguishing the areas that are safe for them to walk. 

Crash data in Segment 1 shows a fatality crash in an area where sidewalks do not exist and the 
pedestrian was forced to walk in the roadway. 

Lighting – Street lighting includes lighting that exists within the public right-of-way. Whether it is 
oriented towards automobiles or pedestrians, it can create defining visual characteristics as well as play 
a critical part in both traffic and pedestrian safety. It should be designed to benefit all users. 

Streets lights oriented to automobile traffic are generally, abundant and appropriate within the 
Yellowstone Corridor. However, lighting is lacking at the pedestrian level, with the exception of the 
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cemetery frontage in segment 2 along 5th Avenue. Because of the foot traffic in and around the 
University Campus, retail businesses with operational hours into the evening, and the transit stops 
within the corridor, it is critical for pedestrian safety to orient lighting to accommodate their needs as 
well as automobile traffic. 

A joint agreement with Idaho Power might be a consideration to address lighting needs in conjunction 
with existing poles and structures to decrease expense when necessary. 

On-Street Parking – Where there is on-street parking allowed in the corridor, visibility decreases 
significantly. On-street parking forces a pedestrian to leave the safety of the curb to view on-coming 
automobile traffic and can hide the pedestrian from the view of the driver. A bicyclist, whether using a 
bike lane or not is at risk of coming into abrupt contact with an open door or being forced into a lane of 
travel by a person entering or exiting their automobile. Parking lots on private property are preferred 
when narrow right-of-way widths make it difficult or unsafe to provide on-street parking. Eliminating on-
street parking allows for many other uses to be expanded within the right-of-way without decreasing 
the travel lane widths. 

Curb extensions may also be considered where on-street parking cannot be removed.  Curb Extensions 
shorten crossing distance and bring pedestrians into view behind parked cars while keeping them within 
the safety of the sidewalk. They simultaneously create traffic calming because of the perception of a 
narrower street. A pedestrian should not be expected to traverse more than 50 feet in an unmarked 
crosswalk.   

However, it has been observed that using curb extensions without a corresponding bike lane encourages 
cyclists to weave in and out around the curbs and parked cars which causes them to weave into traffic 
somewhat unexpectedly. If a bike lane is also present, it helps the cyclists maintain their lane and not 
make unexpected movements.   

Bicycle Facilities 

Bicycle trip types are generally defined as recreational or commuter, although both types are still 
considered transportation. Cyclists use a variety of facilities to get from one place to another, often 
changing from on-street to off-street facilities. As is human nature, cyclists are more inclined to take the 
most direct route when riding to a specific destination. This means that whether or not bicycle facilities 
exist, the roadway, sidewalk or other surface will be used to meet their needs. The consideration here is 
“how do we make it more accessible and safe for all modes of transportation?” 

Bicyclists have been described by various classifications over the years, but most recently as: 

 Strong and Fearless (less than 2% of the population) 

 Enthused and Confident (10 – 13% of the population) 

 Interested but Concerned (50 – 60% of the population) 

 Not Interested (the remaining 20 – 30% of the population) 
 

(Source: 1999 AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities) 

In order to address the largest percentage of the population, projects should be designed for the 
“Interested but Concerned”. 

Table 1-2 outlines facilities that are identified in the 2012 Portneuf Valley Bicycle Master Plan (See 
definitions in the Existing Conditions section page 22 of this plan) and is displayed by segment. Each 
bicycle facility is described within the segment, accompanied by comments received during the public 
input process.  
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Table 1-2 EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES AND PUBLIC COMMENTS RECEIVED  

SEGMENT 
BIKE 

LANES 
BIKE 

ROUTES 
WIDE CURB 

LANES 
GREENWAYS 

COMMENTS 
RECEIVED 

1 

None None None Parallel to the AMI 
Trail, the Kirkham Trail, 
and the South Valley 
Trail 

Safer crossings at 
on/off ramps 

2 

Existing 
from 
Stansbury 
Street to 
Carter 
Street 

None Existing on 
8th Ave, MLK 
Memorial 
Drive, 
Humbolt 
Street and on 
5th Avenue 
from Logan 
Street to 
Garden Drive 

Crosses the Maag-
Shadyside Trail at the 
south end of the 
corridor and runs 
parallel to the Red Hill 
Trail 

Extend Bike Lanes; law 
enforcement for bike 
lanes 

3 

Existing 
from 
Carter 
Street to 
Garden 
Street 

None None Parallel to the Hurning 
Trail that begins .45 
miles to the west on E 
Benton Street and 
crosses the Maag-
Shadyside Trail 

Extend Bike Lanes 
Extend Bike Lanes; law 
enforcement for bike 
lanes 

4 

None None None None Extend Bike Lanes, 1 
comment “why does 
the bike lane 
disappear, where is a 
cyclist supposed to go” 

5 

None None None None Add Bike Lanes 
throughout, low 
visibility where there is 
on-street parking 

6 

West on 
Alameda 
Road 

None None None Add Bike Lanes; 1 
comment “do not 
encourage bike travel 
along this corridor” 

7 

None None West on 
Chubbuck 
Road 

Parallel to the Hiline 
Trail about 0.7 miles to 
the east off of 
Chubbuck Road 

None 

8 None None None None None 
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Pedestrian Facilities  

Pedestrian facilities are a critical piece of the transportation system. Everyone, at some point, is a 
pedestrian. Safety, usability and design are essential elements to consider when making enhancements 
that will benefit all users. Encouraging pedestrian activity is a matter of creating a desirable environment 
in which to do so. 

Current subdivision ordinances require a sidewalk of no less than four (4) feet to be constructed along 
the frontage of any property that is being developed. In some cases, it may be beneficial to increase the 
minimum sidewalk width depending on the surrounding land uses. 

Table 1-3 outlines the pedestrian facilities that should be considered to accommodate pedestrians and 
is displayed by segment. Each pedestrian facility is described within the segment, accompanied by 
comments received during the public input process. 

Table 1-3 PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES AND PUBLIC COMMENTS RECEIVED 

SEGMENT 
SIDEWALK 

GAPS 
CURB 

RAMPS 
CROSSWALKS GREENWAYS COMMENTS 

1 

None None None Parallel to the 
AMI Trail, the 
Kirkham Trail, 
and the South 
Valley Trail 

3 re: lack of 
sidewalks and safe 
access, especially 
around the on/off 
ramps 

2 

Many undeve-
loped 
properties 
with no 
sidewalks 

Mostly 
new curb 
ramps 
where 
sidewalks 
exist 

Fredregrill Street, 
Cutter Street, 
Humbolt Street, 
Dillon Street, 
Terry Street, 
Lovejoy Street, 
Carter Street, 
Halliday Street, 
Benton Street  

Crosses the 
Maag-
Shadyside Trail 
at the south 
end of the 
corridor and 
runs parallel to 
the Red Hill 
Trail 

One comment would 
like an overpass on 
the railroad and over 
5th to ISU. Bulbouts 
on 5th are 
appreciated, need 
more.  Low visibility 
from on-street 
parking. Need more 
law enforcement for 
crosswalks and bike 
lanes (cars and 
bike/ped) 

3 

Many undeve-
loped 
properties 
with no 
sidewalks 

Mostly 
new curb 
ramps 
where 
sidewalks 
exist 

Benton Street, 
Halliday Street, 
Carter Street, 
Lovejoy Street, 
Terry Street, 
Dillon Street, 
Humbolt Street, 
Cutter Street 

Parallel to the 
Hurning Trail 
that begins .45 
miles to the 
west on E 
Benton St and 
crosses the 
Maag-
Shadyside Trail 

One comment would 
like an overpass on 
the railroad and over 
4th to ISU. Need more 
law enforcement for 
crosswalks and bike 
lanes (cars and 
bike/ped) 



 

YELLOWSTONE HIGHWAY CORRIDOR PLAN | 2016 | EVALUATION OF BIKE, PEDESTRIAN, AND TRANSIT FACILITIES  10 

Evaluation of Existing Facilities 

 

SEGMENT 
SIDEWALK 

GAPS 
CURB 

RAMPS 
CROSSWALKS GREENWAYS COMMENTS 

4 

Complete 
network 
except on 
west side 
south of Oak 
Street 

Mostly 
new curb 
ramps 
where 
sidewalks 
exist 

Whitman Street, 
Bonneville Street, 
Lewis Street, 
Center Street, 
Clark Street,  
Lander Street, 
Freemont Street, 
Wyeth Street,  

None Good access to 
buildings and transit 
stops. Law 
enforcement in 
crosswalks 

5 

Connected 
sidewalk 
network 
except the 
southwest 
corner of Oak 
Street and 
Yellowstone 
Avenue 

Mostly 
new curb 
ramps 
where 
sidewalks 
exist 

3-Leg at Oak 
Street, Maple 
Street, Pine 
Street, Cedar 
Street, Alameda 
Road 

None Oak and Yellowstone 
intersection = 2 
comments 
requesting sidewalk 
on the southwest 
and numerous 
requests for 
improvements for 
bike/ped safety at 
the intersection. 

6 

Sidewalks are 
consistent 
until Quinn 
Road in the 
more 
industrial 
section 

 Pearl Street, 
Hurley Drive  

None Mostly regarding 
winter maintenance. 

7 

Mostly 
complete 
network, but 
heavy auto 
congestion 
around retail 
and DDI on I-
86. 

 Pole Line Road, 
Entrance to Pine 
Ridge Mall, 
Breneman Street, 
I-86 on/off ramps, 
Chubbuck Road  

Parallel to the 
Hiline Trail 
about .7 miles 
to the east off 
of Chubbuck 
Road 

Mostly regarding 
winter maintenance 

8 

Very few 
sidewalks on 
rural 
properties. 

None None None No comments 
regarding pedestrian 
issues 
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Transit Facilities  

There were no comments received specific to transit. Pedestrian comments should be considered when 
evaluating access to transit facilities. The transit facilities available within the corridor are adequate.  
While the transit stops exist, they generally lack amenities to provide comfort or convenience for the 
user. Bus stop signs are located periodically along the corridor. In the heavier commercial areas, the 
stops are close together, but tend to spread out as the corridor becomes more rural. There are currently 
no pull out areas. This causes traffic to back up behind buses and could cause risky lane change 
behavior, with low visibility. Where larger numbers of stops exist, there is also limited right-of-way, 
making it more challenging to emplace amenities like pull outs and wider sidewalks to support shelters 
and benches.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Examples of shelters provided by PRT in other areas of Pocatello 

Table 1-4 shows the number of transit stops within the corridor segments. This demonstrates where the 
highest level of use occurs along the corridor. 

Table 1-4 NUMBER OF TRANSIT STOPS PER SEGMENT 

SEGMENT 
NUMBER OF TRANSIT 

STOPS 
1 2 

2 13 

3 9 

4 12 

5 29 

6 13 

7 15 

8 4 
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Alternative Routes 

Using the Yellowstone Avenue corridor for bicycle and pedestrian uses may be intimidating to the 
“interested, but concerned” user.  Alternative routes that are close to the corridor would be ideal, but 
because of various land uses, elevation changes, and right-of-way locations; convenient routes do not 
appear to be readily available within the project area.  

Alternative routes have been identified in the Pocatello/Chubbuck Pedestrian Plan.  These routes are 
shown to be a block or more away from Yellowstone Avenue and have not, to date, been implemented, 
making it difficult to know where to find safer, less intimidating passage.  Wayfinding signage and 
pavement markings make finding these routes, easier and more convenient.  Creating and maintaining 
these routes can assist in making a connected network of on and off street facilities as well as giving 
direction to existing pathways. 

Since the Yellowstone Corridor is a highway, implementing the proposed alternative route 
recommendations identified in the Pocatello/Chubbuck Pedestrian Plan will define the network and give 
the user a feeling of security and well-being, while at the same time broadening an overall sense of 
community. 
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FIGURE 1 - BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES MAP 
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1.4 CRITICAL NODES 
Review of Critical Nodes  

Critical nodes are defined as those areas where bicycle, pedestrian or transit access and the automotive 
transportation system can have potentially adverse impacts on one another. For the purposes of this 
evaluation, critical nodes also include those intersections where bicycles or pedestrians are anticipated 
to cross. Those intersections include Chubbuck Road, Alameda Ave, Cedar Street, Maple Street, Oak 
Street, Center/Clark Couplet, Benton Street and Barton Road.  

Potential considerations to improve pedestrian accommodations at these critical nodes as well as other 
signalized intersections include increasing the pedestrian walk and clearance times to follow the 2009 
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) guidance for pedestrian timing. While there are 
potential safety benefits from increased pedestrian walk and clearance times for all users, including 
pedestrians, bicyclists, and motor vehicles, there may be increased vehicular delays and interruptions of 
signal coordination at some intersections. Accommodation of pedestrian phases at intersections with 
every signal cycle phase without measurable pedestrian activity can result in loss of throughput 
efficiency. The increased pedestrian times must be evaluated on a case-by-case basis and balanced with 
intersection operations to achieve an overall benefit for all modes. The impact of pedestrian timing 
improvements on the efficiency of corridor traffic operations is discussed in the Corridor Mitigation 
Measures chapter. 

Please refer to Figure 1-1 for a description of the symbols used in the mapped images of each critical 
node. 
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Chubbuck Road 
This intersection is equipped with signals, street lights and curb ramps on all four corners. 

 

 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Considerations 

 Signal timing plans indicate a walk interval of 5 seconds. Consideration should be given to 
lengthening the walk interval to 7 seconds to follow MUTCD guidance. 

 Chubbuck Road is identified with proposed bike lanes in the Portneuf Valley Bicycle Plan.  
Consideration should be given to providing bike lanes through the intersection in accordance with 
current AASHTO design guidelines if and when the intersection is widened. 

CHUBBUCK RD At-a-Glance 
Segment 7 

Land Uses 
Convenience Store, Retail 

Speed Limit 
35 MPH 

Crashes 
2 Bicycle 

Existing Facilities 
Transit stops, Curb Ramps, 
Crosswalks 

Comments received 
0 Comments received regarding 
bicycle or pedestrian concerns. 
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Critical Nodes 

 

Alameda Road 
This intersection is equipped with signals, street lights and curb ramps on all four corners. 

    

 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Considerations 

 Signal timing plans show a 5 second walk interval and 20 second pedestrian clearance interval. 
Consideration should be given to lengthening the walk interval to 7 seconds and change the 
clearance interval to follow MUTCD guidance for a walking speed of 3.5 feet per second. 

ALAMEDA RD At-a-Glance 
Segment 6 

Land Uses 
Convenience Store, Retail 

Speed Limit 
35 MPH 

Crashes 
1 Bicycle 

Existing Facilities 
Transit stops, Curb Ramps, 
Crosswalks 

Comments received  
0 Comments received regarding 
bicycle or pedestrian concerns. 
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Critical Nodes 

 

Cedar Street 
This intersection is equipped with signals, street lights and curb ramps on all four corners. 

   

 
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Considerations 

 The intersection currently has diagonal curb ramps at the intersection, which can create potential 
safety and mobility challenges for pedestrians including reduced maneuverability and increased 
interaction with turning vehicles. Consideration should be given to the installation of 
perpendicular or combination curb ramps, if and when the intersection is reconstructed as part of 
a design project. 

 Signal timing plans show a 5 second walk interval and 14 to 24 second pedestrian clearance 
interval. Consideration should be given to lengthening the walk interval to 7 seconds and change 
the clearance interval to follow MUTCD guidance for a walking speed of 3.5 feet per second.  

 Cedar Street is identified with bike lanes east of Yellowstone Avenue in the Portneuf Valley Bicycle 
Plan. Consideration should be given to providing bike lanes through the intersection in accordance 
with current AASHTO design guidelines, if and when the intersection is widened. 

CEDAR ST At-a-Glance   
Segment 5 

Land Uses 
Fred Meyer, Bike Shop, Retail 

Speed Limit 
35 MPH 

Crashes 
2 Bicycle 
1 Pedestrian 

Existing Facilities 
Curb Ramps, Crosswalks 

Comments received  
1 Bike– Protected bike lane 
through town.   
1 Ped – Yield to Pedestrian Sign 
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Critical Nodes 

 

Maple Street 
This intersection is equipped with signals, street lights and curb ramps on all four corners. 

 

 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Considerations 

 The intersection has diagonal curb ramps which can create potential safety and mobility 
challenges for pedestrians, including reduced maneuverability and increased interaction with 
turning vehicles. Consideration should be given to the installation of perpendicular or combination 
curb ramps, if and when these intersections are reconstructed as part of a design project. 

 Signal timing plans show a 5 second walk interval and 10 to 14 second pedestrian clearance 
interval. Consideration should be given to lengthening the walk interval to 7 seconds and change 
the clearance interval to follow MUTCD guidance for a walking speed of 3.5 feet per second. 

 Maple Street is identified with proposed bike lanes west of Yellowstone Avenue in the Portneuf 
Valley Bicycle Plan. Consideration should be given to providing bike lanes through the intersection 
in accordance with current AASHTO design guidelines if and when the intersection is widened. 

 
 
 
 

MAPLE ST At-a-Glance 
Segment 5 

Land Uses 
Service Businesses, Retail 

Speed Limit 
35 MPH 

Crashes 
1 Bicycle 

Existing Facilities 
Curb Ramps, Crosswalks 

Comments received  
0 Comments received regarding 
bicycle or pedestrian concerns. 
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Critical Nodes 

 

Oak Street 
This intersection is equipped with signals, street lights and curb ramps on three of the four corners and 
include free right turn lanes. 

 

 

 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Considerations 

 Work with the Railroad and ITD to install sidewalks or a multi-use path on the southwest corner.  

 Complete sidewalk on the SE corner of the intersection. 

 Consider pedestrian signals on the south and west legs of the intersection. 

 The intersection has channelized southbound and eastbound right-turn lanes. Consider 
installation of bike lanes on Oak Street in accordance with current AASHTO design guidelines to 
help guide cyclists through the intersection. 

 Signal timing plans show a 5 second walk interval and 16 to 18 second pedestrian clearance 
interval.  Consideration should be given to lengthening the walk interval to 7 seconds and change 
the clearance interval to follow MUTCD guidance for a walking speed of 3.5 feet per second. 

 Oak Street is identified with bike lanes in the Portneuf Valley Bicycle Plan. Consideration should be 
given to providing bike lanes through the intersection in accordance with current AASHTO design 
guidelines, if and when the intersection is widened. 

OAK ST At-a-Glance 
Segment 5 

Land Uses 
Community Recreation Center, 
Movie Theater, Family Fun 
Center, Retail, Dining. 

Speed Limit 
35 MPH 

Crashes 
2 Bicycles 

Existing Facilities 
2 leg crossing with curb ramps, 
3 free right turn lanes, wide 
intersection 

Comments received  
2 Bike – Better Bike Access. 
Across Yellowstone on Oak. 
3 Both – Better Bike and Ped 
Access Across Yellowstone. 
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Critical Nodes 

 

Center/Clark 
This intersection is equipped with signals, street lights and curb ramps on all four corners. 

 

 

       

Bicycle and Pedestrian Considerations 

 These intersections have diagonal curb ramps which can create potential safety and mobility 
challenges for pedestrians including reduced maneuverability and increased interaction with 
turning vehicles. Consideration should be given to the installation of perpendicular or combination 
curb ramps, if and when these intersections are reconstructed as part of a design project. 

 Signal timing plans show a 5 second walk interval and 10 to 12 second pedestrian clearance 
interval.  Consideration should be given to lengthening the walk interval to 7 seconds and change 
the clearance interval to follow MUTCD guidance for a walking speed of 3.5 feet per second.  

 4th and 5th Avenue are identified with bike lanes in the Portneuf Valley Bicycle Plan. Consideration 
should be given to providing bike lanes through the intersections in accordance with current 
AASHTO design guidelines, if and when these intersections are reconstructed.

CENTER/CLARK At-a-Glance  
Segment 4 

Land Uses 
Idaho Department of Labor, City Hall, 
Pocatello Parks & Rec, Dining, 
Employment Center 

Speed Limit 
35 MPH 

Crashes 
1 Bicycle on Center Street 
1 Bicycle on Clark Street 

Existing Facilities 
Transit stops, Curb Ramps, Crosswalks 

Comments received  
1 Bike – Designated Bike Lane of 4th & 5th 
Avenues. 
1 Ped – Bulbout crosswalks on 6th Avenue. 
1 Safety – Better access to the Courthouse. 
 

CENTER STREET CLARK STREET 
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Critical Nodes 

 

Benton Street 
This intersection is equipped with signals, street lights and curb ramps on all four corners. 

 

 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Considerations 

 These intersections have diagonal curb ramps which can create potential safety and mobility 
challenges for pedestrians including reduced maneuverability and increased interaction with 
turning vehicles. Consideration should be given to the installation of perpendicular or combination 
curb ramps if and when these intersections are reconstructed as part of a design project. 

 Signal timing plans show a 4 second walk interval and 9 to 16 second pedestrian clearance 
interval. Consideration should be given to lengthening the walk interval to 7 seconds and change 
the clearance interval to follow MUTCD guidance for a walking speed of 3.5 feet per second. 

 4th and 5th Avenue are identified with bike lanes and a proposed bike lane is shown on Benton 
Street in the Portneuf Valley Bicycle Plan. Consideration should be given to providing bike lanes 
through the intersections in accordance with current AASHTO design guidelines, if and when these 
intersections are reconstructed. 

BENTON ST At-a-Glance  
Segments 2 & 3 

Land Uses 
Trails and Parks, Cemetery, Idaho 
Museum of Natural History, Idaho 
State University, Lodging, Dining 

Speed Limit 
Segment 2 25 MPH 
Segment 3 35 MPH 

Crashes 
1 Pedestrian 

Existing Facilities 
Transit stops, Curb Ramps, 
Crosswalks 

Comments received  
1 bike, 1 Ped, 1 Safety – All 
comments ask to extend bike lanes. 
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Critical Nodes 

 

Barton Road (4th & 5th Avenue) 
This intersection unsignalized, but is equipped with street lights striped crosswalks, manually activated 
flashers and curb ramps on all four corners.  Barton has medians at the crossings allowing for a small 
pedestrian refuge outside of the crosswalk. 

 

 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Considerations 

 These intersections have diagonal curb ramps which can create potential safety and mobility 
challenges for pedestrians including reduced maneuverability and increased interaction with 
turning vehicles. Consideration should be given to the installation of perpendicular or combination 
curb ramps if and when these intersections are reconstructed as part of a design project. 

 4th and 5th Avenue are identified with bike lanes and a proposed bike lane is shown on Barton 
Road in the Portneuf Valley Bicycle Plan. Consideration should be given to providing bike lanes 
through the intersections in accordance with current AASHTO design guidelines, if and when these 
intersections are reconstructed.

BARTON ST At-a-Glance 
Segments 2 & 3 

Land Uses 
Trails and Parks, Cemetery, 
Idaho Museum of Natural 
History, Idaho State University, 
Lodging, Dining 

Speed Limit 
Segment 2 25 MPH 
Segment 3 35 MPH 

Crashes 
1 Pedestrian 

Existing Facilities 
Unsignalized, Curb Ramps, 
Manually activated flashers at 
crosswalks, access to bike lanes, 
wide shoulders, pathways. 

Comments received  
1 Access – Visibility is poor 
because of parked cars. 
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Critical Nodes 

 

Interstate On/off Ramps 
DDI improvements are recent and include a separated sidepath.  The DDI is currently under-going 
further evaluation. 

 

 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Considerations 

 Recommended improvements to the DDI from this overall Corridor Study should accommodate 
the existing side path, crossings, and ped crossing clearance times.  

I-86 ON/OFF RAMPS                
At-a-Glance                     
Segment 7 

Land Uses 
Walmart, Retail, Dining, 
Employment Center 

Speed Limit 
35 MPH 

Crashes 
0 Crashes 

Existing Facilities 
Separated Side Path 

Comments received  
0 Comments received regarding 
bicycle or pedestrian concerns. 
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Critical Nodes 

 

 

 
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Considerations 

 Provide multi-use path with crosswalks through the ramp terminals and under the I-15 bridge to 
facilitate bike and pedestrian connectivity to the uses south of I-15. 

I-15 ON/OFF RAMPS                
At-a-Glance                     
Segment 1 

Land Uses 
Trails and Parks, Animal Shelter 

Speed Limit 
35 to 45 MPH 

Crashes 
1 Pedestrian Fatality 

Existing Facilities 
None 

Comments received  
1 Bike – Extend bike lanes 
1 Ped – Need sidewalks 
4 Both – Need facilities for both 
bikes and peds, property 
owners should not leave their 
access in gravel. 
2 Safety – Bike lanes and 
sidewalks needed. 


