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B lackfoot has an early and rich history with its roots in agri-

culture, claiming title today as òThe Potato Capital of the World.ó 
First growing then food processing and manufacturing helped 
establish Blackfoot in the mid-1800s, so it is no surprise it is host 
to the Eastern Idaho State Fair which began in 1902. Yet it was 
the freighting and railroad business that made Blackfoot grow, 
first as an important stage stop then as a rail connection.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

By the late 1800s Blackfoot had become an important terminal 
connection for agricultural products and the mining industry to 
the north. In 1878 Blackfootõs rail terminal became the principal 
supply from the mines of Custer County. By1887 when Idaho 
was still a territory over 3,000,000 pounds of freight were 
shipped annually.  

By the early1900s Blackfoot had a bustling downtown as a place 
of commerce with a bank and title company, hotels and more. 
Blackfoot incorporated as a city in 1907. Blackfoot was growing 
rapidly and was the county seat for Bingham County and an an-
nual fair and the home of the Territory Insane Asylum (State 
Hospital South). Along with the rail came passengers and the 
construction of a handsome rail station in 1913 that serves to-
day as the home of the Idaho Potato Museum. The rail line re-
mains an important freight corridor and continues to present 
challenges in locating safe crossings.   

 

By the 1950s Blackfoot began developing as a successful food-
manufacturing center. As this industry grew it required more 
land and began to move west across the river where it still 
thrives today. The river crossings and needed transportation 
connections to serve this area are still vital. The fair grew into the 
Eastern Idaho State Fair, attracting people all over the region 
and Blackfoot continued to grow. When the freeway was com-
pleted the interchange became an important retail center creat-
ing the need for connections between downtown, the industrial 
area across the river and the homes in Blackfoot.  

The initiative to provide public schooling in1887 allowed Black-
foot to become a center for public education in the area, grow-
ing into School District 55 that today serves well over 3,000 stu-
dents within 
Blackfoot and 
the surround-
ing rural areas. 
The schools 
also continue 
to need good 
transportation 
connections to 
make sure that 
students have 
safe access to 
the school 

sites.  

 

9ŀǊƭȅ Ǉƻǘŀǘƻ ƘŀǊǾŜǎǝƴƎΦ tƛŎǘǳǊŜΥ ŘƻŎƳƛŘǿŀȅŎƻƻƪƘƻǳǎŜΦŎƻƳ 

 

.ƭŀŎƪŦƻƻǘΩǎ ŬǊǎǘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ 
ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ LŘŀƘƻ DǊƛƳƳ 
DǊƻǿŜǊǎΦ  

 

tƛŎǘǳǊŜΥ  

ƛŘŀƘƻƎǊƛƳƳƎǊƻǿŜǊǎΦ 

ŎƻƳ 

9ŀǊƭȅ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ ŀŎǝǾƛǘȅ ƛƴ .ƭŀŎƪŦƻƻǘ 

tƛŎǘǳǊŜΥ ǊŜȄōǳǊƎƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭǎƻŎƛŜǘȅΦŎƻƳ 
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N eeds of  Walkers & Bikers  

Human beings require space while walking or bicycling. The 
space we need is determined by our size and shape as well as 
out physical ability to move..  

As a pedestrian, we require buffer space to feel comfortable. We 
need space above and 
to our side to be com-
fortable and avoid be-
ing struck with objects. 
The speed at which we 
move greatly differs as 
much as people do. 
Runners can run up to 
10 miles per hour while 
mobility impaired indi-
viduals may move at less 
than 1 mile per hour.   

Bicyclists require just as much consideration with regard to 
width, height, and speed. A child riding a bike will ride at a slow-
er speed and can be less predictable. A mother may choose to 
use a bicycle chariot to carry a toddler, adding both length and 
width to her needed space.  

Yet despite these normal human tendencies both the walking 
and bicycling realm are seldom given the depth of thought nec-
essary to accommodate such variability and instead a limited 
few design options made the default.  

The intention of this section is to highlight how humans can dif-
fer and why context is such a valuable contributor to planning, 
design and operation of our communities transportation infra-
structure.  

Dimensions of Humans: Pedestrians 

Speed:  Humans move at different speeds. Federal guidelines 
for crosswalks require enough time be given for people to walk 
at a 3.5 feet per second pace or 2.38 miles per hour. In many 
instances this may be appropriate, but in areas with school 
zones, population of senior citizens, or those with mobility limita-
tions, additional time may be appropriate given user ability.       
 

  

Width : The space we occupy also extends to our sides as much 

as in front or behind our bodies. Generally, an adult is 12-24ó 
wide, but with an additional six inches of comfort space, a per-
son may need up to three feet to feel comfortable walking in a 
given space.  If a person is wheelchair bound, walking with an-
other adult or child, the width demands are greater. Further-
more, if in an environment with opening doors, fences, mail 
boxes, and street furniture, space can become narrowed and 
less accommodating.                                                                                                          

Height: Though still a 
factor, height is general-
ly less of an issue for 
walkers as it may be for 
bicyclists. The taller of 
Americans are between 
6õ to 6õ-3ó. To accommo-
date the normal height 
and beyond an 8õ verti-
cal minimum should be 
observed.                                                          

Other Needs: Other common users also need to be accommo-
dated in various ways. A wheelchair user needs facilities to be 
compliant with ADA so that they are able to safely negotiate 
sidewalks, curb ramps, crossings and other such facilities. An el-
derly person using a walker for assistance is also in need of a 
relatively flat and smooth surface free of trip hazards. Parents 
pushing strollers, dog owners walking their dogs, and even the 
physiological changes seen in American populations with the 
epidemic of obesity, all have concerns and considerations when 
choosing how to design a pedestrian network.  

                                                               

уΩ CǘΦ

оΩ Cǘ
2Ω Cǘ

оΩ Cǘ

²ƛŘǘƘΣ ƘŜƛƎƘǘΣ ŀƴŘ ƻŎŎǳǇƛŜŘ ǎǇŀŎŜ ƻŦ ǳǎŜǊǎ Ŏŀƴ ǾŀǊȅ   

tŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴǎ Ŏŀƴ ŜƳōƻŘȅ ƳǳƭǝǇƭŜ ǳǎŜǊ ǘȅǇŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀōƛƭƛǝŜǎΦ ¢ǊŀǾŜƭ 
ǎǇŜŜŘΣ ōǳũŜǊ ǎǇŀŎŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜǎ Ŏŀƴ ŀƭƭ ǎƘŀǇŜ ǘƘŜ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǝŜǎ ǳǎŜŘ 
ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ ƅƻǳǊƛǎƘ ƻǊ ǎǘǊǳƎƎƭŜΦ  
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Dimensions of Humans: Bicyclists 
Speed: Typically, most bike riders travel between 12-15 

miles per hour. However, this can greatly vary as older riders 
or young children could ride slower than 10mph while ex-
pert, well-conditioned riders as high as 25mph.  

 

Width: Depending on the bicycle and to a degree the rider, 

width is generally defined as the width of the handlebars 
plus buffer space of one foot on either side. However this 
dimension could increase with the use of panniers, a child 

chariot or unique bicycle.  

 

Height: Often a bicyclist has no greater demands for vertical 
clearance than does a pedestrian, however that can change 
for taller individuals or for bike riders riding bikes with frame 
dimensions outside the normal sizes. Eight feet vertical clear-
ance is regarded as the minimum for objects, signs or land-
scaping.   

 

Other Needs: Often overlooked when thinking about bicy-
clists and their needs are other features not always synony-
mous with òinfrastructure.ó System elements such as safe, 
stable, and usable bike racks, space free of debris and ob-
struction, and a driver awareness of poor etiquette such as 
òright hooksó and overtaking without giving bicyclists at 
least a 3-foot buffer, are all critical to making a communities 
investment into bicycle infrastructure successful and valued.  

  

 

 

 

 

 
 

N eeds of  Walkers & Bikers  
Though often lumped together in the same category as 
pedestrians, bicyclists are very much their own category of 
road user. A bicyclist can be a child on a small bicycle trav-
eling at a slow speed, a novice rider on a beach cruiser  
bike out for a weekend ride or an expert road rider who 
may travel at speeds equal to moving traffic for the pur-
poses of commuting.  Each type of rider and circumstance 
is unique and deserving of specific context analysis to de-
termine facility type.  
 

Bicyclist Type- Just as there are a wide variety of pe-

destrian types, there are also several bicyclist types. The 
newest way to view population segments was created 
in 2006 by Roger Geller with the city of Portland.  The 
four types described by Mr. Geller give a more relatable 
illustration as to the desires of bicyclists ranging from 
those willing to ride in any conditions or in any traffic 
scenario to those totally unwilling to ride under any cir-
cumstance.  

¢ƘŜ {ǘǊƻƴƎ ŀƴŘ CŜŀǊƭŜǎǎτ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ǿƛƭƭ ǊƛŘŜ 
ǊŜƎŀǊŘƭŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǊƻŀŘǿŀȅ ŎƻƴŘƛǝƻƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ΨōƛŎȅŎƭƛǎǘǎέ ŀƴŘ 
ǊƛŘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛŘŜƴǝǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ 
ǳƴŘŜǘŜǊǊŜŘ ōȅ ǊƻŀŘǿŀȅ ŎƻƴŘƛǝƻƴǎΦ  

¢ƘŜ 9ƴǘƘǳǎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴŬŘŜƴǘτ¢ƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ 
ŀǧǊŀŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŎȅŎƭƛƴƎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǝƴƎ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΦ 
¢ƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƳŦƻǊǘŀōƭŜ ǎƘŀǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǊƻŀŘǿŀȅ ǿƛǘƘ ŀǳǘƻƳƻǝǾŜ 
ǘǊŀŶŎΣ ōǳǘ ǇǊŜŦŜǊ ǘƻ ƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǝŜǎΦ  

¢ƘŜ LƴǘŜǊŜǎǘŜŘ .ǳǘ /ƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘτ/ǳǊƛƻǳǎ ŀōƻǳǘ ōƛŎȅŎƭƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 
ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǘƻ ƭŜŀŘ ƳƻǊŜ ŀŎǝǾŜ ƭƛǾŜǎΣ ǘƘŜȅ 
ǿƻǳƭŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ ǊƛŘŜ ƳƻǊŜΣ ōǳǘ ŀǊŜ ŀŦǊŀƛŘ ǘƻ ǊƛŘŜΦ  

bƻ ²ŀȅΣ bƻ Iƻǿτ¢Ƙƛǎ ƎǊƻǳǇ ƛǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ƴƻǘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘŜŘ ƛƴ 
ōƛŎȅŎƭƛƴƎ ŀǘ ŀƭƭΣ ŦƻǊ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƻǇƻƎǊŀǇƘȅΣ ƛƴŀōƛƭƛǘȅΣ ƻǊ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ 
ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǳǧŜǊ ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΦ  

{ƻǳǊŎŜǎΥ 

ƘǧǇΥκκǿǿǿΦǇƻǊǘƭŀƴŘƻǊŜƎƻƴΦƎƻǾκǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǝƻƴκŀǊǝŎƭŜκнсптпс 

ƘǧǇΥκκōƛƪŜǇƻǊǘƭŀƴŘΦƻǊƎκнллсκмнκлтκǿƘŀǘ-ǘȅǇŜ-ƻŦ-ŎȅŎƭƛǎǘ-ŀǊŜ-ȅƻǳ-нсрл 
άо Cƻƻǘ wǳƭŜέ {ƻǳǊŎŜΥ                  òwƛƎƘǘ Iƻƻƪέέ {ƻǳǊŎŜΥ                                                  

ƘǘǘǇΥκκǿǿǿΦƳȅōƛƪŜŀŘǾƻŎŀǘŜΦŎƻƳΦƘǘƳƭ             ƘǘǘǇΥκκƻƴŜǎǇŜŜŘƎƻΦōƭƻƎǎǇƻǘΦŎƻƳ 
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Walking and biking for utilitarian trips is called active transportation and has many community benefits. It can improve indi vidual 
and community health and well -being by encouraging a minimum amount of physical activity through routine activities. It can 
save money on transportation - that can then be spent in the community on other needs. It can promote social and civic health 
through spontaneous interactions. Finally the cost of the facilities are low compared to other transportation improvement cos ts.  
  
!ƴ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴŀƭ ǎǇŀŎŜ ŦƻǊ ǾŀǊȅƛƴƎ  
ǳǎŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴΣ ōƛŎȅŎƭŜ ŀƴŘ Ƴǳƭǘƛ-ǳǎŜ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ 
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Existing Conditions 

Blackfootõs Transportation Plan reflects a desire and directive to 
improve walking, biking and transit as transportation options for 
the residents of Blackfoot stating: 

òThe ability to travel where a person wants, when a person 
wants, is of vital importance, especially to people who donõt 
have, or canõt drive, a motor vehicle. People who donõt have 
ready access to transportation have difficulty doing necessary 
and desired activities such as grocery shopping, going to social 
gatherings, and even obtaining necessary medical assistance.  
This isolation and inability to live independently can cause dis-
comfort, physical trauma, a sense of isolation, and serious health 
problems.ó 

The plan also identifies many of the challenges to providing this 
level of mobility. 

Outside the earlier built downtown core with a well -connected 
grid and sidewalks, the existing network is incomplete, lacking 
connectivity, has significant gaps in infrastructure for pedestrians 
and virtually no on -street infrastructure for bikes. The city main-
tains ten miles of greenbelt including a pathway along much of 
E Airport Rd. that provides a wonderful recreational opportunity 
but requires better connections to the rest of the road system to 
be of much use for transportation. The greenbelt is also an asset 
but needs a better connection back into town where it inter-
sects 150 W at Porterville. Bike infrastructure on Rose and 150 W 
would give residents on the north end of town better access to 
the greenbelt and create a loop back into town.  

 

 

 

 

Six major barriers present challenges to improving walking and 
biking including the freeway, river, railroad, highways 91 and 
26/39, and the fairgrounds. The fairgrounds include 90 acres 
within the city limits with over 500 employees and over 200,000 
attendees annually. This valuable economic asset unfortunately 
has created disconnection as the city has grown up around the 
fairgrounds. However this property has potential to provide off 
road access for biking and walking and could be incorporated 
with new uses compatible with the fairgrounds to take ad-
vantage of this space throughout the year.  

Several large manufacturing plants form a significant employ-
ment center across the river and freeway from most residential 
areas. This limited access requires infrastructure that commuters 
on bike and foot can safely share with those driving. There are 
two river crossings, but neither provides a safe alternative for 
walking or biking today. The older bridge, on Bridge Street, has 
a separated sidewalk but the access on either side is unsafe and 
it is too narrow for bikes 
to share as are the travel 

lanes.  

 

 

¢ƘŜ .ƭŀŎƪŦƻƻǘ 
DǊŜŜƴōŜƭǘΣ /ŀƴπ
ƴƻƴ .ǊƛŘƎŜ 

tƛŎǘǳǊŜΥ 
ǳǎΦƎŜƻǾƛŜǿΦƛƴŦƻ 

¢ƘŜ 9ŀǎǘŜǊƴ LŘŀƘƻ CŀƛǊ ƛǎ   
ŀ ōƻƻƴ ŦƻǊ .ƭŀŎƪŦƻƻǘ ŦƻǊ  
ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ Řŀȅǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊΣ  
ōǳǘ ŀ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǝƻƴ  
ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ ȅŜŀǊ-ǊƻǳƴŘΦ  
 
 

 

tƛŎǘǳǊŜΥ .ƭŀŎƪŦƻƻǘ /ƘŀƳπ
ōŜǊ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳŜǊŎŜ 

¢ƘŜ /ƻƭƭƛƴǎ {ƛŘƛƴƎ ό.ǊƛŘƎŜ {ǘΦύ .ǊƛŘƎŜ 

{ǇŀƭƭŜŘ 
ǎƛŘŜǿŀƭƪ 
ŀǘ ōǊƛŘƎŜ 
ƭŀƴŘƛƴƎ 
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Existing Conditions Continued  

The railroad and Highway 91 create barriers between down-
town and neighborhoods to the east as well as youth on the 
west side attending the middle and high schools to the east. 
There is no Safe Routes to School program and infrastructure 
around several of the schools does not provide safe alternatives 
for walking thus many youth either ride the bus, drive or their 
parents drive them. This creates congestion problems at 
schools, especially at Ridgecrest Elementary where many stu-
dents live close enough to walk if it were safer. Furthermore 
the amount of right of way in front of the high school has great 
potential for encouraging walking, biking and other users. 
There are two locations behind the middle school where gates 
would improve access for walking. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Highway 26/39 cuts access from many of the residential neigh-
borhoods to the cityõs major shopping area near the freeway. 
 
Aside from these major arterials and rail lines and the associat-
ed crossings much of the system is made up of local roads with 
low vehicle volumes and lower speeds, and despite the loss of a 
typical grid beyond the downtown core there are adequate 
connections from local to collector level roads where walking 
and biking can be safely accommodated with modest improve-

ments including signage that helps users navigate off typical 
main routes. Creating this network would reduce the number 
of necessary crossings allowing the city to focus resources on 
specific locations. 

 
 
 

Transit options are many yet still limited in coverage and include 
basic commuter and on-demand service by various agencies:  

* Pocatello Regional Transit commuter service;  

* A senior bus service run by the Community Action Agency 
with volunteers;  

* Transportation for Bingham County citizens provided by the 
Bingham County Senior Center Monday through Thursday;  

* Idaho State University commuter service for students and 
charter services restricted to university activities;  

* INL operated commuter service for its employees; and  

* District 55 operated school buses for public schools K-12.  

These are all limited in providing òthe ability to travel where a 
person wants, when a person wantséó noted in the transporta-
tion plan.  

 
There is also a Salt Lake Express private bus service to Boise and 
Salt Lake with daily departures and connections and a general 
aviation airport. Blackfoot supports creating one regional com-
mercial airport shared by Pocatello, Blackfoot and Idaho Falls. 

9ȄŎŜǇǝƻƴŀƭƭȅ ǿƛŘŜ ǎǘǊŜŜǘǎ ƛƴƅǳŜƴŎŜ ŘǊƛǾŜǊǎΩ ōŜƘŀǾƛƻǊ ŀƴŘ 
ǘǊŀǾŜƭ ǎǇŜŜŘΦ ¢ƘŜ ǿƛŘǘƘ ƴŜŀǊ .I{ ƛƴŘǳŎŜǎ ǎǇŜŜŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ      
ǊŜŘǳŎŜǎ Ǿƛǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ ŎǊƻǎǎƛƴƎ ǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴǎΦ 

.ƭŀŎƪŦƻƻǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀǊŜŀǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǝƎƘǘ ƎǊƛŘŘŜŘ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ ƭŀȅƻǳǘǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŀƭƭƻǿǎ 

ƳƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻǊǘŜǊ ǊƻǳǘŜ ƻǇǝƻƴǎΣ ƛƳǇǊƻǾƛƴƎ ŜŶŎƛŜƴŎȅΦ  
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B lackfoot is a community that has significant history, plays a 

vital role in the statesõ economy and is seeing a change from an 
agricultural -based economy to one with greater diversity. The 
community now fully recognizes the many attributes it has with 
respect to recreation and leisure as well as its central location 
within southeastern Idaho. More and more people are wanting 
to walk or bicycle for utility and pleasure and city streets need of 
the appropriate and adequate tools to answer the demand.    
 

Stakeholder Meetingð a preliminary kickoff meeting was held 
with city staff and leadership to discuss the desires for a more 
walkable and bikable environment. A portion of the meeting 
was to describe how the project would be approached and the 
delivered products. The discussion also yielded many results and 
gave significant context to recent decisions, leadership perspec-
tives and goals of the community. Much of the conversation 

was used as a way to give 
additional direction for the 
planning team to focus 
efforts by particular corri-
dors, loops, or route seg-
ments given current use or 
ultimate objectives.     

 

 

School Observationsð During the initial site visit a walk audit 
and site assessment were conducted during the morning drop 
off and afternoon pick -up activities at Ridge Crest Elementary. 
Several observations were made around the evaluation of drop-
ping off and picking up students.  

1. The drop off area in front of the school is poorly defined and 
not as affective as it could be with changes;  

2. The presence of bicyclists was minimal; 

3. Airport Road is in need of walking and bicycle treatments to 
improve access and safety for users; 

4. There is a plan in place to try and reorganize some of the cir-
culation patterns to take place in the near future.   

 

 

Art Contest/ Public Meeting -  At the conclusion of the initial 
Blackfoot site visit, an art contest and open house was held. The 
purpose of the event was to gain insight from residents and par-
ents of the community and from Ridge Crest Elementary school. 
The event was attended by city leadership including the mayor 
and school staff including the principal. Dozens of people at-
tended the meeting which included an overview of the project, 
description of initial findings, awarding of art contest prizes, fol-
lowed by the use of listening stations to better understand the 
opinions of attendees. Many expressed their concerns over safe-
ty, circulation and congestion at and near the school and poor 
air quality due to idling cars as well as comments about other 
locations in the network where they wanted improvements for 
safer walking and biking  .  

/ƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ŘŜǎƛǊŜǎ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎŜŘ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ǿƻǊŘǎ ƻǊ ƛƴ ƳŜŜǝƴƎǎΦ 
ό!ύ Lƴ .ƭŀŎƪŦƻƻǘ ŘƛǎǝƴŎǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ŎŀƳŜ ƻǳǘ ǘƻ ƘŜŀǊ ŀōƻǳǘ 
ǿŀƭƪŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ǎƘŀǊŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ ŀŎǝǾŜ .ƭŀŎƪŦƻƻǘΦ    
ό.ύ !ŘŘƛǝƻƴŀƭƭȅΣ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ wƛŘƎŜ /ǊŜǎǘ 9ƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ ŘǊŜǿ 
ǘƘŜƛǊ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ǎƻƳŜ ŎŀǎŜǎ ŜǾŜƴ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ 
ǎǇŜŎƛŬŎ ƛƴǘŜǊǎŜŎǝƻƴǎΦ   

 
!Φ .Φ 
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P edestrian and Bicycle Network 
A high -quality pedestrian and bicycle realm is highly connected 
and shortens distances by providing numerous route choices, 
offers safe facilities for all users and provides access to key desti-
nations. Pedestrians need sidewalks, sidepaths, or other defined 
pedestrian space and enhancements at intersections to allow 
safe convenient crossing of high traffic roadways, rail lines or 
other barriers. Bicyclists rely on a well-signed network of safe 
bike facilities with bike lanes on higher speed and volume road-
ways. The interested but concerned users (pg. 5) prefer separat-
ed facilities or routes on low-traffic, slow-speed roadways.  

 

Network Segments:  The city of Blackfoot has a vast array of 
streets that all contribute in some way to a total street network. 
Generally, pedestrians and bicyclists travel much shorter distanc-
es than motorists. The shorter trip patterns translates into  a 
need to assess Blackfoot streets with a correspondingly smaller 
geography. Therefore, this plan is intentionally crafted in a fash-
ion that shows how smaller portions of the overall network can 
contribute to a walkable and bikable environment. The focus is 
to highlight the smaller sub -networks by suggesting specific rec-
ommendations, identifying the local land uses that appeal most 
to users, and to describe how the smaller networks can be con-
nected to contribute to the greater citywide system.  

 

To help further refine priorities for the city, each sub-network 
contains primary and secondary streets. Primary corridors are 
those with higher volumes of motorized and nonmotorized us-
ers and are connected to land uses that are sought by or gener-
ate pedestrians or bicyclists. Typically, these routes are arterials 

and perhaps collectors in the Functional Classification system,  

 

Secondary corridors are those with lower volumes of users and 
typically fewer land use attractions. A secondary route may be a 
collector or local street with less demand within the citywide 
network. Because such routes are  less contentious for pedestri-
ans they are generally safer. Improvements can be made, espe-
cially as demand changes, but priority should be with primary 
routes addressed as resources become available. 

 

Network Hot Spots; Intersections and pinch points that need 
additional consideration are also identified and called out in the 
plan. Though they are part of identified street segments, they 
take additional thought and care when recommending im-
provements due to the complexity each contains.   

  

Sub Networks and Streets 

Î Main Street Route- 

¶ 9ŀǎǘκ²Ŝǎǘ .ǊƛŘƎŜ {ǘǊŜŜǘΣ 
¶ 9ŀǎǘ .ǊƛŘƎŜκ.ŜǊƎŜƴŜǊ .ƭǾŘΦ 
¶ 9ŀǎǘκ²Ŝǎǘ WǳŘƛŎƛŀƭ {ǘǊŜŜǘ   
¶ IƛƎƘǿŀȅ нс 

 

Î Airport Route 

¶ 9ŀǎǘ !ƛǊǇƻǊǘ wƻŀŘ 
¶ WŜƴǎŜƴ DǊƻǾŜ 5ǊƛǾŜ 
¶ tŀǊƪǿŀȅ 5ǊƛǾŜ 

 

Î The Fairground Ladder 

¶ IƛƎƘƭŀƴŘ 5ǊƛǾŜ 
¶ ²ƻƻǘŜƴ ²ŀȅ 
¶ !ƛǊǇƻǊǘ wƻŀŘ 
¶ [ƛƭŀŎ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ tŀǊƪǿŀȅ 5ǊƛǾŜ 
¶ aŜǊƛŘƛŀƴ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ CǊŀƴŎƛǎ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 

 

Î Downtown Loop  

¶ .ǊƻŀŘǿŀȅ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ {² aŀƛƴ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ {ƻǳǘƘ {ƘƛƭƭƛƴƎ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ wƛŎƘ [ŀƴŜ 
 

Î High School Loop 

¶ aƛǘŎƘŜƭƭ wƻŀŘ 
¶ {ƻǳǘƘ CƛǎƘŜǊ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 

¶ 9ŀǎǘ ²ŀƭƪŜǊ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ ²Ŝǎǘκ9ŀǎǘ !ƭƛŎŜ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ tŜƴŘƭŜōǳǊȅ [ŀƴŜ 

¶ CǳƭƳŜǊ [ŀƴŜ 

 

Î Southwest Loops 

¶ wƛǾŜǊǘƻƴ wƻŀŘ 
¶ /ŜƴǘŜǊ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ [ŀƴǎƛƴƎ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ aŜǊƛŘƛŀƴ {ƻǳǘƘ 
¶ 5ƻǳŘ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ ²ƛƭǎƻƴ !ǾŜƴǳŜ 

 

Î North Route 

¶ wƻǎŜ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ DŀǊŘƴŜǊ 5ǊƛǾŜ 
¶ wƻōŜǊǘ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ WŀƳŜǎ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
¶ /ƘŀǇŀǊǊƻ {ǘǊŜŜǘ 
 

Î West Route 

¶ IƛƎƘǿŀȅ оф 

Hot Spot Intersections 

¶ .ŜǊƎŜƴŜǊκtŀǊƪǿŀȅ 
¶ wƛŎƘ [ƴΦκIƛƎƘǿŀȅ фм 
¶ !ƭƛŎŜ {ǘΦκCƛǎƘŜǊ {ǘΦ 
¶ !ƭƛŎŜ {ǘΦκ{ƘƛƭƭƛƴƎ {ǘΦ 
¶ !ƛǊǇƻǊǘ wŘΦκwƛŘƎŜŎǊŜǎǘ {ǘΦ 
¶ 9Φ ²ŀƭƪŜǊκCƛǎƘŜǊ {ǘΦ 
¶ .ǊƻŀŘǿŀȅκ ²Φ ²ŀƭƪŜǊ {ǘ 




