Chapter 3 Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization Bicycle and
Pedestrian Plan
3.1 Introduction
The Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization recognizes the significant interest in bicycling
and walking in Mobile County and the need for a comprehensive planning effort to guide the
future development of bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and for a more coordinated direction and
organization for facilities and activities. Accordingly, the Mobile Metropolitan Planning
Organization Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan analyzes existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities and
related factors, provides facility recommendations, offers design and development standards, and
suggests education/promotional activities related to bicycle and pedestrian facilities in the
Mobile Area. The Plan provides a vision for the future and a rational framework to guide the
decisions of those responsible for public policy and improvements. It is designed to meet the
needs for bicycle and pedestrian facilities with a variety of recommendations for improving
bicycling and walking conditions and for interconnecting proposals with key activity
destinations.
It is important to recognize, that although the Plan provides a guide for influencing future
development, actual implementation of proposed facilities will be the result of public policy,
public roadway and park improvements, private development decisions and of major importance,
funding. Many of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan recommendations can be implemented by
coordinating improvements with other street and development construction projects. Other
recommendations will need to be stand-alone projects.

3.2 The Process
In 2010, the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) adopted the 2035 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP). That LRTP contained a component that addressed bicycle and
pedestrian facilities. It provided broad planning recommendations, policies and programs related
to bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and stressed the importance of such facilities as part of an
integrated transportation system. In 2011, the MPO and its member governments recognized the
significant interest in bicycling and walking in Mobile County and the need for a comprehensive
planning effort to guide the future development of bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and for a
more coordinated direction and organization for facilities and activities. In response, the MPO
initiated the development of the Mobile County Bicycle and Pedestrian Comprehensive Plan in
an effort to analyze existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities and related factors, provide facility
recommendations, offer design and development standards, and suggest education/promotional
activities related to bicycle and pedestrian facilities in the Mobile Area. The Plan represents a
guide to be used by those responsible for policy and implementation of bicycle and pedestrian
facilities and programs in Mobile County.
When the MPO began the development of this bicycle and pedestrian plan, a Mobile Bicycle and
Pedestrian Advisory Committee was created. The purpose of the committee was to provide input
and guidance for future bicycle and pedestrian facilities development.

The Original Mobile County Bicentennial Bicycle and Pedestrian Comprehensive Plan was
prepared by Neel-Schaffer, Inc. with assistance from Slade L.E.T. Planning for public
participation programs. The consultant team, along with MPO staff, met numerous times with
the Mobile Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee, held public information meetings and
public hearings during the planning process. Draft reports were presented for review and
comment by the SARPC staff, governmental officials, and the public.
The Plan was developed through the collection of pertinent data related to bicycling and
pedestrian activity, an assessment of conditions and opportunities for bicycle and pedestrian
facilities, citizen input through a survey distributed to citizens, through public meetings, from
review and comment obtained from the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee, and input
and coordination from Mobile Area governments. In 2012, Mobile County Bicentennial Bicycle
and Pedestrian Comprehensive Plan
Transportation Plan.
As part of the Destination 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan, the bicycle and pedestrian
component was updated to improve on previous efforts. The intent was to develop a more
accurate inventory of proposed and prioritized bicycle and pedestrian facilities. A major
component of this effort was to develop a list of specific proposed walkways based on public
input. While the older plan did identify specific proposed bikeways, it did not identify proposed
walkways. Instead, it showed radius circles around points that might generate significant levels
of pedestrian activity (such as school locations). As part of this effort, SARPC conducted a
survey of all schools in the metropolitan area, asking them to identify locations where pedestrian
facilities were needed near the schools.
The Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan is now entering its third iteration and is
Envision 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan.

3.3 Public Involvement
Public involvement is an important component in developing bicycle and pedestrian facility
recommendations that are endorsed by both citizens and public officials. The MPO staff
recognized this early in the planning process and adopted a strategy of engaging the public early
and often in developing the Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan. Public input played an active role in
the identification of bicycling and pedestrian needs. The intent was to create public awareness
relative to goals, objectives, and process, as well as to publicize the public participation
opportunities and activities available throughout the planning process. Public involvement
consisted of:
meetings with the Mobile Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
public information meetings and public hearings
a web site for posting plan development progress including draft reports and maps

3.3.1

Bicycle & Pedestrian Advisory Committee

The Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization created a Mobile Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC) consisting of representatives, staff, or members from various
agencies and groups: ALDOT Southwest Region staff; planners, engineers, and other staff from
MPO Member Governments, the Mobile County Health Department, affected local
organizations such as the Downtown Mobile Alliance, the Alabama Coastal Foundation, Mobile
United, Team Share the Road, Mobilians on Bikes; the Mobile Bike Club Urban Assault, the
Delta Bike Project, and other interested individuals from the community at large. After the
adoption of the Mobile County Bicycle and Pedestrian Comprehensive Plan, the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Advisory Committee was added to the Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization as
a permanent committee of the MPO. The BPAC meets quarterly in order to provide input and
guidance to the MPO on bicycle and pedestrian matters.
The responsibilities of the BPAC are generally to provide assistance and make
recommendations to the MPO voting membership in order to ensure a continuing, cooperative
and comprehensive (3C) transportation planning process. This results in plans and programs
consistent with the comprehensively planned development of the metropolitan planning area.
The specific duties to meet the requirements of the law include:
A. To assess local bicycle and pedestrian transportation needs;
B. To review, from a bicycle and pedestrian perspective, transportation plans and programs
prepared as part of the Mobile Area Transportation Study;
C. To assist the transportation planning staff in developing bicycle and pedestrian plans and
programs; and
D. To provide transportation planning input that includes transportation planning
projects and strategies in support of economic vitality, improve the safety and security of
the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users, increase the
accessibility and mobility options available to people and freight, protect and enhance
the environment, enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system,
promote efficient s ys t e m management and operation, emphasize the preservation of
the existing transportation system, promote Alabama Department of Transportation
consultation with non-metropolitan local officials, and promote coordination of human
service transportation.
3.3.2

Public Meeting

A public meeting was held on January 29, 2020 at the South Alabama Regional Planning
Commission offices in the GM&O Building in downtown Mobile. A summary of this meeting is
included in this document in the Public Involvement section in the Executive Summary.
3.3.3 Website Postings
The Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization has a Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan website,
which can be accessed at: http://www.mobilempo.org/bikepedplanning.html. This website

provides information throughout the planning process, including a description of the overall
Plan, the goals and activities associated with the Plan, the latest news, and links to various
bicycle and pedestrian resources. Drafts of written reports and maps are posted for public review
and comment. The MPO also has a website specific to the Envision 2045 Long Range
Transportation Plan at: https://www.envision2045.org/.

3.4 Background / Purpose
The Mobile Metropolitan Planning Organization Bicycle and Pedestrian Comprehensive Plan is
designed to serve as a policy level plan that seeks to pr
and pedestrian network and to improve the safety, attractiveness, and overall viability of biking
and walking as legitimate transportation alternatives. It establishes policies and guidelines for
future bicycle and pedestrian facilities and related amenities within Mobile County.

3.5 Review of Existing Plans
A review of existing plans found that a number of reports have addressed bicycle or pedestrian
planning to a significant degree or at least indirectly. They are:
Government Street Pedestrian Safety and Access Report, National Center for Bicycling &
Walking, January 12, 2009
The Map for Mobile

A framework for growth

A New Plan for Mobile, an urban planning, design and economic development plan,
Transportation and Infrastructure
A Consolidated Plan and Strategy 2003, Urban Development Department;
Smart Growth for Mobile Policy Document, Mobile Urban Development Department,
January 2003
10 Year Master Plan Parks and Recreation Facilities, Mobile County, January 2010
The Peninsula of Mobile Corridor Master Plan
Pertinent information included in these planning studies was reviewed, and when appropriate,
information, analyses, and proposals from these plans were used in developing the bicycle and
pedestrian plan. In some instances, text was used verbatim from these reports; however, every
effort was made to provide attribution when using parts of these planning reports and if credit
was not given, it was not intentional. Persons reviewing this report and deciding on bicycle and
pedestrian proposals, would be well advised to become familiar with the plans listed above for an
insight into land development, transportation, public policy, and recreation analyses and plans,
all of which are related to bikeways and walkways.

3.6 Inventory and Analysis of Existing Conditions
The inventory and analysis of existing conditions includes a wide range of factors that are
pertinent to, and will form the basis for, the preparation of planning proposals for bicycle and
pedestrian facilities. These factors include the streets system, sidewalks, recreation facilities,
schools, major destinations, and bicycle/pedestrian facilities.
3.6.1 Major Streets
Major streets are important to the development of bicycle and pedestrian facilities, as they are the
resource that provides connectivity between different parts of the community and major
destinations and the base infrastructure for forming a bicycle/pedestrian network. Access to the
greater road network, parts of which would form a bicycle and pedestrian network, are subject to
modal restrictions based on classifications provided by the Functional Classified Map of the
Mobile Planning Area approved by the Federal Highway Administration and the Governor of
Alabama. The Mobile network includes approximately 60 miles of freeway, 160 miles of
principal arterials, 250 miles of minor arterials and 180 miles of collector streets. They are
shown by these classifications on
Figure 3-1 (page 40) Mobile Urban Area Functional Classification. All streets not classified on
Figure 3-1 are considered local streets.
Characteristics regarding these streets are basic to the formulation of bicycle/pedestrian facility
proposals. An understanding of these streets and their physical characteristics is important in
recommending bicycle and pedestrian projects and especially to the prioritization of
recommended projects. Accordingly, Figure 3-2 (page 49) and Figure 3-3 (page 50), provide
information on roadway characteristics for street with bicycle and/or pedestrian potential.
Other than Interstates 10, 65, and 165, some of the more important principal arterials for moving
traffic and providing access through Mobile County, are U. S. Highway 43, U. S. Highway 45,
U. S. Highway 98 [Moffett Road, Spring Hill Avenue], U. S. Highway 90 [Government
Boulevard], Airport Boulevard, Schillinger Road, University Boulevard, and Dauphin Island
Parkway. Other principal arterials include: Industrial Parkway, Theodore Dawes Road, Hamilton
Boulevard, Bay Bridge Road, Old Spanish Trail, and Rangeline Road. Important minor arterials
are North University Boulevard, Tanner Williams/Old Shell Road, Celeste Road, Hillcrest Road,
Halls Mill Road, State Route 188, Bellingrath Road, Cottage Hill Road, Dawes Road, and Three
Notch Road, among others.
Information regarding recommended highway projects is important to the development of a
bicycle and pedestrian planning proposals.
Table 3-1 on page 41 shows projects recommended by the Long Range Transportation Plan, and
as to whether bicycle/pedestrian facilities should be incorporated as
part of the overall improvement.

Some of the most important streets in terms of connectivity are listed below. They are not listed
necessarily because of an ability to move traffic, but from the standpoint of system connectivity
and linkage to destinations attractive to bicyclists and pedestrians.
Old Shell Road, North University Boulevard, and Zeigler Boulevard are important, with
their connectivity to Langan Park, the University of South Alabama and Spring Hill
College.
Streets in and within the vicinity of downtown Mobile are important providers of access
throughout downtown commercial areas and public facilities.
Spring Hill Avenue, Dauphin Street, and Government Boulevard are important because
they provide access between downtown and the western parts of Mobile/Mobile County.
Dauphin Island Parkway is important and provides access between central Mobile and
south Mobile County.
Old Bay Front Road, is important and connects downtown with off-road shared use
facilities that connect into Dauphin Island Parkway.
The numerous streets, many of which are classified as urban local, serve as routes
between neighborhoods and nearby schools and recreation facilities.

Figure 3-1 Mobile Urban Area Functional Classification
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Table 3-1 Bicycle Pedestrian Facilities on Recommended Highway Projects, 2020-2045
Roadway

Location Between

Distance

Type Project

Bike / Pedestrian Facility
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and pedestrian
crossings recommended
None
None
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended

Airport Boulevard

Snow Rd to Eliza Jordan

1.2

Capacity

Celeste Road

I-65 to Forest Ave.

2.0

Capacity

Cody Road

Airport Blvd. to Old Shell Road

0.4

Capacity

Dauphin Street

Sage Ave. to Springhill Mem. Hosp.

1.1

Capacity

Dawes Road

Cottage Hill Rd. to Grelot Rd.

1.5

Capacity

Government Street

Macy Place to Water St.

2.3

Reconstruction

Interstate 10
Interstate 10
Industrial Parkway
(SR 158)
McDonald Road

Carol Plantation Rd to McDonald Rd
SR 188 to McDonald Road
I-65 to Spartan Drive

4.2
6.4
0.9

Capacity
Capacity
Capacity

North of 1-10 to Old Pascagoula Rd.

0.5

Capacity

McFarland Road
McGregor Avenue

Old Pascagoula Rd. to Three Notch Rd.
Cottage Hill Rd. to Three Notch Rd.
Jeff Hamilton Rd. to Cottage Hill Rd.
Dauphin St. to Airport Blvd.

3.1
3.5
0.5
0.6

Capacity
Capacity
Capacity
Capacity

Nevius Road

Hillcrest Rd. to Schillinger Rd.

2.3

Capacity

Snow Road

Moffett Road to Tanner Williams Rd.

2.8

Capacity

Snow Road

Airport Blvd. to Tanner Williams Rd.

2.8

Capacity

Snow Road

Airport Blvd. to Jeff Hamilton

2.8

Capacity

State Route 158

Schillinger Rd. to Lott Road
Lott Road to Glennwood Road
Seabury Creek Bridge
Lott Road Interchange

1.6
4.1

Capacity
Capacity
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

State Route 158

Schillinger Rd. to Lott

1.6

Capacity

Tanner Williams
Road
Three Notch Road

Snow Rd to Eliza Jordan Rd
Zeigler Blvd. to Snow Rd.
Schillinger Road to McDonald Road
McDonald Road to Ben Hamilton Rd
McDonald Road to Swedetown Rd.

1.0
1.8
1.0
0.9
3.7

Capacity
Capacity
Capacity
Capacity
Capacity

Forest Hill Dr. to Athey Rd
Schillinger Rd. to Tanner Williams Rd

3.4
1.4

Capacity
Capacity

U.S. 90
Zeigler Boulevard

Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Widening shoulder
Widening shoulder
Widening shoulder
pedestrian crossings
recommended
Widening shoulder
Recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
Sidewalks and bike lanes
recommended
A mixed use separated
bike/ped facility
recommended
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Table 3-2 Roadway Characteristics City of Mobile & Surrounding Metro Area (Includes Chickasaw,
Dawes, Eight Mile, Prichard, & Saraland)
Street
Airport Blvd.
Airport Blvd.
Azalea Road
Baker Street
Baker Street
Baybridge Road (U.S. 90)
Bayfront Road
Beauregard Street
Bel Air Blvd.
Bellcase Road
Bear Fork Road
Broad Street (South)
Broad Street (North)
Canal Street
Cochrane Bridge
College Parkway
Conception Street (South)
Cottage Hill Road
Cottage Hill Road
Craft Hwy (South)
Craft Hwy. (North)
Dauphin Island Parkway
Dauphin Island Parkway
Dauphin Street
Demetropolis Road
Duvall Street
Forest Hill Drive
Girby Road
Government Street (U.S. 90)
Government Street (U.S. 90)
Halls Mill Road
Halls Mill Road
Hamilton Blvd. (County 26)
Highpoint Blvd.
Higgins Road
Hillcrest Road
Holcombe Ave.
Hollinger Island Road
Industrial Pkwy.
Knollwood Drive
McGregor Ave. (North)
McGregor Ave. (South)
McVay Drive
Michael Blvd.
Michigan Ave.
Moffett Road (U.S. 98)
Moffett Road (U.S. 98)
Nan Gray Davis Road
Navco Road

Lanes
2, 3, 4, 5, 6
4
5
2
2
5
2
6, 7
5
2
2
2, 3, 4, 5
6, 7
5, 6
4
2
2, 4
2
3, 5, 7
2
4
3, 4, 5
5
4, 5
4, 5
3
2
2
4, 5, 6
4, 5, 6
2, 4
2
3
2, 4
4
4, 5
2
2
4
2, 3, 4, 5
2
2, 5
4
2
4
5
5
3
2

Pavement
Edge
Curb
None
Curb
Curb
None
Curb
None
Curb
Curb
None
None
Curb
Curb
Curb
Curb
Curb
Curb
None
Curb
None
Curb
Curb
None
Curb
Curb
Curb
None
None
Curb
None
Curb
None
None
None
None
Curb
Curb
None
None
Curb
None
None
Curb
None
Curb
Curb
None
Curb
None

Shoulder
None
None
None
None
None
None (Cochrane Bridge only)
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
Yes (Could handle bike lane)
None
Yes (Could handle bike lane)
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None

On Street
Parking
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
Yes
No
No
No
No
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

Table 3-2 (Continued)Roadway Characteristics City of Mobile & Surrounding Metro Area
(Includes Chickasaw, Dawes, Eight Mile, Prichard, & Saraland)
Street
Old Bay Front Rd. (Closed 12/31/2010)
Old Shell Road
Old Shell Road
Old Spanish Trail (U.S. 90)
Overlook Road
Rangeline Road
Rosedale Road
Saint Stephens Road (U.S. 45)
Saint Stephens Road (U.S. 45)
Saraland Blvd. (U.S. 43)
Saraland Blvd. (U.S. 43)
Satchel Paige Road
Schillinger Road (North)
Schillinger Road (North)
Schillinger Road (South)
Schillinger Road (South)
Shelton Beach Road (North)
Shelton Beach Road (South)
Spring Hill Ave.
Swedetown Road
Tanner Williams Road (County 70)
Telegraph Road (U.S. 43)
Terrell Road
Texas Street
Theodore Dawes Road (County 30)
Three Notch Road
University Blvd. (North)
University Blvd. (South)
Virginia Street
Virginia Street
Water Street (North)
Water Street (North)
Zeigler Boulevard
Zeigler Boulevard

Lanes
2
2, 5
2
4, 5
3
2, 6
2
2
2, 3, 4, 5
5, 6
5
2
2, 5
5
2, 4
5
2
2
4, 5, 6
3
3
4
2
2
3
5
4, 5, 6
4, 5
2
3
4, 6
2
2, 4, 5
2

Pavement
Edge
None
Curb
None
None
Curb
None
None
None
Curb
Curb
None
Curb
None
Curb
None
Curb
None
None
Curb
Curb
Curb
Curb
None
Curb
None
Curb
Curb
Curb
None
Curb
Curb
None
Curb
None

Shoulder
None
None
None
None
None
Yes (N. of Laurendine Rd.)
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None

On Street
Parking
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
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Table 3-3 Roadway Characteristics Mobile County Roads, Outside the City of Mobile Metro Area

Street
County Road 41:
From Citronelle Walk & Bike Trail to
Cedar Creek State Park
U.S. Highway 45:
From Industrial Pkwy (Hwy 158) to
Citronelle Walk & Bike Trail (at Celeste
Road)
U.S. Highway 90:
From Theodore Dawes Road (County
30) to Mississippi State Line
Highway 188:
From U.S. Highway 193 (Grand Bay) to
Highway 193 (Heron Bay)
Dauphin Island Parkway
(Highway 193):
From Laurendine Road (County 24) to
Bienville Blvd. (Dauphin Island)

McFarland Road:
From Three Notch Road (County 32) to
Jeff Hamilton Road (County 36)
Moffett Road (U.S. 98):
From Wilmer Tanner Williams Road
(County 5) To Schillinger Road (County
31)
Snow Road (County 25):
From Jeff Hamilton Road (County 36)
to Moffett Road (U.S. Highway 98)
Tanner Wiliams Road (County 70):
From Shillinger Road North (County
31) to Wilmer Tanner Williams Road
(County 5)
Wilmer Tanner Williams Road (County
5):
From Tanner Williams Road (County
70) to Moffett Road (U.S. Highway 98)

(Mobile MPO)

Lanes

Pavement
Edge

Shoulder

On Street
Parking

3

None

None

No

2, 3

None

None

No

2, 3, 5

None

2, 3

None

sides - areas with warning stripes)
side, from Bayou La Batre to Coden)

No
Yes

north end of Heron Bay Bridge which
2

None

2, 3

None

None

No

2, 5

Curb /
None

None

No

2, 3

None

None

No

2, 3

Curb /
None

dam crossing does not provide adequate width
for bikeways / walkways, w/ or w/o guardrail)

No

2

None

None

No

Dauphin Island bridge to south end of bridge
-road asphalt trail picks up
on east side of road, which extends south to
-road asphalt trail)

No

3.6.2 Existing Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities
Pedestrian and especially bicycle facilities are limited in Mobile County, relative to its size and
population. This deficiency, combined with an increasing interest in walking and biking, has
generated a desire to develop alternative modes of transportation. This section of the plan
identifies those facilities that do exist, because of their
importance in forming the base for comprehensive
bicycle and pedestrian facility recommendations and
establishing project priorities. It also identifies an
abandoned railway right-of-way that runs from
Bessemer Avenue in Prichard to Citronelle. The route
of this right-of-way, which has excellent potential for
an off-road shared-use facility, is shown on Figure 3-2
Mobile County Abandoned Rail Right of Way (ROW)
(page 49), Abandoned Rail R.O.W.
The City of Prichard has completed a shared-use trail
that runs between Prichard Stadium and Anderson
Avenue. K
it follows a 1.2 mile segment of this abandoned rail
bed.

The Whistler Historic Bike Trail in Prichard, Alabama

Figure 3-3 (page 50) City of Mobile Metro Area - Existing Facilities/Potential Destinations and
Figure 3-4 (page 51) Mobile County - Existing Facilities/Potential Destinations, show the
location of on and off-street bicycle and pedestrian facilities, throughout Mobile County, as well
as potential biking and walking destinations such as bus stops, schools, recreation facilities, and
commercial concentrations.
In discussing existing facilities, and later setting forth planning proposals, the following
definitions should prove helpful.
3.6.3 Bicycle Facility Definitions
Best Practices Design Guide (2001) sets forth the
following related definitions of bicycle facilities:
Bicycle Facilities: Improvements and provisions made to accommodate or encourage bicycling.
Bicycle: Every vehicle propelled solely by human power upon which any person may ride,
having two tandem wheels, except scooters and similar devices.
Bicycle or Bike Lane: A portion of roadway that has been designated by striping, signage and
pavement markings for the preferential or exclusive use of bicyclists.
Bicycle Path, Bike Path, or Shared Use Path: A bikeway physically separated from motorized
vehicular traffic by an open space or barrier and either within the street right of way or within an
independent right of way. Shared use paths may also be used by pedestrians, skaters, wheelchair
users, joggers and other non-motorized users.

Bikeway: A generic term for any road, street, path or way, which in some manner is specifically
designated for bicycle travel, regardless of whether such facilities are designated for the
exclusive use of bicycles or are to be shared with other transportation modes.
Shared Roadway: A roadway, which is open to both bicycle and motor vehicle travel. This may
be an existing roadway, street with wide curb lanes, or road with paved shoulders.
Trail: A path of travel for recreation and/or transportation within a park, natural environment, or
designated corridor that is not classified as a highway, road, or street. For the purposes of this
study, bicycle facilities are examined via the following categories: shared roadways, bicycle
lanes, bicycle paths and trails, and bicycle racks.
3.6.4 Pedestrian Facility Definitions
(2001) sets forth the
following related definitions of pedestrian facilities:
Pedestrian: A person who travels on foot or who uses assistive devices, such as a wheelchair, for
mobility.
Curb Ramp: A combined ramp and landing to accomplish a change in level at a curb. This
element provides street and sidewalk access to pedestrians using wheelchairs.
Ramp: A slope transition between two elevation levels.
Sidewalk: The portion of a highway, road, or street intended for pedestrians.
Shared Use Path: A trail that permits more than one type of user, such as a trail designated for
use by both pedestrians and bicyclists.
Trail: A path of travel for recreation and/or transportation within a park, natural environment, or
designated corridor that is not classified as a highway, road, or street.
3.6.5 Off-Street Bicycle Facilities
Other than shared-use facilities, there are no off-street facilities devoted exclusively for bike
riding in Mobile County. The shared-use facilities are discussed later in this section of the report
under the heading, Shared-Use Facilities.
3.6.6 On-Street Bicycle Facilities
There are now thirteen designated on-street bicycle routes in Mobile County and nine of those
have pavement markings. The other four have route signage with no bike lanes. The designated
U.S. Bicycle Route in south Mobile County could be considered a route, but it has neither
marked lanes nor route signage.
The nine routes with both marked lanes and signage are:

1. Hillcrest Road between Airport Boulevard and Old Shell Road, has four foot wide pavement
markings on both sides of the roadway, with curb and gutter and signage for a distance of
approximately one mile.
2. Bienville Boulevard on Dauphin Island, which has
five foot wide bike lanes, with pavement markings
and signage on its south side. This route extends for
four miles from the Dauphin Island Pier to the west
end of Bienville Boulevard, and connects with an offstreet shared-use trail.
3. Water Street from Beauregard Street to the I-10 on
ramp in downtown Mobile. It has six foot wide bike
lanes with curb and gutter and signage and six foot
wide sidewalks in both directions.

Dauphin Island Pkwy. on-road bike lane, Mobile

4. Texas Street from Claiborne Street to South Broad Street has six foot wide bike lanes with
curb and gutter and signage and four foot wide sidewalks on both sides of the street.
5. Beauregard/Broad from Water Street to Government Street in downtown Mobile is under
construction at the time of the writing of this document. It will have six foot wide bike lanes
with curb and gutter and signage and eight foot wide sidewalks in both directions similar to
Water Street.
6. Dauphin Island Parkway from the Dog River Bridge north to Staples Street. It has six foot
wide bike lanes in both directions. There are no sidewalks.
7. Wilson Avenue in Prichard from Chandler north to just south of the merge with Telegraph
Road. It has six foot wide bike lanes and four foot wide sidewalks in both directions.
8. Along U.S. 43 in Chickasaw from just north of Wilson Avenue to Brooks Park. It has six foot
wide bike lanes on both sides and a four foot wide sidewalk on the west side only.
9. Along U.S. 43 in Saraland from just north of State Route 158 north to near Davis Avenue. It
has a six foot wide bike lane and a four foot wide sidewalk on the east side only.
The four designated bike routes, with signage but no marked bike lanes, are:
1. Terrell Road between Dauphin Island Parkway and Bay Front Road, with a short extension to
McNally Park, has route signs, but no marked bike lane. It extends for a distance of
approximately 4,224 feet, and connects with the off-street, shared-use facility that extends
north to Doyle Park, generally parallel to Bay Front Road and Brookley Field.
2. Doyle Avenue from Dauphin Island Parkway to Doyle Park, then for a half mile to connect
with an off-street, shared-use facility that extends 4.4 miles south to Terrell Road. This onstreet route has signage, but no marked bike lane.

3. Downtown Bike Lane Route, extending from Springdale Boulevard eastward on Ralston
Road and then jogging irregularly to the north and south, using multiple streets located
between Dauphin Street and Government Street into the center of downtown area. This
designated bicycle route has no marked lanes and signage along its approximately 9.3 mile
route, is in poor condition, and in some instances is not marked at all.
4. The Dog River Loop. This route follows Shore Acres Drive from the Crepe Myrtle Trail
across Dauphin Island Parkway, along Gill Road, Riverside Drive, Scenic Drive, River
Forest Drive, and Staples Road where it connects with the bike lane on Dauphin Island
Parkway. This on-street route has signage, but no marked bike lane.
There are two separate maps, immediately following this section to assist in the review of the
various plan recommendations. It is suggested that they be referenced extensively in reviewing
the text. These maps are identified as follows:
Figure 3-3 (page 50) City of Mobile Metro Area - Existing Facilities/Potential
Destinations
Figure 3-4 (page 51): Mobile County Existing Facilities/Potential Destinations
It is desirable that additional on-street bicycle lanes will become an integral part of
improvements undertaken on streets designated for bike lanes by this plan. With limited
designated on-street bicycle lanes in Mobile County, and only a few of which having
pavement markings, it is apparent that significantly more on-street bicycle lanes are
needed. In planning and constructing lane improvements, the AASHTO, Guide for the
Development of Bicycle Facilities, states th
streets in corridors where there is significant bicycle demand and where there are distinct
When space is properly designated for the use of bicycles, with lanes distinguished through
adequate bicycle lane width, pavement markings, and signage properly visible to motorists,
bicycle riders will have a heightened sense of safety from traffic, and bicycling will be greatly
encouraged.

Figure 3-2 Mobile County Abandoned Rail Right of Way (ROW)

(Mobile MPO)

Figure 3-3 City of Mobile Metro Area - Existing Facilities/Potential Destinations

(Mobile MPO)

Figure 3-4 Mobile County - Existing Facilities/Potential Destinations

(Mobile MPO)

U.S. Bicycle Route: A designated U.S. Bicycle Route enters the southwest part of Mobile
County on U. S. Highway 90, and continues to its intersection with Grand Bay Bayou La Batre
Highway (State Highway 188), at which point it follows State Highway 188 to Dauphin Island
Parkway, and then extends south to Dauphin Island and then east on Bienville Boulevard. It is a
bicycle route in name designation only, as there is no route signage and no marked lanes, except
for its short extension along Dauphin Island Parkway and Bienville Boulevard.
3.6.7 Off-Street Walkways
There are twenty-six public, offstreet walking facilities available
in Mobile County. In addition to
the off-street facilities devoted
exclusively for walking, there are
eleven
off-street
shared-use
facilities, which are discussed
later in this section of the report
under the heading, Shared-Use
Facilities.
Based on information provided
by the City of Mobile and the
Mobile County Recreation Plan,
there are an estimated 142 public
parks serving all of Mobile
County, with 25, or 17 percent,
-use off-road bicycle and pedestrian trail. A Rails-To-Trails funded
having off-street walking trails.
project (which makes use of the same abandoned railroad identified in this study) runs from
Geographically, five walking Prichard to Citronelle. Gas lighting and landscaping have been added to benefit users.
trails are located in the older part
of the City of Mobile, eight to the west of I-65 in the City of Mobile, two in the west central part
of the County, nine in the north part of the County, and two in the southeast part of the City of
Mobile.

Table 3-4 Existing Off-Street Walkway Facilities
Name of Park

Location Within Mobile
County

Type Facility

Length

Trails

1.0 Mile

Asphalt

Mobile, Northwest
Mobile, Southeast
Mobile, West of I-65
Mobile, East of I-65
Mobile, West of I-65
Mobile, Southeast
Mobile, Northeast

Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Wooded Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Wooded Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail

0.47 Mile
0.48 Mile
0.18 Mile
0.62 Mile
0.38 Mile
0.44 Mile
0.27 Mile
0.50 Mile
1.5 Miles
1.4 Miles
0.28 Mile
0.16 Mile
0.26 Mile
0.42 Mile
0.47 Mile
0.35 Mile
0.30 Mile

Concrete
Concrete
Concrete
Unpaved
Gravel
Concrete
Concrete
Concrete
Concrete
Unpaved
Concrete
Concrete
Concrete
Concrete
Concrete
Asphalt
Concrete

West Central

Walking Trail

0.50 Mile

Asphalt

West Central

Walking Trail

3.00 Miles

Concrete

North
North

Walking Trail
Walking Trail

1 Mile
0.25 Mile

Asphalt
Unpaved

North
North
North
North

Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail
Walking Trail

0.37 Mile
0.24 Mile
0.16 Mile
0.28 Mile

Asphalt
Unpaved
Asphalt
Asphalt

Town of Creola
Creola Town Park
City of Mobile
Arlington Park
Crawford-Murphy Park
Crestview Park

Mobile, East of I-65
Mobile, East of I-65
Mobile, West of I-65

Joseph Langan Park
Lake Drive Tricentennial Park
Laun Park
Lavretta Park
Medal of Honor Park

Mobile, West of I-65
Mobile, East of I-65
Mobile, West of I-65
Mobile, West of I-65
Mobile, West of I-65

Mitternight Park
Newhouse Park
PFC Howard Johnson II Park
Public Safety Memorial Park
Sam Stotts Park
Trimmier Park
Trinity Gardens Park
Mobile County
Old Tanner Williams Road
Community Park
Semmes Community Park
City of Prichard
Highpoint Park
Jackson Reading Park
City of Saraland
Amelia Park
Hertz Park
Kali-Oka Park
Norton Park

North

Condition

**Langan Park also has a shared-use trail.
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

(10 Year Master Plan, Park & Recreation Facilities combined with data from Mobile County and the City of
Mobile).

These trails, along with the existing shared-use trails, provide reasonably convenient walking
facilities to all parts of Mobile County, except the northwest and southwest. In addition to the
existing walking trails, the City of Mobile has identified funds to develop walking trails at
Herndon Park, which is located on Dauphin Street, and at Maitre Park, which is located on Halls
Mill Road between downtown and I-65.
The National Parks and Recreation Association does not have quantitative standards for offstreet walking facilities, but rather indicates that such facilities are best related to supply versus
15 miles of
walking trails suitable for exercise type walking to serve a population of 412,992, which would
appear to be fairly low. The inclusion of shared-use trails increases the amount of existing trails
to 32 total miles.

3.6.8 On-Street Walkways
On-street pedestrian facilities consist of sidewalks that
have been constructed through the years, with no
overall plan for connectivity or consideration for
priority destinations, other than in the downtown area.
Figure 3-3 (page 50) and Figure 3-4 (page 51) show
the locations of sidewalks throughout Mobile County,
as well as potential walking destinations, such as bus
stops, schools, recreation facilities, and commercial
concentrations. The only concentrations of sidewalk
connectivity are in downtown Mobile and the
immediate areas surrounding downtown.

Sidewalk on North University Boulevard, adjacent to the
University of South Alabama campus.

Regarding important arterials, the only real continuity
is the sidewalks along Government Street, from downtown to the Dauphin Island Parkway,
Spring Hill Avenue from downtown to I-65, with a few minor gaps, and Dauphin Street, from
downtown to just short of South Florida Street. West of I-65, short stretches of continuous
sidewalk exists only along Grelot Road, Spring Hill Avenue, and Hillcrest Road. Although actual
statistics are not available, it appears from a review of the maps that well over half the streets in
Mobile County do not have sidewalks, with sidewalk connectivity being virtually nonexistent
outside of the older sections of Mobile.
Subdivision regulations requirements in Chickasaw, Mobile, and Prichard, have increased
sidewalks on outlying local streets; however, these sidewalks are contained within each
individual subdivision development, with little or no connections to schools or parks or shopping
areas. Saraland and Mt. Vernon do not require sidewalks, but do have installation standards that
must be followed when sidewalks are installed. Other municipalities and Mobile County do not
have sidewalk requirements in their subdivision regulations. The inconsistency of sidewalk
requirements has limited sidewalk construction in many parts of the Mobile Area. The City of
Mobile does have a policy that sidewalks be included, if feasible, in all road widening projects. It
is recommended that sidewalk requirements be incorporated into all local government
subdivision regulations.
3.6.9 Shared-Use Facilities
There are eleven shared-use facilities in Mobile County, totaling approximately 27 miles in
length, with locations in the north, west central, southeast central and south parts of the County.
They provide the only off-street opportunity for bicycling, but are shared with walkers. These
facilities include:
Citronelle Walking Park: This three mile long shared-use Rails-To-Trails project is located in the
City of Citronelle on a circa 1851 railroad right-of-way, abandoned by MidSouth Rail
Corporation (MSRC) in 1992. Trail characteristics include a ten-foot-wide asphalt path, natural
gas lighting on both sides of the trail, and identification signage at both trail ends. There are no
pavement markings and no trail or traffic control signs.

Dauphin Island Parkway/Bienville Boulevard: This 3.7 mile shared-use trail starts on Dauphin
Island Parkway, about 0.8 miles before its intersection with Bienville Boulevard, and then
continues west on Bienville Boulevard to the Dauphin Island Pier, and east to the eastern
terminus of Bienville Boulevard. The trail is off-road and runs parallel to the east side of
Dauphin Island Parkway and the south side of Bienville Boulevard. The entire length of this tenfoot-wide asphalt trail has pavement markings and signage.
Langan Park: A 1.8 mile ten foot wide concrete
shared-use trail extends across the northern boundary
of Langan Park, which borders
Gaillard
Drive/Museum Drive, from North University
Boulevard to Spring Hill Avenue. This trail has no
pavement markings and no signage.
McNally Park to Doyle Park: This 4.4 mile, ten foot
wide asphalt shared-use trail extends between McNally
Park and Doyle Park. Starting at Doyle Park in the
north it parallels Brookley Airport, and then Bay Front
Road southward to McNally Park. There is signage
along this trail but no pavement markings.

Langan Park shared-use off-road trails.

Montlimar Creek Airport to Michael: This ten foot
wide asphalt shared-use trail extends for a distance of
1.2 miles along Montlimar Creek, between Airport
Boulevard and Michael Boulevard. There is signage in
connection with the trail but no pavement markings.
Montlimar Creek Government to Azalea: This is a
twelve foot wide MAWSS service road that was
converted into a shared use trail. It extends for two
miles along the east side of Montlimar Creek from

Montlimar Creek shared-use off-road trail.

signage or pavement markings.
North University Boulevard: An off-road, shared-use
trail is available on North University Boulevard,
between Old Shell Road and Gaillard Drive/Museum
Drive, which is a distance of 1.3 miles. From Old Shell
Road to USA Drive North the trail is on the west side [1
mile] of North University, but is on the east side [0.3
mile] from this point to Gaillard Drive/Museum Drive.
This ten-foot-wide trail is paved with concrete, but has
no pavement markings or signage.
Old Shell Road: A two mile, ten foot wide concrete
shared-use trail parallels Old Shell Road between

Old Shell Road shared-use trail.

University Boulevard and Cody Road.
connection with this route.

There are no pavement markings or signage in

Whistler Historic Bike Trail: A 1.2 mile eight foot wide shared-use trail in Prichard. The trail
uses an abandoned railway right-of-way, from the stadium to Anderson Avenue. There are plans
to continue the trail along Anderson Avenue to Whistler Street, then west along Whistler Street
to Aldock Road at which point it would proceed north on Aldock Road to the Chickasabogue
Park. Consideration might be given to changing the trail name to indicate that it is a shared-use
facility. This ten foot wide trail is paved with concrete and there are pavement markings and
signage.
Three Mile Creek An off-road, shared-use trail. This ten foot wide trail is paved with concrete
and there are pavement markings and signage. This trail currently starts at Tricentennial Park in
Mobile and travels west along the north side of Three Mile Creek for approximately one mile. At
the time of the writing of this document there is a project in design to extend this trail along both
sides of the creek for approximately five miles to Langan Park. Funding for this project has been
secured except for where it would cross Interstate 65.
Semmes Multiuse Trail An off-road, shared-use trail. This ten foot wide trail is paved with
concrete and there are pavement markings and signage. This trail travels adjacent to Moffett
Road from the Semmes Community Center to Snow Road, then south to Blackwell Nursery
Road to Ed George Road, then north back to Moffett.
In addition to the above shared-use trails, there is a shared, unpaved, hiking/mountain bike trail
at Chickasabogue Park in the north part of Mobile County. Although not hilly, this trail has been
the site for mountain bike competitions including the Alabama State Championships. Publicity
for Chickasabogue Park states that there are pa
3.6.10 Public Facilities & Other Destinations
Public facilities such as parks, schools, community centers, libraries, government offices, and
commercial concentrations are potential destinations for bicyclist and walkers. Figure 3-3 on
page 50, and Figure 3-4 on page 51, show the locations of schools, parks and recreation facilities,
commercial concentrations, and other potential major destinations within Mobile County. As
previously indicated, Mobile County has thirteen designated, on-street bicycle routes. Only a
few of these destinations are accessible by way of a safe bike ride with proper striping and
signage. Therefore, the analysis of accessibility and connectivity will be limited to existing
sidewalk access and known deficiencies.
3.6.11 Park and Recreation Facilities
Based on information from the City of Mobile and the 10 Year Master Plan for Park and
Recreation Facilities in Mobile County, there are an estimated 142 parks and recreational
facilities in Mobile County. These parks are operated by a number of governmental entities, with
the overwhelming majority, 65 percent, managed and operated by the City of Mobile. Sidewalk
access to parks is, with a few exceptions, limited or nonexistent, except for those parks located in
the older sections of Mobile. Following is a statistical analysis of sidewalk access to park and
recreation facilities:

Table 3-5 Statistical Summary of Sidewalk Access to Park and Recreation Facilities

City of Mobile
Entire County

Good Access
40 (43.5%)
40 (28.2%)

Limited Access
24 (26.1%)
26 (18.3%)

No Access
28 (30.4%)
76 (53.5%)

(Mobile MPO)

3.6.12 Schools
There are approximately 105 schools, or school related facilities in Mobile County, of which
only twelve percent have good walkway access to the surrounding area. Twenty-one percent
have some walkway access to surrounding areas, and sixty-seven percent have very little or no
sidewalk access. The Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan identifies sidewalk needs relative to individual
schools, and recommendations for elementary and middle schools. Walkway access to schools is
an important consideration, when developing pedestrian and bicycle plan recommendations.
Table 3-6 Statistical Summary of Sidewalk Access to Schools
Elementary Schools
Erwin Craighead
Howard
Brazier
Burroughs
Chastang
Davis
Allentown
Anna F. Booth
Belsaw / Mt. Vernon
Breitling
Caldedeaver
Castlen
Chickasaw
Collier
Collins-Rhodes

Good to Reasonably Good Sidewalk Access Into Surrounding Areas
Maryvale
Leinkauf
Whitley
Morningside
Woodcock
Sidewalks Available but Limited Access Into Surrounding Areas
Dodge
Grant
Orchard
Eichold-Mertz
Hall
Glendale
Holloway
Westlawn
Little or No Sidewalk Access Into Surrounding Areas
Dauphin Island
Hutchens
Dawes 3-5
Indian Springs
Dixon
John Will
E. R. Dickson
Lee Primary
Fonde
Martha Thomas
Forest Hill
Mary B. Austin
Gilliard
McDavid Jones
Griggs
Meadowlake
Hamilton
Pearl Haskew
Hollings Island
Robbins

Saraland
Semmes
Shepard
Old Shell
St. Elmo
Tanner Williams
Turner
W. D. Roberts
Whistler
Wilmer

Middle Schools
Good to Reasonably Good Sidewalk Access Into Surrounding Areas
Dunbar
Sidewalks Availably but Limited Access Into Surrounding Areas
Denton
Earnes
Semmes
Little or No Sidewalk Access Into Surrounding Areas
Alba Bryant
Grand Bay
Lott
Scarborough
Belsaw / Mt. Vernon
Hankins
North Mobile County
Washington
Burns
Hillsdale
Pillans
Causey
Lee Intermediate
Saraland
Calloway Smith

High Schools
Good to Reasonably Good Sidewalk Access Into Surrounding Areas: Murphy High School
Sidewalks Available but Limited Access Into Surrounding Areas: LeFlore Magnet High School
Little or No Sidewalk Access Into Surrounding Areas
Baker
Bryant
Davidson
Rain
Theodore
Blount
Mary G. Montgomery
Satsuma
Vigor
Other Mobile Board of Education Facilities
Good to Reasonably Good Sidewalk Access Into Surrounding Areas
Council Traditional
Old Shell Road Magnet
Sidewalks Availably but Limited Access Into Surrounding Areas
Augusta Evans K-12 Just 4 Development Lab
Regional School
Clark Shaw Magnet
The Pathway School
Little or No Sidewalk Access Into Surrounding Areas
Bryant Career Tech
Faulkner Vocational
Mobile County Training Phillips Preparatory
Continuous
Leaning
School
Center
(Mobile MPO)

As for sidewalk continuity or connectivity at the three institutions of higher education in Mobile
County, it is generally inconsistent. South Alabama University has sidewalk access to North
University Boulevard and Old Shell Road, but there is no sidewalk connectivity by way of these
streets to other parts of the vicinity. Spring Hill College has limited access to Old Shell Road and
Tuthill Lane, but no connection to development in its vicinity. The University of Mobile has no
sidewalks in its vicinity. Bishop State Community College has adequate sidewalks that connect
to the downtown Area.
3.6.13 Shopping Areas
Sidewalk access with good connectivity to shopping areas is limited to downtown Mobile and to
the immediate vicinity of downtown, with connections into surrounding neighborhoods. No
shopping area outside of downtown, and its adjacent sections, has sidewalk access with good
connectivity to surrounding development. A review of Figure 3-3 (page 50) and Figure 3-4 (page
50) shows that an estimated 45.2 percent of existing shopping areas are completely without
sidewalks. Some 23.3 percent have sidewalks with access to surrounding development that is
extremely limited or non-existent. Approximately 31.5 percent have sidewalks that provide some
connection into surrounding areas, or at least sidewalks for some distance along the street on
which they are located.

3.7 Bicycle / Pedestrian Collision Analysis
Using existing and available data, an analysis was made of reported collisions with bicyclist and
pedestrians in Mobile County for the years 2016 through 2018. This data was derived from
records of the University of Alabama Center for Advanced Public Safety, released in May of
2019. The results of a statistical summary of the data are shown below in Table 3-7 (page 59) Statistical Summary of Bicycle Collisions, 2016-2018 and Table 3-8 (page 60) - Statistical
Summary of Pedestrian Collisions, 2016-2018.

3.7.1 Bicycle Collisions
There were 75 bicyclists involved in collisions between 2016 and 2018. Fifty-five collisions
resulted in an injury and there was one collision that resulted in a fatality. The fatality was on a
2-lane commercial street in Mobile. A separated bike lane for this stretch of roadway is currently
in design. Police reports listed failure to yield the right-of-way by the bicyclist as the cause of the
fatality. Most of the bicycle collisions resulted in injuries (73 percent) with fatalities being 1
percent. The majority of bicycle collisions occurred in the urban area (92 percent). Most
collisions took place in commercial areas. The ALDOT Chief Engineer has directed that the
Alabama Department of Transportation cannot allow accident, incident, crash, injury, or fatality
information and locations to be shown or presented in association with descriptions of
transportation projects, facilities, or locations in formal planning documents (UPWP, Long
Range Plan, TIP, Congestion Management Plan, and Air Quality Conformity documentation),
that include narrative or tabular project listings or descriptions. Including such language in those
documents could potentially expose both the MPO and the State of Alabama to litigation.
As expected, most of the collisions (75 percent) occur in the City of Mobile. The majority of
bicycle collisions (28 percent) were attributed to failure to yield right-of-way. Collisions in the
rural parts of Mobile County were attributed to a wide variety of reasons, with no one particular
cause being predominant.
Table 3-7 Statistical Summary of Bicycle Collisions, 2016-2018
Total Collisions: 75
With Injury:
54
No Injury:
20
Fatal:
1

Cause of Collision:
Bicyclist: 53
Vehicle:
15
Unknown:
7

Collisions By Governmental Unit:
2 in Saraland
1 in Dauphin Island
5 in Prichard
56 in Mobile
11 in Mobile County
No records could be located for governmental entities not listed above

(The University of Alabama Center for Advanced Public Safety)

3.7.2 Pedestrian Collisions
There were 226 pedestrians involved in collisions in Mobile County during the years of 2016 to
2018, of which 25 or 11 percent were fatal. The majority of pedestrian collisions occurred in the
urban area (189 or 84 percent). Most collisions took place in commercial areas. 36 percent of the
fatalities occurred in the rural areas and 64 percent of the fatalities occurred in the urban area. 39
percent of all collisions were caused by the pedestrian, 42 percent were caused by the
automobile, and 18 percent were caused by other/unknown.
Unlike bicycle collisions, those involving pedestrians overwhelmingly resulted in injuries, with
only 6 percent resulting in no injury or fatality. Pedestrian crossing improperly was the leading

reason for collisions at 20 percent, following by unseen person/object at 14 percent. Failure to
yield right of way was third at 10 percent.
Table 3-8 Statistical Summary of Pedestrian Collisions, 2016-2018
Total Collisions: 226
With Injury: 213
No Injury:
13
Fatal:
25

Cause of Collisions:
Vehicle:
96
Pedestrian:
89
Unknown:
41

Collisions By Governmental Unit:
1 in Bayou La Batre
1 in Chickasaw
2 in Citronelle
134 in Mobile

13 in Prichard
7 in Saraland
1 in Mount Vernon
57 in Mobile County

No records could be located for governmental entities not listed above

(The University of Alabama Center for Advanced Public Safety)

3.8 Bicycle and Pedestrian Survey
As part of the scope of work for the Long Range Plan, a survey was developed as a tool to assist
This included a section that addressed existing and proposed bicycle and pedestrian facilities in
Study Area. The intent was to measure awareness of bicycle and pedestrian safety, current use of
existing facilities, desired facilities, and potential use if additional and improved facilities were
available. The results of this survey provided helpful assistance in developing recommendations
for the overall Plan. The results of the survey are available on the Mobile MPO Website at
https://www.envision2045.org/public-involvement.html.

3.9 User Needs Assessment
Adequately identifying user concerns enables the development of more practical bikeway and
walkway proposals, and will aid policy-makers in implementation of the bicycle and pedestrian
plan recommendations. This section presents an overview of the concerns of existing and
potential pedestrians and bicyclists in Mobile County. The user needs are derived from sources
such as standardized needs documented by national organizations, interviews with governmental
officials, public meetings, and past user surveys, and from a quantitative analysis of estimated
existing and future walking and bicycling demand.
3.9.1 Needs and Types of Bicyclists
It is important to understand that the needs and preferences of bicyclists vary, depending on the
skill level of the cyclist and the type of trip the cyclist is taking. For example, bicyclists who
bicycle for recreational purposes may prefer scenic, winding, off-street trails. The AASHTO
Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities identifies three classes of bicyclists, based on
rider ability and level of acceptance to travel in mixed traffic. These classes are as follows:

Class A cyclists are experienced riders, who typically look for: speed, convenience, and
direct travel routes, and do not mind traveling with traffic. These riders can travel at the
mid-to-top range of cycling speed and generally prefer on-street travel, especially in
relation to multi-use paths.
Class A (advanced) cyclists typically prefer:
On-street or bicycle-only facilities, as opposed to shared-use paths
Comfortable negotiating streets like a motorized vehicles, including vehicle lane
occupancy and using left-turn lanes
May prefer a more direct route
Rides on-street with the flow of traffic and avoids riding on sidewalks or on shareduse paths
Rides at speeds up to 20 MPH on flat ground, up to 40 MPH on steep descents
May bicycle longer distances, sometimes more than 100 miles
User needs that will benefit the advanced bicyclist are a connected network of bike lanes
on higher-volume arterials, wider curb lanes, and loop or motion detectors at signals. The
experienced bicyclist, who is primarily interested in exercise, will benefit from loop
routes leading back to their point of origin.
Class B cyclists are occasional riders who are less secure about travel in mixed traffic.
These riders have basic skills, typically travel near the middle range of cycling speed, and
typically prefer to travel along off-road trails, or designated bike lanes
Class C cyclists are novice riders, primarily children, who are not likely to ride in mixed
traffic. These riders operate at speeds closer to that of pedestrians, and typically prefer
travel along facilities that are completely separated from traffic
Class B and Class C (casual) cyclists typically prefer:
Off-street, shared-use paths or bike lanes along low-volume, low-speed streets.
May have difficulty gauging traffic and may be unfamiliar with the rules of the road.
May walk bicycle across intersections.
May use a less direct route to avoid arterial roads with heavy traffic volumes.
May ride on sidewalks and ride the wrong way on streets and sidewalks.
May ride at speeds comparable to walking, or slightly faster than walking.
Bicycle for shorter distances up to two miles.

The casual bicyclist will benefit from user needs, such as route markers, shared use paths,
bike lanes on lower volume streets, traffic calming, and educational programs. Casual
bicyclists may also benefit from a connected network of marked routes leading to parks,
schools, shopping areas, and other destinations. To encourage youth to ride, routes must
be safe enough for their parents to allow them to ride.
3.9.2 Characteristics of Recreational, Utilitarian, and Commuting Trips
For planning purposes, bicycle trips are separated into two trip types: recreational and utilitarian.
Recreational trips can range from a 50-mile, weekend group ride along rural roads to a family
outing, and all levels in between. Utilitarian trips include commuter bicyclists, which are a
primary focus of State and Federal bicycle funding, as well as bicyclists going to school,
shopping, or running other errands. Utilitarian cyclists include those who choose to live with one
less car, as well as those who have no other alternative transportation due to economic reasons or
personal choice. The following list summarizes general characteristics of both recreational and
utilitarian bicycle trips.
Recreational Trips:
Directness of route not as important as visual interest, shade, protection from wind
Loop trips may be preferred to backtracking
Trips may range from under a mile to over 50 miles
Short-term bicycle parking should be provided at recreational sites, parks, trailheads and
other activity centers
Varied topography may be desired, depending on the skill level of the cyclist
May be riding in a group
May drive with their bicycles to the starting point of a ride
Trips typically occur on the weekend or on weekdays before morning commute hours or
after evening commute hours
Type of facility varies, depending on the skill level of the cyclist
Utilitarian Type Trips:
Directness of route and connected, continuous facilities more important than visual
interest, etc
Trips generally travel from residential to recreation, school, institutional, shopping or
work areas and back
Trips generally are 1-5 miles in length

Short-term and long-term bicycle parking should be provided at stores, transit stations,
schools, and workplaces
Flat topography is often desired
Often ride alone
Use bicycle as primary transportation mode for the trip; may or may not have access to a
car for the trip
Trips typically occur during morning and evening commute hours (commute to school
and work). Shopping trips also occur on weekends
Generally use on-street facilities, may use trails if they provide easier access to
destinations than on-street facilities
mile weekend ride may prefer well-maintained roads with wide shoulders and few intersections,
and few stop signs or stop lights. Casual bicyclists out for a family trip may prefer a quiet shared
use path with adjacent parks, benches, and water fountains. Utilitarian bicyclists have needs that
are more straightforward.
Commuter Trip Needs:
Commuter routes should be direct, continuous, and connected
Protected intersection crossing locations are needed for safe and efficient bicycle
commuting
Bicycle commuters must have secure places to store their bicycles at their destinations
borhoods do not have easy bicycle access to employment centers,
schools, or shopping. For the casual recreational rider, this may not be a serious deterrent, since
they would be willing and able to drive their bicycle to the trailhead. However, this may not be
an option for the experienced recreational rider or the commuter, as they generally would like to
use their bicycle for the whole trip. Bicycle-friendly, on-street connections between residential
areas and the trails, and between residential areas and shopping and commute centers would
likely increase the prevalence of bicycle commuting, as well as increase the prevalence of
recreational riding.

3.10 Summary of Findings
Mobile County has both excellent assets that can contribute to potential bicycle and pedestrian
facility improvements and some basic negatives that will require sound planning, especially
prioritization of projects, and time to overcome. The negatives are the kind for which feasible,
strategic solutions can be proposed and implemented. Following are positives and negatives
related to bicycle and pedestrian planning that were identified by the inventory and analysis of
existing conditions.

3.10.1 Positives
pedestria
transportation system and included them in the adopted Plan
A street system that provides convenient accessibility throughout the Area via
approximately 160 miles of Principal Arterials, 250 miles of minor arterials and 180
miles of collector streets. From the center of Mobile these streets radiate to all parts of
the area
Connecting sidewalks that provide pedestrian circulation throughout most of downtown
Mobile and the older areas that surround downtown
Shared-use off-street facilities that set a precedent for quality bicycle / pedestrian related
development
Potential of an abandoned railway right-of-way for development of a shared-use trail that
would extend from Prichard to Citronelle
Outstanding recreation facilities interspersed throughout the County that present resource
opportunities for biking and walking facilities
The existence of significant sidewalks that provide connections between the many public,
shopping, tourist, recreation and cultural destinations located in downtown Mobile and
the surrounding older sections of Mobile
Relative flat topography and water attractions that is conducive to biking and walking
3.10.2 Negatives
An almost total lack of bicycle lanes with only 800 feet of marked, designated on-street
bicycle lane in the entire county
The lack of sidewalks on over 50 percent of the roadways in Mobile County
The absence and/or inadequacies of sidewalk connections to provide access between
most school and recreation facilities and the neighborhoods that surround them. This is
particularly true in the outlying areas where sidewalks required in new subdivisions
generally have no connection to schools or parks
Limited number of streets with designated bike lanes
Designated bike lanes with on streets with no lane markings or signage
Bicycles can be legally ridden on all roadways in Mobile County, unless outright
prohibited; however, there are a relatively low number of bicycle trips due to bicycle
safety concerns

3.11 Goals and Objectives
The goals and objectives presented herein are a combination of those derived in the process of
this planning effort, particularly comments and desires resulting from public work sessions, and
ansportation Plan. They are intermixed in this plan
because of their relevance to bicycle and pedestrian planning and their importance to overall
transportation planning.
3.11.1 Goals
The primary goal is a sustainable Bicycle and Pedestrian Network and Program that will increase
bicycling and walking and improve the safety of bicyclists and walkers in Mobile County.
Related goals include:
Encourage the use of bicycling and walking as legitimate modes of transportation which
provides a viable alternative to the motor vehicle
Devise a bicycle and pedestrian transportation network which responds to the identified
needs of the varied bike-riding and pedestrian population, linking major origins and
destinations
Improve the safety of bicyclists and pedestrians through the development of bikeways
and pedestrian paths which provide purposeful, safe and convenient transportation
Educate bicyclists, pedestrians, motorists, law enforcement officers, and others regarding
traffic laws and safety measures
Encourage the development of bicycle and pedestrian resources as an integral and
complimentary component of the transportation system
3.11.2 Key Elements for Achieving Bicycle and Pedestrian Goals
The following Objectives were identified to assist in attaining the bicycle and pedestrian goals:
3.11.3 Overall Objectives
Development of planning proposals that will encourage implementation of a bicycle and
pedestrian network that provides convenient access to and linkage between major
destinations such as schools, shopping areas, employment centers, recreational facilities,
civic and cultural facilities, transit stops and other destinations
Promote high standards of design for the construction of bicycle and pedestrian facilities
Develop policies to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian facilities into all new and
upgraded transportation improvements by monitoring such improvements to ensure that
projects have been scoped to include bicycle and pedestrian facilities, where appropriate

Encourage the creation of appropriate amenities, such as bicycle parking, to increase the
convenience of bicycling or walking
Encourage proper maintenance of bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, including the use
of volunteers for this task
Include bicycle and pedestrian facilities as components of capital programs and site
review approval processes for the various local governments
Identify safe and appropriate connections between various modes of transportation
Where feasible, utilize railroad and utility rights-of-way for bikeway and pedestrian paths
Educate engineers, planners, developers, and public officials about the needs of bicyclists
and pedestrians and encourage them to include facilities for them in all projects
Include the provision of bicycle and pedestrian facilities in local subdivision regulations
and development policies
Encourage all units of
designed and operated to be safe, comfortable and convenient for all transportation
modes including pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders and motorists of all ages and
abilities
Develop a method of collecting and updating data on bicycle and pedestrian activity
3.11.4 Program and Encouragement Objectives
Create a successful program to encourage bicycle and walking
Facilitate the publication of maps, such as a bicycle suitability map, that outline and
promote the bicycle and pedestrian system, safety, and the appropriate use of available
bicycle and pedestrian facilities
Emphasize the positive individual and community benefits of bicycling and walking such
as improved personal health and fitness, improved air quality, decreased energy
consumption, and decreased traffic and parking congestion
Develop community activities, such as rallies, bike-a-thons, rodeos, and family bike days
to increase community awareness and acceptance of bicycles on the roadways
Encourage bicycle rental concessions and bicycle sharing, especially in major parks and
tourist sites
Promote employee incentives for workplace bicycle and pedestrian commuter programs

3.11.5 Safety and Education Objectives
Encourage the creation of specific education programs, tailored to children, adults, and
motorists outlining the rules for safe travel
Develop a method to educate law enforcement officers to recognize bicycle and
pedestrian rules and regulations for proper enforcement of laws to bicycle and pedestrian
law offenders, and to motor vehicle offenders that negatively impact bicyclists and
pedestrians
Conduct a comprehensive public information program to increase motorists' awareness of
bicycles on and near the roadway
Encourage citizen participation in planning and promoting bicycle safety education and
public awareness programs
Expand bicycle and pedestrian safety programs in public schools
Encourage service clubs, PTOs, and other civic organizations to educate their members
about bicycle and pedestrian safety and to sponsor educational bicycle programs,
registration, etc
Request that the Alabama Law Enforcement Agency include bicycle and pedestrian
safety and the relationship of motorists to bicycles and pedestrians in traffic as part of the
xam
Request that bicycle-pedestrian safety improvements become a strong component of the
directed towards
bicycle-pedestrian programs
Work with citizens and government groups to coordinate bikeway and pedestrian
planning efforts
3.11.6 Enforcement Objectives
Increase law enforcement relating to bicycles, pedestrians, and motorists
Develop community support for traffic law enforcement for bicyclists
Encourage the design of bicycle parking facilities which minimize the potential for theft
at schools, malls, public and semi-public buildings, parks, and other destinations

3.12 Recommended Bicycle / Pedestrian Plan
This Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan envisions a comprehensive network of on and off-street
bicycle/pedestrian facilities that provide convenient access to parks, schools, commercial areas,
places of work, and other destinations, as well as for recreational and physical fitness purposes.
The Plan also recommends a structure to develop and maintain bicycle facilities, support bicycle

and safety education, and encourage more people to bicycle for utilitarian and recreational
reasons.
Management, operation, and policy recommendations, and maintenance are crucial to the longterm success of bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and the continued use of such facilities. Along
with the development of a pedestrian and bicycle network, the Mobile Area governing bodies
should develop ongoing management programs which ensure that facilities are maintained in
good condition.
Equally important will be the development and adoption of policies that support the continued
development of a pedestrian and bicycle-friendly community. Chickasaw, Mobile, and Prichard
have requirements for sidewalks on major streets, highways, and secondary streets when a
subdivision is developed. This type policy is needed in all of the local governments and
especially in unincorporated Mobile County. It is recommended that sidewalk requirements be
incorporated into all local government subdivision regulations.
There are four separate maps to assist in the review of the various plan recommendations. It is
suggested that they be referenced extensively in reviewing the text. These maps are identified as
follows:
Figure 3-5(page 69): Mobile Area Existing and Proposed Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities
Table 3-6 (page 70): Mobile Area
Facilities

Bus Stops and Existing and Proposed Bicycle and Pedestrian

Figure 3-7 (page 71): Mobile County - Existing and Proposed Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities
Figure 3-8 (page 86): Mobile County Schools Requesting Pedestrian Facilities

Figure 3-5 Mobile Area Existing and Proposed Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

(Mobile MPO)

Figure 3-6 Mobile Area Bus Stops and Existing and Proposed Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

(Mobile MPO)

Figure 3-7 Mobile County - Existing and Proposed Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

(Mobile MPO)

3.12.1 Comments Related to Downtown Bikeway Route Concerns
(Please Reference Proposed Downtown Bikeways Figure 3-5 on page 69)
1.

Missing Sign and Arrow: Needs bike sign and left turn arrow

2.

Confusing Sign: Bike route sign points left. Should continue straight. Removing the
arrow would solve problem

3.

Sign Missing: Needs bike route sign and left arrow

4.

Pedestrian / Bike Crossing Needed: The red light seems to be triggered by the weight of a
car waiting at Scott Street. There is no pedestrian crossing light / button to solve this
problem

5.

Missing Sign: Needs a Bike Route sign and a right arrow

6.

Safe Crossing Needed: A safe method to get bicyclists and pedestrians across Broad Street
is needed at this location. The City of Mobile is aware of this concern and is currently
considering several solutions to provide a safer way to get bicycle and pedestrian traffic
across Broad Street

7.

Traffic Hazard: This 2 block section of Dauphin Street has a large volume of fast traffic
that may be unsafe for many cyclists. MOB suggests re-routing on Conti Street

8.

No Sign: Should have a bike route sign and an arrow pointing right

9.

Missing Arrow: Bike route sign exists but needs a left arrow. Small tree partially blocks
visibility. Needs trimming

10.

Missing Sign & Arrow: Needs sign and left turn arrow

11.

Needs Arrow: Intersection of Julia and Brown has a sign but it needs the Right Arrow

12.

Missing Arrow: Intersection of Julia and Brown has a sign but it needs the Left Arrow

13.

Needs Arrow: Intersection of Carlen and Hunter has a sign but it needs the Right Arrow

14.

Share The Road Sign: Sign location recommended

15.

Missing Sign and Arrow: Intersection of South and Clearmont needs both sign and arrow

16.

Missing Sign and Arrow: Intersection of Taylor and Florida needs both sign and arrow

17.

Needs Sign: Intersection of Ralston and Florida needs both sign and arrow

18.

Controlled Bicycle & Pedestrian Crossing Needed: A controlled bicycle and pedestrian
crossing is needed at the intersection of Beauregard Street and North Water Street, to allow
for safe passage of pedestrian and bicyclist traffic to either side of North Water Street

This is a critical intersection which requires pedestrians and bicyclists to cross a high traffic
area that i
of North Water Street (immediately next to the South Alabama Regional Planning
recommended midway across North Water Street, due to the excessive distance bicyclists
and pedestrians must travel to cross the multiple lanes of North Water Street.

3.13 Proposed Shared-Use Facilities
The AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities states that, "shared use paths
should not be used to preclude on-road bicycle facilities but rather to supplement a system of onroad bike lanes, wide outside lanes, paved shoulders and bike routes." Proposals shown on both
the Proposed Bikeways Maps and the Proposed Walkways Maps attempt to do this with a
significant number of off-street shared-use trails that take advantage of abandoned railway rightof-way, and creeks in various parts of Mobile County. These proposed facilities, all of which
provide off-road bicycle and walkway trails, include:
Utilization of an abandoned railway right-of-way for a proposed off-road shared-use trail
extending from Bessemer Avenue (Prichard Stadium) in Prichard to Citronelle. This
proposed 30 mile trail facility is from the Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan. If implemented, it
would become the longest, continuous off-road bicycle facility in Mobile County.
An off-road, shared-use facility is proposed along the north and south banks of Three
Mile Creek, extending from the intersection of Old Shell Road, and North University
Boulevard northward through Langan Park, and tying in to a short stretch of existing offroad, shared-use trail in Langan Park. It then would follow the bank of Three Mile Creek
eastward to a proposed on-road bikeway that connects to Water Street. A portion of this
trail has been completed on the north side of the creek from Tricentennial Park westward
for approximately one mile. Funding has been secured to complete most of this facility. It
is currently in design.
Big Creek Lake: The Mobile Area Water and Sewer System (MAWSS) owns 103 miles
Logging trails that were at one time cleared and maintained through this area, could be
re-used as off-road, shared-use bicycle and pedestrian trails. Even though this land is
currently closed to the public, serious consideration should be given to the re-use of these
old logging trails, and the beautiful scenery provided around the lake. With the
abundance of nearby horse stables, these trails would also be excellent candidates for
horse riding. The cost for clearing out any overgrowth and dressing out these logging
trails to provide a useable off-road, shared-use trail, should be less costly than blazing a
new off-road shared-use trail.
A shared-use trail along the bank of Montlimar Creek, west of I-65, near its junction with
I-10. This facility connects with a proposed on-street bikeway on Michael Boulevard and
an existing off-road, shared-use trail at its north end, with Crestview Park in the south. Its
intersection with Government Boulevard connects with existing, and proposed on-street
bikeways

A short, 0.6 mile, shared-use trail is proposed to be located between Dauphin Street and
Airport Boulevard, alongside the drainage canal for Montlimar Creek. This proposed
facility connects with an existing off-road, shared-use trail that extends south, and
connects with the proposed Montlimar Creek shared-use trail, for a distance of three
miles to Crestview Park.
A combination is suggested for the proposed Montlimar Creek shared-use trail, the
existing shared-use trail between Michael Boulevard and Airport Boulevard, and the offstreet trail between Airport Boulevard and Dauphin Street proposals, conceivably
resulting in a continuous five-mile, shared-use trail.
A two- mile, shared-use trail, is proposed for the south bank of Eight Mile Creek,
between South Shelton Beach Road and Moffett Road.
The proposed Crepe Myrtle Trail is a fourteen-mile, shared use trail combining dedicated
paths and shared lanes. The route would begin at Three Mile Creek, run through
downtown Mobile, run along the Mobile River and Bay, connect with the existing trail at
Doyle Park near the Brookley Air Field, and end at Dog River.

3.14 Proposed Bikeway Plan
The Proposed Bikeway Plan for the Mobile Metro Area is shown on Figure 3-5 (page 69) and for
Mobile County on Figure 3-6 (page 70).
Key features of the proposed bikeway plan are:
Connectivity between major destinations is a major goal of the bikeway plan.
A comprehensive network is included, made up of on-street and off-street bikeway lanes,
that provide access to all parks, major institutional uses, and most schools.
Off-road bikeways are shown as part of some forty miles of proposed shared-use
facilities, utilizing abandoned railway right-of-way and streams.
Once implemented, the possibility would exist to bike off-road, from Crestview Park in
south central Mobile, to Citronelle, with the exception of two stretches of on-road
cycling.
The plan provides access to all parts of Mobile County, although not necessarily by the
most direc
difficulty.
Sufficient bike lanes are provided in the downtown area and throughout the central part
of Mobile.
Every attempt is made to use routes considered suitable for bicycles.
Bikeway access is provided to major recreational facilities in the Mobile County.

On-street bikeway lane access is provided to the University of South Alabama and Spring
Hill College.
On-street bicycle lane linkage is proposed with all existing and proposed Shared-Use
Trails.
The planned bike routes provide the rider with numerous possibilities for a loop ride
without backtracking over the same route, especially in an area bounded by Moffett Road
on the north, I-65 on the east, Theodore Dawes Road on the south, and Schillinger Road
on the west.
Access is provided to major destination points, such as major shopping concentrations,
governmental buildings, Dauphin Island, etc.
The Plan proposes that the designated U.S. Bicycle Route in south Mobile County be
properly developed with lane markings and signage.
It is assumed that many of the recommended on-street bicycle lanes can be realized by
painting bike lane markings, narrowing existing travel lanes, widening existing pavement
to include paved shoulders, or by removing existing travel lanes.
Many of the Bikeways Plan recommendations can be implemented by coordinating
improvements with other street and development construction projects.
It is the intent of the bikeways plan that facilities should be identified with route signs, pavement
markings, etc., to indicate that special accommodations have been made for bicycles.

3.15 Proposed Walkway Plan
Key features of the proposed walkway plan are:
A major goal of the walkway improvements is connectivity between potential
destinations.
Once implemented, the possibility would exist to walk off-road from Crestview Park in
south central Mobile to Citronelle, with the exception of two stretches of on-road
sidewalks.
The Plan originally proposed walkways in the vicinity of all schools and recreation
facilities. It proposed sidewalks that connected recreation facilities and schools with
development within a two mile radius, especially residential development. This was
deemed too general in nature, so the Transportation Planning Staff conducted surveys of
all schools in Mobile County. All schools, kindergarten through twelfth grade were
surveyed, asking them if and where pedestrian facilities were needed. Table 3-9 (page
77) lists the schools that identified the need for pedestrian facilities. Table 3-8 (page 60)
shows the locations of the schools that identified a need for pedestrian facilities.

Existing walkways provide good access throughout downtown Mobile; however, the Plan
recommends improvements to fill gaps in the existing sidewalk system and provide
continuity.
The Plan also provides for filling gaps in existing sidewalks in the central areas
surrounding downtown Mobile.
The Plan assumes walkways are recommended in the vicinity of major shopping areas.
The Plan assumes that all existing walkways will eventually be brought up to standard by
the various units of local government.
The Plan assumes that all walkways and crossings will eventually be compliant with
ADA requirements through the construction of new facilities or sidewalk or ramp
retrofits to existing facilities.
Many of the walkway recommendations can be implemented by coordinating
improvements with other street and development construction projects.

Table 3-9 Schools with Pedestrian Facility Needs
School

75%

Privat
e
15%

Othe
r
0%

Existin
g
No

Adequat
e
No

Neede
d
Yes

Increas
e
Yes

20%

30%

50%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

555

0%

65%

35%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

Causey
Middle
Citronelle
High

1497

10%

30%

60%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

815

5%

60%

30%

5%

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Clark
Shaw
Magnet

987

10%

50%

40%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

Cora
Castlen
Elementary

550

20%

70%

25%

3%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Alba
Middle
Allentown
Elementary
Anna
Booth
Elementary

Enrollme
nt
627

Walk

Bus

10%

815

Description

(A)
Extend
sidewalks on
Hurricane
Boulevard
from
Bryant
High School to
Booth
Elementary and
(B)
Build
street-length
sidewalks on
the
opposite
side
of
Hurricane
Boulevard
A cross walk
at
the
intersection of
HWY 45 and
LeBaron Ave.
Students in the
neighborhood
walk
to
elementary
school (John
Will) and meet
busses
for
other middle
and
high
schools.
A
large majority
of students in
this
neighborhood
walk.
We have a
bike trail on
our street, but
no sidewalks.
Two schools
utilize all of the
streets in this
neighborhood,
but we have no
sidewalks.
There are many
middle school
students
walking home.
Our students
are
walking

Council
Traditonal
Magnet
School

670

1%

2%

90%

Dauphin
Island
Elementary
Dixon

86

40%

N/A

60%

496

5%

60%

35%

E.R.
Dickson
Elementary
School

868

9%

50%

30%

Eichold
Mertz
Elizabeth
S.
Chastang
Middle
School

510

70%

20%

10%

415

10%

65%

25%

7%

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

11%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

0%

through
the
back field to
avoid the large
volume
of
traffic on the
street.
Sidewalks
would
make
both
schools
safer places for
walkers.
We
need
sidewalks on
both sides of
Virginia Street
next to the
school.

County roads
and
neighborhood...
. our parking
lot is directly
connected to
Four
Mile
Road. Walkers
have
no
sidewalks.
Four Mile turns
into a dirt road.
Sidewalks are
needed along
Bit and Spur
when you cross
over University
heading west.
Sidewalks are
needed along
Bit and Spur
heading east in
the
opposite
direction.
A
sidewalk
extends from
the school to
the road but the
the
sidewalk
ends at the road
(Bit and Spur).
According to
the following
streets,
there
are
adequate
sidewalks;
however, there
should be more
visible
signs
noting school

Ella Grant

362

15%

40%

35%

10%

Yes

Grand Bay
Middle
Hutchens

800

70%

20%

0%

10%

No

573

0%

30%

60%

10%

No

436

20%

18%

24%

0%

Yes

Indian
Springs
Elementary

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

zone or slow.
Sidewalks
along Berkley,
Main and First
Ave.
need
improvements
for
walkers
along
with
visible signs to
caution drivers
of the school
zone.
The sidewalks
near the school
are on Clark
Avenue
and
Easterling
Street. These
walks are old
broken
and
sometimes
underwater.
Often they are
not as well
maintained
without
notification
from the school
administrator.
Sidewalks are
needed
on
Scott
Dairy
Loop and west
lake road in
front of the
school. There
are
several
neighborhoods
within walking
distance but the
traffic
is
terrible
and
there are no
sidewalks so
children are not
allowed
to
walk.
If there were
sidewalks on
Lott Rd., more
students would
probably walk
to school. As
of now, I have
a family that
walks to school
on
University/Lott
Rd. (opposite
side of the

Just 4

50

1%

2%

60%

37%

NA

No

Yes

Yes

Leinkauf

441

30%

5%

50%

20%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Mary
Austin

B.

505

12%

20%

60%

7%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Maryvale
Elementary
Mattie T.

560

34%

4%

15%

75%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

1000

3%

90%

7%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

school). It is
difficult
for
them as well.
As University
runs into HWY
45, there are no
sidewalks
in
this area as
well.
We desperately
need crossing
guard and light
There
are
currently
sidewalks
in
the front and
on one side of
the school. It
would benefit
students
and
parents
for
there to be
sidewalks
along
Provident and
Stein
Street.
An
even
greater benefit
would
be
somewhere in
the vicinity of
Austin where
parents could
park and walk
their children
to school or
park
when
wanting to visit
the school. We
have
very
limited parking
at
Austin.
When parents
attempt to park
on side streets
this can cause
traffic
problems for
our neighbors.
An additional
parking
area
combined with
sidewalks
would be such
a blessing to
our
school
community.

Blount
High
Mary
G
Montgome
ry High
Mobile
County
Training
School

2110

2%

65%

33%

0%

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

246

30%

50%

20%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

524

25%

35%

25%

15%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Murphy
High
School
Nan Gray
Davis
Elementary
Old Shell
Road

2186

5%

65%

30%

0%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

530

8%

55%

37%

0%

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

513

40%

9%

51%

0%

No

Yes

Yes

Olive
J.
Dodge
Elementary

1020

13%

45%

40%

5%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Orchard

452

20%

40%

40%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

Morningsid
e

The addition
of sidewalks to
all
streets
leading to the
school would
be a great asset
for not only
students
but
parents
who
also
walk
and/or
use
public
transportation.
Street in front
of the schol
need sidewalks
in front of the
campus.
Greenbrier Dr.
so.

Ditches need
fences beside
sidewalks
We
need
sidewalks
along
side
Sydney
Phillips Drive.
There
are
some sidewalks
in
the
neighborhood,
however
additional
sidewalks
could
be
beneficial.
Specifically on
Perin
Road,
West
Burma
Road,
and
Highland
Road.
These
roads are side
roads
to
Longleaf, the
main
street
leading in to
the school.

O'Rourke
Elementary

995

20%

40%

58%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

Pearl
Haskew
Elementary
Phillips
Preparatory
School

600

10%

39%

20%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

858

2%

55%

43%

0%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

B. C. Rain
High
School
SpencerWestlawn

770

50%

25%

25%

0%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

640

30%

30%

30%

1%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

St. Elmo
Elementary

435

10%

31%

12%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

Due to the
deep ditches on
both sides of
Leroy Stevens
Rd,
our
students have
to walk in the
ditch or on
Leroy Stevens
Rd.
The
majority of the
homes beside
Leroy Stevens
have put up
fences which
narrowed the
area between
homes and the
ditches.

There
are
sidewalks
along Old Shell
Road
so
students
are
able to use
them to walk to
school. We do
need sidewalks
along Sydney
Phillips Drive

Students use
several streets
that are ajacent
to the school
which include
Dobbs, and all
parallel streets.
Sidewalks
installed
on
Boe Road to
McDonald
Road
and
connecting
with a sidewalk
from Boe Road
to the school
on McDonald
Road
would
improve
the
safety
and
security of our
pedestrian
walkers.
Presently,
students cross
ditches
and

Booker T.
Washingto
n Middle
School

347

95%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

700

70%

20%

10%

0%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Wilmer
Elementary

630

3%

60%

37%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

Chickasaw
Elementary
School

495

10%

75%

10%

5%

No

No

Yes

Yes

Williamson
High
School

some
walk
through
the
woods to get to
school.
Andrews
st.
and Donald st.
sidewalks are
in front of the
school (Dublin
Street) but the
side
streets,
Tuttle
Ave,
Houston Street,
etc. could use
more
sidewalks.
Most of our
students live in
this area and
walk to a from
those streets to
Williamson
High
My school is
built
on
WilmerGeorgetown
Rd
in
the
county. There
needs to be a
sidewalk built
along WilmerGeorgetown
Rd to connect
the
subdivisions on
each side of the
school to the
school.
The city of
Chickasaw is
four
square
miles.
The
majority of our
students
are
within walking
distance of our
school. With
safe, adequate
sidewalk
availability I
foresee
a
tremendous
increase
in
students
walking
or
riding bikes to
school.
The
specific street
names
are

D. Rober
Gilliard
Elementary

746

25%

50%

15%

10%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Jeremiah
A. Denton

690

350/51
%

250/36
%

90/13
%

0%

yes

no

yes

yes

Erwin
Craighead
Elementary
School

500

50%

30%

10%

10%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Hollinger's
Island
Elementary
School

345

2%

49%

49%

0%

No

No

Yes

Yes

LeFlore
High
School

1050

75%

10%

10%

5%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Chieftain Way,
Iroqouis,
Kansas
and
10th avenue.
These 4 streets
are a good
start.
There are not
sidewalks all
the way down
Dauphin Island
Parkway to the
school, within
the two mile
zone.
A
crossing
guard in front
of
school
would help.
Ann
Street,
Baltimore
Street,
and
Michigan
Avenue
are
used by our
students each
day. There is a
great need for
no
parking
signs, highly
marked
pedestrian/scho
ol
crossing
signs, and a
caution light on
Ann Street.
At this time we
have
no
sidewalks
leading
to
Hollinger's
Island
Elementary
School.
If
there
were
sidewalks on
Hammock
Road,
pedestrian
traffic
may
increase.
Clinton Street
is used on a
regular basis.
Sidewalks are
needed to keep
students out of
the street. The
sidewalk stops
at
LeFlore
High school.
Additional

Theodore
H.S.

1650

20%

55%

30%

0%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

WD
Robbins
Elementary
School

383

25%

15%

60%

0%

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

U. S. M.
Wright

1223

0%

0%

95%

5%

No

No

Yes

Yes

Belsaw

198
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Figure 3-8 Mobile County Schools Requesting Pedestrian Facilities
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3.16 Facility Design Standards
Design standards are provided as guidelines for the design and improvement of on-street and offstreet bike and pedestrian facilities and for shared-use trails. These guidelines will provide
guidance on pedestrian and bicycle facility design that places a premium on safety and on
innovation and attractive facilities. The guidelines will serve as the basis for reviewing
development plans and making decisions for design elements.
The design guidelines and facility recommendations were developed in accordance with the
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices and the following AASHTO documents: Guide for
the Planning, Design and Operation of Bicycle Facilities; Guide for the Development of
Pedestrian Facilities; and A Policy on the Geometric Design of Highways and Streets.
The guide for the development of bicycle facilities is described by AASHTO as follows:
The guide is designed to provide information on the development of facilities to enhance and
encourage safe bicycle travel. The majority of bicycling will take place on ordinary roads with
no dedicated space for bicyclists. Bicyclists can be expected to ride on almost all roadways as
well as separated shared use paths and even sidewalks, where permitted to meet special
conditions. This guide provides information to help accommodate bicycle traffic in most riding
environments. It is not intended to set forth strict standards, but, rather, to present sound
guidelines that will be valuable in attaining good design sensitive to the needs of both bicyclists
The pedestrian guide is described by AASHTO as follows:
pose of this guide is to provide guidance on the planning, design, and operation of
pedestrian facilities along streets and highways. Specifically, the guide focuses on identifying
effective measures for accommodating pedestrians on public rights-of-way. Appropriate
methods for accommodating pedestrians, which vary among roadway and facility types, are
described in this guide. The primary audiences for this manual are planners, roadway designers,
and transportation engineers, whether at the state or local level, the majority of whom make
decisions on a daily basis that affect pedestrians. This guide also recognizes the profound effect
that land use planning and site design have on pedestrian mobility and addresses these topics as
The graphic illustrations of pedestrian, bicycle and trail facilities presented in this report are
minimum standards that the various governments should use when installing facilities. There
will always be exceptions and modified solutions to certain issues such as difficult terrain or lack
of right-of-way. For example, a 4-foot wide sidewalk may have to be installed in lieu of a more
desirable 5-foot wide sidewalk because of available space.
Table 3-10 (page 89) and Table 3-11 (page 91) identify the relationship between various streets
and individual figures. Graphic presentation of the design standards listed below follow these
tables.
Figure 3-9 (page 92): Bike Lane on Street with Curb and Gutter (Street Parking Prohibited)

Figure 3-10 (page 93): Bike Lane on Street without Curb and Gutter (Street Parking Prohibited)
Figure 3-11 (page 94): Bike Lane on Street with Curb and Gutter (Street Parking Allowed)
Figure 3-12 (page 95): Shared-Use Roadway (Biking Allowed With Regular Road Lane Width)
Figure 3-13 (page 96): Sidewalk on Street with Curb and Gutter (Parking Prohibited)Figure 3-14
(page 97): Sidewalk on Street without Curb and Gutter (Parking Prohibited)
Figure 3-15 (page 98): Urban Sidewalk on Street with Narrow Width Right-of-Way (Parking
Prohibited)
Figure 3-16 (page 99): Typical Bike Lane Pavement Markings (For Two-Way Street)
Figure 3-17 (page 100):
Volume Roadways)

Road Diet Bicycle Lane Conversion (For Average and Low Traffic

Figure 3-18 (page 100): 3-Feet Safe Distance Passing

Figure 3-19 (page 102):
Pedestrians)

Shared-Use Trail / Greenway (Trail Shared by Bicyclists and

Table 3-10 Design Guideline Figures
City of Mobile & Surrounding Metro Area (Includes
Chickasaw, Dawes, Eight Mile, Prichard, & Saraland)
Street
Airport Boulevard
Airport Boulevard
Azalea Road
Baker Street
Baker Street
Baybridge Road (U.S. Highway 90)
Bayfront Road
Beauregard Street
Bel Air Boulevard
Bellcase Road
Bear Fork Road
Broad Street (South)
Broad Street (North)
Canal Street
Cochrane Bridge
College Parkway
Conception Street (South)
Cottage Hill Road
Cottage Hill Road
Craft Hwy (South)
Craft Hwy. (North)
Dauphin Island Parkway
Dauphin Island Parkway
Dauphin Street
Demetropolis Road
Duvall Street
Forest Hill Drive
Girby Road
Government Street (U.S. Highway 90)
Government Street (U.S. Highway 90)
Halls Mill Road
Halls Mill Road
Hamilton Boulevard (County 26)
Highpoint Boulevard
Higgins Road
Hillcrest Road
Holcombe Avenue
Hollinger Island Road
Industrial Parkway
Knollwood Drive
McGregor Avenue (North)
McGregor Avenue (South)
McVay Drive
Michael Boulevard
Michigan Avenue

Applicable Bikeway
Design Guideline Figure
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figures 3-9 & 3-11
Figures 3-9 & 3-11
Figure 3-9
N/A
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figures 3-9 & 3-11
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9

Applicable Walkway
Design Guideline Figure
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figures 3-13 & 3-15
Figures 3-13 & 3-15
Figure 3-13
N/A
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figures 3-13 & 3-15
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13

Table 3-10 (Continued) Design Guideline Figures
City of Mobile & Surrounding Metro
Area(Includes Chickasaw, Dawes, Eight Mile, Prichard, & Saraland)
Applicable Bikeway
Applicable Walkway
Street
Design Guideline Figure
Design Guideline Figure
Moffett Road (U.S. Highway 98)
Moffett Road (U.S. Highway 98)
Nan Gray Davis Road
Navco Road
Old Shell Road
Old Shell Road
Old Spanish Trail (U.S. Highway 90)
Overlook Road
Rangeline Road
Rosedale Road
Saint Stephens Road (U.S. Hwy 45)
Saint Stephens Road (U.S. Hwy 45)
Saraland Blvd. (U.S. Highway 43)
Saraland Blvd. (U.S. Highway 43)
Satchel Paige Road
Schillinger Road (North)
Schillinger Road (North)
Schillinger Road (South)
Schillinger Road (South)
Shelton Beach Road (North)
Shelton Beach Road (South)
Spring Hill Avenue
Swedetown Road
Tanner Williams Road (County 70)
Telegraph Road (U.S. Highway 43)
Terrell Road
Texas Street
Theodore Dawes Road (County 30)
Three Notch Road
University Boulevard (North)
University Boulevard (South)
Virginia Street
Virginia Street
Water Street (North)
Water Street (North)
Zeigler Boulevard
Zeigler Boulevard

(Mobile MPO)

Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figures 3-9 & 3-11
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-9
Figure 3-10

Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figures 3-11 through 3-13
Figures 3-11 through 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figures 3-13 & 3-15
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14
Figure 3-13
Figure 3-14

Table 3-11 Design Guideline Figures Mobile County Roads, Outside the City of Mobile Metro Area
Street

Applicable Bikeway Design
Guideline Figure

Applicable Walkway Design
Guideline Figure

County Road 41:
From Citronelle Walk & Bike Trail to
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-14
Cedar Creek State Park
U.S. Highway 45:
From Industrial Parkway (Hwy 158) to
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-14
Citronelle Walk & Bike Trail (at Celeste
Road)
U.S. Highway 90:
From Theodore Dawes Road (County 30) to
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-14
Mississippi State Line
Highway 188:
From U.S. Highway 193 (Grand Bay) to
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-14
Highway 193 (Heron Bay)
Dauphin Island Parkway
(Highway 193):
Figure 3-10 (Where no bikeway
Figure 3-14 (Where no
From Laurendine Road (County 24) to
facility exists)
walkway facility exists)
Bienville Blvd. (Dauphin Island)
McFarland Road:
From Three Notch Road (County 32) to Jeff
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-14
Hamilton Road (County 36)
Moffett Road (U.S. Highway 98):
From Wilmer Tanner Williams Road
Figures 3-9 & 3-10
Figures 3-13 & 3-15
(County 5) To Schillinger Road (County
31)
Snow Road (County 25):
From Jeff Hamilton Road (County 36) to
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-14
Moffett Road (U.S. Highway 98)
Tanner Wiliams Road (County 70):
From Shillinger Road North (County 31) to
Figures 3-9 & 3-10
Figures 3-13 & 3-14
Wilmer Tanner Williams Road (County 5)
Wilmer Tanner Williams Road (County 5):
From Tanner Williams Road (County 70) to
Figure 3-10
Figure 3-14
Moffett Road (U.S. Highway 98)
___________________________________________________________________________________________

(Mobile MPO)

DESIGN GUIDELINE FIGURES 3-9 THROUGH 3-19
IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE

Figure 3-9 Bike Lane on Street with Curb and Gutter (Street Parking Prohibited )

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Figure 3-10 Bike Lane on Street without Curb and Gutter (Street Parking Prohibited)

Figure 3-11 Bike Lane on Street with Curb and Gutter (Street Parking Allowed)

Figure 3-12 Shared-Use Roadway (Biking Allowed With Regular Road Lane Width)

Figure 3-13 Sidewalk on Street with Curb and Gutter (Parking Prohibited)

Figure 3-14 Sidewalk on Street without Curb and Gutter (Parking Prohibited)

Figure 3-15 Urban Sidewalk on Street with Narrow Width Right-of-Way (Parking Prohibited)

Figure 3-16 Typical Bike Lane Pavement Markings (For Two-Way Street)

Figure 3-17 Road Diet Bicycle Lane Conversion (For Average and Low Traffic Volume Roadways)

Figure 3-18 3-Feet Safe Distance Passing

Figure 3-19 Shared-Use Trail / Greenway (Trail Shared by Bicyclists and Pedestrians)

3.17 Education and Outreach Strategies
3.17.1 Existing Bicycle Education and Encouragement Programs
Bicycle and pedestrian safety education is available to children and adults from many sources in
Mobile. In the past, the Mobile County Board of Education included a separate unit on bicycle
and pedestrian safety in the curriculum of the elementary schools and currently it is briefly
addressed as an issue in the safety unit. On request, the area police departments and the Mobile
County Sheriff's Department promote safety education to schools, day care centers, and civic
organizations. The Sheriff's Department also participates in fairs, works with bicycle dealers,
donates bicycle helmets, and promotes the National Bicycle Month. The Alabama Safe Kids
Coalition and various municipal fire departments also organize bicycle rodeos in different
communities throughout the area.
Organizations that are active in Mobile County and are represented on the Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee include:
Mobilians on Bikes (MOB) is a utilitarian bicycling group that focuses on encouraging the
use of the bicycle as a vehicle for urban transportation. This group tries to create an
encouraging and fun environment for people too nervous to ride on their own. They promote
weekend rides that focus on fun, and attempt to show that regular people wearing regular
clothes, and of a regular fitness level, can ride a bike and dispel the myth that bicycles are
only for sport. MOB hopes to encourage people to bicycle, with the goal of addressing ills
such as pollution, traffic congestion, and achieving better health.
Southern Spokes is a bike blog, started in 2010 to document life on two wheels in Mobile.
The Southern Spokes web site is www.southernspokes.wordpress.com.
Team Share the Road was formed in 2011, in response to the growing number of cyclists that
participated in a weekly Thursday night ride. It has adopted the mission of promoting safe
access to streets, roads, and highways. The web site is www.teamsharetheroad.org.
National biking and walking organizations that can be helpful in bicycle and walking education
and encouragement include:
League of American Bicyclists is an active organization that provides information, maps, and
safety education. It was founded in 1880, with an original mission of advocating for paved
roads to replace rutted, unpaved roads. The newly discovered sport of bike riding competed
promote bicycling for fun,
fitness, and transportation, and work through advocacy and education inform a bicyclefriendly America. The organization has developed a wide array of educational safety
programs and educational seminars to help develop local programs. This information is
www.bikeleague.org/programs/education.
National Center for Bicycling & Walking (NCBW) is a resident program at Project for Public
Spaces, Inc. It was established in 1977, with the mission of creating bicycle-friendly and

walkable communities. The aim of the NCBW's program is to change the way communities
are planned, designed, and managed, to ensure that people of all ages and abilities can walk
and bike easily, safely, and regularly. The organization believes that changes needed to make
communities more physically active places, will be achieved only through sustained action at
the local level, in each community, and demanded by the public and supported by positive
national, state, and local policies and programs. The organizations website is
www.bikewalk.org.
National Center for Safe Routes to School (SRTS) programs are sustained efforts by parents,
schools, community leaders, and local, state, and federal governments to improve the health
and well-being of children, by enabling and encouraging them to walk and bicycle to school.
SRTS programs examine conditions around schools, and conduct projects and activities that
work to improve safety and accessibility, and reduce traffic and air pollution in the vicinity of
schools. As a result, these programs help make bicycling and walking to school safer and
more appealing transportation choices, thus encouraging a healthy and active lifestyle from
an early age. The organizations website is www.saferoutesinfo.org.
Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center (PBIC) is a national clearinghouse for
information about health and safety, engineering, advocacy, education, enforcement, access,
and mobility for pedestrians (including transit users) and bicyclists. The PBIC serves anyone
interested in pedestrian and bicycle issues, including planners, engineers, private citizens,
advocates, educators, police enforcement, and the health community. Information can be
obtained on the following websites: www.bicyclinginfo.org; www.walkinginfo.org;
www.pedbikeinfo.org; and www.pedbikeimages.org.
3.17.2 Education and Encouragement Strategies
As with any community activity, public support and involvement will be critical to the successful
implementation of an active bicycle and pedestrian program. To this end, the following
strategies are proposed:
1. Create a school education/encouragement program addressing all of the 5Routes to School Program (SRTS):
Encouragement - uses events and contests to entice students, teachers, parents, and the
community to try walking and biking. This will require coordination and cooperation
between local governments, the School Board, and individual schools to undertake such
events as walk and bike day promotions, contests, and activities that encourage biking
and walking to school and incentives to students for participation in SRTS activities.
Education - teaches students and the community important safety skills and launches
neighborhood safety campaigns. This program will involve teachers, planners, engineers,
and law enforcement, and could involve bicycle and walking presentations, safety
training, and preparation of maps showing biking and walking routes between schools
and neighborhoods, and driver safety programs.

Engineering - focuses on creating physical improvements to the infrastructure
surrounding schools, reducing speeds, and establishing safer crosswalks and pathways.
The South Alabama Regional Planning Commission staff, along with local planning and
public works staff, would assume responsible roles in assuring proper design and
construction.
Enforcement - uses law enforcement to address neighborhood roadway safety and bicycle
and pedestrian issues. Activities might include increased patrols, special traffic direction
during biking and walking events, and crossing guard programs.
Evaluation - measures project activities to assure that they remain on time, on target, and
in demand. Parent surveys could be an another way to measure the program.
2. In addition to the SRTS program, pursue education and outreach programs designed to
promote bicycling and walking, by explaining existing resources and future proposals. The
program could focus on drivers; current and potential cyclists, pedestrians, students, children
and families, and school personnel.
3. Establish a Saturday ride to engage residents of all ages, by closing motorized travel on a
group of streets to enable people to bike, walk, and run in the streets without automobile
traffic. Streets could be selected to create a loop ride, linking neighborhoods with a popular
destination. Many communities have similar events as a way to increase bicycling and
walking, promote healthy activity, and enhance community involvement.
4. Develop and promote programs to emphasize the need for bicycle and pedestrian safety in
Mobile. Education, design and enforcement are major considerations for bicycle and
pedestrian safety. The safety program should address critical components for making
roadways safer such as helmet use, training children to ride bicycles safely, need for
reflective material at night and an overall awareness of roadway dangers by bicyclists,
pedestrians and motorists.
5. Conduct periodic surveys to monitor bicycling and walking activity and issues.
3.17.3 Safety
A sense of safety and security is very important to a successful increase in biking and walking.
Proper safety revolves around design, interaction between motorized and non-motorized users,
education, and enforcement. Following are some actions that will help achieve a level of safety
and security for bicyclists and pedestrians:
Increase public awareness of traffic rules for bicyclists, pedestrians, and motorists,
through educational programs.
Develop a Share the Road campaign.
Request that bicycle and pedestrian safety information be included in driver tests, and be
distributed with driver license renewals.

Ensure that city regulations require standards for safe and accessible pedestrian and
bicycle facilities.
Design and construct all facilities to meet guidelines established by the American
Association of State Highway Transportation Officials.
Provide pedestrian-friendly street lighting.
Develop a liaison connection with local law enforcement to ensure all parties are aware
of current bicycle group activities and to discuss trending bicycle and pedestrian traffic
laws.
Strictly enforce traffic laws in high activity areas such as schools and recreation areas.
Maintain proper maintenance of all streets, sidewalks, and trails.
Provide information to inform property owners of sidewalk maintenance responsibilities.
Maintain crosswalk striping at the same frequency as roadway striping.
Develop a program of traffic calming.
3.17.4 Enforcement
Enforcement of traffic laws is important to both bicyclists and pedestrians. The Code of Alabama
1975, Alabama Motor Vehicle Laws Annotated, Title 32, states that a bicycle rider has all of the
rights granted to operators of automobiles and is subject to the same responsibilities, except for
regulations which by their nature do not apply to bicycles. Pedestrians are required to walk on
sidewalks when provided, or if a sidewalk is not available, along the shoulder of the highway, or
the edge of pavement. However, they must yield the right-of-way to all vehicles on the roadway.
According to the Alabama Pedestrian Crosswalk Law:
When traffic-control signals are not in place, nor in operation, the driver of a vehicle shall
yield the right-of-way, slowing down or stopping, if need be, to so yield, to a pedestrian
crossing the roadway within a crosswalk, when the pedestrian is upon the half of the
roadway upon which the vehicle is traveling, or when the pedestrian is approaching so
closely from the opposite half of the roadway as to be in danger.
No pedestrian shall suddenly leave a curb or other place of safety and walk or run into the
path of a vehicle, when doing so constitutes an immediate hazard.
Whenever any vehicle is stopped at a marked crosswalk, or at any unmarked crosswalk at
an intersection to permit a pedestrian to cross the roadway, the driver of any other vehicle
approaching from the rear shall not overtake and pass such stopped vehicle.
The law enforcement element addresses both public safety and crime prevention. An
enforcement program can be broken into three areas: identification, apprehension, and
adjudication. Bicyclists (and motorists) involved in a crash, or who have committed a traffic

violation, need to be identified, as do stolen vehicles. Apprehension involves enforcement of the
traffic laws and stopping violators. Police officers need to be educated on the importance of
apprehending and informing bicyclists and motorists who violate traffic laws. Finally,
adjudication is necessary to correct traffic law violations. Traffic court officials should be
informed of bicycle crash problems and encouraged to consider bicyclist citations as seriously as
motorist citations.

3.18 Complete Streets
The following principles regarding complete streets are provided as guidance from the National
Complete Streets Coalition:
Complete Streets are designed and operated to enable safe access for all users.
Pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists, and transit riders of all ages and abilities must be able
to safely move along and across a complete street.
Creating Complete Streets means changing the policies and practices of transportation
planning and construction.
A Complete Streets policy ensures that the entire right-of-way is routinely designed and
operated to enable safe access for all users.
Transportation agencies must ensure that all road projects result in a complete street
appropriate to local context and needs.
The National Complete Streets Coalition has identified ten elements of a comprehensive
Complete Streets policy. They are:
VISION: Includes a vision of how and why the community wants to incorporate the
Complete Streets concept into its network.
SPECIFIES ALL USERS: Specifies that all users includes pedestrians, bicyclists, and
transit passengers of all ages and abilities, as well as trucks, buses, emergency vehicles,
and automobiles.
ALL AGENCIES AND ALL ROADS: This is understood by all those responsible for
transportation, to cover all roads.
ALL PROJECTS: Applies to both new and retrofit projects, including design, planning,
and maintenance and operations for the entire right-of-way.
EXCEPTIONS: Establishes a clear procedure that requires high-level approval of design
exceptions.
DESIGN CRITERIA: Directs the use of the latest and best design criteria and guidelines,
while recognizing the need for flexibility in balancing user needs.

CONTEXT SENSITIVE: Directs that Complete Streets solutions will blend with
community needs and wishes, based on the public participation process.
PERFORMANCE MEASURES: Establishes performance standards with measurable
outcomes.
IMPLEMENTATION: Includes specific next steps for implementation of the policy.

3.19 Road Diet
Road diet is a reconfiguration of existing roadway right-of-way that reduces the number of traffic
lanes to better serve bicycles, pedestrians, and transit while continuing to maintain adequate
accommodation for motor vehicles. This is accomplished by creating center-turn lanes, on-street
parking, bike lanes, transit lanes, or a combination of these type facilities. It is a means of
reallocating the same space in a manner that benefits all modes of transportation: motorists,
bicyclists, and pedestrians.
3.19.1 Functional Improvements
Road diet conversion may potentially create space within an existing right-of-way for:
Bicycle lanes
New and/or wider sidewalks for pedestrians
On-street parking
Street furniture (e.g., streetscape patios)
Landscaping buffers between the sidewalk and travel way
Turn-outs at transit stops
Transit stop amenities, such as shelters and benches
3.19.2 Appropriate Conditions for Road Diet
As a general rule, under average daily traffic (ADT) conditions, road diets have minimal effects
on vehicle capacity, as two-way, left-turn lanes move left-turning vehicles out of the main traffic
lane. However, road dieting in above average daily traffic conditions (approximately 20,000
vehicles or above), will likely increase traffic congestion.
Road diet improvements should be considered as potentially desirable, given the following
traffic conditions:
Road dieting might be feasible, and works best with moderate volumes of 10,000 to 20,000
ADT.
A road diet is likely to be feasible with ADT of under 10,000.
Road diet improvements might be considered as potentially beneficial given the following:
Existing 4-lane roadway, with an inadequate lane width of less than 12 feet
Existing development, that has created a high number of turning movements
When traffic accidents are higher than the average, for roadways with a similar classification

The need to implement bike lane recommendations
When traffic calming is needed, because of safety issues
A need exists for on-street parking
Additional or wider sidewalks are needed, and pedestrian safety is an issue
The cost of implementing a road diet can vary widely, depending on the treatments used in
reallocating the existing right-of-way, such as painted or raised median, the degree of
streetscaping, and landscaping enhancements, color treatment of bike lanes and crosswalks, and
other activities incorporated into the project. The latter make take the form of transit stops,
intersection turnouts, and utility relocation.
3.19.3 Road Diet Benefits
The following is a brief summary of the benefits that can be realized from road diet conversions.
Motor Vehicle Safety
The Highway Safety Manual indicates that converting a four-lane, undivided road, to a three-lane
road (two lanes with a continuous, center turn lane) reduces crashes by approximately 29
percent. Reasons for this include; the removal of left-turn movements from the through-lanes,
that reduces head-on, left turn, and rear-end accidents; fewer lanes to slow motorists speeds to
desired levels, and one traffic lane in each direction eliminates lane-changing and side-swipe
accidents. A road diet project in Athens, Georgia decreased total crashes by 53 percent.
Traffic Calming
Road diet improvements, such as fewer lanes, medians, on-street parking and turn-outs, create a
traffic-calming effect that benefits all modes of transportation: vehicles, bicycles, and
pedestrians. These changes eliminate the merge and weave movements that occur on four-lane
roadways, and result in all vehicles travelling at about the same speed. A Vancouver,
Washington road diet project decreased vehicle speeds by 18 percent. In Clear Lake, Iowa
aggressive speeding was decreased by 52 percent, and vehicles over the 45 mph limits were
decreased by 32 percent.
Improved Traffic Flow
Case studies have shown that implementing road diet improvements can actually improve traffic,
especially on streets with numerous curb-cuts, which create excessive left-turn situations. On
roadways where average daily traffic is feasible for road diet improvements, there is a minimal
effect on vehicle capacity, primarily because left-turning vehicles are moved into a common
turning lane. Case studies have shown no significant changes in traffic volumes and no traffic
diversion impacts. Also, reducing the number of vehicle travel lanes in the same direction
eliminates lane changes and weaving, which improves vehicle flow along the corridor. On
existing streets with lanes that are too narrow, the ability to improve lane width to twelve-footwide lanes provides improved traffic flow.

Bicycle Facilities
Road diet improvements are an important tool for creating first class bike lanes. Removal of a
traffic lane can provide room for bike lanes on the outside of the remaining travel lane. The
addition of a bike lane to a street with road diet improvements creates space dedicated
exclusively to bicyclists, makes drivers more cognizant of bicyclists, and can encourage more
bicycle use. It provides a greatly enhanced and attractive environment for bicyclists. Road diet
is a viable option to create bicycle facilities for the community.
Pedestrian Facilities
Road diet is also an important tool for creating improved pedestrian facilities through the
removal of traffic lanes, thereby providing room for sidewalks and/or wider sidewalks.
Pedestrian benefits include reduced motor vehicle speeds, reduced crossing distance, medians to
break crossing distance, and sidewalk buffering from travel lanes through the use of on-street
parking, bike lanes, or landscaping features. Of all the benefits to pedestrians, easier, safer street
crossings are a major factor in encouraging pedestrian activity, including walking for exercise
purposes. As is true for biking, road diet provides a much more attractive environment for
walkers.
Parking
Some commercial areas are in need of on-street parking. Where feasible, the eliminated travel
lane can be used to accommodate on-street parking in shopping areas, commercial corridors,
school areas, and near churches. On-street parking serves three purposes, it provides needed
parking spaces, it serves as a buffer between pedestrians and moving traffic, and it reduces
speeds due to a more limited travel environment.
Other Benefits
A road diet offers the potential to improve the attractiveness and livability of a community
through streetscape and landscape improvements in medians and intersection turnouts. This,
combined with safety traffic conditions, more pleasant driving experiences, increased mobility
and accessibility for bicyclists and pedestrians, improves the overall quality of life. Road diets
also make streets more pleasant for the people who live along them, lowering street noise,
discouraging speeding, and improving the safety of their homes and personal property. Also,
commercial areas benefit through slower traffic, more on-street parking, and pedestrian activity.

3.20 Management, Operation and Policy Recommendations
Proper management and maintenance are crucial to the long-term success of bicycle and
pedestrian facilities and the continued use of such facilities. Along with the development of a
pedestrian and bicycle network, an ongoing management program should be developed to ensure
that facilities are maintained in good condition.
Equally important will be the development and adoption of policies which support the continued
development of a pedestrian and bicycle-friendly community. Chickasaw, Mobile and Prichard
have requirements for sidewalks on major streets, highways and secondary streets when a

subdivision is developed. This type policy is needed in all of the local governments and
especially in unincorporated Mobile County.

3.21 Operational Considerations
Sidewalks require little in the way of operational policies. On-street bicycle facilities, however,
are governed by State traffic law. The following operational considerations are recommended
with efforts made to make them readily familiar to bicyclists and pedestrians.
1. On-street bicycle and pedestrian facilities use public right-of-way and are open at all times.
During periods of construction or road closures, clear provisions need to be considered to
accommodate pedestrians and bicycles. After-hours lighting, where provided, should be
designed to adequately meet pedestrian and bicycle needs, and be properly maintained.
2. Off-street facilities should be open from dawn to dusk, unless other hours are specifically
designated. Off-road trails will not be lit, and should be closed after dark. Restricting use of
these facilities after dark is unlikely to be sufficient to maintain adequate trail safety, or to
justify extended security patrolling. Where feasible, parking lots at trail heads should be
gated and locked when the facility is closed. Should after-hours demand increase in the
future, this policy could be revisited.
3. Off-street trails are open only for non-motorized transportation, with the exception allowing
limited access for emergency and maintenance vehicles.
4. Shared-use trails are only suitable for non-motorized modes of transportation. The Bicycle
and Pedestrian Plan recommends off-street, shared-use facilities for several locations.
Physical barriers to discourage motorized trail use have been incorporated into the design
standards. Pavement design and barriers should be designed to accommodate occasional
access by maintenance and emergency vehicles, where appropriate.
5. Trail-user rules should be adopted and promoted. Design standards have been developed to
maximize safety and security benefits, and to minimize user conflicts on trails, especially
shared-use trails. In addition, it will be critical to ensure that trail users follow certain basic
rules in order to permit safe use by all trail users. User rules, which should be clearly posted
and publicized, may include:
a. Stay to the right, except when passing.
b. Yield, when entering and crossing a trail.
c. No pets are permitted on trails.
d. Park only in designated areas.
e. No motorized vehicles are allowed on trails.
f. No destruction of vegetation is allowed.

g. Alcoholic beverages, weapons, fireworks, and fires are prohibited.
6. Provide posted risk warnings to ensure adequate user safety. Type and location of needed
individual warning signs should be determined during design.
7. Emergency procedures should be established for off-street pedestrian and bicycle facilities.
While current emergency procedures will generally be sufficient to respond to on-street
incidents, the Mobile Police, Recreation, and Fire Departments, should be consulted to
ensure adequate emergency procedures are in place for off-street facilities. Considerations
include cardiopulmonary resuscitation (CPR) training for park personnel, emergency vehicle
access procedures, patrolling needs, and the possible use of call boxes.
8. Traffic law enforcement should explicitly address laws relating to bicycle and pedestrians.
Existing traffic law already establishes basic protocol for pedestrians and bicycles in onstreet environments. Often these laws are not fully understood by cyclists, pedestrians, or
motorists. User education, accompanied by the strategic use of warnings or enforcement
action, should be offered to ensure that existing laws are obeyed. The most critical areas on
which to focus on include:
a. Bicycles riding the wrong way, against traffic, or ignoring traffic control devices
b. Bicyclists riding at night without lights
c. Pedestrians failing to yield to motorists in roadways
d. Motorists failing to yield to pedestrians in crosswalks or failing to yield to bicyclists at
intersections
e. Motorists speeding on local roads or ignoring traffic control devices

3.22 Maintenance
Once developed, pedestrian and bicycle facilities will require on-going maintenance. Proper
significantly encourage use. Furthermore, in many instances, facility maintenance is essential to
ensuring a reasonable level of safety. An un-swept bicycle lane or wide shoulder, for example is
a direct hazard, as is a badly cracked sidewalk pavement. Maintenance procedures should
include periodic inspection, voluntary notification of problems by users, and a mechanism for
addressing hazardous conditions in a timely manner.
1. Clearly identify the various local government departments responsible for facility
maintenance. Off-street facilities should be managed and maintained by the various
recreation agencies, on-street facilities should be managed and maintained by the various
public works departments, or adjacent property owners.
2. Establish routine maintenance practices. Maintenance needs will vary by facility type, but
should include the following:

a. Litter and debris removal is critical. On-road bikeways, sidewalks, and trails all require
regular cleaning and sweeping. Particular attention should be paid to sweeping the
shoulder and edges of pavement on designated bike lanes, since these areas often
accumulate litter and debris, creating a hazard for cyclists.
b. Emptying trash receptacles is a must. Public trash receptacles, whether adjacent to
sidewalks or trails, need to be emptied regularly to avoid littering problems.
c. Trim and maintain vegetation on trail shoulders and landscape strips. Properly
maintained vegetation can prevent pavement deterioration, and will ensure that safe sight
distances are preserved.
d. Remove graffiti and make minor facility repairs as needed. Graffiti removal and minor
repairs should be made as quickly as possible to deter additional vandalism.
3. Establish periodic facility inspection and occasional maintenance practices. In addition to
the above routine maintenance, facilities should be subject to periodic inspection and
occasional maintenance practices. The following practices are recommended for adoption:
a. Inspect pavement surfaces regularly. Urgent repairs should be completed promptly.
Major repair and replacement should be infrequent, and should be scheduled as needed.
b. Inspect bridges, underpasses, and other structures carefully to ensure that they remain in
safe condition.
c. Drainage systems should be inspected seasonally to ensure that they remain functioning
and unblocked. This applies equally to trail drainage and to street drainage.
d. Light fixtures, where provided, should be periodically cleaned and inspected. Where
necessary, bulbs should be changed to ensure that safe levels of illumination are
maintained.
e. Signs and markings should be periodically inspected, to ensure that they are in good
condition and remain legible. Signs that are missing or in poor condition, should be
replaced promptly.
4. Develop public reporting system for maintenance needs or safety concerns. Often, facility
users will notice problems with trail, sidewalk, or bicycle facilities, before a scheduled
inspection or routine maintenance occurs. A reporting system should be developed, whereby
facility users can report issues and concerns to the appropriate city department. The same
forum could allow residents or users to request additional facilities or facility modifications;
this would give the local governments ongoing input into the future development of its
pedestrian and bicycle facilities and program.
A name and phone number should be provided at all trail heads and at other convenient
public locations, particularly those linked into the network. Suitable locations might include
the library, the recreation center, and bicycle or sports shops.

3.23 Supportive Policies
As new residential and commercial development takes place, an opportunity presents itself for
Mobile County and local governments, working through the Planning Commission, to
cooperatively create an environment in which quality bicycle and pedestrian improvements are
routinely included in all transportation project proposals, alternative funding is actively sought
and considered, and all interested parties and populations within the community contribute to the
greater transportation network. The intent of these policies is to ensure the continued
consideration of pedestrian and bicycle facilities in Mobile County.
1. Permanent Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee. In 2012, this committee was made a
permanent committee of the Mobile MPO, and its membership was increased to include more
citizen members. The Committee is charged with the promotion of bicycle and pedestrian
initiatives, the continuous updating of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan, and assisting in
implementation of the Plan.
2. Identify a Mobile County Pedestrian/Bicycle Coordinator to administer overall program and
coordinate responsibilities of local governments and various departments within the local
governments. The development, management, and implementation of facilities and programs
recommended in the Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan, will be the responsibility of several
departments in each unit of local government. A pedestrian/bicycle coordinator would
provide a single point of contact for the public, and would help ensure that all aspects of this
plan are implemented in a coordinated, complementary fashion.
3. Provide Bicycle Parking Racks at all Key Area/High-Use Facility Locations. The installation
and maintenance of bicycle parking racks should be considered for all new renovated parks,
mass transit hubs, libraries, schools, major commercial/retail areas, should be considered.
Included with the recommendation for providing bicycle parking racks within these areas,
would go location criteria for proper rack placement. Bicycle rack location criteria would
address such items as utility clearances/offsets, ADA clearance widths for wheelchair
maneuverability, and offsets to building entrances, sidewalks, parking lots, roadways, and
driveways.
4. Incorporate bicycle and pedestrian facilities into new roadway design. As a new street is
planned and designed, consideration should be given to the inclusion of bicycle and
pedestrian facilities. At a minimum, bicycle and pedestrian facilities should be provided,
although the detailed layout and facility specification has been left to the design phase. Any
additional new roadways, even if not specifically identified for proposed improvements in
the Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan, should be considered for pedestrian and bicycle facilities in
keeping with the overall concepts of the Plan.
5. Incorporate bicycle and pedestrian facilities in street or roadway projects. As existing roads
and intersections are repaired, repaved, or reconfigured, bicycle and pedestrian facilities
should be incorporated, wherever feasible. As with new roadways, the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Plan should be consulted to determine the significance of the individual roadway
within the city. Facilities included in the Plan should be incorporated into the roadway redesign. For roadways not included in the Plan, consideration should still be given to the

provision of bicycle and pedestrian facilities, wherever these facilities might complement or
enhance the overall bicycle and pedestrian network.
6. Enforce Local Subdivision Regulations that require sidewalks in new subdivisions, and
amend those regulations that do not require them, to include sidewalk provisions.
Opportunities should be made to provide a link between neighborhoods and shopping areas,
schools, parks, and other destinations.
7. Systematically retrofit key areas of existing development and street corridors (on-street or
off-street) to provide bicycle and pedestrian facilities in accordance with the Plan. The
Bikeway and Walkway Plans identify routes that could be developed as either pedestrian
facilities (generally sidewalks), or bicycle facilities (generally marked and signed bike lanes).
They also identify intersection improvements.
8. Educate residents, particularly children, about the benefits of walking and bicycling, as well
as basic safety training. Walking and bicycling can be extremely safe and pleasant activities,
if conducted properly. As levels of activity increase, it becomes increasingly important to
follow certain basic safety precautions and rules of common courtesy. Specific educational
actions should include:
a. Work with other area agencies to provide bicycle safety training to school-age children,
and to actively participate in other regional educational initiatives.
b. Target schools, church groups, and athletic centers to distribute literature about the
benefits of walking and bicycling; available and planned facilities, key safety messages;
special events flyers, and other relevant messages.
c. Expectations should be clarified with motorists, pedestrians, bicyclists, and law
enforcement officials, in terms of traffic and pedestrian rules and enforcement policies.
Activities that could become or are expected to become problematic (e.g., cyclists failing
to obey traffic laws; motorists failing to yield to pedestrians at crosswalks), should be the
focus of target outreach efforts, followed by enforcement activity as appropriate.
9. Establish ongoing public participation strategy. Preparation of the Bicycle and Pedestrian
Plan included public information meetings, public hearings, an informative web site, and
coordination with the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee. The public meetings and
web site, presented findings and proposals at various stages of development, and allowed
citizens to raise a variety of issues, including timing of the proposed projects, typical
facilities, and policies to ensure that future development is pedestrian and bicycle-friendly.
All comments and suggestions were given serious consideration, and many suggestions have
been incorporated in the plan.
As individual projects are identified and brought forward, the immediate neighborhoods and
affected institutions (such as schools, churches, and retail centers), should be consulted for input
in the facility design process.

3.24 Implementation Strategy
Implementation of the Plan will include a local funding commitment, acquiring grant funding,
the inclusion of bicycle and pedestrian recommendations into governmental policies and
regulations, coordination with all future transportation projects, and the designation of staff
responsibilities by local governments.

3.25 Plan Prioritization
Governments in Mobile County are committed to implementing the proposed Bicycle and
Pedestrian Plan; however, because of the large scope of the recommendations included in the
Plan, all proposed activities cannot be carried out immediately. The priorities should, therefore,
be considered a flexible sequence of actions, successfully implemented through a planned,
systematic approach which takes into account need, priority, and financing. In this manner, the
recommendations can be successfully realized in an incremental manner over a period of years.
Successful implementation will require a coordinated effort between departments and agencies
of local government, as well as an ability to respond to Federal and State grant opportunities.
It is important to recognize that the planning proposals are a guide and there will be, and should
be, flexibility in their implementation. Therefore, individual projects and their priority may be
modified to take advantage of funding opportunities and roadway improvement projects. The
objective is that implementation remains within the overall framework of the Plan.
Priorities other than specific bike and walkway projects include the following ongoing
initiatives:
Start the public hearing process required to adopt the Plan as an official part of each unit
lan, as
needed, in future years
Designate a staff member to be responsible for managing and promoting each
governmental units bicycle and pedestrian program
Prepare design drawings and specifications for individual improvements in coordination
with implementation priorities
Actively seek funding, on a continuous basis, for implementation of the recommended
bicycle and pedestrian improvements
Coordination of transportation projects and roadway improvements to incorporate bicycle
and sidewalk projects into public works project. For example, re-striping a street for bike
lanes when it is repaved regardless of the proposed bicycle and pedestrian
recommendations priorities
Be prepared for quick action to integrate bicycle and pedestrian proposals when a fasttrack roadway improvement project develops on short notice

3.26 Immediate Bikeway Initiatives
Immediate bikeway initiatives are based on projected high travel routes, public engagement
comments, access to downtown offices/destinations and major retail areas. The following table
identifies individual bikeway projects considered to be an immediate initiative:
Please Note: The bikeway which follow are based on the following criteria (unless otherwise
noted):
Assumes bikeways on both sides of road
Assumes no disturbances to existing utilities
Assumes private contractor selected by competitive bid
Assumes no retaining or fill conditions
Assumes average site accessibility

Remove & replace curb & gutter (c & g) where appropriate
Excavation
Fine grade, compact shoulders
Regrass disturbed areas
Bituminous concrete pavement with aggregate base
Paint lane stripes
Paint bicycle icons
Bicycle signage (assumes 1 sign per 1,000 ft., both sides of road; i.e. 10 signs per mile)

Table 3-12 Immediate Bikeway Initiatives

Project Area Description:

Associated Graphic Miles:
Design Guideline:

Hillsdale Park / Langan Park Area
No. University

Figure 3-9

2.1

Zeigler Blvd.

Figure 3-9 & 3-10

4.2

So. Ann St. (Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

0.2

Brown St. (Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

0.2

Canal (Share the Road Signs &
Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

1.0

So. Carlen (Share the Road Signs
& Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

0.3

Caroline (Share the Road Signs &
Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

1.7

Clearmont (Share the Road Signs
& Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

0.3

Conti (Share the Road Signs &
Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

0.3

Dauphin (Share the Road Signs &
Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

0.4

Emogene (Share the Road Signs
& Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

3.2

Government (Tunnel)

Figure 3-12

0.9

Hunter Ave. (Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

0.1

Monterey Pl. (Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

0.1

So. Monterey St. (Share the Road
Signs & Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

0.3

Downtown
Mobile
Area
(Improvements as indicated)

Project Area Description:
Downtown
Continued

Mobile

Area

Associated Graphic Miles:
Design Guideline:
-

(Improvements as indicated)
Perimeter Road (Share the Road
Signs & Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

1.1

Gatotco Road (Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

0.1

Cassie Lane (Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

0.1

Rosedale Rd. (Share the Road
Signs & Route Markers)

Figure 3-12

0.3

Demetropolis Rd. / So. University

Figure 3-9

4.2

Old Shell Road

Figure 3-9

2.4

Old Shell Rd. / South University
Area

(Mobile MPO)

3.27 Short Range Bikeway Initiatives
Short range bikeway initiatives are based on long distance Class A Preferred routes, connections
to high-priority routes and connections to major parks. The following table specifies individual
short range bikeway projects. Due to cost fluctuations in fuel, labor, and material rates over an
extended period of time; costs have not been addressed in Table 3-13

Table 3-13 Short Range Bikeway Initiatives

ON-STREET FACILITIES:
BAY BRIDGE ROAD / OLD SPANISH TRAIL (South Craft Highway)
From St. Stephens Road along South Craft Highway for a short distance to Bay Bridge Road and then along Bay
Bridge Road / Old Spanish Trail to the Interstate-10 interchange area.

CLAIBORNE STREET
Along Claiborne Street from Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue south to Canal Street.

CONCEPTION STREET ROAD
From the east terminus of the Three Mile Creek Shared-Use Trail to Beauregard Street.

DAUPHIN ISLAND PARKWAY
Extending from Halls Mill Road south on Dauphin Island Parkway to the bridge at Dog River.

GERLOT ROAD
From Cody Road east to South University.

GOVERNMENT BOULEVARD
Starting at Knollwood Drive in the southwest and extending northeast to Houston Street.

HILLCREST ROAD
Connecting with an existing bikeway along Hillcrest between Airport Boulevard and Old Shell Road and
extending from Airport Boulevard south to Grelot Road.

HOUSTON STREET
Short distance along Houston Street connecting Government Boulevard to Virginia Street.

ST. STEPHENS ROAD (U.S. Highway 45) / DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING JR AVENUE
and continuing south until St.
Stephens merges with Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue and then along Martin Luther King to Three Mile
Creek.

OFF-STREET SHARED-USE FACILITIES:
THREE MILE CREEK / TWELVE MILE CREEK
A continuous off-street shared-use trail utilizing the route of Three Mile Creek and Twelve Mile Creek. Starting
on Twelve Mile Creek near the intersection of Old Shell Road and University and continuing north through
Langan Park to Three Mile Creek and then east along Three Mile Creek to Conception Street Road, which is
located immediately west of Interstate-165. A large part of this project is currently in design.

3.28 Mid to Long Range Bikeway Initiatives
Mid to long range initiatives are based on secondary connections to both immediate and short
range initiative access, while also allowing for more diverse community access. The following
table identifies individual mid to long range bikeway projects. Due to cost fluctuations in fuel,
labor, and material rates over an extended period of time; costs have not been addressed in Table
3-14.
Table 3-14 Mid to Long Range Bikeway Initiatives
ON-STREET FACILITIES:
COTTAGE HILL ROAD
Between Schillinger Road and Hillcrest Road.
DAUPHIN STREET / WEST I-65 SERVICE ROAD NORTH
From South Mcgregor Avenue eastward to Durhu Drive, then on Durhu Drive to College Lane, right on College
Lane to West I-65 Service Road North and along the service road to Old Shell Road.
DAUPHIN ISLAND PARKWAY
From the ending point of a proposed Short Range Initiative at the bridge at Dog River south to an existing offroad shared-use trail on Dauphin Island.
GIRBY ROAD
Between Hill Crest Road and Knollwood Drive
GOVERNMENT BOULEVARD (U. S. Highway 90)
From Knollwood Drive southwest to Highway 188 to connect with a designated U.S. Bicycle Route that extends
along U. S. Highway 90 to the Mississippi State Line.
HALLS MILL ROAD
From Baumhauer-Randle Park slightly east of Halls Mill Roads intersection with Dauphin Island Parkway

southwest to Moore Creek connecting with a proposed off-street shared-use trail that accesses Crestview Park.
The south terminus of Montlimar Creek Shared-Use Trail is also located at the point where Halls Mill Road
crosses Moore Creek.
INDUSTRIAL PARKWAY (Highway 158)
An bike lane connecting the proposed Prichard - Citronelle Shared Use Trail with the entrance to the Industrial
Park
KNOLLWOOD DRIVE
From Grelot Road south to Government Boulevard (U. S. Highway 90)
MICHAEL BOULEVARD
From Azalea Road to Montlimar Creek to connect with an existing shared-use trail that extends north along
Montlimar Creek and a proposed extension of the same shared-use trail south along the Creek.
MOFFETT ROAD
From Schillinger Road southeast to the intersection of North University and Highpoint Boulevard
OLD SHELL ROAD
From Schillinger Road east to Cody Road to connect with an off-street shared-use trail that runs along Old Shell
Road
RANGELINE ROAD
From Government Boulevard (U. S. Highway 90) southeast to the intersection of Hamilton Boulevard and
Dauphin Island Parkway.
SATCHELL PAIGE ROAD
Between Government Boulevard (U. S. Highway 90) and Halls Mill Road with an extension to Hank Aaron
Stadium.
THREE NOTCH ROAD
Between Schillinger Road and Government Boulevard (U. S. Highway 90)
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH ALABAMA - Stadium Drive, Usa Drive and Usa Circle
Hillsdale Road, Stadium Drive, Usa Drive (North and South) and Usa Circle, all within the boundaries of the
University of South Alabama campus. Both Usa Drive North and Usa Drive South connect to a shared-use trail
along University Boulevard and Stadium Drive connects to a shared-use trail along Old Shell Road.
ZEIGLER BOULEVARD / CODY ROAD / HILLSDALE PARK
From the intersection of Schillinger Road and Zeigler Boulevard east on Zeigler to Cody Road, then south on
Cody Road to Felhorn Road and right onto Felhorn Road to access Hillsdale Park

OFF-STREET SHARED-USE FACILITIES:
CRESTVIEW PARK
A short shared-use trail providing access to Crestview Park from the proposed Montlimar Creek shared-use trail
and a proposed designated bike lane on Halls Mill Road.
EIGHT MILE CREEK
Off-street shared-use trail on the south bank of Eight Mile Creek between Moffett Road and South Shelton
Beach Road.
MONTLIMAR CREEK
Proposed shared-use trail that extends the existing shared-use trail located between Airport Boulevard and
Michael Boulevard to Dauphin Street in the north and to Halls Mill Road in the south.
BIG CREEK LAKE
Proposed off-road shared-use trail that follows the perimeter of Big Creek Lake. The off-road shared-use trail
would re-use existing logging trails around the lake. Due to the number of horse stables in this area, the trail
should also be considered for horse riding use.

______________________________________________________________________________
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3.29 Potential Funding Sources
Adequate financing is the key ingredient for carrying out most planning recommendations.
Assistance available through federal grants can provide a substantial portion of the funds
required to implement the improvements recommended by the Plan. The effective utilization of
grant funds will likely be the difference in determining the feasibility of undertaking individual
components of the Plan, and the overall, long-term success of the Bicycle and Pedestrian
Program.
Grants alone, however, will not be sufficient to meet all needs and must be accompanied by a
substantial commitment of local resources. A balanced combination of financing from the
various funding sour
and pedestrian facilities, without placing an undue burden on the local budgets and disrupting the
quality of services provided to other services and programs.
The following is a brief discussion of some programs that should be considered and continuously
monitored for funding opportunities.
3.29.1 Federal and State
Federal and State grant programs are a potential source of financial assistance and can, if wisely
used, assist in the implementation of planning proposals. There are a number of State and
Federal financial assistance programs, available to aid with funding for projects that cannot be

undertaken entirely with local funds. The future of Federal grant funds in the current costcutting, balanced budget environment, however, is uncertain. In addition, it is likely that only
limited amounts of grant assistance can be obtained through existing programs; therefore, there is
a need to carefully plan grant applications and match grant programs to specific needs and
improvements.
According to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), federal surface transportation law
provides tremendous flexibility to States and MPOs, to fund bicycle and pedestrian
improvements from a wide variety of programs. Virtually all the major transportation funding
programs can be used for bicycle and pedestrian-related projects. The FHWA encourages States
and MPOs to include bicycle and pedestrian improvements, as routine part of larger projects.
Some other federal and state resources for bicycle and pedestrian facility funding are:
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program
Sidewalks, road improvements, commercial revitalization and neighborhood revitalization are
eligible activities for United States Department of Housing and Urban Development Community
Development Block Grant Programs (CDBG) funds. These are activities that would lend
themselves to the incorporation of proposed bicycle and pedestrian recommendations. However,
whether or not and the extent such funds will be received each year and in what amount is
indeterminate. In addition, CDBG funds support a variety of continuing programs and projects
in some of the local governments and, therefore, may not be available and / or limited for
expenditure on bicycle and pedestrian proposals.
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP)
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) which offers funding opportunities to
activities relate specifically to bicycle and pedestrian transportation. They are:
1 Construction of on-road and off-road facilities for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other
non-motorized forms of transportation, including sidewalks, bicycle infrastructure,
transportation related trails, streetscapes (combination of sidewalks, pedestrian
lighting, and landscaping) and transportation projects to achieve compliance with
the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990.
2 Construction of infrastructure-related projects and systems that will provide safe
routes for non-drivers, including children, older adults, and individuals with
disabilities to access daily needs.
3 Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors for trails for pedestrians,
bicyclists, or other non-motorized transportation users.
TAP funds may include non-construction activities. TAP funding requires a 20 percent local
match. Engineering and consulting fees must be paid with local monies.

Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF)
The Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) consist of Federal monies, which are provided
through the National Park Service and administered by Alabama Department of Economic and
Community Affairs (ADECA). This program is a primary source of funding for the acquisition
and development of outdoor recreation areas and facilities. The LWCF program can be used to
acquire and construct new park sites and recreation facilities, to upgrade existing recreation
facilities and to acquire and improve passive recreation areas such as open space or trail
facilities. Grants are competitively awarded on a 50-50 matching basis with a maximum grant
limit of $50,000. This funding source can assist with implementing off-street walking and biking
facilities and should be considered by the local governments. However, the program has
provided little or no funding in recent years. ADECA has continued to solicit new projects and
use its limited rollover funds from prior years when the program was fully funded by Congress.
www.adeca.state.al.us/C17/Land%20and%20Water%20Conservation%20Fu/default.aspx.
Recreation Trails Program (RTP)
The Recreational Trails Program (RTP) was created to assist in acquiring, developing, or
improving trail and trail-related resources. The Alabama Department of Economic and
Community Affairs (ADECA) administers
ADECA solicits a new round of RTP applications each summer. The maximum grant amount
that can be applied for is: $50,000 for non-motorized single use project and $100,000 for a nonmotorized diverse use project and with a 20 percent local match requirement that can include inkind and donations. Applications may also be made for educational projects. Only one
application may be submitted by an applicant; however, an application may contain multiple
sites and the non-federal matching share may exceed the minimum required to satisfy the federal
matching requirement. ADECA emphasizes that extra consideration will be given to
applications that request less than the maximum. Active RTP or Land and Water Conservation
Fund (LWCF) grants must be closed prior to submission of a new application. Applications may
be submitted for the following activities:
Development of urban trail linkages near homes and workplaces. This category includes
trail linkages to schools, parks, and existing trails.
Maintenance of existing recreational trails
Restoration of areas damaged by usage of recreational trails
Development of trail-side and trail-head facilities that meet goals identified by the
National Recreational Trails Advisory Committee. This includes trail components or
associated facilities which serve the purpose and safe use of the recreational trail and may
include but are not limited to the following: 1) Drainage, 2) Crossings, 3) Stabilization, 4)
Parking, 5) Signage, 6) Controls, 7) Shelters, and 8) Water, Sanitary, and Access
Facilities

Provision of features which facilitate the access and use of trails by persons with
disabilities
Acquisition of easements for trails, or for corridors identified in a state trail plan
Acquisition of fee simple title to property from a willing seller
Construction of new trails on state, county, municipal, or private lands, where a
recreational need for such construction is shown
Purchase of trail maintenance equipment
www.adeca.state.al.us/C16/Recreational%20Trails/default.aspx
Funding Sources: Federal Highway Administration/MPO
Funding sources from the Federal Highway Administration are potentially available through the
Mobile MPO. These sources were authorized in the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st
Century Act (MAP - 21) and continued in the Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act
(FAST ACT). In addition to the typical transportation facilities, the act provides funds for
bicycle and pedestrian projects. The MPO is responsible for allocating certain funds at the
metropolitan level, namely the Surface Transportation Program Attributable.
National Highway Performance Program (NHPP)
Bicycle and pedestrian facilities within NHPP corridors are eligible activities for NHPP funds.
Funding is possible for bike lane, shoulder and sidewalk improvements on major arterial roads
that are part of the National Highway System (NHS), and bicycle and/or pedestrian bridges and
tunnels that cross NHS facilities. Funding requires a 20 percent match.
Opportunities to improve conditions for the non-motorized modes should be taken whenever
resurfacing, reconstruction, or expansion projects on NHS routes are undertaken. Highway
bridges, located on any public road, that are either "functionally obsolete" or "structurally
deficient" are eligible for replacement or rehabilitation using NHPP funds.
Where a highway bridge deck is being replaced or rehabilitated with Federal financial
participation and bicyclists are permitted to operate at each end of such bridge, the safe
accommodation of bicyclists can be provided at reasonable cost as part of such replacement or
rehabilitation. Bicycle and pedestrian improvements on bridges are usually carried out as an
incidental part of a larger replacement or rehabilitation project and funds can be used to provide
a range of on-street, sidewalk, and trail facilities depending on the appropriate design for the
bridge and the location.
Surface Transportation Program (STP)
Bicycle and pedestrian improvements are eligible activities under the Surface Transportation
Program (STP). This covers a wide variety of projects such as on-road facilities, off-road trails,

sidewalks, crosswalks, bicycle and pedestrian signals, parking, and other ancillary facilities. The
modification of sidewalks to comply with the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities
Act is an eligible activity.
As an exception to the general rule described above, STP-funded bicycle and pedestrian facilities
may be located on local and collector roads which are not part of the Federal-aid Highway
System. In addition, bicycle-related non-construction projects, such as maps, coordinator
positions, and encouragement programs, are eligible for STP funds.
STP funds are eligible to be spent on a wide variety of improvements for bicycling and walking
including, but not limited to, on- and off-road facilities, bicycle parking, planning studies, local
bicycle and pedestrian coordinator positions, spot improvement programs, sidewalks,
crosswalks, and traffic calming projects. As the category of funding with probably the broadest
eligibility, the STP should be considered as a source of funds for both independent and incidental
bicycle and pedestrian projects, as well as non-construction projects.
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) funds can be used for pedestrian and bicycle
safety improvements on any public road or publicly owned bicycle or pedestrian pathway or
trail.
Bikes Belong Coalition
Bikes Belong Coalition is a private organization funded by and representing the bicycle industry,
projects that seek Transportation Enhancement funding for bicycle facilities. Bikes Belong is
looks for grant seekers, groups, or communities for which a grant can provide financial support.
Bikes Belong grants have been used for concept plans, design, outreach, and preliminary
engineering, as well as local match contributions. The grant application, guide and other
information can be viewed at www.bikesbelong.org.
3.29.2 Local
Most all of the public activities and improvements in the Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan, will
require some type of local financial assistance to implement, in addition to potential grant
funding. In order for these monies to be utilized, there would have to be a surplus of funds
sufficient to be appropriated for this purpose in any given fiscal year, as with any other public
project or program. Local funding sources, which can be utilized to finance public aspects of the
Plan recommendation, include the General Fund, gasoline taxes, general obligation bonds, and
property assessments.

3.30 Closing
The Bicycle and Pedestrian Comprehensive Plan includes maps and tables, indicating proposed
bikeways and walkways, and prioritized bikeways and walkways. This prioritization was
developed by the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee, based on identified public

demand, as well as practical feasibility. Facilities are sited on existing roads, and shown as bike
lanes or widened shoulders, as well as on separate, multi-use trails or paths, creating a transportation
network with expanded travel options. All arterial improvements of the Highway Element of the
MATS Long Range Transportation Plan must not only consider bicycle and pedestrian facilities
unless exceptional circumstances
exist
-Alabama Division Directive June 9, 2010. Consideration will be determined as
part of the engineering phase of each project. Recommendations for the bicycle/pedestrian
network apply, not only to physical improvements, but also to basic planning techniques and
education programs.

