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1 INTRODUCTION 
Syringa Elementary School was awarded Safe Routes to School (SRTS) funding from the Southeast Idaho 
Council of Governments (SICOG) and the Local Highway Technical Assistance Council (LHTAC) to 
encourage safe walking and biking to Syringa Elementary School located in Pocatello, Idaho. Kimley-Horn 
and its team is contracted with SICOG, to conduct a SRTS study for Syringa Elementary School. The primary 
purpose of SRTS studies is to promote an active lifestyle for school children through infrastructure 
improvements, enforcement, tools and safety education, and incentives to encourage walking and 
bicycling to school. This report documents the existing conditions related to transportation for Syringa 
Elementary School and provides recommendations for future studies and improvement projects in the 
form of an action plan. 

1.1 Safe Routes to School Description and Process 
SRTS studies are initiated by local agencies in partnership with schools and school districts to promote 
and encourage walking and biking to school. Conducting a SRTS study is a proactive approach to 
identifying safety improvements for K-12 students walking and biking to and from school. The study team 
takes a “fresh look” at each school area to make recommendations and develop potential effective 
solutions to address issues unique to each school and community. The recommendations from these 
studies can be prioritized into near-term, mid-term, long-term, and ongoing implementation timeframes 
and can be used as a tool by local agencies, schools, and school districts to leverage local, state, or federal 
aid funding. 

The purposes of SRTS studies are to: 

• Encourage walking and biking to school 
• Prioritize improvements 
• Leverage funding 
• Promote partnerships 
• Identify effective solutions unique to each school 
• Streamline and expedite the improvement process 

The following tasks, consistent with other SRTS guidelines, are completed for this school: 

• Complete an inventory of existing conditions: transportation system and crash data 
• Conduct parent survey and student travel tally related to walking and biking to school 
• Conduct a walking/biking audit 
• Coordinate and facilitate meetings with the SRTS team 
• Prepare an SRTS Report documenting the process, recommendations, and action plan 

The “Five Es” of SRTS summarize the key components of a comprehensive, integrated approach for 
recommending improvements/actions as part of a SRTS study: 

• Evaluation – Assessing the needs at the school and collecting data to measure impact 
• Engagement – Partner with law enforcement and community groups to engage the community and 

reduce the frequency of traffic safety concerns 
• Engineering – Adding sidewalks, traffic calming measures, and other infrastructure improvements 
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• Encouragement – Implementing walk-to-school days, walking school buses, bike rodeos, and other 
events 

• Education – Teaching kids safe walking and biking behaviors and teaching drivers safe driving 
behaviors near schools and around pedestrian traffic, which may include the cooperation of law 
enforcement offices. 

1.2 SRTS Stakeholders Team 
A SRTS stakeholders’ team should consist of the following representatives: 

• SRTS Coordinator/Encourager 
• School Principal 
• Teachers 
• Parents 
• Students 
• Local Law Enforcement 
• Local Road Agency 
• Local Planner/Engineer 

The following is the SRTS Stakeholders team established for Syringa Elementary School: 

Syringa Elementary School 
Cythina Lund, Principal 
 
Pocatello/Chubbuck School District 
Dr. Douglas Howell, Superintendent 
 
City of Pocatello 
Tom Kirkman, Public Works Director  
Roger Schei, Chief of Police 
 

Southeast Idaho Council of Governments (SICOG) 
Kalene Howell, SRTS Coordinator 
Laurie Bauer, Transportation Programs Manager 
 
Local Highway Technical Assistance Council (LHTAC) 
Ryan Rush, Project Coordinator 
 
SRTS Evaluation Team 
Keith Christian, Kimley-Horn, Project Manager 
Makena Gove, Kimley-Horn, Lead Analyst 
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2 STUDY AREA 
2.1 Location 

2.1.1 Site Location 

Syringa Elementary School is located at 388 E Griffith Road in Pocatello, Idaho. The school sits east of US 
Highway 91 (US-91), also known as Yellowstone Avenue, – the main north, south Highway that goes 
through north Pocatello and Chubbuck. The school location in relation to Pocatello and the nearby 
developed area is depicted in Figure 1. 

 
Source: ESRI ArcGIS Pro 

Figure 1 – Syringa Elementary School Location 
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2.1.2 Study Area 

The study area for the SRTS study consists of enrollment boundary of Syringa Elementary School, which 
is shown in Figure 2.  

 
Source: ESRI ArcGIS Pro 

Figure 2 – Study Area 
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2.2 Bikeway and Pedestrian Facilities 

2.2.1 Crosswalks on Public Streets near the School 

The 4-legged intersection of Griffith Road/Willard Avenue is a 
two-way stop-controlled intersection, with the stop sign located 
on the Willard Avenue approach. The other leg of the intersection 
is the exit of the Syringa Elementary School parking lot. The 
intersection has a marked crosswalk on the west and south 
approach of the intersection. This is the only crosswalk that is 
protected by a crossing guard during school hours.  

The 3-legged intersection of Griffith Road/Veda Avenue is a two-
way stop-controlled intersection, with the stop sign located on 
the Veda Avenue approach. The intersection only has a marked 
crosswalk on the north approach of the intersection.  

The 4-legged intersection of Willard Avenue/Pearl Street is a two-
way stop-controlled intersection, with stop signs located on the 
Willard Avenue approach. This intersection has marked crossings 
on the north and east approach of the intersection.  

The 4-legged intersection of Hiline Road/Pearl Street is an all-way stop-controlled intersection. This 
intersection has marked crossings on all approaches, except the south approach.  

The 3-legged intersection of Hiline Road/Griffith Road is a two-way stop-controlled intersection, with the 
stop sign located on the Griffith Road approach. This intersection does not have any crosswalks. Students 
who need to cross Hiline Road are encouraged to walk along Willard Avenue to Pearl Street to cross Hiline 
Road.  

2.2.2 Sidewalks 

Sidewalks are present surrounding the school on Veda Avenue and Griffith 
Road. There are no sidewalks on the east border of the school along Hiline 
Road in either direction. To the immediate south and west of the school, the 
neighborhood has sidewalks. There are no sidewalks present to the north of 
the school in the mobile home park.  

Additional locations within the study area with gaps or deficiencies in the 
sidewalk network are identified in Section 6 of this document. These gaps 
were identified during a walking/biking audit that was conducted on 
Thursday, April 23, 2026, by members of the community and the SRTS team. 

2.2.3 Bike Lanes 

There are no marked bike lanes in the immediate vicinity of Syringa 
Elementary School.  

Crosswalks at Hiline Road and Pearl Street 
Source: Kimley-Horn 

Sidewalks within the study area 
Source: Kimley-Horn 
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3 SCHOOL INFORMATION 
3.1 School Enrollment  
Syringa Elementary School serves students from kindergarten to fifth grade. The current enrollment at the 
time of this study is 331 students. Enrollment by grade is shown in Table 1. 

 

Syringa Elementary School 
Grade Enrollment 

Kindergarten 54 
1 45 
2 45 
3 49 
4 61 
5 58 

Special Programs 25 
TOTAL 328 

Table 1 – Syringa Elementary School Enrollment  
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3.2 Student Density 
Figure 3 presents a map of student density in relation to the school, highlighting where students live within 
the surrounding area. This information helps assess the feasibility of walking and biking to school, as 
distance is a key factor influencing whether students can realistically use active transportation.  

 
Source: ESRI ArcGIS Pro 

Figure 3 – Student Housing Heat Map 
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3.3 School Details 

3.3.1 School Entrances  
Syringa Elementary School has two entrances to the building at the front of the school. One is at the 
northwest corner and the other is at the southwest corner, closest to the intersection of Griffith Street / 
Veda Avenue, which is considered the main entrance to the school. There is also a back entrance from the 
school parking lot to the east between the school building and the playground.  

3.3.2 Parking Lots 

There is one parking lot for visitors and faculty. The faculty parking lot is located on the east side of the 
school with access from Griffith Avenue.  

3.3.3 Buses 
The Pocatello/Chubbuck School District uses 2 special programs and 4 standard buses to get students to 
and from Syringa Elementary School. The school bus pick-up and drop-off location highlighted purple in 
Figure 4 is a marked location with signage on the west side of the building on Veda Avenue. The school 
bus loop for busses to turn around is located north of the building, at the end of Veda Avenue, which is 
adjacent to the bus pick-up/drop-off zone in front of the school being separated by a curb and sidewalk.  

 
Source: ESRI ArcGIS Pro 

Figure 4 – School Bus Drop-off and Pick-up 
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3.3.4 Parent Drop-off/Pick-up 

The pick-up/drop-off zone is a one-way loop located in the parking lot on the east side of the school. The 
drop off zone consists of two lanes shown below in Figure 5.  

 

 
Source: Nearmap 

Figure 5 – Parent Drop-of and Pick-up 

3.3.5 Walking/Biking/Scootering 
The walking and bicycling infrastructure around the school is limited. Most streets have sidewalks, except 
for Hiline Road, which is considered a collector road. There are two crosswalks at the Griffith Road / Willard 
Avenue intersection with a crossing guard. Students are encouraged to cross Griffith Road and Willard 



 

Syringa Elementary School SRTS Study | Final Report 
June 2026 10 
 

Avenue at this intersection. Directly to the south, there are marked school crossings at the intersection of 
Pearl Street / Willard Avenue and marked crossings at Pearl Street / Hiline Road. However, there are no 
crossing guards present in these locations.  

A bike rack is located on school property on Veda Avenue, next to the bus pick-up/drop-off location. The 
bike rack is approximately 20 feet in length and can hold approximately 20 bikes. No other bike racks were 
observed at the school and there is limited bike infrastructure around the school. 
3.4 Existing Policies and Programs 

3.4.1 City Code of Pocatello - Sidewalks 

The City of Pocatello has a citywide curb/sidewalk code (Chapter 12.04) that ensures curbs and sidewalks 
are maintained and up to code per city standards. Some key elements of the policy include: 

• Property owners must construct, repair, or replace sidewalks to provide a safe, all-weather passage 
for pedestrians. 

• Property owners are liable and responsible for any injury to property or personal injury for the 
failure to maintain their curbs and sidewalks. The city is not liable for these curbs and sidewalks. 
(Ord. 3028, 2019: Ord. 2946, 2015) 

• If the City's Public Works Director finds the curb or sidewalk to be unsafe, owners receive 30-day 
notice to complete curb or sidewalk work. 

• The City’s Public Works Director supervises curb and sidewalk projects. 
• Non-compliance results in the city issuing a citation to the property owner, which is punishable as 

provided in section 1.04.040 of this Code, by a fine of not exceeding one thousand dollars 
($1,000.00) or by incarceration in the county jail not to exceed six (6) months, or both. 

3.5 Previous Plans & Studies 

3.5.1 City of Pocatello: Safe Streets and Roads for All Action Plan (October 2024) 

On October 3, 2024, the Pocatello City Council 
adopted the City’s Safe Streets and Roads for All 
(SS4A) Action Plan. The SS4A will work towards 
eliminating all fatal and serious injury (KSI) 
crashes that occur on the City’s roadway 
network, including pedestrian, bicycle, and 
automotive crashes. Some of the SS4A Plan goals 
to note include: 

• Reduce the number of severe roadway 
departure crashes 50% by 2035. 

• Improve 25% of eligible roadways to a 
complete streets model by 2035. 

Local Road Safety Plans 
Source: City of Pocatello: Safe Streets and Roads for All Action Plan 
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• Reduce aggressive driving incidents by 25% by 2035 in accordance with the Idaho State Highway 
Safety Plan. 

• Improve eligible pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure 30% by 2035. 
• Reduce the 5-year average number of distracted driving serious injury crashes. 

 
This SS4A Plan emphasizes a shift towards the prioritization of safe, accessible, and equitable mobility for 
all roadway users and away from the disproportionate focus on moving vehicles efficiently—less delay 
that often results in higher speeds. The purpose of this SS4A Plan is to establish achievable goals that will 
result in zero roadway fatalities through infrastructure, outreach, and education for all roadway users, 
including vehicles and pedestrians. 

4 EXISTING ROADWAY CONDITIONS 
4.1 Vicinity Roadways 

• US-91 (Yellowstone Avenue) is located approximately 1/5th of a mile west of Syringa Elementary 
School and is the main north and south thoroughfare in Pocatello. The road has a posted speed of 
35 mph in the vicinity of the school. There are no school zones on US-91. In the vicinity of the 
school, US-91 has two through lanes in each direction with a two way left turn lane (TWLTL) and 
sidewalks in each direction. 

• Griffith Road runs east and west along the south edge of the school. There is no posted speed limit 
on Griffith Road. According to Pocatello Municipal Code Chapter 10.16, section 10.16.020, the 
general speed limit is 25 mph. There is a school zone on Griffith Road with a posted speed limit of 
20 mph, spanning from Veda Avenue to Hiline Road. Griffith Road is an unstriped roadway with 
one lane in each direction, with sidewalks on both sides of the road.  

• Hiline Road runs north and south along the east side of Syringa Elementary School. It has a posted 
speed limit of 30 mph in the vicinity of the school. There is a school zone on Hiline Road with a 
posted speed limit of 20 mph, spanning from the north property line of the school to McCormack 
Street. Hiline Road is a striped roadway with one lane in each direction. The majority of Hiline Road 
does not have sidewalks present.   

• Willard Avenue runs north and south, beginning just south of Syringa Elementary School. There is 
no posted speed limit on Willard Avenue from Griffith Road to Pearl Street. It is assumed 25 mph 
according to Pocatello Municipal Code Chapter 10.16, section 10.16.020. There is no school zone 
located on Willard Avenue. It is an unstriped roadway with one lane in each direction, with 
sidewalks on both sides of the street.  

• Pearl Street runs east and west, south of Syringa Elementary School. The posted speed limit on 
Pearl Street is 25 mph. There is no school zone located on Pearl Street. It is a striped roadway with 
one lane in each direction, with sidewalks on both sides of the street.  
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4.2 Crash Data 
Five years of crash data (2020-2024) were obtained from ITD. Crash data from pedestrian and bicyclist-
involved crashes was reviewed within the study area and are summarized in Table 2. Based on the crash 
history, this study area does not have a high propensity for crashes involving school-related bicycles or 
pedestrians. 

Table 2 – Number of Pedestrian/Bicyclist-Involved Crashes 

Severity 

Number of Crashes Involving Pedestrians or Bicyclists 

2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 
Fatal 0 0 1 0 0 

Suspected Serious Injury 0 0 0 2 1 
Suspected Minor Injury 0 5 2 3 2 

Possible Injury 1 2 2 0 2 
No Injury 0 0 0 0 1 

TOTAL 1 7 5 5 6 

A total of approximately 1200 crashes were analyzed in the study area. Of these crashes, 24 of which 
involved a pedestrian or a bicycle. Of these 24 crashes, 1 was fatal, while 3 involved serious injuries. The 1 
fatal crash involved a pedestrian, and it occurred on Yellowstone Avenue (US-91), just south of Pearl 
Street. There were no contributing circumstances to this accident. The 3 serious injury crashes all involved 
pedestrians, and all 3 occurred at intersections, all listing failure to yield as one of the circumstances. These 
three crashes occurred all on Yellowstone Avenue (US-91) at the intersections of Pearl Street, Cedar Street, 
and Pine Ridge Street. 

A majority of the crashes, 17 of the 24 (71%), occurred on Yellowstone Avenue (US-91). This roadway is a 
major thoroughfare through Pocatello and experiences a high level of vehicular traffic daily. There are no 
clear patterns between the crashes along Yellowstone Avenue (US-91).  9 of those 17 crashes listed failure 
to yield as one of the contributing circumstances.  

There are no recorded crashes in the immediate vicinity of the school along Hiline Road, Griffith Road, or 
Willard Avenue. 
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5  SURVEYS 
5.1  Student Travel Tally 
A student travel tally was conducted at Syringa Elementary School by teachers in their classroom, Tuesday 
through Thursday during the week of April 13th, 2026. The tallies were collected using the form developed 
by the National Center for Safe Routes to School program. 

The travel tally included the questions “How did you arrive at school today?” and “How do you plan to 
leave for home after school?” The complete reports of the data are included in Appendix A. 

The results of the tally reveal that 14%-28% of students take the school bus, 50%-67% of students are 
driven to school, 2-4% of students carpool, and less than 15-19% of students walk or bike to school, as 
illustrated in Table 3 and Figure 6.  

The weather during the time of the tallies was primarily overcast with only one day of rain. It was noted 
that weather patterns varied throughout the day. 

Table 3 – Summary of Student Travel Tally Results 

 Time of Trip 
Number of 

Student 
Responses 

Walk Bike School Bus Family Vehicle Carpool Transit Other 

AM 930 13% 2% 14% 67% 4% 0% 0% 
PM 921 17% 2% 28% 50% 2% 0% 0% 
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Figure 6 – Student Tally Results Comparing Morning and Afternoon Travel Modes 

5.2 Parent Survey 
To obtain input from parents about children walking and biking to school, a parent survey was conducted 
using a web-based survey via QR-code as well as a printed version of the survey. 

This survey takes approximately 5-10 minutes to complete and uses questions developed by the National 
Center for Safe Routes to School program. Each family was asked to only complete one survey per 
household. The students and faculty from Syringa Elementary School and the Pocatello/Chubbuck School 
District were asked to provide the QR-code or hardcopies of the survey to parents to complete it. 

A total of 13 responses were received. The results of the parent survey are summarized in Table 4 and 
the full results are included in Appendix B.  
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Table 4 – Summary of Parent Survey Results 

Total Number of Surveys Received 13 
Percentage of respondents who live 2 or more miles 
away from school 8% 

Percentage of parents that have considered allowing 
their child to walk or bike to school 31% 

Percentage of parents who want their child to walk or 
bike to school 38% 

Percentage of students that requested permission to 
walk or bike in the last year 38% 

Percentage of students who live within 1-mile of school 85% 

Percentage of respondents who feel weather prevents 
their child from walking or biking to school 54% 

The main issues parents reported that affect their 
decision to allow their children to walk or bike to 
school 

• Too much traffic (All respondents)  
• Dangerous intersections (All 

respondents) 
• Speed of traffic is too fast (11 

respondents) 
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6 WALK AND BIKE AUDIT 
On Thursday, April 23, 2026, a walking/biking audit was completed around Syringa Elementary School. 
Observations and audits were conducted by the SRTS project team and with the help of local volunteers 
from the school district, City of Pocatello, SICOG, National Honor Society high school students, the 
consultant team, and from the surrounding community. 

6.1 Walking/Biking Observations 
Group Walking Observation Areas  

The SRTS team conducted a walking/biking audit with the goal of identifying barriers and gaps in 
infrastructure that may impact students who are walking or biking to/from the school. The team split up 
into ten groups of one or two people to walk ten areas within the study area that students could take on 
their way to or from school. These areas are shown in Figure 7. Volunteers took notes and photographs 
as they walked the streets within each of the areas.  

 

 
Source: ESRI ArcGIS Pro 

Figure 7 – Walking Audit Areas 
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Specific areas within the enrollment boundary of the school have had observations compiled and 
summarized below:  

6.1.1 Sidewalks 
• Many residential areas of the study area and enrollment 

boundary have no sidewalks. 
• Existing sidewalks are broken, uneven, and in disrepair in many 

locations throughout the area. 
• Sidewalk connectivity is limited from the study area and 

enrollment boundary and other subdivisions to Syringa 
Elementary School 

• Several obstructions and hazards were noted throughout the 
audit such as: 

o Cars parked on the sidewalk; 
o Posts, hydrants, and poles in the middle of the sidewalk; 
o Plants growing where the sidewalk should be, or 

sidewalk is blocked by plants; and 
o Gravel and debris along sidewalks and roadsides where 

pedestrians would walk. 
• Lack of curb ramps around the study area and enrollment 

boundary near the school, limiting accessibility. 

6.1.2 Bikeways 
• Little to no bike lanes are present in the study area.  

6.1.3 Roadway Conditions 
• Lack of marked crosswalks does not provide guidance to pedestrians on the appropriate locations 

for crossing and incentivizes pedestrians to cross in unsafe areas. 
• A few narrow roads were observed, which will limit pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure 

decreasing the buffer between vehicles and pedestrians in these areas. 
• Wide roads were observed in many areas, leading to higher speeds, making it dangerous for 

pedestrians and cyclists.  
  

Cracked sidewalks (Along Jefferson Ave) 
Source: Kimley-Horn 
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7 SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL ACTION PLAN 
7.1 Consideration of the Five E’s 
The strategies identified in the SRTS Action Plan consider a variety of approaches to making 
improvements in alignment with the Five E’s: 

• Evaluation – Assessing how effective different approaches are; identifying unintended consequences 
or opportunities to improve the effectiveness of an approach and the data needed to do so.  

• Engagement – Focusing on building meaningful relationships with students, families, school staff, and 
the broader community to ensure that SRTS efforts reflect local needs and values; engaging with law 
enforcement and City officials to help prioritize safety.  

• Engineering – Making physical improvements to the streetscape and built environment that decrease 
the risk of injury from motor vehicles or provide more pedestrian/bike facilities. 

• Encouragement – Using events and activities to encourage walking, biking, and physical activity.  
Encouragement activities can include new partnerships with groups in the community to build 
activities like walking school buses, walk-to-school events, biking incentives, and active transportation 
events.  Encouragement activities should effectively influence children from different backgrounds to 
embrace walking and biking.  

• Education – Teaching students and community members about the broad range of transportation 
choices includes ensuring they have the skills and knowledge to stay safe while walking and biking. 
This education also extends to parents and community members by promoting safe driving practices 
in and around schools—such as within parking lots, at crosswalks, and in school zones—as well as 
throughout the rest of the City. In addition, this effort includes working with law enforcement on 
interactions with individuals they pull over or ticket, helping to communicate the reasons why 
different traffic laws are in place and reinforcing safe behaviors. 
 

7.2 Action Plan, Implementation Steps, and Evaluation 
Table 5 provides a SRTS Action Plan for Syringa Elementary School that identifies key issues from data 
collection and outreach activities, along with recommended strategies to address them. Separately, the 
City is advancing a project at the Hiline Road/Pearl Street/El Rancho Boulevard intersection to construct 
a traffic signal with dedicated turn lanes, replacing the existing all-way stop. Hiline Road will be widened 
approaching the intersection to accommodate additional lanes, and storm drainage facilities will be 
installed. Sidewalks, curbs, gutters, and pedestrian ramps will also be replaced to improve ADA 
compliance, and the project is ready to proceed to the construction phase. Improvements such as this 
complement the SRTS Action Plan and support the school’s SRTS Team and partners in enhancing the 
safety of students walking and biking to and from the school. 

For each strategy, the following are identified:  

• Recommended strategy or steps 
• Lead group/agency responsible for leading implementation of the strategy 
• A potential funding source (if applicable) 
• An implementation timeframe 
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• Follow up steps to evaluate the progress of the recommended strategies 

Strategy Implementation Lead 

The strategy implementation lead who is identified in the Action Plan is often dictated by the type of 
strategy being implemented and the location of the recommended strategy and potential funding 
sources. The table is intended to serve as a planning tool and does not represent an actual assignment or 
responsibility. In general, infrastructure within public roadways near the school may involve the City of 
Pocatello, ITD, or another public agency, while improvements on school property are typically led by the 
school district. School-specific procedures, policies, and staff arrangements are generally led by the 
school. 

Implementation Timeframe 

The implementation timeframe of each strategy was identified based on the level of priority of the issue 
as well as the level of effort and/or funding that would be required to implement the strategy. Strategies 
identified as near-term are those that are either urgent, because of regulations or the criticality of the 
issue, or those that require minimal effort to implement. Strategies identified for long-term 
implementation are those that should go through a formal evaluation and planning process to implement 
and may require input from a larger stakeholder group than those identified in the SRTS Stakeholders 
Team. Any strategy requiring a significant infrastructure investment is identified for long-term 
implementation.  

Follow Up 

The Follow Up column in the Action Plan identifies a method that the SRTS Team can pursue to follow up 
with or evaluate the progress and effectiveness of the recommended strategy or set of strategies. As 
noted in the implementation timeframe discussion, it will be important to evaluate the effectiveness of 
some strategies to know whether additional or more drastic strategies need to be pursued to address the 
issue.  

Two key tools to support follow-up and evaluation are the Parent Survey and Student Travel Tally that 
were conducted during this study. These tools can help quantitatively track progress of SRTS efforts at 
the school by tracking actual student walking and biking numbers, as well as parent perceptions of walking 
and biking over time. Ideally, as more SRTS strategies are implemented and a SRTS culture is built at the 
school and in the City, the Student Travel Tally should reflect positive results with a greater percentage 
of students reporting walking and biking to/from school. Similarly, positive results could be reflected in 
the Parent Survey by having fewer parents indicate that they would never be comfortable letting their 
students walk or bike to/from school and having fewer parents indicate concerns with the safety of 
walking and biking on the survey. As such, the SRTS team should consider conducting these two surveys 
annually as strategies from the SRTS Action Plan are implemented.   
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1 The City has a combination of missing sidewalks and gaps 
within the existing sidewalk network, as well as segments 
in disrepair that no longer provide safe or accessible 
routes for pedestrians. These missing segments and 
deteriorated areas are widespread and create consistent 
safety concerns for those walking, particularly along key 
travel routes. Although the City has a sidewalk ordinance 
stating that property owners are legally responsible for 
constructing, repairing, and maintaining the sidewalks 
abutting their property, stakeholders noted that it is 
rarely enforced, contributing to ongoing gaps, 
deterioration, and a significant need for system-wide 
improvement. 
 
  

Design and implement a small-
scale pilot program to test a 
cost-sharing sidewalk repair 
initiative.  

X X X X X 

• City 
• Home Owner 
Associations 
(HOAs) (if 
applicable) 

• Child Pedestrian 
Safety Program 
• Transportation 
Alternatives 
Program 
• City 
• Idaho Office of 
Highway Safety  

• Near-Term  
  - Resident education 
program 
  - Sidewalk 
installation/repair 
prioritization  
 
• Mid-Term 
  - Develop a cost-sharing 
program 
  - Implement a small-scale 
cost-sharing pilot program  

• Implement a pilot program 
and build a long-term program 
based on its results  
• Ensure educational materials 
are developed and 
disseminated to residents 
regarding the existing sidewalk 
ordinance and any adopted 
programs regarding sidewalk 
maintenance and installation 
• Ensure that a sidewalk 
installation/repair prioritization 
strategy is developed and 
implemented at the City 
• Continue to assess the needs 
and prioritization of sidewalks 
throughout the City 

Develop a Sidewalk Maintenance 
Responsibility Education 
Campaign to educate residents 
on:  
 
• Importance of having sidewalks 
in good repair throughout the 
City 
• The existing City ordinance 
Develop a Sidewalk Maintenance 
Cost Sharing Program Initiative 
  
Develop a sidewalk installation 
and repair prioritization strategy 
that focuses on routes students 
use to travel to and from school. 

Implement sidewalk 
improvements in prioritized 
areas first, ensuring that 
sidewalk buffers and other forms 
of separation from vehicles are 
strongly considered.  

2 Existing sidewalk connectivity is limited throughout the 
City, which limits where pedestrians and bicyclists can 
travel safely.  

Conduct a sidewalk inventory 
and gap analysis and prioritize 
specific high-demand areas (i.e., 
schools and parks) and 
implement the 
recommendations from this 
analysis. 
 
Sidewalk buffers should be 
considered in the design of new 
sidewalks or when sidewalks are 
repaired/replaced if feasible. 

X X X   

• City • Child Pedestrian 
Safety Program 
• Transportation 
Alternatives 
Program 
• City 
• Idaho Office of 
Highway Safety 

• Near-Term • Ensure the sidewalk gap 
analysis is completed 
• Ensure recommendations are 
implemented starting with the 
prioritized areas 
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3 Curb ramps are missing throughout the City. Some 
notable locations include: 

• Taney Ln & Park Ave 
• Myrl St, between Willard and Pershing 
• Verdugo St, west of El Rancho Blvd 
• La Brea St, west of El Rancho Blvd 
• La Brea St, between Santa Anita and El Rancho 
• La Brea St & Santa Anita Ave 
• Hollman Ave, near Lavine Dr 

Conduct a curb ramp inventory 
and develop/adopt a 
prioritization schedule that takes 
into account specific high-
demand areas (i.e., schools and 
parks) . 

X X X   

• City • Child Pedestrian 
Safety Program 
• Transportation 
Alternatives 
Program 
• City 
• Idaho Office of 
Highway Safety 

Near-Term: 
• Curb ramp inventory and 
prioritization  
 
Mid-Term: 
• Install prioritized curb 
ramps 
• Adopt City curb ramp 
policy 
 
Long-term: 
• Install remaining curb 
ramps throughout the City 

• Ensure curb ramp inventory 
analysis is completed 
• Ensure prioritized curb ramps 
are initially installed at 
prioritized locations and then 
at all other locations 
• Ensure that a City curb ramp 
policy is adopted 

Install curb ramps based on 
prioritization criteria, ensuring 
the most critical areas are 
addressed first 
Update typical section 
recommendations outlining 
sidewalk design, buffer 
requirements, ADA requirements 
and bicycle lane requirements 
 

4 Limited marked pedestrian crossings on high-volume 
streets and intersections contribute to unsafe pedestrian 
mobility by limiting safe crossing opportunities for 
students. Some notable locations include:  

• Hiline Rd & Pearl St 
• Quinn Rd (US-91) & Hurley Dr 
• Yellowstone Ave (US-91) & Pole Line Rd 
• Yellowstone Ave (US-91) & TJ Maxx access 
• Eastpointe Dr & Hiline Rd 
• Meadowbrook Ln & Hiline Rd 
• Pershing Ave & Chapel Rd 
• Griffith Rd & Veda Ave 
• Griffith Rd & Willard Ave 
• Hiline Rd & Wall St 

Conduct crosswalk gap analysis 
to understand the need for 
marked pedestrian crossings in 
specific locations and prioritize 
those locations. 

X X X   

• City • Child Pedestrian 
Safety Program 
• Transportation 
Alternatives 
Program 
• City 
• School District 
• Idaho Office of 
Highway Safety 

• Near-Term: 
  - Complete crosswalk gap 
analysis  
  - Install prioritized crossings 
and treatments 
 
• Mid-Term: 
  - Install remaining 
identified pedestrian 
crossings 

• Ensure crosswalk gap analysis 
and prioritization is completed 
• Complete evaluation of 
crossing treatments at each 
identified location 
• Ensure identified crossings 
and treatments are designed 
and installed 
• Observe/document if 
pedestrians are using the 
crossings to ensure adequate 
placement, convenience, and 
usability 

Based on the results from the 
crosswalk gap analysis, evaluate 
different pedestrian crossing 
treatments at each of the 
identified locations (i.e., marked 
crosswalk, RRFB, PHB, traffic 
signal, crossing guards) to help 
increase safety and comfort 
walking and biking around the 
City. 
Install recommended pedestrian 
crossings, treatments and 
buffers at identified locations. 
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5 Vehicle speeding concerns around the City, particularly 
within the project study area and near the school. 
Locations include: 
 

• Hiline Rd 
• Griffith Rd 
• Pearl St 
• Yellowstone Ave (US-91) 

  

Work with local law enforcement 
to increase enforcement in areas 
experiencing excess speeding, 
and implement traffic calming 
measures—such as speed humps 
and chicanes—to reduce vehicle 
speeds and discourage cut-
through traffic, particularly on 
Pearl St and Griffith Rd.  

X X  X X 

• City • City 
• Idaho Office of 
Highway Safety 
• Transportation 
Alternatives Non-
Infrastructure 

• Near-Term 
   - Speed enforcement 
 
• Midterm 
  - Complete speed studies 
  - Determine which 
treatments might be feasible 
for reducing speeding (i.e. 
install speed humps or 
chicanes)   

• Complete the speed studies 
and review the findings 
• Ensure speed study 
recommendations are 
considered and implemented 
where feasible 
• Ensure law enforcement is 
regularly conducting traffic 
enforcement within the school 
zone 
• Communicate regularly with 
law enforcement to 
understand how things are 
going 
• Conduct follow up speed 
study to see if conditions have 
improved 

Conduct speed studies in priority 
areas, particularly near schools, 
and implement the resulting 
recommendations. 

Develop a campaign to educate 
drivers on the dangers of 
speeding, including speeding 
through school zones. 

 
6 

Encourage students who can walk/bike to school and to 
walk/bike to other events around town (i.e., sports 
practice/games, music lessons). 

Develop a program that provides 
incentives for walking/biking to 
school or using alternative 
modes of travel around town. 

   X X 

• City 
• SICOG 
• Bannock 
Transportation 
Planning 
Organization 
(BTPO)  

• Child Pedestrian 
Safety Program 
• City  
• Transportation 
Alternatives Non-
Infrastructure 

• Near-term: 
  - Develop incentives 
program 
  - Conduct educational 
campaign 
 
• Ongoing: 
  - Conduct bike rodeos 

• Ensure incentive program is 
developed and implemented 
• Conduct annual school survey 
to see if walking, biking, or 
other alternative mode usage 
has increased 
• Conduct bike rodeos on a 
recurring basis 

Conduct education campaigns to 
inform residents of the benefits 
of alternative modes of travel 
and encourage people to be 
more active. 
Conduct bike rodeos for 
elementary and middle school 
students periodically to teach 
them how to bike safely. 
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7 Limited bicycle infrastructure and connectivity  Complete/update a 
bicycle/pedestrian plan to 
identify corridors that are 
appropriate for kids to ride their 
bikes to and from school or other 
destination areas in the City. 

X X X  X 

• City 
• BTPO 

• City 
• ITD 
• Idaho Office of 
Highway Safety 
• Transportation 
Alternatives Non-
Infrastructure 
 
 

• Mid-Term • Ensure bicycle and pedestrian 
infrastructure is the result of 
strategic study areas chosen as 
appropriate corridors to ride a 
bike or walk 

8 Implement tools to track progress of SRTS efforts at the 
school by tracking walking and biking numbers as well as 
parent perceptions of walking and biking over time. 

Conduct annual student travel 
tallies and parent surveys. 

X X    

• School 
• SICOG 
 

• City 
• Transportation 
Alternatives Non-
Infrastructure 
 
 

• Ongoing • Continue to conduct these 
surveys as a measure of SRTS 
implementation success 

9 Restrict heavy vehicle traffic on the following roadways: 
• Pearl St 
• Griffith Rd 

Restrict heavy vehicle traffic on 
Pearl Street and Griffith Road, 
allowing access only for heavy 
vehicles making specific 
deliveries.  

  X  X 

• City 
 

• City 
 

• Near-Term: 
Implement heavy vehicle 
restriction signs 
• Ongoing: 
Enforcement 

• Make sure law enforcement 
is prioritizing enforcement 
efforts in areas where 
violations are most common 
and safety risks are highest. 
 
• Make sure signs are 
implemented and installed 
correctly  

Install roadway signage to clearly 
communicate the restriction, 
such as “No Thru Trucks.” 
Collaborate with law 
enforcement to enforce the 
restriction and educate heavy 
vehicle drivers on compliance. 
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10 Promote and support an active lifestyle for all members of 
the community. 

As improvements are made, 
implement a campaign that 
focuses on creating 
opportunities for regular physical 
activity through safe, accessible 
infrastructure, inclusive 
programming, and community-
wide initiatives that foster long-
term health and well-being. 

 X  X X 

• City 
• BTPO 

• City 
• Transportation 
Alternatives Non-
Infrastructure 
 

• Ongoing • Continue to do education 
campaigns to educate the 
community on the benefits of a 
healthy and active lifestyle  

11 Potential safety concern due to the lack of barriers along 
the canal, increasing exposure to fall hazards. 
 

Conduct study to assess lack of 
barriers around the canal. 

X X X   

• City • City 
• Child Pedestrian 
Safety Program 

• Near-Term  
  - Conduct the assessment 
 
• Mid-term 
  - Design and implement 
barriers 

• Evaluate effectiveness of 
implemented barriers 
• Continue evaluating needs 
for barriers along waterways 
and ditches to ensure some 
buffer between pedestrians 
and waterways 

Based on priority areas that 
come from the study, install 
barriers around the canal in 
areas of high pedestrian usage to 
prevent pedestrians from 
accidentally falling into the canal. 

12 Sight visibility and path obstruction concerns due to trees, 
shrubs, posts, mailboxes, hydrants and other items in and 
overhanging onto sidewalks. 

Work with city maintenance 
personnel to assess obstructions 
in and around the sidewalks 
limiting accessibility and visibility 
(i.e., blocking road signs, limited 
visibility around a curve, posts, 
hydrants and tree roots in the 
middle of the sidewalk). 

X  X   

• City 
• School 

 • Near-Term: 
  - Complete assessment of 
potential obstructions  
  - Establish a regular 
maintenance program for 
pruning foliage 
 
• Long-Term: 
  - Remove/relocate items in 
the sidewalk 
 
• Ongoing: 
  - Prune/cut back foliage  

• Ensure assessment of 
obstructions is completed 
• Ensure these areas are 
regularly evaluated and pruned 
to maintain better sight 
visibility 
• Assess the feasibility of 
removing/relocating items in 
the sidewalk Establish a maintenance program 

to regularly assess sight visibility 
at specific locations and ensure 
foliage is cut back to provide 
better sight visibility. 
Remove/relocate various items 
that obstruct mobility on the 
sidewalks (i.e., posts, mailboxes, 
poles). 
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7.3 Funding Sources for SRTS Implementation  
Some of the strategies – mainly those identified as engagement, encouragement, and education 
strategies – do not necessarily require funding to implement, as they are largely strategies related to 
processes, coordination, and partnerships. However, some of the strategies, including most of the 
engineering strategies, will likely require some source of funding to implement.  

There are a variety of potential funding sources to support the implementation of the strategies identified 
in the Action Plan. Similar to the identification of the strategy lead for implementation, the identification 
of the potential funding source is largely driven by the location of the strategy; for example, any strategy 
involving a public roadway will have to be pursued by the City of Pocatello, ITD, or by another public 
agency, while any strategy involving infrastructure within school property will be the responsibility of the 
School District. Based on the identification of the ‘Potential Funding Source’ in the Action Plan (Table 5), 
the following funding sources may be available and can be pursued by the SRTS Stakeholder Team 
partners when applicable. 

 

Federal/State 

Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) 

Who from the SRTS team 
would be eligible to pursue:  

City of Pocatello, ITD 

Type of SRTS activity this 
might support:  

Larger capital projects on public roadways to address known safety 
challenges 

HSIP is a federally funded program aimed at eliminating Fatal and Serious Injury (Type A) crashes on the 
roadway system. Local Highway Jurisdictions (LHJs) receive approximately $11M of the State’s HSIP funds 
through the Local Highway Safety Improvement Program (LHSIP), administered through LHTAC. LHJs with 
at least one Fatal or Serious Injury (Type A) crash in a rolling five-year window are eligible for the LHSIP. 
Qualifying LHJs are identified by LHTAC annually and a list is published on the LHSIP webpage. This 
federally funded program requires a local match. 

HSIP in Idaho is administered by ITD, specifically through its Division of Highways. Within ITD, the Office 
of Highway Safety manages certain aspects of HSIP, including behavioral safety initiatives and related 
grants.  

More information on the HSIP programming process is found in the HSIP (Idaho) 2024 Report 
(https://highways.dot.gov/sites/fhwa.dot.gov/files/2025-03/HSIP_Report_IDAHO_2024_508_0.pdf) and 
the LHSIP page on LHTAC’s website (https://lhtac.org/programs/lhsip/). 

 

Idaho Office of Highway Safety (OHS) 

Who from the SRTS team 
would be eligible to pursue:  

City of Pocatello, ITD 

https://highways.dot.gov/sites/fhwa.dot.gov/files/2025-03/HSIP_Report_IDAHO_2024_508_0.pdf
https://lhtac.org/programs/lhsip/
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Type of SRTS activity this 
might support:  

Bicycle rodeos, community-based groups, awareness and outreach 

The Idaho Transportation Department Office of Highway Safety administers the Federal Highway Safety 
Grant Program, which is funded by federal formula grants. The goal of the program is to eliminate death 
and serious injuries resulting from motor vehicle crashes by implementing programs designed to address 
and change driver behavior. The purpose of the program is to provide grant funding at the state and 
community level for a highway safety program that addresses Idaho’s own unique circumstances and 
particular highway safety needs. Any use of funds must support data-driven state traffic safety goals and 
highway safety countermeasures. 

The ITD OHS provides grant funding for efforts addressing specific behavior-related traffic safety priority 
areas. These include: Impaired Driving, Aggressive Driving, Distracted Driving, Occupant Protection, 
Bicycle, Pedestrian, Motorcycle Safety, Youthful Drivers, and Traffic Records. Grants may be awarded for 
assisting OHS in targeting traffic safety deficiencies, expansion of an ongoing activity, or development of 
a new program or intervention. 

To apply for a OHS grant, review the Grant Procedure Manual as well as the grant opportunities page 
both stored here: https://itd.idaho.gov/safety/ 

 

Regional 

Child Pedestrian Safety Program (CPS) 

Who from the SRTS team 
would be eligible to pursue:  

City of Pocatello, ITD 

Type of SRTS activity this 
might support:  

Infrastructure projects to support child pedestrian safety 

On March 31, 2023, Senate Bill 1189 was signed, a funding bill for local transportation in Idaho.  The bill 
is part of the “Leading Idaho” plan. The bill provides $10 million for the CPS program. LHTAC will 
administer the CPS Program. Eligible projects must be related to maintenance, and address safety and 
mobility.  This application will be funded by the balance of CPS funds available after funding all 
applications as directed by the LHTAC from the April 2023 Council Meeting. 

Eligible projects include but are not limited to:  

• Paths/sidewalks along or adjacent to an existing roadway 
• Connecting sidewalks/paths between two terminal points  
• ADA ramps 
• Pedestrian crossing facilities across an existing roadway, including signing and/or signalization 
• Paving an existing pathway 

More information regarding the CPS program and funding are here: https://lhtac.org/wordpress/wp-
content/uploads/2023/09/2023-Children-Pedestrian-Application_final_fillable.pdf, 
https://lhtac.org/programs/cps/,   

 

https://itd.idaho.gov/safety/
https://lhtac.org/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2023/09/2023-Children-Pedestrian-Application_final_fillable.pdf
https://lhtac.org/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2023/09/2023-Children-Pedestrian-Application_final_fillable.pdf
https://lhtac.org/programs/cps/
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Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Funding 

Who from the SRTS team 
would be eligible to pursue:  

City of Pocatello, ITD, Chubbuck School District 

Type of SRTS activity this 
might support:  

Infrastructure projects to support SRTS efforts  

The purpose of TAP funding is to provide for a variety of alternative transportation projects and to 
advance ITD’s strategic goals of Mobility, Safety and Economic Opportunity.  The TAP program provides 
funding for programs and projects defined as transportation alternatives, including on- and off-road 
pedestrian and bicycle facilities, infrastructure projects for improving non-driver access to public 
transportation and enhanced mobility, and Safe Routes to School educational projects.  Idaho has funding 
for sidewalks, bikeways, trails, Safe Routes to School, and more through the TAP. Bicycling, and walking 
projects including sidewalks, crosswalks, bike lanes, SRTS projects (both construction and programming) 
and recreational trails are all eligible for transportation alternatives funding and is what the funding is 
primarily used for. Other eligible projects include historic preservation; vegetation management; 
archaeological activities; turnouts, overlooks and viewing areas; environmental mitigation; and 
streetscape improvements related to other TAP projects.  

Approximately $7.5M is available each year with up to 95% going toward infrastructure projects and the 
rest funding non-infrastructure SRTS projects.  The $7.5M annual funding allocation is based from the IIJA 
Act. 

The Bipartisan Infrastructure Law incentivizes states to provide technical assistance. The State DOT can 
assist with project implementation, including environmental review, planning, design, permits, and 
project management. The state can now use 5% of its Transportation Alternatives funding to provide 
technical assistance to potential applicants and Transportation Alternatives recipients. This year (2025), 
Idaho has $349,966 available to spend on technical assistance - either in-house within the DOT or 
contracted out to other agencies, organizations, or companies. Eligible entities can also ask ITD to apply 
for or with them. This provision was put in for small communities that do not have the capacity to produce 
a competitive application on their own. 

TAP resources, applications and additional SRTS information and funding opportunities can be found at: 
https://lhtac.org/programs/tap/tap_resources/ 

 

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Non-Infrastructure (NI) Funding 

Who from the SRTS team 
would be eligible to pursue:  

City of Pocatello 

Type of SRTS activity this 
might support:  

Non-infrastructure activities to support SRTS efforts  

The TAP Non-infrastructure Program is a subsidiary of TAP and funds non-infrastructure activities aimed 
at enforcement and/or educating the public about safely walking or biking to school. 

Eligible Jurisdictions – Local sub-divisions of government (this includes law enforcement agencies), 
regional transportation authorities, transit agencies, natural resource or public land agencies, school 

https://lhtac.org/programs/tap/tap_resources/
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districts, tribal governments, metropolitan planning organizations, nonprofit entities, any local or regional 
agency with responsibility or oversight of transportation or trails, and state governments at the request 
of any of the other listed agencies. 

Eligible Projects – School zone enforcement grants, or Safe Routes to School programs for a geographic 
area of Idaho. 

TAP(NI) resources, applications and additional SRTS information and funding opportunities can be found 
at: https://lhtac.org/programs/tap/tap_resources/ 

7.4 Implementation Resources and SRTS Program Examples 
SRTS Guide on Sidewalks 

The "Sidewalks" section of the SRTS Guide emphasizes the critical role of sidewalks in ensuring safe and 
accessible routes for children walking to school. It outlines best practices for sidewalk design, including 
recommended widths, the importance of buffers between sidewalks and roadways, and considerations 
for accommodating all users, including those with disabilities. The guide advocates for sidewalks that are 
continuous, well-maintained, and integrated into the broader pedestrian infrastructure to promote safety 
and encourage walking among students. 

Additionally, the guide discusses the significance of sidewalk placement and connectivity, highlighting 
that sidewalks should be present on both sides of the street, especially in areas with higher traffic 
volumes. It also addresses the need for proper maintenance to prevent hazards such as cracks or 
obstructions that could impede pedestrian movement. By adhering to these guidelines, communities can 
create safer and more inviting walking environments for students, thereby supporting the overarching 
goals of the SRTS program. More information can be found on the SRTS website: 
http://guide.saferoutesinfo.org/engineering/sidewalks.cfm. 

 

High Visibility Crosswalks with Art – Example from Tallahassee, Florida 

Elementary and middle schools in Tallahassee, Florida have partnered with local non-profits to increase 
the visibility of crosswalks adjacent to schools through art and engagement with students. The program, 
Crosswalks to Classrooms, partners local artists with schools in order to increase the visibility of 
crosswalks near to schools and make the crosswalks more desirable for students to use. Their website 
provides some data from the 2022 Asphalt Art Safety Study on the effects to crash rates and severity 
when adding art to crosswalks to promote safety. Information on the Crosswalks to Classrooms program 
can be found at: https://kccitallahassee.com/project/crosswalkstoclassrooms/ . 

 

Keeping Sidewalks Clear Campaigns – Example Flyers 

A consistent challenge to walking and biking that was observed around the City was obstructions on 
sidewalks along the walking and biking routes throughout the City. This included temporary obstructions 
like trash bins or more consistent obstructions like overgrown plants/weeds and rocks on the sidewalks. 
The following promotional or information materials have been used in other places to help educate and 
remind residents of these laws and support unobstructed sidewalks and bicycle lanes. 

https://lhtac.org/programs/tap/tap_resources/
http://guide.saferoutesinfo.org/engineering/sidewalks.cfm
https://kccitallahassee.com/project/crosswalkstoclassrooms/
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SRTS Advocacy and Information to Parents 

It will be essential to have parents and guardians informed and support the school or City’s effort to 
elevate walking, bicycling, and scootering as a method of transportation to and from school. Below are 
some materials and information that the school or City might reference to support parent engagement 
in SRTS efforts. 

Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center (PBIC) – Case Study Compendium 

The PBIC Case Study Compendium contains a collection of brief, original case studies developed by the 
PBIC and the Association of Pedestrian and Bicycle Professionals (APBP). The case studies in the 
compendium are categorized into different sections depending on the main activity that the community 
initiative involved, including comprehensive, education, engineering, encouragement, planning, and 
other. 
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SRTS Engagement Notice 

 



 

 

APPENDIX A – STUDENT TRAVEL TALLY



 

 

Syringa Elementary School 

Teacher Last Name Day Time Weather Student Tally Walk Bike School Bus Family Vehicle Carpool Transit Other 
Bayliss Tues AM Overcast 17 1 0 5 10 0 0 1 
Bayliss Tues PM Sunny 17 4 0 7 6 0 0 0 
Bayliss Wed AM Overcast 18 2 1 4 9 2 0 0 
Bayliss Wed PM Overcast 18 3 1 8 4 1 0 1 
Bayliss Thurs AM Rainy 18 2 0 4 10 1 0 1 
Bayliss Thurs PM  18 4 0 6 8 0 0 0 
Briscoe Tues AM Overcast 17 2 1 0 13 1 0 0 
Briscoe Tues PM Sunny 17 3 1 2 10 1 0 0 
Briscoe Wed AM Sunny 17 3 2 1 10 1 0 0 
Briscoe Wed PM Overcast 17 2 2 2 9 1 0 1 
Briscoe Thurs AM Overcast 17 1 1 1 13 1 0 0 
Briscoe Thurs PM Overcast 17 3 1 3 9 1 0 0 
Corrington Tues AM Overcast 22 2 1 4 14 1 0 0 
Corrington Tues PM Overcast 22 3 1 9 9 0 0 0 
Corrington Wed AM Overcast 22 2 1 4 14 1 0 0 
Corrington Wed PM Overcast 22 3 1 9 9 0 0 0 
Corrington Thurs AM Overcast 21 2 1 4 13 1 0 0 
Corrington Thurs PM Overcast 21 2 1 7 11 0 0 0 
Durrant Tues AM Overcast 20 4 1 1 13 1 0 0 
Durrant Tues PM Sunny 19 7 1 5 6 0 0 0 
Durrant Wed AM Overcast 21 5 1 1 13 1 0 0 
Durrant Wed PM Overcast 19 6 1 4 8 0 0 0 
Durrant Thurs AM Snow 20 3 0 1 15 1 0 0 
Durrant Thurs PM Overcast 21 6 0 5 10 0 0 0 
Germain  Tues AM Rainy 14 1 0 2 11 0 0 0 
Germain  Tues PM Overcast 13 1 0 2 9 1 0 0 
Germain  Wed AM Overcast 14 0 0 3 11 0 0 0 
Germain  Wed PM Overcast 14 1 0 3 10 0 0 0 
Germain  Thurs AM Overcast 16 1 0 2 13 0 0 0 
Germain  Thurs PM Overcast 16 1 0 3 12 0 0 0 
Gulden Tues AM Overcast 18 3 0 3 12 0 0 0 
Gulden Tues PM Overcast 15 3 0 7 5 0 0 0 



 

 

Gulden Wed AM Overcast 18 3 0 3 12 0 0 0 
Gulden Wed PM Overcast 15 3 0 7 5 0 0 0 
Gulden Thurs AM Overcast 17 3 0 2 12 0 0 0 
Gulden Thurs PM Overcast 16 3 0 3 8 2 0 0 
Haskett Tues AM Overcast 14 4 0 2 8 0 0 0 
Haskett Tues PM Sunny 14 2 0 2 10 0 0 0 
Haskett Wed AM Overcast 14 3 0 0 11 0 0 0 
Haskett Wed PM Overcast 14 3 0 2 9 0 0 0 
Haskett Thurs AM Overcast 14 3 0 2 9 0 0 0 
Haskett Thurs PM Overcast 14 2 0 2 10 0 0 0 
Jacobs Tues AM Overcast 17 4 0 7 3 3 0 0 
Jacobs Tues PM Sunny 16 4 0 6 6 0 0 0 
Jacobs Wed AM Sunny 18 3 0 5 7 3 0 0 
Jacobs Wed PM Overcast 18 4 0 8 4 0 0 1 
Jacobs Thurs AM Rainy 18 3 0 6 8 1 0 0 
Jacobs Thurs PM Overcast 18 4 0 8 6 0 0 0 
Jones Tues AM Overcast 20 2 0 2 15 1 0 0 
Jones Tues PM Overcast 20 4 0 5 11 0 0 0 
Jones Wed AM Overcast 19 3 0 2 13 1 0 0 
Jones Wed PM Overcast 19 5 0 5 9 0 0 0 
Jones Thurs AM Rainy 20 4 0 2 13 1 0 0 
Jones Thurs PM Overcast 20 4 0 5 11 0 0 0 
Mann Tues AM Overcast 19 2 0 3 14 0 0 0 
Mann Tues PM Overcast 17 3 0 5 9 0 0 0 
Mann Wed AM Overcast 21 3 0 3 15 0 0 0 
Mann Wed PM Overcast 21 5 0 5 10 0 0 1 
Mann Thurs AM Overcast 21 3 0 3 15 0 0 0 
Mann Thurs PM Overcast 21 6 0 5 10 0 0 0 
McOmber Tues AM Overcast 21 5 1 5 9 1 0 0 
McOmber Tues PM Sunny 21 5 1 6 7 2 0 0 
McOmber Wed AM Overcast 20 4 1 5 9 1 0 0 
McOmber Wed PM Overcast 21 5 1 7 6 2 0 0 
McOmber Thurs AM Overcast 21 5 1 4 10 1 0 0 
McOmber Thurs PM Overcast 21 5 1 7 6 2 0 0 



 

 

Moore Tues AM Overcast 22 2 0 2 18 0 0 0 
Moore Tues PM Overcast 22 2 0 6 12 2 0 0 
Moore Wed AM Overcast 22 2 0 2 18 0 0 0 
Moore Wed PM Overcast 22 2 0 4 13 3 0 0 
Moore Thurs AM Rainy 22 2 0 2 18 0 0 0 
Moore Thurs PM Overcast 22 2 0 4 14 2 0 0 
Phillips Tues AM Overcast 10 0 0 4 6 0 0 0 
Phillips Tues PM Overcast 10 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 
Phillips Wed AM Overcast 8 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 
Phillips Wed PM Overcast 10 0 0 6 4 0 0 0 
Phillips Thurs AM Overcast 10 0 0 6 4 0 0 0 
Phillips Thurs PM Snow 9 0 0 5 4 0 0 0 
Ryner Tues AM Sunny 15 2 1 1 11 0 0 0 
Ryner Tues PM Sunny 15 2 1 1 11 0 0 0 
Ryner Wed AM Overcast 16 2 2 1 11 0 0 0 
Ryner Wed PM Overcast 16 4 2 1 9 0 0 0 
Ryner Thurs AM Rainy 15 2 1 1 11 0 0 0 
Ryner Thurs PM Overcast 15 3 1 1 10 0 0 0 
Smith Tues AM Overcast 8 0 0 2 6 0 0 0 
Smith Tues PM Overcast 8 0 0 3 5 0 0 0 
Smith Wed AM Overcast 7 0 0 2 5 0 0 0 
Smith Wed PM Overcast 8 0 0 2 6 0 0 0 
Smith Thurs AM Rainy 6 0 0 1 5 0 0 0 
Smith Thurs PM Rainy 6 0 0 1 5 0 0 0 
Stein Tues AM Overcast 21 1 0 0 20 0 0 0 
Stein Tues PM Overcast 21 1 0 5 15 0 0 0 
Stein Wed AM Overcast 21 1 0 0 20 0 0 0 
Stein Wed PM Overcast 21 2 0 5 14 0 0 0 
Stein Thurs AM Rainy 20 1 0 0 20 0 0 0 
Stein Thurs PM  20 2 0 5 13 0 0 0 
Tonks Tues AM Overcast 16 1 0 0 13 2 0 0 
Tonks Tues PM Overcast 16 2 0 5 8 1 0 0 
Tonks Wed AM Overcast 16 1 0 0 13 2 0 0 
Tonks Wed PM Overcast 16 2 0 5 8 1 0 0 



 

 

Tonks Thurs AM Rainy 16 1 0 0 13 2 0 0 
Tonks Thurs PM Overcast 16 2 0 5 8 1 0 0 
Vasquez Tues AM Overcast 19 4 1 3 10 1 0 0 
Vasquez Tues PM Overcast 19 6 1 6 6 0 0 0 
Vasquez Wed AM Overcast 19 4 1 2 11 1 0 0 
Vasquez Wed PM Overcast 19 5 1 6 7 0 0 0 
Vasquez Thurs AM Snow 17 3 0 2 11 1 0 0 
Vasquez Thurs PM Snow 18 5 0 6 7 0 0 0 



 

 

APPENDIX B – RESULTS OF THE PARENT SURVEY
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APPENDIX C – PARENT LETTER



 

 

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL STUDY 
Syringa Elementary School 

Pocatello, Idaho 
 

 
 
Syringa Elementary School is taking part in a Safe Routes to School study to encourage more 
students to walk or bike to school safely. As part of this project, we will look at past traffic 
accident information to better understand how cars, bikes, and pedestrians interact near our 
school. This will help us identify areas that may need extra attention to improve safety. 
 
We are also asking parents to complete a short survey. The survey helps us learn how students 
currently get to and from school and what challenges families may face that make walking or 
biking difficult. The survey is available in both English and Spanish. 
 
Parents can complete the survey by scanning the QR code below. Please submit all survey 
responses by April 30, 2026. Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts. Your input 
is very important, and we’re excited to learn how we can make getting to school safer for our 
students! 
 

English Survey 

 
  

Spanish Survey 

 
  



 

 

APPENDIX D – SYRINGA TRANSPORTATION INFORMATION



 

 

Syringa Transportation Information 
 

Boundary Map: See SD25 website 
Location of exits: Main entrance on West Side of building near Veda St.  
  Rear exits on East side of the building facing Hiline Rd.  
Bike Racks: West Side of building near Veda St. 
Bus Arrival (Breakfast begins) - 7:25 AM 
1st bell rings – 7:55 AM 
School Day begins - 8:00 AM 
End of School Day - 1:15 PM (Monday) 2:15 (Tuesday – Thursday) 
Bus Departure – 12:50 (Special Programs Bus Monday) 1:50 (Special Programs Bus Tuesday - 
Thursday)  
  All other busses 1:22 (Monday) 2:22 (Tuesday – Friday) 
 
Number of busses – 2 special program busses 4 Standard Transportation busses 
Bus pickup/drop off location – West Side of building on Veda Ave. 
Drop Off/Pick up procedures- Those being dropped of are dropped off in the “car corral”. Two aides 
manage traffic at both pick up and drop off. Those waiting to be picked up wait with their grade levels 
until they are called by the aides to approach their vehicles.  
Those walking are allowed to exit with their grade levels. They meet at the “meeting spot” then head 
home as quickly as possible.  
Some parents come to pick up their children and walk with them, they wait outside of the fence until their 
child comes to them.  
Learners may not arrive any sooner than 7:25 AM. Learners must be picked up, or off school grounds by 
2:45 PM.  
All learners are required to use the crosswalk.  
 
Crossing Agreement – 1 crossing guard on Griffith Rd.  to Willard Ave. intersection. Managed by PPD, 
manned by a parent volunteer. She arrives at 7:25 each morning and leaves at 8:05. In the afternoon she 
arrives at.  
After School Programs – Not applicable. All learners that participate in afterschool programs must have 
transportation. They are not permitted to walk/bike.  
Enrollment By Grade:  
 Kinder:  45 
 1st : 45 
 2nd : 45 
 3rd : 49 
 4th : 61 
 5th : 58 
 Special Programs ~ 25 
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