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Notes from Walk Audit at Vaughan-Steffensrud Elementary 

This walk audit was held at 11am on 11/24/21. The following people were in attendance: Jim 

Johnson, Larry Folstad, Vern Manner, Jessica Davis, Shelly Lappi, Tammy Nevalainen, and Whitney 

Ridlon. The audit was led by Russell Habermann. 

 

The group walked the above route in a counterclockwise fashion. They stopped four times to talk 

about the walking experience. Below are notes from each of the four stops. 

Stop 1: There aren’t sidewalks on this section, forcing people to walk in the street. Education about 

walking on the side of the road facing traffic (left side) was mentioned. It was noted that maybe off-

street parking could be relocated northward to lessen interaction with students walking or biking to 

school. Curb ramps were not available on some of the sidewalks in this area, which makes it difficult 

or impossible for families pushing strollers or people in wheelchairs to use sidewalks. Also, people 

did not shovel their sidewalks. Though painted crosswalks were present, they are not the most 

visible design of painted crosswalks. There aren’t any speed limit signs, though there are a lot of 

signs in the school zone. 

Stop 2: The sidewalks were not shoveled, so it was necessary to walk in the road. The City of 

Chisholm currently allows for property owners to remove their sidewalks if they don’t like them; this 

causes connectivity issues and forces people to walk in the roadway. Property owners are expected 

to clear their sidewalks; though a system where the City clears both roads and sidewalks would be 

ideal, this is difficult to do with cost restrictions. Though grants are good to pursue, the number of 

sidewalk miles in the community means internal funding needs to provide for sidewalk development 
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and maintenance to keep the system sustainable. Crossing the county road prompted the group to 

explore how every intersection may be used for students or families to walk to school, even though 

there may not be a traffic control device to stop traffic. It was noted that people under 10 years of 

age are developmentally unable to judge the speed and distance of cars and that they should be 

accompanied by a person who is able to safely interact in the same space as vehicles. Speed is 

perceived as a problem along the county road, which is where law enforcement comes in. Wearing 

bright clothing to be visible to motorists and knowing when and how to safely cross the street were 

also noted as important education topics. 

Stop 3: The group walked on the sidewalk, but the sidewalk not being shoveled forced the group to 

walk in the road shoulder – but unsafely because the group couldn’t cross the street in a mid-block 

area. The benefits of boulevards (separation from motor traffic, snow storage, place to have things 

like ornamental trees and little free libraries/pantries) were discussed. This also brought forward the 

two sides of sidewalk infrastructure: 1) safety through separation from traffic and 2) comfort 

through an enjoyable experience. Both are important when encouraging people, especially students 

and families, to walk to school. The ideal sidewalk model would leave a pedestrian feeling as if they 

are walking along a park pathway. The group also broke down the street into sections (parking lane, 

travel lanes) and discussed where a bike fits in. The group determined that the placement of a bike 

needs to take context into consideration; if a sidewalk crosses many driveways, it’s not safe to ride 

your bike on the sidewalk. 

Stop 4: It was noted that the walking environment is complex, which is why education, 

encouragement, enforcement, engineering, and evaluation all are involved in creating a safe walking 

environment for students and families. 

Note: A walk audit will not be completed at Chisholm Elementary/High, as the above walk audit covered general 

walkability topics for the SRTS Team. 


