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Maumelle has a robust history echoing the growth and development of the region.
The community’s story dates back to the early 1800s when French explorers first
ventured into the area, encountering lush landscapes and abundant wildlife.

Maumelle’s true rise began in the 1970s when the Arkansas State Highway
Department acquired land for the construction of Interstate 40. Recognizing

the potential for growth, a group of Little Rock businessmen led by Jess P.

Odom formed the Maumelle Land Development Company, envisioning a

planned community that would offer modern amenities and a high quality of life.
Development of plans for a modern town began in earnest in 1973, and Maumelle
quickly became a haven for families and professionals seeking a peaceful respite
from the nearby bustling city. The City incorporated in June of 1985, and today,
Maumelle stands as a vibrant city with well-planned neighborhoods complete with
trails, parks, schools, and a thriving business community, all while maintaining its
natural beauty.

Maumelle’s Trails History

The City recognized the potential of its natural surroundings and included

paved trails in its development plans in the late 1970s. The initial focus was on
creating recreational opportunities by connecting neighborhoods and preserving
the scenic beauty of the area. Over the years, the trail network has expanded
significantly, catering to a diverse range of outdoor enthusiasts and becoming an
integral part of the community’s identity.

Maumelle boasts an extensive and well-maintained trail network offering a variety
of experiences for walkers, runners, and bicyclists. The trails traverse Maumelle’s
diverse landscapes, including along Odom Boulevard, or amidst the rolling

hills between neighborhoods leading to picturesque lakefronts at Valencia or
Willastein. With 26 miles of interconnected trails and sidepaths and an additional
2 miles of trails owned by property owners’ associations, individuals can explore
the City. The current network provides recreational opportunities for residents and
visitors alike.
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OVERVIEW

Primarily designed to serve as a recreational network and foster neighborhood
connections, most of the community trails are confined to the west side of
Highway 100. With an average width ranging from 7 to 8 feet, they provide just
enough space for users to traverse comfortably in both directions. Some issues
along the trails prevail (pages 20-21). The most common is general trail damage
attributed to root undergrowth, a testament to the strong natural ecosystem
characterizing the region. Drainage also poses maintenance issues as well, as
many segments alongside drainage corridors display signs of heavy washout
damage. Additionally, multiple underpasses at Edgewood provide safe crossing
for users without having to interact with vehicles, but in heavy rain events silt and

debris are left in the tunnels.




1.0 BACKGROUND

OVERVIEW

Health Benefits

Despite the current lack of walkability and bike-ability
in most cities, data shows that providing options

for active mobility improves health and combats
obesity, which affects a significant portion of the U.S.
population.

According to data from the Journal of American
Medicine and the Centers for Disease Control (CDC),
Arkansas has high rates of obesity, both among
adults and children. These rates have been on the
rise, making it crucial to address the issue. In fact,
the CDC estimates that unhealthy weight increases
an individual’s annual medical costs by nearly $1,429
compared to those with normal weight. Additionally,
physical activity, such as walking or cycling, has a
positive impact on mental health and reduces the risk
of various diseases, including heart disease, stroke,
type 2 diabetes, depression, and certain cancers.

According to the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation,
Pulaski County shows signs for improvement in

its annually-reported Health Outcome rankings
(Length of Life ranked 31st out of 75 counties and 11th
in Quality of Life). While systemic poverty persists

in many of Arkansas’ rural counties, central and
northwest Arkansas, along with Jonesboro lead the
state in terms of easily accessible opportunities for
bicycling and walking. Health Factors further confirm
this assessment: Pulaski County ranks first in Clinical
Care, but 48th in Physical Environment. With its
existing trails network, Maumelle has a head start in
establishing itself as a leading community for health
and fitness in central Arkansas.

Health Factor Ranks I:‘ 1t0 19 |:| 20t0 38 . 3910 56 . 571075

Adult obesity in Pulaski County, AR
County, State and National Trends
Pulaski County is getting worse for this measure.
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Year
.Pulaski County A\ Arkansas [l United States
Notes:
Each year represents a 3-year average around the micdle year (e.g. 2015 is the middle year of 2014-2016),

Starting with the 2011 data, a new BRFSS methodology was introduced that included cell phone users. Data from prior years should
only be compared with caution.

Physical inactivity in Pulaski County, AR
County, State and National Trends

No significant trend was found in Pulaski County for this measure.
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Economic Development & Sustainability

In addition to the immediate health benefits provided
by an active transportation system, long-term
economic benefits have also been observed in peer
communities. In Northwest Arkansas, homes within
Y2 mile of the Razorback Greenway saw an average
sale increase of $15,000 than those 2 miles from the
trail. The Razorback Greenway measures 44 miles

of paved trail, connecting its largest cities across
two counties. In addition to increasing property
values, the greenway is a recreational tourism
magnet benefiting local businesses and restaurants:
the region documented $56 million in business
benefits in 2017. When studied again in 2022, that
number had risen 44% to $100 million in impact to
local businesses. Similarly, bike tourism impact rose
from $27 million in 2017 to $37 million in 2022. Even
larger-scale positive impacts have been observed:
Northwest Arkansas homeowners see approximately
$1.1 million of increased property value per mile of
trail construction, as compared to homes further than
a mile from the trail (Estimating the Economic and
Health Benefits of Bicycling in Northwest Arkansas;
BBC & Sam M. Walton College of Business Center
for Business & Economic Research). In Austin,

Texas some homes near trails are valued between
6%-20% more than properties not near a trail, and

in Indianapolis, high-profile destination trails are
associated with an 11% premium for homes within a
half-mile of the trail.

1.0 BACKGROUND

Economic benefits are not measured solely by
increased property values. Integrating zero-emission
bicycle and pedestrian network that connects with
transit as well as automobile infrastructure provides
an additional transportation option to a region
heavily dependent on automobiles. This is where
economic benefits translate to increased equity and
social impact. Research has shown that individuals
who rely on bicycling or walking as their main form
of transportation also live below the poverty line
(U.S. Census Bureau; American Community Survey).
A thorough system of trails providing connectivity
to a broad range of destinations can increase the
educated population as well by allowing children to
walk and bicycle to their school safely.

[t is important to note that transportation and
recreation can be simultaneous. Commuting to
work by bike is less popular in Arkansas but is still
an option in areas with safe and complete facilities
for short trips. This is a matter of safety, as well: in
terms of traffic deaths, Arkansas is the third-most
dangerous state in the country for driving. One of the
solutions to this epidemic is to provide alternative
modes of transportation, ideally those that require
residents the least amount investment, such as
bicycling and walking (Source: Insurance Institute for
Highway Safety; U.S. Department of Transportation’s
Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS)).

1.0 BACKGROUND

OVERVIEW

Upper right and middle: photos of bicycle/pedestrian
facilities in Austin, TX.

Lower right: photo of a bicycle/pedestrian facility in

Fayetteville, AR.
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Maumelle Population

19,251

1990 2000 2010 2020

Demographics

Since the City’s incorporation in 1985, Maumelle has
grown over the past forty years from 6,714 to 19,251.
This upward trajectory has slowed somewhat in the
last decade. Its population appears very similar to the
makeup of the state of Arkansas, with the exception
of African Americans. 18% of Maumelle’s population
is black or African American, slightly more than the
state’s 15%.

Race & Ethnicity
White alone
Black or African American
alone
Hispanic or Latino
American Indian and Alaska
-
Native alone
Asian alone
Native Hawaiian and Other
-
Pacific Islander alone
Other
M Arkansas Maumelle

While not all are able to ride a bike, everyone utilizes
a sidewalk at some point in their life. Age is one
indicator of whether an individual will need to utilize
an active transportation network. When grouping
Maumelle’s population into driving (15-74) and non-
driving (0-14, 75+) ages, assumptions can be made
regarding the anticipated demand for the proposed
network. As a bedroom community oriented around
education and family activities, Maumelle has a
higher percentage of driving age residents than
Arkansas since many leave the City to commute

to work. In fact, the census bureau supports this
assumption (see page 12).

Population by Driving Age

Non-Driving Age 24%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Arkansas H Maumelle

The Census Bureau and additional economic
research firms estimate that 8,605 individuals leave
Maumelle to work elsewhere, while 5,699 enter the
community to work at the industrial park or other
employers. 729 are estimated to live and work in
Maumelle. These are among the potential regular
users of a bicycle and pedestrian plan. Non-driving
populations include children and teenagers who are
prime potential network users, as well as seniors
seeking exercise.



Method of Commute

Car, truck, or van

Drove alone

Carpooled

Public transportation
(excluding taxicab)

Walked

Bicycle

Taxicab, motorcycle, or other
means

Worked from home

95%
88%

10%
7%

0%
0%

| 2%
0%

0%
0%

‘ 1%
1%

4%
4%

W Arkansas E Maumelle

Transportation

Maumelle has typical transportation characteristics
compared to the state. More than average drive
alone, fewer carpool, and slightly more work remote

at home.

1.0 BACKGROUND

Commute Time

Less than 5 minutes 5%

5to0 14 minutes 31%

15 to 29 minutes 37%

30 to 44 minutes 16%

45 to 60 minutes 6%

60 minutes or more 5%

W Arkansas B Maumelle

47% of the City’s population drive between 15 and
30 minutes to work, and 25% drive 30 to 45 minutes,

4%

16%

47%

25%

3%

4%

most likely commuting to Little Rock, North Little

Rock, or Conway.
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Vehicle Availability

60%

42%

23%
20%
15%
2% 1%
T
No vehicle 1vehicle 2 vehicles 3vehicles
available available available available

W Arkansas H Maumelle

60% of residents have access to 2 vehicles, but only
14% have access to 3 vehicles.
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Jobs Inflow & Outflow Model

Active transportation is centered on walking, bicycling, and rolling, those in our community who rely on a wheelchair for everyday movement. Broader transportation
patterns linked to regional economic activity provide insight into current daily demand for active transportation in Maumelle. According to the U.S. Census Bureau,
LEHD, and the Center for Economic Studies, 8,605 residents leave Maumelle to work outside of the community and 5,699 enter the community for jobs at the industrial
park, educational institutions, and more. 729 are estimated to both live and work in Maumelle, one target audience for utilizing an active transportation network to get

to and from work.
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Industries Industries
Maumelle’s economy is a mix of health care,
education, finance, and various service sectors, all
contributing to the growth and development of the
region. Nearly one third of its residents are employed
in the educational, healthcare or social services
sector of the economy, with another 12% employed
retail trade. This is no surprise due to the important Manufacturing 14% 6%
role Maumelle’s schools play in the region.

Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and mining 3%

Construction 7% 3%

Wholesale trade 2% 5%
Poverty
Poverty rates in Pulaski County matches that of the
state as a whole at 15%, however, poverty rates are
substantially lower in Maumelle at 6%. Poverty is a
strong indicator of populations who may not have
access to automobiles, and therefore may be in need
of active transportation infrastructure to allow safe Information 1% 5%
access to destinations around the community.

Retail trade 13% 12%

Transportation and warehousing, and utilities 6% 5%

Finance and insurance, and real estate and rental and leasing 5% 10%

Professional, scientific, and management, and administrative and

' 8% 9%
waste management services

Poverty Level

Educational services, and health care and social assistance 24% 29%
15% 15%
Arts, entertainment, and recreation, and accommodation and
) 8% 6%
1% food services
Other services, except public administration 5% 5%
6%
Public administration 4% 7%
Arkansas Maumelle
us. Arkansas Pulaski Maumelle " "
County
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Types of Bicyclists: National Statistics
According to studies conducted in 2011 and 2016, nearly a third of the population is unwilling or unable to ride a bicycle. Another 51-60% are “interested but

concerned”: this group prefers riding on trails or very low traffic neighborhood streets. Another 5-7% are “enthused and confident”: they will ride in bike lanes with
traffic or cross busy streets to continue their route. Only 1-7% of cyclists are “strong and fearless”, riding out into the county at speeds surpassing 20mph.

STRONG & FEARLESS

Will ride regardless of roadway

ENTHUSED & CONFIDENT

Prefer to have their own facilities,

NO WAY NO HOW INTERESTED BUT CONCERNED

Not interested in bicycling at all, for

reasons of topography, inability, or
a lack of interest

33%-37%

33% - 37%

Curious about riding or like to ride

a bicycle, but may be afraid to ride.

Prefer separated facilities such as
trails or side paths

51% - 60%

NO WAY NO HOW|

such as bicycle lanes and bicycle
boulevards, but are comfortable
sharing the roadway with
automotive traffic

5% - 1%

51% - 60%

INTERESTED BUT CONCERNED|
ENTHUSED & CONFIDENT

conditions

1% - 7%

5% -7% 1% - 7%

STRONG & FEARLESS



How does this compare to Maumelle?

1.0 BACKGROUND
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As reflected in Maumelle’s visioning survey results, bicycling is an important recreation option in Maumelle. Only 10% of respondents indicated their inability or lack

of interest in riding, and of the remaining 90%, 48% could be described as “enthused and confident”, ready to ride on bicycle lanes or in traffic if necessary. 32% of
respondents could be described as “interested but concerned”: their preference is for separated facilities such as sidepaths or trails. Only 10% of respondents can be
considered “strong and fearless”: they are comfortable riding with traffic and will ride on roads without bike lanes.

Those who may be skeptical of this data can observe results from a related question asked of the community. When asked which bicycle facilities public meeting
attendees would prefer out of separated facilities (sidepaths & trails), protected or standard bike lanes, sharrows, signed routes and sidewalks, 47% indicated a

preference for trails and sidepaths (Appendix A).

NO WAY NO HOW

Not interested in bicycling at all, for
reasons of topography, inability, or
a lack of interest

Curious about riding or like to ride

a bicycle, but may be afraid to ride.

Prefer separated facilities such as
trails or side paths

32%

10%

33% - 37%

NO WAY NO HOW|

i C
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INTERESTED BUT CONCERNED

ENTHUSED & CONFIDENT

Prefer to have their own facilities,
such as bicycle lanes and bicycle
boulevards, but are comfortable
sharing the roadway with
automotive traffic

48%

STRONG & FEARLESS

Will ride regardless of roadway
conditions

10%

51% - 60% 5%-7% 1% - 7%

INTERESTED BUT CONCERNED|
ENTHUSED & CONFIDENT
STRONG & FEARLESS
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Strava: Network Users

Now that Maumelle’s bicycling level of comfort is known, the remaining question is “where do citizens ride, walk, and run?” The recreation sport company Strava
provides data answering this very question. The popular application tracks running, walking, bicycling and other motion sports, and while it does not account for every
single bicyclist, runner or walker, it provides a strong level of representation of current user behavior. The biking heatmap shows that residents are regularly riding not
just on trails, but along collector roads and even on Highway 365 up into Faulkner County. This also provides additional confirmation of use of existing facilities: bicycle
lanes on Country Club Parkway and Arnold Palmer are bright red with frequent use, and while no facilities exist on Murphy Drive, this map itself led to the designation
of a signed route on the industrial corridor as part of this plan. Club Manor is also bright red, as well as Edgewood, two important corridors in the community providing
commercial, education and public services. And according to Strava, running and walking appear to be even more popular in Maumelle than bicycling. Many are
running down Country Club Parkway, around Lake Willastein, on Odom, and even in neighborhoods these routes are clearly extremely popular. For citizens reasonably
questioning the need for active transportation infrastructure, when comparing these Strava maps to existing facilities (pages 20, 24), it is clear that active transportation
is already popular in Maumelle, and that additional or improved infrastructure is needed to accommodate existing demand.

] - - ¢
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Strava biking heatmap of Maumelle Strava walking/running heatmap of Maumelle
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PREVIOUS PLANNING EFFORTS

Comprehensive Plan

Adopted on October 21, 2013, the Maumelle Forward comprehensive plan organized and synthesized the community’s desires for growth across several areas: land
use, economic development, infill and redevelopment, community character, open space and recreation, transportation, and sustainability. The importance of the trail
network was remarked upon in 2013 as follows:

“Trails and paths become connections between the grid and nature, intertwining each other and linking residential and commercial areas to the environment via
greenways. The greenways become the life blood of the community. Having an address near or on any of these greenways becomes more valuable in more ways than
just economics. Recreational opportunities, as well as alternate transportation options, are the result of this balance.”

While new trails have not been added to Maumelle’s network since the completion of the comprehensive plan, their recreation role in the community has not changed.
Their connectivity to the education hub near Edgewood and parks throughout the community, most notably Lake Willastein, is still its primary transportation function.
Active transportation components in the comprehensive plan begin with proposed trails in the Open Space & Recreation section (page 137) and Transportation Goal

3: “Support the development of a transportation trails network” and Goal 4: “Promot[ing] safe pedestrian routes to school and work” (page 142). Additional policies
included the following:

Q. -1 » BN MAUMELLE FORWA

. Sidewalks along specific community corridors of varying traffic volumes 7o T R -
i3 & \ - Recommendations

«  Protected crossings across or underneath high-volume roadways

- Extending the regional trail network south
« Acquiring trail easements around the community
- Safe routes to school(s)

- Lighting, pavement markers, and signage for trail intersections with \ ;
roadways ‘ S ’ % ‘ =i

«  Neighborhood trail connections

«  Complete Streets Policy

Each of the considerations for bicycling, walking, and related policies in
Maumelle’s comprehensive plan were reviewed and included in this bicycle and
pedestrian plan development process.

Strategic Plan 2013 137
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2.0 COMMUNITY ANALYSIS

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Trails Inventory Report

With 26 miles of paved asphalt trails, Maumelle

leads Central Arkansas as the city with the highest
mileage of multi-use paths. Some trails are owned by
property owners associations (2 miles in total) and
were not documented as part of this study, and are
not included in the total estimate of 26 miles. POA
trails are internal to the Osage Falls and Riverland
neighborhoods, among others, offering no broader
network connectivity. About half a mile of sidepath
(0.4) is located along Woodland Drive between Odom
and Edgewood.

City-owned easements, utility easements, along
creeks and inside floodplains, and essentially every
physical characteristic that could allow trail access
has been utilized. As the community transitioned
from a planned community to an incorporated
municipality and built out its commercial core along
Highway 100, some trails were strategically planned
to connect everyday destinations like schools, but
most terminate in other neighborhoods or at the
centralized location of Lake Willastein. Highway 100
also acts as a barrier to multi-use connectivity: some
sidewalks and signalized intersections allow bicyclists
and pedestrians to cross safely, but few continuous
trails exist on its east side of the community.

This sort of connectivity from neighborhood to
neighborhood was built primarily for recreation, and
as an active transportation plan, this study aims to
utilize existing trails to connect practical destinations.
Maumelle’s current trails network, while shaded and
located within beautiful natural areas, is difficult to

navigate simply because there is no wayfinding or
directional signage. In some areas, trails will split

in two directions with no intuitive way for users to
know where they may be going. Pocket parks, major
parks, schools, the community center and pool, and
commercial destinations between Highway 100

and Club Manor should be detailed on wayfinding
signage.

In the forty-something years since these recreational
trails were built, root undergrowth, rain freeze/thaw,
and utility maintenance have proven to be the top
three factors contributing to their deterioration.
While utility maintenance as well as some pavement
cracking is inevitable, root undergrowth occurs due
to laying asphalt directly on soil without providing a
proper subbase, which minimizes root undergrowth,
freeze damage and edge deterioration.

As part of this plan, Maumelle’s trail system

was examined via bicycle, with each segment
documented for existing condition. While the most
common form of damage is crumbling edges and
root undergrowth pressing the asphalt upward, most
of Maumelle’s trails are in relatively good condition
(ranking 3 out of 4). Areas with greatest damage

include along Odom near Traveler Lane where milling
roots down has allowed water to enter cracks, freeze,

expand the trail, and provide natural opportunities

for further damage. In general, areas such as these
along creeks or near water around Lake Willastein

are those in most need of repair.

Street intersections and connections were also
documented. A staggering 40 trail connections

to streets or cul-de-sacs make it possible for a
runner or cyclist to access trails from most streets

in the community. This provides opportunities for
additional directional signage and mini trailheads at
cul-de-sacs. With regards to trail crossings at streets,
most crosswalks are either faded or nonexistent.
Central Maumelle features some challenging areas
where a user is forced to make a sharp diagonal
crossing where trails do not line up. Overall, this

plan addresses areas that do not have high-visibility
crosswalks, and where Rectangular Rapid Flashing
Beacons (RRFBs) or HAWK signals are recommended
to provide the safest possible experience for trail
users. This is determined by land use contexts and is
heavily dependent on average daily traffic (ADT) and
vehicular speed limits.
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2.0 COMMUNITY ANALYSIS

EXISTING CONDITIONS

The trail at the south end of Maumelle near the intersections of Maumelle
Boulevard and Crystal Hill Road is the longest continuous stretch of trail in
Maumelle, and as of the writing of this report remains in excellent condition.
Leaders in the community foresaw the benefit of a future bicycle and pedestrian
connection to the Arkansas River Trail and built to the city limits with the intention
of allowing neighboring North Little Rock to pick up and continue to Central
Arkansas’ premiere trail network. In fact, this route has been selected as the
primary alignment for the Northwest Corridor, a branch of the Central Arkansas
Greenways region trail system plan adopted by Metroplan in July of 2023. The
Greenway standard is a 14’ trail or sidepath completely separated from vehicles,
and although this has yet to occur, bicycle lanes have been constructed on
Crystal Hill Road from the trail's termination to Counts Massie Road. It is the plan’s
long-term recommendation that these facilities be replaced with a separated
facility offering maximum safety for pedestrians and bicyclists exploring the
regional greenways system.

12’ Sidepath™ ™
10’ Median

2’ Curb and Gutter

11 Travel Lanes

26’ Road Width
(Two 17 Travel Lanes)

&' Existing
Sidewalk

Above: Future Club Manor Dr. in Maumelle

The Northwest Corridor begins at the Arkansas River Trail and passes through
the Northshore Business Park, utilizing a scenic pathway along White Oak Bayou
to cross underneath Crystal Hill Road and I-430 before crossing Highway 100 at
a future traffic signal to connect back to Crystal Hill Road. When the trail enters
Maumelle at Odom Boulevard, the route turns north and continues along Club
Manor in the form of an urban sidepath. The area includes many popular essential
destinations such as Kroger, pharmacies and other medical offices, as well as
commercial dining and recreational options such as Lake Willastein. Tract D is
also located along this route, ensuring future active mobility connections will be
present when the area is developed. Maumelle’s new Gateway Park, located

at the site of the former municipal center, is connected by one branch of the
regional greenway that passes through the park before continuing up existing
trail along the west side of Highway 100. Users also have the option of turning
west at Millwood Circle to continue north on Edgewood, also designated as the
Northwest Corridor. Edgewood is a vital area in Maumelle with multiple schools,
the community center, and access to many more neighborhoods in the City.
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

PROPOSED REGIONAL ROUTES
FAULKNER, LONOKE, PULASK|, & SALINE COUNTIES

CENTRAL ARKANSAS NOTE:
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LEGEND from local jurisdictions, public
Preferred Regional Route comments, and review of
LCEEEGENTEIGITEE - constructability. Minor revisions
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during the project design
phase. Local jurisdictions may
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alignments as new information
dictates. Changes to these
regional alignments are subject
to approval by the Metroplan
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

Sidewalks

Maumelle has a well-established sidewalk network spanning a total of 23 miles which complements the trail system and contributes to a mostly comprehensive and
interconnected active transportation infrastructure. With an average width ranging between 3.5 to 4 feet, these sidewalks provide space for pedestrians to navigate
safely. However, sidewalks are not present in all neighborhoods and are mostly reserved for important neighborhood connections to parks or trails. Most are present
around the City’s commercial corridor along Edgewood and Club Manor.

Certain critical gaps in the sidewalk network exist, such as along Country Club, where pedestrian connectivity is missing between Country Club Circle and Grenoble
Circle. Efforts should be made to address these gaps and create a more cohesive pedestrian network throughout the City. Nevertheless, the existing sidewalks

in Maumelle are generally in excellent condition, reflecting a commitment to regular maintenance and ensuring the safety of pedestrians. The City’s dedication to
maintaining the quality of its sidewalks enhances the overall pedestrian experience and promotes a walkable environment.

Bicycle Facilities
Maumelle has just under 4 miles of on-street bicycle facilities. Standard bicycle lanes can be found on Arnold Palmer Drive, Country Club Parkway, Crystal Hill Road,
Riverland Drive, and Trevino Drive. Riverland Drive and Arnold Palmer Drive are wide enough to accommodate buffered bicycle lanes, offering more safety for riders,

and are recommended in the proposed network.

Bicycle Lanes: 3.93 Miles

Total Existing Bicycle Facilities: 3.93 Miles
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TECHNICAL + COMMUNITY ASSESSMENT

Assessment Types

Technical and Community assessments were prepared to gain initial insight into
the physical characteristics of Maumelle’s road network and other qualitative
community information. Technical assessments primarily involved geographic
information systems (GIS) data, and community assessments were gathered from
the visioning survey and public meetings.

Technical Assessment: Separated Lanes Suitability

Utilizing GIS data combining scores for average daily traffic, number of lanes
and roadway width, and presence of shoulders on roads, an on-street suitability
analysis was created to visually describe potential roads suitable for bicycle
lanes. Ideally, these are roads with medium-level daily traffic counts that connect
neighborhoods or community destinations with other community destinations.
Shoulder width particularly is an important factor due to providing extra roadway
width for bicycle lanes, in some cases with buffers to add further protection from
vehicles. The results were informative, with dark green roads symbolized to
reflect optimal suitability and red unsuitability. This analysis led to new network
proposals for bicycle lanes on Rolling Oaks, Club Manor, Arnold Palmer, and
Danube.
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TECHNICAL + COMMUNITY ASSESSMENT

Technical Assessment: On - Street Suitability

The same information was collated and summarized to run the same process

to determine suitability for shared-street facilities. While the separated lanes
suitability analysis allowed for higher-traffic roads, the on-street analysis cuts off
suitable roads at 1,000 vehicles per day. Sharrows, or share the road arrows, are
the only facilities considered “on-street” and are meant to connect neighborhoods
to higher-capacity facilities, such as bicycle lanes or trails.
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TECHNICAL + COMMUNITY ASSESSMENT

Technical Assessment: Trip Generators
Active transportation would be a misnomer without
considering citizen’s most desired destinations. The
trip generator analysis indicates the close proximity
of every notable destination in the community to
each other, including neighborhoods. Schools, parks,
daycares, future town centers, essential services

(grocery stores and pharmacies), major employers
and municipal destinations were all included in the
trip generator analysis. The results are displayed in
a heatmap to visually depict the location of activity
clusters that have the potential to generate walking
or bicycling trips, and where active transportation
facilities should connect.

The commercial corridor between Club Manor
Drive and Highway 100 is a long, bright red hot spot
that can be considered the cultural epicenter of
Maumelle.




COMMUNITY ANALYSIS

TRIP GENERATORS HEATMAP

MacArthur pr a <
\/ Maumelle Trip Generators

0 Major Destinations

‘e foer 11 ———
\ o @ Minor Destinations
\ >
I OQ' Trip Generators Heat Map
\ N ) -éo Fewer trip generators
, S| I e
\ \ 0
N @000 A S b Blue Hill - *
|
| |
/ -
¥
[y
S I
S Marche
&!
| N T
3 |
N
N
Vi T
\
\\\ %(‘
%
~ \\ ountry Club of ’33 -
A \ Arkansag <
N N s} - 60
<\ adgett
W g\ N, s S S S | =
> |

Greater concentration

- - of trip generators

Maumelle Park

P}
(

7 —_ N =

N
Y
AN
Y
N
Private N
1
County Farm Rd \\ | "
—__ |
=L D= ~ | N o e
~ 3 L=y 1 N | Y\
\ Two Rivers Park 7 . [ ! — 1] |
{ ) b e b \ e s
S ! ; S \ > M— o T I
( N * /Two Rivers Park | : 7 ] ) il « ) |
\ ./ {*’ County of Pulaski, AR, @nsas GIS Office, Esri, HERE, Garmin, SafeGraﬁI‘?,‘ffua Technologies, Inc, METI/ =
In, % / ! > NASA, USGS, ERA;NPS, USDA, Esri, NASA, NGA, USGS, FEMA
- - " \ ( / N W I
Riva.. S WA, 2 ! I

2.0 COMMUNITY ANALYSIS




2.0 COMMUNITY ANALYSIS

TECHNICAL + COMMUNITY ASSESSMENT

Community Assessment: Route Choice Factors

741 responses from Maumelle residents and employees documenting desired destinations, user bicycling level of comfort, and more information were collected at the
beginning of the planning process. While the complete visioning survey can be viewed in Appendix A, the following summary reflects the needs and desires of the
community with regards to the active transportation plan.

Examining existing active transportation behaviors in Maumelle provide a basis for the visioning survey. Nearly 50% of respondents indicated that they bicycle for
recreation either 1-2 times per week or 3 or more times per week. The most popular and frequent activity seen in the visioning survey was walking for recreation or

transportation: nearly 71% of respondents indicated this active transportation preference.

How often do you or does someone in your household...

3 or more times per week

1to 2 times per week

1to 2 times per month

Less than 1time per month

No one in my household participates in this activity

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

M Bicycle for Recreation m Bicycle for Transportation m Walk/Run for Recreation or Transportation
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TECHNICAL + COMMUNITY ASSESSMENT

Community Assessment: Trip Purpose

About 25% of survey respondents indicated that they ride their bike for transportation. While this may seem like a small number, that is nearly one in four residents

of the community. Their responses regarding trip purpose provide additional insight into their behavior and desires. Most indicated retail and goods as their primary
destination (62%), and the second-largest group indicated they ride to other recreational amenities (58%). 51% indicated they would ride to a friend or family’s house,
and 18% indicated they would ride to work. While recreation is far and away the more popular purpose for bicycling in Maumelle, knowing that a somewhat significant
population utilize a bicycle as a means of transportation is important to note.

What is your destination when riding a bicycle for transportation purposes?

Travel to employment or work

Travel to school

Travel to retail, goods, or service providers

Travel to entertainment or recreational facilities

Travel to visit friends or family

Other (please specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%
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TECHNICAL + COMMUNITY ASSESSMENT

What Would Make Maumelle’s Trail System Great?

When asked for characteristics of a great trail system in Maumelle at the first public meeting, respondents cited multiple needs that led to the recommended
implementation strategies on pages 102-111. Maintaining the existing trail system, fixing root damage and smoothing out rough areas from washout was mentioned
repeatedly. A culture of safety among trail users as well as between motorists and bicyclists and pedestrians was a recurring theme as well, and wayfinding, wide trails,

and better connections around town
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Amenities: Bike racks, lighting, cameras for safety
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2.0 COMMUNITY ANALYSIS

TECHNICAL + COMMUNITY ASSESSMENT

Attendees of the first public meeting were asked what would encourage them to bicycle or walk more often. While the aforementioned characteristics of a great trail

system made some overlap, new qualitative data was gained from this exercise. Lighting of trails, safe intersections with busy roads like Odom Boulevard, and the

presence of police on bicycles were recurring items.
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Tree roots that have uprooted the current trail were less dangerous
If the existing paths were repaired

Carnahan & Maumelle Blvd. need cyclist stoplight

Better pedestrian / cycling crossings at major intersections

Bike parks nearby

There were more pedestrian lights and crosswalks

E-bikes were available for rent
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METHODOLOGY

Plan Development Process

The Maumelle Active Transportation Plan was
organized in three phases. The first phase consisted
of technical and community assessments and the
launch of the visioning survey.

The second phase consisted of a community
charrette. The plan team set up a temporary base of
operations in the Jess Odom Community Center. The
week included two steering committee meetings,
two public meetings, fieldwork, open studio hours for
public drop-in, and draft network development.

The third phase consisted of network refinement,
formulation of implementation strategies, and the
phasing plan. These findings were reviewed by the
steering committee and presented to the public.




Vision & Goals

The approach for the Maumelle Active Transportation
Plan aims to transform the City into a haven for active
mobility and recreation. With three key goals driving
this initiative, the plan is committed to enhancing the
lives of Maumelle residents and accommodating the
safety of visitors as well.

Goal 1: Accommodate active mobility for all ages
and all abilities

The plan focuses on creating an inclusive
environment where everyone can actively participate
in transportation and recreation. Designing
infrastructure that caters to diverse needs will ensure
that walking, cycling, and other forms of active
transportation are accessible to individuals of all ages
and abilities.

Goal 2: Create an interconnected network for
transportation and recreation

Maumelle’s bicycle and pedestrian network of trails,
greenways, and bicycle lanes will not only facilitate
efficient transportation but also provide recreational
opportunities for the community. By establishing
these routes throughout Maumelle, residents and
visitors will have the freedom to explore their
surroundings, connect to nature, school, stores and
restaurants, and enjoy the many health benefits of
physical activity.

2.0 COMMUNITY ANALYSIS

METHODOLOGY

Goal 3: Enhance the quality of life through opportunities for physical activities

This plan recognizes the profound impact physical activity on the overall well-being of individuals. By
integrating trails, greenways, and bicycle lanes into the fabric of the City, the aim is to create a vibrant and
active community that encourages healthy lifestyles and fosters a strong sense of belonging. Through the
implementation of the network over time, residents will experience improved physical and mental health,
increased social interactions, and a deeper connection to their surroundings.
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3.0BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

OVERVIEW

Overview

The Maumelle Bicycle & Pedestrian Network expands on its 26-mile existing
network with 7.2 miles of additional trail, 9.4 miles of sidepath, 6.7 miles of bicycle
lanes, 1.5 miles of buffered bicycle lanes, 1 mile of cycle track, and 11 miles of
sharrows. Residents’ desires for safe crossings at Highway 100 and Odom were
considered in the intersection plan on pages 66-67, which proposes HAWK (High-
Intensity Activated Crosswalk) and RRFB (Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon)
signals in strategic locations for optimal safety measures. Highway 100 currently
acts as a physical barrier separating the east and west sides of Maumelle,
effectively preventing most residents of Arkansas Country Club and south from
accessing the amenities around Lake Willastein and around Edgewood Drive

by foot or by bike. New facilities filling in gaps in the sidewalk along Country

Club Drive are proposed to create continuous connections for bicyclists and
pedestrians along this important collector to the regional trail system along
Highway 100. Carnahan and Commerce, both important collector corridors north
of White Oak Bayou that provide connections to the Middle and High School

also feature proposed sidepaths. Facilities along future roads on Maumelle’s
Master Street Plan are reflected as well, with a sidepath proposed for the future
connection between north and south Millwood Circle. Sidewalks are the final
piece of the network: 5.5 miles of sidewalks are also recommended for infill
along key corridors which will provide increased ease of access for residents and
visitors navigating throughout the community.

&
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3.0BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

FACILITY TYPES

Proposed Separated Facilities: Trails, Sidepaths, & Boardwalk — 17.9 Miles
With the greatest level of comfort for multiple user types, separated facilities

serve as the primary network connections around Maumelle. Supplementing the
existing 26 miles of greenways, 17.9 additional miles are proposed throughout the

community for various purposes, ranging from regional connections to expanding
local reach and in some areas filling in crucial gaps.

Trails and sidepaths share the same function of moving pedestrians and bicyclists
in two directions and even share the same design recommendations. Their
primary difference is one of context: trails are located along easements or through
natural areas, whereas sidepaths are constructed with a buffer within street right
of way, similar to a sidewalk. Trails and sidepaths are recommended to have a
width between 12 and 14 feet with a yellow dashed line to indicate to users the

proposead
sidepaths

proposead
trails

proposead
boardwalks

two lanes of travel. Design recommendations for sidepaths and trails are located
on the following pages.

Proposed boardwalks in Maumelle are also intended to move people, whether
bicyclists or pedestrians, in both directions. Their context is a response to a
unique environment: the marshy area in and surrounding White Oak Bayou.

The bayou serves as a boundary and barrier between residents to the south

and community destinations to the north, including Maumelle Middle and High
Schools. A sidepath is also proposed on Crystal Hill Road to create the future
Regional Greenway connection. Immediate first phase should include extending
the existing greenway south from the end of the trail south to Park on the River to

&

create new access to the community destination.
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3.0BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

FACILITY TYPES

what is it?

A trail is a separated multi-modal facility
that is independent of a street and may
follow a waterway, rail corridor, or any other
separated alignment. These facilities are
two-way and are always grade-separated
from vehicular traffic. A trail is used by
people walking, bicycling, jogging, and
wheeling. Trails can become destinations
for visitors as well as residents. There is a
strong preference for this facility type due
to its safety.

where should it be used?

*  Any available open space or linear
corridor

*  Floodplains, drainage corridors or
waterways

*  Abandoned rail rights-of-way or rail
corridors

*  Any natural amenity or scenic setting

* For further guidance on complete streets, please consult NACTO’s Urban Bikeway Design
Guide, AASHTO'’s Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, FHWA's Bikeway Selection
Guide, and FHWA'’s Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD), Chapter 9

how does it work?

Trails are typically established within
parks or open spaces or along

linear corridors which may include
waterways, rail rights-of-way, or utility
corridors.

9 The recommended width of a
standard trail is 12’-14’, with the
minimum width being 10’ for short
distances.

6 Trails that are part of regional routes
or heavily-used areas should be
wider.

{ = {4 &

\

Content sources: NACTO, AASHTO, FHWA, Crafton Tull
Graphic source: Crafton Tull

@ Dashed yellow striping should be
provided to delineate two-way traffic.
A speed limit should be established
for the trail. This is typically 15mph,
but can vary depending on the setting
and municipality.

e Lighting should be provided along
the trail and should be spaced to
provide consistent lighting levels and
avoid dark areas.
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3.0BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

FACILITY TYPES

what is it?

A sidepath is a separated multi-modal
facility that follows the alignment of the
street and that is built on one side of the
existing roadway. These facilities are
two-way and are always grade-separated
from vehicular traffic. A sidepath is used
by people walking, bicycling, jogging, and
wheeling. While these facilities are more
expensive that re-striping a roadway, they
take up less space within the right-of-way
than sidewalks on both sides or sidewalks
and bicycle lanes combined. There isa
strong preference for this facility type due
to its safety.

where should it be used?

*  Along street rights-of-way where a
sidewalk and bicycle facilities cannot
be accommodated on both sides.
Consolidating bicycle and pedestrian
facilities along one side of the street
often results in a narrower cross
section.

*  Along street corridors where re-
striping lanes to accommodate on-
street bicycle facilities is not feasible or
appropriate.

*  Typically implemented on streets with
established speeds greater than 35
mph and where the daily traffic count
is greater than 7,000 vehicles per day,
if a protected on-street option is not
feasible.

sidepath

how does it work?

12/

©

Grade separation is standard for
sidepaths. This typically includes a 6”
curb, but can vary by municipality.

A landscaped buffer is
recommended between the
sidepath and vehicular traffic. The
width can vary depending on site
context and municipal standards.

The recommended width of a
standard sidepath is 12-14’, with the
minimum width being 10’ for short
distances. Sidepaths that are part of
regional routes or heavily-used areas
should be wider.

>

Content sources: NACTO, AASHTO, FHWA, Crafton Tull

Graphic source: Crafton Tull

Dashed yellow striping should be
provided to delineate two-way
traffic.

A speed limit should be established
for the sidepath. This is typically
15mph, but can vary depending on
the setting and municipality.

* For further guidance on complete streets,

please consult NACTO'’s Urban Bikeway
Design Guide, AASHTO’s Guide for the
Development of Bicycle Facilities, FHWA's
Bikeway Selection Guide, and FHWA’s
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(MUTCD), Chapter 9

&
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3.0BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

FACILITY TYPES

Proposed On-Street Facilities: Bicycle Lanes, Buffered Bicycle Lanes , & Cycle Tracks — 9.2 Miles

Overbuilt (wide) streets with low average daily

traffic offer opportunities for lane restriping to
accommodate bicycle lanes. On-street facilities can
be considered secondary active transportation routes
that connect neighborhoods to separated routes
such as trails. These facilities are intended for use by
bicyclists, but are recommended to be supplemented
by sidewalks outside of the roadway to provide an
active transportation component for pedestrians.
With low traffic counts and ample roadway width,

the following streets are recommended for standard
bicycle lanes:

« Audubon Drive

«  Blue Mountain Drive
- Calais Drive

«  Club Manor South
«  Danube Drive

«  Deauville Drive

«  Emerald Drive

«  Frontier Drive

- Long Fisher Road
- Manitou Drive

«  Naylor Drive

« Rolling Oaks Drive

- Woodland Drive

In areas of greater-than-usual roadway width,
additional buffers or bollards should be added to
provide greater safety for bicyclists. These buffered
facility types come in two forms: either located on
one side of the road in the form of a cycle track, or
on both sides of the road as buffered bicycle lanes.
Buffered bicycle lanes are recommended on the
following streets:

. Arnold Palmer Drive
« Audubon Drive
«  Country Club Parkway

. Riverland Drive

Cycle tracks consolidate bicycle traffic to one side
of a street and are appropriate in contexts without
frequent driveways. Similarly to a trail or sidepath, a
dashed white or yellow line is recommended in the
center of the cycle track to indicate the two travel
lanes. The buffer should be located between the
cycle track and the vehicular lanes, with a vertical
striped area in which vertical bollards offer a greater
degree of protection from automobiles. The following
streets are recommended as optimal additions for a
cycle track:

. Carnahan Drive
. Millwood Circle: South

- Millwood Circle: North

proposed
standard
bicycle lanes

proposed
buffered
bicycle lanes

proposed
cycle tracks

&
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3.0 BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

FACILITY TYPES

what is it?

A bicycle lane is a one-way standard
on-street facility that provides bicyclists
an exclusive space to travel on the existing
roadway. These facility types typically
improve bicycle safety and are preferential
to users over sharing street lanes with
vehicles, albeit not as preferential as
protected or separated facilities. Bicycle
lanes should be implemented in each
direction of vehicular traffic flow.

where should it be used?

*  Bicycle lanes are most appropriate
along urban roads with lower speeds.
This caninclude:

*  Urban
*  Lower-speeds
*  Collectors

*  These facility types are most
appropriate on streets with a daily
traffic count of 3,000-6,000 vehicles
per day and with speeds lower than
35 mph.

* For further guidance on complete streets, please consult NACTO’s Urban Bikeway Design
Guide, AASHTO’s Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, FHWA’s Bikeway Selection
Guide, and FHWA'’s Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD), Chapter 9

bicycle lane

oLy
o

Content sources: NACTO, AASHTO, FHWA, Crafton Tull

how does it work?

A solid white line should be used to
delineate the bicycle lane from the
vehicular traffic. The recommended
width of this line is 6”-8".

9 The bicycle lane should have a
minimum width of 4’, but a width of
6’ is preferred. These widths do not
include the width of the street gutter.

9 A landscaped buffer is

recommended between the sidewalk
and on-street parking. The width can
vary depending on site conditions
and municipal standards.

Graphic source: Crafton Tull

A sidewalk should be provided
behind the landscaped buffer to
accommodate pedestrians. The
width of this can vary from 6'-12'
depending on the setting.

Bicycle lanes should be implemented
on both sides of the existing roadway;
one for each direction of traffic.

Bicycle lane markings should be
provided approximately every 200’ to
delineate usage.
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3.0 BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

FACILITY TYPES
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what is it?

A buffered bicycle lane is a one-way
protected on-street facility that provides
bicyclists an exclusive space to travel on
the roadway. These facility types typically
improve bicyclist safety and are preferential
to users. Buffered bicycle lanes should
be implemented in each direction of
vehicular travel.

where should it be used?

These facility types are most helpful
on streets with a daily traffic count

of more than 6,000 vehicles per day
and with speeds between 25mph and
45mph.

Appropriate roads for bicycle lanes
include:

Urban or suburban

Minor arterials (if speeds allow) and
collectors

Lower speeds

* For further guidance on complete streets, please consult NACTO'’s Urban Bikeway Design
Guide, AASHTO'’s Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, FHWA's Bikeway Selection
Guide, and FHWA'’s Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD), Chapter 9

how does it work?

Between the buffered bicycle and
vehicular lanes, a minimum width of
18" isrecommended for a buffer. 3’

is preferred. Refer to NACTO’s Urban
Bikeway Design Guide for separation,
protection, and buffering techniques.

A width of 6 is preferred for the
buffered bicycle lanes. In constrained
right-of-ways, 4’ is the minimum
width.

A landscaped buffer is
recommended between the sidewalk
and on-street parking. The width can
vary depending on site conditions
and municipal standards.

buffered bicycle lane

mzm‘z e e e T T N
& ; <>Q)‘ % .
()
Content sources. NACTO, AASHTO, FHWA, Crafton Tull
Graphic source: Crafton Tull

A sidewalk should be provided
behind the landscaped buffer to
accommodate pedestrians. The
width of this can vary from 6’-12°
depending on the setting.

Buffered bicycle lanes should be
implemented on both sides of the
existing roadway; one for each
direction of traffic.

Bicycle lane markings should be
provided approximately every 200’ to
delineate usage.
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3.0 BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

FACILITY TYPES

what is it?

A cycle track is a two-way protected
on-street facility that is physically
separated from vehicular traffic using

a vertical element, grade separation, or
on-street parking. These facility types
are typically more appealing to a wider
range of users, especially when they are
implemented on higher volume or higher
speed roads. The higher the speed

and volume, the greater the need for
protection or separation. Cycle tracks
only need to be implemented on one
side of the roadway.

where should it be used?

Cycle tracks should be implemented
on roads that operate in excess of
30mph and that have a daily traffic
count of more than 6,000 vehicles per
day.

They are often used in urban contexts
and accommodate only bicyclists.

In arural setting, a pedestrian lane
should be added.

May occur in conjunction with on-
street parking, located between the
sidewalk and parking zones.

* For further guidance on complete streets, please consult NACTO’s Urban Bikeway Design
Guide, AASHTO'’s Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, FHWA’s Bikeway Selection
Guide, and FHWA'’s Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD), Chapter 9

cycle track

Content sources: NACTO, AASHTO, FHWA, Crafton Tull

how does it work?

o

12)

Between the cycle track and vehicular
lanes, a width of 3’ is recommended
for a buffer. Refer to NACTO’s Urban
Bikeway Design Guide for separation,
protection, and buffering techniques.

Vertical elements should be
incorporated into the buffer to create
further protection. This can include
bollards and like objects.

Itis recommended that each bicycle
lane should have a width of 6/,
creating a total width of 12’ for both
cycle track lanes.

Dashed yellow striping should be
provided to delineate two-way traffic.

Graphic source: Crafton Tull

A landscaped buffer is
recommended between the sidewalk
and cycle track. The width can vary
depending on site conditions and
municipal standards.

A sidewalk should be provided
behind the landscaped buffer to
accommodate pedestrians. The
width of this can vary from 6'-12'
depending on the setting.

Bicycle lane markings should be
provided approximately every 200’ to
delineate usage.

&
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3.0BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

FACILITY TYPES

Proposed Shared-Street Facilities: Sharrows & Signed Routes — 12.5 Miles

Shared-street bicycle facilities are the lowest cost
and lowest protection bicycle facility, requiring
only thermoplastic or painted markings on streets
to alert motorists to the street’s shared-use status,
or a sign indicating a recreation route. Similarly to
bicycle lanes, sharrows are intended to point users
in the direction of higher-comfort facilities such as
trails, leading them from their door to community
destinations. These are typically used along quiet

neighborhood streets.

Murphy Drive is the one proposed signed route in
Maumelle, designated in this plan primarily due to its
existing popularity among road cyclists. Sharrows are
recommended on the following neighborhood and

low traffic streets:

« Auriel Circle

- Breckenridge Lane
«  Chicot Drive

«  Deauville Drive

«  Deauville Drive

- Ducane Way

- Fontainebleau Drive
- Fontenay Drive

«  Hibiscus Drive

- Hudson Bay Drive

- Kings Lynn Drive

Lake Valley Drive

Lake Willastein Drive

Lily Drive

Manitou Drive

Margeaux Drive

Marseille Drive

Maumelle Valley Drive with climbing lane
Montepellier Drive

Norfork Drive

Orchid Drive

Orleans Drive

Ouachita Drive
Ozark Drive
Park Drive

Ridgeland Drive

proposed
sharrows

Riverland Drive

Saint James Drive

Turquoise Drive

Vienne Place

proposed
signed
routes

Waterside Drive

Woodland Drive

Zircon Drive
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3.0 BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

FACILITY TYPES

what is it?

A sharrow is a shared-street facility
where bicyclists ride in mixed traffic

with vehicles. In most cases, only

the most experienced bicyclists are
comfortable with this facility type when it
is applied on non-residential streets. It is
affordable, but may not be comfortable
for all users. Sharrows should not be
considered a substitute for bicycle lanes
or any other facility types.

* For further guidance on complete streets,
please consult NACTO’s Urban Bikeway
Design Guide, AASHTO'’s Guide for the
Development of Bicycle Facilities, FHWA'’s

Bikeway Selection Guide, and FHWA’s Manual
on Uniform Traffic Control Devices ( MUTCD),

Chapter 9

where should it be used?

Sharrows should only be implemented
on neighborhood streets that have a
maximum speed of 25mph.

Connector streets that join buffered,
protected, or separated bicycle and
pedestrian facilities.

Appropriate roads for sharrows
include:

*  Residential or local streets

*  Lower traffic volumes (under
2,500 vehicles per day)

*  Road widths that are too narrow
for bicycle lanes

*  Roads where drivers naturally
drive slower

&>

Content sources. NACTO, AASHTO, FHWA, Crafton Tull

how does it work?

Oftenimplemented along narrow, low
volume streets with slow speed limits.

A landscaped buffer is
recommended between the sidewalk
and vehicular lanes. The width can
vary depending on site conditions
and municipal standards.

A sidewalk should be provided
behind the landscaped buffer to
accommodate pedestrians. The
width of this can vary from 4’-6’ along
neighborhood streets; 6’ preferred.

Sharrow markings should be
provided approximately every 200’ to
delineate usage.

Graphic source: Crafton Tull

Sharrow markings should be placed
in the middle of the lane to indicate
that the bicyclist may use the entire
travel lane.
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FACILITY TYPES

12’ travel lane

Signed Route Plan-Section
what is it?

Signed bicycle routes identify
roadways or routes that link various
destinations of interest for cyclists. It's
important to note that signed bicycle
routes do not offer dedicated facilities
exclusively for cyclists. Instead, they
serve as a means to notify motorists
about the possible presence of cyclists
sharing the road, utilizing the vehicular
travel lanes. Ideally, a rural signed route
would also include wide shoulders to
allow cyclists a designated space, but
this is not always the case.

signed route

BIKE ROUTE

where should it be used?

Signed bicycle routes are commonly found in rural areas, primarily
on roads where the speed limit does not exceed 55 mph and the
average daily traffic (ADT) remains relatively low, typically under
5,000 vehicles per day. These routes are designated along two-lane
roads rather than multi-lane highways with higher traffic volumes. It's
important to clarify that these routes do not function as dedicated
bikeways. Implementing signed routes is relatively straightforward,
involving the addition of route signage. However, it’s crucial to note
that in nearly all cases, these routes are not under the jurisdiction of
the city but instead require coordination with the relevant authority
responsible for the road, often the county or state.

. Context: Rural

«  Speed limit: less than 55mph. Lower posted speeds
are preferred.

. ADT: Less than 5,000

how does it work?

o Signage posted in both directions
of travel, after each intersection, and
every 1/2to 1mile.

9 Minimum vehicular lanes of 11 Wider
lanes recommended.

Content sources: NACTO, AASHTO, FHWA, Crafton Tull
Graphic source: Crafton Tull

* For further guidance on complete streets, please consult
NACTO'’s Urban Bikeway Design Guide, AASHTO’s Guide for the
Development of Bicycle Facilities, FHWA's Bikeway Selection
Guide, and FHWA'’s Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (

MUTCD), Chapter 9
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3.0BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

FACILITY TYPES

Proposed Sidewalks — 5.5 Miles

While not every person considers themselves a
bicyclist, everyone is a pedestrian at some point or
another, whether on foot or rolling in a wheelchair.
Maumelle has a fairly strong existing network of
sidewalks, and the proposed 5.5 miles of sidewalks
provide vital connections such as in front of Maumelle
High School, addressing gaps along Country Club
Parkway and along Highway 100 between Carnahan
and Country Club Parkway. Additional sidewalks

are recommended in Maumelle along the following
roads:

Audubon Drive to Towne Centre Drive
Carnahan Drive

Club Manor Drive

Commercial Park Drive

Country Club Parkway

Highway 100

Kings Lynn Drive

Manitou Drive

Millwood Circle North
Millwood Circle South
Natural Trail

Naylor Drive

Odom Boulevard South
Savannah Drive

Victory Lane

Woodland Drive - Old Maumelle Boulevard

&
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3.0BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

FACILITY TYPES

Proposed Specialized Facilities — 8.3 Miles

Throughout the network planning process it became evident that Maumelle’s
previous planning efforts had made provisions for unique facility types that do
not fit into typical active transportation categories. These facilities, mountain
bike trails, nature trails, and gravel paths, are not appropriate for all ages and all
abilities, but are nonetheless important additions to the overall network, serving
unique recreation needs as discussed below.

Proposed Single Track Mountain Bike Trails — 1.9 Miles

While documenting the conditions of Maumelle’s trails, it was noted that the
dramatic elevation of some do not cater to all ages and all abilities. The growing
popularity of mountain biking in the country and particularly the state led to

the designation of some existing trails as future mountain bike-only paths, with
additional alignments proposed in the center of Maumelle circling the east side of
the future Millwood Circle connection, and along Naylor Drive to Odom.

Proposed Nature Trail — 2.4 Miles

Located in a dense cluster in the east area of the City at the end of Country Club
Parkway, these internal nature trails are intended for foot traffic only on dirt or
gravel paths for the purposes of engaging with nature and wildlife.

Proposed Gravel Path — 4.0 Miles

These proposed soft surface trails are located in nature and may also be utilized
for bird-watching or other nature-centered activities, but their purpose is more
focused on connectivity from proposed trails and boardwalks to destinations
surrounding White Oak Bayou. Sections of gravel path connect via boardwalk
to the proposed nature trails. The longest and most connective gravel path is
2.5 miles long, extending from Thunder Mountain Road through the future Stone
Canyon subdivision with plans to connect to sidewalks on Highway 100 to provide
uninterrupted access for walkers, hikers, mountain bikers and gravel riders. The
trail will be located next to the railroad, allowing scenic views and opportunities
for enjoying nature.
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3.0BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

INTERSECTION PLAN

Thorough planning is imperative for locations where bicycle and pedestrian
pathways intersect roadways. The following intersection recommendations are
proposed as crucial components of Maumelle’s active transportation plan.

High-Visibility Crosswalk - 161 Proposed

High-visibility crosswalks are delineated using thermoplastic markings, ranging
from 12’ — 14’ for greenways or sidepaths or 5 — 6’ for sidewalks. Considering
the regional role Maumelle plays as a bedroom community of choice with low
traffic neighborhood streets, a significant portion of the intersection plan primarily
consists of high-visibility crosswalks.

Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB) - 3 Proposed
Rectangular rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs) are highly effective in enhancing
safety for pedestrians and cyclists at intersections characterized by a greater
number of lanes, elevated vehicular traffic volumes, and higher speed limits. RRFB
signals are distinctive yellow diamond signs equipped with flashing lights that

can be activated by users, serving as a clear indication for vehicles to yield to
pedestrians and bicyclists crossing the intersection and are accompanied by high-
visibility crosswalks. 3 RRFB signals are strategically planned at Counts Massie
Road and Millwood Circle. At Counts Massie Road near the east Maumelle city
limits, the sidepath moves from the north side to the south side to connect with
the constructed greenway bridge over White Oak Bayou: The proposed RRFB
signal will provide safe passage for network users crossing from the north side of
the road to the south. At Millwood Circle, one RRFB signal is proposed to provide
runners and bicyclists safe passage across the street, whether traveling south to

s b - —

High Visibility Crosswalk

o

Club Manor or north to the Millwood Landing Apartments. The second RRFB on
Millwood provides signalized crossing to the proposed Edgewood Drive sidepath.

High-Intensity Activated Crosswalk (HAWK) Signal - 5 Proposed
HAWK signals offer the highest level of crossing safety for active mobility users,
functioning as dedicated traffic lights designed specifically for mid-block crossings
at trail and sidepath intersections with heavy traffic streets. Both HAWK and RRFB
signals operate independently of conventional traffic lights. However, the HAWK
signal only displays a red light to motor vehicles when activated by a trail user.
When not in use, the HAWK signal remains inactive, allowing uninterrupted flow
of vehicular traffic. These signals effectively notify drivers to halt for pedestrians,
wheelchair users, or cyclists until the signal changes. Five HAWK signals are
proposed along Odom Boulevard, the most prominent collector in Maumelle
providing access to the majority of the City’s neighborhoods.

Traffic Circle - 2 Proposed

Traffic circles with signage designed for safe crossing for pedestrians and
bicyclists are proposed at the future intersection of Counts Massie and Country
Club, and the intersection of Club Manor and Odom Boulevard.

Future At-Grade Rail Crossings - 2 Proposed
Two at-grade rail crossings for bicyclists and pedestrians are proposed along the
Thunder Mountain Trail: one reconnecting Woodland to Old Maumelle Highway,

and the other over Thunder Mountain Road further to the west.
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3.0BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

NETWORK TOTALS

Once completed, Maumelle’s proposed bicycle and pedestrian network will measure 98 miles in total, with separated facilities (43.2 miles) and sidewalks (28.5 miles)
comprising the most prevalent facility types. Shared-street facilities into neighborhoods around the community measure 12.5 miles, a dramatic increase from what the
City currently possesses (0 miles). On-street facilities such as bicycle lanes and cycle tracks comprise the second smallest portion of the network (12.1 miles), but serve a
role in filling in Maumelle’s missing gaps along medium-trafficked streets. Specialized facilities, such as nature trails, total 5.6 miles.

separated facilities

trails, sidepaths, & boardwalks

on-street facilities

bicycle lanes, buffered bicycle lanes, & cycle tracks

shared-street facilities

sharrows & signed routes

specialized facilities

mountain bike trails, nature trails, & gravel paths

sidewalks
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4.0 IMPLEMENTATION

PRIORITIZATION

Prioritization Overview
Implementing an expanded active transportation network in a community the size of Maumelle and integrating new facilities with existing trails requires a clear

approach. In order to position Maumelle leadership to effectively decide which projects to pursue, a systematic process of implementation was developed based
on steering committee and public input. These results guide the recommended phasing plan (page 83). The results of the prioritization voting are described in more
detail on the following page, with residents indicating a general desire for enhancing safety, connecting destinations in a practical way, and providing recreational

opportunities.
Project Prioritization
Be implemented with minimum cost / demonstrate success with relatively little

expense

Be funded and/or implemented with the assistance of public or private
partnerships

Prioritize equity and inclusion by providing connections to under-served areas
of town

Provide an opportunity to strengthen and link an existing or planned public
investment

Create a desired route for alternate transportation

Enhance safety for users

Create or link two or more community destinations

Provide recreational opportunities for multiple user groups —

10 15 20 25 30

o
(%]

m Public Input W Steering Committee & Stakeholders



Prioritization Criteria & Weighting
Organized according to the total votes received, the
following priorities were most important to Maumelle.
Creating and linking two or more community
destinations was the highest priority, followed by
enhancing safety for users and providing recreational
opportunities. Alternate transportation was the fourth
most emphasized priority, highlighting a moderate
desire in the community to utilize the linkages to
community destinations (see priority #1) for everyday
travel around Maumelle.

The prioritization criteria were assigned weights
based on the number of votes received, then scored
and ranked. The criteria are listed from highest
weighted to lowest as follows.

1. Create or Link Destinations
(Current Use, Trip Generators)

2. Enhance Safety
(Crashes, Conflicts, Speed, ADT)

3. Recreational Opportunities
(Type, Length, Connectivity)

4. Create a desired route for alternate
transportation

5. Strengthen or Link Public Investments or
Economic Development Opportunity

6. Connection to Underserved Areas
7. Partnerships or Ease of Implementation

8. Minimum Cost

Prioritization Matrix Outcomes

The prioritization process is intended as a guideline
for community leaders and planning officials to make
informed decisions regarding which project should
be implemented next. Cost is always a bottom-line
matter for municipal leaders responsible for budget
management and public transparency, but in terms of
the overall plan, if the public desires something new
and visionary that may take years to fund through
budgeting or a grant, the prioritization exercise
allows the City to see public priorities. Interestingly
enough, funding ranked lowest out of all prioritization
criteria. This does not mean it is an unimportant
consideration, but simply that it does not factor into
the scoring process. For example, at the top of the
scores, Carnahan Drive scored first out of the entire
network due to its urban setting and connection

of destinations along the corridor. It also enhances
safety (priority #2), and provides recreational
opportunities for pedestrians as well as cyclists.

While the plan does not mandate the City implement
the top ten projects resulting from the prioritization
process, it is important to note that these are all
separated facilities. As discussed on page 15, 47%
of respondents to public meeting surveys preferred
separated facilities such as trails and sidepaths over
other types of active transportation facilities. Since
these may be used by pedestrians, bicyclists and
wheelchair users alike, they make for prime pilot
projects to build goodwill and excitement for the
expanding network. Additionally, as discussed in the
proposed phasing plan (page 82), implementing the
top 10 projects first wouldn’t necessarily be beneficial

4.0 IMPLEMENTATION

PRIORITIZATION

to the overall network, as some projects would
terminate prior to connecting with other facilities or
logical destinations.

The top 10 scoring projects are as follows:

1. Carnahan Drive (West) Sidepath

2. Carnahan Drive (East) Sidepath + Boardwalk
3. Highway 365 Sidepath

4. Rolling Oaks Trail

5. Club Manor Sidepath

6. Edgewood Drive Sidepath

7. White Oak Crossing Sidepath

8. Lake Point Drive Sidepath + Lake Valencia
Boardwalk

9. Powerline Easement Trail + Boardwalk

10. Diamond Park Lane Sidepath
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1

8,829 167 2

2,568 049 3

4,599 0.87 4

4425 0.84 7

5,068 0.96 7

8,575 162 7

1,565 0.30 9

9678 183 9

601 oM 10

1,213 0.23 1

5,716 108 12

690 013 14

846 0.16 14

1,232 0.23 15

Lake Willastein Drive Sharrow 2422 046 16
CostalHilRoad  Sdepah 8597 163 17
CamahanDrive  CydleTack 665 013 18
Kings Lynn Drive Sharrow 1,360 0.26 18
RobinsonRoad  Sdepah 539 010 20
WoodandDive  Boyelae 385 007 22
Maumelle Boulevard Trailinfil - Tl 2506 047 22

E1
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7909 150
3,562 067 24
2,699 0.51 27
931 018 27
1,775 0.34 27
4183 0.79 31
3,729 0.1 31
3,019 0.57 31
Woodland Drive (North) Sharrow 164 003 31
Millwood Circle: South Cycle Track 2630 0.50 33
Millwood Circle: North Cycle Track 2,151 oA 33
175 0.03 34
1123 0.21 37
2,258 043 37
2,395 045 37
168 0.03 38
4,892 093 39
Hudson Bay Drive Sharrow 1122 0.21 4
LiftStation Easement Trail Tl & 015 a1
Fontainebleau Drive Sharrow 1,802 0.34 45
Norfork Drive Sharrow 3,498 0.66 45
Waterside Drive Sharrow 1196 0.23 45
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______seament [ Facwmy mm FINAL RANK

Zircon Drive Sharrow
4372 0.83 51
2,347 044 51
2,048 0.39 51
4,220 0.80 51
Margeaux Drive Sharrow 1,356 0.26 51
Marseille Drive Sharrow 3,685 070 51
Turquoise Drive Sharrow 537 0.10 52
DeawileDive  Boylelae 138 026 55
Auriel Circle Sharrow 3,026 057 55
Deauville Drive Sharrow 4,226 0.80 55
2,774 0.53 59
2,226 042 59
3,345 0.63 59
622 0.12 59
4575 0.87 61
807 0.15 61
Breckenridge Lane Sharrow 1,338 0.25 80
Chicot Drive Sharrow 1,830 0.35 80
Ducane Way Sharrow 429 0.08 80
Fontenay Drive Sharrow 386 007 80
Hibiscus Drive Sharrow 2,521 048 80

1



Lake Valley Drive
Lily Drive

Maumelle Valley Drive

Montepellier Drive
Navajo Trall
Orchid Drive
Orleans Drive
Ouachita Drive

Ozark Drive

Park Drive
Ridgeland Drive
Riverland Drive
Saint James Drive

Vienne Place

Sharrow
Sharrow
Sharrow
Sharrow
Sharrow
Sharrow
Sharrow
Sharrow
Sharrow
Sharrow
Sharrow
Sharrow
Sharrow

Sharrow

5615
2,925
5,665
462
1,730
716
1,446
2,529
2,041
963
825
323
652
1,299

106
055
105
0.09
0.33
014
027
048
0.39
018
016
0.06
012
0.25
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PRIORITIZATION

80
80
80
80
80
80
80
80

80
80
80
80
80
80



4.0 IMPLEMENTATION

EASE OF IMPLEMENTATION

Ease of Implementation

As part of this discussion of balancing feasibility with expressed community desires, ease of implementation provides an overview of specifically which facilities will
be easiest to implement. As previously written, the prioritization rankings do not determine the required order of implementation but rather function as guidelines.
If a project of opportunity arises such as restriping a road for bike lanes to connect a neighborhood to services in the commercial core of Maumelle, it would be
advantageous to pursue. Familiarization with the ease of implementation map can better position city leadership to know which areas of the City could benefit from

early pilot projects.

Projects are ranked as easy, moderate, or challenging according to the following criteria:
- Easy - Construction is inexpensive and primarily involves pavement striping or re-striping, with minimal or no road widening required. This includes facilities

that have been designated with sharrows.

Construction costs are moderate, and some road widening may be necessary. Additional infrastructure is also implemented to ensure the safety of
bicycle lanes.

- Challenging - Acquiring land or easements is necessary, the segments are lengthy resulting in higher costs, or coordination becomes difficult due to
involvement of multiple landowners or jurisdictional complexities with other agencies.




IMPLEMENTATION

Maumelle
Country Club
Golf Course

County Farm Rd

EASE OF IMPLEMENTATION
\
A
h\
/
\
(
\
\
|
I
7
¥
Y
N
(9]
§,
)
3
N\
\— -
A,
N
N
~N N \
S W
h S\
N
Y
S
Y
Y
. R
S
AN
Y
Maumelle Park
Private
///\\\ //_‘/—\

4.0 IMPLEMENTATION

ountry Club
Arkansas

/
y

/Two Rivers Park

AN
\.\
g
b
'\1/
\
/
\
\\'\kf

MacArthur Dr

e Blue Hill
Marche
—————— I
|
| i
|
oy %
White ol %
Oa 3
du 2 z
| ™ g
§ Padgett
———— “1 Hill
?
\
1
\
\
\
\
Round Hill \r
l
—
|
s
| N

l
|
|
|
|
|

\

>

\ -
County of Pulaski, AR, Atk
! &
/ 7

e

|

= J"| o e
sas GIS Office, Esri, HERE, Garmin, SafeGraﬁ’lﬁ’,L@
NASA, USGS, ERAZNPS, USDA, Esri,

N

s

Ease of Implementation
e [gsy

emms  Moderate

o,
O'?d

ems (Challenging

7

Existing Facilities

(‘/,‘,7

+ Existing Greenway
= EXisting Sidepath

Existing Bike Lanes

Existing Trail - POA

v

Ly 1Miles
0 0.25 0.5 1

60

Ro

[___I

—e——-—-—-\\ [
B |
Technologies, Inc, METI/  —

ASA, NGA, USGS, FEMA
|
|
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NETWORK PURPOSE

Network Purpose

Network purpose establishes the hierarchy of

the active transportation network, moving users
from neighborhoods to regional destinations. The
Regional Route is indicated as a dark green line
representing the Northwest Corridor extending from
North Little Rock that crosses through Maumelle

on existing trail along Highway 100 as shown in the
Central Arkansas Regional Greenways Plan and on
pages 22-23. Continuing up along Club Manor, then
Edgewood, eventually pointing north to Conway.
This route should be upgraded to recommended
regional standards, with a width of 14’ to function as
a higher-capacity trail corridor, as well as lighting and
wayfinding signage. Other trails and bicycle facilities
branching off the Northwest Corridor should be
signed appropriately to communicate directions to
users.

Primary Connectors are generally trails and
sidepaths, facilities that can facilitate both bicycle
and pedestrian travel. In some instances, such as
on Arnold Palmer and Club Manor south, primary
connectors are bicycle lanes leading to the regional
trail system.

Secondary Connectors are systems of bicycle

lanes or sharrows, and Neighborhood Connectors
are sharrows leading to higher-capacity facilities.
Recreation Routes are future facilities such as the
trail extending south to North Little Rock off White
Oak Crossing. The Murphy Drive signed route is also
a recreation route as it is reserved only for confident
road cyclists.

Regional connector

Secondary connector

Neighborhood connector
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NETWORK PURPOSE

Community Loops
Community loops were established utilizing both existing and future trails to help “brand” different routes around Maumelle. This is more aspirational, reflecting

the desires of the community to provide more safe active transportation corridors to everyday destinations, as well as the expressed desire for more recreational
opportunities. The Community Loops fulfill the dual purposes of expressed need: active transportation to everyday destinations and easily-accessible recreation
options. Each loop is a mix of facility types, although they are primarily made up of existing and future trails and will be mostly separated facilities. The Regional

Route is the blue Northwest Corridor, as previously described. The Off Street Loop utilizes trails beginning at Lake Willastein and travels in a circle to the northwest
corner of Maumelle, connecting Lake Valencia, Maumelle Charter, the library, municipal services, and Rolling Oak Soccer Complex. The Odom Loop starts at the
divergence of the regional greenway up Club Manor, following Odom around to connect back to Highway 100. The Maumelle Bike Boulevard winds through Maumelle
neighborhoods in a system of sharrows branching off the Odom Loop. Lastly, the Eastern Loop connects the east side of Maumelle separated by Highway 100 to the
regional greenway, characterized by bike lanes leading to greenways and boardwalk around and through White Oak Bayou. This is expected to provide a scenic view
of Maumelle’s natural landscape while providing access to ballparks, Maumelle Charter High School, multiple neighborhoods, and Maumelle Middle and High Schools.
As the network expands, it is recommended the City solicit community feedback to brand” more specific “loop” names. Finally, a unique addition to the network, the
Thunder Mountain Trail is a gravel pathway which will, upon completion, connect more than 330 new homes in north Maumelle to the primary Maumelle network.

i

gl .

T

Regionﬁite - ) . N w ) S Off Street Loop




IMPLEMENTATION

MacArthur pr

~N
= Community Loops
COMMUNITY LOOPS L N
. ' e e Regional Trail
I
\\ I 2 N e Off Street Loop
e - ' N
\, & 0 N e Odom Loop
5
\ | e Off Street / Odom Loop
( |
\ | | N gl === Maumelle Bike Boulevard/Off Street Shared
\ | N
| | b Maumelle Bike Boulevard
/l ! , e Fastern Loop
5 ] : e Thunder Mountain Trail
3 | [ under Mountain Trai
S | ) Marche . J
§ I ~4 1 r et = B, 1Miles
l 4 0 0.25 0.5 1
| 4
| 48 e
| White' e |
3 ;Rector Hil Oak |
\ Bayou | /
0 I
- — - | % |
\\\ (== b &
N
HEZAIE Whife %,
o \ Country CluH ‘ | Oag 5._: ,;‘5
S \ 5 Arkansas | Baydu o <
~ Cpp | B/ =
\\ \\ ‘%O | J | -vn; o A6O
a0 | -
\\\\‘\ Maumelle ’ L S| i e ) ) Pa:%;ett -
Country Club ! _ﬁ J ¢
\\ Golf Course | | Whietey Y ;
B % r—— J L, \
= N N | \
N o rE— | \
e = \
b R : \
B N ’,___4 \\ )/\“9
B %
Maumelle Park g t/a/ Round Hill | : P R
R L N I
R X 1 = I _____ 2y
R | I I
~ |_ - | A : |
Private : N I NS N Pt N
e i \/ \’ Jeffrey™,
o "N E{OO' In, ’ ] : e
Y i > 1/ s
L—}\\ @ \\‘ (rru[[‘J \\ //
County Farm Rd N ‘ < RSy g
— & | [ DN Ry /
//\\ Y o \ \\ \\ | - IR l ;;//
P e \ < . e B ] LA e
7 Y T h \\ i 3 i\ AR
Two Rivers Park / N T \ ! [
\\ = (2) / N \ ¢ e — NS4SRl \ J I
= /Two Rivers Park > \ . J ¢ ) - '——”"q P i i
N y \*’ County of Pulaski, AR, %@nsas GIS Office, Esri, HERE, Garmin, SafeGraﬁRLGé%Technologles, Inc, METI/  —
N ~ / / e S NASA, USGS, ERAZNPS, USDA, Esri, NASA, NGA, USGS, FEMA
N = \ \ ( F N |
Riva ey b “A, & | |

>

4.0 IMPLEMENTATION



4.0 IMPLEMENTATION

PHASING PLAN

Phasing

Phasing reflects the highest priority projects in a reasonable order, and
connectivity between phases is built upon to expand to additional destinations.
Phasing is not a required order of implementation, but rather a guideline for
the community to follow as network expansion begins. It is recommended that
the City capitalize on projects of opportunity that may arise, even if they may
be grouped in a later Phase. The structure of Maumelle’s Phasing Plan can be
described according to the fo<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>