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Task 1: Project Kickoff, Existing Facilities, and Visioning

Task 4: Master Plan Documentation

Task 2: Preliminary Network, Assessment, Recommendations

Task 3: Prioritization & Implementation

Public Meeting 1 

Public Meeting 2

Plan Adoption
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Focused Development Considerations
Connecting Existing and Future Trip Generators

“Creating Places, Not Developments”

• Sherwood Town Center

• City Civic Center

• Sherwood Entertainment District 

Sherwood Vision 2040, pages 41-43

Sherwood 
Town Center

City 
Civic 

Center

Sherwood 
Entertainment 

District
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Proposed Trail System
Connecting Existing and Future Trip Generators

“Trail System – Trails are a community amenity that 

are increasingly being expected in successful cities. 

Northwest Arkansas has demonstrated the tangible 

economic, health, recreation, and tourism benefits of 

having a robust trails system. Sherwood is ideally laid 

out in a way to develop an interconnected system of 

greenway trails. The city should consider committing 

resources to greater development of its trails system.”

Sherwood Vision 2040, page 48
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Existing Sidewalk System
Connecting Existing and Future Trip Generators



ROADWAY CHARACTERISTICS
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Roadway Assessments

Jurisdiction Average Daily Traffic Shoulder Widths Roadway Widths and
Number of Lanes
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Case Study: Oakbrooke

EXISTING CONDITION
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Case Study: Oakbrooke

OPTION 1: BIKE LANES (11’ drive lanes / 5’ bike lanes outside of gutter): 
COMPLETE STREET
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Case Study: Oakbrooke

OPTION 2: PROTECTED BIKE LANES (10’ drive lanes / 4.5’ bike lanes outside of gutter):   
COMPLETE STREET



TRIP GENERATORS & SERVICE AREAS
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Trip Generators

• What destinations are probable for bicycling and 
walking?

o Parks
o Trail access points
o Schools
o Centers / nodes / specialty destinations / 

downtowns / business centers
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Heat Map: Existing & Future Facilities

• Existing Destinations

o Schools

o Parks & Community Centers

• Future Destinations

o Sherwood Town Center

o City Civic Center

o Sherwood Entertainment District 
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Travel Mode Choice

• What factors will influence people’s travel mode 
choice?

o Safety
o Comfort
o Experience
o Points of interest / multiple destinations
o Distance

Physical Separation: Comfort & Safety

Destinations & Points of Interest Experience
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Heat Map: Existing & Future Facilities

• Existing Destinations

o Schools

o Parks & Community Centers

• Future Destinations

o Sherwood Town Center

o City Civic Center

o Sherwood Entertainment District 
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ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS
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What it Doesn’t Tell Us

• Commonly utilized routes

• Desired routes

• User comfort levels

• Other destinations

Source: Strava Labs www.strava.com

Pedestrian Heat Map

http://www.strava.com/
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Source: Strava Labs www.strava.com

Bicycle Heat MapWhat it Doesn’t Tell Us

• Commonly utilized routes

• Desired routes

• User comfort levels

• Other destinations

http://www.strava.com/
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Source: Strava Labs www.strava.com

Bicycle and Pedestrian Heat MapWhat it Doesn’t Tell Us

• Commonly utilized routes

• Desired routes

• User comfort levels

• Other destinations

http://www.strava.com/
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Oakbrooke Devon Lee

Lee



USER TYPES, FACILITY TYPES, LEVEL OF COMFORT
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Types of Bicyclists

HIGH STRESS TOLERANCELOW STRESS TOLERANCE

11.62% 55.43% 28.41% 4.55%



Level of Comfort: Sherwood Survey Results

55.43%

28.41%

4.55%

11.62%

0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00% 60.00%

I prefer to ride on trails, off-street side paths, or
quiet residential roads

I generally prefer trails or off-street side paths,
but am comfortable riding in bicycle lanes or on

paved shoulders if need be

I am comfortable riding with traffic and will use
roads without bike lanes or paved shoulders

I am not comfortable riding a bicycle in any
situation

What is your bicycling level of comfort?
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v

Sidepaths

Separated Facilities

6’-8’ Local Walking Path

12’-14’ Multi-Use Trail
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Buffered Bicycle Lanes

Cycle Track: Bollards

Cycle Track: Separated Bike & Ped

Protected On-Street Facilities

v

Bicycle Boulevard

Bicycle Lanes 

Sharrows

Standard On-Street Facilities 

HIGH STRESS TOLERANCELOW STRESS TOLERANCE



FA
C

IL
IT

Y 
 P

RE
FE

RE
N

C
ES TR

A
IL

S 
& 

SI
D

EP
A

TH
S

PR
O

TE
C

TE
D

 O
N

-S
TR

EE
T

SH
A

RE
D

 O
N

-S
TR

EE
T

SI
D

EW
A

LK
S

ST
A

N
D

A
RD

 O
N

-S
TR

EE
T

SI
G

N
ED

 R
O

UT
ES



FA
C

IL
IT

Y 
 P

RE
FE

RE
N

C
ES Trails and Sidepaths

Protected On-Street Facilities

Standard On-Street Facilities

Shared On-Street Facilities

Standard On-Street Facilities

Signed Route

Sidewalks

Trails and
Sidepaths

Protected On-
Street

Facilities

Standard On-
Street

Facilities

Shared On-
Street

Facilities

Standard On-
Street

Facilities
Signed RouteSidewalks

Steering Committee 21.05%21.05%18.42%10.53%18.42%5.26%5.26%

Public 40.91%22.73%11.36%0.00%11.36%4.55%9.09%

Facility Type Preferences

Steering Committee Public

Facility Type Preferences
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Bicycle & Pedestrian Facility Types

Level of Stress Decreases
Ease of Implementation Decreases

Level of Stress Increases
Ease of Implementation Increases

Sidepath/Multi-Use TrailBuffered Bike Lanes/Cycle TrackSharrows or Bike BlvdsNo Facilities Standard Bike Lanes



FACILITY TYPESFacility Selection Considerations
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• Who is the user?

• Trip Generators & Destinations

• Roadway Characteristics:
• Traffic Volume
• Traffic Speed
• Roadway Classification
• Roadway Width
• Roadway Right of Way

• Drainage, Utilities, Topography

• Land Use & Driveways

• Existing Bicycle and Pedestrian Network



BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN NETWORK
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Bike/Ped Network: Overall
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Woodruff Creek 
Connection

Henson 
Connection
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Bike/Ped Network: Trails
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Bike/Ped Network: Sidepaths
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Photo Credit: ARDOT
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Bike/Ped Network: On-Street Protected Facilities
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Bike/Ped Network: On-Street Shared Facilities
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• Trails (Regional + Local)

13 miles

• Sidepaths
15 miles

• Long-Range Sidepaths
12 miles

• On-Road Protected 
Facilities   8 miles

• On-Road Protected 
Facilities: Widen   4.5 miles

• On-Road Shared Facilities
19 miles

Total: 71.5 Miles

Network Totals
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Network Service Areas

Within ¼ mile from a 
separated facility

Within ½ mile from a 
separated facility

Within ¼ mile from a 
shared-use facility

Within ½ mile from a 
shared-use facility



Existing Sidewalks

Upgrades In 
Progress

Infill Sidewalks
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Bike/Ped Network: Sidewalks



Bicycle & Pedestrian Network: Crossings

Signed Crosswalk RRFB HAWK Signal

N
ET

W
O

RK



Intersection Plan
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Existing Stop Sign

Proposed Stop Sign

Existing Traffic Signal

Proposed Traffic Signal

Proposed HAWK Signal

Proposed RRFB

Proposed Roundabout

Proposed High Visibility 
Crosswalk
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Network Trailheads

Potential Trailhead 
Parks

Existing Schools

Future Trailheads 
at Future Parks

?
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Connector Spine

Recreation Route

Local Connector

Secondary Connector

Network Hierarchy



Implementation

Factors
• Street segment

• Posted Speed Limit

• Average Daily Traffic (AHTD Data)

• Rural/Urban

• Residential/Non-Residential

• Curb

• Existing Functional Classification 

• Existing Number of Lanes

• Existing Cross Section (measurements)

• Existing Service Volume

Recommendations and Outcomes
• Recommended Facility

• Post-Facility Number of Lanes

• Post-Facility Functional Classification

• Post-Facility Service Volume

• Post-Facility Cross Section (dimensions)

• Comments
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Implementation Table
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Prioritization Results: Public Meeting
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Prioritization: Ease vs. Cost

Ease of Implementation

• Funding availability
• Partners
• Complexity (political, impacts, scale of 

construction)

Cost

• Over $500,000
• $250,000 - $500,000
• $50,000 - $250,000
• Under $50,000
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Easy

Moderate

Challenging
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Ease of Implementation Map

In Progress



Prioritization Matrix



Prioritization Outcomes



Phasing

In Progress

Phase 1

Phase 2

Phase 3

Phase 4

Long-Range Phase
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Phasing
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In Progress

Phase 1
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In Progress

Phase 1
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In Progress

Phase 1

Phase 2
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In Progress

Phase 1

Phase 2

Phase 3
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In Progress

Phase 1

Phase 2

Phase 3

Phase 4
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In Progress

Phase 1

Phase 2

Phase 3

Phase 4

Long-Range Phase



Phasing

In Progress

Phase 1

Phase 2

Phase 3

Phase 4

Long-Range Phase
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Phasing: Outcomes
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Benefits

• Health

• Recreation

• Transportation

• Economic 
Development

• Community 
Character
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Next Steps 

• Regional Routes Coordination

• January & February 2021

• Sherwood Implementation Revisions

• January & February 2021

• Public Meeting

• Date to be announced

• Draft Report Documentation



Steering Committee Meeting 
December 14, 2021
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