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City Values - Equity

CITY OF I_ITTI_E HUCK Mission Statement

“Establishing a foundation to build the best Little Rock.” ViSiO N Sta tement

i »‘ - C V I
ey ore vailues
1. EQUITY IJ_'L:?.:L. 2. PEOPLE-CENTERED

Promoting fairness and justice Ensuring that all decisions and

2
4]

by providing equal access to actions prioritize the well-being

resources and opportunities for and needs of the city's residents, "We are Committed to meeting people Where they are

all members of the community, fostering a sense of community

regardless of socio-economic and inclusivity. and Offering access to opportunity no matter where

status, race, or background.

people live, what they look like, or how much money is
in their wallet.”

Mayor Frank Scott Jr. 2024 State of the City Address




Car-Dependent Transportation

Inequitable Transportation




§“3 Little Rock is a Car-Dependent city

Most errands require a car.

mmaso | jttle Rock has Minimal Transit

19

It is possible to get on a bus. Find Little Rock apartments 1

E‘3t~2m -~ Little Rock is Somewhat Bikeable

Minimal bike infrastructure.

walkscore.com



Car-Dependent = Inequitable

Do you have access to a personal motor vehicle?

Answered: 1,174  Skipped: 212

A _ i
Usually - 13%

Sometimes 6%
Mever 5%
Rarely 3%

0% 10% 20M% 30% 40% 50% 60% T0% 80% 90% 100%

® Transportation Insecurity

0]

O 0O 0O 0 O

Under 16

Many older residents

Medical conditions (e.g. epilepsy)
Disability

Can't legally drive

Low-income

City of Little Rock Complete Streets: Bicycle Plan survey, 2022, pg. 208



Consequences of Transportation Inequities

Within the last year, how often have you missed work, school, or an
appointment because of a lack of transportation?

Answered: 1,156  Skipped: 230

® Perpetuates poverty

N >
Mever % o

m tardiness
1-2 times - 13% | truancy

O Jobs
3.4 times 11% m fewer opportunities
m poorer performance

56 times 3%

7 ar more times 1%

0% 10% 20% 0% 40% 50% 60% T0% BO% 90% 100%

City of Little Rock Complete Streets: Bicycle Plan survey, 2022, pg. 208



Low-Income = Racial Inequity in CLR

e Our racial disparity in poverty twice U.S. average*
o 26.2% of Black residents in poverty**
o 6.9% of white residents in poverty™*

e White households have double the income of Black households
o $65.3K/year vs. $32.7K/year***

* US News and World Report: Overview of Pulaski County
** US Census 2022 ACS 5-Year Survey (Table S1701)
*** Statistical Atlas




Planning for Car-Optional
Transportation




Car-Optional Requires Walking, Biking, and Transit

Rock Region

METRO

\ N/

<1/2 mile 1/2 mile — 4 miles >4 miles

Bus requires walking/biking to get to and from bus stop
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Complete Streets

WHAT IS A COMPLETE STREET? CS Resolution #13,675 (2013)

® Master Street Plan = Complete
Streets implementation plan

CS Ordinance #21,029 (2015)

® Streets shall be made complete
after resurfacing unless

Protected Bike Lanes exce ptio n
Lanes

Active Sidewalks Public Space Dedicated or Vehicle Travel Safe Crossings Transit Green Infrastructure

11



Master Transportation Plan

Little Rock
COMPLETE STREETS:

BICYCLE PLAN

MASTER S"I'RE'E'IZ~ PLAN 2

Master Transportation Plan

A

MOVE —

CENTRAL ARKANSAS
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Two Little Rocks




Legend
__|LIDAC
1 Non-LIDAC

10 Miles

Low Income and
Disadvantaged Communities
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Targeted Community Development Initiative

A: John Barrow
Corridor

B: 12t Street
Corridor

C: South End

D: Southwest
Little Rock

15



a 25

5 10 Miles
J

=
’ér q""'"\-\.._\__\_\_-u._
—
1 .

[Non-LIDAC average] §

John
Barrow

Legend
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South End

TCD Areas

South End [average]
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SWLR [average]
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Two Little Rocks ¥ Promenade at Chenal [Sga

Economics




Legend

% Below Poverty

| 10.0% - 4.0%
[ 14.0%-9.2%
5 9.2% - 17.1%
B 17.1% - 27.9%
Bl 27.9% - 54.5%
= o)

] Non-LIDAC
[ LIDAC

1 1 1 l 1 1

10 Miles
1 ]

Data: American Community Survey 2016-2020

TCD Areas

South End 27.8%
12" st. 26.4%
John Barrow 21.7%
SWLR 21.8%
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Legend

% Below 200%
Poverty

. 10.0% - 13.8%
. 113.8% - 28.7%
71 28.7% - 42.6%
N 42.6% - 56.9%
Bl 56.9 - 76.4%
3 TCD

[ Non-LIDAC
[ LIDAC

| 1 1

1

10 Miles
|

Data: American Community Survey 2016-2020

Count

TCD Areas

South End 58.0%
12" st. 60.8%
John Barrow 42.6%
SWLR 51.1%

5 EPA
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|
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American Community Survey 2022

Legend

Median Per Capita
Income

| $8.2k $21.1K

|| $21.1K - $27.3k
$27.3K - $43.5K
I $43,5K - $64.5K

TCD Areas

B s64.5k - $112.3k South End $22.4K
| |TCD 12'" st. $18.5K
|| Non-LIDAC i L [ . John Barrow | $26.6K
[] upac f e SWLR $20.7K k.




Legend
% Unemployment
_10.0% - 1.0%
1 1.0% - 2.2%
Bl 2.2% - 3.9%
Bl 3.9% - 6.3%
Bl 6.3% - 12.5%
3 TCD

[ Non-LIDAC
3 LIDAC

25 5
1 1 1 | 1 1

10 Miles

|

TCD Areas

Data: American Community Survey 2016-2020

South End 4.6%
12" st. 6.6%
: John Barrow 3.9%
‘h e SWLR 4.5%

EPA
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Legend
Area of Persistent Poverty

[] Non-LiDAC
[Juoac

25 5 10 Miles

USDOT Equitable Transportation Community

TCD Areas

South End 100.0%
12t st. 100.0%
John Barrow

100.0%
SWLR 60.0% 565 eon
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Two Little Rocks

Demographics




Legend
% Disabled

. 15.2% - 8.3%
L 18.3%-12.1%
B 12.1% - 15.8%
B 15.8% - 20.9%
B 20.9% - 28.2%
(1 TCD

] Non-LIDAC
[ LIDAC

| 1 1

1

10 Miles

American Community Survey 2016-2020

Count

TCD Areas

South End 18.9%
12" st. 23.5%
John Barrow 19.3%
SWLR 12.4%

EPA
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0 25 5 10 Miles

L 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 |
2022 American Community Survey
National Historical GIS

o S—

Legend
% People of Color
| |3.7% - 20.6%
" ]20.7% - 36.8%
" 136.9% - 55.2%

B 55.3% - 77.9% TCD Areas

B 75.0% - 96.8% South End 94.2%

TCD 12 st, 86.7%
[ ] Non-LIDAC John Barrow 78.6%
[] LibAc o SWLR 74.6%
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Two Little Rocks

Health




Legend
% Asthma

L 11.0% - 3.3%
[13.3% - 5.1%
0 5.1% - 7.0%
BN 7.0% - 9.8%
N 9.8% - 12.6%
(1 TCD

1 Non-LIDAC
[ LIDAC

5 10 Miles

CDC Places 2020 Data

Count

TCD Areas

South End 6.4%
12" st. 6.2%
John Barrow 11.6%
SWLR 11.0%

S, EPA
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Legend

% High Blood
Pressure

[ 13.6% - 13.6%
L 113.6% - 22.2%
71 22.2% - 30.6%
B 30.6% - 39.2%
B 39.2% - 47.3%
TCD
1 Non-LIDAC
[ LIDAC

| 1 1

10 Miles

CDC Places 2020 Data

TCD Areas

South End 27.5%
12" st. 24.5%
John Barrow 41.7%
SWLR 37.0%

EFA
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Legend
% Diabetes
_10.8% - 2.5%
[12.5% - 4.3%
71 4.3% - 7.3%
BN 7.3% - 10.6%
B 10.6% - 16.2%
[ TCD

1 Non-LIDAC
[ LIDAC

5 10 Miles
| 1 1 1 |

TCD Areas

CDC Places 2020 Data

South End 10.5%
12" st. 8.5%
John Barrow 12.7%
ot SWLR 12.1%

EPA
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0 25 5 10 Miles
l 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 |

CDC Places 2020 Data

Legend
% Poor Mental Health
L 11.5% - 4.3%

[ 14.3% - 7.5%
B 7.5% - 11.2%
BN 11.2% - 15.6%
Bl 15.6% - 20.2%

TCD Areas
South End 18.9%
12" st. 23.5%
John Barrow 19.3%
SWLR 12.4% .,

[~ Non-LIDAC
[ LIDAC




Recommendations

® Create affordable high-density housing north of 1-630

® Inclusionary Zoning

o >25% of units below-market-rate
O Permanent

O Spatially integrated

Prevent merging parcels to create large single-family
homes
Create BikePed 1-630 crossings

31



Recommendation: I-630 crossings

Rambles to the River

Aninterconnected network of trails, green streets, and
park nodes will serve as concduits to the Arkansas River
and an armature for quality of life.
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Ll;)owntown Little Rock Master Plan

® Reorienting to the
River requires
connectivity to the
river

e [Equity requires
connectivity across
1-630

PLAN ONLY
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ys, Byrd & &)
uinn, PLLC

s Byrd & O'Guinn,
3 - Personal Inj

Bad Breakfast

ain Street LR
azing Breakfast
iction - Breakfa.

Recommendation: I-630 crossing

® The Pettaway Ramble

a.k.a. the Commerce Street Accessible Neighborhood Greenway

M ‘ o
‘° | e Pop-Up December 2023

e Future Pop-Up May 2024

lectnelGROst
'e Make Printing
nirts Easy -iE[ECI

S'Rock Sy
Park'Ln

L PLAN ONLY




Recommendation: I-630 crossing

e Complete Streets: Bicycle Plan
® One of three Priority Projects is an I-630 crossing at
State Street

PLAN ONLY




Station

ap,t;,';f‘;,; “"f Recommendation:
: I-63o crossing

~ Arkansas
Children’s
Hospital '2

® Southwest Trail

® Locally, the Southwest
Trail will provide a low-
stress 1-630 crossing

<
| 3
b
|~

END OF SW TRAIL
BEGIN TRAIL SEGMENT
END TRAIL SEGMENT
PUBLIC LANDS

$1.67M in 2017
$1.3Min 2020
Not yet fully funded

#0  ROAD CROSSING i N
TRALTYPOLOGES @ | Rt - — -




Recommendation: I-630 crossing

e Jonesboro Children’s Trail
® Low-stress |-630 crossing at
Jonesboro

APPROVED AND MOSTLY FUNDED




Make Walking Useful




hpoint™ i State Pa ”‘?’x . e A167) (320
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Walk Score S A
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Cantrell (cars) Heights
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McAlmont

2] @i

Hillcrest T
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River Market

Alpine  [33

Markham/Bowman (cars)

""""

(22] >
Carter Off-Road P.ar]-\o
)
! -
—l—\ Ironton
Walk score = concentration of destinations " Atkanses Ltle Rock W)

Wrightsville

Several green spots are car-centric
Landmark

Mille Park -



Fewer Arterial Crosswalks south of 1-630

Legend
Arterial Crosswalk
Density (crosswalks/km)

o003
B os3-08
Pos-14
L l14-24
 24-46

Arterial
Crosswalk

TCD

[ INon-LIDAC
[ Juoac

.....
»

10 Miles

TCD Areas

J. Landosky

South End 0.8

12 st. 1.4
John Barrow 1.4
SWLR 0.90

Data from J.
Landosky
observing 2021
aerial imagery
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Recommendations

Build off existing character to establish

an identifiable neighborhood pattern

and support residential growth of each

. area, including daily life needs.
\

Figure from the Downtown Little Rock Master Plan

Create neighborhood-oriented
business districts south of [-630
Facilitate innovation for small-scale,
local developers

Within residential zoned areas,
welcome pockets of General
Commercial zoning (C3)

Require connectivity in the street
grids of new development

Retrofit cul-de-sac street grids with
BikePed connectivity where possible
Create Arterial crossings

40



Recommendation:
Street Grid
Connectivity

Driving-only transportation pattern Walkable connected transporation network
e Eliminates useful walk ® Retains useful walk
e Funnels all traffic to Arterials ® Creates traffic flow choices
O  More resilient to individual
O makes them much more street closure
dangerous for all users O BikePed can choose most
O forces BikePed onto them direct/least stressful route
e Should be discouraged ® Makes transit work

® Should be encouraged




Recommendation: Arterial Crosswalks

Prioritize intersections that
O Have traffic light
O Have sidewalk corridors on both sides of Arterial
O Are along or within % mile of transit route

Stripe hi-vis crosswalks

Install pedestrian refuge islands
Install ped buttons

Create pedestrian refuge islands
Install overhead street lighting

42



Make Walking Safe




Walking in Little Rock is Not Safe

All but two of the top 20 are getting more deadly
The most dangerous metro areas are getting more deadly

m Number of Annual U.S. Pedestrian Fatalities, 1980-2022 Average fatality rate (2013-17) B Average fat:

8,070 8,126
8,000 ' (#1) Memphis, TN-MS-AR

|
#2) Albuguergque, NM ]
#3) Tueson. AZ |
(#4) Bakershield, CA | ]
7,000 #5) Deltona-Daytona Beach-Ormond Beach, FL [ ]
(#5) Baton Rouge, LA _
#7)Fresno,CA —
(#8) Tampa-5t. Petersburg-Clearwater, FL -

6,000

(#9) Charleston-Morth Charleston, SC

{#10) Little Rock-North Little Rock-Conway, AR | h
by 0.30

#11) Palm Bay-Melbourne-Tituswille, FL I Droppe

5.000 (#12) Riverside-5an Bernardino-Ontario, CA | I—
1

(#12) Columbia, 5C ]

(#14] Miami-Fort Lauderdale-Pompano Beach, FL _

#15) Jacksonwille, FL l Dropped by 0.20

w
o
N

4,000 4 #16) Cape Coral-Fort Myers, FL

#17) North Port-5arasota-Bradenton, FL

1980
1982
1984
1986
1988
1990
1992
1994
1996
1998
2000
2002
2004
2006
2008
2010
2012
2014
2016
2018
2020
2022*

#18) Orlando-Kissimmee-Sanford, FL

[

|

]

(#1%) Stockton, CA ]
L]

#20) Sacramento-Roseville-Folsom, CA
*Projected . t C

Sources: FARS and GHSA analysis of SHSO data — - ”

00 people



Bicyclist Fatalities per Bicyclist Commuters over Time

Figure 3.4.8 - Bicyclist Fatalities per Bicyclist Commuters over Time

There is limited data on how often people bicycling are exposed to vehicle traffic. Comparing bicyclist fatalities by the number of people who bike to work uses
readily available federal data to provide an estimate of exposure. Large percentage changes can occur due to either an increase in fatalities or a decrease in the
number of bicycle commuters.

Search in table Pagelof2 »
. 2017-2021
B I ke Community State 2012-2016 Average Average Difference Percent Change
Jackson MS 323 169.0 s o)
C t' H Newark NJ 318 112.0 [ 2523
o mm utl n g IN Little Rock AR 133 228 [HEER G
- - Arlington @ 17.0 496 E -192%
thtle ROCk Is Jacksonville FL 24.1 48.0 .23.9 .100%
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n ot Safe Charlotte NC 15.0 445 m - 198%
Oklahoma City oK 343 30.1 I4_a |14%
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Memphis ™ 17.6 36.1 .13_5 .105%
Louisville KY 12.2 30.6 .13.4 .152%
Montgomery AL 204 20.0 |—0.4 ‘—1%
Colorado Springs co 3.2 277 . 245 m
Dallas ™ 9.0 26.5 .1?_5 -195%
San Antonio ™ 26.8 248 l—z.n |—3%
Indianapolis IN 11.2 22.6 .11_3 .101%
Houston ™ 9.0 213 . 123 . 128%
Detroit M 202 20.9 |07 E
= Cheyenne Wy 204 20.4 .—g.n '—31%
Miami FL 12.9 19.6 Is_?
=
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Particularly for LIDAC Residents

e Black residents 3x more likely to
be hit by a car while walking or
biking vs. white residents

whl, .

G ® ® ® &
N '\. " Ny
71.71.1

S‘\*“;“v\“vﬁ‘@‘

Metroplan

Legend

Annual Traffic
Fatalities / 100K

l0.0-1.8

[ ]18-45
[T45-90
Woo-173
i35t
[Jeo

[ Non-LIDAC

[]J upac

215, 5 10 Miles
1 | 1 1 1 |

Data: NHSTA 2017-2021

8x more likely to be killed
| in a traffic collision in
LIDAC Little Rock

TCD Areas

| South End 16.69
12% st. 16.44
JohnBarrow | 863
SWLR 14.83

JSGS, EPA

46




Hit by a vehicle traveling at

Hit by a vehicle traveling at

Hit by a vehicle traveling at

Recommendations

e Adopt Vision Zero

® Curb illegal speeding with design

® Road Diet four-lane streets

® Focus on the most dangerous corridors
°

Fund bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure like it’s life or death

AFTER

47



Recommendation: Most Dangerous Corridors for BikePed

D NAME MPO AREA 0 95 5 10 Miles
S1 Hwy 338 (Baseline Rd) Metroplan | 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 ]

s2 US-70 (Asher Ave) Metropian Arkansas Vulnerable Road User Safety

- T s Assessment, Cambridge Systematics, Nov. 2023
S5 US-67 (T.P. White Dr) Metroplan N
SE US-70 (Roosevelt Rd) Metraplan

s7 US-70 (E Broadway Ave) West Memphis MPO A
58 US-70 Business (Grand Ave) Tri-Lakes MPO

S9 Hwy 365 (Pike Ave) Metroplan

510 Hwy 91 (E Johnson Ave) NARTP.C.

ID NAME MPO AREA

L1 Main St Metroplan Legend

L2 Cumberland St Metroplan

L3 Grand Ave Frontier MPO D T{:D

L4 N Locust St Metroplan [ Non-LIDAC

L5 N Greenwood Ave Frontier MPO : LIDAC

L6 Union St NART.P.C.

L7 Spring St Tri-Lakes MPO

Le S Powell St NWARPC mm | ocal

L9 S Main St N.ART.P.C.

L10 Malvern Ave Tri-Lakes MPO L State




Recommendation: Fund BikePed Infrastructure

City of Little Rock Street Fund

Targeted Community Development Funds

Federal Transit Authority funds when possible

Encourage ARDOT to address BikePed safety in their corridors

Safe Streets for All Implementation Grant (Metroplan)
o May 16, 2024

Active Transportation Infrastructure Investment Program (FHWA)
o June 17,2024

Rebuilding American Infrastructure with Sustainability and Equity (RAISE)
o February 2025
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Why is LIDAC Little Rock so dangerous? Hypotheses:

SSNEWS

Black, Native, low-income people more likely to
be killed while walking: Report

Black, Native and low-income pedestrians are more likely to be killed.
By Kiara Alfonseca Grist
July 12, 2022, 2:0

022, 2:03 PM

Car culture disproportionately Kills Black

' 7ﬂx Americans. The pandemic made things
worse.
CRIMINAL JUSTICE The number of Black people who died in traffic collisions rose by nearly a quarter last year.

Even walking is more dangerous if you're black

German Lopez | @germanrlopez | german lop:

5,2:00 DT

Che New ]

American Road Deaths Show an

Fewer sidewalks

Fewer bike facilities

More Arterial roads

Fewer Arterial crossings J
Fewer parks

Less transit access

Fewer streetlights

Less effective streetlights
Greater dependence on
walking/biking/transit

Alarming Racial Gap
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Fewer sidewalks in LIDAC Little Rock

Legend
Sidewalk/Street Ratio
I 0.04-0.24
B o0.24-038
P o0.38-053
[ Jos3-086
[ |os86-1.44

—— Sidewalk
TCD

"] Non-LIDAC

[JLipAc

25 5

City 6f Little Rock CIS Data

10 Miles

John Barrow

SWLR

EPA

Most fatal
pedestrian
collisions occur
In areas without
sidewalks*

* Governor’s
Highway Safety
Association 51



Recommendations

10 Miles

Legend
% Transit Coverage

I 0.0 - 202%

B 203% - 46.6%
I 46.7% - 65.9%
[ 66.0% - 82.2%

| 82.3% - 100.0%

Bus Route

l:l wiin 1/2 mile of bus
route

TCD
[ ] Non-LiDAC
[ Jumac

County of Pulaski, AR, Esri, HERE, Garmin, GeoTechnologies, Inc., USGS, EPA.

® Crowdsource sidewalk condition assessment

® Install
O Sidewalks
O ADA ramps
O  Stripe crosswalks

® Prioritize areas

LIDAC

Targeted Community Development areas

Within % a mile of bus route

High % of population 65 years or older

High % of population 17 years or younger
Neighborhood Greenways

Along Arterials

High street connectivity

High walkability

All metrics can be quantified and weighted into a
composite variable to prioritize sidewalk retrofits

O0OO0O0O0O0O0O0OO0O
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Recommendation: Target census blocks with high % of young people

Legend
% 17 or younger
| 0.0% - 12.4%
] 12.4% - 19.3%
I19.3% - 23.5%
B 23.5% - 30.7%
I 30.7% - 44.0%
__|Tep

[ Non-LIDAC

[J upac

25, 5 10 Miles
1 1 1 | 1 1 1 |

American Community Survey 2016-2020

TCD Areas
South End 25.1%
12" st. 21.7%
John Barrow | 24.3%
contyof™ GWWLR 31.8%
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Recommendation: Target census blocks with high % of older people

Legend
% 65 or Older

| ]3.9% - 9.4%
| | 9.4% - 13.5%
F 13.5% - 17.3%
B 17.3% - 22.5%
B 22.5% - 38.5%
[ ]Tcp

[ Non-LIDAC

[] upac

10 Miles
1 |

TCD Areas

South End

American Community Survey 2016-2020

18.0%

12 st.

15.9%

=====

John Barrow

16.2%

< SWLR

7.8%
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Fewer bike facilities in LIDAC Little Rock

Legend
Bike Facilities (m/ha)
Bloo-o09
Bli0-32
Pz3-62

[ le3-11.2

© [11.3-28.2

TCD
[ ] Non-LIDAC

[Jupac

BIKEWAY I-PATH

BIKEWAY II-
LANE

BIKEWAY III-
ROUTE

25 5 10 Miles
1 I 1 |

City of Little Rock GIS Data

.....

=y

TCD Areas

South End 1.80
12*" st. 6.34
John Barrow 26.59

cory SWLR 1.83
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o NeigBmhood
qo Greenway

°

N

Recommendations

® Proactively add Neighborhood Greenways
O Does not affect street function or parking
o No resurfacing required
O Quick and inexpensive

® Create connected facilities

® Focuson
O South End TDC
O 12t Street TDC
o SWLRTCD
o LIDAC Little Rock
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HypOtheses Crossed out hypotheses

were tested and not

supported with data. Details
. J can be found in the written
® Fewer sidewalks

J report
® Fewer bike facilities

® Fewer Arterial crossings J
o—|ewerparks
e Less transit access
o—Fewerstreetlights

| ot croatlicht

® Greater dependence on walking/biking/transit
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Means of Transportation to
Work




Less likely to have a personal vehicle

0 25 5

10 Miles
|

Legend

Percent No Vehicle
Households

" 10.0% - 1.8%
| ]1.8%-5.0%
[ 5.0% - 9.6%

-
B os% - 14.7% TCD Areas

B 14.7% - 30.3% South End
[JToo 12" St.
[ ] Non-LIDAC John Barrow

[]uoac

SWLR

Homeland Infrastructure Foundation-Level Data 2022

18.70
17.15
15.00
:!'0'3865,EPA
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Less Likely to Work from Home

L 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 |

American Community Survey 2018-2022

= e 0 e

Legend
% Work from Home
| 0.0% - 3.7%
| |3.8%-57%
[ 5.8%-9.1%

B 0.2% - 12.4% TCD Areas

I 12.5% - 24.9% South End 3.6%
[Jep 12" st. 8.8%
[ | Non-LIDAC John Barrow 7.8%
[] oac SWLR  7.3%

0 25 5 10 Miles

. USGS, EPA

More miles traveled
= more exposure to
transportation risk
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Four Times More Likely to Bike to Work

Legend
PerBike
| 0.0%
. 0.1%-0.6%
. 0.7%-0.7%
B 0.8% - 1.0%
B 11%-55%
[ ] Tco

|| Non-LIDAC

(] upac

10 Miles
1 |

TCD Areas

South End
12" st.

John Barrow
SWLR

American Community Survey 2018-2022

0%

2.8%
0%
0%,
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Slightly More Likely to Walk to Work

10 Miles
|

e — gl
_____

Legend
% Walk to Work
0.0%
C01% - 1.3%
L 14%-22%

B 23%-5.1% A7 1 @ /- TCD Areas

B 5.2% - 25.0% [ South End
[ 12" st.

|| Non-LIDAC John Barrow
[] upac @, SWLR

American Community Survey 2018-2022

0%
2.3%
0%

3%,
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Nine Times More Likely to take Transit to Work

0 28, 5] 10 Miles
| ] 1 1 1 1 1 1 |
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Environment
built for cars

Conclusion

What keeps you from biking more often? {Check all that apply)

Arkansans Little Rock

<

Destinations too far/takes too long to hike 30.7% 28.5%
Unsure of routes to take 16.8% 18.8%
Traffic is too heavy 70.0% 72.1%
Dangerous intersections 63.1% 64.2%
Motorists don't exercise caution around cyclists 76.7% 77.0%
Lack of bike facilities - bike lanes, paths, wide shoulders, etc. 79.9% 83.0%
Poor condition of hike facilities 27.5% 26.7%
Weather 33.0% 32.7%
Lack of lighted routes or paths 24.2% 19.4%
Personal security 18.6% 18.8%
MNeed to transport other people or things 30.7% 30.9%
Traveling with small children 13.3% 9.7%
Lack of secure hicycle parking 35.0% 32.1%
Lack of work amenities (showers, lockers, etc.) 25.8% 30.3%
Exposure to air pollution 3.6% 3.6%
Other 10.1% 11.5%
Total Number of Respondents 894 165

People afraid

of getting hit
by a car

Arkansas Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan (ARDOT, 2017)
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Conclusion

What keeps vou from walkina more often? (Check all that applvl Arkansans Little Rock

En_\/lronment Destinations too far/takes too long to walk 50.4% 55.8%
built for cars Unsure of routes to take 10.2% 9.1% People afraid
Traffic is too hea 46.9% A49.7%

. lﬂauﬂgmus_imgm?cﬁnns 46.2% 50.3% | Of getting hit
Environment 1) 4k of sidewalks or paths 72.8% 67.9% by a car
built for cars Poor condition of pedestrian facilities 40.3% 42 4%

Weather 30.6% 32 1%
Lack of lighted sidewalks or paths 34 9% 21.8%
Personal Security 21.9% 24 8%
Meed to support other people or things 28.5% 27.9%
Exposure to air pollution 2.5% 3.0%
Access to actvity centers 4 5% 5. 5%
Other 10.1% 13.9%
Total 894 165

Arkansas Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan (ARDOT, 2017) 66



Conclusion: Dangerous Answer in Little Rock

Do you have access to a personal motor vehicle?

Answered: 1,174  Skipped: 212

e _ iy
Usuauy - !

6%

Sometimes

0% 10% 200% 30% 40% 50% B60% TO% B0% 90% 100%
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Legend
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Thank you!
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