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City Values - Equity

Mission Statement

Vision Statement

Core Values

“We are committed to meeting people where they are 
and offering access to opportunity no matter where 
people live, what they look like, or how much money is 
in their wallet.”  

Mayor Frank Scott Jr. 2024 State of the City Address
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Car-Dependent Transportation 
= 

Inequitable Transportation
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5walkscore.com



Car-Dependent = Inequitable
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● Transportation Insecurity
○ 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
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● Perpetuates poverty
○ School

■ tardiness
■ truancy

○ Jobs
■ fewer opportunities
■ poorer performance

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



Low-Income = Racial Inequity in CLR

● Our racial disparity in poverty twice U.S. average*
○ 26.2% of Black residents in poverty**
○ 6.9% of white residents in poverty**

● White households have double the income of Black households
○ $65.3K/year vs. $32.7K/year***
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*  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
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Car-Optional Requires Walking, Biking, and Transit
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<1/2 mile 1/2 mile – 4 miles >4 miles

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



Complete Streets

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 
exception
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Master Transportation Plan
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Two Little Rocks
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LIDAC =

Low Income and 

Disadvantaged Communities



Targeted Community Development Initiative
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[Non-LIDAC average]

[LIDAC average]

SWLR

John 

Barrow

South End

12th St. 

TCD Areas
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[average]

[average]
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Two Little Rocks
Economics
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Promenade at Chenal

Geyer South Shopping Center
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8.1%

25.4%

TCD Areas

Data: American Community Survey 2016-2020
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19.7%

52.0%

Data: American Community Survey 2016-2020

TCD Areas
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$57.8K

$22.5K

TCD Areas

$22.4K

$18.5K

$26.6K

$20.7K

American Community Survey 2022
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1.7%

4.4%

TCD Areas

Data: American Community Survey 2016-2020
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USDOT Equitable Transportation Community 

0%

72.4%

TCD Areas

South End 100.0%

12th St. 100.0%

John Barrow
100.0%

SWLR 60.0%



Two Little Rocks
Demographics
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11.5%

17.6%

TCD Areas

American Community Survey 2016-2020
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38.1%

67.8%

TCD Areas

2022 American Community Survey

National Historical GIS



Two Little Rocks
Health
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CDC Places 2020 Data

5.9%

8.0%

TCD Areas
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21.0%

29.7%

TCD Areas

CDC Places 2020 Data
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5.2%

9.8%

TCD Areas

CDC Places 2020 Data
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11.5%

17.6%

TCD Areas

CDC Places 2020 Data



Recommendations

● Create affordable high-density housing north of I-630
● Inclusionary Zoning

○ >25% of units below-market-rate
○ Permanent
○ Spatially integrated

● Prevent merging parcels to create large single-family 
homes

● Create BikePed I-630 crossings
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● Reorienting to the 
River requires 
connectivity to the 
river

● Equity requires 
connectivity across 
I-630
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Recommendation: I-630 crossings

PLAN ONLYDowntown Little Rock Master Plan



Recommendation: I-630 crossing

● The Pettaway Ramble
○ a.k.a. the Commerce Street Accessible Neighborhood Greenway

● Pop-Up December 2023
● Future Pop-Up May 2024
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Recommendation: I-630 crossing

● Complete Streets: Bicycle Plan
● One of three Priority Projects is an I-630 crossing at 

State Street
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PLAN ONLY



Recommendation: 
I-630 crossing

● Southwest Trail
● Locally, the Southwest 

Trail will provide a low-
stress I-630 crossing
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$1.67M in 2017

$1.3M in 2020

Not yet fully funded



Recommendation: I-630 crossing

● Jonesboro Children’s Trail
● Low-stress I-630 crossing at 

Jonesboro
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APPROVED AND MOSTLY FUNDED



Make Walking Useful
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Walk Score

Walk score = concentration of destinations

Several green spots are car-centric

Cantrell (cars)

Rodney Parham (cars)

Markham/Bowman (cars)

Geyer Springs/Baseline (cars)

SoMa

River Market

Hillcrest

Heights



Fewer Arterial Crosswalks south of I-630
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1.2

0.8

TCD Areas

Data from J. 

Landosky 

observing 2021 

aerial imagery

J. Landosky



Recommendations

● Create neighborhood-oriented 
business districts south of I-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
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Figure from the Downtown Little Rock Master Plan



Recommendation: 
Street Grid 
Connectivity

● Eliminates useful walk
● Funnels all traffic to Arterials

○ makes them much more 
dangerous for all users

○ forces BikePed onto them
● Should be discouraged

● Retains useful walk
● Creates traffic flow choices

○ More resilient to individual 
street closure

○ BikePed can choose most 
direct/least stressful route

● Makes transit work
● Should be encouraged
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Recommendation: Arterial Crosswalks

● Prioritize intersections that
○ Have traffic light
○ Have sidewalk corridors on both sides of Arterial
○ Are along or within ½ mile of transit route

● Stripe hi-vis crosswalks
● Install pedestrian refuge islands
● Install ped buttons
● Create pedestrian refuge islands
● Install overhead street lighting
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Make Walking Safe
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Walking in Little Rock is Not Safe
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Bike 
Commuting in 
Little Rock is 
not Safe
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Particularly for LIDAC Residents

● Black residents 3x more likely to 
be hit by a car while walking or 
biking vs. white residents
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8x more likely to be killed 

in a traffic collision in 

LIDAC Little Rock

1.8

14.8
TCD Areas

Data:  NHSTA 2017-2021

Metroplan



Recommendations

● 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
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Recommendation: Most Dangerous Corridors for BikePed
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Local

State 

Arkansas Vulnerable Road User Safety 

Assessment, Cambridge Systematics, Nov. 2023



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)

○ May 16, 2024

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

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

50

● Fewer sidewalks
● Fewer bike facilities
● More Arterial roads
● Fewer Arterial crossings
● Fewer parks
● Less transit access
● Fewer streetlights
● Less effective streetlights
● Greater dependence on 

walking/biking/transit



Fewer sidewalks in LIDAC Little Rock
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Most fatal 

pedestrian 

collisions occur 

in areas without 

sidewalks*

* Governor’s 

Highway Safety 

Association

0.52

0.43

TCD Areas

City of Little Rock GIS Data



Recommendations
● Crowdsource sidewalk condition assessment
● Install

○ Sidewalks
○ ADA ramps
○ Stripe crosswalks

● Prioritize areas
○ LIDAC
○ Targeted Community Development areas
○ Within ½ 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
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19.0%

25.1%

TCD Areas

American Community Survey 2016-2020

25.1%

21.7%

24.3%

31.8%

Recommendation:  Target census blocks with high % of young people
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16.9%

14.2%

TCD Areas

American Community Survey 2016-2020

18.0%

15.9%

16.2%

7.8%

Recommendation:  Target census blocks with high % of older people



Fewer bike facilities in LIDAC Little Rock
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7.7 m/ha

5.0 m/ha

TCD Areas

City of Little Rock GIS Data



Recommendations

● Proactively add Neighborhood Greenways
○ Does not affect street function or parking
○ No resurfacing required
○ Quick and inexpensive

● Create connected facilities
● Focus on

○ South End TDC
○ 12th Street TDC
○ SWLR TCD
○ LIDAC Little Rock
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Hypotheses
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● Fewer sidewalks
● Fewer bike facilities
● More Arterial roads
● Fewer Arterial crossings
● Fewer parks
● Less transit access
● Fewer streetlights
● Less effective streetlights
● Greater dependence on walking/biking/transit

Crossed out hypotheses 

were tested and not 

supported with data.  Details 

can be found in the written 

report
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Means of Transportation to 
Work
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Less likely to have a personal vehicle
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4.5%

13.1%

South End 18.70

12th St. 17.15

John Barrow 15.00

SWLR 10.38

TCD Areas

Homeland Infrastructure Foundation-Level Data 2022
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Less Likely to Work from Home

9.8%

6.3%

South End 3.6%

12th St. 8.8%

John Barrow 7.8%

SWLR 7.3%

TCD Areas

American Community Survey 2018-2022

More miles traveled 

= more exposure to 

transportation risk
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Four Times More Likely to Bike to Work

0.1%

0.4%

South End 0%

12th St. 2.8%

John Barrow 0%

SWLR 0%

TCD Areas

American Community Survey 2018-2022
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2.2%

2.3%

South End 0%

12th St. 2.3%

John Barrow 0%

SWLR 3.1%

TCD Areas

Slightly More Likely to Walk to Work

American Community Survey 2018-2022



64

Nine Times More Likely to take Transit to Work

0.3%

2.4%

South End 5.0%

12th St. 2.6%

John Barrow 0.4%

SWLR 1.0%

TCD Areas

American Community Survey 2018-2022



Conclusion

65Arkansas Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan (ARDOT, 2017)

Environment 

built for cars

People afraid 

of getting hit 

by a car



Conclusion
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Environment 

built for cars

Environment 

built for cars

People afraid 

of getting hit 

by a car

Arkansas Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan (ARDOT, 2017)



Conclusion:  Dangerous Answer in Little Rock

67



68

-ish
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Thank you!
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