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“The future belongs to those who believe in the beauty
of their dreams.”
– Eleanor Roosevelt (1884-1962)

Introduction
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1.1
BACKGROUND
& PURPOSE

Background
Cedar Hill is a premier City, a very desirable place to live, and one of
the most unique and distinctive places within the Dallas-Fort Worth Metroplex. Our city is known for its natural beauty—a direct result of its
location along the Balcones Escarpment—and its diverse culture. These
two elements set the foundation for the 2012 Parks, Recreation, Trails
and Open Space Visioning Master Plan (the Master Plan).
Natural Beauty

A wooded portion of the
Balcones Escarpment

The Balcones Escarpment is the dividing line between two ecoregions
and affords unique geological formations, natural overlooks with wide
vistas, secluded and forested valleys and canyons, and rich blackland
prairies. In addition, it makes Cedar Hill the highest point in the Metroplex. People are able to experience Cedar Hill’s natural beauty in all its
glory at places like Dogwood Canyon, which boasts the greatest variety
of rare plant species in North Texas, and the beautiful and well-maintained Cedar Hill State Park, which is located at the foot of the Escarpment on the shores of Joe Pool Lake. The beauty of the city is perhaps
PRVWHDVLO\H[SHULHQFHGDVRQHHQWHUV&HGDU+LOODORQJ0DQV¿HOG5RDG
or FM-1382, both of which follow the foot of the Escarpment along the
State Park before sweeping upward toward the blackland prairie.
Diverse & Progressive Culture

Uptown Village

Cedar Hill has a rich cultural history with many old structures in the
historic district. Even so, Cedar Hill has a modern outlook with a state
of the art Government Center and Uptown Village as a major shopping
destination for both Cedar Hill residents and people from across the region. Our citizens have diverse backgrounds, but are united as a caring
and cooperative community with a can-do spirit and people that are willing to lend a hand. We are a part of the Best Southwest—which includes
Cedar Hill, Duncanville, Desoto and Lancaster—and serve as an anchor
for quality of life and economic development in southern Dallas County.

Purpose

Historic Bridge at
Northwood University

1–2

This Master Plan is different from a traditional parks master plan. It is inspired by the City leaders’ vision to simultaneously address the image of
the city while identifying needs for capital projects. As such, the Master
Plan includes the traditional elements of a parks master plan, along with
a vision and branding for the physical character of the city. The key to
this approach is that public facilities—especially streetscapes—strongly
FRQYH\WKHLPDJHFKDUDFWHUDQG¿UVWLPSUHVVLRQVRI&HGDU+LOO
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At its core, the purpose of this Master Plan is to identify preferences and
needs, and provide guidance for the continued development of Cedar
Hill’s parks, recreation, trails and open space system, while addressing
VWUHHWVFDSHV DV DQ LQWHJUDO SDUW RI WKH LPDJH RI WKH FLW\ 7KH VSHFL¿F
objectives of this Master Plan are to:
 Recognize the uniqueness of Cedar Hill found in the natural landscapes that comprise the Balcones Escarpment, creeks, and tree
massings;
 Identify the needs of existing parks, trails, and recreation facilities;
 Identify the need for additional parks, park land, trails, and recreation facilities;
 Evaluate the spatial location of Cedar Hill’s parks and recreation
facilities and recommend measures to ensure a balanced distribution of facilities within the City that are easily accessible to
pedestrians;
 Prioritize key park, recreation, and open space improvements;
 Develop a palette of cycling and pedestrian facilities and prioritize a citywide network of connections;
 Create streetscape improvements that will contribute to the image and branding of the city and provide pedestrian and bicycle
connections;

Cedar Hill State Park

 Guide City staff and City leaders in determining appropriate
funding levels;
 Develop goals and objectives for improving quality of life within
the City; and
 Provide a plan which is consistent with the funding and grant requirements for the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department.
In addition, this plan serves as a tool to help staff coordinate between
City departments, with other planning efforts (such as Historic Downtown initiatives, the 2008 Comprehensive Plan, and the 2010 City Center Vision Plan), non-municipal agencies (such as utility companies and
railroads), and other jurisdictions (such as adjacent cities, counties, the
Cedar Hill Independent School District, and the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department/TPWD). This plan will also help the City of Cedar
Hill compete for grants from various regional, state, and federal sources,
including the North Central Texas Council of Governments and TPWD.

Cedar Hill
Recreation Center

Chapter 1 – Introduction
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1.2
VISION &
BRANDING

Vision
This Master Plan is built upon the community’s vision of how Cedar
Hill should evolve, change, and develop in the coming decades. This vision is the foundation of the Master Plan’s goals; branding concepts; and
future park, recreation, open space, trail, and streetscape improvements.
Cedar Hill has a Citywide Vision Statement that serves as a guide and
measure for decision making within the City1:
Citywide Vision Statement

We envision Cedar Hill as a premier city that retains its disWLQFWLYHFKDUDFWHUZKHUHIDPLOLHVDQGEXVLQHVVHVÀRXULVKLQD
safe and clean environment.
While this existing Citywide Vision Statement remains powerful and
UHOHYDQWLWGRHVQRWIXOO\GH¿QHWKHFRPPXQLW\¶VYLVLRQIRUWKHSK\VLcal future of Cedar Hill. That is, the future lay-out and visual character of urban development, streets, parks, etc. The vision described in
this chapter is intended to supplement the Citywide Vision Statement by
SK\VLFDOO\GH¿QLQJWKHFRPPXQLW\¶VGUHDPVIRUWKHIXWXUH7KH0DVWHU
Plan’s vision is based on three innovative concepts, each of which establishes standards at some of the highest known levels nationally and
internationally: City Within a Park, 20% Open Space Goal, and Nature/
Urban Interface.

1
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The City has also adopted seven core
values intended to guide the future
actions and growth of the community. These values include: Distinctive Character; Safe; Texas Schools
of Choice; Clean; Vibrant Parks and
Natural Beauty; Strong and Diverse
Economy; and Excellent, Safe and
(I¿FLHQW,QIUDVWUXFWXUH

Central Park,
New York City
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City Within a Park
&HGDU +LOO ZLOO JURZ DQG ÀRXULVK DV D FLW\ ZLWKLQ D SDUN UDWKHU WKDQ
simply be a city containing parks. In other words, infrastructure, buildings, and neighborhoods will be integrated into the fabric of parks, open
space, and greenbelts within the City. These areas will be highly visible
from roadways and neighborhoods and will serve as essential elements
of “green infrastructure”—providing trail connections, linear parks, natural drainage ways, and wildlife habitat. Perceived as the “front door”
WR WKH FRPPXQLW\ VWUHHWV ZLOO SOD\ D VLJQL¿FDQW UROH LQ LPSOHPHQWLQJ
this vision concept.

City Within a Park

%

20% Open Space Goal
As a city within a park, 20% of the City’s land area will consist of public
and private open space. These areas will include City parks, greenbelts,
and open spaces; county parks; Cedar Hill State Park; Northwood University; and Mount Lebanon Baptist Encampment1. Today, 16.3% of
Cedar Hill consists of open space. With the overwhelming support of
the community (as evidenced in the telephone survey) and in keeping
with City Council priorities, the goal of 20% of City area dedicated to
parks and open space is set to serve as a tremendous milestone, making
the city distinct from any other in Texas and catapulting Cedar Hill to be
on par with world-class cities.

20% Open Space Goal

Nature/Urban Interface
With an abundance of park and open space land in Cedar Hill today and
in the future, there will be many places where the natural and built environments meet. Translated as the juxtaposition of nature and culture, it
calls for contemplation and inspires creativity. As abstract imagery, the
QDWXUHXUEDQLQWHUIDFHZLOOEHFHOHEUDWHGDQGZLOOLQÀXHQFHWKHGHVLJQRI
Cedar Hill’s streets, gateways, facilities, and parks serving as landmarks
and destinations on which community life focuses. The goal of emphasizing the interface between nature and urban is to complement and
amplify the distinctiveness of each. With both nature and urban receiving the same level of attention, a synergy will be achieved whereby the
whole is greater than the sum of the parts.

Nature/Urban Interface

1
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The inclusion of these specific private open spaces is with the understanding that these areas will remain
in their natural state in perpetuity
with complete or partial public access.
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Branding
As a community, we see Cedar Hill as being a Premier City. While being premier remains a worthy goal, truly effective branding should celebrate the qualities that make Cedar Hill markedly different from other
cities in the region, state, and nation. In fact, branding is at its most
powerful when it is based upon prominent aspects of the community,
whether physical (such as New York City’s Central Park) or cultural
(such as Santa Fe’s nationally-recognized arts community).
Branding the City is then really about expressing Cedar Hill’s distinctiveness. Creating an identity around the very qualities that make our
City different will set Cedar Hill apart as a unique place within the MeWURSOH[DQGZLOOVHUYHDVDEHDFRQDURXQGZKLFKWKHFRPPXQLW\ÀRXUishes. This can be done in a very physical manner with city gateways,
monumentation, streetscape, and protection of the natural qualities of
the City. The design of such elements requires inspiration from what is
apparently distinct within the City in order to ensure effective branding.
Inspiration
Cedar Hill’s Characteristic
White Rock Outcroppings

“The white rock
outcroppings
and undulating
topography are the
most distinctive
natural features in
our City.”

Cedar Hill’s unique, beautiful, and diverse natural environment is perhaps its most distinct feature, and therefore serves as the inspiration for
a City-wide branding concept. The convergence of the Cross Timbers
and Blackland Prairie along the Balcones Escarpment lend Cedar Hill an
unprecedented quality of natural beauty and ecological diversity. While
there are many inspirational features of natural beauty in the City—
such as creeks, forests, water bodies, and prairies—it is the white rock
outcroppings and undulating topography that are the most distinctive
natural features in our City. Focused through the lenses of the community’s distinctive character and cultural diversity, these natural features
serve as the inspiration for the branding of Cedar Hill, rendering it truly
unique and apart from other cities.

Entering Cedar Hill along FM 1382

1–6
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Branding Theme
The visual essence of the white rock outcroppings and undulating topography is found in their rectilinear and curvilinear qualities. The outcroppings are inherently linear and have both horizontal and vertical forms
displayed through their striations and vertical faces. In contrast, the
rolling hills are curvilinear with moderate vertical undulation expressed
along the horizontal horizon.
Developing a branding theme from these features requires distilling
their qualities into a design proposition that has physical expression as
well as metaphoric meaning. Physical expression is found in the interface between rectilinear and curvilinear features. Metaphorically, such
proposition may be expressed as the interface between culture and nature whereby the geometric character of rectilinear features represents
culture and the organic character of curving features represents nature.
7KLVLVSDUWLFXODUO\VLJQL¿FDQWLQ&HGDU+LOOZKHUHDKLJKSUHPLXPLV
placed both on the protection of the natural landscape and the development of quality facilitates and destinations in the City, including the
Government Center, Uptown Village, and the future City Center TOD
development.

“Physical
expression is found
in the interface
between straight
and curving
horizontal features.
Metaphorically,
such proposition
may be expressed
as the interface
between culture and
nature.”
Figure 1.1 – Branding Theme
This graphic illustrates the undulating topography in contrast with the rectilinear
striations of the Escarpment’s white rock
outcroppings. The resulting abstraction
illustrates a curvilinear line intersecting
with a straight horizontal line.

Chapter 1 – Introduction
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“The application
of City branding...
is based upon the
concept of Nature/
Urban Interface...”

Branding Application
Cedar Hill’s branding theme for master planning purposes is based on
the concept of Nature/Urban Interface, as described on page 1–5. This
theme is physically expressed through a common design language that
is inspired by the juxtaposition of ideas and constructs including: nature/
culture; urban/rural; and curvilinear/rectilinear. This common design
language is distilled in creating contrast in form, material, texture, color,
scale, and formality as applied to physical features within the City such
as: gateway features; monuments; paving patterns; and elements within
parks, including park signs, pavilions, and overlooks.
The following principles serve as a guide for the design of these physical
features:

“The common
design language is
distilled in creating
contrast...”

 Form – Inspired by undulating topography and the rectilinear
character of the white rock outcroppings, contrast is achieved
with rectilinear forms designed in juxtaposition with curvilinear
forms. In urbanized areas, design forms will generally be geometric to be intersected by a curvilinear element. Design forms
in rural and natural areas will generally be more organic to be
intersected by geometric elements.
 0DWHULDO 7H[WXUH – Contrast is found in the juxtaposition of
natural materials (in the form of native plants and natural stone)
and man-made materials (in the form of metal). Contrast is also
achieved with the juxtaposition of living plants with inanimate
metal/stone. With innovation, the texture of materials can be applied to create contrast and visual interest. For example, natural-quarried stone contrasted with smooth-cut stone; polished
VWDLQOHVVVWHHOFRQWUDVWHGZLWKZHDWKHUHG&RUWHQVWHHODQG¿QHly-leaved Cedar Elm trees contrasted with coarsely-leaved Bur
Oaks.

Figure 1.2 – Form
The image illustrates the potential application of the branding theme by means of a linear form (such as a stone wall) that interfaces
with a curving landform.
1–8
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Figure 1.3 – Material
These images provide an example of a
common material (limestone) with different texture treatments. The left example
is suitable for formal applications in urbanized areas while the right example is
more suitable for organic applications in
natural areas.

 Color – As much as possible, the inherent colors of materials are
allowed to shine through, which adds an element of authenticity
and can reduce maintenance needs. The colors derived from natural materials include buffs, whites, and tans of the rock outcroppings; bold greens and browns of the forests; piercing blue of the
sky; and explosive yellows and reds of fall foliage. The colors
derived from man-made materials include rust brown of Corten
steel and silver of stainless steel. The predominant colors are the
more muted earthtones, while vibrant hues are used to highlight
key icons and details. Similar to texture, color contrast can be
achieved through the juxtaposition of different types of materials.
Figure 1.4 – Color
Nature provides a broad and vibrant
range of colors. Augmented by Corten
and stainless steel, the natural colors of
the materials used provide the foundation for the palette with minimal need for
paint.

 &RQWH[W – The context in which a particular branding element
is located shapes the scale and formality of each branding element. In natural and low-density areas, often within the expanse
of open space, elements may be larger in scale and more natural
and organic in design (however, smaller-scaled elements may be
preferred to reduce visual impact). In contrast, elements in urbanized environments are scaled down and more formal or re¿QHG7KLVWUDQVODWHVLQWREROGGHVLJQVDWWKHHGJHVRIWKH&LW\
WUDQVLWLRQLQJLQWRPRUHUH¿QHGVPDOOHUVFDOHDSSOLFDWLRQVLQWKH
City Core, e.g. the use of large, rough-cut quarried stone at the
city edge and the use of small and smooth-cut stone in the city
center. Speed of the viewer also plays a role, with elements along
roadways necessitating a larger scale than elements along trails or
LQWHULRUURDGZD\VZLWKVORZHUPRYLQJWUDI¿F
Chapter 1 – Introduction
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Branding Coordination
6XFFHVVIXOFLW\EUDQGLQJIXUWKHUPRUHLGHQWL¿HVIHDWXUHVDQGGHVWLQDWLRQV
in the City that should be celebrated for their sheer beauty and quality.
Such branding-related destinations that are truly unique to the City include Cedar Hill State Park and Dogwood Canyon. It is prudent for the
City to align itself closely with these destinations and continue to market
and publicize them as a way to distinguish ourselves from other cities.

Hiking in Dogwood Canyon
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1.3
METHODOLOGY

Planning Process
This Master Planning process is illustrated in Figure 1.4. The development of the Master Plan was guided by a Master Plan Visioning Committee, represented by the Park Board, Cedar Hill Community Development Corporation, and City Council. The ultimate goal of the Visioning
Committee was to champion the Master Plan not only with their input
and guidance, but also by motivating its importance to City Council and
the public at large.
The Planning Team was lead by Halff Associates, Inc. with the assistance of Brinkley Sargent Architects and Raymond Turco and Associates. The analysis performed as part of this Master Plan and the resulting recommendations and priorities are based on the needs of the citizens
DVLGHQWL¿HGWKURXJKDZLGHUHDFKLQJSXEOLFLQYROYHPHQWSURFHVV7KH
0DVWHU3ODQUHVXOWVLQDQ$FWLRQ3ODQZKLFKLQFOXGHVVSHFL¿FLWHPVWR
be implemented in the near-term (5 year) and long-term (10 year) future.

Figure 1.4 – Planning Process

Inventory Parks and Facilities

This diagram illustrates the planning process followed during the development of
this Master Plan.

Community Outreach

Develop Vision & Goals

Measure
Citizen
Demand

Identify
Analyze Standards
Cultural & Natural
/ Benchmarks
Resources
Determine Needs
Develop Recommendations
Determine Priorities

Estimate Costs & Develop Action Plan
Plan Implementation
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Report Outline
This Master Plan is organized into eight chapters. Each of these chapters details a major component of the master planning process.
Introduction (Chapter 1)
,QDGGLWLRQWRGH¿QLQJWKHSXUSRVHRIWKLV0DVWHU3ODQDQGWKHSURFHVVE\
ZKLFKLWKDVEHHQSURGXFHGWKLVFKDSWHUDOVRUHÀHFWV&HGDU+LOO¶VYLVLRQ
and goals as the guiding principles for the development of the parks,
recreation, trails and streetscape system within the city.
Context (Chapter 2)
&KDSWHUH[DPLQHVWKHLQWHUQDODQGH[WHUQDOIDFWRUVLQÀXHQFLQJ&HGDU
Hill’s parks, recreation, trails and streetscape system including the city’s
KLVWRU\7KHQDWXUDOUHVRXUFHVUHJDUGHGDVLPSRUWDQWLPDJHGH¿QLQJHOHPHQWVRIWKHFLW\DUHEULHÀ\GHVFULEHG7KHFRPPXQLW\¶VGHPRJUDSKics are analyzed and several of the City’s previous studies are reviewed
to better understand the past, present, and future of Cedar Hill. Regional
and national trends related to parks and recreation are also analyzed.
Community outreach and public involvement are core components of
the Master Plan process. The summary of this input directly impacts the
recommendations of the Master Plan.
Parks & Open Space (Chapter 3)
This chapter focuses on the provision of parks and recreation facilities
and the protection of open space. Included in this chapter is an overview
of Cedar Hill’s existing parks, recreation, and open space system; an
analysis of needs based on regional and national benchmarks and standards; recommendations; cost estimates; and prioritized future actions.
Aquatics & Indoor Recreation (Chapter 4)
The existing Recreation Center, Senior Center, and Crawford Park pool
are analyzed in this chapter and recommendations are made for their improvement. In addition, regional benchmarks are considered and used to
determine future needs based on the growing population.

Chapter 1 – Introduction
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Trails & Bikeways (Chapter 5)
The Trail Master Plan and Bikeways Master Plan are the subject of this
chapter. The Trails Master Plan focuses on the provision of paved or
unpaved shared-use pathways for pedestrians, cyclists, and other user
groups that are typically located along creeks, greenbelts, nature areas,
utility corridors, and sometimes roadways. The Bikeways Master Plan
IRFXVHVRQIDFLOLWLHVVSHFL¿FDOO\IRUF\FOLVWXVHLQFOXGLQJELNHODQHVWKDW
are located on roadways.
Streetscapes (Chapter 6)
The focus of this chapter is the development of a set of aesthetic guidelines that will help the City enhance its visual character and appeal along
roadways. The chapter includes an analysis of streetscape types within
the City, an overview of a design theme for streetscapes, concepts for
gateways, roadway sections and plans for all thoroughfare types, and a
palette of materials.
Implementation Summary (Chapter 7)
Strategic policy recommendations and a summary of action items are the
foci of this chapter. In addition, a summary of the key priorities resulting from this Master Plan and the costs associated with its implementation are provided.

1–14
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“If you don’t know where you’ve come from, you don’t
know where you are.”
– James Burke (1936-)

Context
2012 Parks, Recreation, Trails & Open Space
Visioning Master Plan
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2.1
BACKGROUND

Cedar Hill is located approximately 18 miles southwest of downtown
Dallas. The City is mostly situated in Dallas County, with some small
portions located in Ellis County. Cedar Hill is bisected by US Highway
67, which is the primary gateway into the City. Cedar Hill is surrounded
by the cities of Dallas, Duncanville and DeSoto to the north and east,
and Glen Heights, Ovilla, Midlothian and Grand Prairie to the south and
southwest. Joe Pool Lake and Cedar Hill State Park are to the west. According to the US Census Bureau, Cedar Hill comprises a total area of
35.2 square miles.
Founded in the 1850s, Cedar Hill was originally the county seat of Dallas County. Its place in Texas history is highlighted by the branch of the
Chisholm Trail that once passed through the area. In 1856, a tornado
struck the town destroying most of the buildings and homes. Shortly
after, the county seat was moved to Dallas. In 1890, the population had
grown to over 500 people. By 1915, the town had three churches, two
banks, several businesses, and other professional services. The City of¿FLDOO\LQFRUSRUDWHGLQ7KHQHDUE\-RH3RRO/DNHZDVFRQVWUXFWHG
in the 1980s, providing recreational opportunities for Cedar Hill and the
region. Around the same time, Cedar Hill’s population grew rapidly
(tripling between 1980 and 1990), largely because of this new resource.
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Figure 2.1 – Regional Context
Cedar Hill is in southwestern Dallas County and is conveniently located along US Highway 67. The City is 18 miles from downtown Dallas, 30 miles from downtown Fort Worth, and 27 miles from DFW Airport. Joe Pool Lake constitutes much of the City’s
western border.

Chapter 2 – Context
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2.2
NATURAL &
CULTURAL
RESOURCES

Often referred to as “The Hill Country of the Metroplex,” Cedar Hill
contains the highest elevation point in Dallas County. In addition, it is
the highest point between the Red River and the Texas Gulf Coast, with
an elevation of 830 feet. It is for this reason that our trademark radio
towers are located in Cedar Hill. Because of the elevation, topography,
and groves of native cedar trees, Cedar Hill is one of the most distinctive
cities in the Metroplex.
The natural and cultural resources in Cedar Hill are numerous and provide ample opportunities for recreational use while also serving to inÀXHQFHDQGGH¿QHWKHFKDUDFWHURIWKHFRPPXQLW\WKHUHE\VKDSLQJWKH
City’s branding and vision for the future.

Balcones Escarpment
The rugged, undulating topography between Joe Pool Lake and US
Highway 67 is a familiar sight and can be experienced by driving along
)0RU0DQV¿HOG5RDG+RZHYHULWLVQRWUHDGLO\DSSDUHQWWKDW
this area is actually the most prominent and visible part of a much larger
limestone formation known as the Balcones Escarpment. The beauty
and unique physical and ecological character of the Escarpment are de¿QLQJIHDWXUHVIRU&HGDU+LOODVLVGHPRQVWUDWHGE\WKHQXPEHURI(Vcarpment-related areas preserved by the City, Dallas County, the State of
Texas, and the Audubon Society. Continuing to preserve the escarpment
and its associated landscape through development restrictions, providing greater public access via trails, and building upon this unique feature
as a marketing and branding tool are among the most important considerations for the future.

Creeks and Streams
The natural beauty of Cedar Hill’s creek corridors contributes to the image and quality of the City, serving as natural gateways where they inWHUVHFWZLWKVWUHHWVDQGURDGV&HGDU+LOO¶VFUHHNVDQGWKHLUÀRRGSODLQV
DOVR SURYLGH HQYLURQPHQWDO VHUYLFHV VXFK DV ÀRRG SURWHFWLRQ ZLOGOLIH
KDELWDWDQGLPSURYHGZDWHUTXDOLW\WKURXJKQDWXUDO¿OWUDWLRQ,QDGGLtion, these corridors provide excellent recreation opportunities for trails,
linear parks, and “green ribbons,” throughout the City. While Red Oak
Creek and Bentle Branch Creek are perhaps Cedar Hill’s most prominent creeks and greenbelts, there are also several smaller creeks and
streams. Because the highest point in the City is near downtown, Cedar
+LOO¶V FUHHNV ÀRZ LQ DOO GLUHFWLRQV DZD\ IURP WKH FHQWHU RI WKH &LW\
which can serve as the foundation for an exemplary greenbelt and trail
system. It is important to ensure that these areas remain to provide the
IXOOUHFUHDWLRQDOHFRORJLFDODQGHFRQRPLFEHQH¿WVIRUWKHFRPPXQLW\
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A Regional Detention Study has been developed for the City of Cedar
Hill, which broadly explores the opportunity to develop regional detenWLRQSRQGVDFURVVWKHFLW\7KHVWXG\LGHQWL¿HGSRWHQWLDOGHWHQWLRQ
sites along creeks and streams, which were narrowed down to six sites
for which more detailed studies were recommended. These six to 18
sites provide opportunities for locating parks, open space, and other recreational amenities in conjunction with the detention ponds.

Cedar Hill State Park
The 1,826 acre state park is located on the west side of the City and the
eastern shore of Joe Pool Lake. This urban nature preserve was acquired
in 1982 and opened in 1991. It is the most visited state park in Texas,
with over a half million visitors per year. Owned by the US Army Corps
of Engineers and operated by the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department,
Cedar Hill State Park offers camping, hiking, mountain biking, bird
ZDWFKLQJSLFQLFNLQJ¿VKLQJVZLPPLQJDQGERDWLQJ7KHORFDWLRQRI
this park within Cedar Hill is an opportunity not present in any other
Metroplex city in terms of protected open space and recreational amenities. Opportunities to connect to the State Park via trails for bikes,
pedestrians, and possibly horses should be explored.

Rural & Cultural Landscapes
As with many cities, Cedar Hill is transforming from a once rural community to a highly-urbanized area. In order for our community to recognize and sustain our cultural roots, we must protect the cultural landscapes that are representative of our rural and farming history.
The National Park Service describes cultural landscapes as follows:
Settings we have created in the natural world. They revive fundamental ties between people and the land—ties based on our need to grow
food, give form to our settlements, meet requirements for recreation,
DQG¿QGVXLWDEOHSODFHVWREXU\RXUGHDG&XOWXUDO/DQGVFDSHVDUH
intertwined patterns of things both natural and constructed: plants
and fences, watercourses and buildings... They are special places:
expressions of human manipulation and adaptation of the land.

“The natural and
cultural resources
in Cedar Hill are
numerous and
provide ample
opportunities for
recreational use
while also serving to
LQÀXHQFHDQGGH¿QH
the character of the
community.”

There are many areas in Cedar Hill that are rich in history and culture—
including amongst others, various historic homesteads, barns, and outbuildings; old river and creek crossings; areas of pasture and crop land;
prairies; and other places that can be considered “Americana” including
the historic presence of the Balcones Escarpment. The protection of
these types of historic elements is important in preserving Cedar Hill’s
culture.
Chapter 2 – Context
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A prime example of a very visible cultural landscape in Cedar Hill is
WKHJUD]LQJ¿HOGVDQGIDUPVWUXFWXUHVWRWKHQRUWKRI)0DVLWWUDverses the Balcones Escarpment. Another area with tremendous cultural
value is Cedar Hill’s historic downtown. The historic district and surrounding area encompasses a number of historical properties, homes,
and archaeological sites that represent some important aspects of the
early settlement and subsequent development of Cedar Hill and the surrounding area.

Protecting Natural and Cultural Landscapes
Preservation of Cedar Hill’s natural and rural character does not mean
turning away from new development. Rather, it means focusing on preserving key components of the landscape for future generations to continue to experience Cedar Hill’s natural beauty, cultural history, and rural qualities.
The recognition and preservation of individual historic sites and structures are not enough to ensure the protection of the cultural landscape
as a whole, which is essential in evoking the quality and essence of the
history of the area. In fact, Cedar Hill’s historical and cultural heritage
is inextricably linked to the natural environment. It is thus imperative
to protect the integrity and context of the entire landscape in which the
cultural features and sites are contained.
It is important to make a determined effort to identify and preserve the
most valuable components of the natural and cultural landscapes within
and around the city. This may mean acquiring land where possible and
partnerships between the City, landowners, and homeowners to preserve
Cedar Hill’s natural and rural landscapes. Future development can also
help to preserve natural and rural landscapes through applying the principles of Conservation Planning and Design1 to the development’s layout.

1
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See: Arendt, Randall, and Holly
Harper. Conservation Design for
Subdivisions: a Practical Guide to
Creating Open Space Networks.
Washington, D.C.: Island, 1996.
Print.
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“Preservation
of Cedar Hill’s
natural and
rural character...
means focusing
on preserving key
components of the
landscape for future
generations...”

This view from FM-1382 toward pasture land and a farm house at the foot of the escarpment quintessentially represents the natural
and rural character of Cedar Hill that is worth preserving for the enjoyment and appreciation of future generations.

Chapter 2 – Context
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2.3
DEMOGRAPHIC
ANALYSIS

Understanding the current and future size and characteristics of the population to be served is a key part of the park and recreation master planning process. Demographic characteristics and projected populations
contained in this section are derived from the 2010 U.S. Census as well
as the Cedar Hill Economic Development Corporation, the Texas Water
Development Board, and North Central Texas Council of Governments.
The population projections shown are approximate, but they do indicate
the general size of the service area population.

Population Growth
Table 2.1 shows the population growth of Cedar Hill since 1970. The
growth in Ellis County and Dallas County is also shown. This table illustrates the substantial growth that occurred in the 1980s, largely contributed to the completion of the Joe Pool Dam in 1985 and subsequent
opening of Joe Pool Lake.
Table 2.1 – Population Growth in Cedar Hill
Cedar Hill
Year
Population
Growth
1970
2,160
-1980
6,847
162.3%
1990
20,267
196.0%
2000
32,093
58.4%
2010
45,028
40.3%

Dallas County
Population
Growth
1,327,321
-1,556,390
17.3%
1,852,810
19.0%
2,218,889
19.8%
2,368,139
6.7%

Source: United State Census Bureau; 2010 Census

Figure 2.2 – Historic Population Growth
in Cedar Hill
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHJURZWKRI&HGDU
Hill’s population between 1970 and 2010.
The Annual Growth Rate line (shown in
blue) depicts the City’s growth boom in
the 1980s and 1990s. While the growth
rate has decreased over the last 20 years,
the City’s population has continued to
grow steadily and at a rate much higher
than that of Dallas and Ellis Counties.
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Ellis County
Population
Growth
46,638
-59,743
28.1%
85,167
42.6%
111,360
30.8%
149,610
34.3%

Projected Population Growth
The 2010 population is from the 2010 Census and the estimated population for 2011 is sourced from the North Central Texas Council of
Governments. The population projections for the City of Cedar Hill
were derived from the Texas Water Development Board. The projected
SRSXODWLRQVKRZVVLJQL¿FDQWJURZWKLVH[SHFWHGWRFRQWLQXHIRUWKHQH[W
decade; that is, through the lifetime of this Master Plan.

Age Characteristics
Cedar Hill has a population that is fairly similar when compared to the
State of Texas as a whole. One-third of the Cedar Hill population is
school-aged children and youth, which is an important consideration
when determining the types of recreation and programs to offer. Young
IDPLOLHVZLWKFKLOGUHQDQGDGROHVFHQWVDUHVLJQL¿FDQWXVHUVRIUHFUHDWLRQ
facilities and point to the need for active recreation facilities and programs within the City.
Table 2.3 – Age Characteristics
Cedar Hill
Age Group
Population Percent
19 and Younger
14,846
33.0%
20–24
2,471
5.5%
25–44
12,935
28.7%
45–59
9,587
21.3%
60 and Older
5,189
11.5%

Table 2.2 – Projected Population
Growth in Cedar Hill
Year
Projected
Growth
Population
2010
42,028
-2011
45,260
7.7%
2020
66,728
47.4%
2030
78,085
17.0%
Source: United State Census Bureau (2010
Data); NCTCOG (2011 Data); Texas Water
Development Board (2020 and 2030 Data)

Texas
Population Percent
7,621,714
30.3%
1,817,079
7.2%
7,071,855
28.1%
4,858,260
19.3%
3,776,653
15.0%

Source: United State Census Bureau; 2010 Census

Figure 2.3 – Population Pyramid
(Population by Age and Sex)
7KLV¿JXUHVKRZVWKHSRSXODWLRQRI&HGDU
Hill broken down by 5-year age cohorts
and sex. The “onion dome” shape of this
pyramid is typical of suburban communities where young adults typically move
away, only returning when they are ready
to have children.
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Racial Characteristics
The racial characteristics of Cedar Hill are shown in Table 2.4. The
United States Census Bureau does not consider Hispanic/Latino a race
in and of itself; rather, it is considered an ethnicity. A person of Hispanic/Latino ethnicity may be of any race. Therefore, in the table, the
percentages add up to more than 100%.
Table 2.4 – Racial Characteristics of Cedar Hill
Race
Percent of Population
Black/African American
54.9%
White
35.4%
Other
10.0%
Two or More Races
2.8%
Hispanic/Latino
18.7%
Source: United State Census Bureau; 2010 Census
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2.4
OVERVIEW OF
PREVIOUS PLANS

This section serves as an overview of the City’s previous plans that are
most relevant to the development of this Master Plan.

2006 Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master
Plan
7KH3DUNV5HFUHDWLRQDQG2SHQ6SDFH0DVWHU3ODQLGHQWL¿HGD
series of goals and objectives to achieve the 2006 vision for parks, recreation, and open space in Cedar Hill. It also developed a ten-year action
plan to guide implementation of the goals and objectives, identifying the
Park Board, City staff, Community Development Corporation, and City
Council as key implementers of the plan.
The goals of the 2006 Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan
were:
 Provide a system of outstanding parks and open space areas which
are responsive to the leisure needs of the City of Cedar Hill and
sensitive to the conservation of natural resources.
 Offer a variety of facilities, programs and park areas to meet the
recreational needs of a diverse population with various levels of
ability and skill.
 Provide an equitable geographic distribution of parks and recreational facilities.
 Plan for the orderly replacement of existing parks and recreational infrastructure to ensure existing recreational opportunities are
not lost within the park system.
 Encourage cooperation with the County, community organizations and other agencies, to provide cost-effective services and
RSWLPL]HEHQH¿WVWRFLWL]HQV
The 2006 Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan also included
a trail system element. The plan recognized trails as an important component of the recreation and transportation systems of the city and their
role in regional planning purposes. Linking the local network to regional networks was emphasized throughout the document.
7KHSODQLGHQWL¿HGDSULRULWL]HGOLVWRISDUNLPSURYHPHQWVLQWKHIRUP
RID<HDU&LW\$FWLRQ3ODQ/LVW7KDWOLVWSULRULWL]HGVSHFL¿FUHFUHational facilities for outdoor activities and indoor recreation.
7DEOHLGHQWL¿HVWKHSURJUHVVWKH&LW\KDVPDGHWRZDUGLPSOHPHQWLQJ
the plan as measured by the 10-Year Priority Recommendations for park
improvements

2–12

Chapter 2 – Context

Table 2.5 – 10-Year Priority Recommendations for Park Improvements from the 2006 Parks, Recreation, and Open
Space Master Plan
Recommendation
Status
1 Provide assistance to Audubon Texas, developing Dogwood
The Dogwood Canyon Audubon Center was
Canyon, and providing additional trail/educational opportuconstructed and opened in 2011.
nities.
2

Develop an overlook along the Escarpment in Cedar Mountain Preserve that is accessible via the city’s trail system.

Not implemented; to be reviewed by this
2012 Master Plan.

3

Develop existing neighborhood parks and develop additional
SDUNVWRDGGUHVVSDUNGLVWULEXWLRQGHÀFLHQFLHV7KHVHLQclude Highland Recreation Area, Bear Creek Subdivision, and
Neighborhood Parks in the southeast sector.

Not implemented; to be reviewed by this
2012 Master Plan.

4

Develop second phase of the recreation center, including
additional parking estimated at approximately 100 spaces; 4
spaces per 1,000 sq. feet of indoor aquatic space. An aquatic
facility of approximately 25,000 square feet is recommended, to include a leisure pool, therapy pool, and lap lanes for
recreational swimming.

The need for these actions is studied in this
2012 Master Plan (see Chapter 4).

5

Upon completion of the aquatic facility, phase out the outdoor park and bathhouse at Crawford Park.

Not implemented; to be reviewed by this
2012 Master Plan.

6

Develop 2.25 miles of trails, starting with the core system of
trails. Develop other trails opportunistically as development
or major improvements occur.

7KHÀUVWSKDVHRIWKHFRUHVSLQHWUDLOV\Vtem—Red Oak Creek Trail—will be complete
at the end 2013.

7

Acquire land for a 75 to 100 acre community park on the east
side of the city.

Not implemented; two potential commuQLW\SDUNVLWHVDUHLGHQWLÀHGLQWKLV
Master Plan (see Chapter 3)

8

Acquire land (5-10 acres) for a neighborhood park on the far
eastern side of the city, as development requires.

The City acquired the former YMCA property on Joe Wilson Road, an unnamed
neighborhood park near Plummer Elementary, and David Rush Neighborhood Park.

9

Develop an additional 11.25 miles of trails focusing on the
core system of trails.

7UDLOVDORQJ0DQVÀHOG5RDG)0
Lake Ridge Parkway, Pleasant Run Road,
and the Dogwood Canyon trail connection
to the existing Cedar Mountain Preserve
Trail are in various stages of planning or
construction.
Not implemented; to be reviewed by the
this 2012 Master Plan.

10 Develop neighborhood parks, as required, on the eastern side
of the city.

Chapter 2 – Context
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“The Cedar Hill
Comprehensive Plan
will be a statement
[to guide] plans
to maintain and
improve our premier
community.”
– Comprehensive
Plan Mission
Statement

2008 Comprehensive Plan
The Cedar Hill 2008 Comprehensive Plan guides the City’s leaders and
decision makers as they address issues facing the community. The mission statement of the Comprehensive Plan reads:
The Cedar Hill Comprehensive Plan will be a statement of policy, priority, and direction that will be used to guide the City,
community organizations, and businesses as they develop plans
to maintain and improve our premier community.
Incorporated within its Transportation, Future Land Use, Livability,
Community Facilities, and Housing and Neighborhood elements, the
SODQLQFOXGHVVHYHUDOVSHFL¿FJRDOVDQGREMHFWLYHVUHODWHGWRSDUNVUHFreation, and open space planning. The Implementation Strategy of the
&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQLGHQWL¿HVDQXPEHURISULRULWL]HGDFWLRQVWKDW
will be wholly or partially addressed by this Master Plan.
7KURXJKDSXEOLFSURFHVVWKH&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQLGHQWL¿HGWKH
characteristics and issues affecting the community. Among the strengths
RI&HGDU+LOODVLGHQWL¿HGE\WKLVDQDO\VLVDUHPDQ\RIWKHFLW\¶VQDWXUDO
resources, such as the topography, its natural beauty, the Balcones Escarpment, Joe Pool Lake, Cedar Hill State Park, the elevation, and open/
green space. Among the opportunities are views of the lake, preserving
natural features, tourism related to the State Park, and natural resources.
7KURXJKWKH&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQSURFHVVFLWL]HQVLGHQWL¿HGWKH
importance of the city’s natural resources to themselves and the future
of Cedar Hill.
The 2008 Comprehensive Plan also includes a Streetscape Plan that
is based upon and supersedes the concepts developed in the 2006
Streetscape Plan. This plan was created to enhance the identity and
FKDUDFWHURI&HGDU+LOOWKURXJKURDGZD\EHDXWL¿FDWLRQDWNH\JDWHZD\V
DQGLQWHUVHFWLRQV7KHSODQLGHQWL¿HVIRXUFRUULGRUW\SHVDQGJDWHZD\V
The corridor types are parkways, approaches, core loop, and freeway.
These earlier planning efforts provide guidance for the preparation of
the streetscape component of this 2012 Master Plan.
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Figure 2.4 (above) – Future Land Use
Map from the 2008 Comprehensive Plan
This map shows the planned development patterns for Cedar Hill’s long-term
future. This provides a basis for the location and character of future parks, recreation facilities, trails, and streetscape
improvements.

Figure 2.5 (left) – Streetscape Concept
from the 2006 Streetscape Plan and
2008 Comprehensive Plan
This map illustrates the streetscape concept developed in the 2006 Streetscape
Plan, which was elaborated upon and
superseded by the 2008 Comprehensive
Plan’s Streetscape Plan component.
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2010 City Center Vision Plan
In 2010, the Cedar Hill City Council adopted the City Center Vision
3ODQDGRFXPHQWSUHSDUHGDVSDUWRIWKH¿UVWSKDVHRIWKH&LW\&HQWHU
initiative—a transit-oriented development in Cedar Hill. This document
established a vision and goals for this area that promote a more sustainable future by addressing air quality, water and energy resources, and
maintaining a high quality of life in Cedar Hill. The vision for the Cedar
Hill City Center is:
We envision the City Center as a premier transit-oriented destination, building upon unique local character, promoting safe
community interaction, and expanding local opportunities for a
sustainable future.
The plan provides additional direction and guidance as to park and open
space, bicycle, trail, and streetscape planning in the City Center area of
Cedar Hill (see Figure 2.6). With a focus on trails, open space, Complete Streets, streetscapes, and public space, the goals of the City Center
Vision Plan help support the purpose of this Master Plan.
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Figure 2.6 – Public Space Network
Concept Plan from the City Center Vision
Plan
This map shows the planned locations of
public squares, plazas, trails, and greenbelts as they relate to the future development of the City Center Transit-Oriented
Development. The circles indicate 1/4
mile radius service areas for the public
squares and plazas included in the plan.
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2.5
TRENDS IN PARKS
& RECREATION

“The parks,
open spaces,
and recreational
offerings of a city
play a large role in
GH¿QLQJTXDOLW\RI
life and the city’s
identity and image.”

The parks, open spaces, and recreational offerings of a city play a large
UROHLQGH¿QLQJTXDOLW\RIOLIHDQGWKHFLW\¶VLGHQWLW\DQGLPDJH5HODtive to the mobile nature of society today, especially in North Texas,
these offerings play a large role in determining where people choose to
reside, which consequently affects population and economic growth. It
is therefore important to understand regional and national trends related
to parks and recreation facilities. Below, several of the most prevalent
national trends in the recreation profession are discussed. They are expected to carry forward into the near future and be relevant for the lifespan of this Master Plan.
 0RUH 2SWLRQV – We have many more leisure activity choices.
Greatly increased at-home leisure opportunities are available today, such as hundreds of channels on television, sophisticated
computer games, and the internet.
 6DIHW\ – Safety is a great concern to parents. Many parents do not
allow their children to go to parks unattended. In many places the
use of neighborhood parks has gone down.
 ,QVWDQW*UDWL¿FDWLRQ±:HOLYHLQDQHUDRILQVWDQWJUDWL¿FDWLRQ
We expect to have high quality recreation, and to be given activities that we will like. We have many other leisure activities and
outlets, and can pick and choose what we want to do. Cities must
be willing to provide a much broader menu of recreation activities, but must draw the line if those activities become too costly.
 +LJK([SHFWDWLRQV – Through the media and internet, we are exposed to the best from around the world. Because of this, we
expect our facilities and activities to be of the highest quality possible.
 +HDOWK – Concern over the health of our population is rapidly
growing. Obesity is now recognized as a nationwide problem.
Funding to reduce obesity rates by increasing outdoor activities
may be more readily available in the future. It may also be a
source of grants for parks and recreation programs and facilities.
 /LPLWHG)XQGV – New revenue sources for public funding are dif¿FXOWWRFRPHE\7KHIHGHUDOVXUSOXVHVEULHÀ\H[SHULHQFHGDWWKH
WXUQRIWKHFHQWXU\DUHQRZDWKLQJRIWKHSDVWDQGGH¿FLWVSHQGing is probable for the next decade. As a result, little assistance
can be expected from the federal government, and even popular
grant programs such as enhancement funds for trails and beauti¿FDWLRQPD\QRWDOZD\VEHDYDLODEOH,QDGGLWLRQOHVVDYDLODEOH
outside funding also means an increased level of competition for
these funds.
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Outdoor Recreation Trends
 3DVVLYH5HFUHDWLRQ – One of the most important and impactful
trends in parks and recreation today is the increased demand for
passive recreation activities and facilities. Passive recreation, as
compared to active recreation, includes activities such as walking
on trails, cycling, picnicking, enjoying nature, and bird watching.
It focuses on individual recreation rather than organized highintensity pastimes like league athletics (which has long been the
focus of parks and recreation departments nationwide). People
desire opportunities to use parks and open space on their own
time and in their own way.
 7UDLOV – Across the North Texas region, the provision of trails is
the top priority for citizens. Numerous telephone surveys, public
meetings, questionnaires, and in-person interviews have shown
that people, on average, place the importance of trails above the
provision of any other single type of recreation amenity or facility. Many factors contribute to this, including the demand for
passive recreation (as discussed above), greater focus on health,
rising transportation costs, and increasing funding opportunities
for bicycle and pedestrian facilities.
 2SHQ6SDFH3URWHFWLRQ – Related to the previous two trends, the
protection of and access to open space and natural areas is growing in popularity across the nation. As people are increasingly
using trails, they generally prefer to use trails that are located in
scenic areas in order to enjoy being outdoors.
 &KDQJLQJ 3DUWLFLSDWLRQ5DWHV – While passive recreation is in
greater demand, active recreation activities still play a large role
in city parks and recreation systems. One major trend in the Metroplex over the last few years has been changing participation
rates in various City-sponsored league sports. Examples of these
changing participation rates include decreased participation in
youth softball, dramatically increased participation in youth soccer, and the emergence of new league sports such as adult soccer
and youth lacrosse. It continues to be the case that league sport
participation rates vary greatly from city to city depending, in
part, on activities offered by the school district and other organizations such as the YMCA, Boys and Girls Club, and in some
cases churches.
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Indoor Recreation Trends
 &RQVROLGDWHG5HFUHDWLRQ&HQWHUV – There is a movement away
from providing multiple smaller recreation centers to providing a
single large center that is within a 15 to 20 minute travel time of
its users. This trend responds to increased diversity of programming that can be provided at these larger centers, while also being
more convenient for families to recreate together. These types of
FHQWHUVDOVRSURYLGHLQFUHDVHGVWDIIHI¿FLHQF\
 &RPELQHG )DFLOLWLHV – There is a trend of combining dry side
recreation with indoor aquatics for wellness and leisure activities.
This reduces initial costs and reduces continuing operation costs
for staff while providing more activity choices for its visitors.
 ,QWHJUDWHG 6HQLRU$FWLYLW\ 6SDFH – There is a trend of providing dedicated senior activity areas within a large community
center. Such an area with a distinct entrance separate from the
main center entrance provides the desired autonomy of seniors
while providing convenient access to the various opportunities in
a recreation center including indoor walking track, warm water
exercising, and adequately-sized exercise areas. Furthermore,
different time periods of use make the combination of senior centers within a larger community center more feasible.
 &RVW5HFRYHU\ – Many Cities are seeking higher fee structures to
help offset operational costs. Observation reveals a range from
50–60% operational cost recapture rate all the way to a 100%
recapture rate in the North Texas region.
 4XDOLW\RI/LIH – University students today have elaborate recreation and aquatic facilities at their disposal. New graduates are
leaving their universities with expectations for cities to provide
comparable facilities. Quality of life is an important component
of a new graduate’s job search and decision about where to live
DQGKDVLQÀXHQFHGZKDWQHZFHQWHUVZLOOSURYLGH
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Outdoor Aquatics Trends
 0XOWLIXQFWLRQDO /HLVXUH $TXDWLFV – Outdoor aquatic facilities
have seen dramatic shifts in the last 15 to 20 years. They have
transitioned from square boxes with barbed wire around the tops
of fences located in numerous spots around town to more consolidated and larger leisure aquatic centers. These typically have
spray pads, current channels, zero beach entries, play features,
large slides, multiple shade areas, and 25-yard lap pools.
 (QWHUWDLQPHQW – The new generation of aquatic centers have
the entertainment value to create attendances that allow operators with modest fees to actually generate more revenues than
expenses. This has allowed cities to develop fewer and larger
centers to properly serve its citizens.

General Trends
 2SHQ6SDFH9DOXH – As North Texas cities continue to grow and
expand, citizens are becoming increasingly aware of the diminishing amounts of open space and natural areas in and around
their communities. Similarly, this increased awareness parallels
an increased interest in preserving open spaces, rural landscapes,
and natural areas along creeks, lakes, wooded areas, prairies, and
RWKHUHQYLURQPHQWDOO\DQGFXOWXUDOO\VLJQL¿FDQWORFDWLRQV
 &KDQJLQJ'HYHORSPHQW3DWWHUQV – There is an increased interest among citizens to consider alternative development strategies
in order to improve their communities. These improvements include preserving and providing access to natural areas, decreasing
WUDI¿F FRQJHVWLRQ HQFRXUDJLQJ ZDONLQJ DQG ELF\FOLQJ HQKDQFing property values, and increasing and enhancing recreation opportunities. Alternative development strategies often considered
include mixed-use development, new urbanism, conservation
development, context sensitive solutions (CSS), and complete
streets.
 4XDOLW\ (QYLURQPHQW – The attributes of a community play a
large role in attracting (or detracting) people to a city or region.
Research shows that the quality of a city’s environment (its cliPDWHSDUNVSDFHDQGQDWXUDOUHVRXUFHV LV WKHPRVWVLJQL¿FDQW
factor in attracting (or detracting) new residents. As such, highquality, high-quantity parks and open space systems will attract
people while low-quality, low-quantity parks and open space systems will detract people.
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2–21

Pa r k s , R e c r e at i on , Op e n S pa c e & T r a i l s V i s i on i n g M a s t e r P l a n

Baby Boomer Trends
It is projected that there are 77 million Americans born between the
years of 1946 and 1964. The Baby Boomer generation comprises onethird of the total U.S. population and over one-fourth of Cedar Hill’s
SRSXODWLRQ:LWKVXFKDVLJQL¿FDQWSRUWLRQRIWKHSRSXODWLRQHQWHULQJ
LQWRWKHUHWLUHPHQWDJH%DE\%RRPHUVDUHHVVHQWLDOO\UHGH¿QLQJZKDWLW
means to grow old. According to Packaged Facts, a demographic marNHWLQJUHVHDUFK¿UPWUHQGVWKDWDUHEHJLQQLQJWRWDNHRIIEHFDXVHRIWKH
Baby Boomers include:
 Prevention-centered healthcare to keep aging bodies free from
disease.
 Anti-aging products and services that will keep mature adults
looking as young as they wish.
 Media and internet technology to facilitate family and social ties,
recreation and lifelong learning.
 Innovation in housing that allows homeowners to age in place.
 Increasing entrepreneurial activity among those who have retired,
DORQJZLWKÀH[LEOHZRUNVFKHGXOHVWKDWDOORZIRUHTXDOZRUNDQG
leisure time.
 Growing diversity in travel and leisure options, especially with
regard to volunteer and eco-friendly opportunities.
 Opting not to retire at a traditional retirement age and therefore
remaining in the workforce longer.
The relevance of these facts comes to light when considering the active
UHFUHDWLRQQHHGVRIWKLVVLJQL¿FDQWSRSXODWLRQDQGWKHLPSDFWWKDWWKHVH
needs will have on traditional senior center programming and attracting
and retaining these residents.
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High School Sports Trends
The National Federation of State High School Associations records the
number of high school students participating in sport activities every
\HDU7KHVHWUHQGVFDQKDYHDQLQÀXHQFHRQWKHW\SHVRISURJUDPVWKDW
are offered by a city’s parks and recreation department. A city can focus
on offering youth leagues in the same sports for those that are interested
from an early age; as well as offer different teen sports so that services
are not duplicated by the athletic opportunities offered by the school
system.
The top ten sports for girls in Texas for the 2010/2011 season (most recent data available) by number of students participating are:
1. Basketball – Approximately 23% of all high school girls participating in sports play basketball. However, this sport has seen a
decline in the number of overall participants since the year 2007.
2. Track and Field – On a national scale, this sport was the most
popular girls’ sport. However, it is only the second-most popular in Texas and has seen a decline every year in the number of
participants since 2007.
3. 9ROOH\EDOO±7KLVVSRUWH[SHULHQFHGDVLJQL¿FDQWGURSLQSDUWLFLpation in the 2004/2005 season, but has steadily increased since.
4. Fast Pitch Softball – This sport has experienced a slight increase
in participation every year since 2007.
5. Cross Country – This sport has decreased in overall participation
HYHU\\HDUVLQFHZLWKWKHPRVWVLJQL¿FDQWGURSLQSDUWLFLpation experienced in this reporting period (2010/2011).
6. 6RFFHU±$VLJQL¿FDQWLQFUHDVHLQSDUWLFLSDWLRQRFFXUUHGLQWKH
2007/2008 season and growth has occurred every year since.
7. Tennis (individual) – This sport has experienced moderate levels
of increased participation every year since 2005.
8. 7HDP7HQQLV±$VLJQL¿FDQWLQFUHDVHZDVH[SHULHQFHGIRUDQXPber of years in the mid-2000s, but it has annually declined since
2009.
9. Swimming and Diving – This sport has had steady growth in participation since 2003. It has experienced the highest percentage
growth of all the sports in this list.
10. *ROI±7KLVVSRUWKDVDWHQGHQF\WRVOLJKWO\ÀXFWXDWHLQWKHQXPber of participants every year, some years it will increase while
other years it decreases.

Chapter 2 – Context

2–23

Pa r k s , R e c r e at i on , Op e n S pa c e & T r a i l s V i s i on i n g M a s t e r P l a n

The top ten sports for boys in Texas for the 2010/2011 season by number
of students participating are:
1. Football – This sport has the highest number of participants (approximately 35% of boys that participate in sports) and has expeULHQFHGUHODWLYHO\VWDEOHUDWHVRISDUWLFLSDWLRQZLWKPLQRUÀXFWXDtion since 2003.
2. Track and Field – Similar to the girls sport, this has experienced
a decrease in participation every year since 2007.
3. Basketball – This sport has experienced a decrease in participation every year since 2008.
4. Baseball – This sport has had a slight increase in the number of
participants every year since 2003.
 6RFFHU±7KHUHZDVDVLJQL¿FDQWLQFUHDVHLQSDUWLFLSDWLRQLQWKH
2006/2007 and 2007/2008 seasons, and it has experienced a
steady increase every year since 2008.
 &URVV&RXQWU\±7KLVVSRUWKDVH[SHULHQFHGVLJQL¿FDQWGHFUHDVHV
in participation every year since 2007.
7. Tennis (individual) – This sport experienced steady growth in
the past, but has declined in total participation over the last two
years.
8. Golf – This sport has experienced an increase in participation
over the past two years; however, it experienced a decline in the
two years prior.
9. Team Tennis – This sport had a slight decline in the number of
SDUWLFLSDQWVLQWKHSDVWWZR\HDUVKRZHYHULWKDGVLJQL¿FDQWLQcreases every year for the three years prior.
10. Swimming and Diving – Based on percentage growth, this sport
had the largest amount of growth when compared to any other
KLJKVFKRROVSRUW)RUWKH¿UVWWLPHVZLPPLQJDQGGLYLQJUHplaced wrestling in the list of top ten boys sports in Texas.
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2.6
COMMUNITY
OUTREACH

“The residents
of Cedar Hill
determine what they
want to have in their
community through
their current use of
facilities, comments,
and input.”

2–26

Public input is a critical part of any planning process. The City of Cedar
Hill works for the citizens by managing and providing the types of facilities that the residents and taxpayers of the community want to have. In
essence, our citizens are our “customers” and it is in the City’s interest to
provide what our customers seek. In the planning process, citizen input
helps identify what types of existing facilities are being used, where key
GH¿FLHQFLHVPD\RFFXUDQGKRZWKHFLWL]HQVRI&HGDU+LOOZRXOGOLNH
to see the City allocate its resources. In essence, the residents of Cedar
Hill determine what they want to have in their community through their
current use of those facilities, their comments, and expressed desires.

Community Outreach Process
This Master Plan incorporates a large amount of public input, utilizing
several different methods. By using these methods of public input, feedback from many varying parts of the community were received, leading
to a broader consensus on the direction that the Master Plan should take.
The methods used to generate citizen input during the planning process
included workshops with City leaders, Visioning Committee meetings,
three focus group meetings, a public workshop, a citywide statistically
valid telephone survey, and a questionnaire.
City Leaders’ Workshops
&HGDU+LOO¶VOHDGHUVKLS²WKHHOHFWHGDQGDSSRLQWHGRI¿FLDOV&LW\PDQagement, and department heads—provided a wealth of knowledge regarding the City’s history and future plans. They also have a strong
sense of the community’s priorities and needs, which served as a starting
point for the community outreach process. In order to learn from the
City leaders, three workshops were held to discuss technical and operational issues, a broad vision for the future of Cedar Hill, over-arching
goals, and branding.
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Visioning Committee
A Visioning Committee made up of City Council, Park Board, and the
Cedar Hill Community Development Corporation (CHCDC) Board
members served as the primary reviewing body for the Master Plan.
7KH&RPPLWWHHKHOSHGGH¿QHWKHYLVLRQDQGJRDOVIRUWKH0DVWHU3ODQ
LQÀXHQFHGDQGSDUWLFLSDWHGLQWKHFRPPXQLW\RXWUHDFKSURFHVVDQGUHviewed the Master Plan outcomes at several stages during the process.
Focus Group Meetings
Three focus group meetings were held, each catering to different user
and stakeholder groups as follows:
 0HHWLQJ0DUFK – Representatives from various government and public agencies (Best Southwest Cities, Cedar Hill
State Park, Dallas County, Cedar Hill Independent School District (CHISD), and the Dogwood Canyon Audubon Center).
 0HHWLQJ0DUFK – Representatives from various nonSUR¿W RUJDQL]DWLRQV DQG ORFDOEXVLQHVVHV 1RUWKZRRG 8QLYHUVLty, Friends of the Library, Rotary Club, Boy Scouts of America,
Tourism Committee, Main Street Board, Chamber of Commerce,
and Uptown Village)
 0HHWLQJ0DUFK – Representatives from special interest groups (Senior Center, Homeowners Associations, and Sports
Associations).
Public Workshop – April 30, 2011
An open public workshop was held to give the general public—people
QRWVSHFL¿FDOO\DI¿OLDWHGZLWKDQ\VSRUWVRUJDQL]DWLRQFOXEQRQSUR¿W
or other group—an opportunity to give their input on the Master Plan.
Several people from the Focus Group Meetings, the Visioning Committee, and the City Leadership also attended. The workshop was held in
the Government Center Court Chamber and was organized as an open
house, with four booths focused on different topics. The meeting began
with a presentation that provided an overview of the Master Plan process
and the work completed to-date. People were then invited to visit each
of the booths—Parks & Open Space, Trails & Bikeways, Streetscapes,
and Indoor Recreation Facilities & Aquatics—and provide their comPHQWVDVZHOODV¿OORXWDTXHVWLRQQDLUH
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Telephone Survey
A citizen telephone survey was conducted as part of the planning process. The survey was designed to examine residents’ participation in
recreational activities; it also helped to assess the recreational needs in
&HGDU+LOO7KHVXUYH\DOORZVHOHFWHGRI¿FLDOVDQG&LW\VWDIIWREHWWHU
understand the recreational needs and desires of it citizenry. The survey
ZDVFRQGXFWHGE\DSURIHVVLRQDOSXEOLFLQSXW¿UPZLWKH[WHQVLYHH[SHULence in recreation attitude surveys.
The survey used telephone contacts rather than a mail-out format to
ensure unbiased and statistically relevant results. The contact time for
each survey lasted approximately 20 minutes. A total of 326 surveys
were completed, resulting in a statistically valid sampling (with an error
UDWHRIDWFRQ¿GHQFHOHYHO 
Questionnaire
A questionnaire was developed as a way to gain input from the Focus
Group Meeting and Public Workshop attendees and was also made available to homeowner/neighborhood associations. In total, 158 responses
were received. As compared to the telephone survey, the questionnaire
is not statistically valid because it was not randomly administered. Some
of the questions in the questionnaire were the same as or similar to questions in the telephone survey, but many of the questions were unique.
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Community Outreach Results
There is a strong level of support across the community for beautifying
Cedar Hill’s streetscapes and public spaces, providing additional trails
and on-street bikeways, developing parks in under-served areas, and developing an indoor aquatic facility. The top priorities from the community outreach process are shown in Table 2.6. These priorities were
primarily determined by the statistically-valid telephoner survey, which
UDQNHGUHVSRQVHV7KHVHSULRULWLHVZHUHLQGLUHFWO\FRQ¿UPHGGXULQJIRcus group and public meetings.

Table 2.6 – Top Priorities from the Community Outreach Process
Rank Description
1 Develop a network of multi-use trails and greenways along roadways, creeks, and other linear features that
weave throughout the City and connect to adjacent cities.
2

Acquire and protect environmentally-sensitive and aesthetically-valuable open space areas, especially along
the Balcones Escarpment and the City’s creeks.

3

Enhance and beautify streetscapes to convey Cedar Hill’s distinctiveness and provide safe and comfortable
corridors for bicycles and pedestrians.

4

Develop an indoor aquatics center including exercise areas, lap lanes, play features, and slides as part of the
Cedar Hill Recreation Center.

5

Acquire land for future parks to meet the needs of current and new residents as the City continues to grow.

6

Improve existing parks by increasing the diversity of amenities provided—such as tennis courts, upgraded
playgrounds, picnic pavilions, shade, and restrooms.
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“Thousands of tired, nerve-shaken, over-civilized peoSOHDUHEHJLQQLQJWR¿QGRXWWKDWSDUNVDQGUHVHUYDtions are useful not only as fountains of timber and irULJDWLQJULYHUVEXWDVIRXQWDLQVRIOLIH´
– John Muir (1838-1914)

Parks &
Open Space
2012 Parks, Recreation, Trails & Open Space
Visioning Master Plan
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3.1
INTRODUCTION

Some of the most beautiful and fascinating parks and open space areas
in the State of Texas are located in Cedar Hill. From Cedar Hill State
Park, which receives more than a half million visitors per year, to Dogwood Canyon Audubon Center, which has one of the greatest naturally
occurring varieties of plant species in the region, parks in Cedar Hill are
famous and well-known destinations. We also have a variety of neighborhood and community parks, which provide places for people to play
and relax, and a system of greenbelts that will one day include trails
to connect the entire city. Unique opportunities in Cedar Hill include
utilizing regional stormwater detention/retention basins for open space
preservation and context-sensitive streetscapes as linear parks.
The enhancement and expansion of Cedar Hill’s parks and open space
system is critical in achieving all three of the primary vision components
of this Master Plan. An interconnected park and open space network
linked by greenbelts is the primary way to become a City Within a Park.
Acquiring additional land for new parks and nature areas will help us
achieve our goal of 20% Open Space. Finally, the design of individual
parks will help to celebrate the Nature/Urban Interface across Cedar Hill.

Goals
 Acquire land to preserve Cedar Hill’s distinctive natural landscapes, serve the city’s growing population, and achieve the vision of open space comprising 20% of Cedar Hill’s land use.
 Create a City Within a Park by integrating parks, greenbelts,
streetscapes and other public spaces into urban areas.
 Implement sustainability measures in parks and open spaces that
minimize environmental impact and reduce maintenance needs.
 Design parks that are multi-functional and provide recreation and
leisure opportunities for people of all ages and abilities.
 Develop a world-renowned parks and open space system that establishes Cedar Hill as the greenest city in Texas.
 Partner with other entities, including Northwood University, Cedar Hill State Park, Cedar Hill ISD, churches, private developers, surrounding Cities, and Dallas and Ellis Counties to enhance
open space protection and preservation of environmentally sensitive areas.

Purpose
This chapter includes an analysis of Cedar Hill’s existing parks, recreation, and open space facilities; an assessment of needs based on
standards and level of service; and a series of priorities for studies and
policies, land acquisition, park development, and outdoor recreation facilities.
3–2
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Pertinent Citizen Input
The focus group meetings, public meetings, and telephone survey proYLGHGDVLJQL¿FDQWDPRXQWRILQVLJKWUHJDUGLQJWKHSXEOLF¶VRSLQLRQRQ
Cedar Hill’s parks and open space. One of the primary goals of the
community is to acquire and protect environmentally-sensitive and
aesthetically-valuable open space areas, especially along the Balcones
(VFDUSPHQWDQGWKH&LW\¶VFUHHNV7KHFRPPXQLW\KDVDOVRLGHQWL¿HG
the need to acquire land for new parks and improve existing parks to
meet the needs of current and new residents as the City continues to
grow. Through actions like developing new athletic facilities to host
tournaments, there is support for making Cedar Hill a destination for
RXWGRRU DFWLYLWLHV  )LQDOO\ WKH FRPPXQLW\ LGHQWL¿HG QHHGV IRU WHQQLV
courts, additional playgrounds, shade and trees in parks, and other additional amenities.
The telephone survey included several questions regarding parks and
open space.
 87% of respondents agree that the Balcones Escarpment is a very
valuable feature and needs to be protected. 77% think it is important to acquire land to preserve the Escarpment.
 Nearly all (97%) agree that natural areas are important and should
be preserved where available. 80% think it is important to acquire land to preserve environmentally sensitive areas in general.
 Regarding future park development actions, 82% think it is important to renovate and expand existing parks. 78% think it is
important to acquire land for future parks.
 There is strong support for developing linear parks along creeks
(82%) and small neighborhood parks (81%).
 ,QJHQHUDOWKHVXUYH\UHYHDOHGWKDWWKHUHLVDVLJQL¿FDQWO\KLJKHU
level of support for non-athletic recreation facilities (especially
picnic areas and playgrounds) than for athletic facilities.
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3.2
CLASSIFICATION
SYSTEM

In analyzing Cedar Hill’s current parks and open space system, it is
LPSRUWDQWWRLGHQWLI\WKHIXQFWLRQDOFODVVL¿FDWLRQRIHDFKRIWKH&LW\¶V
parks. While each park in the City is unique in its own right, each can
also be assigned to one of three categories. The neighborhood and community park categories represent the backbone of Cedar Hill’s park system and are considered “essential infrastructure.” They should be plentiful, adequately-sized, and well-distributed across the City to serve the
entire population. The other parks category comprises several sub-types
of parks that are provided as opportunities or special needs arise.

Neighborhood Parks
Neighborhood parks are typically between 5 and 10 acres in size (larger
SDUNVEHLQJPRVWGHVLUDEOHIRUHI¿FLHQWPDLQWHQDQFHDQGRSHUDWLRQ DQG
are designed and located to serve the surrounding neighborhoods. Located within 1/4–1/2 mile of the neighborhoods they serve, these parks
are accessible by walking or bicycling. Neighborhood parks constitute
the core of the parks system and generally serve 3,000 to 4,000 residents. As a rule of thumb, all neighborhood parks should have a playground, pavilion, a loop trail, and open areas for free play. Additional
amenities often provided at neighborhood parks include benches, picnic
WDEOHVEDVNHWEDOOFRXUWVPXOWLSXUSRVH¿HOGV IRUIRUPDOSUDFWLFHDQG
or informal play), and backstops. There are more neighborhood parks in
Cedar Hill than any other single type of park.

Community Parks

“Neighborhood
and community
parks serve as
the backbone of
Cedar Hill’s park
V\VWHP´
3–4

Community parks are larger than neighborhood parks – typically 25 to
100+ acres in size – and have more amenities. Although these parks
RIWHQVHUYHVSHFL¿FQHLJKERUKRRGVLWLVLGHDOWRHYHQO\GLVWULEXWHWKHVH
parks across the City so that they are easily accessed by all residents.
The ideal distribution is such that all residents are within a 1 to 2 mile
radius of a community park. Typically, community parks will have all of
the amenities of a neighborhood park (playgrounds, pavilions, open arHDVIRUIUHHSOD\WUDLOVEDVNHWEDOOFRXUWVPXOWLSXUSRVHSUDFWLFH¿HOGV
backstops, etc.). In addition, these parks usually have amenities such
DVOLJKWHGFRPSHWLWLYHDWKOHWLF¿HOGVODUJHUDUHDVRIRSHQVSDFHIRUIUHH
play, natural areas, and restrooms. Quite often, community parks will
include special facilities such as recreation centers and skateboard parks.
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Other Parks
There are also many other types of parks within Cedar Hill. These are
parks that are designed to meet special needs, capitalize upon opportunities, and/or complete the parks system.
Special Purpose Parks
This subcategory includes 1-3 acre pocket parks, 1-2 acre trailheads,
DFUHSOD]DVDWKOHWLFFRPSOH[HVDQGSUDFWLFH¿HOGV ,WDOVRLQcludes “special interest” parks that are not otherwise part of another
neighborhood or community park. Examples of special interest parks
include dog parks, skate parks, or any other type of park designed to
DFFRPPRGDWHDOLPLWHGQXPEHURIVSHFL¿FUHFUHDWLRQDFWLYLWLHV:KLOH
parks less than 5 acres are typically discouraged because they are often
GLI¿FXOWWRPDLQWDLQHI¿FLHQWO\VPDOOSDUNDUHDVDUHRIWHQQHFHVVDU\WR
serve special purposes. Smaller parks are also desirable in highly urbanized and dense mixed-use areas, such as around Uptown, Downtown,
and future commuter rail stations.

“[Other parks]
are designed to
meet special needs,
capitalize upon
opportunities, and/
RU³URXQGRXW´WKH
SDUNVV\VWHP´

Greenbelts & Wildlife Corridors
Greenbelts are corridors typically following creeks, railroads, or utility
lines and in unique situations as part of the roadway system (such as
Greenway streetscapes; see Chapter 7). Greenbelts usually contain trails
and are therefore ideal for providing alternative, non-motorized transportation to parks, schools, neighborhoods, libraries, retail, and other
major destinations. Other than simply providing connections, these
parks provide recreational value by themselves. In fact, using trail facilities is one of the most popular recreation activities in most, if not all,
communities. In addition, greenbelts along creeks have the added benH¿WRISURYLGLQJKDELWDWDQGPLJUDWLRQPRYHPHQWFRUULGRUVIRUZLOGOLIH
They also provide opportunities for improving watershed management
in an aesthetically-pleasing and sustainable manner.
Unique to Cedar Hill and not found in most parts of the Metroplex,
wildlife corridors and management zones exist due to the abundance of
healthy habitat in the Balcones Escarpment area. In addition to protecting wildlife, these areas help preserve open space, which adds to Cedar
Hill’s distinctive character.
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Open Space Preserves/Nature Areas
These parks serve to protect and provide access to natural areas such as
DORQJFUHHNVÀRRGSODLQVZRRGHGDUHDVWKHVKRUHVRI-RH3RRO/DNH
prairies, and the Balcones Escarpment or other areas of topographic
FKDQJH$VXQSURJUDPPHGVSDFHDQDGGHGEHQH¿WLVWKDWWKHVHDUHDV
are “self-maintaining.” While there may be the occasional need to check
IRUKD]DUGVPDLQWHQDQFHLVJHQHUDOO\QRWDVLJQL¿FDQWIDFWRU

2WKHU6LJQLÀFDQW3XEOLF 3ULYDWH)DFLOLWLHV
A unique aspect of Cedar Hill is the large amount of park and open space
land owned and managed by other entities present within the City limits. These include the Dogwood Canyon Audubon Center, Camp Ellowi,
Mount Lebanon Baptist Camp, Cedar Hill State Park, and Northwood
University. These areas constitute more than 3,000 acres of land that is
either public or semi-public with the expectation that it will be preserved
in perpetuity as open space in its natural state. These areas are crucial
in achieving and maintaining Cedar Hill’s goal to have 20% of its area
protected as parks and/or open space.
The presence of these facilities presents the opportunity for joint ventures with the City of Cedar Hill. The City and the Cedar Hill State Park
are currently considering an opportunity to improve facilities at the State
Park. The State Park would provide the funding for an enclosed pavilion
and easement for 3.6 miles of trail (see Figure 5.4) and the City would
provide funding for the trail construction and manage the development
RI WKH SURMHFWV  -RLQW RSSRUWXQLWLHV RI WKLV PDJQLWXGH VKRXOG EHFRPH
high priorities as they arise.
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3.3
NEIGHBORHOOD
PARKS

Neighborhood parks constitute the most prominent type of park in Cedar
Hill. As the category name implies, these parks are typically located in
neighborhoods within easy access of surrounding residents.

'HYHORSPHQW*XLGHOLQHV

Neighborhood parks are the backbone of Cedar Hill’s park system. The
development and general design of neighborhood parks is important to
ensure that they serve the needs of the surrounding neighborhoods. But
beyond simply meeting certain levels of service, it is important to enCedar Hill’s Existing sure that neighborhood parks are unique in character, respond to the surenvironment, provide a variety of experiences for the park’s
Neighborhood Parks: rounding
users, and unify the neighborhood informally. The following developBear Creek Park ment guidelines (that focus on size, location, facilities, design, and parkLQJ ZHUHGHYHORSHGWRHQVXUHWKDWWKH&LW\LVDEOHWRHI¿FLHQWO\SURYLGH
Bradford Park the best possible neighborhood parks for its citizens.

Calf Pasture Park

Size

David Rush Park The size of a neighborhood park may vary considerably due to the physical location of the park and condition of the site. Generally, neighbor-

Dot Thomas Park hood parks should be 5 to 10 acres or larger, with 10 acres being the
Highlands Recreation Area ideal size. A typical neighborhood park would generally serve 3,000 to
4,000 residents per park.

-::LOOLDPV3DUN
Kingswood Park
Liberty Park
Longhorn Park
Meadows Park
Prairie View Park
Ramsey Park
:DWHUIRUG2DNV3DUN
:LOGZRRG3DUN
:LQGVRU3DUN
Unnamed Park near
Plummer Elementary
3–8

Location

If possible, neighborhood parks should be centrally located in the neighborhoods they serve and should consider the following location attributes:
 1HLJKERUKRRG SDUNV VKRXOG EH DFFHVVLEOH WR SHGHVWULDQ WUDI¿F
from all parts of the area served. Ideally, neighborhood park faFLOLWLHVVKRXOGEHORFDWHGZLWKLQDRQHTXDUWHUPLOHUDGLXV ¿YH
minute walk) or one-half mile radius (ten minute walk) of the
residents who will use those facilities.
 These parks should be located adjacent to local or minor collector
VWUHHWVWKDWGRQRWDOORZKLJKVSHHGWUDI¿F$QHLJKERUKRRGSDUN
should be accessible without having to cross major arterial streets
DQGVKRXOGEHIDUHQRXJKIURPPDMRUVWUHHWVWKDWWUDI¿FQRLVHLV
not obvious in the park.
 It is desirable to locate neighborhood parks adjacent to creeks and
greenways, which allows for trail connections to other parks and
City amenities.
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Figure 3.1 – Typical Neighborhood Park Layout
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVDW\SLFDOQHLJKERUKRRGSDUNDQGVRPHRIWKHHOHPHQWVWKDWWKHSDUNPLJKWFRQWDLQ1RWHWKDWWKLVLVVLPSO\D
W\SLFDODUUDQJHPHQWDQGHDFKQHLJKERUKRRGSDUNVKRXOGEHGHVLJQHGLQWKHFRQWH[WRIWKHQHLJKERUKRRGWKDWVXUURXQGVLW
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 It is ideal for neighborhood parks to be located adjacent to elementary schools in order to share acquisition and development
costs with the school district. Adjacencies of park and school
grounds allow for joint use and sharing of facilities, such as parking, which is typically not necessary for a stand-alone neighborhood park. It also lends itself to the community’s involvement
with the school grounds and vice versa, leading to a synergistic
result that adds to the quality of life for everyone.
Facilities

Neighborhood parks would ideally include the following facilities:
 Playground equipment with adequate safety surfacing
 Playground equipment that allows for easy use by children with
disabilities or limited mobility impairment
 Unprogrammed and unstructured free play areas
 Adequately sized pavilions with multi-tiered roofs
 Loop trails or a connection to the city-wide trails system
Additional facilities often provided in a neighborhood park include (but
are not limited to):
 Unlighted basketball courts and half courts
 Picnic areas with benches, picnic tables, and cooking grills
 Unlighted tennis courts
 Skate parks
 Security lighting
 Drinking fountains
Design

The overall design and layout of a neighborhood park is an important deWHUPLQDQWRILWV¿QDOTXDOLW\DQGWLPHOHVVQHVV7KHVHSDUNVVKRXOGJHQerally be designed with the programmed space (playgrounds, pavilions,
basketball courts, etc.) clustered into an “activity zone” within the park.
These areas need ample seating and shade to be hospitable year round.
Placing these areas near existing stands of trees is recommended as this
eliminates the years of waiting for shade trees to mature. The open/unprogrammed space should be visible from this activity area but should
be clearly delineated through plantings and hardscape features such as
paved trails and seatwalls. Finally, a loop trail is a preferred component
of a neighborhood park. When a segment of the city-wide trails system
passes through a neighborhood park (which is recommended), it is important to connect it to the park’s loop trail.
3–10
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Adjacency and Interaction

How the park integrates with the surrounding land uses (residences,
schools, wooded areas, etc.) is crucial to the quality of experience within
the park. When a road borders the park, the houses across the street
should face the park. It is recommended that at least 80% of the park’s
boundary be bordered by single-loaded roads or creeks. No more than
20% of any park’s boundary should be bordered by the backs of houses.
When houses must back up to a park, the fencing between the houses
and the park should be transparent (such as wrought iron fencing or
similar) rather than opaque wooden fortress fencing. Transparent fencing allows a softer transition between park and residence and provides
for informal surveillance of the park. High-limbed trees along fence
lines can allow for a combination of privacy and transparency. When
a park is constructed adjacent to a school, the two sites should interact.
That is, there should be pedestrian connections between the school and
the park and it could even be recommended that when schools are constructed, expanded, or renovated, windows overlooking the park should
be provided.
Parking

In general, the use of shared-use trails, sidewalks, and bike routes should
EHHQFRXUDJHGWRGHFUHDVHDXWRPRELOHWUDI¿FLQDQGDURXQGQHLJKERUhood parks. Therefore, off-street parking is not typically needed as part
of neighborhood park development. When parking is deemed necessary,
the number of parking spaces will vary based on the size of the park, the
facilities it contains, and the number of users. Generally, depending on
the carrying capacity of adjacent streets, parallel on-street parking may
SURYLGH VXI¿FLHQW SDUNLQJ VSDFH  2SSRUWXQLWLHV WR VKDUH SDUNLQJ PD\
EH EHQH¿FLDO WR GLIIHUHQW \HW FRPSDWLEOH IXQFWLRQV VXFK DV FKXUFKHV
schools, libraries, and other City facilities.
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,QYHQWRU\ $QDO\VLV
Cedar Hill currently has 16 neighborhood parks, most of which are located on the more developed portions of the City. The neighborhood
parks in Cedar Hill range in age, size, and level of amenities and include
SDUNVOLNH-::LOOLDPV3DUNDQG5DPVH\3DUN ZKLFKDUHERWKROGHU
about 6 acres in size, and include numerous amenities) and Bear Creek
Park and an unnamed park near Plummer Elementary School (which are
5 and 6 acres in size, respectively, and are not yet developed). Neighborhood Parks total more than 115 acres.
Table 3.1 – Neighborhood Park Inventory
Name
Size Playgrounds Pavilions
(acres)

Paved Open Play Other Amenities
Loop Trail
Areas
(miles)
0.60
0.65
1
Fishing pond, gazebo
0.50
Basketball court, backstop

Bear Creek Park
Bradford Park
Calf Pasture Park
David Rush Park
Dot Thomas Park

5.00
5.60
10.07
8.24
6.5

Highlands Recreation
Area
J.W. Williams Park

8.25
6.00

1

1

0.40

1

Kingswood Park
Liberty Park
Longhorn Park
Meadows Park
Prairie View Park
Ramsey Park

12.50
6.92
8.60
3.00
6.60
6.02

1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1
1
1

0.30
0.20
0.50
0.20

1

Waterford Oaks Park
Wildwood Park
Windsor Park
Unnamed Park near
Plummer Elementary
Total

6.37
5.58
4.03
5.98

1
1

1

115.26

11
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1

1

1

0.3

1

0.25

0.30

0.40
0.25
0.30
0.20
5.35

1
1

1
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%DVHEDOOFRPSHWLWLRQÀHOGV
basketball court
Backstop, 2 soccer practice
ÀHOGV
%DFNVWRSIRRWEDOOVRFFHUÀHOG
WHQQLVFRXUWVÀWQHVVFRXUVH

Fitness course
Basketball court
Backstop
)RRWEDOOVRFFHUÀHOGEDFNVWRS
2 tennis courts, multi-purpose
FRXUWÀWQHVVFRXUVH
Fishing pond, gazebo

Figure 3.2 – Existing Neighborhood Parks
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHORFDWLRQDQGVSDWLDOGLVWULEXWLRQRIQHLJKERUKRRGSDUNVLQ&HGDU+LOO,QFOXGHGLQWKLVPDSDUHFRPPXQLW\SDUNVZKLFKDUHFRQVLGHUHG³GHIDFWR´QHLJKERUKRRGSDUNVEHFDXVHLQDGGLWLRQWREDOO¿HOGVUHFUHDWLRQFHQWHUVHWFWKH\DOVR
LQFOXGHDOORIWKHDPHQLWLHVRIDW\SLFDOQHLJKERUKRRGSDUN
Neighborhood parks best serve households within walking distance and therefore are shown with a half-mile service radius (which
URXJKO\HTXDWHVWRDPLQXWHZDON 7KHVHUYLFHDUHDUDGLLVKRXOGEHVHHQDVJXLGHOLQHVDVSK\VLFDOEDUULHUVVXFKDVUDLOURDGV
PDMRUURDGVDQGFUHHNVRIWHQSUHYHQWDSDUNIURPVHUYLQJWKHHQWLUHDUHDZLWKLQLWVLGHDOVHUYLFHDUHD
Chapter 3 – Parks & Open Space
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Existing Neighborhood Parks
The following pages include analyses of each of the existing neighborhood parks in Cedar Hill.
Bear Creek Park

 Size:
 Location:

5.0 Acres
1620 Midlake Drive

Bear Creek is an undeveloped park in the southeastern portion of the
community. It is surrounded on all sides by streets and has a row of
trees that run along what was likely an old fence line. Aesthetically,
WKHURZRIWUHHVVHUYHVWRGH¿QHWKHSDUN7KHORFDWLRQRIWKLVSDUNLQD
developing portion of Cedar Hill makes it an important site for a future
QHLJKERUKRRGSDUN,WVUHODWLYHO\RSHQDQGÀDWQDWXUHFRXOGPDNHLWD
SULPHORFDWLRQIRUVSRUWVSUDFWLFH¿HOGV&RQVLGHUDWLRQPXVWEHJLYHQWR
connectivity to the surrounding neighborhood and nearby planned trails.
Recommended Improvements
 Develop as a neighborhood park:

$1,200,000

 Total:

$1,200,000

Bradford Park

 Size:
 Location:

5.6 Acres
401 W. Wintergreen Drive

This park is located in the northern portion of the community. It is a
constrained site due to its linear shape and the presence of the large
detention pond in its center. However, these characteristics lend to the
park’s quaint charm. While the park and the surrounding neighborhood
ZRXOGEHQH¿WIURPDSOD\JURXQGVLWHFRQVWUDLQWVPLJKWOHQGWKLVXQIHDsible. Minor improvements (e.g., the introduction of native plants and
grasses) will help refresh the park.
Recommended Improvements

3–14

 Widen Trail from 5’ wide to 8’ wide:

$57,000

 Additional landscaping:

$30,000

 Standardize and replace tables/benches and park sign:

$30,000

 Restore or replace existing gazebo:

$100,000

 Total:

$217,000
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Calf Pasture Park

 Size:

10.07 Acres

 /RFDWLRQ

1-RH:LOVRQ5RDG

Being the ideal size for a neighborhood park, Calf Pasture is located
along a major roadway. Some vegetative screening has been provided
as a buffer, but additional physical buffers may be desirable. However,
it is important to not make the park feel secluded. The primary recommendation for this park is that its playground and pedestrian bridge be
replaced or refurbished.
Recommended Improvements
 Lights for paved path or trail:

$105,600

 Shade structure for playground:

$25,000

 Replace playground:

$70,000

 Replace pedestrian bridge:

$50,000

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Total:

$260,600

David Rush Park

 Size:

8.24 Acres

 Location:
David Rush is an undeveloped park in the eastern portion of Cedar Hill,
near Duncanville Road between Pleasant Run and Belt Line Roads. This
park has a unique opportunity to serve the neighborhood to the north by
including a pedestrian bridge and trails when the park is designed.
Recommended Improvements
 Develop as a neighborhood park:

$1,200,000

 Total:

$1,200,000

Chapter 3 – Parks & Open Space
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Dot Thomas Park

 Size:
 Location:
 &ODVVL¿FDWLRQ

6.5 Acres
1401 S. Clark Road
6SHFLDO3XUSRVH3DUN

This park is located at the southern extent of the new Red Oak Creek
Trail. The primary function of this park is baseball league play. With
RQO\WZR¿HOGVKRZHYHUWKLVSDUNGRHVQRWHI¿FLHQWO\VHUYHWKHQHHGVRI
the baseball league. Therefore, the opportunity to redevelop and repurpose Dot Thomas as a neighborhood park should be explored. The cost
indicated below includes parking improvements, a loop trail, demoliWLRQSOD\JURXQGUHSODFHPHQWDQGUHSXUSRVLQJWKHFXUUHQWDWKOHWLF¿HOG
area. Proper drainage most also be provided.
Recommended Improvements
 Develop as a neighborhood park:

$1,000,000

 Total:

$1,000,000

Highlands Recreation Area

 Size:
 Location:

8.25 Acres
225 Sims Drive

Located between Highlands Elementary School and Beltline Intermediate School, this neighborhood park lacks the primary neighborhood park
amenities (see page 3-8). In addition, it’s openness and lack of vegetation in the form of trees make the park feel exposed.
Recommended Improvements
 Loop trail:

$60,000

 Pavilion:

$50,000

 Playground:

$75,000

 Landscape and irrigation:

$60,000

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Total:

3–16
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$255,000

J.W. Williams Park

 Size:

6 Acres

 Location:

1605 High Pointe Lane

This park is located in the northern portion of Cedar Hill. It is well
integrated into the surrounding neighborhood and is adjacent to West
Intermediate School. The park includes a good variety of amenities,
but many of them are aged and should be replaced. In addition, the line
of residential wooden fences that constitute one edge of the park are
unsightly and should be replaced with transparent wrought iron fencing
(or similar) or otherwise screened. Fence replacement may be achieved
through a City-wide incentive to improve parks with similar conditions.
This park is a good example of how an elementary school and a neighborhood park can be symbiotic.
Recommended Improvements
 Improve landscaping and irrigation

$100,000

 Replace playground and add shade structure:

$100,000

 Replace picnic tables and grills:

$25,000

 Vegetative buffer along fences:

$45,000

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Refurbish backstop:

$5,000

 Total:

$285,000

Kingswood Park

 Size:

12.5 Acres

 Location:

1528 Sharon Drive

Kingswood Park is located in the southwestern portion of Cedar Hill. It
is a fairly secluded park, bordered by the backs of houses on one side
and by forested areas on the other three sides. Transparent wrought iron
fencing (or similar) will help alleviate the sense of seclusion. Because
of the park’s very large size, the opportunity exists to provide additional
amenities at this location or feature large areas of grasslands and forest.
Recommended Improvements
 Develop the remaining 6 acres of the park:

$600,000

 Trail development (3,500 L.F. x 8’):

$165,000

 Irrigation and additional landscaping:

$120,000

 Standardize and replace park sign:
 Total:

$10,000
$995,000
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Liberty Park

 Size:
 Location:

6.92 Acres
301 Capricorn Drive

This park is located in the southern portion of Cedar Hill along the new
Red Oak Creek Trail. The park is bordered on one side by a single-loaded road and on the other by the wooded Red Oak Creek corridor. The
park serves its function well and will become a more popular destination
upon the completion of the trail.
Recommended Improvements
 Playground shade structure:

$25,000

 Enhance pavilion:

$50,000

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Total:

$85,000

Longhorn Park

 Size:
 Location:

8.6 Acres
425 E. Parkerville Road

This park is uniquely situated to provide access from two locations opposite each other while being surrounded by the backs of houses on
three sides. The park includes the basic neighborhood park amenities
and an attractive grove of Cedar trees. The primary need is for additional minor amenities and repainting several of the existing elements
within the park. In addition, property owners should be encouraged to
install transparent wrought iron fencing (or similar).
Recommended Improvements
 Additional benches, tables, trees:

$50,000

 Playground shade structure:

$25,000

 Relocate exercise stations to improve drainage:

$10,000

 Repaint metal surfaces as needed:

$5,000

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Total:
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$100,000

Meadows Park

 Size:

3 Acres

 Location:

1555 Hamilton Road

This small but attractive park is located in the northern portion of Cedar
Hill, directly on the border of Duncanville. The wooded edge enhances
the aesthetics of this park and makes it a comfortable place to be. The
primary consideration for this park is its proximity to the Veloweb and
other planned, regional trails. The park may serve as a minor trailhead
in the future. For now, the incorporation of additional minor amenities
is the main recommendation.
Recommended Improvements
 Additional benches, tables, trees:
 Install basketball goal:

$50,000
$500

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Total:

$60,500

Prairie View Park

 Size:

6.6 Acres

 Location:

2600 Prairie View Boulevard

This is one of Cedar Hill’s newest neighborhood parks. As such, no
recommendations are made at this time. Currently, the lack of mature
vegetation lends a feeling of exposure within the park. However, this
will dissipate as the park ages and vegetation matures. The pavilion appears somewhat stark; a cost-effective improvement would be to clad
the bottom half of the metal posts with stone. Landscaping will further
KHOSWRGH¿QHWKHVSDFHDVVRFLDWHGZLWKWKHSDYLOLRQ
Recommended Improvements
 Landscaping and irrigation:

$100,000

 Site grading to improve drainage:
 Pavilion improvements:
 Total:

$50,000
$8,000
$158,000
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Ramsey Park

 Size:
 Location:

6 Acres
1313 High Pointe Lane

This park is located adjacent to High Pointe Elementary school. It is
bordered by the backs of houses on two sides and a road on another.
Many of the facilities in this park are aged and should be replaced or
renovated. Otherwise, the park is appropriately-located and serves its
function well.
Recommended Improvements
 Additional benches, tables, trees:

$50,000

 Playground shade structure:

$25,000

 Replace pavilion:

$50,000

 Renovate playground:

$20,000

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Replace exercise course:

$20,000

 Total:

$175,000

Waterford Oaks Park

 Size:
 Location:

6.37 Acres
320 N. Waterford Oaks Drive

This park is linear in form and consists primarily of a large detention
pond set in the center of the site. It is bordered by single-loaded roads
on both sides and wooded areas on both ends. The park site is very attractive and the use of its space is generally maximized. The park would
EHQH¿W IURP D ZLGHU ORRS WUDLO  +RZHYHU WKH WRSRJUDSK\ DURXQG WKH
edges of the park will make such an action challenging.
Recommended Improvements
 Standardize and replace park sign:

3–20

$10,000

 Widen loop trail:

$100,000

 Total:

$110,000
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Wildwood Park

 Size:

5.58 Acres

 Location:

2415 Lakeview Drive

7KLVUHODWLYHO\QHZSDUNEHQH¿WVIURPDZRRGHGEDFNGURSSURYLGHGE\D
tree-lined drainageway. However, little vegetation exists within the park
itself, which is the primary recommendation for this site. Of mention
is the park’s innovative design, that forgoes a traditional pavilion for a
curved pergola that wraps around the playground.
Recommended Improvements
 Additional trees, landscaping, and irrigation:

$70,000

 Add a pavilion:

$50,000

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Total:

$130,000

Windsor Park

 Size:

4.03 Acres

 Location:

200 Lakeside Drive

This park is located in the eastern portion of Cedar Hill. It is bordered
by single-family residential, a senior living facility, and undeveloped
land. A large portion of the park’s area is dedicated to a pond, which
serves as an amenity and as a detention vessel. A trail loops around the
pond and the park. The park is accessible to the surrounding neighborhood and serves its function well.
Recommended Improvements
 Landscaping and irrigation:

$100,000

 Additional playground shade:

$20,000

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Total:

$130,000
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Unnamed Park near Plummer Elementary School

 Size:
 Location:

5.98 Acres
Clark Road

This unnamed park is undeveloped, other than a sidewalk along one
of its sides. This park is bordered on two sides by roads, one side by a
Plummer Elementary School, and one side by a creek corridor (along
which a trail is planned). The park is fairly well wooded and is an attractive site.
Recommended Improvements

3–22

 Develop as a neighborhood park:

$1,200,000

 Total:

$1,200,000
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1HHGV$VVHVVPHQW
In addition to citizen input, needs for neighborhood parks are determined
by analyzing level of service (LOS) for park acreage and service area.
Acreage LOS
$FUHDJH/26LVW\SLFDOO\H[SUHVVHGDVDSHUFDSLWD¿JXUH)RUH[DPSOH
the acreage LOS for neighborhood parks might be expressed as “X acres
SHUSRSXODWLRQ´Referencing the established National Park and
Recreation Association (NRPA) standard as a starting point, a unique
target LOS (TLOS) was developed for neighborhood parks in Cedar
+LOO7KLV7/26JRHVEH\RQGWKH153$VWDQGDUGUHÀHFWLYHRI&HGDU
Hill’s commitment to achieve the goal of 20% open space.
 NRPA Acreage Standard: 1-2 acres/1,000 population
 Cedar Hill Acreage TLOS: 2.5 acres/1,000 population
Service Area TLOS
Park Service Area LOS represents the spatial distribution of neighborhood parks. For example, a target park service area LOS might be expressed as “one neighborhood park within one half-mile of every resiGHQFHLQ&HGDU+LOO´ The regional benchmark for neighborhood park
service area TLOS is:
 Neighborhood Park Service Area – quarter-mile to half-mile raGLXVRUDSSUR[LPDWHO\D¿YHWRWHQPLQXWHZDON
This service area is general. While a half-mile radius is a good guideline
for the area that is well-served by a neighborhood park, not all parks will
fully serve these areas. Physical barriers (such as railroads and major
thoroughfares) limit connections between parks and access from some
of their intended service areas. Consideration should be given when
developing new parks to the physical barriers that separate it from some
or all of the neighborhoods that it is intended to serve.
Needs Assessment Results
Currently, Cedar Hill has approximately 52% of the acreage for neighborhood parks required at build-out based upon the 2012 TLOS for
neighborhood parks (see Table 3.2). Considering that Cedar Hill’s current population is at approximately 51% of its anticipated build-out, the
City is generally on-track in terms of neighborhood park acreage compared to the current population. Beyond acreage LOS, there is a moderDWHSDUNVHUYLFHDUHDGH¿FLWDVLOOXVWUDWHGLQ)LJXUH
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Table 3.2 – Current and Target Level of Service for Neighborhood Parks
Existing Acreage
115.26
Current LOS
2.5 Acres/1,000 Population
Target LOS
2.5 Acres/1,000 Population
Target Acreage at Build-Out*
222
Acreage to Acquire to meet Target
106.74
Existing acreage is 52% of the target for build-out conditions.
*Population of 88,956

Figure 3.3 – Neighborhood Park Service
$UHD'HÀFLW
7KH \HOORZ DUHDV LQ WKLV ¿JXUH LQGLFDWH
the residential areas according to the
City’s Future Land Use Plan that are not
within a half-mile of an existing neighERUKRRGSDUN$VLWFDQEHVHHQWKHUHDUH
VLJQL¿FDQWDUHDVZLWKLQWKHQRUWKHUQDQG
southern portions of the community that
DUHFXUUHQWO\XQGHUVHUYHG

)LJXUH²1HLJKERUKRRG3DUN6HUYLFH$UHD'HÀFLW
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5HFRPPHQGDWLRQV
Land Acquisition & Park Development
Cedar Hill’s current and future LOS indicates a need for 107 additional
DFUHV RI ODQG IRU QHLJKERUKRRG SDUNV DV ZHOO DV D VLJQL¿FDQW VHUYLFH
DUHD GH¿FLW  ,Q RUGHU WR DGGUHVV WKHVH QHHGV  DGGLWLRQDO QHLJKERUhood parks are recommended to accommodate Cedar Hill’s population
at build-out conditions (forecasted for the year 2030). While some of
the land to be acquired might need to be purchased outright by the City,
it is the intent that the majority of the necessary land acquisition will
occur through parkland dedication during the development process (either through outright dedication or acquired fees in lieu of land) so that
accommodating the needs of additional residential growth is shared between the City and the development community. In addition, one of the
proposed park sites is located on existing City-owned land. This would
UHÀHFWDUHDOORFDWLRQRIODQGUDWKHUWKDQDQDFTXLVLWLRQ
Figure 3.4 shows locations of existing, potential, and “de facto” neighborhood parks. The locations for new parks were chosen based on perceived land availability, proximity to natural features and potential trail
corridors, and their ability to provide service area coverage for existing
and future residential areas. A “de facto” neighborhood park indicates
the location of a community park, which also serves as a neighborhood
park because of the amenities that it provides. The potential neighborKRRGSDUNVVKRZQDORQJ-RH:LOVRQ5RDGEHWZHHQ%HOW/LQH5RDGDQG
Parkerville Road would not require land acquisition since this land is
already owned by the City
7KH IROORZLQJ VSHFL¿F DFTXLVLWLRQ DQG SDUN GHYHORSPHQW DFWLRQV DUH
recommended per sector for neighborhood parks (these sectors correspond with the study areas used during the telephone survey).
 Sector 1 (East of US-67/South of FM-1382):
6 Neighborhood Parks (one on existing City-owned land)
 Sector 2 (North of FM-1382):
2 Neighborhood Parks
 Sector 3 (West of US-67/South of FM-1382):
3 Neighborhood Parks
Figure 3.5 on page 3-28 shows the location of proposed neighborhood
parks by sector.
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Figure 3.4 – Existing & Proposed Neighborhood & De Facto Neighborhood Parks
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHORFDWLRQRIH[LVWLQJDQGSURSRVHGQHLJKERUKRRGDQG³GHIDFWR´QHLJKERUKRRGSDUNVLQ&HGDU+LOO³'H
IDFWR´SDUNVDUHFRPPXQLW\SDUNVWKDWDOVRVHUYHDVQHLJKERUKRRGSDUNVEHFDXVHLQDGGLWLRQWREDOO¿HOGVUHFUHDWLRQFHQWHUVHWF
WKH\DOVRLQFOXGHDOORIWKHDPHQLWLHVRIDW\SLFDOQHLJKERUKRRGSDUN
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Figure 3.5 – Proposed Neighborhood Parks by Sector
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHORFDWLRQRISURSRVHGQHLJKERUKRRGSDUNVE\FLW\VHFWRU7KHVHVHFWRUVFRUUHVSRQGZLWKWKHVWXG\DUHDV
XVHGGXULQJWKHWHOHSKRQHVXUYH\
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Neighborhood Park Action Plan
Table 3.3 lists the action items for these neighborhood park recommendations.

Table 3.3 – Neighborhood Park Action Items
Action
Action
ID
1
Land for New Neighborhood Parks – Acquire and/or reallocate 105 acres of land for 11 future neighborhood
parks (average of 10 acres each). Includes 5 acres of City-owned land at the former YMCA site.
2
Develop 10 New Neighborhood Parks on Dedicated Land - Develop 10 neighborhood parks on future park
land dedicated to the City through Parkland Dedication as development occurs.
3
Develop Neighborhood Park Amenities in Four Undeveloped Parks - Develop neighborhood park amenities
on existing park land (City-owned land at the former YMCA site, David Rush Park, Bear Creek Park, and the
unnamed park near Plummer Elementary School)
4
Neighborhood Park Improvement - See recommendations as per the park reviews on pages 3-14 to 3-22
(one park per year).
5
Redevelop & Repurpose Dot Thomas Park - Redevelop Dot Thomas Park as a neighborhood park with a trail
head and passive open space.
6
General Athletic Facility Development – 'HYHORSEDVHEDOOVRIWEDOOFRPSHWLWLYHDQGSUDFWLFHÀHOGVDPXOWL
SXUSRVHSUDFWLFHÀHOGDQGRXWGRRUEDVNHWEDOOJRDOVZLWKQHZSDUNGHYHORSPHQW
7
Support Facility Development – Develop playgrounds, pavilions, loop trails, and open play areas with new
park development.
Total
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3.4
COMMUNITY
PARKS

Along with neighborhood parks, community parks serve as the backbone
of Cedar Hill’s park system. Community parks are larger than neighborhood parks and include a wider array of amenities, which may include
OLJKWHG VSRUW ¿HOGV VZLPPLQJ SRROV DPSKLWKHDWHUV DQG PXFK PRUH
Because they also include the amenities typically found in neighborhood
parks—playgrounds, pavilions, loop trails, free play areas—community
parks also double as “de facto” neighborhood parks, thereby serving two
roles simultaneously.

Cedar Hill’s Existing 'HYHORSPHQW*XLGHOLQHV
parks typically include facilities that serve the entire city
Community Parks: Community
VXFKDVOLJKWHGSOD\LQJ¿HOGVIRURUJDQL]HGVSRUWV DQGWKHUHIRUHKDYH
Community Center Park a larger service area, attract more users, and require higher-intensity fa-

cilities such as considerable off-street parking. Because they are often
Crawford Park in fairly close proximity to neighborhoods, community parks can serve
many of the same functions as neighborhood parks because of similar
Parkerville Park basic amenities. As such, it is crucial to consider the needs of the immediately surrounding residents as well as the community as a whole when
Recreation Center Park developing a community park.

Valley Ridge Park
9LUJLQLD:HDYHU3DUN

Size

The size of a community park should be large enough to provide a variety of amenities while still leaving open space for unstructured recreation, practice space, and natural areas. The park should also have room
for expansion as new facilities are required. Although a standard size
is between 25 and 100 acres, community parks may be over 200 acres
depending on needs and site opportunities.
Location

Because they are intended to serve large portions of the city, community
parks should be centrally located and easily accessible by major thoroughfares and trails. When connected by major trails and greenbelts,
community parks are not only more easily accessed, but they also serve
as a hub for the trails system and other parks in the community. Care
should be taken when locating a high-intensity community park adjacent
to or near residential areas. In these instances, it is important to provide adequate buffers to minimize noise and bright lights at night when
possible. Because of the requirement for lighted facilities, it is often
preferred to have higher-intensity or “active” community parks located
adjacent to commercial, retail, and/or light industrial areas, rather than
residential neighborhoods.
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Figure 3.6 – Typical Community Park Layout
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVDW\SLFDOFRPPXQLW\SDUNDQGVRPHRIWKHHOHPHQWVWKDWWKHSDUNPLJKWFRQWDLQ1RWHWKDWWKLVLVVLPSO\D
W\SLFDODUUDQJHPHQWDQGHDFKFRPPXQLW\SDUNVKRXOGEHGHVLJQHGDFFRUGLQJWRWKHVSHFL¿FQHHGVRIWKHFRPPXQLW\
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Facilities

Community parks would ideally include the following facilities:
 Playground equipment with adequate safety surfacing
 Playground equipment that allows for easy use by children with
disabilities or limited mobility impairment
 Unprogrammed and unstructured free play areas
 Adequately sized pavilions with multi-tiered roofs
 Picnic areas
 8QOLJKWHGPXOWLSXUSRVHSUDFWLFH¿HOGVIRUVRFFHUDQGIRRWEDOO
 Backstops for baseball and softball practice
 Loop trails or connection to the City-wide trails system
 6XI¿FLHQWRIIVWUHHWSDUNLQJEDVHGRQIDFLOLWLHVSURYLGHGDQGVL]H
of park
Additional facilities often included in a community park include (but are
not limited to):
 Restrooms
 Natural open space where available or present including access to
these areas via trails
 /LJKWHGFRPSHWLWLYHEDVHEDOOVRIWEDOOVRFFHUDQGIRRWEDOO¿HOGV
WKHDFWXDOW\SHDQGQXPEHURIFRPSHWLWLYH¿HOGVVKRXOGEHEDVHG
on demonstrated need as per the facility target LOS put forth in
this Master Plan)
 /LJKWHGPXOWLSXUSRVHSUDFWLFH¿HOGV
 Security lighting
 Other facilities as needed which can take advantage of the unique
FKDUDFWHULVWLFVRIWKHVLWHVXFKDV¿VKLQJSLHUVQHDUSRQGVVZLPming pools, open air amphitheaters, etc.
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Design

The design of a community park is largely dependent on the intended
character of and facilities included in each individual park and can genHUDOO\EHFODVVL¿HGDVDFWLYHRUSDVVLYH$FWLYHFRPPXQLW\SDUNVWHQG
to include and focus on high-intensity facilities such as lighted competiWLYHJDPH¿HOGVDTXDWLFFHQWHUVDQGPDQLFXUHGODQGVFDSLQJ3DVVLYH
community parks, on the other hand, typically have low-intensity uses
such as hiking, picnicking, free play, and generally have a large amount
of natural and un-programmed space in the park. The general design of
a park, therefore, will vary depending on the intended character of the
SDUNDVVXFKWKHDPRXQWRIQDWXUDORSHQVSDFHQXPEHURIJDPH¿HOGV
amount of parking, and spatial orientation of amenities will vary.
As is the case with neighborhood parks, the overall design and layout of
DFRPPXQLW\SDUNLVLPSRUWDQWWRWKHSDUN¶V¿QDOTXDOLW\DQGWLPHOHVVness. Activity zones of programmed space are important within community parks. Playgrounds, pavilions, and basketball courts make up one
W\SHRIDFWLYLW\]RQHZKLOHEDOO¿HOGVFRQFHVVLRQVWDQGVDQGHTXLSPHQW
storage buildings make up another type. Providing shade by means of
placing the former of these two activity zone types near existing stands
of trees is recommended, as is the provision of benches and picnic tables. In community parks and other large parks, it is often desirable to
delineate between activity zones and unprogrammed areas by the use of
natural features, such as stands of trees and creek corridors. This helps
break up the park visually and delineate programmed space. Paved trails
should connect these various areas with each other, as well as provide a
walking/jogging loop for recreational use.
The interaction between a community park and the surrounding areas
is crucial to the quality of experience within the park. As with neighborhood parks, a community park should be bordered by single-loaded
roads and creeks or other natural areas. When development does border
the park, the type of neighboring development dictates how the edge is
addressed. If the development is residential, the fencing between the
houses and the park should be transparent (such as wrought iron fencing
or similar). In addition, a row of trees and/or shrubs may be used along
this fence line to soften its appearance. However, if the development
is industrial in nature or otherwise aesthetically unpleasing or potentially a nuisance, the border should be well-screened with dense plantings of trees and shrubs. It may also be desirable to place a fence and/
or masonry wall at these borders for safety reasons (such as reducing the
likelihood of a ball rolling out of the park or debris entering the park).
Community parks often interface well with schools. In such instances,
work with the school district to provide visual and physical connections
between the school and the park.
Chapter 3 – Parks & Open Space
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$VD¿QDOFRQVLGHUDWLRQLWLVLPSRUWDQWWRXQGHUVWDQGWKDWFRPPXQLW\
parks themselves can sometimes be a nuisance to nearby residential
neighborhoods. Bright lighting at night, excessive noise from cheerLQJVSHFWDWRUVRUWKHRYHUÀRZRISDUNLQJRQWRQHLJKERUKRRGVWUHHWVFDQ
all become issues. If a park is to be developed in close proximity to a
neighborhood, take measures to address these issues and identify any
RWKHUSRWHQWLDOLVVXHV6SHFL¿FDOO\UHODWHGWRWKHLVVXHRIOLJKWLPSDFWV
a good option to be considered is “cut-off” lighting, which allows light
patterns to be controlled, thus minimizing light spill-over into surrounding areas.
Parking

This varies based on the facilities provided and the size of the park. The
National Recreation and Park Association (NRPA) recommends a miniPXPRI¿YHVSDFHVSHUSURJUDPPHGDFUHSOXVDGGLWLRQDOSDUNLQJIRU
VSHFL¿FIDFLOLWLHVZLWKLQWKHSDUNVXFKDVSRROVRUEDOO¿HOGV7KHDFWXDO
amount of parking provided in each park should be determined by the
facilities provided in that park. Even so, consideration should always be
JLYHQWRWKHFRQFHSWRI³VKDUHGSDUNLQJ´7KHEHQH¿WRIVKDUHGSDUNLQJ
is the reduction in the number of parking spaces that need to be built.
There are two ways shared parking can be implemented in a park:
 Typically, the number of spaces required to be constructed in a
park is determined by the peak parking requirements of each of
the uses. This can result in the provision of excessive amounts
of parking. Instead, determine the number of parking spaces
by considering the different peak parking schedules of various
uses, thereby potentially reducing the number of parking spaces
QHHGHG E\ ³VKDULQJ´ SDUNLQJ EHWZHHQ XVHV LH IRRWEDOO ¿HOGV
DQGEDVHEDOO¿HOGVFDQVKDUHSDUNLQJVLQFHIRRWEDOODQGEDVHEDOO
games are typically not played concurrently).
 The traditional concept of shared parking is to create an agreement with adjacent land uses like schools, churches, and other
City facilities so that parking can serve both the park and the
adjacent land use.
Finally, in addition to reducing the overall amount of off-street parking,
it is important to consider the design and construction of parking and
its impact on the park and the environment. In order to offset the surface water runoff and pollution from large areas of parking, it is recommended that consideration be given to Low Impact Development (LID),
which includes the use of permeable paving combined with shade trees
DQGELRVZDOHVWRELR¿OWUDWHUXQRIIZDWHU
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,QYHQWRU\ $QDO\VLV

2

Parkerville Park

24.10

5

Recreation Center Park
Valley Ridge Park

28.43
164.00

Virginia Weaver Park
Total

27.64
261.43

6

4

13

4†
8

18

18

3

3

3

1
1

1

1

1

1
4

3

1
4

1
9

Large Pavilions

Open Play Areas

Football Fields*

Soccer Fields*

1

Playgrounds

6.50
10.76

Basketball Courts

Community Center Park
Crawford Park

Softball Fields*

Baseball Fields*

Table 3.4 – Community Park Inventory
Name
Size
(acres)

1

1
2

&RPSHWLWLYHJDPHÀHOGV
$GXOWVRIWEDOOÀHOGV

†
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Paved Loop Trail (miles)

Six community parks currently exist in Cedar Hill. These parks vary
in character from Crawford Park, which is smaller and offers more passive amenities (such as playgrounds, natural areas, open play areas, tennis courts, and a swimming pool), and Valley Ridge Park, which offers
SUHGRPLQDWHO\DFWLYHDPHQLWLHV VSHFL¿FDOO\FRPSHWLWLYHEDVHEDOOVRIWEDOOIRRWEDOODQGVRFFHU¿HOGV $WMXVWRYHUDFUHV&RPPXQLW\&HQWHU
Park, which is where the Senior Center is located, is the smallest community park in the City. Valley Ridge Park is the largest at 164 acres.
There are 261 acres of community park land in Cedar Hill.

Other Amenities

0.30
0.25 Backstop, 2 soccer pracWLFHÀHOGVWHQQLVFRXUWV
swimming pool
Baseball, softball, football,
and soccer practice, as
well as spill-over games for
these sports.
Observation deck
1.50 0XOWLSXUSRVHFRXUWÀVKLQJ
pier, amphitheater
0.30
2.35

Figure 3.7 – Existing Community Parks
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHORFDWLRQDQGVSDWLDOGLVWULEXWLRQRIFRPPXQLW\SDUNVLQ&HGDU+LOO
&RPPXQLW\SDUNVEHVWVHUYHKRXVHKROGVZLWKLQDVKRUWGULYLQJGLVWDQFH$VVXFKFRPPXQLW\SDUNVDUHHDFKVKRZQZLWKDRQHPLOH
VHUYLFHUDGLXV ZKLFKURXJKO\HTXDWHVWRD¿YHPLQXWHGULYH 7KHVHUDGLLDUHFDOFXODWHGIURPWKHHGJHRIWKHSDUNUHVXOWLQJLQD
SRO\JRQUDWKHUWKDQDFLUFOH7KHVHUYLFHDUHDUDGLLVKRXOGEHVHHQDVJXLGHOLQHVDVSK\VLFDOEDUULHUVVXFKDVUDLOURDGVPDMRU
URDGVDQGFUHHNVRIWHQSUHYHQWDSDUNIURPVHUYLQJWKHHQWLUHDUHDZLWKLQLWVLGHDOVHUYLFHDUHD
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Existing Community Parks
The following pages include analyses of each of the existing community
parks in Cedar Hill.
Community Center Park (Senior Center location)

 Size:
 /RFDWLRQ

6.5 Acres
0DQV¿HOG5RDG

This park is very small for a community park; however, it is considered
as such due to its amenities. In addition to housing the Senior Center,
WKLV SDUN LQFOXGHV D SOD\JURXQG WZR EDVHEDOO FRPSHWLWLRQ ¿HOGV DQG
a small amount of wooded open space. The park is adjacent to Cedar
Hill’s famous communications towers and large amount of surrounding
vacant land. Opportunities to extend paved or natural surface trails into
these large wooded areas should be explored in the future (the Trails
Master Plan shows such a trail connection). Future improvements to the
park should focus on amenities geared toward senior citizens given their
existing presence in the park.
Recommended Improvements
 Master plan for site development when the planned
east side community park is under design:

$50,000

 Provide additional benches, tables,
and shade trees:
 Improve the parking lot and improve ingress/egress:

$100,000

 Replace the playground:

$50,000

 Upgrade irrigation:

$15,000

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Total:
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$20,000
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$245,000

Crawford Park

 Size:
 Location:

10.76 Acres
401 Straus Road/530 Krantz Road

Crawford Park is also smaller than typical for a community park. But, as
with Community Center Park, it is considered a community park due to
WKHW\SHVRIDPHQLWLHVLWSURYLGHV PXOWLSOHSUDFWLFH¿HOGVWHQQLVFRXUWV
DQGDVZLPPLQJSRRO 7KLVSDUNLVVRPHZKDWGLI¿FXOWWRDFFHVVGXHWR
the surrounding street network. Pedestrian/bicycle connections along
and over or under the adjacent railroad tracks would improve access to
the park. Otherwise, the primary issue with Crawford Park is that it is
in need of general repair and renovation. A discussion on the long-term
viability of the swimming pool can be found in Chapter 4.
Recommended Improvements
 Master plan for park development when the
Recreation Center expansion is under design:

$50,000

 General repairs and renovations of several elements: $100,000
 Standardize and replace park sign:
 Total:

$10,000
$110,000
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Parkerville Park

 Size:
 Location:

24.10 Acres
501/701 West Parkerville Road

The primary function of this park is to provide space for youth sports
practice and league play. There is currently an ownership dispute regarding this property. Resolving this dispute and ensuring the land’s
long-term availability for park use is highly important. Otherwise, the
park’s facilities would need to be provided elsewhere, which would likely require the acquisition and development of additional land. As shown
in the Trails Master Plan (see Chapter 5), this park has the opportunity
to be connected to Virginia Weaver Park.
Recommended Improvements
 Master plan for park development when the planned
east side community park is under design:

$50,000

 Provide standardized park sign:

$10,000

 Pavilion:

$50,000

 Total:

$60,000

Recreation Center Park

 Size:
 Location:

28.43 Acres
310 E. Parkerville Road

Primarily known as the Recreation Center site, this park contains a sizeable amount of undeveloped land that will eventually house various
community park amenities. In addition, the expansion of the Recreation
Center to include indoor aquatics should occur in the future (see Chapter
4). Considering the existing and future development on this land (the
Recreation Center, its future expansion, and the large parking lots), this
SDUNZLOOOLNHO\QHYHUEHDVLWHIRUVSRUWV¿HOGV,QVWHDGWKHSDUNLVD
prime site for specialty facilities, such as a skate park and spray park.
7KH VSHFL¿F SURJUDP IRU WKH SDUN VKRXOG RQO\ EH GHWHUPLQHG DIWHU D
dedicated master plan for the site has been developed along with community input.
Recommended Improvements
 Master plan for park development as part of the:
Recreation Center expansion:
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$50,000

 Park Development:

$3,000,000

 Total:

$3,050,000
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Valley Ridge Park

 Size:

164 Acres

 Location:

2850 Park Ridge Drive

In comparison with Cedar Hill’s other community parks, Valley Ridge
3DUNLVYHU\ODUJH:LWKDWKOHWLF¿HOGVIRXUSOD\JURXQGVDPXOWLSXUpose court, and a large amphitheater, it also provides a greater number
of amenities than all of Cedar Hill’s other community parks combined.
The southern portion of the park—a large wooded area including multiple ponds—is relatively undeveloped. It is recommended that this area
remain in its natural state with minimal improvements other than nature
trails to provide access and encourage exploration.
Recommended Improvements
 Master plan remaining undeveloped park land:

$60,000

 Provide walking trails with signage:

$500,000

 6KDGHVWUXFWXUHSDFNDJHIRU¿HOGV



 Benches, tables, and shade trees:
 Replace and redesign large park entry signs:
 Total:

$20,000
$250,000
$1,330,000

Virginia Weaver Park

 Size:

27.64 Acres

 Location:

631 Somerset Drive

Situated between Cedar Hill High School, Permenter Middle School,
and open space that surrounds a broadcast tower, this park provides
DGXOW VRIWEDOO ¿HOGV DQG D ODUJH FRPPXQLW\EXLOW ZRRGHQ SOD\JURXQG
structure. Almost all of the park’s land has been developed to some
degree, limiting the addition of amenities. The condition of the wooden
playground, which is aging and requires regular maintenance, must be
monitored constantly. Though it has sentimental value, the replacement
of the playground should be evaluated to minimize long-term maintenance and repair costs.
Recommended Improvements
 Evaluate playground and replace:
 Standardize and replace park sign:
 Total:

$300,000
$10,000
$310,000
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1HHGV$VVHVVPHQW
In addition to citizen input, needs for community parks are determined
by analyzing level of service (LOS) for park acreage and service area:
Acreage LOS
$FUHDJH/26LVW\SLFDOO\H[SUHVVHGDVDSHUFDSLWD¿JXUH)RUH[DPSOH
the acreage LOS for community parks might be expressed as “X acres
SHUSRSXODWLRQ´Based on established National Park and Recreation Association (NRPA), a target LOS (TLOS) was developed for
FRPPXQLW\SDUNV7KLV7/26LVUHÀHFWLYHRI&HGDU+LOO¶VFRPPLWPHQW
to achieve the goal of 20% open space.
 NRPA Acreage Standard: 5-8 acres/1,000 population
 Cedar Hill Acreage TLOS: 7 acres/1,000 population
Service Area TLOS
Park Service Area LOS represents the spatial distribution of community
parks. For example, a target park service area LOS might be expressed
as “one community park within one mile of every residence in Cedar
+LOO´ The regional benchmark for community park service area TLOS
is:
 Community Park Service Area – 1 mile radius, or approximately
D¿YHPLQXWHGULYH
This service area is general. While a 1 mile radius is a good guideline for
the area that is well-served by a community park, not all parks will fully
serve these areas. Physical barriers (such as railroads and major thoroughfares) limit access between parks and some of their intended service areas. Consideration should be given when developing new parks
to the physical barriers that separate it from some or all of the neighborhoods that it is intended to serve.
Needs Assessment Results
Currently, Cedar Hill has approximately 42% of the acreage for community parks required at build-out based upon the 2012 TLOS for community parks (see Table 3.5). Considering that Cedar Hill’s current population is at approximately 51% of its anticipated build-out, this represents
DVOLJKWGH¿FLWLQWHUPVRISDUNDFUHDJHFRPSDUHGWRWKHFXUUHQWSRSXODtion. In order to meet the TLOS at build-out, it is essential that land be
acquired while it is still available and at a relatively low cost. In addition
WRDGH¿FLWZLWKUHJDUGWRDFUHDJH/26WKHUHLVDOVRDPRGHUDWHSDUN
VHUYLFHDUHDGH¿FLWDVLOOXVWUDWHGLQ)LJXUH
3–42
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Table 3.5 – Current and Target Level of Service for Community Parks
Existing Acreage
261.4
Current LOS
5.8 Acres/1,000 Population
Target LOS
7 Acres/1,000 Population
Target Acreage at Build-Out*
623
Acreage to Acquire to meet Target
362
Existing acreage is 42% of the target for build-out conditions.
*Population of 88,956
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Figure 3.8 – Community Park Service
$UHD'HÀFLW
7KH \HOORZ DUHDV LQ WKLV ¿JXUH LQGLFDWH
the residential areas according to the
City’s Future Land Use Plan that are not
ZLWKLQRQHPLOHRIDFRPPXQLW\SDUN$VLW
FDQEHVHHQWKHUHDUHVLJQL¿FDQWDUHDVLQ
the northern, eastern, and southern portions of the community that are currently
XQGHUVHUYHG
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5HFRPPHQGDWLRQV
Land Acquisition & Park Development
Cedar Hill’s current and future LOS indicates a need for 362 additional
acres of land for community parks. In order to address these needs, additional community park land is recommended in the southeastern porWLRQRIWKH&LW\,QDGGLWLRQWRJHQHUDOO\DGGUHVVLQJWKHDFUHDJHGH¿FLW
additional community park land can help address the need for athletic
DQGQRQDWKOHWLFIDFLOLWLHV QDPHO\EDVHEDOODQGVRIWEDOO¿HOGVSUDFWLFH
space, tennis courts, and a skate park).
While this Master Plan considers acreage in terms of needs at build-out,
LW FRQVLGHUV RXWGRRU UHFUHDWLRQ DPHQLWLHV HJ VSRUW ¿HOGV  RQ D ¿YH
\HDUKRUL]RQVLQFHOHDJXHSDUWLFLSDWLRQUDWHVÀXFWXDWHUHJXODUO\,IWKH
QHDUWHUPQHHGVIRUVSRUW¿HOGVLVH[WUDSRODWHGWRWKHEXLOGRXWSRSXODtion, this indicates a need for approximately twice the number of athletic
¿HOGVDVDUHFXUUHQWO\SURYLGHGE\WKH&LW\$VVXFKWKHUHDUHWZRVFHnarios for the provision of future community park space. Both scenarios
assume the resolution of the Parkerville Park ownership dispute.
Scenario 1

An additional community park on the scale of Valley Ridge Park
would be provided as one of the two proposed community parks
shown in Figure 3.9. A second community park that is more
passive in nature—somewhat similar to Crawford Park—and
incorporates preserved open space would also be provided. A
passive community park would include basic amenities such as
one or more playgrounds, pavilions, trails, open play areas, and
protected open space.
Scenario 2

Alternatively, a single, very large community park could be provided. This could serve the build-out population’s needs and
combine active and passive characteristics and amenities, allowing all needs to be met.
It is important to locate future community parks such that they have access to an existing or future arterial thoroughfare. In addition, consider
potential locations alongside with new schools, which can increase the
apparent size of the parks without requiring additional land acquisition.
Community parks can be located along with regional detention/retention ponds, which can serve double-duty as amenities. Both Parkerville
Park and the eastern planned community park shown on Figure 3.9 are
in close proximity to potential future regional detention ponds.
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Figure 3.9– Existing & Proposed Community Parks
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHORFDWLRQRIH[LVWLQJDQGSURSRVHGFRPPXQLW\SDUNVLQ&HGDU+LOO
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Considerations for Parkerville Park
Parkerville Park (which is located on land originally leased by the City
in 1964) serves an essential function in Cedar Hill’s system of community parks. It should ideally remain available to the community. However, it will be necessary to replace its facilities elsewhere if its use is
terminated.
Community Park Action Plan
Table 3.6 lists the action items for these community park recommendations.

Table 3.6 – Community Park Action Items
Action
Action
ID
1
Parkerville Park - Resolve contested land ownership issue.
2

Land for New Community Parks- Acquire 350 acres of land for two future community parks (one active community park and one passive community).

3

New Community Park Development –Develop two future community parks or one combined community
park. Include facilities to replace those removed from Dot Thomas Park, Crawford Park, and Community
Center Park (see Table 3.3).
General Athletic Facility Development – 'HYHORSEDVHEDOOVRIWEDOOFRPSHWLWLYHDQGSUDFWLFHÀHOGVDPXOWL
SXUSRVHSUDFWLFHÀHOGDQGRXWGRRUEDVNHWEDOOJRDOVZLWKQHZSDUNGHYHORSPHQW
Tennis Center Development – Develop an eight-court tennis center. (Alternatively, develop four tennis courts
for a lower cost).
Support Facility Development – Develop playgrounds, pavilions, loop trails, and open play areas with new
park development.

4
5
6
Total

3–46

Chapter 3 – Parks & Open Space

(this page intentionally left blank)

Chapter 3 – Parks & Open Space

3–47

Pa r k s , R e c r e at i on , Op e n S pa c e & T r a i l s V i s i on i n g M a s t e r P l a n

3.5
OTHER PARKS

The “Other Parks” category includes any other type of park within the
City that is not a “close-to-home” park—namely, special purpose parks,
greenbelts and wildlife corridors, and open space preserves/nature areas.
7KHPDMRULW\RISDUNVWKDWIDOOZLWKLQWKLVFDWHJRU\DUHJUHHQEHOWV ¿YH
of Cedar Hill’s parks) and open space preserves (three of Cedar Hill’s
Parks).

Cedar Hill’s Existing &ODVVLÀFDWLRQ
Special Purpose Parks: Detailed development guidelines have not been created for parks in the
other parks category, as the design of each park is unique to its context

Pioneer Park and purpose.

Special Purpose Parks

Cedar Hill’s Existing
Greenbelts:
Cedar Trails Greenbelt

6SHFLDOSXUSRVHSDUNVDUHSURYLGHGLQRUGHUWRPHHWDVSHFL¿FQHHGRU
take advantage of a unique opportunity and therefore are not of any one
typical design. Rather, the design of the park—including size, layout,
and parking—is determined by the need for which the park is provided.
Greenbelts & Wildlife Corridors

Regional Detention Pond Greenbelts usually do not provide many amenities other than trails and
their support facilities (such as benches, picnic tables, and interpretive

:DWHUIRUG2DNV(DVW signage). Wildlife Corridors typically do not provide any amenities
Greenbelt and often do not allow public use. Along creek corridors, development
VKRXOGEHVHQVLWLYHWRSUHYHQWLPSDFWVRQÀRRGSODLQVDQGVWUHDPEDQNV
*UHHQZD\V PD\ DOVR EH GH¿QHG DV JUHHQEHOWV ZKHQ SXUSRVHIXOO\ GH:RRGHG&UHHN*UHHQEHOW signed as recreation corridors with adequate landscaping that includes
the application of Low Impact Development principles. Parking is typically unnecessary unless a trailhead exists within the greenbelt.

:LQGPLOO+LOO*UHHQEHOW

Cedar Hill’s Existing
Open Space Preserves/
Nature Areas:

Open Space Preserves/Nature Areas

Open space preserves and nature areas vary in size depending on the
VFDOH RI WKH XQLTXH RU HFRORJLFDOO\ YDOXDEOH ODQG WKDW LV LGHQWL¿HG DV
important to protect. These areas typically have very few facilities other
than trails, interpretive signage, small parking lots, and perhaps gatherCalabria Nature Preserve ing spaces.

Cedar Mountain Nature ,QYHQWRU\ $QDO\VLV
Preserve
Lester Lorch Nature Preserve
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Currently, Cedar Hill has one special purpose park—Pioneer Park.
This park is considered a special purpose park because it provides one
primary recreation function (live performances). In addition, RecreDWLRQ&HQWHU3DUNDQG&RPPXQLW\&HQWHU3DUN ZKLFKDUHFODVVL¿HGDV
FRPPXQLW\SDUNV DVZHOODV'RW7KRPDV3DUN ZKLFKLVFODVVL¿HGDV
a neighborhood park) would generally be considered special purpose
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Figure 3.10 – Other Existing Parks
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHORFDWLRQDQGVSDWLDOGLVWULEXWLRQRIVSHFLDOSXUSRVHSDUNVJUHHQEHOWVDQGRSHQVSDFHSUHVHUYHVQDWXUH
DUHDVLQ&HGDU+LOO,QDGGLWLRQQRQFLW\SDUNV VXFKDVWKH6WDWH3DUN DQGVLJQL¿FDQWSULYDWHIDFLOLWLHV VXFKDV1RUWKZRRG8QLYHUVLW\ DUHVKRZQ
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parks in their current state. However, if the recommendations of this
Master Plan are implemented, they would exist as true community or
neighborhood parks.
Cedar Hill has six greenbelts totaling nearly 41 acres of park land. The
majority of these parks exist along creeks and drainage ways and many
include trails.
There are currently four open space preserves/nature areas in Cedar Hill
that are owned, managed, or otherwise supported by the City. These
range in size from the nearly 52 acre Calabria Nature Preserve to the 110
acre Cedar Mountain Nature Preserve. This category also includes Lester Lorch Park (owned by Dallas County and maintained by the City).
Although not included in the City’s inventory, it is important to note
that 74 of the 600 acres in the Cedar Ridge Preserve (owned by Dallas
County, managed by Audubon Dallas) are in Cedar Hill. In total, this
category constitutes approximately 248 acres of park land within Cedar
Hill.

Table 3.7 – Other Parks Inventory
Name
Size
(acres)
Special Purpose Parks
Pioneer Park
0.25
Subtotal 0.25
Greenbelts
Cedar Trails Greenbelt
13
Regional Detention Pond
11-12
Waterford Oaks East Greenbelt
6.37
Windmill Hill Greenbelt
3.0
Wooded Creek Greenbelt
7.0
Subtotal 40.87
Open Space Preserve/Nature Areas
Calabria Nature Preserve
51.86
Cedar Mountain Nature
110.00
Preserve
Lester Lorch Nature Preserve
86.00
Subtotal 247.86
Total
288.98
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Amenities

Band shell

Basketball court, playground, pavilion
PLOHVRISDYHGORRSWUDLOÀVKLQJSRQG
0.3 miles of paved loop trail
0.6 miles of paved loop trail, playground, pavilion

0.3 miles of paved loop trail, 0.7 miles of nature trail
PLOHVRIQDWXUDOVXUIDFHWUDLOKROHGLVFJROIFRXUVHÀVKLQJSRQG
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The following pages include analyses of each of the existing special purpose parks, greenbelts, and open space preserves/nature areas in Cedar
Hill.
Special Purpose Parks
Pioneer Park

 Size:

0.25 Acres

 Location:

600 Cedar Street

 &ODVVL¿FDWLRQ

6SHFLDO3XUSRVH3DUN

This small plaza is situated in historic downtown and includes a band
shell, landscaping, and a historical marker. Its amenities are limited due
to its size. The plaza is located on a corner and is bordered on two sides
by the brick walls of adjacent buildings.
Recommended Improvements
 Paint murals on buildings:

$10,000

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Total:

$20,000

Greenbelts
Cedar Trails Greenbelt

 Size:

13 Acres

 Location:
 &ODVVL¿FDWLRQ

*UHHQEHOW

This greenbelt serves as the land on which the new Red Oak Creek Trail
will be constructed. In addition to the trail, the greenbelt contains a basketball court, a playground, and a pavilion, in separate locations. This
greenbelt provides excellent connectivity within the south-central part
of Cedar Hill, linking Dot Thomas, Liberty, and Virginia Weaver Parks,
as well as the Recreation Center and Permenter Middle School.
Recommended Improvements
 New park sign:

$10,000

 Total:

$20,000
Chapter 3 – Parks & Open Space

3–51

Pa r k s , R e c r e at i on , Op e n S pa c e & T r a i l s V i s i on i n g M a s t e r P l a n

Waterford Oaks East Greenbelt

 Size:

6.37 Acres

 Location:

Stoney Hill @ Duncanville Road

 &ODVVL¿FDWLRQ

*UHHQEHOW

This narrow greenbelt runs along a wooded creek surrounded by houses.
It provides connections to Waterford Oaks Park, Bessie Coleman Middle School, and Waterford Oaks Elementary School.
Recommended Improvements
 New park sign:

$10,000

 Total:

$20,000

Windmill Hill Greenbelt

 Size:
 Location:

3 Acres
Duncanville Road @ Wintergreen Road

 &ODVVL¿FDWLRQ

*UHHQEHOW

This short greenbelt is located along a beautiful creek corridor at the far
northeastern corner of Cedar Hill. It contains a trail that is very close
to the top of the creek’s bank, which provides dramatic views but will
FDXVHPDLQWHQDQFHLVVXHVLQWKHIXWXUH$OUHDG\DVLJQL¿FDQWDPRXQWRI
erosion and undercutting has occurred at the trail’s northern end.
Recommended Improvements
 Erosion Mitigation:
 New park sign:
 Total:
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$200,000
$10,000
$210,000

Wooded Creek Greenbelt

 Size:
 /RFDWLRQ

3 Acres
-RH:LOVRQ5RDG#3OHDVDQW5XQ5RDG

 &ODVVL¿FDWLRQ

*UHHQEHOW

This greenbelt and its accompanying trail run parallel between the creek
and Wooded Creek Drive. At its southern end, there is a small pocket park environment with a playground and a pavilion. Although park
signs are not essential for greenbelts, one is recommended here because
of its inclusion of additional amenities.
Recommended Improvements
 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Total:

$10,000

Open Space Preserves/Nature Areas
Calabria Nature Preserve

 Size:

51.86 Acres

 Location:
 &ODVVL¿FDWLRQ

750 W. FM 1382
2SHQ6SDFH3UHVHUYHV1DWXUH$UHD

This nature preserve—located in the beautiful wooded area between the
WRSRIWKH%DOFRQHV(VFDUSPHQWDQG-RH3RRO/DNH²LVSURWHFWHGLQLWV
natural state. Because of the beauty and sensitive nature of the land,
nature trails, overlooks, and basic support amenities are all that is appropriate for this park.
Recommended Improvements
 Master plan for future development:

$30,000

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Future low-impact park development:

$500,000

 Low-impact trails that connect to future trails
along FM-1382 and Northwood University:
 Total:

$300,000
$840,000
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Cedar Mountain Nature Preserve

 Size:

110 Acres

 Location:
 &ODVVL¿FDWLRQ

1300 W. FM 1382
2SHQ6SDFH3UHVHUYHV1DWXUH$UHD

This land is owned by Dallas County and managed by the City of Cedar Hill. It is located between the Dogwood Canyon Audubon Center
and the Cedar Hill State Park. The park includes basic improvements—
namely a concrete trail and a trailhead with parking. The trail provides
users with beautiful views of the rugged terrain present in the area.
Recommended Improvements
 Construct overlook and extend trail:

$25,000

 Study feasibility of trail opportunities:

$500

 Standardize and replace park sign:

$10,000

 Total:

$35,500

Lester Lorch Nature Preserve

 Size:

86 Acres

 Location:
 &ODVVL¿FDWLRQ

1823 Texas Plume Road
2SHQ6SDFH3UHVHUYHV1DWXUH$UHD

Lester Lorch Nature Preserve is owned by Dallas County and managed
by the City of Cedar Hill. This large park includes several miles of trail
and two of North Texas’ premier disc golf courses. A large pond in the
middle of the park provides habitat for many water-oriented species of
wildlife.
Recommended Improvements
 Update the west entry, driveway, and parking lot:
 Standardize and replace park sign:
 Total:
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$250,000
$10,000
$260,000
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1HHGV$VVHVVPHQW
In addition to citizen input, needs for other parks are determined by analyzing level of service (LOS) for park acreage. Park service area does
not apply to the “Other Parks” category.
Acreage LOS
$FUHDJH/26LVW\SLFDOO\H[SUHVVHGDVDSHUFDSLWD¿JXUH)RUH[DPSOH
the acreage LOS for special parks might be expressed as “X acres per
SRSXODWLRQ´A target LOS was developed for the entire “Other
Parks” category. Individual TLOS were not developed for each of the
types of parks that comprise this category because the need for such
SDUNODQGLVYDULDEOHRYHUWLPH7KLV7/26LVUHÀHFWLYHRI&HGDU+LOO¶V
commitment to achieve the goal of 20% open space and is based on the
desire to improve the current LOS in order to preserve open space and to
accommodate the need for future special purpose facilities.
 NRPA Acreage Standard: (none)
 Cedar Hill Acreage TLOS: 8 acres/1,000 population
Needs Assessment Results
Cedar Hill currently has approximately 40% of the acreage for Other
Parks (special purpose parks, greenbelts, open space preserves / nature
areas, and all other City-owned park land other than neighborhood and
community parks) required at build-out based upon the 2012 Target
LOS for other parks (see Table 3.8). This results in a need to acquire
about 428 acres of other park land by build-out. As park service area is
QRWDVLJQL¿FDQWFRQVLGHUDWLRQIRU2WKHU3DUNW\SHVWKHUHLVQRWDQHHGWR
SHUIRUPDVHUYLFHDUHDGH¿FLWDQDO\VLVVXFKDVZDVSHUIRUPHGIRUQHLJKborhood and community parks.
Table 3.8 – Current and Target Level of Service for Other Parks
Existing Acreage
288.98
Current LOS
6.38 Acres/1,000 Population
Target LOS
8 Acres/1,000 Population
Target Acreage at Build-Out*
712
Acreage to Acquire to meet Target
423
Existing acreage is 41% of the target for build-out conditions.
*Population of 88,956
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5HFRPPHQGDWLRQV
The provision of new special purpose parks, greenbelts, and open space
SUHVHUYHVQDWXUHDUHDVLVODUJHO\GHSHQGHQWRQVSHFL¿FQHHGVDQGRSSRUtunities. It is impossible to accurately forecast all of the needs for parks
of these types for this reason. The recommendations for new parks of
WKHVHW\SHVDUHWKHUHIRUHEURDGH[FHSWZKHUHVSHFL¿FLPPHGLDWHQHHGV
KDYHEHHQLGHQWL¿HG
Special Purpose Parks
6SHFLDOSXUSRVHSDUNVDUHSURYLGHGLQRUGHUWRPHHWVSHFL¿FQHHGVRUWR
WDNH DGYDQWDJH RI VSHFL¿F RSSRUWXQLWLHV7KH VL]H ORFDWLRQ DQG FKDUacter of land acquired for parks of this type will depend on the park’s
intended purpose. Many special-purpose recreational facilities can be
provided on existing park land. However, some may require the acquisition of additional land in order to accommodate the facility’s size or site
requirements. Three specialty facilities are recommended by this Master Plan—three water spray parks, a skate park, and a dog park. These
specialty facilities could be developed as stand-alone special purpose
parks. The dog park is earmarked to be located on the 10 acre piece of
land behind the Tri-City Animal Shelter and will be a joint-venture between Cedar Hill, DeSoto, and Duncanville.
Greenbelts & Wildlife Corridors
It is recommended that the City acquire or otherwise ensure the protection of key pieces of natural open space along creek corridors for use as
greenbelts and wildlife corridors. In general, the City should target land
that is along a planned trail corridor or that has unique ecological value.
Potential maintenance challenges should be considered when determining whether a parcel of land should be acquired. In some instances, the
City may choose to acquire a permanent trail easement rather than purchase land. This will reduce overall costs to the City and might require
less maintenance. Another opportunity is to utilize existing and future
regional stormwater detention/retention sites as greenbelts themselves
or as links between greenbelts. Access to these areas via public roads is
critical for maintenance and operations and public safety.
Open Space Preserves/Nature Areas
While Cedar Hill already has almost 250 acres of land (including regional detention ponds) dedicated to open space preserves and nature
areas, the acquisition of additional acreage may be desirable to protect
key, unique pieces of land or to help implement the proposed Floodplain
Protection & Regional Detention Plan and Balcones Escarpment Protection Plan.
Chapter 3 – Parks & Open Space
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Trailheads
Expanding the City’s trail system is one of the citizens’ top priorities. In
addition to constructing additional trails, it is important to provide trailheads to allow access to the system. Each existing park that is connected
to the trail system can automatically serve as a trailhead if appropriate
facilities are provided. However, it may also be necessary for the City to
acquire land for stand-alone trailheads in order to meet citizen demand
for trail access. These sites should be evenly distributed across the City
and along the trails.
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Other Parks Action Plan
Table 3.9 lists the action items for recommendations and associated actions related to the “Other Parks” category.

Table 3.9– Other Parks Action Items
Action
Action
ID
1
Special Purpose Parks - Acquire 20 acres of land for special purpose parks including trail heads, trail gateways, a dog park, a skate park, and other as yet unforeseen special purpose use.
2
Open Space Acquisition and Protection (Floodplain) - Acquisition of 180 acres along creek corridors (100’
ZLGHFRUULGRUVDORQJaPLOHVRIÁRRGSODLQRUWKH\HDUÁRRGOLQHDWEXLOGRXWFRQGLWLRQVZKLFKHYHULV
greater).
3
Open Space Acquisition and Protection (out of Floodplain) - Acquisition or non-acquisition protection
SURJUDPVRIDFUHVRIRWKHULPSRUWDQW2SHQ6SDFHODQGQRWZLWKLQWKHÁRRGSODLQ
4
Support Facility Development – Develop playgrounds, pavilions, loop trails, and open play areas with new
park development.
5
Water Spray Parks – Develop three water spray parks.
6
Skate Park – Develop a skate park as a joint-venture with surrounding cities.
7
Dog Park – Develop a dog park as a joint-venture with surrounding cities.
Total
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3.6
OUTDOOR
FACILITIES
NEEDS
ASSESSMENT

The following recommendations for outdoor facilities are based on an
analysis of level of service (LOS), public demand, and the needs of Cedar Hill’s sports organizations. These recommendations relate to the
provision of new facilities and the redevelopment of existing facilities.
Many of the recommended new facilities can be provided at existing
parks. However, some of the larger, higher-intensity, or specialized facilities might require land acquisition.
Athletic Facilities

Overall, the City is adequately meeting the majority of the community’s
athletic facility needs. However, there are a few key recommendations
for new or expanded facilities that should be considered within the next
¿YH\HDUV7KHUHLVDVLJQL¿FDQWQHHGIRUFRPSHWLWLYHEDVHEDOO¿HOGV
FRPSHWLWLYH VRIWEDOO ¿HOGV DQG WHQQLV FRXUWV  ,W LV UHFRPPHQGHG WKDW
priority be given to developing these facilities. As discussed earlier,
tennis courts are typically provided in intervals of four in a single location. This makes them functional for tournaments and league use and
DOORZVIRUHI¿FLHQWPDLQWHQDQFHDQGRSHUDWLRQV6LPLODUO\EDVHEDOODQG
VRIWEDOO¿HOGVDUHW\SLFDOO\SURYLGHGLQLQWHUYDOVRIIRXURU¿YH¿HOGVLQ
a single location for the same reasons.
7KHVSHFL¿FUHFRPPHQGDWLRQVIRUDWKOHWLFIDFLOLWLHVDUH
 Competitive Baseball Fields – RU¿HOGVLQDQH[LVWLQJRUIXture community or special purpose park.
 Competitive Youth Softball Fields –  ¿HOGV LQ DQ H[LVWLQJ RU
future community or special purpose park.
 Baseball/Softball Practice Fields±¿HOGZLWKDEDFNVWRSLQDQ
existing or future neighborhood, community, or special purpose
SDUN%DVHEDOOVRIWEDOOSUDFWLFH¿HOGVFDQUDQJHIURPDEDFNVWRS
LQDQRSHQ¿HOGWRDPRUHGH¿QHGSUDFWLFHIDFLOLW\ZLWKIHQFLQJ
GLUWLQ¿HOGDQGOLJKWLQJ
 Multi-purpose Practice Fields±¿HOGZLWKFRPELQDWLRQIRRWball uprights/soccer goals in an existing or future neighborhood,
community, or special purpose park. A multi-purpose practice
¿HOG LV D IDFLOLW\ WKDW LV XVHG SULPDULO\ IRU VRFFHU DQG IRRWEDOO
practice but can also be used for baseball or softball practice.
Striping, lighting, and the provision of goals or backstops are optional for these facilities.
 Outdoor Basketball Goals – 3 goals (3 half-courts or 1 full-court
and 1 half-court) in existing or future neighborhood, community,
or special purpose parks.
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 Tennis Courts – 4 traditional tennis courts or 8 tennis courts in
the form of a tennis center with locker rooms and concession area
that provides a higher level of service for the community with the
DGGHGEHQH¿WRIOHDJXHWRXUQDPHQWSRVVLELOLWLHV
Support Facilities

There is a set of core facilities, including playgrounds, pavilions, open
play areas, and loop trails, that should be provided at every neighborhood and community park in the City. These can also be provided in
VSHFLDOSXUSRVHSDUNVWRDGGUHFUHDWLRQDOYDOXH7KHIROORZLQJVSHFL¿F
facilities are recommended:
 Playgrounds – As a general practice, the City should provide a
playground at each neighborhood park and community park. A
playground should be added at six existing neighborhood parks
without playgrounds as well as the nine proposed neighborhood
SDUNVDQGWZRSURSRVHGFRPPXQLW\SDUNVLGHQWL¿HGHDUOLHULQWKLV
chapter.
 Pavilions – As with playgrounds, the City should generally provide a pavilion at every neighborhood and community park.
These should be provided at the seven neighborhood parks that
do not currently have pavilions or large shade structures. In addition, each of the proposed neighborhood and community parks
should include pavilions.
 Loop Trails & Circulation – Simple yet very popular, a loop trail
can be as short as one-eighth of a mile and as long as the park allows (though it is generally desirable to provide cut-offs or shortcuts that provide quarter-mile loops). It is recommended that loop
trails be provided within every neighborhood and community
park. It is desirable to connect these loop trails to the City-wide
trail system where possible (see Chapter 5). At a minimum, loop
trails or trails connecting to the City-wide trail system should be
eight feet wide to be comfortable for multiple user types—walkers, joggers, strollers, etc.
 Open Play Areas – It is important for each park to have a balance
between programmed and unprogrammed space. Open play areas
provide space for playing catch and informal games and should
be provided at each neighborhood and community park. BaseEDOOVRIWEDOOSUDFWLFH¿HOGVDQGPXOWLSXUSRVHSUDFWLFH¿HOGVIRU
football and soccer can help meet the need for open play areas. It
is important to ensure that many existing open play areas remain
and additional areas are provided at new parks.
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Specialty Facilities

Specialty facilities provide an additional level of recreational value beyond the core facilities and athletic facilities discussed previously. They
are intended to diversify the recreational offerings of the City’s parks
system and to meet the needs of often under-served groups.
 Water Spray Park – Also called “spray grounds” or “splash
pads,” water spray parks provide unique recreation opportunities
for children. As a relatively low-cost aquatic facility, they include
amenities like water jets and cannons, fountains, and dump buckets. It is recommended that three water spray parks be provided
where and when the opportunity arises.
 Skate Park – Skate parks have rapidly become popular with
teenagers and young adults. They provide active recreation opportunities for youth that do not participate in traditional sports
programs. It is recommended that the City construct a skate park
either in one of its existing parks or on new park land. As they
serve regional users as well as local, skate parks are good jointdevelopment opportunities with nearby cities.
 Dog Park – Dog parks are increasingly popular amenities, both
with people that have yards and those that do not. They offer
the opportunity for dogs and their owners to socialize and play
freely. Typically, a dog park will have a small dog side (for dogs
30 pounds or less) and a big dog side (for dogs over 30 pounds).
The small dog side is usually smaller (0.5 to 1 acre) while the
big dog side is larger (1 to 2 acres). In addition to the fact that
big dogs need more space, they also cause more wear and tear
on the turf than do small dogs. A larger space allows the dogs
to disperse and thereby reduce turf damage. Dog parks typically
contain seating areas for owners, water fountains (for people and
dogs), and one or two hose-down areas. It is recommended that a
dog park be placed along an existing or future trail and also have
an adequately-sized parking lot. Choosing a site with existing
trees will provide a more enjoyable environment for dog owners.
Finally, this type of amenity is also a good joint-development opportunity with nearby cities.
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3.7
SYSTEM WIDE
RECOMMENDATIONS

7KH RYHUDUFKLQJ JUHDWHVW QHHGV LGHQWL¿HG IRU WKLV FRPSRQHQW RI WKH
Master Plan are to upgrade and modernize existing parks, preserve open
space, and prepare for the future park, recreation, and open space needs
created by the City’s future growth.

$FKLHYLQJWKH3DUNV 2SHQ6SDFH*RDO
One of the three primary goals of this Master Plan is to have 20% of the
City’s land area dedicated to parks and open space at build-out. This
¿JXUHZLOOLQFOXGH&LW\SDUNV6WDWHDQG&RXQW\SDUNVDQGSULYDWHODQGV
that will be held as open space in perpetuity (such as Mount Lebanon
Baptist Encampment and Northwood University). Currently, these areas total 3,729 acres, which constitute 16.3% of Cedar Hill’s land area.
Compared to cities across the country, Cedar Hill’s existing percentage
is comparable with some of the highest-ranking cities. Our goal of 20%
would place us near the top of the list (see Table 3.10).

Table 3.10– Park Land Percentage of City Area Comparison
Cities with Large Percentages of Park Land
Park & Open Space Acres as
Percent of Land Area
Anchorage, AK
39.9%
Albuquerque, NM
New Orleans, LA
San Diego, CA
Virginia Beach, VA
Cedar Hill (Goal)
New York City, NY
Washington, DC
El Paso, TX
San Francisco, CA
Raleigh, NC
Austin, TX
Cedar Hill (Current)
Portland, OR
Dallas, TX
Source: The Trust for Public Land, 2010 City Park Facts
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30.5%
25.3%
22.7%
21.2%
20.0%
19.5%
19.4%
18.4%
18.0%
16.9%
16.7%
16.3%
15.7%
13.4%

Achieving the 20% goal will require an additional 903 acres of public
and private open space, resulting in a total of 4,632 acres. Two-thirds
of the land comprising the 20% goal is non-City-owned land (primarily
Cedar Hill State Park). Of the remaining one-third of the 20% total (the
proportion related to City parks), slightly less than half of the needed
DFUHDJH H[LVWV ZLWKLQ &HGDU +LOO¶V SDUN V\VWHP FXUUHQWO\  6LJQL¿FDQW
land acquisition for neighborhood, community, and other parks will be
necessary to reach the 20% goal. However, partnerships with private entities, the County, the State, and others can help Cedar Hill protect open
space and ultimately reach this goal. See Figure 3.11.
Figure 3.11 – 20% Open Space Goal
Composition
This chart illustrates the break-down of
open space types that will ultimately comprise the 20% of Cedar Hill’s land area
GHGLFDWHGWRSDUNVDQGRSHQVSDFH

Chapter 3 – Parks & Open Space

3–65

Pa r k s , R e c r e at i on , Op e n S pa c e & T r a i l s V i s i on i n g M a s t e r P l a n

&XOWXUDO/DQGVFDSH 2SHQ6SDFH3UHVHUYDWLRQ
The protection and preservation of open space, which includes natural
DUHDV FUHHN FRUULGRUV SUDLULHV ÀRRGSODLQV  ZRRGHG DUHDV DQG HVSHcially the Balcones Escarpment, is an increasingly important goal for
the citizens. In the Citizen Attitude Survey (telephone survey), 97% of
respondents agreed that “natural areas are important and should be preserved where it is available.” There are a multitude of potential physical
and policy-based actions which the City can and should take in order to
ensure the protection of the distinctive cultural landscapes and natural
areas that make Cedar Hill unique; however, the following actions are
DUJXDEO\WKHPRVWLPSRUWDQWIRUWKH&LW\WRWDNHRYHUWKHQH[W¿YHWRWHQ
years.
Floodplain Protection & Stormwater Management Study
Rivers, creeks, and streams provide both challenges and opportunities
for Cedar Hill. On the one hand, drainage systems are by nature dynamic and change over time through erosion and sedimentation processes,
typically exacerbated by upstream development. Therefore, creeks and
VWUHDPV PXVW EH FDUHIXOO\ PDQDJHG LQ RUGHU WR HQVXUH DGHTXDWH ÀRRG
conveyance and to protect water quality and public safety. One the other hand, they also provide ample opportunities for recreational use, as
well as corridors and habitat for wildlife and unique areas of vegetation.
Therefore, these pieces of “green infrastructure” are of vital importance
to the health of the community and should be protected in a comprehensive manner.
,QRUGHUWRPDQDJHÀRRGSODLQVIRUSXEOLFXVHSXEOLFVDIHW\ZDWHUTXDOity, and the protection of open space, it is recommended that the City
(through a joint effort by the Public Works Department, Planning Department, and Parks and Recreation Department) create a City-wide
Floodplain Protection Plan. The major component of such a plan would
be the development of a detailed hydraulic and hydrology study that
LGHQWL¿HVWKHIXOO\GHYHORSHG\HDUÀRRGSODLQDWDQWLFLSDWHGEXLOG
out conditions for all major drainage corridors in the City. It is important
to consider fully-developed conditions in order to ensure the long-term
KHDOWKDQGTXDOLW\RIÀRRGSODLQVDQGHFRQRPLFVXVWDLQDELOLW\RIWKH&LW\
)XUWKHUPRUHSURWHFWLQJWKHÀRRGSODLQDWIXOO\GHYHORSHGFRQGLWLRQVDIfords more opportunities for recreational uses, such as trails, nature exploration, and open space preserves, along creek corridors.
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In addition, it is suggested that the City build upon the Draft Regional
Detention Study by beginning to implement its recommendations. SpeFL¿FDOO\PRUHGHWDLOHGVWXGLHVRIVL[RIWKHLQGLYLGXDOGHWHQWLRQVLWHV
LGHQWL¿HGLQWKHVWXG\EHIXUWKHULQYHVWLJDWHGWRFRQ¿UPWKHLUYLDELOLW\LQ
SURYLGLQJUHJLRQDOGHWHQWLRQK\GUDXOLFEHQH¿WVWRHDFKZDWHUVKHG,WLV
also recommended that the City restudy/update the hydrology, hydrauOLFV DQG ÀRRGSODLQ PDSSLQJ IRU DQ\ ZDWHUVKHG DUHDV ZKHUH UHJLRQDO
stormwater detention will be pursued further (i.e. the 6 suggested sites).
A city-wide Stormwater Management Study would accomplish this as
ZHOO DV FRPSOHWH WKH ¿QDO SODQQLQJ DQG VHOHFWLRQ SURFHVV IRU UHJLRQDO
stormwater detention within the City. During this studies, opportunities
for simultaneously acquiring additional land for parks and open space
should be considered.
Floodplain Management Strategy
In addition to the Floodplain Protection & Stormwater Management
Study (as described above), the City can take immediate actions that
ZLOO SURYLGH ORQJWHUP EHQH¿W WR WKH FRPPXQLW\  ,W LV UHFRPPHQGHG
WKDWWKH&LW\DGRSWDÀRRGSODLQPDQDJHPHQWVWUDWHJ\WKDWSUHVHUYHVLWV
creek corridors by means of guidelines, public-private partnerships, and
developer incentives. Such a strategy may include policies relative to
¿YHFRQFHSWV
 Consider allowing no reclamation within the 100-year fully-deYHORSHGK\GURORJLFÀRRGSODLQ5HFODLPLQJÀRRGSODLQFDQLPSDFW
public safety, water quality, erosion, wildlife habitat, visual quality, and tree cover, as well as greatly reducing outdoor recreation
opportunities. Otherwise, the City should provide best practice
JXLGHOLQHVIRUOLPLWHGÀRRGSODLQUHFODPDWLRQWKHSODFHPHQWDQG
design of structures, and the provision of trails and other amenities in environmentally sensitive areas.
 $FTXLUH ÀRRGSODLQ ODQG IRU SXEOLF XVH RU RWKHUZLVH HQVXUH LWV
protection and acquire access easements for linear trails. While
SUHVHUYLQJWKHÀRRGSODLQ UHJDUGOHVVRIRZQHUVKLS LVWKHSULPDU\
JRDOLWLVDOVRLPSRUWDQWWRHQVXUHWKDWSHRSOHFDQDFFHVVÀRRGplains and creek corridors by means of trails.
 'RQRWORFDWHKLJKLQWHQVLW\UHFUHDWLRQIDFLOLWLHVZLWKLQWKHÀRRGplain  %DOO ¿HOGV DQG RWKHU UHFUHDWLRQ IDFLOLWLHV RIWHQ UHTXLUH
ÀRRGSODLQUHFODPDWLRQWKHUHPRYDORIWUHHVDQGGLVWXUEDQFHRI
ÀRRGSODLQYHJHWDWLRQZKLFKKDVWKHIXQFWLRQRIDEVRUELQJÀRRGZDWHUDQG¿OWHULQJSROOXWDQWV:KLOHLWLVRIWHQGHVLUDEOHWRKDYH
parks that include these types of facilities adjacent to creek corridors, it is important to ensure that the highly-developed portions
RIWKHVHSDUNVDUHRXWVLGHRIWKHÀRRGSODLQ
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 'HYHORSJXLGHOLQHVUHJDUGLQJWKHPDQDJHPHQWRIÀRRGSODLQODQG
(including the clearing/removal of vegetation, mowing, and wildlife management). Educate landowners (large and small) and deYHORSHUVRQWKHYDOXHRIÀRRGSODLQVDQGSURYLGHWKHPZLWKWKHVH
ÀRRGSODLQPDQDJHPHQWJXLGHOLQHV
 The City should consider incentivizing developers for exercising
LID (Low Impact Development, a form of stormwater best management practices) and LEED (Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design) Sustainable Sites practices. Employing these
practices can result in improved water quality, reduced property
damage, the slowing of water runoff thereby reducing erosion,
DQGWKHUHGXFWLRQRIÀRRGLQWHQVLW\
Cultural & Environmental Resource Inventory
Cedar Hill has unique cultural and natural characteristics, including the
%DOFRQHV(VFDUSPHQWFUHHNFRUULGRUV-RH3RRO/DNHSUDLULHUHPQDQWV
and historic neighborhoods. Protecting culturally and ecologically valuDEOHDUHDVUHTXLUHVKDYLQJD¿UPJUDVSRQZKDWUHVRXUFHVH[LVWDQGWKH
relative quality and quantity of each. It is recommended that the City
creates a Cultural and Environmental Resource Inventory of the imSRUWDQWDUHDVZLWKLQ&HGDU+LOOWKDWSURYLGHZLOGOLIHKDELWDWUHÀHFWWKH
City’s identity, provide ecosystem services (such as carbon sequestraWLRQZDWHU¿OWUDWLRQDQGSHVWFRQWURO DQGRULQFOXGHRWKHUFKDUDFWHULVWLFVWKDWZDUUDQWWKHLUSURWHFWLRQ7KLVLQYHQWRU\VKRXOGVSHFL¿FDOO\
include key areas within and around the Balcones Escarpment that are
critical to its ecological and aesthetic integrity—this inventory would
then serve as the basis for the Balcones Escarpment Protection Plan disFXVVHG EHORZ  2WKHU EHQH¿WV RI GHYHORSLQJ DQG PDLQWDLQLQJ VXFK DQ
inventory include aiding the City in guiding future development actions,
developing policy, and prioritizing open space acquisition.
Open Space Acquisition & Protection
While ensuring the preservation of open space through ordinances and
regulations is important, it is also essential to actually acquire open
space or gain permanent access easements to allow public use. It is recommended that the City acquires at least enough open space to provide
trails along all major creek corridors in the City and through the Balcones Escarpment area between Lake Ridge Parkway and Northwood
University, as well as space for trailheads and access points. Other areas
may include sites of important ecological value including tree covered
areas, zones of topographic interest, and the United States Army Corps
RI(QJLQHHUVODQGDORQJ-RH3RRO/DNH,WLVUHFRPPHQGHGWKDWWKH&LW\
strive to locate many of its parks along open space corridors so that the
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establishment of a network of trails and open spaces will also serve as
physical linkages and habitat corridors between parks.
In addition to acquiring land or permanent easements, the protection
of private open space is also important. Open space protection may
be accomplished through restrictive ordinances (limiting development,
clearing, etc.) or incentives (via tools such as purchase/transfer of development rights, which encourages landowners to preserve their property;
see page 3-73). The previously-described Floodplain Protection & Regional Detention Plan should incorporate mechanisms to protect open
space along creek corridors. Similarly, the following Balcones EscarpPHQW 3URWHFWLRQ 3ODQ VKRXOG VSHFL¿FDOO\ DGGUHVV SURWHFWLRQ VWUDWHJLHV
for the Escarpment area.
Balcones Escarpment Protection Plan
The Balcones Escarpment is an incredibly valuable natural resource for
many reasons. It is aesthetically beautiful, it provides wildlife habitat,
and it offers many recreation opportunities. However, perhaps most imSRUWDQWO\LWLVRQHRIWKHPRVWSRZHUIXOLPDJHGH¿QLQJHOHPHQWVZLWKin Cedar Hill, making the City truly unique within the Metroplex. Its
protection is paramount for the preservation of Cedar Hill’s distinctive
character and natural beauty. It is recommended that a Balcones Escarpment Protection Plan be developed that includes strategies relative to
¿YHFRQFHSWV
 Maintain the aesthetic value of the area by minimizing the visual
impact of new development. Identify and maintain important
viewsheds so that new development is not visible from Cedar
Hill State Park, Dogwood Canyon, Calabria Nature Preserve, or
Cedar Mountain Nature Preserve. New development should be
restricted from topographical high points—or if allowed, not visible from surrounding areas.
 Identify and protect landscapes that are visually contextual to the
escarpment. Protect landscapes that are representative of the cultural and farming history of Cedar Hill. A prime example is the
pasture land north of FM-1382, east of Camp Ellowi. Protect
natural and cultural landscapes that serve as the foreground to
Escarpment views. For example, unobstructed views from FM1382 toward the Escarpment are key to maintain its visual quality.
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 Avoid the reduction and segmentation of wildlife habitat. Understand the species living within the area, their movement patterns
and habitat requirements, and accordingly preserve contiguous
KDELWDW DUHDV DQG FRUULGRUV  ,Q DGGLWLRQ WR EHQH¿WWLQJ ZLOGOLIH
maintaining adequate habitat will reduce the displacement of
animals that would otherwise end up in neighborhoods and backyards.
 Acquire land or permanent access easements for trail corridors.
Trails are one of the most cost-effective and least invasive ways
to provide recreational opportunities within nature areas. The
Trails Master Plan (see Chapter 6) outlines potential trail corridors through the area. Trails may be paved or constructed using
less impactful methods.
 Minimize the impact of tree and understory clearing. Clearing
trees and brush is often necessary for the construction of new
structures in the area. Minimize the level of clearing performed
on and around the Escarpment; when clearing is necessary, provide guidelines and assistance to developers and landowners regarding selective and low-impact clearing.
 Determine the maximum percentage of the area that is allowed
to be developed. Base this percentage on habitat requirements,
potential run-off and drainage issues, and the maintenance of
the area’s aesthetic integrity. Once this maximum percentage is
reached, do not allow the construction of a new structure until
an existing structure with a footprint of equal or greater size is
removed.
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3.8
POTENTIAL
FUNDING
SOURCES

Municipal Bonds
'HEW¿QDQFLQJWKURXJKWKHLVVXDQFHRIPXQLFLSDOERQGVLVWKHPRVWFRPmon way in which to fund park and open space projects. This type of
funding is a strategy wherein a city issues a bond, receives an immediate
FDVKSD\PHQWWR¿QDQFHSURMHFWVDQGPXVWUHSD\WKHERQGZLWKLQWHUHVW
over a set period of time ranging from a few years to several decades.
General obligation bonds—the most common form of municipal bond—
is the primary bond type for park and open space projects.
Developer Requirements
This tool can be used to require new development to provide a dedication of land for neighborhood and community parks (or fee-in-lieu
of land) and park development fees to offset the City’s costs. This is
accomplished through the Park Land Dedication Ordinance, which is
recommended to be revised, as discussed earlier in this chapter.
Tax Increment Financing/Public Improvement Districts
These related tools allow a development district to divert a portion of
its property taxes to fund infrastructure improvements within its area.
This can include plazas, pocket parks, linear parks, and other types of
facilities.
Private Sponsorship Programs/Naming Rights
Obtaining private sponsorship for parks and recreation facilities—often
by selling naming rights—can be an effective tool for acquiring addiWLRQDO¿QDQFLQJ7KHORQJWHUPVXFFHVVRIWKLV¿QDQFLQJWRROGHSHQGV
greatly on a concerted effort by the City to ensure the ongoing prominence of the sponsored facilities through appropriate marketing efforts
and a commitment to an excellent maintenance program.
Outdoor Recreation Grants
This Texas Parks & Wildlife Department (TPWD) program provides
50% matching grant funds to municipalities and other local units of
government with a population less than 500,000 to acquire and develop
SDUN ODQG RU WR UHQRYDWH H[LVWLQJ SXEOLF UHFUHDWLRQ DUHDV DV LGHQWL¿HG
and described per a TPWD-approved Parks Master Plan. There are two
funding cycles per year with a maximum award of $500,000. Eligible
sponsors include cities, counties, municipal utility districts, river authorities, and other special districts. Projects must be completed within
three years of approval. Application deadlines are March 1st and August
1st each year (the Parks Master Plan submission deadline for TPWD
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DSSURYDOLVGD\VSULRUWRDSSOLFDWLRQGHDGOLQH $ZDUGQRWL¿FDWLRQV
occur six months after deadlines.
Purchase and Transfer of Development Rights
Purchase of development rights (PDR) and transfer of development
rights (TDR) are programs for landscape preservation whereby a municipality, county, or other entity can pay landowners (typically farmers
and ranchers) to limit development on their land. Through PDR, landowners are paid an amount relative to the development potential of their
land, required to maintain their land generally as-is (greatly limiting any
future development), and maintain ownership of the land and residence.
The land is thereby conserved, either in a natural or cultivated state.
Taking the PDR model a step further, TDR programs conserve rural
landscapes through “trading” potential development intensity between
VHQGLQJDUHDVDQGUHFHLYLQJDUHDV$UHDVWREHSURWHFWHG VLJQL¿FDQWFXOtural, rural, or natural landscapes) are designated as sending areas while
areas where more intense development is desirable are designated as
receiving areas. In this model, landowners in sending areas are allowed
to sell their right to develop their land to developers in receiving areas.
%RWKRIWKHVHSURJUDPVFDQRIIHUD¿QDQFLDOO\FRPSHWLWLYHDOWHUQDWLYHWR
selling land for development.
Tree Mitigation Funds
7KHVRXUFHRIVXFKDIXQGUHVXOWVZKHQDFLW\OHYLHV¿QHVDJDLQVWGHYHOopers for removing quality trees for development. The revenue generated is used to plant trees and to irrigate city properties, thereby enhancing the community.
Electric Utility Partnerships
This type of partnership can be established for the purpose of providing
and enhancing linear parks and trails along utility easements. This partnership typically does not involve monetary contributions. However,
through use agreements and/or easements, it makes land for trail corridors accessible at little or no cost to the community.
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Utility Bill Contributions
In many cities, residents are allowed to electively add a small amount to
their utility collection bills to fund park improvements. As an example,
the City of Colleyville has a Voluntary Park Fund, which allows citizens to donate $2.00 per month through their water utility bills. This
results in approximately $150,000 per year, which is used to fund park
improvements throughout their community.
Land Trusts
Land trusts provide a valuable service to municipalities across the country in helping to acquire natural areas, open space, and other land for
public use. Typically, land trusts not only assist in funding land acquisiWLRQEXWDOVRDVVLVWLQPDQDJLQJWKHWUDQVDFWLRQDQG¿QDQFLQJ2IWHQ
HDFKODQGWUXVWZLOOKDYHDVSHFL¿FVHWRIUHTXLUHPHQWVIRUWKHW\SHVRI
land they are willing to help acquire and/or how that land will be used.
The Texas Land Trust Council can be contacted for more information.
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“When we build, let us think that we build forever. Let
it not be for present delight nor for our use alone. Let
it be such work as our descendants will look upon with
praise and thanksgiving in their hearts.”
– John Ruskin (1819-1900)

Aquatics & Indoor
Recreation
2012 Parks, Recreation, Trails & Open Space
Visioning Master Plan
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4.1
INTRODUCTION

Cedar Hill is committed to providing state-of-the-art facilities—such as
the Government Center—in order to maintain the high quality of life
expected in a premier city. Part of maintaining our diverse culture and
remaining an anchor for economic development in the Best Southwest is
that we provide premier recreation facilities that attract and retain residents. Indoor recreation facilities and aquatic centers are prime opportuQLWLHVIRUSURYLGLQJSODFHVIRUIDPLOLHVWRÀRXULVKDQGFDQEHFRPHKXEV
for community life.
It is our vision that recreation facilities include state-of-the-art amenities
DQGEHLQWHJUDWHGLQWR&HGDU+LOO¶VSDUNHQYLURQPHQWVE\EHLQJOLQNHG
ZLWK QHLJKERUKRRGV SDUNV DQG RWKHU ODQGPDUNV YLD WUDLOV ELNHZD\V
DQG JUHHQEHOWV 7KH GHVLJQ RI LQGRRU UHFUHDWLRQDQG DTXDWLFIDFLOLWLHV
VKRXOGSURYLGHDQHDUVHDPOHVVLQWHUIDFHEHWZHHQWKHQDWXUDODQGEXLOW
HQYLURQPHQWV7KHXVHRIODUJHIXOOKHLJKWZLQGRZVODUJHGRRUVWRSURYLGHRSHQDLURSSRUWXQLWLHVDQGRYHUKDQJVIRUVKDGHZLOOSURYLGHWUDQVSDUHQF\WREXLOGLQJVERWKYLVXDOO\DQGSK\VLFDOO\7KLVZLOODOORZQDWXUH
WRÀRZLQWREXLOGLQJVDQGSODFHVRILQGRRUUHFUHDWLRQ)XUWKHUPRUHWKH
XVH RI QDWXUDO PDWHULDOV DQG IRUPV DV LQFOXGHG LQ WKH EUDQGLQJ WKHPH
(see Chapter 1) will add an organic element to these places while proYLGLQJDHVWKHWLFFRRUGLQDWLRQZLWKSDUNWUDLODQGVWUHHWVFDSHHOHPHQWV

Goals
 3URYLGHVDIHIDPLO\IULHQGO\HQYLURQPHQWVIRULQGRRUUHFUHDWLRQ
 DTXDWLFV WKDW PHHW WKH QHHGV RI &HGDU +LOO¶V GLYHUVH FXOWXUH
LQFOXGLQJDOODJHJURXSVDELOLWLHVDQGVRFLRHFRQRPLFFDWHJRULHV
 'HYHORSIDFLOLWLHVDQGSURJUDPVWKDWUHÀHFWQHZWUHQGVLQLQGRRU
UHFUHDWLRQDQGDTXDWLFVZKLOHDQWLFLSDWLQJWKHIXWXUHJURZWKRI
the community.
 3UDFWLFHVXVWDLQDELOLW\E\GHYHORSLQJIDFLOLWLHVWKDWDUHHQHUJ\HI¿FLHQWVWUXFWXUHVWKDWIROORZWKHSULQFLSOHVRI/((' /HDGHUVKLS
LQ (QHUJ\ DQG (QYLURQPHQWDO 'HVLJQ  DQG LPSURYH WKH RSHUDWLRQVPDLQWHQDQFHDQGHI¿FLHQF\RIH[LVWLQJIDFLOLWLHV
 Conveniently locate recreation and aquatic facilities and connect
HDFKWRWKH&LW\ZLGHWUDLODQGELNHZD\V\VWHPV
 &RQVLGHUDOWHUQDWLYHDSSURDFKHVLQFOXGLQJSDUWQHUVKLSVZLWK&HGDU+LOO,QGHSHQGHQW6FKRRO'LVWULFWDQGQHDUE\FLWLHV

Purpose
7KHSXUSRVHRIWKLVVHFWLRQRIWKH0DVWHU3ODQLVWRDQDO\]HWKH&LW\¶V
H[LVWLQJLQGRRUUHFUHDWLRQDQGDTXDWLFIDFLOLWLHV WKH5HFUHDWLRQ&HQWHU
WKH6HQLRU&HQWHUDQGWKH&UDZIRUG3DUN3RRO GHWHUPLQHWKHQHHGVRI
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WKHFRPPXQLW\UHODWLQJWRLQGRRUUHFUHDWLRQDQGDTXDWLFVDQGGHYHORS
priorities and cost estimates for future projects.

Pertinent Citizen Input
7KH&LWL]HQ$WWLWXGH6XUYH\LQFOXGHGVHYHUDOTXHVWLRQVUHJDUGLQJLQGRRU
UHFUHDWLRQDQGLQGRRURXWGRRUDTXDWLFIDFLOLWLHV7KHIROORZLQJVHUYHVDV
an overview of some of the more relevant results.
 :KHQDVNHGDERXWWKHIUHTXHQF\RISDUWLFLSDWLRQLQYDULRXVDFWLYLWLHVWKHUHZDVDKLJKSHUFHQWDJHRIUHJXODULQGRRU¿WQHVVDFWLYLW\XVHUV  7KLVZDVWKHKLJKHVWOHYHORIXVHIRUDQ\LQGRRU
activity.
 :KHQ DVNHG ZKDW RQH UHFUHDWLRQ IDFLOLW\ &HGDU +LOO LV ODFNLQJ
the top three responses were:
1. ,QGRRU3RRO$TXDWLF&HQWHU 
2. 2XWGRRU3RRO$TXDWLF&HQWHU 
7UDLOV%LNH/DQHVRQ5RDGV 
 In response to the question “What would you consider the most
important recreation facility to construct?” some of the most
common responses were:
 ,QGRRU3RRO 
 7UDLOV 
 &KLOGUHQ¶V6SUD\3DUN 
 :KHQDVNHGZKDWDFWLRQVDW&UDZIRUG3RROZRXOGWKH\VXSSRUW
PRVWSHRSOH  ZDQWHGWRUHYDPSDQGPRGHUQL]HWKHSRROWR
EHWWHUPHHWWKHQHHGVRIUHVLGHQWV
 $YDVWPDMRULW\  RISHRSOHVWURQJO\VXSSRUWRUVXSSRUWH[panding the current Recreation Center to include an indoor aquatic component.
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4.2

Existing Facility Inventory

RECREATION
CENTER

 %XLOWLQ
 VTXDUHIHHW
 $PHQLWLHV
 'RXEOH*\PQDVLXP
 )LWQHVV$UHD
 (OHYDWHGODQHZDONLQJMRJJLQJWUDFN
 Game Room
 Drop-in Child Care
 0XOWLSXUSRVH5RRPVZLWK.LWFKHQ
 $HURELFV([HUFLVH5RRP
 6XSSRUW/RFNHUVDQG6KRZHUV

Aerial image of the Cedar Hill Recreation Center.
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Observations & Suggestions
7KHFXUUHQWFHQWHUKDVVHUYHGWKH&LW\ZHOOVLQFHLWVRSHQLQJDQGLQRUGHU
WRPDLQWDLQWKLVKLJKOHYHORIVHUYLFHVRPHPRGL¿FDWLRQVDUHRIIHUHGIRU
FRQVLGHUDWLRQ7KHVHLQFOXGH
 0D[LPL]HWKHXWLOL]DWLRQRIFXUUHQWOREE\VSDFH
 /RFDWH WKH FRQWURO GHVN FORVHU WR HQWUDQFH IRU EHWWHU FRQWURO RI
existing center as well as aquatic expansion.
 3RVLWLRQWKHFRQWUROGHVNWRDOORZYLVXDOPRQLWRULQJRIDOODUHDV
RIWKHOREE\
 ,PSURYHDQGH[SDQGWKHFDUGLRDUHDDQGSURYLGHEHWWHUDQGPRUH
HQHUJ\HI¿FLHQWOLJKWLQJ
 'XULQJUHQRYDWLRQFRQVLGHUUHSODFHPHQWRIWLOHZLWKDQLPSURYHG
ÀRRULQJDVSDWFKLQJPD\EHSUREOHPDWLF
 0DNHWKHVWRUDJHDUHDPRUHDFFHVVLEOHWRLQFUHDVHWKHHI¿FLHQF\
of staff use.
 5HZRUN WKH VWDII DUHD WR DOORZ EHWWHU FRPPXQLFDWLRQ EHWZHHQ
VWDIIDQGFORVHSUR[LPLW\WRWKHFRQWUROGHVN
 5HSODFHPHHWLQJURRPÀRRUV
 Consider methods to control access into meeting rooms section
RIWKHFHQWHUIURPUHFUHDWLRQDUHDVDQGWKHOREE\ FDUGYLFLQLW\
UHDGHUVHWF 
 Use landscape to soften the hardscape entrance sequence to the
EXLOGLQJ
 ,PSURYH DFRXVWLFV LQ WKH J\PQDVLXP ZKLFK ZLOO DOVR UHGXFH
WUDQVIHURIVRXQGWRWKHOREE\IURPWKHJ\PQDVLXP
 ,PSURYHDQGXSJUDGHORFNHUURRPVIRUHI¿FLHQF\DQGJHQHUDODSpearance.
 8SGDWHWKHORXQJHDUHDZLWKQHZIXUQLWXUHÀRRULQJDQGOLJKWLQJ
 8VHDSSURSULDWHDQGHIIHFWLYHVXVWDLQDEOHGHVLJQSUDFWLFHVLQWKH
renovation/expansion phase.
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Level of Service Analysis
,QUHYLHZLQJWKHQHHGVRIWKHFRPPXQLW\WRGHWHUPLQHWKHVL]HDQGQHHG
RIWKHDTXDWLFH[SDQVLRQDQGUHFUHDWLRQFHQWHUUHQRYDWLRQIRXUGLIIHUHQW
YDULDEOHVZHUHDQDO\]HG7KHVHIRXULQÀXHQFHVLQFOXGH
 1DWLRQDO3DUNDQG5HFUHDWLRQ$VVRFLDWLRQ6WDQGDUGV
 %HQFKPDUNLQJRIIDFLOLWLHVSURYLGHGE\RWKHUFLWLHVLQWKH0HWURplex.
 5HVXOWVRIFLWL]HQVXUYH\VWKDWGLUHFWO\DGGUHVVHGUHFUHDWLRQFHQter and indoor aquatic needs.
 (YDOXDWLRQRIWUHQGVLQWKHUHFUHDWLRQDTXDWLFLQGXVWU\
7KHIROORZLQJVHFWLRQH[SDQGVRQWKH¿UVWWZRRIWKHVHLWHPV&LWL]HQ
$WWLWXGH6XUYH\UHVXOWVFDQEHIRXQGLQWKHDSSHQGL[DQGDGLVFXVVLRQRI
UHOHYDQWWUHQGVFDQEHIRXQGRQSDJHVDQG
NRPA Standards
7KH1DWLRQDO5HFUHDWLRQDQG3DUN$VVRFLDWLRQ 153$ LQWKHLUSXEOLFDWLRQ³5HFUHDWLRQ3DUNDQG2SHQ6SDFH6WDQGDUGVDQG*XLGHOLQHV´1
GH¿QHVUHFUHDWLRQDQGSDUNVWDQGDUGVLQWKLVPDQQHU
“Community recreation and park standards are the means by
which an agency can express recreation and park goals and objectives in quantitative terms, which in turn, can be translated
into spatial requirements for land and water resources. Through
the budget, municipal ordinances, cooperative or joint publicprivate efforts, these standards are translated into a system for
acquisition, development and management of recreation and
park resources.”
7KHSXEOLFDWLRQIXUWKHUGHVFULEHVWKHUROHVWDQGDUGVKDYHLQGHWHUPLQLQJ
WKHFRPPXQLW\¶VDFFHSWDEOHPLQLPXPIRUIDFLOLW\SURYLVLRQFRUUHODWLQJ
QHHGV WR VSDWLDO UHTXLUHPHQWV DQG SURYLGLQJ MXVWL¿FDWLRQ IRU H[SHFWDtions and needs.
5HFRJQL]LQJWKDWQDWLRQDODQGVWDWHVWDQGDUGVDUHJHQHUDOLQQDWXUHDQG
VSHDN WR PLQLPXPV &HGDU +LOO KDV HVWDEOLVKHG LWV RZQ JRDOV 7KHVH
JRDOVDUHFRQVLVWHQWZLWKEHLQJDSUHPLHUFLW\WKDWLVFRPPLWWHGWRPDLQtaining our high level of service as the community grows.

1
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7KH153$6WDQGDUGVDUHDVIROORZV
 &RPPXQLW\&HQWHU VTXDUHIHHW IDFLOLW\SRS
 &RPPXQLW\&HQWHU VTXDUHIHHW IDFLOLW\SRS
 6ZLPPLQJ3RRO DSSUR[LPDWHO\VTXDUHIHHWZDWHUVXUIDFH 
IDFLOLW\
Benchmark Analysis
6LQFHWKH153$VWDQGDUGVDUHYHU\JHQHUDOEHQFKPDUNVKDYHEHHQGHYHORSHGEDVHGRQ0HWURSOH[FLWLHVWKDWSURYLGHSUHPLHUUHFUHDWLRQVHUYLFHVFRQVLVWHQWZLWK&HGDU+LOO%HQFKPDUNVZHUHHVWDEOLVKHGE\GHYHORSLQJUDWLRVRIVTXDUHIRRWDJHSHUSRSXODWLRQ7KLVUHVHDUFKDOORZHG
XVWRVHHDEURDGRYHUYLHZRIRWKHUFLWLHVZLWKFXWWLQJHGJHIDFLOLWLHV
7KHVHOHFWLRQRIEHQFKPDUNFLWLHVLQFOXGHG
$OOHQ
&RSSHOO
*UDQG3UDLULH

*UDSHYLQH
+XUVW
.HOOHU

/HZLVYLOOH
0F.LQQH\
1RUWK5LFKODQG+LOOV

Recreation Center Benchmarks

6HYHUDORIWKHFRPSDULVRQUHFUHDWLRQFHQWHUVLQFOXGHGLQGRRUDTXDWLFV
WKHVHVTXDUHIRRWDJHVKDYHEHHQLQFOXGHGLQWKHFRPSDULVRQQXPEHUV
&RPSDULVRQIDFLOLWLHVLQFOXGHGERWKEXLOWDQGIDFLOLWLHVLQWKHSODQQLQJRU
FRQVWUXFWLRQSKDVHV5HVXOWVUDQJHGIURPDORZRIVTXDUHIHHWSHU
SHUVRQWRDKLJKRIVTXDUHIHHW7KHDYHUDJHLVDSSUR[LPDWHO\
VTXDUHIHHWSHUSHUVRQIRUWKHFRPSDUDEOHFLWLHV VHH)LJXUH 
Figure 4.1
Recreation Center Benchmark Analysis
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%DVHGXSRQWKHFXUUHQWSRSXODWLRQWKHFXUUHQWOHYHORIVHUYLFHIRUUHFUHation center space in Cedar Hill is 1.17 square feet per person. In order
WRVWD\RQWDUJHWZLWKWKHEHQFKPDUNOHYHORIVHUYLFH VTXDUHIHHW
SHUSHUVRQ DVWKH&LW\JURZVWRLWVSURMHFWHGEXLOGRXWSRSXODWLRQWKHUHLVDQHHGIRUDWRWDORIVTXDUHIHHWRIUHFUHDWLRQFHQWHU
VSDFH LQFOXGLQJWKHH[LVWLQJ5HFUHDWLRQ&HQWHU WREHFRPSDUDEOHWRWKH
EHQFKPDUNFLWLHVXVHGLQWKLVUHSRUW
Indoor Aquatic Benchmarks

:KHQFRPSDULQJLQGRRUDTXDWLFIDFLOLWLHVWKHZDWHUVXUIDFHRILQGRRU
SRROVRQDVTXDUHIRRWSHUSRSXODWLRQEDVLVZDVDQDO\]HG7KLVSURYLGHV
DPRUHSUHFLVHPHDVXUHRIDTXDWLFOHYHORIVHUYLFHWKDQWKHVL]HRIWKH
VWUXFWXUHFRYHULQJWKHLQGRRUZDWHU7KHDYHUDJHLQGRRUDTXDWLFZDWHU
VXUIDFHDUHDRIWKHVHEHQFKPDUNFLWLHVLVVTXDUHIHHWSHUSHUVRQ
%DVHGXSRQWKHSURMHFWHGEXLOGRXWSRSXODWLRQRI&HGDU+LOOWKLV
WUDQVODWHVWRDQHHGRIVTXDUHIHHWRIZDWHUVXUIDFHDUHD
Figure 4.2
Indoor Aquatics Benchmark Analysis
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Summary of Evaluation Factors &
Recommendations
%DVHG XSRQ UHYLHZ RI WKH LQÀXHQFHV PHQWLRQHG SUHYLRXVO\ LW LV FOHDU
WKDWWKHFLWL]HQV¶SULRULWLHVDQGWKHDFWXDOQHHGVRIWKHFRPPXQLW\EDVHG
XSRQLQGXVWU\WUHQGVDQGFLW\EHQFKPDUNVDUHFRQVLVWHQW
$QLQGRRUDTXDWLFFHQWHULVQHHGHGDQGLVDFLWL]HQSULRULW\6XFKDFHQWHUVKRXOGEHVL]HGDWDSSUR[LPDWHO\VTXDUHIHHWRIZDWHUVXUIDFH
DUHD,WLVUHFRPPHQGHGWKDWLWEHDWWDFKHGWRWKHZHVWVLGHRIWKHH[LVWing Recreation Center.
7KHGH¿FLHQFLHVRIWKHFXUUHQW5HFUHDWLRQ&HQWHUVKRXOGEHDGGUHVVHG
as individual projects prior to or as one project in conjunction with the
aquatic expansion (see Page 4-5).
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Preliminary Concept
)LJXUH  DQG )LJXUH  LOOXVWUDWH D GHVLJQ DSSURDFK WKDW PD\ KDYH
PHULWIRUWKHIXWXUHH[SDQVLRQRIWKH5HFUHDWLRQ&HQWHU7KHFRQFHSWV
DUHQRWWRSURYLGHD¿QDOVROXWLRQEXWPHUHO\JLYHDVHQVHRIRSWLRQV
VFDOHDQGHVWLPDWHRISUREDEOHFRVW
Figure 4.3
Cedar Hill Recreation Center Expansion Concept (First Floor)
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Figure 4.4
Cedar Hill Recreation Center Expansion Concept (Second Floor)

OPEN TO
BELOW
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4.3
SENIOR
CENTER

Existing Facility Inventory
 %XLOWLQUHQRYDWHGDQGH[SDQGHGLQDQG
 $SSUR[LPDWHO\VTXDUHIHHW
 $WWHQGDQFH KDV JURZQ E\  RYHU ODVW  \HDUV FXUUHQWO\
aVHQLRUV
 $PHQLWLHV
 .LWFKHQ
 Game Room
 0XOWLSXUSRVH&ODVVURRP
 /LEUDU\5HDGLQJ5RRP&UDIW5RRP&RPELQDWLRQ

Observations & Suggestions
7KH 6HQLRU &HQWHU KDV EHHQ H[SDQGHGUHPRGHOHG WZLFH  7KH IDFLOLW\
KDVEHHQH[WUHPHO\ZHOOPDLQWDLQHGEXWWKHODFNRIURRPVLVOLPLWLQJWKH
JURZWKRIWKHFHQWHU,WKDVDGHGLFDWHGSDUNLQJORWEXWWKHDSSURDFK
IURPWKHURDGLVVRPHZKDWGLI¿FXOWWRPDQHXYHU7KHFHQWHULVH[SHULHQFLQJJUHDWDWWHQGDQFHVXFFHVVZKLFKLQWXUQFUHDWHVDQHHGIRUDQ
H[SDQGHGIDFLOLW\,QIDFWDWWHQGDQFHIRUPDQ\RIWKHSURJUDPVLVEHLQJ
OLPLWHGE\WKHVL]HDQGPDNHXSRIWKHFHQWHU7KH&LW\PD\FRQVLGHUH[SDQVLRQRIWKHFHQWHUWKDWZRXOGSURYLGHDGLYLVLEOHPXOWLSXUSRVHURRP
DGHTXDWHWRLOHWVDGGLWLRQDOFODVVURRPVDQGDGHTXDWHIDFLOLW\VWRUDJHIRU
the multiple uses in this facility. Other needs include a secure area for
staff and an area for specialty equipment.

Level of Service Analysis
In reviewing the needs of the community to determine senior center
QHHGVWKUHHGLIIHUHQWYDULDEOHVZHUHDQDO\]HG
 %HQFKPDUNLQJRIIDFLOLWLHVSURYLGHGE\RWKHUFLWLHVLQWKH0HWURplex.
 5HVXOWVRIFLWL]HQVXUYH\VWKDWGLUHFWO\DGGUHVVHGVHQLRUQHHGV
 (YDOXDWLRQRIWUHQGVIRUVHQLRUFHQWHUV
7KHIROORZLQJVHFWLRQH[SDQGVRQWKH¿UVWRIWKHVHLWHPV&LWL]HQ$WWLWXGH6XUYH\UHVXOWVFDQEHIRXQGLQWKHDSSHQGL[DQGDGLVFXVVLRQRI
UHOHYDQWWUHQGVFDQEHIRXQGRQSDJHVDQG
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Benchmark Analysis
7KH6HQLRU&HQWHUKDVVHHQH[FHSWLRQDOJURZWKLQDWWHQGDQFHEXWDQ\
IXUWKHU JURZWK ZLOO EH FDSSHG E\ WKH VL]H RI WKH IDFLOLW\  ,Q FRPSDULQJVHQLRUFHQWHUVL]HVRIEHQFKPDUNFLWLHV1WKHUDWLRVUDQJHIURP
VTXDUHIHHWWRVTXDUHIHHWSHUFDSLWDZLWKWKHDYHUDJHRIVTXDUH
IHHWSHUFDSLWD&HGDU+LOO¶VFXUUHQWOHYHORIVHUYLFHLVVTXDUHIHHW
SHU FDSLWD 7KLV LV EHORZ DYHUDJH DQG ZLWK D SURMHFWHG SRSXODWLRQ RI
LWLVUHFRPPHQGHGWKDWWKH&LW\H[SDQGLWV6HQLRU&HQWHUVSDFH
WRDWRWDORIVTXDUHIHHWLQNHHSLQJZLWKWKHEHQFKPDUNFLW\DYHUage.
Figure 4.5
Senior Center Benchmark Analysis

Summary of Recommendations
%DVHGXSRQWKLVDQDO\VLVDQGWKHXWLOL]DWLRQRIWKHFXUUHQW6HQLRU&HQWHU
WKHUHDUHDWOHDVWWZRYLDEOHRSWLRQV
 2SWLRQ2QH±([SDQGWKHFXUUHQW6HQLRU&HQWHUE\VTXDUH
IHHWE\DGGLQJ$'$FRPSOLDQWWRLOHWVDPXOWLSXUSRVHURRPDQG
VWRUDJH DUHDV  &RQFXUUHQWO\ EXLOG D QHZ VHQLRU ZLQJ RQWR WKH
5HFUHDWLRQ&HQWHURIDSSUR[LPDWHO\WRVTXDUHIHHW
7KLVZRXOGKDYHGHGLFDWHGFODVVURRPVNLWFKHQJDPHURRPDQG
VXSSRUWDUHDVIRUWKHVHQLRUJURXS,WZRXOGEHSK\VLFDOO\FRQnected to the current Recreation Center to allow easy access to
the amenities of the center.
 2SWLRQ7ZR±&RQVWUXFWDQHZVTXDUHIRRW6HQLRU&HQWHUZLWKPXOWLSXUSRVHURRPVNLWFKHQFUDIWVOLEUDU\VWRUDJH¿WQHVVURRPDQGQRUPDOVXSSRUWDUHDV7KHH[LVWLQJ6HQLRU&HQWHU
ZRXOGEHYDFDWHGDQGUHSODFHGE\WKLVQHZIDFLOLW\/RFDWLRQRS- 1
tions include the current Senior Center site or a site adjacent to
the Recreation Center.

These benchmark cities are listed on
page 4-7.
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4.4
CRAWFORD
PARK POOL

Existing Facility Inventory
 %XLOWLQ
 $PHQLWLHV
 25-yard Competition Pool
 'LYLQJ%RDUG$UHD
 7RW3RRO
 /LPLWHG'HFN$UHD
 %DWKKRXVHDQG2I¿FH
 2XWGRRU3RRO3XPS(TXLSPHQW$UHD
 VTXDUHIHHWRIZDWHUVXUIDFHDUHD

Observations & Suggestions
&UDZIRUG3DUNLVDPDWXUHSDUNWKDWKDVDYHU\QDWXUDOVHWWLQJDQGLVDQ
historic asset for the city. Crawford Pool occupies the southwest section
RIWKHSDUNDQGLQFOXGHVWKHSRRODQGDVVRFLDWHGSDUNLQJ
7KHH[LVWLQJEDWKKRXVHORFNHUVDQGSRROHTXLSPHQWDUHDVFRXOGDOOXVH
H[WHQVLYHUHQRYDWLRQRUUHSODFHPHQWLIWKHSRROLVPDLQWDLQHG7KHUHLV
QRVKDGHDURXQGWKHSRRODQGWKHGHFNZLGWKLVYHU\OLPLWHG7KHH[LVWLQJ SRRO LV DSSURDFKLQJ LWV XVHIXO OLIH ZLWK  \HDUV EHLQJ D JRRG
estimate for the remaining useful life of the facility and is therefore a
good candidate for replacement.

Level of Service Analysis
$QDO\]LQJ RXWGRRU DTXDWLF FHQWHU QHHGV LQYROYHG WKUHH GLIIHUHQW YDULDEOHV7KHVHDUH
 %HQFKPDUNLQJRIIDFLOLWLHVSURYLGHGE\RWKHUFLWLHVLQWKH0HWURplex.
 5HVXOWVRIFLWL]HQVXUYH\VWKDWGLUHFWO\DGGUHVVHGRXWGRRUDTXDWLF
needs.
 (YDOXDWLRQRIWUHQGVIRURXWGRRUDTXDWLFV
7KHIROORZLQJVHFWLRQH[SDQGVRQWKH¿UVWRIWKHVHLWHPV&LWL]HQ$WWLWXGH6XUYH\UHVXOWVFDQEHIRXQGLQWKHDSSHQGL[DQGDGLVFXVVLRQRI
UHOHYDQWWUHQGVFDQEHIRXQGRQSDJHV
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Benchmark Analysis
%HQFKPDUNFLWLHVKDYHDQDYHUDJHRIVTXDUHIHHWRIZDWHUVXUIDFH
SHUFDSLWD&HGDU+LOOFXUUHQWO\SURYLGHVDSSUR[LPDWHO\VTXDUHIHHW
of water surface per capita. In order to meet demands of the current
SRSXODWLRQWKLVZRXOGWUDQVODWHWRDSSUR[LPDWHO\VTXDUHIHHWRI
ZDWHU VXUIDFH QHHGHG  &RQVLGHULQJ WKH EXLOG RXW SRSXODWLRQ  
WKLVWUDQVODWHVWRDQHHGRIDSSUR[LPDWHO\VTXDUHIHHWRIZDWHU
surface.
Figure 4.6
Outdoor Aquatics Benchmark Analysis

3

These benchmark cities are listed on
page 4-7.
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Pool Attendance Impact Analysis
7KH3RRO$WWHQGDQFH$QDO\VLV 7DEOH LOOXVWUDWHVWKHFXUUHQW&UDZIRUG3DUN3RRODWWHQGDQFH&RQVLGHULQJWKHVXFFHVVRIWKH%DG.RQLJVKRIHQ$TXDWLF&HQWHULQ$UOLQJWRQDQGWKH:HVW,UYLQJ$TXDWLF&HQWHU
WKHUHLVDQRSSRUWXQLW\WRVHUYHPDQ\PRUHFLWL]HQVZLWKDQHZIDFLOLW\
VHH)LJXUHVDQG
Table 4.1 – Pool Attendance Analysis
Season
Open Swim Rentals

2009 – 2010
2010 – 2011

6,531
8,643

Swim Lesson
Participants

23
24

Figure 4.7 – Outdoor Aquatic Center Case
Study #1
Bad Konigshofen Aquatic Center, City of
Arlington (2006)
This aquatic center attracts an annual attendance of 90,000.

Figure 4.8 – Outdoor Aquatic Center Case
Study #2
West Irving Aquatic Center, City of Irving
(2009)
,QLWV¿UVW\HDURIRSHUDWLRQWKLVDTXDWLF
center exceeded the attendance of the
pool it replaced by over 200%.
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436
442

Aqua Zumba
Montly / Day
Passes
12
175

Summary of Recommendations
%DVHG XSRQ WKH DJH VL]H DQG ORFDWLRQ RI WKH &UDZIRUG 3DUN 3RRO DV
ZHOODVWKHEHQFKPDUNLQJRIRWKHUFLWLHVIRURXWGRRUSRROVWKHIROORZLQJ
is recommended:
 Construct a new outdoor aquatic center with approximately
VTXDUHIHHWRIZDWHUVXUIDFHDUHDWKDWLVPRUHFHQWUDOO\
located within the City with easy access from trails and streets.
Considering the national trend toward providing consolidated
RXWGRRUDTXDWLFFHQWHUVUDWKHUWKDQPXOWLSOHVPDOOHUVZLPPLQJ
SRROVZLWKOLPLWHGDPHQLWLHVDVLQJOHQHZRXWGRRUDTXDWLFFHQWHU
LVDPRUHVXVWDLQDEOHDSSURDFKWKDWLVPRUHOLNHO\WRUHFRXSWKH
WD[SD\HUV¶LQYHVWPHQW
 0DLQWDLQDQRXWGRRUDTXDWLFSUHVHQFHLQ&UDZIRUG3DUNE\UHSODFLQJWKHFXUUHQWSRROIDFLOLW\ZLWKDZDWHUVSUD\SDUNZLWKSURSHU
VKDGHDQGODQGVFDSLQJ7KLVZLOODOORZWKHSDUNWRPDLQWDLQLWV
relaxed atmosphere while still providing an attractive aquatic
amenity for the community.
 $VWKH&LW\FRQWLQXHVWRJURZWKHQHHGIRUPRUHRXWGRRUDTXDWLFV
ZLOOEHUHDOL]HG7KLVFDQEHDFFRPSOLVKHGE\HLWKHUH[SDQGLQJ
XSRQ WKH QHZ  VTXDUHIRRW RXWGRRU DTXDWLF FHQWHU UHIHUHQFHGDERYHRUFRQVWUXFWLRQRIDQDGGLWLRQDORXWGRRUDTXDWLFFHQter in a different area of need within Cedar Hill.
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4.5
IMPLEMENTATION

Priorities & Costs
,QRUGHUWRPHHWH[LVWLQJDQGIXWXUHLQGRRUUHFUHDWLRQDQGDTXDWLFQHHGV
several facility development and redevelopment actions are needed (see
7DEOH 
Priority One

7KHWRSSULRULW\LVWKHHQKDQFHPHQWDQGH[SDQVLRQRIWKHH[LVWLQJ&HGDU
Hill Recreation Center E\  VTXDUH IHHW WR DFFRPPRGDWH LQGRRU
DTXDWLFV  VTXDUH IHHW RI ZDWHU VXUIDFH DUHD  VXSSRUWLQJ ORFNHU
URRPVDQGPHFKDQLFDODUHDV7KLVZLOODOVRLQFOXGHH[WHQVLYHUHQRYDWLRQV WR WKH OREE\ RI¿FH NLGV ]RQH DQG XSVWDLUV FDUGLR DUHD VWRUDJH
DQG VWDII RI¿FHV J\P LPSURYHPHQWV ORFNHU URRP LPSURYHPHQWV HQKDQFHPHQWV WR PHHWLQJ URRPV DQG LPSURYHPHQWV WR ODQGVFDSLQJ DQG
WKHEXLOGLQJ¶VHQWUDQFH
Priority Two

'HYHORSDQRXWGRRUDTXDWLFFHQWHUZLWKVTXDUHIHHWRIZDWHUVXUIDFHDUHDWRUHSODFHWKHVHUYLFHSURYLGHGE\WKH&UDZIRUG3DUN3RRO
Priority Three

([SDQG WKH H[LVWLQJ 6HQLRU &HQWHU E\  VTXDUH IHHW DQG SHUIRUP
PLQRUUHQRYDWLRQVWRWKHH[LVWLQJVWUXFWXUH$GGGHGLFDWHGVHQLRUVSDFH
to the Recreation Center during its expansion.
Table 4.2 – Indoor Recreation & Aquatics Action Plan
Priority Action
1
Recreation Center Expansion & Indoor Aquatics

4–18

2

Outdoor Aquatic Center

3

Senior Center Expansion

4

Convert Crawford Park Pool to a Water Spray Park
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Potential Funding Sources
Municipal Bonds
'HEW¿QDQFLQJWKURXJKWKHLVVXDQFHRIPXQLFLSDOERQGVLVWKHPRVWFRPPRQZD\LQZKLFKWRIXQGLQGRRUUHFUHDWLRQDQGDTXDWLFSURMHFWV7KLV
W\SHRIIXQGLQJLVDVWUDWHJ\ZKHUHLQDFLW\LVVXHVDERQGUHFHLYHVDQLPPHGLDWHFDVKSD\PHQWWR¿QDQFHSURMHFWVDQGPXVWUHSD\WKHERQGZLWK
interest over a set period of time ranging from a few years to several
GHFDGHV7KHUHDUHWZRPDLQW\SHVRIPXQLFLSDOERQGVHLWKHURIZKLFK
FDQEHXVHGWRIXQGWKHSURMHFWVLQFOXGHGLQWKLVFKDSWHU
 *HQHUDO2EOLJDWLRQ%RQGV±7KLVLVWKHVWDQGDUGW\SHRIPXQLFLSDOERQGDQGLVUHSDLGWKURXJKSURSHUW\WD[HV7KLVLVWKHPRVW
FRPPRQIRUPRIPXQLFLSDOERQG
 5HYHQXH%RQGV±7KLVW\SHRIERQGLVUHSDLGWKURXJKUHYHQXHV
JHQHUDWHGE\DIDFLOLW\VXFKDVWKHXVHUIHHVJHQHUDWHGE\DUHFUHDWLRQFHQWHUVHQLRUFHQWHUDTXDWLFFHQWHUVDQGRWKHUUHFUHDWLRQ
IDFLOLWLHVWKDWFKDUJHHQWU\RUPHPEHUVKLSIHHV
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department – Outdoor Recreation Grants
7KLVSURJUDPSURYLGHVPDWFKLQJJUDQWIXQGVWRPXQLFLSDOLWLHVDQG
FRXOG EH XVHG WR GHYHORS RU UHQRYDWH RXWGRRU DTXDWLF FHQWHUV 7KHUH
DUHWZRIXQGLQJF\FOHVSHU\HDUZLWKDPD[LPXPDZDUGRI
3URMHFWVPXVWEHFRPSOHWHGZLWKLQWKUHH\HDUVRIDSSURYDO$SSOLFDWLRQ
GHDGOLQHVDUH0DUFKVWDQG$XJXVWVWHDFK\HDU
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department – Indoor Recreation Grants
7KLVSURJUDPSURYLGHVPDWFKLQJJUDQWIXQGVWRPXQLFLSDOLWLHVWR
FRQVWUXFW UHFUHDWLRQ FHQWHUV VHQLRU FHQWHUV DQG RWKHU IDFLOLWLHV  7KH
JUDQWPD[LPXPLVSHUDSSOLFDWLRQ7KHDSSOLFDWLRQGHDGOLQH
LV$XJXVWVWHDFK\HDU
&XWVLQWKH6WDWHEXGJHWKDYHJUHDWO\LPSDFWHGERWKRIWKHVHJUDQWSURJUDPV  7KH SUREDELOLW\ RI EHLQJ DEOH WR UHO\ RQ WKHVH SURJUDPV DV D
VLJQL¿FDQWVRXUFHRIIXQGLQJLVPLQLPDO
Public/Private Partnerships
Partnerships with private entities to provide aquatic facilities and indoor
UHFUHDWLRQ LV DQ RSSRUWXQLW\ IRU WKH &LW\  ([DPSOHV RI SXEOLFSULYDWH
SDUWQHUVKLSVLQFOXGHMRLQWIXQGLQJSURMHFWVSULYDWHRSHUDWLRQRIDSXEOLF
IDFLOLW\DQGDFKLHYLQJVSRQVRUVKLSWKURXJKVHOOLQJQDPLQJULJKWV

Chapter 4 – Aquatics & Indoor Recreation

4–19

Pa r k s , R e c r e at i on , Op e n S pa c e & T r a i l s V i s i on i n g M a s t e r P l a n

(this page intentionally left blank)

4–20

Chapter 4 – Aquatics & Indoor Recreation

“When I see an adult on a bicycle, I do not despair for
the future of the human race.”
– H.G. Wells (1866-1946)

Trails &
Bikeways
2012 Parks, Recreation, Trails & Open Space
Visioning Master Plan
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5.1
INTRODUCTION
“...a world-class
system of trails and
bikeways to attract
and retain residents
and businesses
alike.”

(YHU\\HDUPRUHSHRSOHGLVFRYHUWKHEHQH¿WVDQGH[FLWHPHQWRIDFWLYLties like cycling, jogging, and walking. Across the region—and espeFLDOO\LQ&HGDU+LOO²WUDLOVDUHWKHPRVWVRXJKWDIWHUUHFUHDWLRQDODPHQLWLHV6LPLODUO\WKHHPHUJHQFHRIF\FOLQJDVQRWRQO\DSRSXODUVSRUW
EXW DOVR D YLDEOH PRGH RI WUDQVSRUWDWLRQ KDV UHVXOWHG LQ KLJK GHPDQG
IRURQVWUHHWELNHZD\V1&RQVLGHULQJWKLVLWLVFUXFLDOIRU&HGDU+LOOWR
GHYHORSDZRUOGFODVVV\VWHPRIWUDLOVDQGELNHZD\VWRDWWUDFWDQGUHWDLQ
residents and businesses alike.
7RDFKLHYHWKHYLVLRQRIEHFRPLQJD&LW\:LWKLQD3DUNWUDLOVDQGELNHZD\VPXVWEHFRQVLGHUHG³HVVHQWLDOLQIUDVWUXFWXUH´ MXVWDVDUHVWUHHWV
ZDWHUVHZHUDQGHOHFWULFLW\ ,QWKHIRUPRIJUHHQEHOWVDQGJUHHQZD\V
WUDLOV FDQ VLJQL¿FDQWO\ KHOS &HGDU +LOO DFKLHYH WKH JRDO RI  RSHQ
VSDFH DQG ZHDYH ULEERQV RI QDWXUDO RSHQ VSDFH LQWR XUEDQL]HG DUHDV
ZKLFKZLOOHPSKDVL]HWKHQDWXUHXUEDQLQWHUIDFH7KLVQHFHVVLWDWHVWKH
GHYHORSPHQWRIQHWZRUNVRIWUDLOVDQGELNHZD\VDORQJURDGVXWLOLW\FRUULGRUVFUHHNVUDLOURDGVDQGRWKHUOLQHDUIHDWXUHV

Goals
 'HYHORS D IXOO\LQWHJUDWHG V\VWHP RI WUDLOV DQG ELNHZD\V WKDW
SURYLGHFRQQHFWLRQVWRDOOSDUWVRI&HGDU+LOOIRUUHFUHDWLRQDQG
transportation uses.
 ,GHQWLI\&RUHWUDLOVWKDWFUHDWHPDMRUFURVVWRZQURXWHVDQGORRSV
WKDWVHUYHDVWKHEDFNERQHRUDUWHULDOQHWZRUNRIWKHWUDLOV\VWHP
 3ODQDQGGHVLJQELNHZD\VWKDWSURYLGHDKLJKHDVHRIXVHIRU%
cyclistsDQGEDODQFHWKHQHHGVRIFDUVDQGSHRSOH
 $VIDUDVSRVVLEOHFRQQHFWDOOH[LVWLQJSDUNVDQGRSHQVSDFHVWR
WKHWUDLODQGELNHZD\V\VWHP/RFDWHIXWXUHSDUNVDORQJJUHHQbelts and major trail corridors, thereby providing connectivity
and access to the natural environment.
 Encourage people to walk, jog, and bike to nearby destinations,
VXFKDVVFKRROVSDUNVDQGEXVLQHVVHVE\HQVXULQJWKHVDIHW\DQG
VHFXULW\RIWUDLOVDQGELNHZD\V
1

2
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The term “bikeways” is used
throughout this chapter in reference
to on-street facilities for bicycles.
This all-encompassing term includes
shared lanes, dedicated bike lanes,
sidepaths, and any other type of
facility for bicycles on or along roadways.
The term “B-cyclists” refers to the
average bike rider. See page 5-5.

Purpose
7KH SXUSRVH RI WKLV FKDSWHU LV WR LGHQWLI\ WKH QHHGV RI GLIIHUHQW W\SHV
RI WUDLO DQG ELNHZD\ XVHUV DQDO\]H RSSRUWXQLWLHV DQG FRQVWUDLQWV DQG
GHYHORSDFRPSUHKHQVLYHQHWZRUNRIWUDLOVDQGELNHZD\VDFURVVWKHFLW\
The approach, terminology, and recommendations contained in this
FKDSWHUKDYHEHHQGHVLJQHGWREHFRPSDWLEOHZLWKWKH'DOODV%LNH
3ODQWKH9HORZHEHOHPHQWRIWKH1RUWK&HQWUDO7H[DV&RXQFLORI*RYHUQPHQWV¶ 1&7&2*  0RELOLW\  3ODQ DQG 1&7&2*¶V 5HJLRQDO
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%LF\FOHDQG3HGHVWULDQ'HVLJQ*XLGHOLQHV7KHDOLJQPHQWVDQGUHFRPPHQGHGW\SRORJLHVIRUWUDLOVDQGELNHZD\VDUHDOVRFRPSDWLEOHZLWKWKH
7UDQVSRUWDWLRQHOHPHQWRIWKH&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQDQGZHUHGHYHORSHG
FRQFXUUHQWO\ZLWKWKH6WUHHWVFDSH3ODQ &KDSWHURIWKLVGRFXPHQW ,Q
DGGLWLRQ WR FRRUGLQDWLQJ ZLWK HVWDEOLVKHG PLQLPXP VWDQGDUGV IRU VLJnage and design geometryWKH1DWLRQDO$VVRFLDWLRQRI&LW\7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ 2I¿FLDOV¶ 1$&72  8UEDQ %LNHZD\ 'HVLJQ *XLGH DOVR JUHDWO\
LQÀXHQFHGWKHGHVLJQVWDQGDUGVFRQWDLQHGLQWKLVFKDSWHUDQGLQWKHDSSHQGL[

Pertinent Citizen Input
7KHUHLVDVWURQJOHYHORIVXSSRUWIRULPSURYLQJELF\FOHDQGSHGHVWULDQ
access across Cedar Hill and linking to other communities via trails and
bikeways. This support was demonstrated in the comments heard durLQJ WKH IRFXV JURXS PHHWLQJV DQG SXEOLF PHHWLQJV 6RPH RI WKH PRUH
innovative ideas discussed during the meetings include a multi-use trail
HQFLUFOLQJ-RH3RRO/DNHDQGSDVVLQJWKURXJK&HGDU+LOO6WDWH3DUNDV
ZHOODVWKHLQFRUSRUDWLRQRIFXWWLQJHGJHRQVWUHHWELF\FOHIDFLOLWLHVWKDW
DSSHDOWRDEURDGUDQJHRISHRSOHZLWKGLIIHULQJDELOLWLHV
7KHWHOHSKRQHVXUYH\DOVRVKRZHGDVWURQJOHYHORIVXSSRUWIRUWUDLOVDQG
bikeways in Cedar Hill.
 %XLOGLQJPXOWLXVHWUDLOVZDVWKHPRVWVXSSRUWHGDPHQLW\WRFRQVWUXFWRXWRIDOLVWRIFKRLFHV VXSSRUWWKLVDFWLRQ 
 3HRSOHVWURQJO\SUHIHUWUDLOVLQRUQHDUVFHQLFDUHDV VXSSRUW 
PRUHVRWKDQWUDLOVDORQJXWLOLW\ULJKWVRIZD\  PDMRUURDGV
 DQGUDLOURDGFRUULGRUV  
 %LNHURXWHVRQURDGZD\VDUHVXSSRUWHGE\RIUHVSRQGHQWV
 RIUHVSRQGHQWVZRXOGFRQVLGHUXVLQJWUDLOVLQVWHDGRIGULYLQJ
LIWKH\FRQQHFWHGWKURXJKRXWWKHFLW\
 7KHUHLVDVWURQJGHVLUHWRFRQQHFWWUDLOVWR'RZQWRZQ  DQG
8SWRZQ  

2

3
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Texas Department of Transportation, “Texas Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devices”
American Association of State
Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO), “Guide for the
Development of Bicycle Facilities,
3rd Edition”
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5.2
BICYCLE &
PEDESTRIAN
PLANNING
FRAMEWORK
“The primary goal
is to identify meet
the common trail
and bikeway needs
of the community.”

3ODQQLQJLQWHUFRQQHFWHGWUDLODQGELNHZD\V\VWHPVWKDWDUHFRPSUHKHQVLYHLQQDWXUHDQGPHHWWKHQHHGVRIPXOWLSOHXVHUJURXSVUHTXLUHVLGHQWLI\LQJFRPPRQJURXQG&DUHIXOFRQVLGHUDWLRQPXVWEHJLYHQWRWKHGLYHUVHQHHGVRIYDULRXVW\SHVRIXVHUVDQGWKHFKDOOHQJHVDVVRFLDWHGZLWK
HDFK  ,Q DGGLWLRQ DQDO\]LQJ WKH XQLTXH RSSRUWXQLWLHV DQG FRQVWUDLQWV
UHYHDOVWKHODWHQW RUSRWHQWLDO GHPDQGIRUWUDLOVDQGELNHZD\V

Trails & Bikeways
7KHUHDUHWZRFDWHJRULHVRILQIUDVWUXFWXUHWKDWFRQVWLWXWHWKHELF\FOHDQG
SHGHVWULDQV\VWHPWUDLOVDQGELNHZD\V:KLOHWKHUHLVYDULDELOLW\LQHDFK
RIWKHVHFDWHJRULHVWKH\FDQEHEURDGO\GH¿QHG
 Trails DUH JHQHUDOO\ PXOWLXVH SDWKZD\V WKDW IROORZ JUHHQEHOWV
DZD\IURPURDGZD\VDOWKRXJKVLGHSDWKVDORQJURDGZD\VFDQEH
FRQVLGHUHGWUDLOVDVZHOODVELNHZD\V:KLOHWKH\FDQEHSURYLGHGZLWKQDWXUDOVXUIDFHVWUDLOVDUHW\SLFDOO\SDYHGWRDFFRPPRGDWHWKHZLGHVWUDQJHRIXVHUVLQFOXGLQJSHGHVWULDQVDQGF\FOLVWV
 BikewaysDUHW\SLFDOO\SDUWRIWKHURDGZD\RUDUHZLWKLQWKHURDG
ULJKWRIZD\%LNHODQHVDQGELNHURXWHVIDOOZLWKLQWKLVFDWHJRU\
6LGHSDWKV DORQJ WKH VLGHV RI URDGZD\V FDQ DOVR EH FRQVLGHUHG
bikeways.

User Groups
2QHRIWKHSULPDU\FKDOOHQJHVLQGHYHORSLQJWUDLODQGELNHZD\V\VWHPV
WKDWPHHWWKHQHHGVRIWKHHQWLUHFRPPXQLW\LVXQGHUVWDQGLQJWKHFKDUDFWHULVWLFV SUHIHUHQFHV DQG FKDOOHQJHV SUHVHQWHG E\ WKH PXOWLSOH XVHU
JURXSVWKDWZLOOXWLOL]HWKHV\VWHP,QDGGLWLRQWRWKHWUDGLWLRQDOUHFUHDWLRQDOZDONLQJDQGUHFUHDWLRQDOF\FOLQJJURXSVWKHVSHFWUXPRIFXUUHQW
and potential trail and bikeway users also includes runners, joggers, and
DGYDQFHGDQGQRYLFHF\FOLVWV7KHSULPDU\JRDOLVWRLGHQWLI\WKHFRPPRQDQGVSHFL¿FQHHGVRIWKHJURXSVDQGGHYHORSWKHWUDLODQGELNHZD\
system accordingly.
Pedestrians
3HGHVWULDQV LQFOXGLQJZDONHUVDQGUXQQHUV XWLOL]HWUDLOVSULPDULO\IRU
WKHUHFUHDWLRQDOH[SHULHQFHWKDWWKH\SURYLGHDVZHOODVDQDOWHUQDWLYH
PRGHRIWUDQVSRUWDWLRQ,WLVLPSRUWDQWWRSURYLGHFRQQHFWLYLW\EHWZHHQ
QHLJKERUKRRGV DQG GHVWLQDWLRQV VR SHRSOH FDQ ZDON LQVWHDG RI GULYH
+RZHYHU FRPIRUW DQG DFFHVVLELOLW\ DUH W\SLFDOO\ WKH SHGHVWULDQ¶V SULPDU\GHWHUPLQDQWVZKHQMXGJLQJWKHTXDOLW\RIDWUDLODQGGHVLUDELOLW\
IRU LWV XVH  7KHUHIRUH VKDGH DORQJ WUDLOV ZHOOGLVWULEXWHG DPHQLWLHV
OLNHEHQFKHVPLOHPDUNHUVDQGZD\¿QGLQJVLJQDJHDQGDFFHVVSRLQWV
5–4
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spaced no more than one mile apart are all essential considerations when
designing a trail. It is also important to consider how pedestrian usHUVDFFHVVWUDLOVVRPHZLOOZDONWRWKHWUDLOEXWPDQ\ZLOOGULYHZKLFK
UHTXLUHVWKHSURYLVLRQRIDGHTXDWHSDUNLQJVSDFHDWVWUDWHJLFDOO\SODFHG
trailheads.
7KHQHHGVRISHRSOHZLWKSK\VLFDOGLVDELOLWLHVDQGSHRSOHSXVKLQJVWUROOHUV VKRXOG EH FRQVLGHUHG 7KH PDQHXYHUDELOLW\ UHTXLUHPHQWV RIWKHVH
two groups are similar and can be met by designing trails to meet the
UHTXLUHPHQWVRIWKH$PHULFDQVZLWK'LVDELOLWLHV$FWDQGWKH7H[DV$Fcessibility Standards.
)LQDOO\ZKLOHLWLVWKHJRDORIWKH7UDLOV0DVWHU3ODQWRGHYHORSDFRQWLQXRXVQHWZRUNRIWUDLOVPRVWSHGHVWULDQXVHUVDUHVDWLV¿HGZLWKWUDLO
VHJPHQWVRIEHWZHHQRQHDQGWKUHHPLOHVORQJZKLFKDOORZWZRWRVL[
PLOH³RXWDQGEDFN´WULSV7KLVVKRXOGEHFRQVLGHUHGZKHQGHYHORSLQJ
trail segments in multiple phases.
Cyclists
3ODQQLQJIRUF\FOLVWVFUHDWHVDXQLTXHFKDOOHQJHGXHWRWKHELF\FOH¶VSODFH
LQ$PHULFDQVRFLHW\2QWKHRQHKDQGELF\FOHVDUHULGGHQE\SHRSOHRI
DOODJHV LQFOXGLQJYHU\\RXQJFKLOGUHQ SXUHO\IRUUHFUHDWLRQDOSXUSRVHVRQWKHRWKHUKDQGELF\FOHVDUHULGGHQE\VNLOOHGDGXOWVDVDPRGHRI
WUDQVSRUWDWLRQ7KHELF\FOHLVFRQVLGHUHGHLWKHUDWR\VSRUWVHTXLSPHQW
or a vehicle1GHSHQGLQJRQWKHXVHU3ODQQLQJIRUELF\FOHVDVSDUWRID
&LW\ZLGHV\VWHPRIWUDLOVDQGELNHZD\VWKHUHIRUHUHTXLUHVUHFRJQL]LQJ
GLIIHUHQFHVLQDELOLWLHVDQGSHUFHSWLRQVDPRQJVWF\FOLVWVDQGPRWRULVWV
&\FOLVWVFDQEHGLIIHUHQWLDWHGE\VNLOOOHYHO(DFKJURXSKDVGLIIHUHQW
SUHIHUHQFHVDQGSUHVHQWVXQLTXHFKDOOHQJHVWRWKH7UDLOVDQG%LNHZD\V
0DVWHU3ODQV
 $GYDQFHG 7\SH$ ±7KHVHDUHF\FOLVWVWKDWDUHYHU\H[SHULHQFHG
LQULGLQJDVDYHKLFOHZLWKPRWRUWUDI¿FDQGJHQHUDOO\SUHIHUULGLQJRQVWUHHWV7KHVHF\FOLVWVZLOORIWHQXVHRQVWUHHWELNHZD\V
LIWKH\DUHSURYLGHG EXWZLOOXVXDOO\FKRRVHWKHLURZQURXWHV
DQGIHHOFRPIRUWDEOHULGLQJLQPDQ\SODFHVWKDWGRQRWKDYHDQ\
ELF\FOHIDFLOLWLHV
 %DVLF 7\SH% ±0RVWSHRSOHZKHWKHUWKH\FRQVLGHUWKHPVHOYHV
D³F\FOLVW´RUQRWIDOOZLWKLQWKLVJURXS%DVLFF\FOLVWVPLJKWIHHO
FRPIRUWDEOHULGLQJRQVWUHHWLQQHLJKERUKRRGVZLWKORZWUDI¿FRU 1
LQDUHDVZLWKKLJKHDVHRIXVHELNHZD\V+RZHYHUPDQ\RIWHQ
SUHIHUJUDGHVHSDUDWHGSDWKV LHWUDLOV 
 &KLOGUHQDQG6HQLRUV 7\SH& ±:KLOHPDQ\VHQLRUV DQGVRPH
FKLOGUHQ IDOOLQWRRQHRIWKHWZRDERYHFDWHJRULHVWKH\JHQHUChapter 5 – Trails & Bikeways

Per Sec. 551.101 of the Texas Transportation Code, “A person operating
a bicycle has the rights and duties
applicable to a driver operating a
vehicle...”
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DOO\IDOOLQWRDWKLUGFDWHJRU\EDVHGRQWKHLUH[SHULHQFHOHYHOVDQG
SK\VLFDODELOLWLHV*HQHUDOO\VORZHUDQGOHVVTXLFNWRUHDFWFKLOGUHQ DQG VHQLRUV RIWHQ RQO\ ULGH WKHLU ELNHV RQ JUDGHVHSDUDWHG
SDWKVRURQYHU\ORZWUDI¿FVWUHHWV
&RQVLGHULQJWKHDERYHF\FOLVWVW\SHVWKHPDMRULW\RIFXUUHQWRUZRXOG
EHF\FOLVWVDUHFRQVLGHUHG7\SH%ZKLFKLVKLVWRULFDOO\WKHOHDVWVHUYHG
JURXSLQWKH8QLWHG6WDWHV,QPDQ\(XURSHDQFRXQWULHVZKLFKHQMR\
H[WHQVLYHELF\FOHLQIUDVWUXFWXUHDQGLPSOHPHQWSURELF\FOHSROLFLHVF\FOLQJLVRIWHQDQLQWHJUDOSDUWRIWKHGDLO\OLYHVRIPRVWSHRSOHDQGEDVLF
F\FOLVWVPDNHXSWKHPDMRULW\RIXVHUV7KLVJURXSKDVWKHPRVWSRWHQWLDO
IRUJURZWKLQ&HGDU+LOODQGDFURVVWKHFRXQWU\DQGVKRXOGEHWKHSULPDU\F\FOLVWVXVHUJURXSFRQVLGHUHGLQWKHSODQQLQJRIWUDLOVDQGELNHZD\V
However, developing bikeways, especially in the scenic Escarpment and
ODNHDUHDVPD\DWWUDFWJURXSVIURPRXWVLGHWKHDUHDDQGSOD\DUROHLQWKH
City’s tourism initiatives.
'XHWRWKHVSHHGVDWZKLFKF\FOLVWVWUDYHOWUDLODQGELNHZD\IDFLOLWLHV
IRUELF\FOHXVHPXVWPHHWVWDWHDQGQDWLRQDOGHVLJQVWDQGDUGV $$6+72
DQG7087&' IRUVLJKWOLQHVUDGLLRIFXUYHVDQGGHWDLOHGUHJXODWRU\
warning signage.
Other Users
7KRXJKIDUOHVVFRPPRQWKDQSHGHVWULDQVDQGF\FOLVWVWKHUHDUHRWKHU
W\SHVRIXVHUVWKDWVKRXOGEHFRQVLGHUHG,QOLQHVNDWHUVFRQVWLWXWHRQH
VXFKXVHUJURXS7KHFKDUDFWHULVWLFVDQGSUHIHUHQFHVRILQOLQHVNDWHUV
IDOOVRPHZKHUHEHWZHHQWKRVHRISHGHVWULDQVDQGF\FOLVWVDQGDUHJHQHUally well-served by shared-use trails built with these other two groups in
PLQG6LPLODUO\VNDWHERDUGHUVDQG%0;ULGHUVDUHEHFRPLQJLQFUHDVLQJO\ PRUH SUHYDOHQW DV D XVHU JURXS :KLOH PRVW LQWHUHVWHG LQ VNDWH
SDUNVDQG%0;WUDFNVWKHVHXVHUVZLOORIWHQXVHWUDLOVDQGVLGHZDONV
WRDFFHVVWKHVHIDFLOLWLHV(TXHVWULDQXVHUVFRQVWLWXWH\HWDQRWKHUJURXS
(TXHVWULDQVDUHEHVWVHUYHGE\QDWXUDOVXUIDFHWUDLOVWKDWDUHQRWXWLOL]HG
E\F\FOLVWV3K\VLFDODQGYLVXDOVHSDUDWLRQVWKDWPLQLPL]HSRWHQWLDOFRQÀLFWVEHWZHHQHTXHVWULDQDQGRWKHUWUDLOXVHUVSURYLGHWKHEHVWDQGVDIHVW
IDFLOLWLHVIRUDOO
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Opportunities & Constraints
,QRUGHUIRUDSSURSULDWHWUDLODQGELNHZD\FRUULGRUVWREHGHWHUPLQHG
RSSRUWXQLWLHVDQGFRQVWUDLQVZLWKLQWKH&LW\ZHUHLGHQWL¿HG.H\RSportunities and constraints were mapped in order to determine hot spots
RISHGHVWULDQDQGELF\FOHDFWLYLW\DQGSRWHQWLDODOLJQPHQWVE\ZKLFKWR
FRQQHFWWKHVHDUHDV)LJXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHYDULRXVRSSRUWXQLWLHVDQG
FRQVWUDLQWVLGHQWL¿HG7KHIROORZLQJVHFWLRQH[DPLQHVWKHVHIHDWXUHVLQ
PRUHGHWDLODQGH[SODLQVWKHLPSDFWHDFKKDVRQWKHGHYHORSPHQWRIWKH
7UDLODQG%LNHZD\0DVWHU3ODQV
Opportunities
7KHUHDUHPDQ\RSSRUWXQLWLHVWKDWZLOOJXLGHWKHGHYHORSPHQWRIWUDLOV
DQGELNHZD\VLQ&HGDU+LOO(DFKRIWKHVHSOD\VDODUJHUROHLQGHWHUPLQLQJIXWXUHIDFLOLW\DOLJQPHQWVWKHORFDWLRQRIWUDLOKHDGVDQGDFFHVV
SRLQWVDQGWKHSULRULWL]DWLRQJLYHQWRHDFKIDFLOLW\VHJPHQW
Existing Trails

([LVWLQJWUDLOVOD\WKHJURXQGZRUNIRUWKHH[SDQVLRQRIWKH&LW\¶VWUDLO
V\VWHP7KHWUDLOQHWZRUNVKRXOGEHEDVHGRQWKHVHH[LVWLQJWUDLOVDQG
build upon their successes.
Parks & Public Facilities

5HVHDUFK LQGLFDWHV WKDW WKH PDMRULW\ RI QRQPRWRUL]HG WULSV WDNHQ E\
PRVW$PHULFDQV DUH IRU UHFUHDWLRQ SXUSRVHV VR FRQQHFWLQJ SDUNV DQG
SXEOLFIDFLOLWLHV VXFKDVWKH5HFUHDWLRQ&HQWHUDQG6HQLRU&HQWHU ZLWK
DV\VWHPRIWUDLOVDQGRWKHUSHGHVWULDQDQGELF\FOHIDFLOLWLHVLVDVHQVLEOH
SULRULW\WKDWZLOOHQKDQFHWKHXVDELOLW\DQGHQMR\PHQWRIWKH&LW\¶VSDUNV
DQGIDFLOLWLHV)XWXUHSDUNVDVSURSRVHGLQ&KDSWHUDUHDOVRLQFOXGHG
as opportunities.
Schools

7KH SURYLVLRQ RI VDIH DFFHVVLEOH URXWHV EHWZHHQ QHLJKERUKRRGV DQG
schools can help to encourage more children to use active transportaWLRQ ZKLFK FRQVWLWXWHV PRGHV RI WUDYHO VXFK DV ZDONLQJ DQG ELNLQJ
which combine physical activity with transportation. In addition, there
DUH JUDQW SURJUDPV²VXFK DV 6DIH 5RXWHV WR 6FKRRO²ZKLFK SURYLGH
VLJQL¿FDQWIXQGLQJDVVLVWDQFHIRUEXLOGLQJVXFKIDFLOLWLHVQHDUVFKRROV
,WLVLPSRUWDQWWRQRWHWKDWSRWHQWLDODFWLRQVE\WKH86+RXVHRI5HSUHVHQWDWLYHVLQWKHQHDUIXWXUHPD\MHRSDUGL]HWKHDYDLODELOLW\RIJUDQW
IXQGVLQFOXGLQJ6DIH5RXWHVWR6FKRRO7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ(QKDQFHPHQWV
DQG5HFUHDWLRQDO7UDLO*UDQWV
Chapter 5 – Trails & Bikeways
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Figure 5.1 – Opportunities & Constraints
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHORFDWLRQDQGVSDWLDOUHODWLRQVKLSEHWZHHQWKHYDULRXVRSSRUWXQLWLHVDQGFRQVWUDLQWVWKDWZHUHLGHQWL¿HG
and analyzed for the Trails Master Plan and Bikeways Master Plan.
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Employment Centers

0DMRU HPSOR\PHQW FHQWHUV EXVLQHVVHV WKDW HPSOR\  WR  HPSOR\HHV DUHFRQVLGHUHGNH\GHVWLQDWLRQV:KLOHLWLVOLNHO\WKDWDODUJH
SRUWLRQRIWKHHPSOR\HHVRIWKHVHFRPSDQLHVGRQRWOLYHLQ&HGDU+LOO
WKH SURYLVLRQ RI JRRG SHGHVWULDQ DQG ELF\FOH IDFLOLWLHV OLQNLQJ QHLJKborhoods with employment centers may encourage these employees to
relocate here.
Population Density

3RSXODWLRQGHQVLW\LVDQLPSRUWDQWIDFWRULQGHWHUPLQLQJWUDLODOLJQPHQWV
since people living in higher-density areas are more likely to walk or
F\FOHDVWKHLUSULPDU\PRGHRIWUDQVSRUWDWLRQ
Downtown & Uptown

&HQWHUHGLQWKHKHDUWRIWKH&LW\'RZQWRZQDQG8SWRZQDUHLPSRUWDQW
destinations that will continue to grow in their importance as pedestrian
DQGELNHIULHQGO\DUHDV7KHVPDOOEORFNVL]HVLQWKH'RZQWRZQDUHD
QDWXUDOO\HQFRXUDJHELF\FOHDQGSHGHVWULDQDFWLYLW\8SWRZQLVDUHJLRQDOVKRSSLQJGHVWLQDWLRQDQGLVLWVHOIYHU\ZDONDEOH,QDGGLWLRQDIXWXUH
transit-oriented development that combines dense urban development
ZLWKDFRPPXWHUUDLOVWDWLRQLVSODQQHGIRUWKLVDUHD3URYLGLQJFRQQHFWLRQVEHWZHHQWKHVHGLVWULFWVDQGRWKHUSDUWVRIWKH&LW\LVHVVHQWLDO
5HWDLO 2IÀFH/DQG8VHV

7KHVHODQGXVHVGUDZDVLJQL¿FDQWVKDUHRIWULSVPDGHE\FDUDQGPD\
WKHUHIRUHEHNH\GHVWLQDWLRQVIRUSHRSOHZLVKLQJWRDYRLGGULYLQJ
0XOWL)DPLO\5HVLGHQWLDO

$OOWULSVRULJLQDWHIURPRQH¶VUHVLGHQFH0XOWLIDPLO\UHVLGHQWLDODUHDV
KDYHDKLJKHUGHQVLW\RIGZHOOLQJXQLWVDQGWKHUHIRUHJHQHUDWHPRUHFRQFHQWUDWHGWUDI¿F SHGHVWULDQELF\FOHRURWKHUZLVH WKDQRWKHUW\SHVRI
residential land use.
Future Transit Stations

7KRXJK QRW \HW LQ RSHUDWLRQ SRWHQWLDO VWDWLRQ ORFDWLRQV IRU WKH IXWXUH
FRPPXWHU UDLO KDYH EHHQ LGHQWL¿HG  7KHVH DUH NH\ RSSRUWXQLW\ DUHDV
DVWKH\ZLOOJHQHUDWHVLJQL¿FDQWELF\FOHDQGSHGHVWULDQWUDI¿FRQFHWKH
commuter rail line becomes operational.

Chapter 5 – Trails & Bikeways
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&UHHN&RUULGRUV

0RVWRI&HGDU+LOO¶VH[LVWLQJWUDLOVDUHORFDWHGDORQJFUHHNFRUULGRUVIRU
DJRRGUHDVRQWKHVHDUHVRPHRIWKHPRVWDWWUDFWLYHDQGPRVWSOHDVDQW
SDUWVRIWKH&LW\DQGSURYLGHQDWXUDOURXWHVDFURVVWKHFRPPXQLW\
Future Thoroughfares

(VSHFLDOO\IRUELNHZD\VLWLVLPSRUWDQWWRORRNDWIXWXUHWKRURXJKIDUHV
DQGWKRURXJKIDUHZLGHQLQJVWRLGHQWLI\RSSRUWXQLWLHVWRSURYLGHIDFLOLWLHV,WLVPXFKPRUHFRVWHIIHFWLYHWRGHVLJQDIDFLOLW\LQWRDWKRURXJKIDUHFRUULGRUEHIRUHLWLVEXLOWWKDQWRUHWUR¿WDIDFLOLW\LQWRDQH[LVWLQJ
WKRURXJKIDUH3ODQQLQJDIDFLOLW\DORQJDIXWXUHFRUULGRULVRIWHQDJRRG
DOWHUQDWLYHWRUHWUR¿WWLQJRQHWKDWDOUHDG\H[LVWV
8WLOLW\ 5DLOURDG&RUULGRUV

7KRXJKRIWHQODFNLQJWKHQDWXUDOEHDXW\RIFUHHNFRUULGRUVXWLOLW\DQG
UDLOURDGFRUULGRUVRIWHQSURYLGHH[FHOOHQWRSSRUWXQLWLHVIRUWUDLOV3URYLGLQJWUDLOVDORQJWKHVHFRUULGRUVUHTXLUHVWKHDELOLW\WRJDLQDFFHVVHDVHPHQWVDQGWKHFRRSHUDWLRQRIWKHUDLOURDGRUXWLOLW\FRPSDQ\(OHFWULF
WUDQVPLVVLRQOLQHVPD\VRPHWLPHVEHJRRGWUDLOFRUULGRUVEXWRIWHQWKH\
DUHLQWKHIRUPRI DQHDVHPHQWUDWKHUWKDQULJKWRIZD\ DQGWKHUHIRUH
cross private property lines.
Constraints
:KLOH WKHUH DUH PDQ\ RSSRUWXQLWLHV IRU H[SDQGLQJ WKH WUDLO V\VWHP LQ
Cedar Hill, there are also many constraints or challenges which must be
considered.
US-67

86LVDPDMRUEDUULHUIRUWUDLOVDQGELNHZD\VDOLNH,WUXQVWKURXJK
WKHPLGGOHRIWKH&LW\JHRJUDSKLFDOO\DQGVHSDUDWHVHDVWIURPZHVW7KLV
IUHHZD\OLPLWVVHYHUDOSRWHQWLDOWUDLOFRUULGRUVDORQJFUHHNVDVPDQ\RI
LWVEULGJHVDUHQRWVXI¿FLHQWO\HOHYDWHGIRUDWUDLOWRSDVVXQGHU,QDGGLWLRQVHYHUDORIWKHURDGZD\FURVVLQJVDUHQDUURZDQGPD\QRWEHDEOHWR
accommodate bikeways.
/LPLWHG5LJKWRI:D\

6HYHUDORIWKH&LW\¶VWKRURXJKIDUHVKDYHYHU\OLPLWHGULJKWRIZD\ HVSHFLDOO\ %HOW /LQH 5RDG QHDU 'RZQWRZQ  VLJQL¿FDQWO\ OLPLWLQJ ZKDW
improvements are possible. This constraint primarily impacts bikeways
but may also impact the City’s ability to provide trails.
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Topographic Constraints

,W LV LPSRVVLEOH WR LGHQWLI\ WRSRJUDSKLF FRQVWUDLQWV FRPSUHKHQVLYHO\
ZKHQ SODQQLQJ RQ D &LW\ZLGH EDVLV  5DWKHU HDFK FRUULGRU ZLOO QHHG
WREHDQDO\]HGLQGLYLGXDOO\DVLWVWUDLOVDUHEHLQJGHVLJQHG,QJHQHUDO
SUDFWLFDOO\HYHU\FUHHNFRUULGRUZLOOSUHVHQWWRSRJUDSKLFFRQVWUDLQWV H[cessive slopes, cross-slopes, and undulating land). Likewise, any trail
SDVVLQJWKURXJKWKH%DOFRQHV(VFDUSPHQWDUHDZLOOPRVWOLNHO\EHFKDOlenged by topography.
Sensitive Environmental Areas

,WLVRIWHQWKHFDVHWKDWWKHPRVWGHVLUDEOHSODFHVWRKDYHWUDLOVDUHDOVR
those that are very environmentally sensitive. Creek corridors, which
provide the most ecologically diverse landscapes, are especially sensiWLYHWRHURVLRQDQGSROOXWLRQ6LPLODUO\WKH%DOFRQHV(VFDUSPHQWPD\
contain sensitive animal habitat and geology.
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5.3
TRAILS

7UDLOV JHQHUDOO\ SURYLGH SODFHV IRU UHFUHDWLRQDO MRJJLQJ ZDONLQJ F\FOLQJDQGUHOD[DWLRQ%HFDXVHWKH\SURYLGHHQMR\DEOHUHFUHDWLRQRSSRUWXQLWLHVFUHHNFRUULGRUVIRUHVWVDQGRWKHUVFHQLFDUHDVDUHSULPHSODFHV
IRUWUDLOV4XLWHRIWHQWUDLOVDUHDOVRSURYLGHGDORQJUDLOURDGWUDFNVXWLOity corridors, and streets in order to create connections between greenEHOWWUDLOVDQGGHVWLQDWLRQV7KHUHDUHGLIIHUHQWW\SHVRIWUDLOVWKDWVHUYH
GLIIHUHQWXVHUJURXSV²DQDWXUHWUDLOIRUH[DPSOHPLJKWUHVWULFWELF\FOHV
IURPLWVXVH(YHQVRWKHPDMRULW\RIWUDLOVLQ&HGDU+LOO¶VV\VWHPZLOO
be multi-use, accommodating pedestrians, bicycles, and any other type
RIQRQPRWRUL]HGXVHRWKHUWKDQHTXHVWULDQ

Inventory & Assessment
&HGDU+LOO¶VWUDLOV\VWHPLVUHODWLYHO\\RXQJ$OWKRXJKWKHUHDUH
PLOHVRIWUDLOVWKDWH[LVWWRGD\WKH\DUHJHQHUDOO\VKRUWORRSWUDLOVFRQtained within a single park and do not provide connections to other desWLQDWLRQV7KHQHZ5HG2DN&UHHN7UDLO WREHFRPSOHWHGLQ DGGV
DQDGGLWLRQDOWKUHHPLOHVWR&HGDU+LOO¶VWUDLOV\VWHPDQGLVWKH¿UVWPDMRUVHJPHQWRIDFURVVWRZQQHWZRUNRIWUDLOV:LWKWKHFRPSOHWLRQRI
IRXU SURJUDPPHG WUDLOV DORQJ 0DQV¿HOG 5RDG /DNH 5LGJH 3DUNZD\
3OHDVDQW5XQ5RDGDQG)0WKHWRWDOWUDLOPLOHDJHLQ&HGDU+LOO
ZLOOUHDFKPLOHV7DEOHVXPPDUL]HVWKHWUDLOVZLWKLQ&HGDU+LOO
DQG)LJXUHVKRZVWKHLUORFDWLRQV
Table 5.1 – Existing Trail Inventory
Segment
/HQJWK PLOHV
3DUN/RRS7UDLOV

 VHJPHQWV
DYHUDJH
5HG2DN&UHHN7UDLO
3.1
Pleasant Run Trail

/DNH5LGJH7UDLO
3.6
0DQVÀHOG5RDG7UDLO 

)07UDLO
1HZ&ODUN5RDGWR
&HGDU+LOO5RDG
Total Mileage


:LGWK
··

Status
Existing

·
·
·
·
·

&RPSOHWHLQ
&RPSOHWHLQ
&RPSOHWHLQ
&RPSOHWHLQ
&RPSOHWHLQ

,QFOXGHVD·VLGHZDONRQWKHRSSRVLWHVLGHRIWKHURDG
,QFOXGHVD·VLGHZDONRQWKHRSSRVLWHVLGHRIWKHURDG

4

Programmed trails are those which
are under design or for which funding has been secured.
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)LJXUH²([LVWLQJ 3URJUDPPHG7UDLOV
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHORFDWLRQRIH[LVWLQJDQGSURJUDPPHGWUDLOVLQ&HGDU+LOO3URJUDPPHGWUDLOVDUHWKRVHZKLFKDUHXQGHU
GHVLJQRUIRUZKLFKIXQGLQJKDVEHHQVHFXUHG7KHWUDLOVVKRZQDORQJ0DQV¿HOG5RDG/DNH5LGJH3DUNZD\3OHDVDQW5XQ5RDG
and FM-1382 are programmed.
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Needs
7KHQHHGIRUDGGLWLRQDOWUDLOVDUHEDVHGRQWKUHHIDFWRUV
1. &LWL]HQ GHPDQG DV H[SUHVVHG WKURXJK WKH SXEOLF LQYROYHPHQW
SURFHVV
 $ OHYHO RI VHUYLFH DQDO\VLV ZKLFK H[SUHVVHV WUDLO PLOHDJH DV D
IDFWRUSRSXODWLRQDQG
 $QDQDO\VLVRIWUDLOQHWZRUNFRQQHFWLYLW\ZKLFKFRQVLGHUVDFFHVV
WRGHVWLQDWLRQVDQGWKHHOLPLQDWLRQRIJDSVEHWZHHQWUDLOV
Citizen Demand
$VGLVFXVVHGRQSDJHWKHUHLVVWURQJVXSSRUWIRUWKHSURYLVLRQRID
FRPSUHKHQVLYHQHWZRUNRIWUDLOV²HVSHFLDOO\DVWKH\SURYLGHFRQQHFWLYLW\WRGHVWLQDWLRQVDQGQHDUE\FLWLHV,QOLJKWRIWKHIDFWWKDWWUDLOVDUHWKH
PRVWGHVLUHGDPHQLW\DFFRUGLQJWRWKHWHOHSKRQHVXUYH\H[SDQGLQJWKH
WUDLOQHWZRUNLVDWRSSULRULW\IRU&HGDU+LOO
Level of Service Analysis
/HYHORIVHUYLFH /26 LVFDOFXODWHGDVDIDFWRURIWKHWRWDOSRSXODWLRQ
7DEOHSURYLGHVDQDVVHVVPHQWRIWKHFXUUHQW/26DQGSURMHFWHG
/26 DVVXPLQJDOOFXUUHQWO\SURJUDPPHGWUDLOVDUHFRQVWUXFWHG 0DQ\
FLWLHV LQ 1RUWK 7H[DV FKRRVH D WDUJHW /26 EHWZHHQ  DQG 
SHRSOHSHUPLOHRIWUDLO DORZHUQXPEHULQGLFDWHVDKLJKHUOHYHORIVHUYLFH %DVHGRQWKLV0DVWHU3ODQ¶VWUDLOQHWZRUNZKLFKZDVGHVLJQHG
WRSURYLGHDSUHPLHUV\VWHPRIWUDLOVWKH/26IRU&HGDU+LOODWEXLOG
RXWZRXOGEHPLOHSHRSOH7KLVPHDQVWKDWE\&HGDU+LOO
LVSODQQHGWRKDYHPLOHVRIWUDLOZKLFKLQFOXGHVDGGLWLRQDO
PLOHVRIWUDLORYHUDQGDERYHZKDWLVFXUUHQWO\SURJUDPPHG
Table 5.2 – Level of Service Analysis
3HULRG
Total Miles of Trail






DGGLWLRQDOPLOHV

Population




/HYHORI6HUYLFH
PLOHSHRSOH
PLOHSHRSOH
PLOHSHRSOH

,QFOXGHVWKH5HG2DN&UHHN7UDLO
,QFOXGHV FXUUHQWO\ SURJUDPPHG WUDLOV  3RSXODWLRQ HVWLPDWH LV DQ DYHUDJH RI 1&7&2*·V
3RSXODWLRQ(VWLPDWHDQGWKH)RUHFDVWIURPWKH7H[DV:DWHU'HYHORSPHQW%RDUG·V
5HJLRQDODQG6WDWH:DWHU3ODQ3RSXODWLRQ3URMHFWLRQV
7UDLOPLOHDJHEDVHGRQWKHSODQQHGWUDLOVLQFOXGHGLQWKLV0DVWHU3ODQ7KLVUHÁHFWVD
QHHGRIDGGLWLRQDOPLOHVRIWUDLORYHUDQGDERYHZKDWLVFXUUHQWO\SURJUDPPHG/HYHORI
service is approximate.
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Network Connectivity Analysis
7KHJRDORIWKHQHWZRUNFRQQHFWLYLW\DQDO\VLVLVWRLGHQWLI\WKHODFNRI
FRQQHFWLYLW\ WR GHVWLQDWLRQV DQG ZLWKLQ WKH WUDLO QHWZRUN LWVHOI  7KLV
DQDO\VLV LV EDVHG RQ WKH PDSSLQJ LQIRUPDWLRQ LQFOXGHG LQ )LJXUH 
2SSRUWXQLWLHV &RQVWUDLQWV DQG)LJXUH ([LVWLQJ 3URJUDPPHG
Trails).
:LWKPDQ\WUDLOSURMHFWVFXUUHQWO\XQGHUZD\DFFHVVWRGHVWLQDWLRQVLQ
&HGDU+LOOZLOOJUHDWO\LPSURYHRYHUWKHQH[W¿YH\HDUV+RZHYHUWKHUH
UHPDLQ PDQ\ JDSV LQ WKH V\VWHP¶V RYHUDOO FRQQHFWLYLW\  86 LV WKH
PRVWVLJQL¿FDQWEDUULHUIRUWUDLOVLQ&HGDU+LOODQGFUHDWHVPDQ\FKDOOHQJHVIRUWUDLOFURVVLQJV)LJXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHJDSLQFRQQHFWLYLW\
DFURVVWKHIUHHZD\7KLVLQSDUWUHVXOWVLQ8SWRZQDQG'RZQWRZQ²WKH
FRUHRI&HGDU+LOODQGPDMRUGHVWLQDWLRQVIRUWUDLOXVHUV²UHPDLQLQJXQFRQQHFWHGWRWKHWUDLOV\VWHP2XWVLGHRIWKH&LW\FRUHWKHUHDUHPDQ\
parks and major employment areas that are also not accessible by trail.
3URYLGLQJFRQQHFWLYLW\WRWKHVHGHVWLQDWLRQVLVLPSRUWDQW
$NH\SULRULW\IRUWKHWUDLOV\VWHPLVWREULGJHWKHJDSVEHWZHHQ5HG2DN
&UHHN7UDLODQGWKHSURJUDPPHGWUDLOVDORQJ)00DQV¿HOG5RDG
DQG3OHDVDQW5XQ5RDG7KLVUHTXLUHVLGHQWLI\LQJFURVVLQJRSSRUWXQLWLHV
IRU86SULRULWL]LQJWKHGHYHORSPHQWRIWUDLOVDFURVVWKLVIUHHZD\DQG
FRQQHFWLQJWR8SWRZQDQG'RZQWRZQ
,QDGGLWLRQWKHGHYHORSPHQWRIWUDLOVLQDQGQHDUWKH6WDWH3DUNDQG(VFDUSPHQWSURYLGHVWKHJUHDWHVWRSSRUWXQLWLHVIRUHFRQRPLFGHYHORSPHQW
and tourism initiatives.
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Trail Typologies
7KHPDMRULW\RIWUDLOVLQFOXGHGLQWKLV7UDLOV0DVWHU3ODQDUHLQWHQGHGWR
EHPXOWLXVHDFFRPPRGDWLQJSHGHVWULDQVDQGELF\FOHV0XOWLXVHWUDLOV
are typically two-way, striped concreteSDWKZD\VEHWZHHQ¶DQG¶
ZLGHGHSHQGLQJRQWKHDQWLFLSDWHGYROXPHRIXVHUV
&RUH7UDLO ·ZLGH

&RUHWUDLOVDUHPXOWLXVHDQGDUHWKHKHDUWRIWKH7UDLO0DVWHU3ODQ²WKH\
DUHFRQVLGHUHGWKHPDMRUWKRURXJKIDUHVRIWKHWUDLOV\VWHP&RUHWUDLOV
ZLOOW\SLFDOO\EH¶ZLGH+RZHYHULQDUHDVZKHUHKLJKHUYROXPHVRI
WUDLOXVHUVDUHH[SHFWHG²VXFKDVQHDU'RZQWRZQDQG8SWRZQ²ZLGWKV
RI¶PD\EHZDUUDQWHG,QDUHDVZLWKVHYHUHO\FRQVWUDLQHGULJKWVRI
ZD\LWPD\EHQHFHVVDU\WRFRQVWUXFWWUDLOV¶ZLGH ZLWK¶VKRXOGHUV 
,IDORQJDURDGZD\ZLWKVHYHUHO\FRQVWUDLQHGULJKWRIZD\¶VLGHSDWKV
RQERWKVLGHVRIWKHURDGPD\FRQVWLWXWHDFRUHWUDLODVORQJDVELF\FOH
WUDI¿FLVFRQVWUDLQHGWRRQHZD\RQHDFKVLGH VHHWKHVLGHSDWKW\SRORJ\
LQWKH%LNHZD\VVHFWLRQRIWKLVFKDSWHU +RZHYHUVLQFHRQHZD\WUDI¿F
FDQEHFKDOOHQJLQJWRHQIRUFHZLGHUVLGHSDWKVWKDWDFFRPPRGDWHWZR
ZD\WUDI¿FDUHPRUHGHVLUDEOH
6HFRQGDU\7UDLO ·ZLGH

Secondary trails are multi-use trails that connect core trails to destinations and provide additional trail connections along lower-priority corriGRUV:KLOHVHFRQGDU\WUDLOVPXVWEH¶ZLGHWRDFFRPPRGDWHWZRZD\
ELF\FOHWUDI¿FWKHUHDUHWZRDOWHUQDWLYHFRQ¿JXUDWLRQV$ WKH\PD\EH
DVQDUURZDV¶ZLGHLIDSDUDOOHOELNHZD\LVSURYLGHGDQG% WKH\PD\
EHSURYLGHGDVGXDO¶ZLGHVLGHSDWKVDQGVLJQHGDVRQHZD\IRUF\FOLVWV
DQGWZRZD\IRUSHGHVWULDQV
3DUN/RRS7UDLO ·ZLGH

/RRSWUDLOVZLWKLQSDUNVDUHRQDYHUDJHPLOHVLQOHQJWKDQGDUHW\SLFDOO\XVHGE\SHGHVWULDQV2WKHUWKDQFKLOGUHQWKHVHWUDLOVGRQRWH[SHULHQFHODUJHYROXPHVRIELF\FOHWUDI¿F,QVPDOOHUQHLJKERUKRRGSDUNV
ZKHUHQRELF\FOHWUDI¿FLVH[SHFWHGWUDLOVPD\EHDVQDUURZDV¶
5

6

While concrete is the preferred material due to its durability, alternative
materials such as pervious asphalt,
pervious concrete, and decomposed
granite may be used in ecologicallysensitive areas.
A trail along a roadway is called a
“sidepath” in the Trails Master Plan
and Bikeways Master Plan terminology.
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1DWXUH7UDLOV

1DWXUH WUDLOV SURYLGH WKH FORVHVW FRQQHFWLRQ ZLWK WKH QDWXUDO HQYLURQPHQWDQGDUHRIWHQEXLOWXVLQJGHFRPSRVHGJUDQLWHRUHDUWK7KHVHWUDLOV
DUHRIWHQQRWRIDFRQVWDQWZLGWKDQGYDU\IURP¶WR¶1DWXUHWUDLOV
DUHQRWDOZD\VPXOWLXVHVRPHDUHGHVLJQHGVSHFL¿FDOO\IRUPRXQWDLQ
bikes while others prohibit bicycles altogether. As such, this typology
is typically not used to make major connections within the trail system.
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Trail Corridors
,IODQGPXVWEHDFTXLUHGIRUGHYHORSLQJDWUDLODORQJDFUHHNXWLOLW\FRUULGRURUUDLOURDGLWLVGHVLUDEOHWRVHFXUHDFRUULGRUDWOHDVW¶ZLGHEXW
SUHIHUDEO\¶ZLGH$¶ZLGHFRUULGRUDFFRPPRGDWHVWKHWUDLODQGLWV
VKRXOGHUVZKLOHSURYLGLQJVSDFHIRUJUDGLQJWUHHSURWHFWLRQWUDLOPHDQGHULQJRYHUORRNVDQGUHVWDUHDV:LGHUWUDLOFRUULGRUVDOVRKHOSWR
PDLQWDLQWKHYLVXDOLQWHJULW\RIWKHWUDLOH[SHULHQFH,QPDQ\FDVHVHYHQ
PRUHZLGWKPD\EHUHTXLUHGWRDFFRPPRGDWHGUDLQDJHRURWKHUXWLOLWLHV
)RUVLGHSDWKV WUDLOVDORQJURDGZD\V DPLQLPXPFRUULGRUZLGWKRI¶LV
UHTXLUHGWRDFFRPPRGDWHD¶ZLGHSDYHPHQWVHFWLRQWZR¶VKRXOGHUV
DQGD¶VHWEDFNIURPWKHURDGZD\ ¶LVUHTXLUHGIRU¶VLGHSDWKV ,I
IHDVLEOHD¶ZLGHFRUULGRULVSUHIHUUHGWRSURYLGHDZLGHUVHWEDFNIURP
WKHURDGZD\DQGLQFUHDVHGGLVWDQFHIURPDGMDFHQWGHYHORSPHQW
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Trail Network
7KH SODQQHG QHWZRUN RI WUDLOV EXLOGV XSRQ &HGDU +LOO¶V H[LVWLQJ WUDLOV
and the previous master plan to provide an interconnected and comSUHKHQVLYHQHWZRUNRIYDULRXVWUDLOW\SRORJLHV7UDLODOLJQPHQWVZHUH
FKRVHQ EDVHG RQ FRQQHFWLYLW\ WR GHVWLQDWLRQV SUR[LPLW\ WR UHVLGHQWLDO
DUHDVUHFUHDWLRQDOYDOXHHDVHRILPSOHPHQWDWLRQDQGLQFRQVLGHUDWLRQ
RISK\VLFDOFRQVWUDLQWV7KHIRXQGDWLRQRIWKHWUDLOQHWZRUNLVDVHULHV
RIVL[FRUHWUDLOVGHVFULEHGEHORZ+RZHYHUWKHVHFRQGDU\WUDLOVVKRZQ
DUHHVVHQWLDOLQHQVXULQJFRQQHFWLYLW\DFURVVDOOSDUWVRIWKHFRPPXQLW\
Core Trails
7KHFRUHWUDLOQHWZRUNEXLOGVXSRQWKH1RUWK6RXWK&RUH7UDLO VKRZQ
LQ\HOORZRQ)LJXUH WKDWVHUYHGDVWKHIRXQGDWLRQRIWKHSUHYLRXV
WUDLOVSODQ7KH7UDLOV0DVWHU3ODQDGGVWZROLQHDUFRUULGRUVDFURVVWKH
&LW\ VKRZQLQEOXHDQGWXUTXRLVHLQ)LJXUH DQGWKUHHORRSV VKRZQ
in purple, red, and green).
 7KH1RUWK6RXWK&RUH7UDLOZLOOH[WHQGWKHQHZ5HG2DN&UHHN
Trail to connect to the City core and pass through the scenic visWDVDORQJ)07KLVZLOOSURYLGHFRQQHFWLRQVWR1RUWKZRRG
8QLYHUVLW\'RJZRRG&DQ\RQDQGWKH&HGDU0RXQWDLQDQG&DODEULD1DWXUH3UHVHUYHV
 7KH(DVW:HVW&RUH7UDLOconnects the western and southeastern
SRUWLRQVRIWKHFRPPXQLW\WRWKH&LW\FRUH7KLVDOLJQPHQWZLOO
SURYLGHDFFHVVWRWKHGUDPDWLFHQYLURQPHQWRIWKH%DOFRQHV(VFDUSPHQWDQGWKHUXUDOODQGVFDSHVRIWKH%ODFNODQG3UDLULHVWRWKH
HDVWZKLOHDOVRDOORZLQJOLQNDJHVWRKLVWRULF'RZQWRZQ8SWRZQ
WKH*RYHUQPHQW&HQWHUQXPHURXVVFKRROVDQGSXEOLFSDUNV
 7KH 5DLOURDG &RUH 7UDLO IROORZV WKH H[LVWLQJ UDLOURDG FRUULGRU
WKDWZLOORQHGD\FDUU\FRPPXWHUUDLOWUDI¿FWR&HGDU+LOO7KLV
alignment will provide a direct connection to Duncanville, as
ZHOODVDPSOHRSSRUWXQLWLHVIRUIXWXUHFRPPXWHUUDLOOLQHXVHUVWR
DFFHVVIXWXUHVWDWLRQV
 7KH ,QQHU /RRS &RUH 7UDLO will provide circulation within the
&LW\FRUHPDNLQJFRQQHFWLRQVWR8SWRZQDQG'RZQWRZQZKLOH
FURVVLQJ86WZLFHDW%HOW/LQH5RDGDQG)07KLVZLOO
serve as a major connector in Cedar Hill’s business corridor.
 7KH0LGGOH/RRS&RUH7UDLOencircles the City core and provides
DFFHVVWRDQGWKURXJK1RUWKZRRG8QLYHUVLW\
 7KH 2XWHU /RRS &RUH 7UDLO encircles the entire City, passing
WKURXJK&HGDU+LOO6WDWH3DUNDQGDORQJH[LVWLQJDQGIXWXUHWKRURXJKIDUHV7KLVWUDLODOORZVWKHJUHDWHVWRSSRUWXQLW\IRUDZRUOG
FODVVWUDLOV\VWHPIRUIXWXUHJHQHUDWLRQV
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Figure 5.3 – Trails Master Plan
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHORFDWLRQRIH[LVWLQJSURJUDPPHGDQGSODQQHGWUDLOVLQ&HGDU+LOO&RUH7UDLOV KLJKOLJKWHGLQ\HOORZEOXH
WXUTXRLVHJUHHQUHGDQGSXUSOH ZLOOVHUYHDVWKHPDMRUWKRURXJKIDUHVRIWKHWUDLOVV\VWHPDQGDUHWKHKLJKHVWSULRULW\VHJPHQWV
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Trail Implementation
Trails Master Plan Cost Estimates
7KH7UDLOV0DVWHU3ODQUHFRPPHQGVPLOHVRIQHZWUDLOVLQDGGLWLRQ
WRWKH&LW\¶VH[LVWLQJDQGSURJUDPPHGPLOHVRIWUDLO2IWKHVHUHFRPPHQGHGWUDLOVPLOHVDUH&RUH7UDLOVHJPHQWV,IIXOO\LPSOHPHQWHG&HGDU+LOO¶VWUDLOV\VWHPZRXOGWRWDORYHUPLOHV,PSOHPHQWLQJ
WKH7UDLOV 0DVWHU 3ODQ LQGHSHQGHQW IURP RWKHU SURMHFWV ZRXOG FRVW DQ
HVWLPDWHG PLOOLRQ VHH7DEOH +RZHYHUPDQ\RIWKHVHIDFLOLties can be implemented in coordination with other capital projects. For
H[DPSOHWUDLOVFDQEHFRQVWUXFWHGDORQJZLWKURDGLPSURYHPHQWSURMHFWV
DQGGUDLQDJHSURMHFWVWKHUHE\UHGXFLQJWKHFRVWSHUPLOHRIWKHVHIDFLOLWLHVGXHWRDQLPSURYHGHFRQRP\RIVFDOHUHVXOWLQJIURPEHLQJSLJJ\
backed onto a larger project.
0DQ\ RI WKH SURMHFWV FDQ EH IXQGHG ZLWK )HGHUDO 6WDWH DQG UHJLRQDO
WUDQVSRUWDWLRQVDIHW\DQGRUDLUTXDOLW\JUDQWV7UDLOVFDQVHUYHDVWUDQVSRUWDWLRQFRUULGRUVIRUFRPPXWHUVPDNLQJWKHSURMHFWVHOLJLEOHIRUIXQGLQJSURJUDPV+RZHYHUVRPHRIWKHWUDLOVDUHSXUHO\UHFUHDWLRQDOLQQDWXUHWKHUHE\OLPLWLQJWKHLUTXDOL¿FDWLRQIRUIHGHUDOO\GHVLJQDWHGPRQH\
DQGPXVWEHVXSSOHPHQWHGRUZKROO\IXQGHGE\ORFDORUSULYDWHVRXUFHV
Table 5.3 – Trail Master Plan Cost Estimates
Type
Miles/Units
([LVWLQJ 3URJUDPPHG

Trails
3ODQQHG7UDLOV DOOW\SHV

7UDLOKHDGV
17
Overlooks/Viewing Points

Total
0LOHV

7\SLFDO&RVW
--

Total Cost
--










(VWLPDWHGFRVWVLQFOXGHGHVLJQDGPLQLVWUDWLRQDQGPLVFHOODQHRXVFRVWVDVZHOODVD
FRQWLQJHQF\7KHFRVWIRUWKH&RUH /RRS7UDLOVHJPHQWVDVUHÁHFWHGLQ7DEOHDUHLQFOXGHGLQWKHWRWDOVVKRZQRQWKLVWDEOH

:KLOHQRWLQFOXGHGDVPDMRUSULRULWLHVRIWKLV7UDLOV0DVWHU3ODQDGGLtional park trails and sidewalks along roadways are important elements
RIWKHSHGHVWULDQDQGELF\FOHLQIUDVWUXFWXUHV\VWHPDQGVKRXOGEHSURvided as needed.
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Core Trail Segment Prioritization
,PSOHPHQWDWLRQSULRULWLHVKDYHEHHQDVVLJQHGWRYDULRXVVHJPHQWVRIWKH
FRUHWUDLOQHWZRUN7KHSULRULWL]DWLRQFULWHULDFKRVHQWRHYDOXDWHWKHWUDLO
corridors include:
 &RQQHFWLYLW\DQG8VHU*HQHUDWRUV±3UR[LPLW\DQGFRQQHFWLYLW\
WRNH\GHVWLQDWLRQVDQGJHQHUDWRUVVSHFL¿FDOO\WKRVHUHIHUHQFHG
LQWKHSUHYLRXV2SSRUWXQLWLHV &RQVWUDLQWVVHFWLRQRIWKLVFKDSter constitute a high priority.
 1HWZRUN&RPSOHWLRQ±6HJPHQWVWKDW¿OOLQDPLVVLQJJDSLQWKH
WUDLOV\VWHPDQGPD[LPL]HUHFUHDWLRQDOEHQH¿WLQWKHPRVWFRVW
HIIHFWLYHPDQQHUUHFHLYHKLJKHUSULRULW\
 ([LVWLQJ 3DUWQHUVKLS RU $YDLODELOLW\ RI 5LJKWV2I:D\ – SegPHQWVORFDWHGZLWKLQSXEOLFULJKWVRIZD\RUODQGRZQHGE\H[LVWLQJSDUWQHUV HJ&HGDU+LOO6WDWH3DUN1RUWKZRRG8QLYHUsity, etc.) are given priority.
 (DVH RI ,PSOHPHQWDWLRQ ± (DVH RI LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ LQ WHUPV RI
WRSRJUDSK\YHJHWDWLRQGHQVLW\QXPEHURIFUHHNDQGWUDI¿FFRQÀLFWVDQGFURVVLQJVHWFLPSDFWWKHSULRULWL]DWLRQ
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)LJXUH²7UDLOV0DVWHU3ODQ3ULRULWLHV
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHFRUHWUDLOSULRULWL]DWLRQ)XOO\LPSOHPHQWHGWKHWUDLOV\VWHPLOOXVWUDWHGRQWKLVPDSZRXOGWRWDO
PLOHV2IWKLVPLOHVH[LVWRUDUHSURJUDPPHGIRUQHDUWHUPFRPSOHWLRQDQGPLOHVDUHSODQQHG1HDUO\KDOIRIWKHSODQQHG
WUDLOPLOHDJH PLOHV FRQVWLWXWHV&RUH7UDLOVHJPHQWV
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Table 5.4 – Trail Master Plan Priorities
Segment Priority
Description
,'
*URXS
1RUWK6RXWK&RUH7UDLO

1
)0IURPQRUWKHUQFLW\OLPLWVWR
1HZ&ODUN5RDG

,Q
)06LGHSDWKIURP1HZ&ODUN5RDG
Progress WR6WUDXVV5RDG

1
&HGDU+LOO5RDGIURP)0WR%HOW
/LQH5RDG

1
+RXVWRQ0DLQ&RRSHU6WUHHWVIURP
%HOW/LQH5RDGWR86

1
/RQJKRUQ%RXOHYDUGIURP86WR9LUJLQLD:HDYHU3DUNDQG3DUNHUYLOOH5RDG

,Q
5HG2DN&UHHN7UDLOIURP9LUJLQLD:HDYHU
Progress Park to Dot Thomas Park

5
5HG2DN&UHHNIURP'RW7KRPDV3DUNWR
southern city limits
Subtotal
(DVW:HVW&RUH7UDLO

,Q
0DQVÀHOG5RDG6LGHSDWKIURPWKHFLW\
Progress OLPLWWR2OG%HOW/LQH5RDG

1
%HOW/LQH5RDGIURP0DQVÀHOG5RDGWR
&HGDU+LOO5RDG


3DUNHUYLOOH3DUNWR/\QQ&UHHN


/\QQ&UHHNIURP3DUNHUYLOOH5RDGWR
'XQFDQYLOOH5RDG

5
/\QQ&UHHNIURP'XQFDQYLOOH5RDGWR
eastern city limits
Subtotal
5DLOURDG&RUH7UDLO

/HQJWK
PLOHV

:LGWK†
IHHW

Cost ‡
WKRXVDQGV

Potential
)XQGLQJ
Sources¨







7(57*





)XQGHG

--





$763

65767(







65767(







65767(

1.5



)XQGHG

--







7(57*

8.6







)XQGHG







1.6








1.3





7.8

-65767(57*
65767(
57*
57*



,IIHDVLEOHDOO&RUH7UDLOVHJPHQWVZLOOEH·ZLGH7KLVFROXPQUHSUHVHQWVSUHGLFWHGPD[LPXPZLGWKVEDVHGRQULJKWRIZD\FRQVWUDLQWV
6LJQLÀFDQWFRVWVDYLQJVFDQEHUHDOL]HGLISURMHFWVDUHLQFRUSRUDWHGLQRWKHUFDSLWDOSURMHFWVVXFKDVVWUHHWFRQVWUXFWLRQRUUHKDELOLWDWLRQ
¨
7(²7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ(QKDQFHPHQWV 7['271&7&2* 57*²5HFUHDWLRQDO7UDLOV*UDQW 73:' 6576²6DIH5RXWHVWR6FKRRO 7['27
'XDOIRRWZLGHVLGHSDWKVRQHRQHDFKVLGHRIWKHURDG
3RUWLRQVRIWKLVDOLJQPHQWPD\EHFRQVWUDLQHGRQO\DOORZLQJDIRRWZLGHWUDLO
†
‡
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Table 5.4 – Trail Master Plan Priorities
Segment Priority
Description
,'
*URXS










5



5



5

%16)5DLOURDGIURPQRUWKHUQFLW\OLPLWWR
:LQWHUJUHHQ5RDG
%16)5DLOURDGIURP:LQWHUJUHHQ5RDG
WR)0
%16)5DLOURDGIURP%HOW/LQH5RDGWR
US-67
%16)5DLOURDGIURP86WRIXWXUH
/DNH5LGJH3DUNZD\H[WHQVLRQ
%16)5DLOURDGIURPIXWXUH/DNH5LGJH
Parkway extension to southern city limits
Subtotal

,QQHU/RRS&RUH7UDLO

3
)0IURP&HGDU+LOO5RDGWR%HOW
/LQH5RDG

3
%HOW/LQH5RDGIURP)0WR&HGDU
+LOO5RDG
Subtotal
0LGGOH/RRS&RUH7UDLO


1RUWKZRRG8QLYHUVLW\IURP)0WR
%HOW/LQH5RDG








1RUWKZRRG8QLYHUVLW\DW%HOW/LQH5RDG
WR:HVW3DUNHUYLOOH5RDG
6RXWK&ODUN5RDGIURP:HVW3DUNHUYLOOH
5RDGWR%HOW/LQH5RDG
Subtotal

/HQJWK
PLOHV

:LGWK†
IHHW

Cost ‡
WKRXVDQGV







Potential
)XQGLQJ
Sources¨
7(57*

1.1



$815

7(57*







65767(57*







7(57*





$583

7(57*

5.5



1.1





65767(

1.3





65767(





1.6





57*1RUWKZRRG
University

1.6





65767(







65767(





,IIHDVLEOHDOO&RUH7UDLOVHJPHQWVZLOOEH·ZLGH7KLVFROXPQUHSUHVHQWVSUHGLFWHGPD[LPXPZLGWKVEDVHGRQULJKWRIZD\FRQVWUDLQWV
6LJQLÀFDQWFRVWVDYLQJVFDQEHUHDOL]HGLISURMHFWVDUHLQFRUSRUDWHGLQRWKHUFDSLWDOSURMHFWVVXFKDVVWUHHWFRQVWUXFWLRQRUUHKDELOLWDWLRQ
¨
7(²7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ(QKDQFHPHQWV 7['271&7&2* 57*²5HFUHDWLRQDO7UDLOV*UDQW 73:' 6576²6DIH5RXWHVWR6FKRRO 7['27
'XDOIRRWZLGHVLGHSDWKVRQHRQHDFKVLGHRIWKHURDG
3RUWLRQVRIWKLVDOLJQPHQWPD\EHFRQVWUDLQHGRQO\DOORZLQJDIRRWZLGHWUDLO
†
‡
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Table 5.4 – Trail Master Plan Priorities
Segment Priority
Description
,'
*URXS
,QQHU/RRS&RUH7UDLO

1
&HGDU+LOO6WDWH3DUNIURP)0WR
0DQVÀHOG5RDG

,Q
/DNH5LGJH3DUNZD\6LGHSDWKIURP0DQProgress VÀHOG5RDGWR86

5
)XWXUH/DNH5LGJH3DUNZD\H[WHQVLRQ
IURP86WR5HG2DN&UHHN

5
%HDU&UHHN5RDGDQGLWVIXWXUHH[WHQVLRQ
IURP5HG2DN&UHHNWR'XQFDQYLOOH5RDG

3
'XQFDQYLOOH5RDGIURP%HDU&UHHN5RDG
WR%HOW/LQH5RDG

3
'XQFDQYLOOH5RDGIURP%HOW/LQH5RDG
WR:LQWHUJUHHQ5RDG

3
:LQWHUJUHHQ5RDGIURP'XQFDQYLOOH
5RDGWR86

3
8WLOLW\HDVHPHQWDQG:LQWHUJUHHQ5RDG
IURP86WR%16)5DLOURDG








:LQWHUJUHHQ5RDGIURP%16)5DLOURDG
WR6WUDXVV5RDG
&HGDU5LGJH3UHVHUYHIURP6WUDXVV5RDG
WR)0
Subtotal
7RWDO²,Q3URJUHVV
7RWDO²)XWXUH3ODQQHG
*UDQG7RWDO

/HQJWK
PLOHV

:LGWK†
IHHW

Cost ‡
WKRXVDQGV

3.6





73:'

3.6



)XQGHG

--







7(57*

1.8





7(57*







7(57*







TE





$337

TE

1.1





TE














8.6



Potential
)XQGLQJ
Sources¨

65767(
57*




,IIHDVLEOHDOO&RUH7UDLOVHJPHQWVZLOOEH·ZLGH7KLVFROXPQUHSUHVHQWVSUHGLFWHGPD[LPXPZLGWKVEDVHGRQULJKWRIZD\FRQVWUDLQWV
6LJQLÀFDQWFRVWVDYLQJVFDQEHUHDOL]HGLISURMHFWVDUHLQFRUSRUDWHGLQRWKHUFDSLWDOSURMHFWVVXFKDVVWUHHWFRQVWUXFWLRQRUUHKDELOLWDWLRQ
¨
7(²7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ(QKDQFHPHQWV 7['271&7&2* 57*²5HFUHDWLRQDO7UDLOV*UDQW 73:' 6576²6DIH5RXWHVWR6FKRRO 7['27
'XDOIRRWZLGHVLGHSDWKVRQHRQHDFKVLGHRIWKHURDG
3RUWLRQVRIWKLVDOLJQPHQWPD\EHFRQVWUDLQHGRQO\DOORZLQJDIRRWZLGHWUDLO
†
‡
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Trail Master Plan First Phase Priorities
7DEOHOLVWVWKHWRSSULRULW\SURMHFWVIRUFRPSOHWLRQRULQLWLDWLRQLQWKH
QH[W¿YH\HDUV7KHVHSURMHFWVDUHDOVRVKRZQLQ7DEOH
Table 5.5 – Trail Master Plan First Phase Priorities
Segment Priority
Description
,'
*URXS


1



1



1



1



1



1

&HGDU+LOO6WDWH3DUNIURP)0WR
0DQVÀHOG5RDG
%HOW/LQH5RDGIURP0DQVÀHOG5RDGWR
&HGDU+LOO5RDG
&HGDU+LOO5RDGIURP)0WR%HOW
/LQH5RDG
+RXVWRQ0DLQ&RRSHU6WUHHWVIURP
%HOW/LQH5RDGWR86
/RQJKRUQ%RXOHYDUGIURP86WR9LUJLQLD:HDYHU3DUNDQG3DUNHUYLOOH5RDG
)0IURPQRUWKHUQFLW\OLPLWVWR
1HZ&ODUN5RDG
Total

/HQJWK
PLOHV

:LGWK†
IHHW

Cost ‡
WKRXVDQGV

3.6











65767(57*





$763

65767(







65767(







65767(







7(57*



Potential
)XQGLQJ
Sources¨
73:'



,IIHDVLEOHDOO&RUH7UDLOVHJPHQWVZLOOEH·ZLGH7KLVFROXPQUHSUHVHQWVSUHGLFWHGPD[LPXPZLGWKVEDVHGRQULJKWRIZD\FRQVWUDLQWV
6LJQLÀFDQWFRVWVDYLQJVFDQEHUHDOL]HGLISURMHFWVDUHLQFRUSRUDWHGLQRWKHUFDSLWDOSURMHFWVVXFKDVVWUHHWFRQVWUXFWLRQRUUHKDELOLWDWLRQ
¨
7(²7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ(QKDQFHPHQWV 7['271&7&2* 57*²5HFUHDWLRQDO7UDLOV*UDQW 73:' 6576²6DIH5RXWHVWR6FKRRO 7['27
'XDOIRRWZLGHVLGHSDWKVRQHRQHDFKVLGHRIWKHURDG
3RUWLRQVRIWKLVDOLJQPHQWPD\EHFRQVWUDLQHGRQO\DOORZLQJDIRRWZLGHWUDLO
†
‡
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5.4
BIKEWAYS

%LNHZD\V VHUYH ERWK UHFUHDWLRQ DQG WUDQVSRUWDWLRQ IXQFWLRQV  (YHU\
ZHHNGR]HQV²LIQRWKXQGUHGV²RIDYLGUHFUHDWLRQDOF\FOLVWVWDNHWR&HGDU+LOO¶VEHDXWLIXOURDGZD\VHVSHFLDOO\)00DQV¿HOG5RDGDQG
/DNH5LGJH3DUNZD\7KHSRSXODULW\RI&HGDU+LOOIRUUHFUHDWLRQDOURDG
F\FOLVWVLVZKDWOHGWRWKHIRUPDWLRQRIWKH+HDGIRUWKH+LOOV%LNH5DOO\
In addition to recreational cyclists, there are transportation cyclists in
Cedar Hill, including adult commuters and school children.

Inventory & Assessment
&HGDU +LOO GRHV QRW FXUUHQWO\ KDYH DQ\ IRUPDOL]HG ELNHZD\V WKRXJK
F\FOLVWVDUHOHJDOO\DOORZHGWRULGHRQDQ\URDGZD\RWKHUWKDQIUHHZD\V
7KHDYLGUHFUHDWLRQDOF\FOLVWVWKDWULGHDORQJ)00DQV¿HOG5RDG
DQG/DNH5LGJH3DUNZD\GRVRHLWKHURQWKHURDGZD\V¶VKRXOGHUV ZKHUH
present) or in a regular travel lane.

Needs
7KHQHHGIRUDGGLWLRQDOELNHZD\VDUHEDVHGRQWKUHHIDFWRUV
1. &LWL]HQ GHPDQG DV H[SUHVVHG WKURXJK WKH SXEOLF LQYROYHPHQW
SURFHVV
 $QDQDO\VLVRIFRQQHFWLYLW\IRUF\FOLVWVXVLQJURDGZD\VDQG
 Federal and regional government initiatives.
8QOLNHWUDLOVOHYHORIVHUYLFHLVQRWDQDO\]HGIRUELNHZD\V7KHUHDVRQ
EHLQJ WKDW WKH NH\ PHDVXUH RI D ELNHZD\ V\VWHP¶V SHUIRUPDQFH LV LWV
FRQQHFWLYLW\DSSURSULDWHQHVVWRWDUJHWXVHUVDQGTXDOLW\RIGHVLJQQRW
WKHPLOHVRIELNHZD\VSHUFDSLWD
Citizen Demand
$VZLWKWUDLOVWKHUHLVVWURQJVXSSRUWIRUWKHSURYLVLRQRIELNHZD\VHVSHFLDOO\ZKHQWKH\DUHGHVLJQHGWRSURYLGHDKLJKOHYHORIFRPIRUWDQG
VHQVHRIVDIHW\IRUQRYLFHRU%F\FOLVWV1.

1

The term “B-cyclists” refers to the
average bike rider. See page 5-5.
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Network Connectivity Analysis
7KHJRDORIWKHQHWZRUNFRQQHFWLYLW\DQDO\VLVIRUELNHZD\VLVWKHVDPH
DVLWLVIRUWUDLOVWRLGHQWLI\ODFNRIFRQQHFWLYLW\WRGHVWLQDWLRQVDQGZLWKLQWKHQHWZRUNLWVHOI7KLVDQDO\VLVLVEDVHGRQWKHPDSSLQJLQIRUPDWLRQ
LQFOXGHGLQ)LJXUH 2SSRUWXQLWLHV &RQVWUDLQWV RQSDJH
&RQVLGHULQJ WKH FXUUHQW ODFN RI IRUPDO ELNHZD\V WKHUH LV QRW DQ DGHTXDWHOHYHORIFRQQHFWLYLW\IRUJHQHUDOF\FOLVWVDWWKLVWLPH$YLGF\FOLVWV
WKDWDUHFRPIRUWDEOHULGLQJZLWKWUDI¿FHQMR\DUHODWLYHO\DGHTXDWHOHYHO
RIFRQQHFWLYLW\+RZHYHUQRYLFHVWKDWDUHQRWFRPIRUWDEOHULGLQJZLWK
WUDI¿FDUHIRUFHGWRUHPDLQRQQHLJKERUKRRGVWUHHWV RUXVHWUDLOV ZKLFK
limits their access to potential destinations.
7KHSULRULW\IRUWKHELNHZD\VV\VWHPWKHUHIRUHLVWREHJLQHVWDEOLVKLQJ
ELNHZD\VDORQJVWUHHWVWKDWSURYLGHWKHKLJKHVWOHYHORIFRQQHFWLYLW\DQG
RUZRXOGUHTXLUHUHODWLYHO\LQH[SHQVLYHOHYHOVRILQYHVWPHQW&ROOHFWRU
URDGVWKURXJKQHLJKERUKRRGVDQGVWUHHWVLQ'RZQWRZQDQG8SWRZQDUH
SULPH IRU LQLWLDO SURMHFWV  ,Q DGGLWLRQ DQ\ URDGZD\ SURMHFW LQYROYLQJ
UHVXUIDFLQJ UHVWULSLQJ RU SDYHPHQW PRGL¿FDWLRQV VKRXOG LQFRUSRUDWH
SODQQHGELNHZD\HOHPHQWVWRWKHH[WHQWSRVVLEOH
Special consideration should be given to intersections, which should be
ODLGRXWLQDZD\WKDWPDNHVPRWRULVWVDZDUHRIWKHF\FOLVWV¶LQWHQWLRQV
well in advance. Intersection improvements to consider include:
 6SHFL¿FSDYHPHQWPDUNLQJVVXFKDV³ELNHER[HV´ DOVRUHIHUUHG
WRDV³EOXHER[HV´RU³JUHHQER[HV´ DWLQWHUVHFWLRQVDQGVROLG
FRORUELNHODQHV ZKHUHWKHHQWLUHELNHODQHLVSDLQWHGZLWKDQRWLFHDEOHFRORUVXFKDVJUHHQLQRUGHUWREHPRUHYLVLEOH 
 :DUQLQJVLJQVZKHUHYHUPRWRULVWVZLOOKDYHWRFURVVRYHUDQRQ
VWUHHWELNHODQH VXFKDVWRHQWHUDULJKWWXUQODQH DQG
 %LF\FOHRULHQWHGWUDI¿FVLJQDOV ZKLFKJLYHF\FOLVWVDKHDGVWDUW
through the intersection).
There are many nuances and details associated with providing bike lanes
that can only be addressed during the design process.
Federal & Regional Government Initiatives
5HFHQW)HGHUDOLQLWLDWLYHVDQGPDQGDWHVZKLFKDIIHFWKRZ7['27DQG
1&7&2*¶VIXQGLQJLVDOORFDWHGUHTXLUHWKDWQHZURDGZD\SURMHFWVLQFOXGH IDFLOLWLHV IRU ELF\FOHV DQG SHGHVWULDQV 7KLV LQFOXGHV ELNH ODQHV
RUZLGHRXWVLGHVKDUHGODQHV PLQLPXPRIIHHWLQZLGWK1), as well as
VLGHZDONVIRUSHGHVWULDQV
1
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This Master Plan recommends 14.5’
minimum for shared lanes, with 16’
preferred.
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Bikeway Typologies
7KHUHDUHVHYHUDOGLIIHUHQWW\SHVRIIDFLOLWLHVWKDWIDOOZLWKLQWKHELNHZD\V FDWHJRU\²WKHVH LQFOXGH VKDUHG ODQHV  ELNH ODQHV DQG EXIIHUHG
ELNHODQHVF\FOHWUDFNV,QDGGLWLRQ³VLGHSDWKV´ VKDUHGXVHSDWKVDORQJ
URDGZD\V FDQEHXVHGZKHUHWUDI¿FYROXPHVDQGVSHHGVDUHH[WUHPHO\
KLJK(DFKRIWKHVHIDFLOLW\W\SHVDUHGHVFULEHGLQPRUHGHWDLOEHORZ
Shared Lanes
7KLVW\SHRIIDFLOLW\GRHVQRWLQFOXGHVWULSLQJWRGHOLQHDWHVSDFHIRUELF\FOHVIURPVSDFHIRUDXWRPRELOHV+RZHYHUVKDUHGODQHELNHZD\VLQFOXGHZLGHUODQHV ¶PLQLPXP>¶SUHIHUUHG@LIRQVWUHHWSDUNLQJLV
QRWDOORZHGZKLFKJLYHVURRPIRUDQRUPDOVL]HGDXWRPRELOHWRVDIHO\
pass a bicycle), pavement markings, and are most appropriate along
ORZHUWUDI¿FVWUHHWV2QIRXUODQHURDGVRQO\WKHRXWVLGHODQHVVKRXOG
be marked as shared lanes.
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Bike Lanes
7KHEHQH¿WVRIELNHODQHVZKLFKDUHPRVWDSSURSULDWHDORQJPRGHUDWH
WUDI¿FVWUHHWVLQFOXGHWKHFOHDUGHOLQHDWLRQEHWZHHQVSDFHIRUELF\FOHV
DQGVSDFHIRUDXWRPRELOHVDQGWKHLUKLJKYLVLELOLW\WRF\FOLVWVDQGPRWRULVWVDOLNH ZKLFKFDQLPSURYHVDIHW\DVZHOODVZD\¿QGLQJ %LNHODQHV
VKRXOGEHDPLQLPXP¶ZLGHIURPWKHHGJHRISDYHPHQW QRWLQFOXGLQJ
WKHJXWWHU DQGLGHDOO\¶ZLGHZKHQHYHUSRVVLEOH3DUNLQJDORQJVLGHD
ELNHODQHLVVWURQJO\GLVFRXUDJHGKRZHYHULISDUNLQJPXVWEHSURYLGHG
LWVKRXOGVWDQGVHSDUDWHO\IURPWKHELNHODQH7KDWLVWKHSDUNLQJDLVOH
VKRXOGQRWHQFURDFKXSRQDQGVKRXOGEHLQDGGLWLRQWRWKH¶WR¶ZLGH
ELNHODQH2QRQHZD\VWUHHWVZKHUHDELNHODQHLVRQO\SURYLGHGRQRQH
VLGHRIWKHURDGSDUNLQJVKRXOGEHORFDWHGRQWKHRSSRVLWHVLGHWRPLQLPL]HSRWHQWLDOFRQÀLFWVEHWZHHQFDUVDQGELF\FOHV
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Buffered Bike Lanes / Cycle Tracks
7KHVH DUH UHODWLYHO\ QHZ ELNHZD\ W\SHV LQ WKH 8QLWHG 6WDWHV WKRXJK
very common in European cities such as Copenhagen, Amsterdam, and
0XHQVWHUDVZHOODV9DQFRXYHU&DQDGD 7KHVHW\SHVRIIDFLOLWLHVDUH
SUHIHUUHGIRUKLJKHUWUDI¿FURDGZD\VDQGDORQJPDMRUELNHZD\FRUULGRUV
WKDWDUHDQWLFLSDWHGWRKDYHDYHU\KLJKYROXPHRIELF\FOHWUDI¿FDVWKH\
provide additional space between bicycles and cars.
%XIIHUHGELNHODQHVDUHVLPSO\ELNHODQHVZLWKDQDGGLWLRQDO¶RUPRUH
RIVWULSHGDUHDEHWZHHQWKHELNHODQHDQGWKHUHJXODUWUDI¿FODQHV&\FOH
WUDFNVRQWKHRWKHUKDQGDUHVHSDUDWHGIURPDXWRPRELOHVWKURXJKDFXUE
SDUNLQJ DLVOH PHGLDQ EROODUG RU VLPLODU DQG DUH VHSDUDWHG IURP SHdestrians through a painted stripe, grade separation, or landscaped area.
&\FOHWUDFNVFDQEHRQHZD\RUWZRZD\KRZHYHUWZRZD\YHUVLRQV
DUHPXFKPRUHGLI¿FXOWWRGHVLJQDQGUHTXLUHPRUHVLJQDJHDQGWUDI¿F
FRQWUROPHDVXUHVWKDQRQHZD\YHUVLRQV$W\SLFDOF\FOHWUDFNZLOOEH¶
ZLGHZKLFKDOORZVIRURQHELF\FOHWUDYHOODQHDQGRQHELF\FOHSDVVLQJ
ODQH'HWHUPLQLQJEHWZHHQWKHDSSOLFDWLRQRIDEXIIHUHGELNHODQHDQG
a cycle track must be done on a case-by-case basis during the design
process.

%XIIHUHG%LNH/DQH

&\FOH7UDFN

5–32

Chapter 5 – Trails & Bikeways

Sidepaths
,QVRPHFDVHV²HLWKHUDORQJYHU\KLJKWUDI¿FURDGZD\VRUZKHUHODUJH
YROXPHVRI7\SH%F\FOLVWVDUHH[SHFWHG²LWPD\EHSUHIHUDEOHWRSURYLGH D VLGHSDWK D PXOWLXVH SDWK RU WUDLO IRU F\FOLVWV DQG SHGHVWULDQV
DORQJRQHRUERWKVLGHVRIDURDGZD\ 6LGHSDWKVDUHJHQHUDOO\WKHSUHIHUUHGELNHZD\W\SHIRU*UHHQZD\$UWHULDOV VHH&KDSWHU 6LGHSDWKV
VKRXOGEHGHVLJQHGWRPHHWDOO$$6+72VWDQGDUGVIRUVKDUHGXVHSDWKV
LQFOXGLQJ VLJQDJH DQG WUDLOVSHFL¿F WUDI¿F FRQWUROVLJQDJH  6LGHSDWKV
LQGLFDWHGRQ)LJXUHVKRXOGEHDPLQLPXPRI¶LQZLGWKZKHQSURYLGHGRQERWKVLGHVRIWKHURDGZD\RU¶LQZLGWKZKHQSURYLGHGRQ
RQO\ RQH VLGH  1RWH WKDW WKH7UDLOV 0DVWHU 3ODQ )LJXUH   LQFOXGHV
WUDLOV DORQJ URDGZD\V WKDW DUH QRW SDUW RI WKH %LNHZD\V 0DVWHU 3ODQ
7KRVHWUDLOVVKRXOGEHDPLQLPXPRI¶LQZLGWKZKHQSURYLGHGRQERWK
VLGHVRIWKHURDGZD\RU¶ZKHQSURYLGHGRQRQO\RQHVLGH,QLQVWDQFHV
ZKHUHDVLGHSDWKLVSURYLGHGRQRQO\RQHVLGHRIWKHURDGZD\DVLGHZDON
ZLWKDZLGWKRI¶RUJUHDWHUVKRXOGEHSURYLGHGRQWKHRWKHUVLGH
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Bikeway Network
7KHSXUSRVHRIWKHELNHZD\VPDVWHUSODQLVWRSURYLGHDFLW\ZLGHQHWZRUNRIELF\FOHIDFLOLWLHVWKDWSURYLGHDFFHVVDFURVVWKHHQWLUHFLW\FRQnect all major destinations—including parks, shopping areas, transit
stations, and major employment centers—and provide links to neighERULQJFLWLHVDQGUHJLRQDOWUDLOV\VWHPV7KHREMHFWLYHLVIRUELNHZD\VWR
SURYLGHVDIHTXLFNDQGGLUHFWWUDYHODORQJFRUULGRUVZLWKKLJKELF\FOH
GHPDQGDQGWRFRQQHFWGLVFRQWLQXRXVVHJPHQWVRIPXOWLXVHWUDLOV
The planned bikeway network has been designed to connect and support
WKHWUDLOV\VWHPZKLOHDOVRVHUYLQJDVDVWDQGDORQHV\VWHPIRUF\FOLVWV
WKDWZLVKWRXWLOL]HURDGZD\V7KHQHWZRUNLVEXLOWWRUHÀHFWIRUHFDVWHG
IXWXUHWUDI¿FYROXPHVVRYHKLFXODUWUDI¿FLVQRWXQGXO\HIIHFWHGE\WKH
ELNHZD\V$QRWKHUHIIHFWRIWKLVDSSURDFKLVWKDWELNHZD\IDFLOLWLHVDUH
DSSURSULDWHIRUWKHDPRXQWRIDGMDFHQWWUDI¿FDQGDUHFRPIRUWDEOHIRUXVHUV:KLOHDYLGKLJKVSHHGF\FOLVWVZLOOEHDEOHWRFRPIRUWDEO\XWLOL]H
WKHQHWZRUNLWLVSULPDULO\GHVLJQHGWRDSSHDOWRDYHUDJHELNHULGHUV %
F\FOLVWV ZKLFKFRQVWLWXWHWKHPDMRULW\RIFXUUHQWRUSRWHQWLDOF\FOLVWV
Alignment Selection
%LNHZD\DOLJQPHQWVZHUHFKRVHQWRSURYLGHGLUHFWURXWHVZLWKPLQLPDO
WXUQV)HZHUWXUQVDORQJDURXWHPLQLPL]HFRQIXVLRQDQGWKHHIIRUWUHTXLUHGWRQDYLJDWHWKHV\VWHP$QHDVLHUWRXVHV\VWHPZLOOHQFRXUDJH
JUHDWHUXVHE\DYDULHW\RIF\FOLVWV7KHVHDOLJQPHQWVDOVRSURYLGHURXWH
RSWLRQV ZLWK YDU\LQJ IDFLOLW\ W\SHV VR WKDW SHRSOH ZLWK GLIIHUHQW VNLOO
OHYHOVFDQVHOHFWDURXWHWKDWWKH\DUHFRPIRUWDEOHXVLQJ7KHELNHZD\
V\VWHPSULPDULO\XWLOL]HVH[LVWLQJDQGIXWXUHDUWHULDODQGFROOHFWRUWKRURXJKIDUHVIRUWKHVHUHDVRQV
 They provide better cross-town connectivity than minor neighborhood streets.
 7KH\W\SLFDOO\KDYHPRUHDYDLODEOHULJKWRIZD\WKDQQHLJKERUhood streets.
 7KH\DUHWKHVWUHHWVZLWKZKLFKPRVWFLWL]HQVDUHDOUHDG\IDPLOLDU
 They typically connect to neighboring cities and transit systems.
Bikeways and Trails
:KHUH ELNHZD\V RYHUODS WKH &RUH 7UDLO QHWZRUNV ZKLFK RQO\ RFFXUV
DORQJVWUHHWVQRWDORQJJUHHQZD\V DKLJKHUHDVHRIXVHRQVWUHHWIDFLOLW\ LV SODQQHG  ,Q RWKHU ZRUGV VLGHSDWKV EXIIHUHG ELNH ODQHV DQG
cycle tracks are typically provided rather than shared lanes or traditional
ELNHODQHV([DPSOHVRIWKHVHVLWXDWLRQVDUH)00DQV¿HOG5RDG
DQG'XQFDQYLOOH5RDG3ODQQHGELNHZD\VZLOOFRQQHFWWRH[LVWLQJDQG
SODQQHGWUDLOVWRDOORZXVHUVWRDFFHVVWKRVHWUDLOVE\ELNHPLQLPL]LQJ
their dependency on their car.
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)LJXUH²%LNHZD\V0DVWHU3ODQ
7KLV¿JXUHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHORFDWLRQRISODQQHGELNHZD\VLQ&HGDU+LOO7KHFRUHWUDLOQHWZRUNLVVKRZQLQOLJKWJUH\IRUUHIHUHQFH
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Bikeway Implementation
7KH%LNHZD\V0DVWHU3ODQUHFRPPHQGVPLOHVRIQHZVKDUHGODQHV
ELNHODQHVEXIIHUHGELNHODQHVF\FOHWUDFNVDQGVLGHSDWKV6LGHSDWKV
FRQVWLWXWHRIWKHVHPLOHVZKLFKDUHDOVRDFFRXQWHGIRULQWKH7UDLOV
0DVWHU3ODQ&RVW(VWLPDWHV7DEOHGHSLFWVWKHYDULRXVELNHZD\IDFLOity types and includes cost estimates. However, there is a great amount
RIYDULDELOLW\ZLWKLQWKHFRVWRIWKLVW\SHRIIDFLOLW\)RUH[DPSOHVWULSLQJDELNHODQHRQDURDGZD\ZLWKH[FHVVSDYHPHQWZLGWKUHTXLUHVOLWWOH
PRUHWKDQWKHFRVW RI WKHSDLQWLWVHOI$W WKHRWKHUH[WUHPHDGGLQJD
ELNHODQHWRDURDGZD\ZLWKRXWDGHTXDWHSDYHPHQWZLGWKFRXOGUHTXLUH
GHPROLVKLQJDQGUHFRQVWUXFWLQJFXUEVPRGLI\LQJGUDLQDJHSRWHQWLDOO\
UHORFDWLQJXWLOLWLHVPRGLI\LQJVLGHZDONVDQGGULYHZD\VHWF
$VZLWKWUDLOVPDQ\RIWKHVHIDFLOLWLHVFDQEHLPSOHPHQWHGLQFRRUGLQDWLRQZLWKURDGUHFRQVWUXFWLRQLPSURYHPHQWSURMHFWV,QUHDOLW\WKLVPD\
EHWKHRQO\WLPHWKDWWKHSURYLVLRQRIELNHZD\VLVIHDVLEOHIURPDFRVW
SRLQWRIYLHZ
Table 5.6 – Bikeways Master Plan Cost Estimates
Type
Miles
Typical Cost
per Mile
UHWURÀW
6KDUHG/DQHV


%LNH/DQHV


%XIIHUHG%LNH/DQHV


Cycle Tracks
6LGH3DWKV


)XUWKHU6WXG\1HHGHG

Total
0LOHV

Typical Cost per Mile
QHZFRQVWUXFWLRQ






&RVWVIRUIDFLOLWLHVUHWURÀWWHGRQWRVWUHHWV,QFOXGHVSDYHPHQWPDUNLQJVDQGVLJQDJH$VVXPHV DGHTXDWH H[LVWLQJ SDYHPHQW ZLGWK  3URMHFWV UHTXLULQJ SDYHPHQW VHFWLRQ PRGLÀFDWLRQVXWLOLW\UHORFDWLRQVULJKWRIZD\DFTXLVLWLRQHWFZRXOGEHVLJQLÀFDQWO\PRUHH[SHQVLYH
&RVWVIRUIDFLOLWLHVFRQVWUXFWHGZLWKRWKHUURDGZD\SURMHFWV,QFOXGHVDGGLWLRQDOSDYHPHQW
ZLGWKVWULSLQJDQGVLJQDJH'RHVQRWLQFOXGHDGGLWLRQDOULJKWRIZD\
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Priority Bikeway Projects
7DEOHOLVWVXSFRPLQJURDGZD\SURMHFWVZKLFKZLOOLQFOXGHELNHZD\
IDFLOLWLHV DV ZHOO DV DGGLWLRQDO ELNHZD\ SURMHFWV WKDW ZLOO SURYLGH LQcreased connectivity.
Table 5.7 – Priority Bikeway Projects
8SFRPLQJ5RDGZD\3URMHFWV
3URMHFW

3ODQQHG)DFLOLW\
Type
0DQVÀHOG5RDGIURP&LW\/LPLWWR%HOW/LQH %LNH/DQHV 
5RDG
·6LGHSDWK
/DNH5LGJH3DUNZD\IURP0DQVÀHOG5RDG
%LNH/DQHV 
to US-67
·6LGHSDWK
3OHDVDQW5XQ5RDGIURP-RH:LOVRQ5RDG
%LNH/DQHV 
WR'XQFDQYLOOH5RDG
·6LGHSDWK
)0IURP1HZ&ODUN5RDGWR6WUDXVV
%LNH/DQHV 
5RDG
·6LGHSDWK
6RXWK&ODUN5RDGIURP%HOW/LQH5RDGWR
%XIIHUHG%LNH
3DUNHUYLOOH5RDG
/DQHRU&\FOH
Track
$GGLWLRQDO3URMHFWVIRU,QFUHDVHG&RQQHFWLYLW\
%HOW/LQH5RDGIURP0DQVÀHOG5RDGWR
%LNH/DQHV 
&HGDU+LOO5RDG
·6LGHSDWK
&HGDU+LOO5RDGIURP%HOW/LQH5RDGWR
%LNH/DQHV
1RUWK&LW\/LPLW
)0IURP1RUWK&LW\/LPLWWR1HZ
%LNH/DQHV 
&ODUN5RDG
·6LGHSDWK
3OHDVDQW5XQIURP)0WR-RH:LOVRQ
%LNH/DQHV
5RDG
3DUNHUYLOOH5RDGIURP+RXVWRQ6WUHHWWR
%XIIHUHG%LNH
-RH:LOVRQ5RDG
/DQHRU&\FOH
Track
0HDQGHULQJ'ULYH&DQQDGD\'ULYH6WRQH- 6KDUHG/DQH
ZRRG'ULYHIURP3OHDVDQW5XQ5RDGWR
/LWWOH&UHHN5RDG
+RXVWRQ6WUHHWIURP%HOW/LQH5RDGWR
%LNH/DQHV
3DUNHUYLOOH5RDGDQG&RRSHU6WUHHWIURP
+RXVWRQ6WUHHWWR86

Miles

3.6







1.5
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5.5
POTENTIAL
FUNDING SOURCES

7UDLOVDQGELNHZD\VVKDUHPDQ\IXQGLQJVRXUFHVLQFOXGLQJVHYHUDOJUDQW
SURJUDPV0DQ\RIWKHIROORZLQJIXQGLQJVRXUFHVFDQEHDSSOLHGWRERWK
trail projects and bikeway projects.
Municipal Bonds
'HEW ¿QDQFLQJ WKURXJK WKH LVVXDQFH RI PXQLFLSDO ERQGV LV WKH PRVW
FRPPRQZD\LQZKLFKWRIXQGWUDLOSURMHFWV7KLVW\SHRIIXQGLQJLVD
strategy wherein a city issues a bond, receives an immediate cash payPHQWWR¿QDQFHSURMHFWVDQGPXVWUHSD\WKHERQGZLWKLQWHUHVWRYHUD
VHWSHULRGRIWLPHUDQJLQJIURPDIHZ\HDUVWRVHYHUDOGHFDGHV*HQHUDO
REOLJDWLRQ ERQGV²WKH PRVW FRPPRQ IRUP RI PXQLFLSDO ERQG²LV WKH
SULPDU\ERQGW\SHIRUWUDLOSURMHFWV
Impact Fees & Developer Requirements
7KLVWRROFDQEHXVHGWRUHTXLUHQHZGHYHORSPHQWWRSURYLGHWUDLOULJKWV
RIZD\RUHDVHPHQWVWRRIIVHWWKH&LW\¶VFRVWV$OORZLQJRUUHTXLULQJ
developers to construct trails in accordance with City standards is an alWHUQDWLYHLPSOHPHQWDWLRQPHWKRG)RUELNHZD\VWKH5RDGZD\,PSDFW
)HHZLOOSURYLGHIXQGLQJIRUQHZIDFLOLWLHVDVGHYHORSPHQWRFFXUV
Tax Increment Financing/Public Improvement Districts
7KHVHUHODWHGWRROVDOORZDGHYHORSPHQWGLVWULFWWRGLYHUWDSRUWLRQRILWV
SURSHUW\WD[HVWRIXQGLQIUDVWUXFWXUHLPSURYHPHQWVZLWKLQLWVDUHD7KLV
can include trails and trailheads.
Recreational Trail Grants (Trails Only)
7KH7H[DV3DUNV :LOGOLIH'HSDUWPHQW 73:' DGPLQLVWHUVWKH1DWLRQDO5HFUHDWLRQDO7UDLOV)XQGLQ7H[DVXQGHUWKHDSSURYDORIWKH)HGHUDO+LJKZD\$GPLQLVWUDWLRQ )+:$ 7KHJUDQWVFDQEHXSWR
RI SURMHFW FRVWV ZLWK D PD[LPXP RI  IRU QRQPRWRUL]HG WUDLO
JUDQWV)XQGVFDQEHVSHQWRQERWKPRWRUL]HGDQGQRQPRWRUL]HGUHFUHDWLRQDOWUDLOSURMHFWVVXFKDVWKHFRQVWUXFWLRQRIQHZUHFUHDWLRQDOWUDLOV
WRLPSURYHH[LVWLQJWUDLOVWRGHYHORSWUDLOKHDGVRUWUDLOVLGHIDFLOLWLHVDQG
WRDFTXLUHWUDLOFRUULGRUV7KHDSSOLFDWLRQGHDGOLQHLV0D\VWHDFK\HDU
Texas Department of Transportation Statewide Transportation
Enhancement Program
7KURXJKWKH6WDWHZLGH7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ(QKDQFHPHQW3URJUDP 67(3 
WKH 7H[DV 'HSDUWPHQW RI 7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ 7['27  SHULRGLFDOO\ PDNHV
IXQGVDYDLODEOHIRUWKHFRQVWUXFWLRQRIELF\FOHURXWHVWUDLOVSHGHVWULDQ

5–38

Chapter 5 – Trails & Bikeways

VDIHW\ HQKDQFHPHQWV DQG ODQGVFDSLQJ RI WUDQVSRUWDWLRQ IDFLOLWLHV  7R
GDWH WKHUH KDYH EHHQ VHYHQ SURJUDP FDOOV    
FDQFHOOHGDQG WRWDOLQJPLOOLRQZRUWKRIJUDQW
GROODUVDZDUGHG*UDQWVHOHFWLRQDQGDGPLQLVWUDWLRQJRHVWKURXJKWKH
1RUWK &HQWUDO 7H[DV &RXQFLO RI *RYHUQPHQWV 1&7&2*  ZKLFK UHYLHZVWKHSURMHFWVZLWKLQWKH0HWURSROLWDQ3ODQQLQJ$UHDIRUHOLJLELOLW\
UDQNVWKHSURMHFWVDQGSURYLGHVWKH6WDWHUHTXLUHG/HWWHURI7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ,PSURYHPHQW3URJUDP3ODFHPHQW
67(3SURYLGHVPRQHWDU\VXSSRUWIRUWUDQVSRUWDWLRQDFWLYLWLHVGHVLJQHG
WR VWUHQJWKHQ WKH FXOWXUDO DHVWKHWLF DQG HQYLURQPHQWDO DVSHFWV RI WKH
transportation system. Funding is on a cost reimbursement basis and
SURMHFWVVHOHFWHGDUHHOLJLEOHIRUUHLPEXUVHPHQWRIXSWR7KLVLV
RQHRIWKHPRVWLPSRUWDQWJUDQWVIRUWUDLOSURMHFWV
North Central Texas Council of Governments (NCTCOG)
6XVWDLQDEOH'HYHORSPHQW)XQGLQJ3URJUDP

7KH 1RUWK &HQWUDO7H[DV &RXQFLO RI *RYHUQPHQWV 6XVWDLQDEOH 'HYHORSPHQW)XQGLQJ3URJUDPZDVFUHDWHGE\LWVSROLF\ERG\WKH5HJLRQDO
7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ &RXQFLO WR HQFRXUDJH SXEOLFSULYDWH SDUWQHUVKLSV WKDW
SRVLWLYHO\ DGGUHVV H[LVWLQJ WUDQVSRUWDWLRQ V\VWHP FDSDFLW\ UDLO DFFHVV
DLU TXDOLW\ FRQFHUQV DQGRU PL[HG ODQG XVHV  %\ DOORFDWLQJ WUDQVSRUWDWLRQ IXQGV WR ODQG XVH SURMHFWV SURPRWLQJ DOWHUQDWLYH WUDQVSRUWDWLRQ
PRGHVRUUHGXFHGDXWRPRELOHXVH1&7&2*DQGLWVUHJLRQDOSDUWQHUV
DUHZRUNLQJWRDGGUHVVPRXQWLQJDLUTXDOLW\FRQJHVWLRQDQGTXDOLW\RI
OLIHLVVXHV
7KHSURJUDPLVGHVLJQHGWRIRVWHUJURZWKDQGGHYHORSPHQWLQDQGDURXQG
KLVWRULFGRZQWRZQVDQG³0DLQ6WUHHWV´LQ¿OODUHDVDQGSDVVHQJHUUDLO
OLQHVDQGVWDWLRQV7RVXSSRUWWKLVHIIRUWWKH5HJLRQDO7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ
&RXQFLO GHVLJQDWHG  PLOOLRQ LQ  IRU VXVWDLQDEOH LQIUDVWUXFWXUH
DQGSODQQLQJSURMHFWVWKURXJKRXWWKHUHJLRQ7\SHVRISURMHFWVLQFOXGH
 Infrastructure: A construction project that provides public inIUDVWUXFWXUHLQWKHSXEOLFULJKWRIZD\DQGFDQEHXVHGWRVXSSRUW
SULYDWHYHUWLFDOGHYHORSPHQW LHEXLOGLQJV ([DPSOHVLQFOXGH
pedestrian amenities, landscaping, intersection improvements,
OLJKWLQJVWUHHWFRQVWUXFWLRQWUDI¿FVLJQDOL]DWLRQHWF
 Planning3URMHFWVWKDWLQFOXGHPDUNHWKRXVLQJDQGHFRQRPLF
DQDO\VHVWUDQVLWVWDWLRQSODQQLQJ7UDQVLW2ULHQWHG'HYHORSPHQW
72' SODQQLQJJHQHUDOSODQQLQJ VXEGLYLVLRQUHJXODWLRQVFUHDWLRQRIQHZFRGH]RQLQJUHJXODWLRQVPDVWHUSODQQLQJXSGDWHV
WRSHGHVWULDQDQGRUELF\FOHSODQVHWF DQGRWKHUV
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5HJLRQDO7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ&RXQFLO3DUWQHUVKLS3URJUDP
7KURXJK WKH /RFDO$LU 4XDOLW\ 3URJUDP 1&7&2*¶V 5HJLRQDO7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ &RXQFLO IXQGV WUDQVSRUWDWLRQ SURMHFWV WKDW DGGUHVV WKH QHZ
DLUTXDOLW\VWDQGDUGVLQFOXGLQJWUDI¿FVLJQDOWLPLQJWULSUHGXFWLRQDLU
TXDOLW\ RXWUHDFK DQG PDUNHWLQJ SURJUDPV YDQSRRO SURJUDPV ELF\FOH
pedestrian regional connections, high-emitting-vehicle programs, diesel
IUHLJKWSURJUDPVRIIURDGFRQVWUXFWLRQYHKLFOHHPLVVLRQVUHGXFWLRQSURJUDPVSDUNDQGULGHIDFLOLWLHVDQGRWKHUDLUTXDOLW\VWUDWHJLHV
&RQJHVWLRQ 0LWLJDWLRQ DQG $LU 4XDOLW\ &0$4  ,PSURYHPHQW 3UR
JUDP5HJLRQDO6XUIDFH7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ3URJUDP
7KH&0$4,PSURYHPHQW3URJUDPGLUHFWVIXQGVWRWUDQVSRUWDWLRQSURMHFWVLQ&OHDQ$LU$FWQRQDWWDLQPHQWDUHDVIRUR]RQHDQGFDUERQPRQR[LGH 7KHVH SURMHFWV VKRXOG FRQWULEXWH WR PHHWLQJ WKH DWWDLQPHQW RI
QDWLRQDODPELHQWDLUTXDOLW\VWDQGDUGV 1$$46 &0$4IXQGVPD\EH
XVHGIRUFRQVWUXFWLRQRISHGHVWULDQZDONZD\VDQGELF\FOHWUDQVSRUWDWLRQ
IDFLOLWLHVRUQRQFRQVWUXFWLRQSURMHFWVVXFKDVEURFKXUHVDQGURXWHPDSV
UHODWHGWRVDIHELF\FOHXVH%LF\FOHSURMHFWVPXVWEHSULPDULO\IRUWUDQVportation rather than recreation and must be included in a plan developed
E\HDFK0HWURSROLWDQ3ODQQLQJ2UJDQL]DWLRQDQGWKH6WDWH3URMHFWVWKDW
bring sidewalks into compliance with the Americans with Disabilities
$FW$FFHVVLELOLWLHV *XLGHOLQHV $'$$*  DUH HOLJLEOH IRU WKHVH IXQGV
%HFDXVH&0$4IXQGVDUHPDQDJHGE\1&7&2*WKHLUDYDLODELOLW\LV
VXEMHFWWRWKDWRUJDQL]DWLRQ¶VFXUUHQWIXQGLQJLQLWLDWLYHV
Safe Routes to School Program

7KH6DIH5RXWHVWR6FKRRO 6576 3URJUDPLQ7H[DVLVEDVHGXSRQ)HGHUDO IXQGLQJ DQG LV DGPLQLVWHUHG E\ 7['27  7KH RYHUDOO SXUSRVH RI
WKLVSURJUDPLVWRLPSURYHVDIHW\LQDQGDURXQGVFKRRODUHDV3URMHFWV
HOLJLEOHIRU6576IXQGLQJDUHWKRVHWKDWUHÀHFWRQHRUPRUHRIWKH³
(V´ HQJLQHHULQJHGXFDWLRQHQFRXUDJHPHQWHQIRUFHPHQWDQGHYDOXDWLRQ )XQGVDUHDYDLODEOHIRUXVHDURXQGVFKRROVWKDWHQUROONLQGHUJDUWHQWKURXJKHLJKWKJUDGHVWXGHQWV7KHDPRXQWRIIXQGLQJHDFK6WDWH
UHFHLYHVIURPWKH)HGHUDOJRYHUQPHQWLVEDVHGRQSHUFHQWDJHRIVWXGHQW
HQUROOPHQW7KLVJUDQWSURJUDPLVD)HGHUDOO\IXQGHGFRVWUHLPEXUVHPHQWSURJUDPZKLFKPHDQVWKHUHLVQRUHTXLUHGPDWFKIURPWKH
local government.
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7KHIROORZLQJJXLGHOLQHVGHWHUPLQHZKDWSURMHFWVFDQEHVXEPLWWHG
 3URMHFWVPD\EHORFDWHGRQRURIIWKH6WDWHKLJKZD\V\VWHPEXW
must be located on public property
 3URMHFWVPXVWEHORFDWHGZLWKLQDWZRPLOHUDGLXVRIDVFKRRO
 3URMHFWV FDQ FRYHU PXOWLSOH VFKRRO VLWHV LI VLPLODU ZRUN LV SHUIRUPHGDWHDFKVLWH
 ,QIUDVWUXFWXUHSURMHFWVFDQEHDZDUGHGDPD[LPXPRI
per application
 1RQLQIUDVWUXFWXUH SURMHFWV FDQ EH DZDUGHG D PD[LPXP RI
SHUDSSOLFDWLRQ
1RQLQIUDVWUXFWXUHSURMHFWW\SHVHOLJLEOHIRUIXQGLQJLQFOXGH
 (GXFDWLRQRQELF\FOHDQGSHGHVWULDQVDIHW\KHDOWKDQGWKHHQYLronment
 7UDI¿F HGXFDWLRQ DQG HQIRUFHPHQW LQ WKH YLFLQLW\ RI LGHQWL¿HG
VFKRRO V
 &UHDWLRQDQGUHSURGXFWLRQRISURPRWLRQDODQGHGXFDWLRQDOPDWHrials
 3XEOLFDZDUHQHVVFDPSDLJQVDQGRXWUHDFKHIIRUWVWRWKHQHZVPHdia and community leaders
 0RGHVWLQFHQWLYHVIRU6576FRQWHVWVDQGLQFHQWLYHVWKDWHQFRXUage more walking and bicycling over time
 6DIHW\DQGHGXFDWLRQDOWRNHQVWKDWDOVRDGYHUWLVHWKHSURJUDP
 &RVWIRUDGGLWLRQDOODZHQIRUFHPHQWRUHTXLSPHQWQHHGHGIRUHQIRUFHPHQWDFWLYLWLHV
,QIUDVWUXFWXUHSURMHFWVPXVWIDOOZLWKLQRQHRIVL[FDWHJRULHVWREHHOLJLEOHIRUIXQGLQJ
 Sidewalk improvements
 3HGHVWULDQDQGELF\FOHFURVVLQJLPSURYHPHQWV
 2QVWUHHWELF\FOHIDFLOLWLHV
 2II6WUHHWELF\FOHDQGSHGHVWULDQIDFLOLWLHV
 7UDI¿FGLYHUVLRQLPSURYHPHQWV
 7UDI¿FFDOPLQJPHDVXUHVIRURIIV\VWHPURDGV
 6HFXUHELF\FOHSDUNLQJIDFLOLWLHV
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“Everyone has the right to walk from one end of the
city to the other in secure and beautiful spaces...and an
unhampered view down their street, not full of railings,
signs and rubbish.”
– Richard Rogers (1933-)

Streetscapes
2012 Parks, Recreation, Trails & Open Space
Visioning Master Plan
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6.1
INTRODUCTION
“Cedar Hill’s
streetscapes provide
the opportunity to
UHÀHFWWKHXQLTXH
identity and natural
beauty of our city.”

Streetscapes are one of the most visible components of any city—this is
especially true for Cedar Hill. Several major roadways pass through the
city—including US-67, which runs from Iowa to Mexico over a distance
RIPLOHV&RQVLGHULQJWKHKLJKOHYHORIWUDI¿FSDVVLQJWKURXJKRXU
community (more than 50,000 vehicles per day travel along US-67),
WKHDSSHDUDQFHRIRXUURDGZD\VSURYLGHVWKH¿UVWLPSUHVVLRQRI&HGDU
Hill for millions of people each year. Ensuring the appearance of our
VWUHHWVFDSHVLV¿WWLQJIRUDFLW\RISUHPLHUTXDOLW\LVSDUDPRXQW
Streetscapes are not only about aesthetics, however. Well-planned and
designed streetscapes can encourage the use of alternative transporWDWLRQ LPSURYH TXDOLW\ RI OLIH DQG VSDUN UHLQYHVWPHQW DQG HFRQRPLF
growth. Furthermore, Cedar Hill’s streetscapes provide the opportunity
WRUHÀHFWWKHXQLTXHLGHQWLW\DQGQDWXUDOEHDXW\RIRXUFLW\

Goals
 Create a cohesive connective streetscape system throughout Cedar Hill that sets the city apart from neighboring cities in and
around the Metroplex.
 Emphasize the natural character of the city and focus on the presHUYDWLRQRILWVQDWXUDOTXDOLWLHV
 Engage, incentivize, and encourage property owners and private
developers to improve their properties concurrent with streetscape
improvements.
 5HÀHFWWKHLGHQWLW\RI&HGDU+LOOWKURXJKWKHGHVLJQRIJDWHZD\V
and monumentation.
 Establish guidelines for the use of hardscape and landscape maWHULDOVWKDWUHÀHFW&HGDU+LOO¶VLGHQWLW\DQGFKDUDFWHUDQGPDNH
HI¿FLHQWXVHRIHQHUJ\ZDWHUDQGJHQHUDOPDLQWHQDQFH

Purpose
This Streetscape Master Plan presents ideas designed to transform Cedar Hill’s roadway system into a more effective, attractive, and cohesive multi-modal transportation system. Public participation, input from
&LW\OHDGHUVDQGWKH&RPSUHKHQVLYH3ODQODLGWKHJURXQGZRUNIRU
this Streetscape Plan. The streetscape concept, designations, and themes
UH¿QHDQGFRQVROLGDWHWKHWKUHHFRPSRQHQWVWKDWPDNHXSWKHSODQQHG
7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ6\VWHPDVGH¿QHGLQ&HGDU+LOO¶VH[LVWLQJ7KRURXJKIDUH
Plan. The primary purpose of the Streetscape Plan is to enhance the image of Cedar Hill and convey the community’s distinctiveness through a
XQL¿HGSODQIRUWKHLPSOHPHQWDWLRQRIVWUHHWVFDSHLPSURYHPHQWV
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Pertinent Citizen Input
The focus group meetings, public meetings, and telephone survey proYLGHGDVLJQL¿FDQWDPRXQWRILQVLJKWUHJDUGLQJWKHSXEOLF¶VRSLQLRQRQ
Cedar Hill’s streetscapes. Generally, people feel that Cedar Hill is too
DXWRGRPLQDWHG7KH\ZRXOGOLNHURDGZD\FRUULGRUVWREHPRUHDHVWKHWically pleasing while accommodating bicycles and pedestrians. Enhancing the gateways to the City and improving the appearance of US-67 are
also priorities. Sustainability is an important consideration, with native,
drought-tolerant, perennial plants preferable to water-intensive seasonDOVSHFLHV7KHWHOHSKRQHVXUYH\LQFOXGHGVHYHUDOTXHVWLRQVUHJDUGLQJ
VWUHHWVFDSHVDQGEHDXWL¿FDWLRQ
 7KHPDMRULW\RISHRSOH  WKLQN&HGDU+LOOVKRXOGKDYHRQ
VWUHHWELNHURXWHVRQVRPHURDGZD\V
 85% support the enhancement of gateways into the city.
 :KLOHRIUHVSRQGHQWVDUHVDWLV¿HGZLWKKRZVWUHHWVDQGLQWHUVHFWLRQVDUHODQGVFDSHGWKLQNWKH&LW\VKRXOGSODQWPRUH
trees and landscaping in those areas.
 While there is some support for trails along roadways, 65% disOLNHWKLVSUDFWLFHSUHIHUULQJWUDLOVLQPRUHVFHQLFDUHDV
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6.2
ASSESSMENT
OF EXISTING
CONDITIONS
“US-67 has
untapped potential
to announce and
celebrate the City of
Cedar Hill.”

There are many beautiful streetscapes already existing in Cedar Hill.
Some of these are due to enhancements made by the City or developers—such as median plantings, decorative lighting, and monumentation—and some are results of the beauty of the natural environment
through which the roads pass.
Streetscapes in the western portion of Cedar Hill afford views of the rollLQJKLOOVDQGURFNRXWFURSSLQJVRIWKH%DOFRQHV(VFDUSPHQW7KHSULPDU\H[DPSOHVDUH0DQV¿HOG5RDGIURPZKHUHLWFURVVHVRYHU-RH3RRO
/DNHDQG)0ZKHUHLWIROORZVWKHIRRWRIWKH(VFDUSPHQWDORQJ
WKH6WDWH3DUNEHIRUHULVLQJLQDVZHHSLQJPDQQHUWRZDUGV86/DNH
5LGJH3DUNZD\DOVRVKDUHVPDQ\RIWKHVHVDPHTXDOLWLHV:KLOHWKHVH
roadways currently have very few man-made improvements, they are
pleasant to travel along simply due to their surrounding environment.

3DUDGR[LFDOO\WKHXQLTXHQHVVDQGEHDXW\RI&HGDU+LOOLVXQNQRZQWR
the passersby that drives on US-67, the main northeast to southwest thoroughfare through the City. This freeway has a “sameness” to it from its
intersection with IH-35E to Midlothian and beyond. There are few aesNew Clark Road (below) includes trees thetic enhancements along the freeway. Instead, there is a considerable
planted in natural patterns that integrate
amount of visual clutter resulting from billboards, signs, and overhead
with the character of the Balcones Escarpment. US-67 (bottom) does not effec- utilities. In addition, there are few cues to indicate that one is entering
or leaving Cedar Hill other than the standard highway city limit sign.
tively convey the identity of Cedar Hill.
This road has untapped potential to announce and celebrate the City of
Cedar Hill.
Some roadways have streetscape enhancements in place (typically special pavement patterns, landscaping, and minor monumentation). However, of those that do, there is not a consistency in their design. Overall,
the majority of roadways within the City do not have streetscape enKDQFHPHQWVWKDWUHÀHFWWKHGLVWLQFWLYHQHVVRI&HGDU+LOO
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The images to the left depict two of Cedar Hill’s arterial roadways. Parkerville
Road, on the far left, has minimal landscaping and the sidewalk is against the
road. In contrast, Pleasant Run Road has
a more varied and detailed landscape and
the sidewalk is buffered from the road,
which provides a higher level of pedestrian comfort. Neither roadway provides
dedicated lanes for bicycles.

Some of Cedar Hill’s most beautiful
streetscapes owe their beauty to the surrounding natural and rural environments
as depicted by the image to the left (Duncanville Road) and the two images below
(FM-1382)
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6.3
STREETSCAPE
CONCEPT
Cedar Hill’s
streetscape
concept follows the
principles of:
context
sensitivity
complete streets
green
infrastructure

Principles
The streetscape concept is based on a set of principles that guide the
establishment and location of typologies. These principles are:
 &RQWH[W6HQVLWLYH6ROXWLRQV – The practice of designing streets
that embrace rather than detract from the character of the surrounding and adjacent areas. Often, this results in changes to
URDGFRQ¿JXUDWLRQVGHVLJQVSHHGVODQGVFDSLQJDQGWUDI¿FFDOPLQJ6SHFL¿FWRWKHVWUHHWVFDSHFRQFHSWWKLVPHDQVWKDWWKHGHYHORSPHQWDQGDSSOLFDWLRQRIHDFKW\SRORJ\LVLQWHQGHGWRUHÀHFW
the diverse character of different parts of Cedar Hill.
 &RPSOHWH6WUHHWV – An approach that encourages the use of alternative transportation by enhancing the roadway environment for
F\FOLVWVDQGSHGHVWULDQV7\SLFDOO\WKLVLQYROYHVLQFOXGLQJELNH
ODQHVZLGHVLGHZDONVDQGFRQVLGHUDWLRQIRUYLVXDODQGSK\VLFDO
interaction between adjacent development and the street.
 *UHHQ ,QIUDVWUXFWXUH ± 7KH GH¿QLWLRQ RI JUHHQ LQIUDVWUXFWXUH
varies from practices that use natural processes to enhance enviURQPHQWDOTXDOLW\ZKLOHSURYLGLQJXWLOLW\VHUYLFHV VXFKDVVWRUPwater drainage)1  WR LQWHUFRQQHFWHG QHWZRUNV RI QDWXUDO ODQGV
open spaces, and habitat that conserve ecosystem values2. Incorporating open space, drainage swales, and trails along roadways
will connect and reinforce Cedar Hill’s trail system, physically
connect the urbanized core of the city with the natural environPHQWRIWKHSHULSKHU\DQG¿OWHUVWRUPZDWHUUXQRII

Typologies

1

2
3
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See the US Environmental Protection Agency’s “Greening EPA Glossary.”
See The Conservation Fund’s “What
is Green Infrastructure?” webpage.
Streetscape typologies relate to the
aesthetic nature of roadways and
in some cases affect right-of-way
width. They do not replace the
functional classification of roadways.
Any of the “Arterial” streetscape
typologies can be applied to both
Principal and Minor Arterials.

Considering the principles described above, a streetscape concept with
three major “rings” radiating from Cedar Hill’s center was developed.
The central ring (“Core”) creates a zone of high intensity and focus. The
middle ring (“Transition”) establishes a transition between the downtown/urban core and the outer ring. The outer ring (“Greenway”) enFLUFOHVWKHFLW\EXLOGLQJXSRQWKHXQLTXHQDWXUDODQGUXUDOFKDUDFWHULVWLFV
of Cedar Hill, while also creating green corridors connecting to the city
center. A series of streetscape typologies3 support this concept:
 Freeway (US-67) – Establish major gateways to Cedar Hill and
LPSURYHVWKH¿UVWLPSUHVVLRQVRISDVVHUVE\
 Core Arterial – Encompasses Downtown and Uptown and emphasizes the heart of Cedar Hill and are formal in character.
 Transition Arterial – Transitions from the high intensity characWHULVWLFVRIWKH&RUH$UWHULDOVWRWKHQDWXUDOTXDOLW\RIWKH*UHHQway Arterials.
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 Greenway Arterial – Emphasizes and responds to existing natural features where such features exist
DQGLQWURGXFHVQDWLYHSODQWLQJVDQGZLGHSDUNZD\VLQWRGHYHORSHGDUHDV
 &RQQHFWRU$UWHULDO±3URYLGHVHQKDQFHPHQWVDFURVVWKHFLW\ZKLOHOLQNLQJRWKHUW\SRORJLHVWRJHWKHU
 Collector – Includes moderate improvements for these lower-volume, less-prominent roadways.
The streetscape concept incorporates typical intersection treatments for the different typologies while idenWLI\LQJDQGGH¿QLQJPDMRUJDWHZD\VDQGVHFRQGDU\JDWHZD\VLQWR&HGDU+LOODQGLQWRWKH&LW\FRUH(DFK
JDWHZD\LVDQRSSRUWXQLW\WRKLJKOLJKWWKHGLVWLQFWLYHLGHQWLW\RI&HGDU+LOODQGVHUYHDVSURPLQHQWODQGPDUNV
and focal points within the community.

Figure 6.1 – Streetscape Concept Map
This map illustrates the general location of each of the streetscape typologies, major gateways, and intersection treatments.
Chapter 6 – Streetscapes
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6.4
FREEWAY

The freeway streetscape typology is applied to US-67 as a means to
enhance the aesthetics of the most-traveled corridor through Cedar Hill,
WKHUHE\LPSURYLQJWKH¿UVWLPSUHVVLRQVRIYLVLWRUVDQGSDVVHUVE\

Figure 6.2 – Freeway Typology Map
This map shows the location of the Freeway streetscape typology and its major gateways.
6–8
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Design Concepts
A number of design principles inform the Freeway typology:
 5HVSRQGWRWKHKLJKVSHHGIUHHZD\WUDI¿FE\DSSO\LQJHORQJDWHG
ODUJHVFDOHVZHHSLQJIRUPVDQGVLPSOL¿HGSODQWVHOHFWLRQ
 Emphasize the existing topography and introduce physical features—such as retaining walls—to add interest to the landscape.
Add walls and berms where the existing topography is relatively
ÀDW
 Create visual interest with varying heights, colors, and textures of
SODQWPDWHULDO8WLOL]HQDWLYHVSHFLHV²LQFOXGLQJZLOGÀRZHUV²
DVPXFKDVSRVVLEOHWRUHGXFHZDWHUUHTXLUHPHQWVDQGUHÀHFWWKH
natural beauty of the area.
 Create gateways at the edges of the city and at Cedar Hill’s core
WKDWUHÀHFWWKHVXUURXQGLQJFRQWH[W
 &LW\ (GJHV ± 5HÀHFW WKH QDWXUDO DQG RUJDQLF QDWXUH RI WKH
Greenways ring, which encompasses the outer portions of
Cedar Hill. In these areas, create organic, naturalistic environments along the freeway by incorporating less detailed
and less intense plantings and monumentation. The relativeO\ÀDWH[LVWLQJODQGVFDSHDWHLWKHUHGJHZLOOEHQH¿WIURPWKH
incorporation of berms and monumentation.
 &HQWUDO&RUH – Emphasize Cedar Hill’s vibrant core by developing a dramatic gateway that spans the distance between
%HOW /LQH 5RDG DQG )0 7KH H[LVWLQJ HPEDQNPHQWV
along the freeway will be enhanced to emphasize the imporWDQFHRIWKHDUHD%HFDXVHRIWKHKLJKHULQWHQVLW\RIWKHFRUH
forms and materials will be more formal and dense in comparison with the city edges.

Chapter 6 – Streetscapes
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Figure 6.3 – Freeway Conceptual
Diagram
This diagram shows the various zones
along the Freeway typology, centered
on a typical gateway intersection (such
as Joe Wilson Road, Belt Line Road,
FM-1382, or Lake Ridge Parkway).
These major intersections are to have
monumentation, enhanced pavement (on
surface streets), and denser landscaping.
Moving away from the intersections, the
density and intensity of both landscaping
and hardscaping decrease.

1RWH$VHULHVRI¿YH]RQHGHVLJQDtions are used in each of the conceptual
diagrams in this chapter. Not every
zone designation will apply to each
conceptual diagram. While there are
minor differences within a zone between
GLDJUDPVWKHLQWHQWLVWKDWDVSHFL¿F
zone designation in one diagram will
have similar characteristics in terms
of intensity and materials as the same
designation in another diagram.
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Figure 6.4 – Typical Freeway Streetscape Treatment
These graphics illustrate the intent of the conceptual diagram (Figure 6.3) as applied to two different freeway intersection types
(Central Core, left; City Edge, right). The intersection of US-67 and Lake Ridge will be of the City Edge type, similar to the right
GLDJUDP7KHVSHFL¿FGHVLJQIRUHDFKIUHHZD\LQWHUVHFWLRQZLOOYDU\7KHUHIHUHQFHWRJDWHZD\VLQWKHVHGUDZLQJVLVSUHVHQWHGE\
YLUWXHRIWKHLUDVVRFLDWLRQZLWKWKHVSHFL¿FLQWHUVHFWLRQVLOOXVWUDWHG
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Figure 6.5 – Typical Freeway Gateway Monumentation (City Core)
These 3D graphics depict the typical monumentation design for the Freeway – City Core gateway. The curving walls (highlighted
in red) will utilize the existing embankment topography at Belt Line Road and FM-1382 and will be made of smooth-cut limestone.
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Figure 6.6 – Typical Freeway Gateway Monumentation (City Edge)
These 3D graphics depict the typical monumentation design for the Freeway – City Edge gateway. The straight walls (highlighted in red) will be made of rough limestone and will emerge from new berms, reminiscent of the white rock outcroppings emerging
from Cedar Hill’s rolling hills. These will be located at the intersections with Joe Wilson Road and Lake Ridge Parkway.
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6.5
CORE ARTERIALS

The Core Arterial typology includes streets in and around the Downtown
and Uptown core of Cedar Hill. Streets that fall within this category inFOXGH)0%HOW/LQH5RDGDQG8SWRZQ%RXOHYDUG

Figure 6.7 – Core Arterial Typology Map
This map shows the location of the Core Arterial streetscape typology and its major gateways.
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Design Concepts
The following concepts shape the design of the Core Arterial typology:
 Core Arterials are the focus or hub of Cedar Hill’s thoroughfare
system due to their central location. Many of the city’s streets
radiate from the core. Therefore, these streets are the heart of the
streetscape system.
 Secondary gateways are provided at each of the three points
RIWKH&RUH$UWHULDOWULDQJOHDVERRNHQGVRIWKHFLW\FHQWHUDQG
termini to the transition from natural to urban that occurs in the
Transition Arterial typology.
 Core Arterial intersections are designed to emphasize the intersection as a place, further emphasizing the city core as a destination that people want to visit.
 5HÀHFWLYH RI WKH VXUURXQGLQJ 'RZQWRZQ DQG 8SWRZQ HQYLURQment, the selection of plant materials, hardscape elements, and
monumentation is intended to accentuate and support adjacent
development.
 0DWHULDOVLQFOXGH¿QHO\GHWDLOHGVWRQHZLWKDVPRRWKWH[WXUHDQG
formal landscaping to contrast the rougher, organic nature of materials used in the outer areas of the city.
 The urban vibrancy and character of the of the area can be enhanced by utilizing public art in the shape of landscape forms,
sculpture, or other art mediums.

Chapter 6 – Streetscapes
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Figure 6.8 – Core Arterial Conceptual
Diagram
This diagram shows the various zones
along the Core Arterial typology, centered on a typical intersection. This concept is intersection-focused with a high
intensity of materials and ornamentation
used in Zone 1. Low-growing shrubs,
tall grasses, and enhanced paving emphasize the focal nature of the intersection. Streetscape intensity decreases
through Zones 2 and 3 until reaching the
lower-intensity nature of Zone 4, which
extends between intersections.

1RWH$VHULHVRI¿YH]RQHGHVLJQDtions are used in each of the conceptual
diagrams in this chapter. Not every
zone designation will apply to each
conceptual diagram. While there are
minor differences within a zone between
GLDJUDPVWKHLQWHQWLVWKDWDVSHFL¿F
zone designation in one diagram will
have similar characteristics in terms
of intensity and materials as the same
designation in another diagram.
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Figure 6.9 – Typical Core Arterial Intersection Treatment
Core Arterial intersections are located in areas with higher development intensities and have the potential for a higher level of
pedestrian access to adjacent properties. These conditions lead to placing emphasis on the intersection as a place and incorporate
potential connection points to adjacent properties. Enhanced paving and monumentation (highlighted in red) are to be applied at
JDWHZD\ORFDWLRQV6HH)LJXUHIRUVSHFL¿FORFDWLRQV
While the three main Core Arterial intersection locations (Belt Line Road/Uptown Boulevard, Uptown Boulevard/FM-1382, and
FM-1382/Belt Line Road) constitute three-way “T” intersections of public streets, the latter two have major private driveways that
PDNHWKHORFDWLRQVIXQFWLRQDVIRXUZD\LQWHUVHFWLRQV+RZHYHUEHFDXVHRIWKHXQLTXHQDWXUHRIHDFKLQWHUVHFWLRQWKLVW\SLFDO
intersection concept will need to be manipulated on an individual basis to apply to the site.
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Figure 6.10 – Typical Core Arterial Section & Plan: Principal Arterial
7KHLQWHQWRIWKHSULQFLSDODUWHULDOLVWRDFFRPPRGDWHODUJHYHKLFXODUWUDI¿FYROXPHVZKLOHHQKDQFLQJWKHDHVWKHWLFTXDOLW\RIWKH
streetscape and accommodating alternative transportation. A wide (12’) sidepath is provided on at least one side for bicycles
and pedestrians. When space allows, parallel water, sewer, or gas lines should not be placed under sidepaths, sidewalks, or trees.
However, placement under sidepaths and sidewalks is preferable to placement under trees. FM-1382 and Belt Line Road east of
US-67 are principal arterials. While Uptown Boulevard currently functions as a minor arterial, it may be upgraded to a 4-6 lane
principal arterial in the future (see the Thoroughfare Plan map in the 2008 Comprehensive Plan). If it remains 4 lanes, it will
include bike lanes as illustrated in Figure 6.11.
The section illustrated varies slightly from the typical section in the 2008 Thoroughfare Plan. Namely, the median is 2’ wider to
accommodate a 6’ pedestrian refuge (recommended by the Federal Highway Administration), an 11’ left turn lane, and the necessary curb and gutter. In addition, lane widths are 1’ narrower in consideration of the wider median and to separate the curb and
gutter from the inside and outside travel lanes while remaining within the same roadway footprint.
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Figure 6.11 – Typical Core Arterial Section & Plan: Minor Arterial
0LQRUDUWHULDOVW\SLFDOO\KDYHORZHUWUDI¿FYROXPHVWKDQSULQFLSDODUWHULDOV7KHHQKDQFHPHQWRIWKHVWUHHWVFDSH¶VDHVWKHWLFVLV
balanced by a higher level of service for pedestrians and bicycles, which are each given their own travelways. Pedestrians have
access to 6’ sidewalks on both sides of the street while bicycles enjoy dedicated bike lanes separated from cars by a 3’ painted
buffer. When space allows, parallel water, sewer, or gas lines should not be placed under sidepaths, sidewalks, or trees. However, placement under sidepaths and sidewalks is preferable to placement under trees. Belt Line Road west of US-67 and Uptown
Boulevard are minor arterials.
The section illustrated varies slightly from the typical section in the 2008 Thoroughfare Plan. Namely, the median is 2’ wider
to accommodate a 6’ pedestrian refuge (recommended by the Federal Highway Administration), an 11’ left turn lane, and the
necessary curb and gutter. In addition, lane widths are 1’ narrower in consideration of the wider median and to separate the curb
and gutter from the inside and outside travel lanes. Finally, an additional 8’ of pavement width on each side of the roadway is
included in these sections to accommodate buffered bike lanes. These changes necessitate additional right-of-way or placement
of sidewalks and utilities in landscape easements.
Chapter 6 – Streetscapes
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Figure 6.12 – Typical Core Arterial Gateway Monumentation (Bird’s Eye View)
This graphic shows the typical layout and monumentation design for the City Core Secondary Gateways (see Figure 6.7). The
curving walls (highlighted in red) help emphasize the focal nature of the intersection.
While the three main Core Arterial intersection locations (Belt Line Road/Uptown Boulevard, Uptown Boulevard/FM-1382, and
FM-1382/Belt Line Road) constitute three-way “T” intersections of public streets, the latter two have major private driveways
WKDWPDNHWKHORFDWLRQVIXQFWLRQDVIRXUZD\LQWHUVHFWLRQV+RZHYHUEHFDXVHRIWKHXQLTXHQDWXUHRIHDFKLQWHUVHFWLRQWKLVW\SLcal intersection concept will need to be manipulated on an individual basis to apply to the site.
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Figure 6.13 – Typical Core Arterial Gateway Monumentation (Ground View)
This graphic details the curved walls to be incorporated in the City Core Secondary Gateways. These walls will be constructed of
smooth-cut limestone and other formal materials.
While the three main Core Arterial intersection locations (Belt Line Road/Uptown Boulevard, Uptown Boulevard/FM-1382, and
FM-1382/Belt Line Road) constitute three-way “T” intersections of public streets, the latter two have major private driveways
WKDWPDNHWKHORFDWLRQVIXQFWLRQDVIRXUZD\LQWHUVHFWLRQV+RZHYHUEHFDXVHRIWKHXQLTXHQDWXUHRIHDFKLQWHUVHFWLRQWKLVW\SLcal intersection concept will need to be manipulated on an individual basis to apply to the site.
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6.6
TRANSITION
ARTERIALS

The Transition Arterial typology includes segments of streets that connect Core Arterials to Greenway Arterials. As its name suggests, the
purpose of this streetscape typology is to provide a transition between
the formal intensity of the Core Arterials and the organic nature of the
Greenway Arterials.

Figure 6.14 – Transition Arterial Typology Map
This map shows the location of the Transition Arterial streetscape typology. This typology does not have accompanying gateways.
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Design Concepts
The following concepts shape the design of the Transition Arterial typology:
 These streetscapes transition between the vibrant, formal character of the Core Arterial typology and the organic, natural character of the Greenway Arterial typology.
 Formalized plantings are incorporated along the outside edges
of the roadway (similar to Core Arterials) with informal/natural
groupings of plantings within the medians (similar to Greenway
Arterials).
 $SULPDU\IXQFWLRQRI7UDQVLWLRQ$UWHULDOVLVWROLQNWKH*UHHQway Arterial system—including its parallel trails—with the city
center.
 Subtle monumentation is used at intersections to emphasize continuity within the city.
 0DWHULDOV XVHG LQFOXGH FOHDQOLQHG PRGHUQ ¿QLVKHV FRPELQHG
with contrasting natural, rough edges. This combination is an
expression of the interface between the rural and urban context
of the city.
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Figure 6.15 – Transition Arterial
Conceptual Diagram
This diagram shows the various zones
along the Transition Arterial typology,
centered on a typical intersection. Like
the Core Arterial concept, this design
concept is intersection-focused, but with
DVLPSOL¿HGDSSURDFK7KHLQFRUSRUDWLRQ
of shrubs and grasses at the intersection
with a blend of trees and ground plane
elements as the intersection merges with
the streetscape help convey the essence of
transition.

1RWH$VHULHVRI¿YH]RQHGHVLJQDtions are used in each of the conceptual
diagrams in this chapter. Not every
zone designation will apply to each
conceptual diagram. While there are
minor differences within a zone between
GLDJUDPVWKHLQWHQWLVWKDWDVSHFL¿F
zone designation in one diagram will
have similar characteristics in terms
of intensity and materials as the same
designation in another diagram.

6–24

Chapter 6 – Streetscapes

Figure 6.16 – Typical Transition Arterial Intersection Treatment
Transition Arterial intersections are located in areas of transition and are given less emphasis than other intersection types. These
intersections incorporate subtle monumentation that provides a unifying element repeated throughout the city. These monuments
DUHKLJKOLJKWHGLQUHG6HH)LJXUHIRUVSHFL¿FORFDWLRQV
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Figure 6.17 – Typical Transition Arterial Section & Plan: Principal Arterial
The intent of the principal arterial as applied to Transition Arterials is the same as that of Core Arterials, including bicycle and
pedestrian accommodations. The primary difference lies within the landscaping, which incorporates formalized plantings on the
roadway edges and more naturalistic plantings in the medians. When space allows, parallel water, sewer, or gas lines should not
be placed under sidepaths, sidewalks, or trees. However, placement under sidepaths and sidewalks is preferable to placement
under trees. The portions of FM-1382, Belt Line Road (east of US-67), and Clark Road that fall within the Transition Arterial
typology are also principal arterials.
The section illustrated varies slightly from the typical section in the 2008 Thoroughfare Plan. Namely, the median is 2’ wider to
accommodate a 6’ pedestrian refuge (recommended by the Federal Highway Administration), an 11’ left turn lane, and the necessary curb and gutter. In addition, lane widths are 1’ narrower in consideration of the wider median and to separate the curb and
gutter from the inside and outside travel lanes while remaining within the same roadway footprint.
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Figure 6.18 – Typical Transition Arterial Section & Plan: Minor Arterial
As with principal arterials, minor arterials with the Transition Arterial typology serve the same function and purpose as minor
arterials with the Core Arterial typology, but have differences in landscaping. When space allows, parallel water, sewer, or gas
lines should not be placed under sidepaths, sidewalks, or trees. However, placement under sidepaths and sidewalks is preferable
to placement under trees. Belt Line Road west of US-67 and Pioneer Parkway are minor arterials.
The section illustrated varies slightly from the typical section in the 2008 Thoroughfare Plan. Namely, the median is 2’ wider
to accommodate a 6’ pedestrian refuge (recommended by the Federal Highway Administration), an 11’ left turn lane, and the
necessary curb and gutter. In addition, lane widths are 1’ narrower in consideration of the wider median and to separate the curb
and gutter from the inside and outside travel lanes. Finally, an additional 8’ of pavement width on each side of the roadway is
included in these sections to accommodate buffered bike lanes. These changes necessitate additional right-of-way or placement
of sidewalks and utilities in landscape easements.
Chapter 6 – Streetscapes
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Figure 6.19 – Typical Transition Arterial Gateway Monumentation
This graphic shows the typical layout and monumentation design for the Transition Arterial intersections (see Figure 6.14). The
VPDOOPRQXPHQWDWLRQZDOOV KLJKOLJKWHGLQUHG UHÀHFWWKHFKDUDFWHURIODUJHUPRQXPHQWDWLRQZLWKLQWKHFLW\DQGVHUYHDVDXQLI\ing element.
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Figure 6.20 – Typical Transition Arterial Gateway Monumentation (Detail)
The small monumentation walls will be located within medians and will be low enough to not impact motorists’ visibility.
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6.7
GREENWAY
ARTERIALS

Greenway Arterials highlight the natural beauty of Cedar Hill and help
connect the natural landscapes of the periphery with the Core of the
&LW\7KHVHURDGZD\VLQFOXGHZLGHSDUNZD\VWKDWDFFRPPRGDWHPXOWL
use paths for bicycles and pedestrians.

Figure 6.21 – Greenway Arterial Typology Map
This map shows the location of the Greenway Arterial streetscape typology and its accompanying gateways.
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Design Concepts
The following concepts shape the design of the Greenway Arterial typology:
 Key emphasis is placed on the preservation and accentuation of
the natural beauty of Cedar Hill. This means plant material selections accent the adjacent vegetation rather than distracting from
the surrounding natural beauty. In addition, existing landforms
are used (where applicable) to emphasize a gateway and to be an
integral part of the monumentation.
 The character of the natural environment drives material selection and form of monumentation. This includes natural, rough
VWRQH WR DFFHQWXDWH RU UHIHUHQFH WKH %DOFRQHV (VFDUSPHQW RXWcroppings and minimal yet impactful monument forms.
 Landscaping within the corridors and at intersections will be informal, utilizing natural groupings of plantings and focusing on
large zones of plant materials rather than detailed landscaping.
 Greenway corridors will provide a high level of service for pedestrians and bicycles, providing safe, comfortable, and enjoyable
multi-use pathways parallel to yet buffered from the roadway.
 7KH*UHHQZD\FRUULGRUVDORQJ0DQV¿HOG5RDG%HOW/LQH5RDG
)0DQG&ODUN5RDGVHUYHWRH[WHQGWKHQDWXUDOEHDXW\RI
Cedar Hill into the city center.
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Figure 6.22 – Greenway Arterial
Conceptual Diagram
This diagram shows the various zones
along the Greenway Arterial typology,
centered on a typical intersection. In
contrast with other streetscape typologies, this concept foregoes a highintensity Zone 1 and extends Zone 2 to
the intersection to emphasize adjacent
natural features. Also in contrast with
other streetscape typologies is the use of
the Zone 5 designation, which is the lowest intensity and most naturalistic zone
in the entire Streetscape Plan.

1RWH$VHULHVRI¿YH]RQHGHVLJQDtions are used in each of the conceptual
diagrams in this chapter. Not every
zone designation will apply to each
conceptual diagram. While there are
minor differences within a zone between
GLDJUDPVWKHLQWHQWLVWKDWDVSHFL¿F
zone designation in one diagram will
have similar characteristics in terms
of intensity and materials as the same
designation in another diagram.
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Figure 6.23 – Typical Greenway Arterial Intersection Treatment
Greenway Arterial intersections are intended to be organic in form and large in scale, minimizing manicured and detailed landscaping, such as geometric arrangements. City Edge Secondary Gateways exist along Greenway Arterials. Since they are located at the
edges of the city, they are positioned on the Cedar Hill side of the intersection only. The monuments, berms, and paving patterns
associated with City Edge Secondary Gateways are highlighted in red. At Greenway intersections that are not gateway locations,
man-made elements will be minimized. Instead, existing vegetation will be preserved on each corner and supplemented with natuUDOLVWLFSODQWLQJVLIQHHGHG6HH)LJXUHIRUVSHFL¿FORFDWLRQVRIWKHJDWHZD\VDQGLQWHUVHFWLRQV
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Figure 6.24 – Typical Greenway Arterial Section & Plan: Centered Arterial
Greenway Arterials provide expansive parkways and medians, as well as dual 10’ to 12’ wide sidepaths for bicycles and pedestrians
on each side (on-street bike lanes may still be provided). As opposed to most arterial roadways, approximately half of the right-ofZD\LVXQSDYHGLQD*UHHQZD\$UWHULDOFRUULGRU,QRUGHUWRPLQLPL]HIXWXUHFRQÀLFWVEHWZHHQRYHUKHDGXWLOLWLHVDQGWUHHVXWLOLWLHV
will be placed immediately outside of the right-of-way in a utility easement. Where reasonable, underground utilities will be installed. When space allows, parallel water, sewer, or gas lines should not be placed under sidepaths, sidewalks, or trees. However,
placement under sidepaths and sidewalks is preferable to placement under trees. This will be the most common type of Greenway
$UWHULDOFRQ¿JXUDWLRQ
The section illustrated varies slightly from the typical section in the 2008 Thoroughfare Plan. Namely, the median is 2’ wider to accommodate a 6’ pedestrian refuge (recommended by the Federal Highway Administration), an 11’ left turn lane, and the necessary
curb and gutter. In addition, parkways are 1’ narrower in consideration of the wider median and lane widths are 1’ narrower to
separate the curb and gutter from the inside and outside travel lanes while remaining within the same roadway footprint.
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Figure 6.25 – Typical Greenway Arterial Section & Plan: Off-Center Arterial
The Off-Center Greenway Arterial moves the roadway to one side of the right-of-way, thereby providing one extra-wide parkway on
a single side. This allows a wider 12’ pathway for bicycles and pedestrians and allows wider meanders for the pathway (on-street
bike lanes may still be provided). A 6’ wide sidewalk is provided on the opposite side of the road. As with the Centered Arterial
section (Figure 6.24), approximately half of the right-of-way is unpaved in this roadway type. Overhead utilities will be placed on
the expanded parkway side. Where reasonable, underground utilities will be installed. When space allows, parallel water, sewer,
or gas lines should not be placed under sidepaths, sidewalks, or trees. However, placement under sidepaths and sidewalks is prefHUDEOHWRSODFHPHQWXQGHUWUHHV7KLV*UHHQZD\$UWHULDOFRQ¿JXUDWLRQZLOOEHXVHGZKHUHDPRUHFRQWLQXRXVSDUNHQYLURQPHQWLV
desired along one side of the roadway. As much as is feasible, driveways and intersections on the expanded parkway side of the
road will be minimized.
The section illustrated varies slightly from the typical section in the 2008 Thoroughfare Plan. Namely, the median is 2’ wider to accommodate a 6’ pedestrian refuge (recommended by the Federal Highway Administration), an 11’ left turn lane, and the necessary
curb and gutter. In addition, lane widths are 1’ narrower to separate the curb and gutter from the inside and outside travel lanes
while remaining within the same roadway footprint. Finally, the parkways are narrower in consideration of the wider median and
the centerline of the roadway has been shifted to accommodate a 6’ sidewalk and 6’ parkway on the narrow side of the roadway.
Chapter 6 – Streetscapes

6–35

Pa r k s , R e c r e at i on , Op e n S pa c e & T r a i l s V i s i on i n g M a s t e r P l a n

Figure 6.26 – Typical Greenway Arterial Section & Plan: Rural Arterial
7KH5XUDO$UWHULDOVHFWLRQLVWKHZLGHVWVWUHHWVFDSHVHFWLRQDW¶RIWRWDOZLGWK7KHXQLTXHIHDWXUHRIWKLVURDGZD\LVLWVUHYHUVH
FXUEDQGGUDLQDJHVZDOHVLQWKHPHGLDQVDQGSDUNZD\V7KLVDOORZVVXUIDFHZDWHUWRÀRZWKURXJKQDWXUDO¿OWUDWLRQDUHDVEHIRUH
HQWHULQJWKHVWRUPVHZHUV\VWHP3ODQWVLQWKHVZDOHV¿OWHUVWRUPZDWHUUXQRIIWRUHPRYHSROOXWDQWVWKURXJKDYDULHW\RISK\VLFDO
chemical, and biological processes. In areas where slopes do not allow swales, these areas will feature native tall grasses. A 12’
wide sidepath will accommodate bicycles and pedestrians. In addition, the 5’ shoulders can also be used by cyclists. When space
allows, parallel water, sewer, or gas lines should not be placed under sidepaths, sidewalks, or trees. However, placement under
sidepaths and sidewalks is preferable to placement under trees.
The section illustrated varies slightly from the typical section in the 2008 Thoroughfare Plan. Namely, the median is 2’ wider
to accommodate a 6’ pedestrian refuge (recommended by the Federal Highway Administration), an 11’ left turn lane, and the
necessary shoulders. In addition, lane widths are 1’ narrower to separate the shoulders from the inside and outside travel lanes.
Finally, the parkways are narrower in consideration of the wider median.
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Figure 6.27 – Typical Greenway Arterial Gateway Monumentation
This graphic shows the typical layout and monumentation design for the City Edge Secondary Gateways (see Figure 6.21).
Opposing rough limestone walls set into earth-formed berms frame the entrance to Cedar Hill and create an invisible line that
people pass through upon entering the city.
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6.8
CONNECTOR
ARTERIALS

This typology includes other principal and minor arterials in Cedar Hill
that are not Core, Transition, or Greenway Arterials.

Figure 6.28 – Connector Arterial Typology Map
This map shows the location of the Connector Arterial streetscape typology. This typology does not have accompanying gateways.
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Design Concepts
The following concepts shape the design of the Connector Arterial typology:
 This streetscape typology is subordinate to other arterial typoloJLHV$VVXFKWKHGHVLJQRI&ROOHFWRU$UWHULDOVVKRXOGQRWWDNH
away from the natural beauty along Greenway Arterials or the
urban vibrancy of the Core. Rather, they should accent and support each other.
 These streetscapes incorporate less intense levels of streetscape
enhancements along Connector Arterials, which are less-promiQHQWZLWKLQWKHRYHUDOOQHWZRUNRIURDGZD\V
 The overall goal with streetscapes along these roadways is to provide unity and continuity throughout the city.
 Formal and informal plantings are used in balance throughout
this typology so as to not overemphasize one over the other.
 Similar to Transition Arterials, Collector Arterials include subtle
monumentation at intersections to emphasize continuity within
the city.
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Figure 6.29 – Connector Arterial
Conceptual Diagram
This diagram shows the various zones
along the Connector Arterial typology,
centered on a typical intersection. This
concept focuses on the intersection with
a simple treatment along the streetscape
corridor. A high-intensity Zone 1 is at
the center of the intersection. Then there
is a rapid decrease in intensity through
Zone 2 until reaching the lower-intensity
nature of Zone 4, which extends between
intersections.

1RWH$VHULHVRI¿YH]RQHGHVLJQDtions are used in each of the conceptual
diagrams in this chapter. Not every
zone designation will apply to each
conceptual diagram. While there are
minor differences within a zone between
GLDJUDPVWKHLQWHQWLVWKDWDVSHFL¿F
zone designation in one diagram will
have similar characteristics in terms
of intensity and materials as the same
designation in another diagram.
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Figure 6.30 – Typical Connector Arterial Intersection Treatment
The typical treatment for Connector Arterial intersections is similar to that of Transition Arterial intersections, in that it incorporates subtle monumentation (highlighted in red) that provides a unifying element repeated throughout the city. The primary difference is that this typology incorporates a smaller amount landscaping and relies more on ornamental trees than shade trees. See
)LJXUHIRUVSHFL¿FORFDWLRQV
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Figure 6.31 – Typical Connector Arterial Section & Plan: Principal Arterial
The Connector Arterial treatment for principal arterials between intersections is the same as Transition Arterials. Bicycles and
pedestrians are accommodated by means of a 12’ sidepath while landscaping is formal on the roadway edges and more organic in
the median.
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Figure 6.32 – Typical Connector Arterial Section & Plan: Minor Arterial
As with principal arterials, the Connector Arterial treatment for minor arterials is the same as Transition Arterials. Buffered
bicycle lanes will be provided along with dual 6’ sidewalks.
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6.9
COLLECTORS

&ROOHFWRUV DUH LQWHUPHGLDU\ URDGZD\V WKDW FROOHFW WUDI¿F IURP ORFDO
streets and distribute it to arterial roadways.

Figure 6.33 – Collector Typology Map
This map shows the location of the Collector streetscape typology. This typology does not have accompanying gateways.
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Design Concepts
The following concepts shape the design of the Collector typology:
 7KH GHVLJQ LV UHÀHFWLYH RI WKH OHVVHU SURPLQHQFH \HW LQWLPDWH
FKDUDFWHURIFROOHFWRUURDGVZLWKLQWKH&LW\¶VURDGZD\QHWZRUN
 The limited right-of-way along most collector roads in Cedar Hill
limits available space for streetscape enhancements, thereby neFHVVLWDWLQJGHVLJQHOHPHQWVWKDWDUHVLPSOL¿HG\HWUHODWHGWRWKH
overall streetscape system.
 The enhancement of collector intersections by means of subtle
SODQWLQJ GHWDLOV FUHDWH TXDLQWFROOHFWLYH HQYLURQPHQWV WKDW SURvide opportunities for neighborhood focal points.
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Figure 6.34 – Collector Conceptual
Diagram
This diagram shows the simple design
of the Collector typology. A small Zone
2 at the intersection provides a decorative node while the remainder of the
streetscape includes simple plantings to
¿W ZLWKLQ WKH OLPLWHG ULJKWRIZD\ ZLWKLQ
neighborhoods

1RWH$VHULHVRI¿YH]RQHGHVLJQDtions are used in each of the conceptual
diagrams in this chapter. Not every
zone designation will apply to each
conceptual diagram. While there are
minor differences within a zone between
GLDJUDPVWKHLQWHQWLVWKDWDVSHFL¿F
zone designation in one diagram will
have similar characteristics in terms
of intensity and materials as the same
designation in another diagram.
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Figure 6.35 – Typical Collector Intersection Treatment
Collector intersections are typically located within neighborhoods and have relatively minimal right-of-way available. As such,
WKHGHVLJQRIWKHW\SLFDOLQWHUVHFWLRQWUHDWPHQWLVVPDOOLQVFDOHWRUHÀHFWWKHVPDOOVFDOHQDWXUHRIWKHURDGZD\LWVHOI2UQDPHQtal plantings—such as ground covers and grasses—decorate the corners of the intersections and street trees line the roadway
between intersections.
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Figure 6.36 – Typical Collector Section & Plan: Major Collector
The typical major collector section includes basic streetscape enhancements in the form of street trees and lighting, as well as
dedicated bike lanes and dual 6’ sidewalks. While sidewalks are built up to the right-of-way line, it is desirable to have a minimum of 3’ of horizontal clearance between sidewalks and any fences or walls.
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Figure 6.37 – Typical Collector Section & Plan: Minor Collector
The typical minor collector section includes basic streetscape enhancements in the form of street trees and lighting. Bicycles are
accommodated by means of shared lanes (wide lanes shared with cars) and pedestrians enjoy dual 5’ sidewalks. While sidewalks
are built up to the right-of-way line, it is desirable to have a minimum of 3’ of horizontal clearance between sidewalks and any
fences or walls.
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6.10
SITE AMENITIES
& FURNISHINGS

Site amenities and furnishings are non-vegetative elements introduced
into streetscapes that further create a cohesive appearance throughout
Cedar Hill. A combination of natural materials and modern design
SLHFHV FUHDWH D XQLTXH FRQWUDVW EHWZHHQ WKH SURJUHVVLYH FXOWXUH DQG
natural environment of Cedar Hill. This section provides a palette of
IXUQLVKLQJV WKDW FDQ EH XVHG DFURVV WKH FLW\  +RZHYHU XQLTXHGHVLJQ
HOHPHQWV²VXFKDVWKRVHFXUUHQWO\LQWKH'RZQWRZQDUHDWKDWUHÀHFWD
historical perspective—may be desirable in certain areas.

Monumentation/Signage
0RQXPHQWDWLRQDQGVSHFLDOVLJQDJH²VXFKDVSDUNVLJQV²ZLOOEHKRULzontal in form and will be predominantly limestone with metal accents.
Limestone
Limestone will be used throughout Cedar Hill for monumentation in
order to blend with the city’s natural character. Smooth-cut limestone
shall be used within formal or urbanized areas, such as the Core Arterial
zone. Within the Transition Arterial zone, a blend of smooth-cut and
rough will be used. In less urbanized and natural areas, all signage and
monumentation will be rough limestone.
Metal
Metal will serve as an accent material on monumentation and signage.
Polished stainless steel is appropriate for urbanized settings while weathered steel (Corten) is appropriate for natural areas. Metal can be used
as accent bands or can be laser-cut in the form of the City’s tree-on-hill
logo (see Figure 6.38).

Figure 6.38 – Monumentation Materials
From left to right: rough limestone,
smooth-cut limestone, weathered steel
(Corten), and ground stainless steel.
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Figure 6.39 – Monumentation Example
The image illustrates a potential design for a monument. A limestone wall with a metal city logo intersects an earthen berm.

Lighting
The palette includes three types of lighting: pedestrian level overhead
lighting, vehicular level lighting, and lighted bollards.
Pedestrian Level Overhead Lighting

Source: Landscape Forms

Source: Kim Lighting, Inc.
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Source: Forms+Surfaces
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Vehicular Level Lighting

Source: NERI

Source: Kim Lighting

Source: NERI

Source: Maglin Site Furniture, Inc.

Source: Forms+Surfaces

Lighted Bollards

Source: Landscape Forms
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Benches

Source: Landscape Forms

Source: Maglin Site Furniture, Inc.

Source: Forms+Surfaces

Source: Maglin Site Furniture, Inc.

Source: Forms+Surfaces

Source: Maglin Site Furniture, Inc.

Source: Forms+Surfaces

Tables

Source: Landscape Forms

Trash Receptacles

Source: Landscape Forms
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Bike Racks

Source: Landscape Forms

Source: Maglin Site Furniture, Inc.

Source: Forms+Surfaces

Crosswalks, Enhanced Paving Bands, and Median Nosing

Source: Pavestone

Source: Bowmanite

6RXUFH6FR¿HOG

Source: Neenah Foundry

Source: Hanover Architectural Products

Handicap Access Ramps

Source: Pavestone
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6.11
IMPLEMENTATION

7KH PRVW HI¿FLHQW ZD\ WR LPSOHPHQW VWUHHWVFDSH LPSURYHPHQWV LV LQ
conjunction with other roadway projects. Simultaneous design and construction reduces the overall costs of the project and ensures consistency
between various elements—the roadway itself, landscaping, monuPHQWVDQGELNHSHGHVWULDQIDFLOLWLHV7KHUHIRUHWKHVHOHFWLRQRISULRUity streetscape projects is closely tied to upcoming roadway projects.
Gateway implementation projects can be exceptions to this approach.
While the development of a gateway concurrent with other roadway and
streetscape projects will provide the most cohesive design, gateways can
be implemented ad hoc so long as future right-of-way limits and roadZD\FRQ¿JXUDWLRQVDUHNQRZQDQGSURYLGHGIRU
These projects listed in Table 6.1 and 6.2 represent the top priorities for
streetscape implementation based on upcoming roadway projects. The
selection of gateway projects was made to prioritize the most visible of
WKHJDWHZD\ORFDWLRQVLGHQWL¿HGLQ)LJXUHRQSDJH

Table 6.1 – Priority Gateway Projects
Project Type Location
Streetscape
Typology
City Core
Belt Line Road/
Gateway
Secondary
FM-1382
Gateway
US-67 between
Joe Wilson Road Major City
Gateway
and Wintergreen Gateway
Road
US-67 from FMMajor City
Gateway
1382 to Belt Line
Gateway
Road
City Edge
FM-1382 at City
Gateway
Secondary
Limits
Gateway
City Edge
0DQVÀHOG5RDG
Gateway
Secondary
at City Limits
Gateway

Associated Bike &
Pedestrian Facilities
Wide Crosswalks; Bike
7UDIÀF6LJQDOV$GMXVW
Signal Phasing*

Wide Crosswalks; Bike
7UDIÀF6LJQDOV$GMXVW
Signal Phasing*

*Signal phasing adjustments require detailed analysis and unique solutions for each intersection. In some cases, an all-red phase will allow cyclists and pedestrians to proceed
through the intersection without any motor vehicle movement. This is especially important to
DOORZF\FOLVWVWRPDNHOHIWWXUQVZLWKRXWKDYLQJWRPL[ZLWKPRWRUYHKLFOHWUDIÀF2WKHULQQRYDtive solutions such as bike boxes (which provide space for cyclists to wait for a green light) and
ELNHVSHFLÀFOHIWWXUQODQHVPD\LPSURYHLQWHUVHFWLRQRSHUDWLRQVIRUPL[HGWUDIÀF
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Table 6.2 – Priority Streetscape Projects
Project Type Location
Project Extents

Corridor*

South Clark Road

Corridor*

0DQVÀHOG5RDG

Corridor*

FM-1382

Corridor*

US-67

Individual
Intersection

Pleasant Run
Road/Duncanville
Road†

US-67 to Weaver
Street
Weaver Street to
Parkerville Road
City Limits to Belt
Line Road
City Limits to Cedar
Hill Road

Preferred
Roadway
Section
4–Lane
Divided
4–Lane
Divided
6–Lane
Divided

Streetscape
Typology

Associated Bike &
Pedestrian Facilities

Transition Arterial

Cycle Tracks; Dual 6’
Sidewalks

Greenway Arterial
(Off-Center)
Greenway Arterial
(Rural)
Greenway Arterial
(Rural)

Northern City Limits
to Belt Line Road

--

Freeway

--

--

Connector
Intersection

Bike Lanes; 12’
Sidepath; 6’ Sidewalk
Bike Lanes; 12’
Sidepath; 6’ Sidewalk
Bike Lanes; 12’
Sidepath; 6’ Sidewalk
Service Roads:
Bike Lanes; Dual 6’
Sidewalks**
Wide Crosswalks; Bike
7UDIÀF6LJQDOV$GMXVW
Signal Phasing‡

*Corridor projects include intersection improvements within the corridor.
$OWKRXJKIUHHZD\FRUULGRUVDUHW\SLFDOO\QRWDF\FOLVWRUSHGHVWULDQ·VÀUVWFKRLFHIRUIDFLOLWLHVUHFHQW)HGHUDO+LJKZD\$GPLQLVWUDWLRQLQLWLDtives will require the inclusion of bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure in the future if/when TxDOT reconstructs US-67.
†
This project is associated with another project currently under design (Pleasant Run Road from Joe Wilson Road to Duncanville Road).
‡
Signal phasing adjustments require detailed analysis and unique solutions for each intersection. In some cases, an all-red phase will allow cyclists and pedestrians to proceed through the intersection without any motor vehicle movement. This is especially important to allow cyclists to
PDNHOHIWWXUQVZLWKRXWKDYLQJWRPL[ZLWKPRWRUYHKLFOHWUDIÀF2WKHULQQRYDWLYHVROXWLRQVVXFKDVELNHER[HV ZKLFKSURYLGHVSDFHIRUF\FOLVWV
WRZDLWIRUDJUHHQOLJKW DQGELNHVSHFLÀFOHIWWXUQODQHVPD\LPSURYHLQWHUVHFWLRQRSHUDWLRQVIRUPL[HGWUDIÀF
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“Twenty years from now you will be more disappointed
by the things you didn’t do than by the ones you did do.
So throw off the bowlines. Sail away from the safe harbor...Explore. Dream. Discover.”
– Mark Twain (1835-1910)

Implementation
Summary
2012 Parks, Recreation, Trails & Open Space
Visioning Master Plan
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7.1
INTRODUCTION

This Master Plan is intended to provide a broad vision and course of
implementation for the future of Cedar Hill’s parks, recreation, open
space, trails, streetscapes, and image. Action plans and cost estimates
are provided for recommended future actions for Parks & Open Space,
Indoor Facilities & Aquatics, Trails & Bikeways, and Streetscapes.
These actions are based on analyses of existing conditions, needs assessments, and community outreach. For a better understanding of the
implementation items contained in Section 7.2 of this chapter, refer to
the implementation sections of Chapters 3, 4, 5, and 6.

Purpose
This chapter summarizes the recommendations and implementation
items contained within the Master Plan. It also provides a summary
of funding sources. An emphasis has been placed on utilizing outside
sources for funding park acquisition and development as much as possible. Outside sources include grants, partnerships with public agencies, and partnerships with private entities. Partnerships with private
entities include working with residential developers as needed to provide neighborhood and community parks for their developments at a
level consistent with current values. This plan provides a recommended
methodology for revising Cedar Hill’s Park Land Dedication Ordinance,
HQJDJLQJSDUWLFLSDWLRQE\UHVLGHQWLDOGHYHORSHUVDWDOHYHOWKDWUHÀHFWV
the true costs of land and park development. Calculations have also
been provided allowing for developer participation at a level consistent
with the City Water, Wastewater, and Roadway Impact Fees (see Table
7.13). Finally, information regarding compliance with the TPWD requirements for park master plans is included.

Coordinated Implementation
Maintaining the City of Cedar Hill’s effective interdepartmental coorGLQDWLRQ LV DQ LPSRUWDQW FRQVLGHUDWLRQ IRU WKH VXFFHVVIXO DQG HI¿FLHQW
LPSOHPHQWDWLRQRISURMHFWVLGHQWL¿HGLQWKLV0DVWHU3ODQ7KLVLVHVSHcially true for the provision of parks, trails, and bikeways; protection of
open space; and streetscape improvements. Coordinating these actions
with projects from other departments (such as street construction/reconstruction, major water or wastewater projects, right-of-way acquisition,
GUDLQDJH LPSURYHPHQW DQG ÀRRG PDQDJHPHQW SURMHFWV  ZLOO UHGXFH
overall capital costs to the City and speed up the implementation of this
Master Plan.
There is a strong, symbiotic relationship between quality parks, accessible trails, protected open space, beautiful streetscapes and healthy economic development. High-quality, well-maintained recreation facilities
7–2
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that are distributed across the City and are highly visible indicate high
quality of life and economic prosperity. This plays a large role in attracting new businesses. On the other hand, funding for parks and recreation is dependent on sales and property tax revenues, which increase
with sustainable economic development. In order to further capitalize on
this natural symbiosis, it is recommended that the coordination between
PARD and the Cedar Hill Community Development Corporation continue and that funding levels for parks, recreation, and streetscapes be
maintained or increased in the future.

Business Plan / Capital Improvement Plan
As a method of maintaining the relevance of the Master Plan and implementing the recommendations contained herein, the City of Cedar Hill
should prepare and maintain a business plan or capital improvement
SODQ &,3 VSHFL¿FDOO\IRUSDUNVUHFUHDWLRQRSHQVSDFHDQGWUDLOSURMects. Bikeway and streetscape projects may be best suited to inclusion
in a roadway CIP. The parks, recreation, open space, and trails business
SODQRU&,3VKRXOGEHGHYHORSHGDVDUH¿QHPHQWRIWKHUHFRPPHQGDtions and actions contained in this Master Plan and based on available
IXQGLQJ,WVKRXOGLGHQWLI\DQGSULRULWL]HVSHFL¿FSURMHFWVWREHIXQGHG
each year based on City Council, Park Board, and CHCDC input. FiQDOO\LWVKRXOGEHÀH[LEOHWRUHVSRQGWRFKDQJLQJQHHGVDQGWRDFFRXQW
for implemented actions.

Plan Updates
It is recommended that City Staff conduct periodic reviews of this Master Plan. Regarding the plan’s recreation-oriented components, the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department requires master plans to be updated
HYHU\¿YH\HDUV VHHSDJHVWRIRUDGGLWLRQDOLQIRUPDWLRQ 
Updates regarding bikeways and streetscapes should be performed on an
as-needed basis when infrastructure is built and/or new development occurs. These updates should be in coordination with the updates of other
City documents, including the Comprehensive Plan, the Thoroughfare
Plan, and the Public Works CIP.
Plan updates can be published in short report format and attached to this
Master Plan for easy use.

Chapter 7 – implementation
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7.2
ACTION PLANS
& COST ESTIMATES

The four components of this Master Plan—Parks & Open Space, Aquatics & Indoor Recreation, Trails & Bikeways, and Streetscapes—each
include lists of actions for implementation. To aid in the implementation
and coordination of projects, as well as with near-term and long-term
budgeting, this section includes summaries of the Action Plans from
each of the four components and provides cost estimates.

Parks & Open Space
Neighborhood Parks
The Action Plan for neighborhood parks primarily includes the development of 14 new neighborhood parks and recommends the acquisition
or reallocation of 105 acres of land. Four of the 14 new parks will be
located on land already owned by the City.
Table 7.1 – Neighborhood Park Action Items & Cost Estimates
Action
Acres

Acquire Land for New Neighborhood Parks* – Acquire land
for 10 new neighborhood parks (average of 10 acres).

100

Reallocate Land for a New Neighborhood Park – Reallocate
the 5 acres of City-owned land at the former YMCA site for
neighborhood park use
10 New Neighborhood Parks on Dedicated Land - Develop
10 neighborhood parks at an average of $1,200,000 per
park as development occurs.
Develop Neighborhood Park Amenities in Four
Undeveloped Parks - Develop neighborhood park amenities
on existing park land at an average of $1,200,000 per park
(City-owned land at the former YMCA site, David Rush Park,
Bear Creek Park, unnamed park near Plummer Elementary)
Neighborhood Park Improvement - See recommendations
as per the park reviews on pages 3-14 to 3-22 (one park per
year at an average of $225,000 per park).
Redevelop & Repurpose Dot Thomas Park - Redevelop Dot
Thomas Park as a neighborhood park with a trail head and
passive open space.

5

Estimate of Main Source Additional
Probable Cost of Funding Funding
Sources
$6,000,000 CIP, Park
Land
Dedication
--

$12,000,000 CIP, Park
Improvement
Fee
$4,800,000 CIP, Park
Improvement
Fee

$2,925,000 CIP

$1,000,000 CIP

105

TPWD Outdoor
Grant, Private
Donations
TPWD Outdoor
Grant, Private
Donations

TPWD Outdoor
Grant, Private
Donations
TPWD Outdoor
Grant, Private
Donations

$26,725,000

*Assumed cost of land = $60,000 per acre. The cost of land can vary considerably depending on whether it is urban or rural, the size of the
parcel, frontage access along a major roadway, and whether it is in the Escarpment or the prairie. $60,000 is chosen for purposes of budgeting
with the intent to secure land at fair market value and to account for instances of high-value land.
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Community Parks
The primary action for community parks is land acquisition and development of one or two new community parks. Determining whether to
develop one park versus two will depend on the size of land available for
DFTXLVLWLRQDQGWKHQHHGIRUVSHFL¿FDWKOHWLFIDFLOLWLHV VHHSDJH 
In addition, the development of a tennis center is included in this action
plan.
Table 7.2 – Community Park Action Items & Cost Estimates
Action
Acres

Parkerville Park - Resolve contested land ownership issue.

--

Land for New Community Parks* - Acquire land for two
future community parks (one active community park and one
passive community).

350

New Community Park Development –Develop two future
community parks ($8,000,000 for an active park and
$2,000,000 for a passive park) or one combined community
park. Include facilities to replace those removed from Dot
Thomas Park, Crawford Park, and Community Center Park
(see Table 3.3).

Estimate of
Main Source Additional
Probable Cost of Funding Funding
Sources
$21,000,000 CIP, Park
Land
Dedication
$10,000,000 CIP, Park
Land
Dedication

Community Park Improvement – See recommendations as
per the park reviews on pages 3-38 to 3-41.

$5,105,000 CIP

Tennis Center Development – Develop an eight-court tennis
center. (Alternatively, develop four tennis courts for a lower
cost).

$1,200,000 CIP

350

TPWD Outdoor
Grant, Private
Donations

TPWD Outdoor
Grant, Private
Donations
TPWD Outdoor
Grant, Private
Donations

$37,305,000

*Assumed cost of land = $60,000 per acre. The cost of land can vary considerably depending on whether it is urban or rural, the size of the
parcel, frontage access along a major roadway, and whether it is in the Escarpment or the prairie. $60,000 is chosen for purposes of budgeting
with the intent to secure land at fair market value and to account for instances of high-value land.
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Other Parks
The largest expenditures listed in the Other Parks action plan is land
acquisition for open space protection and special purpose park needs.
In addition to acquiring land, the development of special purpose facilities—water spray parks, a skate park, and a dog park—are included.
Table 7.3– Other Parks Action Items & Cost Estimates
Action

Acres

Estimate of
Probable Cost

Special Purpose Parks* - Acquire land for special purpose
parks including trail heads, trail gateways, a dog park, a
skate park, and other as yet unforeseen special purpose
use.

20

$1,200,000

Open Space Acquisition and Protection (Floodplain)
- Acquisition of land along creek corridors (100’ wide
FRUULGRUVDORQJaPLOHVRIÁRRGSODLQRUWKH\HDU
ÁRRGOLQHDWEXLOGRXWFRQGLWLRQVZKLFKHYHULVJUHDWHU
assumed $30,000 per acre).
Open Space Acquisition and Protection (out of
Floodplain)* - Acquisition or non-acquisition protection
programs of other important Open Space land not within
WKHÁRRGSODLQ

180

$5,400,000

230

$6,900,000**

Support Facility Development – Develop playgrounds,
pavilions, loop trails, and open play areas with new park
development.
Water Spray Parks – Develop three water spray parks at a
cost of $100,000 each.

(included in park
development)

Skate Park – Develop a skate park as a joint-venture with
surrounding cities.

$500,000

Dog Park – Develop a dog park as a joint-venture with
surrounding cities.

$500,000

$300,000

430

Main Source Additional
of Funding Funding
Sources
CIP, Grant
Park Land
Funding
Dedication,
Private Donations, Land
Trusts
Park Land
CIP, Grant
Dedication,
Funding
Private Donations, Land
Trusts
CIP, Grant
Park Land
Funding
Dedication,
Private Donations, Land
Trusts
CIP, Park
TPWD Outdoor
Improvement Grant, Private
Fee
Donations
CIP
TPWD Outdoor
Grant, Private
Donations
CIP, Other
TPWD Outdoor
Cities
Grant, Private
Donations
CIP, Other
TPWD Outdoor
Cities
Grant, Private
Donations

$14,800,000

*Assumed cost of land = $60,000 per acre. The cost of land can vary considerably depending on whether it is urban or rural, the size of the
parcel, frontage access along a major roadway, and whether it is in the Escarpment or the prairie. $60,000 is chosen for purposes of budgeting
with the intent to secure land at fair market value and to account for instances of high-value land.
$VVXPHVKDOIRIWKHODQGZLOOEHSXUFKDVHGDQGKDOIZLOOEHSURWHFWHGZLWKRXWDFTXLVLWLRQ7KHVHSURSRUWLRQVFDQYDU\VLJQLÀFDQWO\GHSHQGLQJ
on future opportunities.
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Estimate of Probable Cost for Parks & Recreation Facilities Maintenance
Maintenance cost for parks and recreation facilities may vary greatly
depending on seasonal conditions, development intensity, quality of materials, level of improvement, etc. As a guide for budgeting purposes,
an annual projected maintenance budget for parks and recreation facilities is 2 to 4% of the development cost, rounded to an average of 3%
per year. The following table illustrates the probable cost to maintain
parks and recreation facilities improvements as listed in Tables 7.1, 7.2,
and 7.3. Actual costs for maintenance should be determined during the
design phase of each project prior to construction.
Table 7.4 – Parks & Open Space Maintenance Costs*
Priority
14 New Neighborhood Parks**
2 New Community Parks
Tennis Center
Water Spray Parks

Estimated Annual
Maintenance Cost
$504,000
$300,000
$36,000
$9,000

Skate Park

$15,000

Dog Park

$15,000

Total Annual Maintenance Cost

$879,000

*Maintenance costs for improvements to existing parks are not included in this table as the
maintenance of improvements will be part of the existing program for these facilities.
**Includes 10 new neighborhood parks on developed land and new neighborhood park development on four existing undeveloped properties.
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Aquatics & Indoor Recreation
Expanding the Recreation Center to include indoor aquatics is the single
largest expenditure recommended by this Master Plan. Also included in
this list is the development of a new Outdoor Aquatic Center to replace the
Crawford Park Pool—although at a more centralized location—and the exSDQVLRQRIWKH6HQLRU&HQWHUWRUHÀHFWUHFHQWDQGIXWXUHSRSXODWLRQJURZWK
and expectations within the city.
Table 7.5 – Indoor Recreation & Aquatics Action Items & Cost Estimates
Action
Estimate of Main Source Additional and Other Potential Funding Sources
Probable Cost of Funding
Recreation Center Expansion &
$13,340,000 CIP
4B Sales Tax, Revenue Bonds, General Obligation
Indoor Aquatics
Bonds, TPWD Indoor Grant, Private Donations
Outdoor Aquatic Center

$5,200,000 CIP

Senior Center Expansion

$980,000 CIP

Convert Crawford Park Pool to
a Water Spray Park
Total

$500,000 CIP

4B Sales Tax, Revenue Bonds, General Obligation
Bonds, TPWD Outdoor Grant, Private Donations
4B Sales Tax, Revenue Bonds, General Obligation
Bonds, TPWD Indoor Grant, Private Donations
4B Sales Tax, Revenue Bonds, General Obligation
Bonds, TPWD Indoor Grant, Private Donations

$20,020,000
Estimate of Probable Cost for Aquatics & Indoor Recreation Maintenance
Maintenance cost for aquatic and indoor recreation facilities may vary
greatly depending on seasonal conditions, development intensity, quality
of materials, level of improvement, etc. As a guide for budgeting purposes, an annual projected maintenance budget for parks and recreation
facilities is 2 to 4% of the development cost, rounded to an average of 3%
per year. The following table illustrates the probable cost to maintain the
improvements listed in Table 7.5. Actual costs for maintenance should be
determined during the design phase of each project prior to construction.
Table 7.6 – Aquatics & Indoor Recreation Maintenance Costs
Priority
Estimated Annual
Maintenance Cost
Recreation Center Expansion & Indoor Aquatics
$400,200
Outdoor Aquatic Center

$156,000

Senior Center Expansion

$29,400

Convert Crawford Park Pool to a Water Spray Park
Total Annual Maintenance Cost

--*
$879,000

*Action would result in maintenance cost savings compared to current Crawford Park Pool
maintenance costs.
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Trails & Bikeways
Trails
The Trails Master Plan includes a total of 120.2 miles of trails, including
23.2 miles of existing and programmed trails (trails that will be completed in the next few years). In addition, it includes 97.0 miles of new
trails to be implemented in the long-term future.
Table 7.7 – Trail Master Plan Cost Estimates
Type
Miles/Units
Existing & Programmed
23.2
Trails
Planned Trails (all types)
97.0
Trailheads
17
Overlooks/Viewing Points
4
Total
120.2 Miles

Typical Cost*
--

Total Cost
--

$750,000
$350,000
$150,000

$73,725,000
$5,950,000
$600,000
$80,275,000

*Estimated costs include design, administration, and miscellaneous costs. The cost for the
&RUH /RRS7UDLOVHJPHQWVDVUHÁHFWHGLQ7DEOHRQSDJHDUHLQFOXGHGLQWKHWRWDOV
shown on this table.

Core Trails

2IWKHPLOHVRIH[LVWLQJSURJUDPPHGDQGSODQQHGWUDLOVPLOHV
are considered Core Trails, which will serve as the backbone of Cedar
+LOO¶VWUDLOV\VWHP VHHSDJH 7KHWRSSULRULW\&RUH7UDLOVHJPHQWV
are as follows:
 &HGDU+LOO6WDWH3DUNIURP)0WR0DQV¿HOG5RDG
 %HOW/LQH5RDGIURP0DQV¿HOG5RDGWR&HGDU+LOO5RDG
 &HGDU+LOO5RDGIURP)0WR%HOW/LQH5RDG
 Houston/Main/Cooper Streets from Belt Line Road to US-67
 Longhorn Boulevard from US-67 to Virginia Weaver Park and
Parkerville Road
 )0IURPQRUWKHUQFLW\OLPLWVWR1HZ&ODUN5RDG
These six trail segments are estimated to cost approximately $7.3 million in total. See Table 5.5 and Figure 5.4 for more information.
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Bikeways
A number of facility types constitute the Action Plan for bikeways,
which will exist on or adjacent to roadways (depending on type). Due
to the highly varied nature of roadways and the many elements that must
be considered—overhead and underground utilities, stormwater drainDJH GULYHZD\ FXUE FXWV ULJKWRIZD\ FRQVWUDLQWV WUDI¿F RSHUDWLRQV
HWF²VSHFL¿F HVWLPDWHV RI SUREDEOH FRVWV FDQQRW DFFXUDWHO\ EH GHYHOoped without in-depth, case-by-case conceptual engineering. Typical
FRVWVSHUPLOHDUHVKRZQLQ7DEOH7DEOHOLVWVSULRULW\ELNHZD\
projects.
Table 7.8 – Bikeways Master Plan Cost Estimates*
Type
Miles
Typical Cost per Typical Cost per Mile
0LOH UHWURÀW
(new construction)
Shared Lanes
19.0
$10,000
$50,000
Bike Lanes
25.7
$20,000
$100,000
Buffered Bike Lanes /
9.7
$30,000
$150,000 /
Cycle Tracks
$600,000
Side Paths
24.6
$750,000
$750,000
Further Study Needed
6.4
Total
85.4 Miles
*See Table 5.6 on page 5-36 for additional information. Bikeway projects will most likely be
implemented as part of future roadway projects. Therefore, probable costs cannot accurately
be estimated without in-depth, case-by-case conceptual engineering.

Table 7.9 – Priority Bikeway Projects*
Upcoming Roadway Projects
Project

Planned Facility
Type
0DQVÀHOG5RDGIURP&LW\/LPLWWR%HOW/LQH
Bike Lanes &
Road
12’ Sidepath
/DNH5LGJH3DUNZD\IURP0DQVÀHOG5RDG
Bike Lanes &
to US-67
12’ Sidepath
Pleasant Run Road from Joe Wilson Road
Bike Lanes &
to Duncanville Road
12’ Sidepath
FM-1382 from New Clark Road to Strauss
Bike Lanes &
Road
12’ Sidepath
South Clark Road from Belt Line Road to
Buffered Bike Lane
Parkerville Road
or Cycle Track

Miles
3.9
3.6
1.0
0.8
1.0

*This table only illustrates upcoming roadway projects in which bikeway facilities are to be
included. Table 5.7 on page 5-37 includes additional recommended projects.
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Estimate of Probable Cost for Trail Maintenance
Maintenance cost for trails is calculated on a per-mile basis. Costs vary
based on facility design, location, and frequency of use. The following
WDEOHLOOXVWUDWHVWKHSUREDEOHFRVWWRPDLQWDLQWKHSODQQHGWUDLOVLGHQWL¿HG
in this Master Plan.
Bikeway maintenance will be part of the general roadway maintenance
program and is estimated to have a relatively minor impact on maintenance costs.
Table 7.10 – Trail Maintenance Costs
Type
Miles
Typical Estimated
Total Estimated
Maintenance Cost
Annual
per Mile
Maintenance Cost
Core Trails*
48.0
$6,000
$288,000
Secondary Trails*
36.9
$4,000
$147,600
Park Loop Trails
12.1
$1,000
$12,100
Total Annual
97.0 Miles
$447,700
Maintenance Cost
*Includes existing, programmed, and planned trails.

Chapter 7 – implementation

7–11

Pa r k s , R e c r e at i on , Op e n S pa c e & T r a i l s V i s i on i n g M a s t e r P l a n

Streetscapes & Gateways
Streetscape Projects
7KHVHOHFWLRQRISULRULW\VWUHHWVFDSHSURMHFWVUHÀHFWVWKH&LW\¶VXSFRPing roadway projects. Streetscape enhancements should be designed and
constructed simultaneously with the design and construction of the roadways themselves. Such an approach can reduce the overall costs of the
project and ensure consistency.

Table 7.11 – Priority Streetscape Projects Summary & Cost Estimates*
Location
Estimate of
Probable Cost†
South Clark Road from US-67 to Parkerville Road

$1,500,000

0DQVÀHOG5RDGIURP&LW\/LPLWVWR%HOW/LQH5RDG

$4,000,000

FM-1382 from City Limits to Cedar Hill Road

$3,400,000

US-67 from Northern City Limits to Belt Line Road**

$1,100,000

Pleasant Run Road/Duncanville Road Intersection

$50,000

*See Table 6.2 on page 6-57 for additional information.
**This project overlaps two of the gateways included in Table 7.12 (US-67 between Joe WilVRQDQG:LQWHUJUHHQ5RDGV86IURP)0WR%HOW/LQH5RDG +RZHYHUWKHHVWLPDWH
of probable cost for this project does not include the cost for these two gateways.
†
Cost estimates were prepared utilizing standard cost estimate practices and exclude “soft”
costs such as design and administrative costs, financing costs, construction management,
surveying, geotechnical investigations, and construction materials testing. Cost estimates
exclude engineering associated components (e.g. road paving surfaces, curbs, ramps, typical
sidewalks, light poles and fixtures, traffic signage, traffic lights, striping, etc.) and assume
water and service taps are available and accessible.
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Gateway Projects
The selection of priority gateway projects was made to prioritize the
PRVWYLVLEOHRIWKHJDWHZD\ORFDWLRQVLGHQWL¿HGLQ)LJXUHRQSDJH
6-7. While gateway projects can be implemented independently, the development of gateways concurrent with other roadway and streetscape
projects will provide the most cohesive design and is recommended.

Table 7.12 – Priority Gateway Projects Summary & Cost Estimates*
Location
Estimate of
Probable Cost†
Belt Line Road/FM-1382

$155,000

US-67 between Joe Wilson Road and Wintergreen Road

$210,000

US-67 from FM-1382 to Belt Line Road

$3,500,000

FM-1382 at City Limits

$110,000

0DQVÀHOG5RDGDW&LW\/LPLWV

$110,000

*See Table 6.1 on page 6-56 for additional information.
†
Cost estimates were prepared utilizing standard cost estimate practices and exclude “soft”
costs such as design and administrative costs, financing costs, construction management,
surveying, geotechnical investigations, and construction materials testing. Cost estimates
exclude engineering associated components (e.g. road paving surfaces, curbs, ramps, typical
sidewalks, light poles and fixtures, traffic signage, traffic lights, striping, etc.) and assume
water and service taps are available and accessible.
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7.3
PARK LAND
DEDICATION
ORDINANCE
REVISION

Acquiring land for parks and trails at the same pace as development and
growth is one of the most critical tasks for the City. In order to acquire
an adequate amount of land, it is important for the City to have a Park
Land Dedication Ordinance that requires development to proportionately share the burden of meeting the needs of a growing community.
Recent research published by Dr. John L. Crompton of Texas A&M University1 examines the constitutionality and viability of park land dedication ordinances across the State. Crompton suggests ordinances be
calculated based on the true costs of land and park development. This
DSSURDFKHQVXUHVWKHVSHFL¿FUHTXLUHPHQWVRIDQRUGLQDQFHDUHSURSRUtionate to the impact of new development. The recommended method
for revising Cedar Hill’s ordinance is based on this research and is detailed in Appendix F.
Table 7.13 compares the conveyance requirements and fees of the current Park Land Dedication Ordinance with an example calculation resulting from the proposed methodology (see Appendix F). This table
also demonstrates the results if the same example calculation is discounted by 64% (resulting in 36% of the original calculated results).
This discounted allowance is comparable to those established for Cedar
Hill’s Water, Wastewater, and Roadway Impact Fees.
Although variables exist in this method, the calculation will always result in fees that are substantially greater than the current Park Land Dedication Ordinance fees. This is because these calculations result in fees
based on the true cost to acquire land and develop new neighborhood
and community parks to maintain current levels of service. Additional
population growth requires the provision of additional park land. If fees
DUHQRWLQFUHDVHGWRUHÀHFWWKHWUXHFRVWRIODQGDQGGHYHORSPHQWH[LVWing taxpayers will need to fund the majority of the costs associated with
park development that is necessitated by new residents.
Historically, cities have established park dedication fees as an arbitrary
value to prevent them from being challenged. This was a common practice when the economy was vibrant and growth was prevalent throughout many geographic areas. The downturn in the economy has allowed
FLWLHVWRUHDOL]HWKHQHHGIRU¿QGLQJDOWHUQDWHPHWKRGVRIIXQGLQJJURZWK
including revisiting existing park dedication fees. Table 7.14 describes
the park dedication requirements of several cities in the Dallas-Fort
Worth Metroplex.

1

Crompton, John L. Parkland Dedication Ordinances in Texas: A Missed
Opportunity? Rep. no. E-233. Texas
A&M University: AgriLife Extension, 2010.
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Table 7.13 – Comparison of Park Land Dedication Ordinance Calculations
Existing
Example Calculation
Conveyance of Land

1 acre/133 dwelling
units*
Payment in Lieu of Land
$250/dwelling unit
Park Development Fee
$250/dwelling unit
Floodplain Dedication Ratio
1:1
Maximum Floodplain Dedication Max. 50% of dedication
PD\EHLQÁRRGSODLQDW
least 5 acres must be outRIÁRRGSODLQ
Minimum Dedication
5 acres

1 acre/37.2 dwelling
units
$1,613/dwelling unit*
$4,468/dwelling unit**
1:2†
(no change)

36% of the Example
Calculation
1 acre/37.2 dwelling
units
$581/dwelling unit*
$1,608/dwelling unit**
1:2†
(no change)

(no change)

(no change)

*Land costs can range from $20,000 to over $100,000 per acre. An average cost of $60,000 per acre is used in these calculations.
**For single-family and multi-family development.
†
LQÁRRGSODLQDFUHVHTXDORXWRIÁRRGSODLQDFUH

Table 7.14 – Park Land Dedication Ordinance Requirements of Other Metroplex Cities

Colleyville
Flower Mound
Grapevine
Highland Village
Lancaster
0DQVÀHOG
Rockwall
Southlake

Conveyance of
Land
1 acre/25 DU
1 acre/25 DU
1 acre/145 DU
TBD
1 acre/50 DU
1 acre/100 DU
1 acre/72 DU
1 acre/40 DU

Payment in
Lieu of Land
$1,802/DU
Market value
$1,416/DU
$2,160/DU
$1,400/DU
$500/DU
$325/DU
Market value

Park Development Fee
n/a
$790 / DU
n/a
$1,025-$1,447 / DU*
n/a
$750 / DU
$202-831 / DU
n/a

Non-Residential Park
Improvement Fee
$800 / acre
$1,000 / acre
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a

*Based on level of service
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7.4
TWPD MASTER
PLAN COMPLIANCE

One of the primary purposes of this Master Plan is to serve as a parks,
UHFUHDWLRQDQGRSHQVSDFHPDVWHUSODQDVGH¿QHGE\WKH7H[DV3DUNVDQG
Wildlife Department (TPWD). Visioning, bikeways, and streetscapes
are considered additional elements not required by TPWD, but in fact
contribute tremendously to the comprehensiveness of this Master Plan.

TPWD Requirements
$VRI-DQXDU\73:'VWLSXODWHVWKDWSDUNPDVWHUSODQVPXVWFRYHU
at least a ten-year period. 3ODQV PXVW EH XSGDWHG HYHU\ ¿YH \HDUV WR
remain eligible for grant funding (a completely new plan is required
every ten years). At a minimum, updates should include a summary of
accomplishments, new public input, most recent inventory data, updated
needs assessment, priorities, new implementation plan, demographics,
population projections, goals and objectives, standards, and maps. Priorities should be updated as implementation items are accomplished. A
new resolution is not required when updating priorities; however if the
City changes or revises its priorities, it must submit a new resolution
adopting the new priorities.

High Priority Needs
Consistent with TPWD requirements, Table 7.15 lists the top priorities
for parks, recreation, open space, and trails in Cedar Hill. These priorities have been determined based on community outreach, needs asVHVVPHQWVDQG&LW\VWDIIDQG&LW\RI¿FLDOLQSXWLQRUGHUWRSURYLGHDQ
effective set of actions to enhance quality of life in the community for
purposes of grant applications. The priorities are broken into two lists:
one for outdoor facilities and one for indoor facilities.
Priorities for streetscape enhancements and on-street bikeways are excluded from this list since these types of projects are not eligible for
TPWD recreational or other grants.
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Table 7.15 – High Priority Parks & Recreation Needs
Outdoor Facilities
1
Develop a City-wide network of multi-use trails.
2
3

4
5

6

Acquire and preserve open space and nature
areas and make them publicly accessible.
Develop currently undeveloped neighborhood
parks with playgrounds, pavilions, loop trails,
and open play areas.
Acquire land for new community parks in the
southeastern portion of the City.
Acquire land for new neighborhood parks in
under-served areas and areas of future development.
Develop additional baseball and softball game
ÀHOGV

Indoor & Aquatic Facilities
1
Upgrade the Recreation Center and construct
indoor aquatic expansion.
2
Completely remodel and expand the Senior
Center.
3
Construct a new outdoor aquatic center in a
central location.
4

Replace Crawford Park Pool with a water spray
park.

Plan Updates
This Master Plan is a guide to be used by the City to develop and expand
the existing parks, recreation, trails, and open space system for future
QHHGVRYHUWKHQH[W¿YHWRWHQ\HDUV6LQFHUHFUHDWLRQWUHQGVDQGQHHGV
change over time, it is necessary to consider this Master Plan as a living
document that should be updated regularly. Potential factors that might
bring about the need to revise this Master Plan include:
 The population may increase more or less rapidly than projected;
 The recreation needs, wants, and priorities of the community may
change; and
The implementation of certain action items may stimulate and inspire
other needs. Four key areas for focus of these periodic reviews are as
follows:
 )DFLOLW\ ,QYHQWRU\ - An inventory of new facilities should be
UHFRUGHG DV ZHOO DV DQ\ VLJQL¿FDQW LPSURYHPHQWV RI IDFLOLWLHV
provided by the Cedar Hill ISD whenever such facilities may become available for public use.
 )DFLOLW\8VH - Facility use is a key factor in determining the need
for renovation or additional facilities. Updates on league participation of sports facilities should be prepared each season with
data from each association. Changes in participation of those
outside the City limits as well as the citizens of Cedar Hill should
be recorded.
Chapter 7 – implementation
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 3XEOLF,QYROYHPHQW - As mentioned previously, this Master Plan
UHÀHFWVWKHFXUUHQWSRSXODWLRQDQGDWWLWXGHVDVH[SUHVVHGE\WKH
citizens. However, those attitudes and interests may change over
time as the City changes. Periodic surveys are recommended to
provide a current account of the attitudes of the citizens and additional direction from the public on issues that may arise.
Maintaining a regularly-updated Master Plan will ensure that the needs
of Cedar Hill’s citizens continue to be met and that the vision and goals
set forth in Chapter 1 can be achieved.
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APPENDIX A
SUMMARIZED
FOCUS GROUP
MEETING NOTES

Three focus group meetings were held, each catering to different user
groups as follows:
 0HHWLQJ0DUFK – Representatives from various government and public agencies (Best Southwest Cities, Cedar Hill
State Park, Dallas County, CHISD, and the Dogwood Canyon
Audubon Center).
 0HHWLQJ0DUFK – Representatives from various nonSUR¿W RUJDQL]DWLRQV DQG ORFDOEXVLQHVVHV 1RUWKZRRG 8QLYHUVLty, Friends of the Library, Rotary Club, Boy Scouts of America,
7RXULVP&RPPLWWHH0DLQ6WUHHW%RDUGDQG8SWRZQ9LOODJH
 0HHWLQJ0DUFK – Representatives from special interest groups (Senior Center, Homeowners Associations, and Sports
Associations).
The results of the discussions are as follows.
Meeting 1 Results (Government / Public Agencies)
What issues and goals are shared between your organization and the City?

 Coordinated event planning and programming between the Best
Southwest Cities.
 Have the facility capacity to attract tournaments that will drive
tourism.
 Provide trail connectivity between cities and with the State Park.
 Have local indoor aquatics.
 To protect natural and cultural resources.
 To get kids and families outdoors and to have family programming.
How can we improve upon existing partnerships between your organization and the
City?

 Joint efforts to construct and maintain multi-use trails.
 Coordinate efforts to manage and preserve open space and wildlife habitat.
 Expand environmental education programs and make them more
accessible.
 Work together to attract more environmental tourism to the area.
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What strategies or partnerships can we adopt to address our common issues and
achieve our common goals?

 :RUNWRJHWKHUZLWKWKH6WDWH3DUN86$&(DQGRWKHUFLWLHVWR
develop a multi-use trail around Joe Pool Lake.
 Tie together the streetscape systems of each city through tree
planting programs, the use of native and drought-tolerant plants,
etc.
 Construct a dog park as a joint venture between the Best Southwest cities.
 Consider joint funding and project coordination for gateways and
landmarks at the City limits and major destinations (such as the
State Park and the Audobon Center).
 Find ways to ensure that new schools are true “neighborhood
schools” by integrating them into residential areas.
0HHWLQJ5HVXOWV 1RQ3URÀWDQG/RFDO%XVLQHVVHV
:KDWSDUWQHUVKLSVH[LVWEHWZHHQWKHEXVLQHVVDQGQRQSURÀWFRPPXQLW\DQGWKH&LW\"

 The Cedar Hill Bike Rally.
 Friends of the Library.
 Country Day on the Hill.
 Historic preservation.
 :DONDELOLW\ELNHDELOLW\ 'RZQWRZQDQG8SWRZQ9LOODJH 
 Attracting tourism.
 Build the City’s image and atmosphere.
Which existing partnerships can we improve upon and how?

 Improve connectivity and accessibility for bicycles and pedestrians.
 Develop additional gateway signage to signify entry into Cedar
Hill to enhance tourism efforts.
 Become a more prominent outdoor destination for activities such
as cycling.
 Improve people’s access to transportation, cultural activities,
sports, performing arts, etc.
 Share information regarding Cedar Hill’s demographics and lifestyle characteristics.
 Encourage additional displays of public art throughout the City.
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What are opportunities for future partnerships to enhance quality of life and make Cedar Hill a better place to live, work and play?

 'HYHORSWUDLOVRIFLW\ZLGHLPSRUWDQFHWKURXJK1RUWKZRRG8QLversity and a trailhead at their entrance on FM 1382.
 Connect historic properties/areas by trails.
 Provide small venues (for visual or performing arts) that will help
establish an arts and entertainment culture in Cedar Hill.
 Attract a sports event facility (i.e., minor league baseball) to atWUDFWWRXULVPDQGSURPRWH1RUWKZRRG8QLYHUVLW\¶VDWKOHWLFVSURgram.
0HHWLQJ5HVXOWV 6SHFLDO,QWHUHVW*URXSV
What outcomes do you aspire for the group that you represent?

 The trails along Lakeridge Parkway completed, connected, and
family-friendly.
 (QKDQFHEHDXWL¿FDWLRQDQGGHYHORSDVHQVHRIFRPPXQLW\WRJHWKerness.
 0D[LPL]HWKHXVHRIWKH&LW\¶VODQGDQGUHVRXUFHVSDUWLDOO\E\
clustering compatible recreation facilities and increasing the variety of amenities offered.
 1HLJKERUKRRGVVKRXOGEHOLQNHGYLDWUDLOV
 Parks on the east side should have the same level of quality as
those on the west side.
 7UDLOVWKDWDUHVDIHFRQQHFWHGDQGKDYHZD\¿QGLQJDLGV
How can the City and/or this Master Plan help you achieve your goals?

 Build a new, larger senior center to allow more senior activities.
 Provide an aquatic center that allows water aerobics (located with
the Senior Center or elsewhere in the City).
 ,PSURYHWKHDSSHDUDQFHRI86E\VFUHHQLQJXQVLJKWO\EXLOGings.
 Develop great facilities and use them to show that Cedar Hill is
a great place.
 +DYHHQRXJKVSRUW¿HOGVWRKRVWDGGLWLRQDOWRXUQDPHQWV VRFFHU
VSHFL¿FDOO\ 
 Develop neighborhood parks along the Cedar Trails Greenbelt
 Require non-residents to pay higher user fees for facility use.
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 Four to eight lighted tennis courts (eight courts desirable to allow
league play).
 Provide more multi-use nature trails that accommodate hiking
and equestrian use.
What future partnerships or opportunities exist to improve the experience of the end
user?

 Create a large community park on the east side of town.
 (QKDQFH9LUJLQLD:HDYHU3DUNZLWKDGHTXDWHUHVWURRPVWKDWDUH
large enough to change in.
 &UHDWHD¿VKLQJDUHDZLWKGHHSZDWHUDQGFKDUJHXVHUIHHV
 0DNHWKH6WDWH3DUNDFFHVVLEOHWR&HGDU+LOOFLWL]HQVE\FKDUJLQJ
lower fees and improving the number and location of entrances.
 Provide a place for gymnastics.
 ([SORUHWKHXVHRIWKH,6'VSRUW¿HOGVLI3DUNHUYLOOH3DUNJRHV
away.
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APPENDIX B
TELEPHONE
SURVEY
CUMULATIVE
RESULTS

Raymond Turco & Associates conducted the City’s 2011 Parks and
5HFUHDWLRQ1HHGV$VVHVVPHQW6XUYH\ZKLFKLVDNH\FRPSRQHQWRIWKH
development of this Master Plan. This public opinion poll captured attitudes on parks, recreation, open space, trails, and streetscapes in the
community from respondents randomly selected from phone-matched
households. The full sample of 328 respondents was interviewed with
a comprehensive questionnaire that collected attitudinal data on a variety of recreational issues including frequency of participating in various
activities as well as whether or not certain ones should be provided or
expanded, the need for constructing various amenities and satisfaction
with recreational characteristics. Questions also sought to gauge support for a potential indoor aquatic expansion to the Recreation Center, as
well as features to include if a facility was constructed. A portion of the
survey addressed ideas about potential City actions and gathered general
opinions in terms of agreement or disagreement. Several questions were
duplicated from previous surveys implemented by Raymond Turco &
Associates for prior master plan updates (1998 and 2005) in order to
FRPSDUH¿QGLQJVRYHUDSURORQJHGSHULRGRIWLPH
The information gathered in this survey will allow City Council members, City staff, and concerned individuals to better understand how Cedar Hill residents view the issues surrounding these subjects. It will
DOVRSURYLGHFLWL]HQLQSXWLQWRWKHRQJRLQJSODQQLQJSURFHVVIRUSDUNV
recreation, open space, trails, and streetscapes.
It is important to understand that a survey is an attitudinal “snap-shot” of
WKHFRPPXQLW\GXULQJWKHWLPHRIWKHVXUYH\DQGKDVQRWEHHQLQÀXHQFHG
by either positive or negative publicity. The telephone survey included
the responses of 328 individuals, which equates to an overall error rate
RIDWDFRQ¿GHQFHOHYHO
The following pages include the cumulative results of the telephone survey. These pages illustrate each question and how it was asked, as well
as the overall response to each question. In addition to the cumulative
results, a detailed report that includes analyses of each question was
prepared and provided to the City.
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APPENDIX C
LEAGUE RFI
RESPONSES
Table A.1 – Summarized Sports Organization RFI Responses
Name
Cedar Hill Tennis Association
Contact Info

Current Number of Members/
Participants

David Boatwright
972-291-5550; 972-979-4178; chtennisa@hotmail.com
Current Membership: 55
Annual Participation in Leagues: 95;
Tournaments: 75; Open Tennis: 175

Current Number of Groups/
Teams

Cedar Hill Baseball Association
John Hurst
214-789-4639
john.hurst67@sbcglobal.net
Recreation: 452 players
Select: 208 players
Total: 660
Recreation: 35 teams
Select: 16 teams
Total: 51 teams
Recreation
Select
Cedar Hill: 263
Cedar Hill: 125-135
Other Cities: 189
Other: 45-55

How many participants are
from Cedar Hill? Other?

Cedar Hill: 47
Other Cities: 8

5-10 Year Growth Projection

5% per year

3 to 5% per year

What is your need to meet
future requirements?

An 8+ court lighted facility

Keep all current facilities
$GGLWLRQDOÀHOGVLQWKHIXWXUHWRPDWFKJURZWKSURMHFtions (currently at 60% capacity for practice and
JDPHÀHOGV

What city and non-city
Crawford Park (2 lighted courts)
facilities do you currently use? Bessie Coleman Middle School (4
lighted courts)
9th Grade Center (6 unlighted courts)

Are the current facilities you
use adequate? If not, why
and what should be done to
correct it?
When does each season begin
and end?

How does your organization
ÀWLQWRDUHJLRQDOFRQWH[WLQ
terms of facilities used within
Cedar Hill?
A–14

No - current facilities do not provide
lighting and capacity to hold full membership activities and limit growth.
Spring season: April to May
Summer season: June to July
Fall season: September to November
Open Tennis: year round
CHTA has not held any regional functions due to limited court capacity.
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Practice
Spring: Dot Thomas Park, Community Center Park,
Parkerville Park. Fall: Valley Ridge Park Baseball
Fields and sometimes Softball Fields
Games
Valley Ridge Park Baseball Fields and sometimes
Softball Fields
<HVEXWSUDFWLFHÀHOGVQHHGUHQRYDWLRQDQGWKHUHLV
a lack of shade at Valley Ridge Park. The association
has $60,000 saved to put toward shade structures
over bleachers.
Recreation: Mid to late February to June
Select: January to July

Numerous state/national level tournaments. Third
year hosting the USSSA “A” World Series. Tournaments bring visitors from across the state/nation that
stay in Cedar Hill hotels and dine and shop in the city.

Cedar Hill Youth Football and
Cheerleading Association
James Charles
972-670-3468

Cedar Hill Girls Softball Association

Cedar Hill Soccer Association

Dean Jarvis
972-880-0088

575

unknown (registration still open at the time
the RFI was submitted)

Larry Kennard
(972) 804-2647; (972) 291-5633
cedarhillsoccer.org
Spring: 620
Fall: 670

unknown (registration still open at the time
the RFI was submitted)

Spring: 51
Fall: 54 (3 select teams)

unknown (registration still open at the time
the RFI was submitted)

Cedar Hill: 558
Duncanville, DeSoto, Midlothian, Red Oak,
Grand Prairie, Dallas: 62

100% increase

Grow to 1,500+ players as the City grows

Continued use of the Recreation
Center Lobby for registration on
Saturdays.

7ZRDGGLWLRQDOVRIWEDOOÀHOGV

Recreation Center, Valley Ridge
Park Football Fields, Parkerville
Park Baseball Fields

Valley Ridge Park Softball Fields

DGGLWLRQDOIXOOVL]HGOLJKWHGÀHOGV
9DOOH\5LGJH3DUNDGGLWLRQDOOLJKWHGÀHOGV
ZLWKSLJJ\EDFNOLJKWLQJIRURQHÀHOG3UHPLHUIXOOVL]HGÀHOGZLWKIHQFLQJEOHDFKHUV
and custom goals for championship games.
Ramsey Park, Williams Park, Highlands
Recreation Area, Crawford Park, Parkerville
Park, Tidwell Park (part of Parkerville Park),
Lakeview Community Church

Yes

Yes

Yes

Late April to late November

Spring: March to May
Fall: September to October

Spring: Late February to May
Fall: Mid August to November

For tournaments, the facilities
would be the same.

We consider our facilities to be the best in
our area. Tournaments have been and will be
held at Valley Ridge Park.

+RVWÀYHVWDWHWRXUQDPHQWVFXUUHQWO\DQG
hope to add two more in the near future.
Hope to bring a big club to Cedar Hill soon.

Cedar Hill: 546
Glenn Heights and Ovilla: 29
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APPENDIX D
TRAIL & BIKEWAY
DESIGN AND
MAINTENANCE
STANDARDS

Design Standards
The following set of design standards has been developed in order to
ensure that Cedar Hill’s trail and bikeway systems are developed with
a high level of safety, quality, and comfort for trail and bikeway users.
These standards are in addition to mandated national and state standards
$$6+72$'$$*7$6DQG087&' ,QVRPHFDVHVVXFKDVZKHQ
DFHUWDLQFRPSRQHQWRIWKHWUDLOV\VWHPFDQQRWEHVWDQGDUGL]HG FURVVwalks, for example), the following recommendations are provided as
guidelines rather than standards.
7UDLOV²+DUG6XUIDFH
Design Objectives

 The alignment should follow the contours of the land and its natural drainage patterns. The trail should not appear to be carved
out of the terrain.
 Trails should be gentle, curvilinear, and may include a combination of curving and straight segments. Excessively serpentine
or unnecessarily winding trail alignments are not desirable and
should be limited to instances where tree preservation necessitates such alignments.
 Meanders in trails should appear to have a purpose and should
QRWEHKDSKD]DUGRULUUHJXODU
 &UHDWHIXQFWLRQDODQGHI¿FLHQWWUDLODOLJQPHQWVWKDWSUHVHQWDQG
preserve the natural terrain and vegetation to the greatest extent
possible.
 Locate intersections at natural focal points such as scenic vistas
and convenient access points.
 Where conditions apply, trails shall align with existing or future
crosswalks at streets. These intersections shall incorporate handicap accessible ramps that meet the design criteria of ADAAG/
TAS.
Design Standards

a. Width & Clearance: The core trails within the City’s system,
which will include a mix of bicycle, pedestrian, other non-moWRUL]HGWUDQVSRUWDWLRQDQGPDLQWHQDQFHYHKLFOHVVKDOOEH¶LQ
width. The minimum width of a multi-use linear trail shall be
10’ to accommodate maintenance access and passing room for
cyclists (if the maintenance vehicles will navigate steep grades,
the minimum width shall be 12’). See Figure A.1 – Standard
Hike & Bike Trail Section.
A–16
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The optimum vertical clearance of obstructions over a trail is 10’
or higher, which accommodates maintenance, patrol, and emergency vehicle access. All underpasses and tunnels should be a
minimum of 10’ in height. If vertical clearances under bridges
and other structures are less than 10’, the clearance shall be clearly posted with warning signage to alert approaching trail users.

Figure A.1 – Standard Hike & Bike Trail Section

Figure A.2 – General Construction Limits
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A minimum 3’ wide graded soft shoulder should be constructed and maintained on both sides of the trail (in addition to any
adjacent graded areas for steep inclines). Shoulders must be
constructed with a constant grade (4:1 typical, 3:1 maximum).
Shoulders should be clear of trees, stumps, drainage, poles,
walls, fences, guardrails, and other vertical or lateral obstructions whenever possible. In instances where trees or other obstacles may encroach within this space, warning signage should
be provided. A 5’ lateral separation is necessary from any vertical embankment or drop-off. If this is not possible, safety railing, walls, or fencing shall be provided. All barrier material shall
conform to City of Cedar Hill standards. See Figure A.2 – General Construction Limits.
b. Design Speed: In general, a minimum design speed of 20 mph
VKRXOG EH XVHG ZKHQ WUDLO JUDGHV GR QRW H[FHHG   ,Q WKRVH
instances where strong prevailing tail winds exist or trail grades
PD\H[FHHGDGHVLJQVSHHGRIPSKLVDGYLVDEOH6SHHG
bumps or similar surface obstructions intended to slow down cyFOLVWVZRXOGSRVHDWULSKD]DUGIRURWKHUWUDLOXVHUVDQGVKRXOG
never be used. In instances where it is desirable to slow the
speed of cyclists, chicanes or short curves should be used (see
Figure A-12 on page A-31).
c. Alternate Routes: It is the intent of the plan to provide accessible
routes linking all destinations and nodes within the city. It is at
the discretion of the City to allow for the creation of alternate
routes to destinations which do not meet standards established
by ADAAG/TAS.
d. Grade/RQJLWXGLQDOJUDGHVRQWUDLOVVKDOOQRWH[FHHGH[FHSW
in unusual circumstances. In cases where the minimum grade
must be exceeded, an alternate route must be constructed to meet
ADAAG/TAS standards. The absolute maximum grade for a
WUDLOLQWHQGHGIRUELNHXVDJHLV
*UDGHV EHWZHHQ  DQG  DUH DFFHSWDEOH IRU WUDLOV ZKHUH D
leveling off at the base of the incline permits adequate recovHU\EHIRUHDQLQWHUVHFWLRQRURWKHUFRQÀLFWSRLQW%ULGJHVFRQVWUXFWHGZLWKDZRRGVXUIDFHVKDOOQRWH[FHHGDVORSHZLWK
the exception of the camber on pre-fabricated bridges. Concrete
VXUIDFHVRQEULGJHVFDQH[FHHGWRDPD[LPXPRILIWKH
exit off of the bridge has an adequate deceleration area prior to
encountering an intersection of any kind or a curve in the alignment of the trail.
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e. +RUL]RQWDO$OLJQPHQW 6XSHU(OHYDWLRQ: The use of super-elevated trails shall be limited to instances where they are needed
in order to help alleviate drainage issues or in other special circumstances such as challenging topography. Trails shall not exFHHGDFURVVVORSH7KH&LW\PD\DOORZIRUWKHFRQVWUXFWLRQ
of additional and alternate routes that do not meet the standards
established within ADAAG/TAS so long as the super-elevation
GRHVQRWH[FHHGDVORSH0LQLPXPUDGLXVYDULHVGHSHQGLQJ
on cross-slope.
When curves of lesser radii than those recommended must be
used on multi-use trails because of limited right-of-way, topography, or other considerations, standard curve warning signs and
supplemental pavement markings should be installed in accorGDQFH ZLWK WKH7087&' ,W LV DGYLVDEOH WR ZLGHQ WKH WUDLO LQ
order to increase the lateral space available to cyclists as they
lean to the inside of the turn. The amount of widening should be
limited to a maximum of 4’.
Cyclists frequently ride two abreast on trails. On narrow trails,
cyclists have a tendency to ride near the middle of the path. For
these reasons and because of the serious consequences of a headRQ ELF\FOH FROOLVLRQV ODWHUDO FOHDUDQFHV RQ KRUL]RQWDO FXUYHV
should be widened through the curve, a non-skid yellow center stripe should be installed, and a “curve ahead” warning sign
VKRXOGEHLQVWDOOHGLQDFFRUGDQFHZLWKWKH7087&'
f. Drainage: The cross-slope of areas adjacent to trails should be a
PLQLPXPRIWRSURYLGHIRUGUDLQDJH7UDLOSDYHPHQWVXUIDFHV
VKDOOQRWH[FHHGDFURVVVORSHRILQRUGHUWRPDLQWDLQFRPSOLance with ADAAG/TAS standards. See Figure A.1 – Standard
Hike & Bike Trail Section.
Sloping in one direction instead of crowning is preferred because
LWVLPSOL¿HVGUDLQDJHVXUIDFHFRQVWUXFWLRQDQGPDLQWHQDQFH$Q
even surface is essential to prevent water ponding and ice formation. Culverts and other drainage and piping should be extended
laterally at least 10’ from the downhill side of a trail or path.
,QÀRRGSODLQVWUDLOULJKWVRIZD\RUHDVHPHQWVVKDOOEHORFDWHG
RQWKHKLJKHVWHOHYDWLRQZLWKLQWKHGHVLJQDWHGÀRRGSODLQZKLOH
maintaining a 3’ soft shoulder on both sides.
:KHUHDWUDLOLVFRQVWUXFWHGRQWKHVLGHRIDKLOODGLWFKRUVL]DEOH
swale of dimensions suitable for the safety of cyclists and for
the volume of water expected shall be constructed on the uphill
side to intercept the hillside drainage. Where necessary, catch
Appendices

A–19

Pa r k s , R e c r e at i on , Op e n S pa c e & T r a i l s V i s i on i n g M a s t e r P l a n

basins with cross culverts (pipe structures built underneath the
trail) shall be provided to convey the intercepted water under the
trail. The length of cross culverts should be extended to include
WKHFOHDU]RQHDVZHOODVWKHWUDLOZLGWKDQGVKRXOGEHEDFN¿OOHG
WRSURYLGHDQXQLQWHUUXSWHGFOHDU]RQH'UDLQDJHJUDWHVDQGPDQhole covers should be located outside of the travel path of bicyclists and wheelchair users. To assist in draining the area adjacent
to the trail, the design should include considerations for preserving the natural ground cover. Seeding, mulching, and sodding
of adjacent slopes, swales, and other erosion-prone areas shall
accompany trail construction and shall be implemented by the
trail builder. Where trails pass underneath highway bridges, existing deck drain discharges must be routed or reconstructed so
WKDWGHFNUXQRIIZLOOQRWGLVFKDUJHXSRQRUÀRZDFURVVWKHWUDLO
(such drainage can create ice and algae on the pavement as well
as erode the pavement surface).
g. Intersection Treatment: Intersections are important locations
IURPDWUDI¿FÀRZDQGDHVWKHWLFSRLQWRIYLHZ7KHFRUQHUUDGLXV
for 90 degree intersections should typically by 15’ though larger
or smaller radii (10’ minimum) may be appropriate in special
circumstances such as at non-right-angle intersections and when
trails intersect at planting beds, signage or other focal points.
³6WRS´ RU ³\LHOG´ VLJQV VKRXOG EH XWLOL]HG RQ WUDLOV ZLWK KLJK

Figure A.3 – Typical Intersection Treatment
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WUDI¿F YROXPHV DQG DW LQWHUVHFWLRQV ZLWK OLPLWHG VLJKW OLQHV WR
denote right-of-way. At a minimum, intersection warning signs
shall be placed on each intersection approach per AASHTO and
7087&'JXLGHOLQHV0DMRULQWHUVHFWLRQVVKDOOKDYHSDWWHUQHG
concrete as indicated in Figure A.3 – Typical Intersection Treatment.
7UDLOV²6RIW6XUIDFH
Design Objectives

 Materials should provide a stable surface and be permeable.
 Color should be earth tone to blend with the natural environment
DQGWRPLQLPL]HYLVXDOLPSDFW
 Design for wheelchair accessibility wherever practical, with trail
widths no less than 48”. In cases where a 48” wide trail is designed, ensure that adequate wheelchair passing areas are provided per ADAAG/TAS requirements.
 0LQLPL]HHURVLRQRIVXUIDFHPDWHULDODWVLGHGUDLQDJHORFDWLRQVWR
limit washing, i.e., provide concrete pans or other erosion mitigating devices as approved by the city.
Design Standards

a. Prepared Sub-grade: Compact on-site material where approved
by the City Engineer. Over-excavate if unstable sub-soils are enFRXQWHUHGDQGUHSODFHZLWK&LW\DSSURYHG¿OOPDWHULDO&RPSDFW
DOO ¿OO DUHDV WR  VWDQGDUG SURFWRU DW  WR  RSWLPXP
moisture content. Remove all topsoil prior to subgrade prepaUDWLRQ7KHXVHRIDJHRWH[WLOHIDEULFXQGHUWKHDJJUHJDWH¿QHV
where installed in wet or unstable areas is recommended.
b. Trail Surface´GLDPHWHUFRPSDFWHGDJJUHJDWH¿QHVVXFKDV
decomposed granite with adequate binder, minimum 4” depth.
c. Width & Clearance6WDQGDUGZLGWKIRUWZRZD\WUDLOVLV¶ZLWK
a minimum width of 3’.
d. Grade, Sight Distance, Drainage: Refer to hard-surface trail design guidelines.
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Figure A.4 – Trails Near Creeks

e. Sensitive Areas: For natural surface trails that will be located
in environmentally sensitive areas, several measures are recommended to lessen the impact of the trail and trail users on the area
VHH)LJXUH$±7UDLOV1HDU&UHHNV 
1. The riparian setback should be as wide as possible. A minimum of 30’ to 50’ is recommended.
2. Slope the trail away from the waterway or pre-treat trail runoff with a trail-side swale.
3. Limit vegetation removal but remove invasive plant species.
8VHWKHWUDLODVDQRSSRUWXQLW\WRUHVWRUHDQGHQKDQFHWKHZDterway or environmentally sensitive area.
f. Other Considerations: Trails can vary in width and type depending on the existing topographic and environmental constraints.
Soft surface trail design should take into account issues like
drainage, erosion, slope/grade, presence of waterways, vegetation, riparian and habitat areas, and environmental requirements
and regulations. In some cases the proposed trails will have to
address slope concerns during design and construction (see Figure A.5 – Trails Along Steep Slopes).
g. Accessibility: Areas with earthen walking trails (i.e., parks and
natural areas) should also provide an alternate route that meets
or exceeds ADAAG/TAS standards.
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Figure A.5 – Trails Along Steep Slopes

h. Steep Slopes: In areas of steep slopes, it is often not possible for
trails to meet ADAAG/TAS requirements. Figure A.5 illustrates
a typical earthen trail design that is appropriate for steep and
LQFOLQHGDUHDV7KLVW\SHRIWUDLOLVW\SLFDOO\¶WR¶ZLGHDQGLV
designed to accommodate walkers, hikers, runners, and mountain bikers, depending on available space. Skilled volunteerbuilt earthen trails, reinforced with locally-sourced stone, are often the least impactful. In addition to the earthen surface of these
trails, the steep slopes that they pass through negate the ability to
meet ADAAG/TAS requirements. The trails should be designed
with adequate drainage to prevent channeling and erosion.
%LNHZD\)DFLOLWLHV
Design Objectives

 Provide safe, quick, and direct travel along corridors with high
bicycle demand.
 Provide a common route for cyclists through a high demand corridor.
 Connect discontinuous segments of shared-use trails.
 Provide extensions along local neighborhood streets and collectors that lead to commercial areas, places of employment, educational facilities, parks and other community facilities.
 Provide striped bike lanes or cycle tracks where possible. Provide shared lanes where these other facility types are not possible
due to limited right-of-way.
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Figure A.6– Shared Bike Lane

Figure A.7 – Standard Bike Lane
Refer to part 9 of the Texas Manual on
8QLIRUP7UDI¿F&RQWURO'HYLFHVIRUPRUH
JXLGDQFH
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Design Standards

a. Signage: Bike route signs shall be used on streets with bike routes,
shared lanes, bike lanes, and cycle tracks as well as on shared-use
trails where applicable. Route signs should include route number and destination information, yet be legible to moving cyclists.
Route signs shall be located at all intersections where the bike route
changes direction. Additional route signs should be located in acFRUGDQFHZLWK$$6+72DQG7087&'VWDQGDUGV
b. Pavement Surface: The pavement surface shall match the roadway
VXUIDFHSDYHPHQWVHDPVVKRXOGEHPLQLPL]HGDQGSODFHGRXWVLGH
of the bicycle facility where possible. Adjust utility covers to grade,
LQVWDOO ELF\FOH VDIH GUDLQDJH JUDWHV DQG ¿OO SRWKROHV WR SURYLGH D
smooth surface.
c. Shared Bike Lanes: Outside lanes for shared lane facilities shall
meet or exceed a width of 14.5’ (not including curb and gutter) for
streets without on-street parking and 12’ for streets with on-street
parking. Shared lane markings shall be used on all shared lanes
DQGVKDOOEHRIUHÀHFWLYHQRQVNLGPDWHULDO7KH\VKDOOEHSODFHG
a minimum of 5’ from the face of curb on roads without on-street
parking and a minimum of 5’ from the outside edge of the parking lane on roads with on-street parking. In both cases, placement
at the lane centerline is optional in order to extend the life of the
marking. A minimum of two shared lane markings per block face
shall be used and shall be located 50’ toward midblock from the
intersection at both ends of the block. If the block face is over 300’
in length, an additional shared lane marking should be placed at
PLGEORFN6HH)LJXUH$±6KDUHG%LNH/DQH 1RWH7KHWUDI¿F
control devices shown on this detail are not currently approved by
WKH7H[DV0DQXDORQ8QLIRUP7UDI¿F&RQWURO'HYLFHV 7087&' 
However, they are being considered for inclusion in the next reviVLRQ RI WKH 087&' DQG KDYH EHHQ VXFFHVVIXOO\ LPSOHPHQWHG LQ
Austin, Texas.)
d. Standard Bike Lanes: Standard bike lanes shall be at minimum 5’
ZLGH ¶LVUHFRPPHQGHG QRWLQFOXGLQJFXUEDQGJXWWHU%LNHODQHV
are one-way and should be indicated as such through pavement
PDUNLQJVSHU7087&'%LNHODQHPDUNLQJVVKRXOGEHSODFHGDW
WKHELNHODQHFHQWHUOLQHDQGVKRXOGEHRIUHÀHFWLYHQRQVNLGPDWHrial. A minimum of two sets of bike lane markings (which consists
of a bicycle outline and directional arrow) per block face shall be
used and shall be located 50’ toward midblock from the intersection
at both ends of the block. If the block face is over 300’ in length, an
additional set of bike lane markings should be placed at midblock.
6HH)LJXUH$6WDQGDUG%LNH/DQH
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Figure A.8 – Buffered Bike Lane

Figure A.9 – Cycle Track
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e. Buffered Bike Lanes: Buffered bike lanes shall be a minimum 5’
ZLGHZLWKDPLQLPXP¶EXIIHU]RQH%XIIHU]RQHVVKDOOEHVWULSHG
SHU7087&'%LNHODQHPDUNLQJVKDOOEHFRQVLVWHQWZLWKVWDQdard bike lane markings. See Figure A.8 - Buffered Bike Lane.
f. Cycle Tracks: &\FOH WUDFNV VKDOO EH DW PLQLPXP ¶ ZLWK D PLQLmum 3’ buffer between it and any adjacent pedestrian facility. Cycle tracks shall be elevated above the vehicular travel surface, as
shown, for additional delineation. Cycle track lanes are one-way
and should be indicated as such through pavement markings per
7087&'&\FOHWUDFNPDUNLQJVKDOOEHFRQVLVWHQWZLWKVWDQGDUG
bike lane markings. See Figure A.9 - Cycle Track
g. Side Paths: Side path widths shall correspond with the Trails Master Plan. Two options exist for side paths. Option 1 (Figure A.10)
DOORZV IRU WZRZD\ PXOWLSXUSRVH WUDI¿F DQG UHTXLUHV D VLGH SDWK
RQ RQO\ RQH VLGH RI WKH URDGZD\ 7KLV RSWLRQ VKRXOG EH XWLOL]HG
where the right-of-way is limited. Option 2 (Figure A.11) allows
IRU WZRZD\ SHGHVWULDQ WUDI¿F DQG RQHZD\ ELF\FOH WUDI¿F  7KLV
option requires a side path on both sides of the roadway to account
IRUELF\FOHWUDI¿FLQHDFKGLUHFWLRQ
h. Bikeways should be continuous along a corridor and should not
terminate at major intersections. On major roads, bikeways should
terminate into off-street trails or bikeways on intersecting streets.
On minor roads, bikeways may terminate with the addition of a
“Share the Road” warning sign.
Figure A.10 – Two-Way Multipurpose
7UDIÀF

Figure A.11 – Two-Way Pedestrian, One:D\%LF\FOH7UDIÀF
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7UDLO5RDGZD\&URVVLQJV
Trail/roadway crossings may be at-, below-, or above-grade. Designing safe crossings is crucial to the safety of a trail design. Trail/roadZD\FURVVLQJVVKRXOGFRPSO\ZLWK$$6+727['27DQG7087&'
standards. Evaluation of trail crossings involves analysis of vehicular
DQGWUDLOXVHUWUDI¿FSDWWHUQVWUDYHOVSHHGVVWUHHWZLGWKWUDI¿FYROXPHV
DYHUDJH GDLO\ WUDI¿F SHDN KRXU WUDI¿F  DQG OLQH RI VLJKW  7KH PRVW
appropriate trail/roadway crossing option should be based on the best
DYDLODEOHLQIRUPDWLRQDQGPXVWEHYHUL¿HGDQGRUUH¿QHGWKURXJKWKHDFtual engineering and construction document stages. Engineering studies
VKRXOGEHGRQHWRGHWHUPLQHWKHDSSURSULDWHOHYHORIWUDI¿FFRQWURODQG
design. There are four primary types of trail/roadway crossings:
 7\SH±8QSURWHFWHG0DUNHG8QSURWHFWHGPDUNHGFURVVLQJVLQclude trail crossings of residential, collector, and sometimes major arterial streets or railroad tracks.
 Type 2 – Existing Intersections: Trails that emerge near existing
intersections may be routed to these locations, provided that suf¿FLHQWSURWHFWLRQLVSURYLGHGDWWKHH[LVWLQJLQWHUVHFWLRQ
 7\SH  ± 6LJQDOL]HG&RQWUROOHG 7KHVH WUDLO FURVVLQJV LQFOXGH
VLJQDOVRURWKHUWUDI¿FFRQWUROPHDVXUHVGXHWRWUDI¿FYROXPHV
speeds and trail usage.
 Type 4 – Grade-separated: Bridges or under-crossings provide
the maximum level of safety but also generally are the most expensive and have rights-of-way, maintenance and other security
considerations.
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Table A.2 – Recommendations for Installing Marked Crosswalks and Other Needed Pedestrian Improvements at
Uncontrolled Locations*
Vehicle ADT 12,000 Vehicle ADT >15,000
Vehicle ADT**
Vehicle ADT 9,000
to 12,000
to 15,000
Roadway Type
<9,000
†
(Number of Travel Lanes Posted Speed Limit Posted Speed Limit Posted Speed Limit
Posted Speed Limit
and Median Type)
< 30 35
40 < 30 35
40
< 30
35
40
< 30 35
40
mph mph mph mph mph mph mph mph mph mph mph mph
Two Lanes
C
C
P
C
C
P
C
C
N
C
P
N
C
C
P
C
P
P
P
P
N
P
N
N
Three Lanes
C
C
P
C
P
N
P
P
N
N
N
N
Multilane (four or more
lanes) with raised
median‡
Multilane (four or more
C
P
N
P
P
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
lanes) without raised
median
6RXUFHPRGLÀHGIURP)HGHUDO+LJKZD\$GPLQLVWUDWLRQ6DIHW\(IIHFWVRI0DUNHG9HUVXV8QPDUNHG&URVVZDONVDW8QFRQWUROOHG/RFDWLRQV
FHWA Publication Number: HRT-04-100. September 2005.
7KHVHJXLGHOLQHVLQFOXGHLQWHUVHFWLRQDQGPLGEORFNORFDWLRQVZLWKQRWUDIÀFVLJQDOVRUVWRSVLJQVRQWKHDSSURDFKWRWKHFURVVLQJ7KH\GRQRW
apply to school crossings. A two-way center turn lane is not considered a median.
** ADT = Average daily trips
† Where the speed limit exceeds 40 mph, marked crosswalks alone should not be used at un-signalized locations.
‡ The raised median or crossing island must be at least 1.2 m (4 ft) wide and 1.8 m (6 ft) long to serve adequately as a refuge area for pedestrians in accordance with TMUTCD and AASHTO guidelines.
C = Candidate sites for marked crosswalks. Marked crosswalks must be installed carefully and selectively. Before installing new marked
crosswalks, an engineering study is needed to determine whether the location is suitable for a marked crosswalk.
P = Possible increase in pedestrian crash risk may occur if crosswalks are added without other pedestrian facility enhancements. These
locations should be closely monitored and enhanced with other pedestrian crossing improvements, if necessary, before adding a marked
crosswalk.
1 0DUNHGFURVVZDONVDORQHDUHLQVXIÀFLHQWVLQFHSHGHVWULDQFUDVKULVNPD\EHLQFUHDVHGE\SURYLGLQJPDUNHGFURVVZDONVDORQH ConVLGHUXVLQJRWKHUWUHDWPHQWVVXFKDVWUDIÀFFDOPLQJWUHDWPHQWVWUDIÀFVLJQDOVZLWKSHGHVWULDQVLJQDOVZKHUHZDUUDQWHGRURWKHUVXEVWDQWLDO
crossing improvement to improve crossing safety for pedestrians.
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Design Guidelines – Unprotected/Marked Crossings (Type 1)

An unprotected crossing is a midblock crossing or a crossing at an interVHFWLRQZLWKRXWWUDI¿FVLJQDOVRUVWRSVLJQVWKDWFRQVLVWVRQO\RIDFURVVwalk and signing. The approach to designing crossings at mid-block
ORFDWLRQVGHSHQGVRQDQHYDOXDWLRQRIYHKLFXODUWUDI¿FOLQHRIVLJKWWUDLO
WUDI¿FXVHSDWWHUQVYHKLFOHVSHHGURDGW\SHDQGZLGWKDQGRWKHUVDIHW\
issues such as the proximity of schools. Table A.2 indicates where unSURWHFWHGFURVVLQJV FURVVLQJVZLWKRXWWUDI¿FVLJQDOVRUVWRSVLJQV PD\
EHDFFHSWDEOH)LJXUH$±7\SLFDO8QSURWHFWHG0DUNHG&URVVLQJLOlustrates the typical layout and signage scheme for this crossing type.
,Q DGGLWLRQ WR FRQVLGHULQJ WUDI¿F YROXPH DQG VSHHG LW LV LPSRUWDQW WR
consider line of sight. Per the Texas Department of Transportation
Roadway Design Manual (March 2009), the minimum line of sight for
unprotected crossings (on level grade) should be based on the speed at
which vehicles travel as follows:
 PSK]RQHIHHW
 PSK]RQHIHHW
 PSK]RQHIHHW
Wherever unprotected crossings are necessary, crosswalks and warning
signs (“Bike Xing”) should be provided to warn motorists. Stop signs
and slowing techniques (bollards/geometry) should be used on the trail
as it approaches the crossing. Care should be taken to keep vegetation
and other obstacles out of the sight line for motorists and trail users. Engineering studies should be performed to determine the appropriate level
RIWUDI¿FFRQWURODQGGHVLJQIRUHDFKLQGLYLGXDOFURVVLQJ
7KHWRSRIWKHFURVVZDONVKRXOGEHÀDWDQGW\SLFDOO\PDGHRIDVSKDOW
patterned concrete, or brick pavers. Brick or unit pavers should be discouraged because of potential problems related to pedestrians, bicycles
and ADAAG/TAS requirements for a continuous, smooth, vibration-free
surface. Tactile treatments are needed at the sidewalk/street boundary
so that visually impaired pedestrians can identify the edge of the street.
Costs can range from $5,000 to $20,000 per crosswalk, depending on the
width of the street, the drainage improvements required, and the materials used for construction.
$ÀDVKLQJ\HOORZEHDFRQFRVWLQJEHWZHHQDQG SUHIerably one that is activated by the trail user rather than operating conWLQXRXVO\ PD\EHXVHG6RPHFLWLHVKDYHVXFFHVVIXOO\XVHGDÀDVKLQJ
beacon activated by motion detectors on the trail, triggering the beacon
as trail users approach the intersection. This equipment, while slightly
PRUHH[SHQVLYHKHOSVDOHUWPRWRULVWVWRWUDLOWUDI¿F VHH'HVLJQ*XLGHOLQHV±6LJQDOL]HG&RQWUROOHG&URVVLQJV 
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Crossings of higher volume arterials over 15,000 average daily vehicle
trips (ADT) may be unprotected in some circumstances. For example,
if they have 85th percentile speeds of 30 mph or less and have only two
ODQHVRIWUDI¿F6XFKFURVVLQJVZRXOGQRWEHDSSURSULDWHLIDVLJQL¿FDQW
number of school children used the trail.

Figure A.12 – Typical Unprotected/Marked Crossing
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'HVLJQ*XLGHOLQHV²([LVWLQJ,QWHUVHFWLRQV 7\SH

:KHQDWUDLODSSURDFKHVDVWUHHWZLWKLQ¶RIDQH[LVWLQJVLJQDOL]HGLQtersection with pedestrian crosswalks, users are typically diverted to the
VLJQDOL]HGLQWHUVHFWLRQIRUVDIHW\DQGWUDI¿FFRQWUROSXUSRVHV)RUWKLV
option to be effective, barriers and signage are needed to direct trail usHUVWRWKHVLJQDOL]HGFURVVLQJV,QPRVWFDVHVVLJQDOPRGL¿FDWLRQVZRXOG
be made to add pedestrian detection and to comply with ADAAG/TAS.
In many cases, pedestrian crossings are simply part of the existing intersection and are adequate for most trail users. However, it may be necessary to provide wider curb ramps and crosswalk striping depending on
existing conditions and the volume of trail users anticipated. See Figure
A.13 – Typical Existing Intersection Treatment.
Design Guidelines – Signalized/Controlled Crossings (Type 3)

1HZ VLJQDOL]HG FURVVLQJV DUH UHFRPPHQGHG IRU FURVVLQJV PRUH WKDQ
¶IURPDQH[LVWLQJVLJQDOL]HGLQWHUVHFWLRQZKHUHVSHHGOLPLWVDUH
mph and above, and/or ADT exceeds 15,000 vehicles (see Table A.2 for
information regarding situations in which an unprotected crossing might
EHLQVXI¿FLHQW (DFKFURVVLQJUHJDUGOHVVRIWUDI¿FVSHHGRUYROXPH
requires additional review by a registered Texas professional engineer to
LGHQWLI\VLJKWOLQHVSRWHQWLDOLPSDFWVRQWUDI¿FÀRZWLPLQJZLWKDGMDcent signals, capacity, and safety.
7KHUHDUHJHQHUDOO\WZRW\SHVRIVLJQDOL]HGFRQWUROOHGFURVVLQJVSDUWLDOO\VLJQDOL]HG ZKLFKLQFOXGHÀDVKLQJ\HOORZZDUQLQJEHDFRQVIRUPRWRULVWVDQGVWRSVLJQVIRUWUDLOXVHUV DQGIXOO\VLJQDOL]HG ZKLFKLQFOXGH
red/yellow/green signals for motorists and walk/don’t walk signals for
trail users). These two types are illustrated in Figure A.14 and A.15,
respectively.
Trail signals are normally activated by push buttons, but may also be
triggered by motion detectors. The maximum delay for activation of the
signal should be one minute, with minimum crossing times determined
E\WKHZLGWKRIWKHVWUHHW7KHVLJQDOVPD\UHVWRQÀDVKLQJ\HOORZRU
green for motorists when not activated and should be supplemented by
VWDQGDUGDGYDQFHGZDUQLQJVLJQV7\SLFDOFRVWVIRUDVLJQDOL]HGFURVVing range from $150,000 to $250,000.
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)LJXUH $ ² 7\SLFDO ([LVWLQJ
Intersection Treatment

Figure A.14 - Partially Signalized
Trail Crossing
Appendices
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Figure A.15 - Fully Signalized Trail
Crossing

Design Guidelines – Grade-separated Crossings (Type 4)

Grade-separated crossings may be needed where ADT exceeds 25,000
vehicles and 85th percentile speeds exceed 45 mph. Security is a major
concern with both over-crossings and under-crossings. In both cases,
trail users may be temporarily out of sight from public view and may
WKHPVHOYHVKDYHSRRUYLVLELOLW\8QGHUFURVVLQJVOLNHSDUNLQJJDUDJHV
have the reputation of being places where crimes occur. Most crime on
trails, however, appears to have more in common with the general crime
UDWHRIWKHFRPPXQLW\DQGWKHRYHUDOOXVDJHRIWKHWUDLOWKDQDQ\VSHFL¿F
design feature.
Design and operation measures are available which can address trail
user concerns. For example, an under-crossing should be designed to
be spacious, well lit, and completely visible for its entire length prior to
entering. Emergency phones or call boxes located near grade-separated
crossings are encouraged. Other potential problems with under-crossLQJVLQFOXGHFRQÀLFWVZLWKXWLOLWLHVGUDLQDJHÀRRGFRQWURODQGPDLQtenance requirements. Over-crossings pose potential concerns about
visual impact, functional appeal, and cost. Even so, the visual nature
of pedestrian/bicycle crossings allow for the creation of iconic features.
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8QGHUSDVV6WUXFWXUHV
Design Objectives

 8QGHUSDVVHV SURYLGH VDIHW\ DQG FRQWLQXLW\ E\ HOLPLQDWLQJ WKH
need for users to interact with and/or cross busy streets.
 Design underpasses with security and comfort in mind by increasing site distances, providing lighting, and providing increased
vertical clearance.
Design Guidelines

D8QGHUSDVVHVVKDOOEHFRQVWUXFWHGDFFRUGLQJWRPLQLPXPYHUWLFDO
DQGKRUL]RQWDOFOHDUDQFHVSHU$$6+72DQG$'$$*7$6VWDQGDUGV$OOPRGL¿HGXQGHUSDVVHVVKRXOGPHHWWKHVHUHTXLUHPHQWV
In situations where the underpass is straight (allowing clear visLELOLW\ WZRZD\WUDI¿FFDQEHDFFRPPRGDWHG
7UDLO6LJQLQJDQG7UDIÀF&RQWURO
Design Objectives

Crossing features for all roadways include warning signs both for vehiFOHVDQGWUDLOXVHUV7\SHORFDWLRQDQGRWKHUFULWHULDDUHLGHQWL¿HGLQWKH
7087&'$GHTXDWHZDUQLQJGLVWDQFHLVEDVHGRQYHKLFOHVSHHGVDQG
line of sight. Signage should be highly visible; catching the attention of
motorists accustomed to roadway signs may require additional alerting
GHYLFHVVXFKDVÀDVKLQJZDUQLQJEHDFRQVURDGZD\VWULSLQJRUFKDQJHV
in pavement texture. Signing for trail users must include a standard stop
VLJQDQGSDYHPHQWPDUNLQJWKHVHWUDI¿FFRQWUROGHYLFHVDUHVRPHWLPHV
combined with other features such as bollards or chicanes in the trail to
slow cyclists. Care must be taken not to place too many signs and other
WUDI¿FFRQWUROGHYLFHVDWFURVVLQJVDVWKH\WHQGWRRYHUZKHOPWKHXVHU
and lose their impact.
Directional signing may be useful for trail users and motorists alike. For
motorists, a sign reading “Bicycle Trail Xing” along with a Cedar Hill
trail emblem or logo helps both warn motorists and promote use of the
trail. For trail users, directional signs and street names at crossings help
direct people to their destinations.
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A number of striping patterns have emerged over the years to delineate
trail crossings. A median stripe on the trail approach will help to orgaQL]HDQGZDUQWUDLOXVHUV7KHDFWXDOFURVVZDONVWULSLQJLVDPDWWHURI
local and State preference, and may be accompanied by pavement treatments to help warn and slow motorists. The effectiveness of crosswalk
striping is highly related to local customs and regulations. In communities where motorists do not typically yield to pedestrians in crosswalks,
additional measures may be required. Table A.3 notes some of the most
common signs that may be required on the Cedar Hill Trails system.
Design Standards

a. Trail Regulatory Signs: All regulatory signs shall be mounted on a
EODFNSRZGHUFRDW¿QLVKHG´RXWVLGHGLDPHWHUURXQGVWHHOSRVW
PRXQWHGLQDFRQFUHWHIRRWLQJSODFHGEHWZHHQ¶DQG¶RQFHQWHU
from the trail’s edge of pavement. Signs shall be mounted such that
WKHERWWRPHGJHRIWKHVLJQLVEHWZHHQ¶DQG¶IURP¿QLVKHGWUDLO
JUDGH  6HH )LJXUH$ ±7\SLFDO 5HJXODWRU\ 6LJQDJH DQG )LJXUH
A.1 – Standard Hike & Bike Trail Section.

Figure A.16 – Typical Regulatory Signage
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Table A.3 – Typical Trail Signage
Sign
Location

Color*

TMUTCD**
Designation

No Motor Vehicles
Use Pedestrian Signal
Bicycle Yield to Pedestrians
Bike Route

B on W
B on W
B on W
W on G

R5-3
R9-5
R9-6
D11-1

W on G

12”x4”
12”x9”
18”x18”
18”x18”x18”
18”x18”

B on Y

M4-11,12, 13
M7-1,2,3,4,5,6,7
R1-1
R1-2
W11-1
W11-2
W1-1,2,3,4,5

B on Y

W2-1,2,3,4,5

18”x18”

W3-1
W3-2
W3-3
D1-1b, D3-1

18”x18”

n/a

18”x18”

Bike Route Supplemental
Plaques
Stop
Yield
Bicycle Warning
Pedestrian Warning
Turn and Curve Warning
Trail Intersection Warning

Stop Ahead
Yield Ahead
Signal Ahead
Directional Signs
Trail Regulations/
Rules of the Trail
Multi-purpose Trail: Bikes
Yield to Pedestrians
Please Stay On Trail

7UDLO&ORVHG1R(QWU\8QWLO
Made Accessible & Safe for
Public Use

(QWUDQFHVWRWUDLO
At crosswalks
At crosswalks
At the beginning of each route
and at intersections
Where bike lanes begin, end, or
change direction
At trail intersections and
crossings
Oriented toward motorists at
trail crossings
At turns and curves which
exceed design speed criteria
At trail intersections where no
stop or yield sign is required;
locations with limited sight lines
:KHUHVWRS\LHOGVLJQRUWUDIÀF
signal visibility is obscured

W on R
B on Y

B,R on Y
B,R on Y
B,R,G on Y
At intersections where access to
W on G
destinations is available
(QWUDQFHVWRWUDLO
varies

Minimum
Dimensions
(for trails)
24”x24”
12”x18”
12”x18”
24”x18”

18”x18”

24”x6”

(QWUDQFHVWRWUDLO

varies

n/a

18”x18”

In environmentally-sensitive
areas or where the trail travels
near private property
Where trail or access points
closed due to hazardous
conditions

varies

n/a

12”x18”

varies

n/a

18”x18”

*B=black, W=white, G=green, R=red, Y=yellow
7H[DV0DQXDORI8QLIRUP7UDIÀF&RQWURO'HYLFHV
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%ULGJHV /RZ:DWHU&URVVLQJV
Design Objectives

 Trail crossings over creeks and drainage ways generally shall be
by bridge.
 Bridges shall be designed to be sturdy, safe, vandal-resistant, and
easily maintained.
 Deck surface shall have good skid resistance.
 'HFNVKDOOEHVWDELOL]HGWRPLQLPL]HYLEUDWLRQV
 Wooden railing should be free of splinters and provide a smooth,
clean surface to the touch.
 Railing design should allow views to creeks for persons of all
heights, yet ensure user safety.
 Scale of bridge should be in keeping with its context.
 Bridge color should blend with the natural environment or tie into
the color scheme of adjacent development.
 Design should be integrated with other elements throughout the
corridor.
 Low water crossings may be used at small stream crossings with
the approval of the City Engineer.
Design Standards

a. General: All bridge designs to be sealed by a registered Texas professional engineer and approved by the City. Low water
FURVVLQJVVKDOOQRWH[FHHG¶IURPSDWKWRORZÀRZZDWHUHOHYDtion of the waterway or ravine unless approved by the City Engineer. Low water crossings shall have a widened shoulder to 5’
on both sides of the trail. The headwall structure under the trail
shall have gently sloping wingwalls constructed with the headZDOOQRVWHHSHUWKDQ7KHSLSHHQGVVKDOOEH¿QLVKHGDWWKH
same repose of slope as the wingwalls. Any crossing exceeding
this 4’ separation to permit the construction of ADAAG/TAScompliant trail approaches to the crossing shall require a bridge.
b. Bridge Type: Prefabricated bridges require approval by the City.
Bridges shall be of an arched truss design and in compliance with
ADAAG/TAS longitudinal slope criteria. The minimum width of
clear deck shall equal the width of the widest approaching trail
(all bridges should be at minimum 10’ wide). All bridge foundation and abutment designs shall be sealed by a registered Texas
professional engineer and approved by the City. Prefabricated
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arched truss bridges should generally be used unless the bridge’s
location requires a unique design because of physical constraints
or aesthetic opportunity.
c. Bridge Approaches: Bridge approaches shall be designed in acFRUGDQFHZLWK)LJXUH$±7\SLFDO7UDLO%ULGJH$SSURDFK6HFtion and Figure A.18 – Typical Trail Bridge Approach Plan.

Figure A.17 – Typical Trail Bridge Approach Section

Figure A.18 – Typical Trail Bridge Approach Plan
Appendices
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&XOYHUW2XWIDOO6WUXFWXUHV
Design Objectives

 ([LVWLQJFXOYHUWSLSHVWUXFWXUHVPD\QHHGPRGL¿FDWLRQWRPHHW
trail safety and aesthetic standards. Culvert outfalls shall occur on
the downhill side of trails.
 Outfall structures shall feature stone veneer or concrete form liners to provide a more aesthetically pleasing appearance.
Design Guidelines

a. Design: A registered Texas professional engineer shall design
DQGVL]HDOORXWIDOOSLSHV

Figure A.19 – Typical Culvert Outfall
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7UDLO6DIHW\5DLOLQJ
Design Objectives

 Railings are should provide a safety barrier without being visually imposing or limiting visibility.
 Railings should be higher than the average cyclist’s center of
gravity but low enough to not feel imposing to pedestrians.
Design Guidelines

a. Railing Placement: Railings should be placed between the trail
and embankments or other vertical displacements when such
topographical features are within 5’ of the trail shoulder.
b. Railing Design: The top of railings, fences, or barriers on either
side of a trail structure shall be 4’ higher than the trail surface.
5DLOLQJ HQGV VKDOO EH DQJOHG GRZQZDUG DQG ÀDUHG DZD\ IURP
the trail at both ends to prevent cyclist and pedestrian injury.
5DLOLQJ UXQJV VKRXOG EH KRUL]RQWDO LQ RULHQWDWLRQ VR DV QRW WR
catch bicycle handlebars. The bottom rung of a railing shall be
´IURPWKH¿QLVKHGWUDLOJUDGH6HH)LJXUH$±7\SLFDO7UDLO
Bridge Approach Section and Figure A.18 – Typical Trail Bridge
Approach Plan.
c. Rub Rails: On bridges, railing shall have 8” wide rub rails atWDFKHG RQFHQWHU DW KDQGOHEDU KHLJKW ¶´  PDGH RI VPRRWK
PHWDORUVLPLODUPDWHULDO6HH)LJXUH$±7\SLFDO7UDLO%ULGJH
Approach Section.
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7UDLO)HDWXUHV $PHQLWLHV
Design Objectives

 Create and maintain a unique aesthetic and quality for Cedar
Hill’s trail system.
 8VHDHVWKHWLFWUHDWPHQWVDQGYLVXDOFXHVWRSURYLGHDQLGHQWLW\WR
the trail system and create familiarity for trail users.
Mile Marker Design Guidelines

a. Placement: Mile markers should be placed every 1/8 mile. IdeDOO\ORFDWHPLOHPDUNHUVZKHUHWKH\GRQRWFRQÀLFWZLWKLQWHUsections or other trail features.
b. Design: Mile markers shall be designed in accordance with Figure A.20 - Typical Trail Mile Marker. Design shall include an
18” wide enhanced paving band than spans the entire width of
WKHWUDLO,QVHWOHWWHUVVKDOOEHSODFHGÀXVKZLWKLQWKHEDQGDQG
EHRULHQWHGIRUWUDI¿FFRPLQJLQHLWKHUGLUHFWLRQ
Rest Area Design Guidelines

a. Placement: Rest areas should be placed every half to one mile and
at major trail intersections. Ideally, locate rest areas overlooking
attractive vistas or in other physically attractive locations.
b. Design: Rest areas shall be designed in accordance with Figure
A.21 – Typical Rest Area. Ideally, the bench and ADA space
VKRXOGQRWEHORFDWHGZLWKLQ¶RIDVLJQL¿FDQWGRZQZDUGJUDGH
change; however, if such a location is chosen, railing must be
provided at the grade change.
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Figure A.20 – Typical Trail Mile Marker

Figure A.21 – Typical Rest Area
Appendices
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7UDLOKHDGV $FFHVV3RLQWV
Design Objectives

 3URYLGHWUDQVLWLRQEHWZHHQPRWRUL]HGDQGQRQPRWRUL]HGWUDQVportation and recreational systems.
 Create a unique entry to the trail system through hardscape and
landscape features that support aesthetic guidelines established in
these standards.
 Encourage use of trail and bicycle routes as alternative transportation paths within the city.
 Provide access to a variety of destinations, streets, and trails.
 8WLOL]HH[LVWLQJIDFLOLWLHVVXFKDVVFKRROVFLYLFIDFLOLWLHV OLEUDU\
city hall, etc.) and parks as trailheads.
 Establish a hierarchy of major trailheads, minor trailheads, and
access points.
 Encourage shared use of parking when appropriate and when
such shared use would not have a negative impact on the parking
availability of the primary parking lot user.
Trailhead Design Standards

a. Trail Markers: A minimum of one (1) trail marker shall be provided at each major and minor trailhead located such that it indicates the primary trail access point.
b. Parking: A minimum of ten (10) parking spaces and one (1) handLFDSVSDFHVKDOOEHSURYLGHGDWPDMRUWUDLOKHDGV$PLQLPXP¿YH
(5) spaces and one (1) handicap space shall be provided at minor
trailheads. In both instances, the handicap parking space must
be van accessible. Sidewalks shall connect handicap spaces to
the trails and the parking lot shall be signed for trailhead usage.
c. Bike Racks: Bike racks approved by the City shall be provided at
a ratio of one (1) bike space for every two (2) car parking spaces.
1ROHVVWKDQ¿YH  ELNHVSDFHVVKDOOEHSURYLGHGLQDUDFNDW
any trailhead.
d. Drinking Fountains: One (1) drinking fountain approved by the
City shall be provided within 30’ of benches and bike racks.
Drinking fountains shall be per the City of Cedar Hill’s standard,
or approved equal. Drinking fountains shall comply with City
VWDQGDUGVSHFL¿FDWLRQV
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e. Benches: One (1) bench approved by the City for every three (3)
parking spaces shall be provided, with minimum four (4) benches provided at major trailheads and two (2) benches provided at
minor trailheads.
f. Lighting: Parking lots and trail intersections shall be lighted to
a minimum of ½ footcandle with appropriate commercial light
¿[WXUHVDQGQRVSLOORYHUWRDGMDFHQWSURSHUW\
g. Trail Termination: Trails that terminate at trailheads shall receive
ODQGVFDSHWUDI¿FFRQWUROPHDVXUHVIRUEXIIHULQJDQGJXLGLQJWKH
GLUHFWLRQRISHGHVWULDQDQGELF\FOHWUDI¿F
h. Trees: Trailheads shall provide one (1) canopy tree per two (2)
SDUNLQJVSDFHVZLWKDPLQLPXPRI¿YH  WUHHVUHTXLUHG7KUHH
(3) ornamental trees shall equal one (1) canopy tree. (See LandVFDSH2UGLQDQFHIRUPLQLPXPVL]HVDQGVSHFL¿FDWLRQVIRUVKDGH
and ornamental trees).
i. ,GHQWL¿FDWLRQ7UDLOKHDGVVKDOOEHLGHQWL¿HGE\WUDLOPDUNHUV
j. Signage'LUHFWLRQDODQGZD\¿QGLQJVLJQDJHVKDOOEHSURYLGHG
at each major and minor trailhead and shall at a minimum include a map of the City’s trail system.
Trail Access Point Design Standards

a. Trail Markers: One (1) trail marker shall be provided at each access point.
b. Parking: Off-street parking is not required at trail access points.
c. Bike Racks2QH  ELNHUDFN KROGLQJFDSDFLW\RI¿YHELNHV 
shall be provided at any trail access points.
d. Drinking Fountains1RGULQNLQJIRXQWDLQVDUHUHTXLUHGDWDFFHVV
points.
e. Benches: One (1) bench approved by the City shall be provided.
f. Trail Termination: Trails that terminate at trail access points shall
UHFHLYHODQGVFDSHWUDI¿FFRQWUROPHDVXUHVIRUEXIIHULQJDQGGLUHFWLRQRISHGHVWULDQDQGELF\FOHWUDI¿F
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Maintenance Standards
In order to ensure the long-term sustainability and continued enjoyment
of Cedar Hill’s trail system, it is imperative that the City’s maintenance
program be effective and thorough. In general, trail maintenance activiWLHVPRVWRIWHQLQFOXGHSDYHPHQWVWDELOL]DWLRQODQGVFDSHPDLQWHQDQFH
facility upkeep, sign replacement, mowing, litter removal, and painting.
A successful maintenance program requires vigilance, continuity, and
WKHLQYROYHPHQWRIFLWL]HQVLQPDLQWDLQLQJDQGLQIRUPDOO\SROLFLQJWKH
trails (such as a neighborhood watch program applied to a trail corridor).
Routine maintenance on a year-round basis will not only improve trail
safety, but will also prolong the life of the trail. Apart from its capacity
to continually attract users, a good trail maintenance program has the
IROORZLQJEHQH¿WV
 A high standard of maintenance is an effective advertisement to
promote the trail as a city, regional, and state recreational resource
 Good maintenance deters vandalism, litter, and encroachments
 Good maintenance promotes positive public relations between
the adjacent land owners and managing agency
 Good maintenance makes enforcement of regulations on the trail
PRUH HI¿FLHQW  /RFDO FOXEV DQG LQWHUHVW JURXSV ZLOO WDNH SULGH
and ownership of “their” trail and will be more apt to assist in its
protection
 A proactive maintenance policy improves safety along the trail
 Good maintenance protects the tax payers’ investments
The following section illustrates the framework of an effective maintenance program that the City of Cedar Hill should use as a model for
LWV PDLQWHQDQFH SUDFWLFHV  7KH ¿UVW VHFWLRQ *HQHUDO &RQVLGHUDWLRQV 
describes common trail maintenance issues and strategies. After that, a
typical trail maintenance schedule is provided.
These maintenance standards so not apply to bikeways and sidepaths
along roadways. Those facilities should be maintained as per the City’s
current roadway maintenance practices.
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*HQHUDO&RQVLGHUDWLRQV
The following describes common trail maintenance issues and strategies
to consider in order to address these issues.
Quality Control

Establishing a quality control program for the trail maintenance is an
important responsibility of the City. The City must provide appropriate equipment, material, and labor to achieve good maintenance on an
ongoing basis.
Trail and Soil Stabilization

It is crucial to protect trail stability by maintaining proper levels of back¿OOSUR¿OHDQGFRQWRXUVRIWKHVXEJUDGH&RQWLQXDOO\PDLQWDLQVRLOVXUfaces suitable for turf establishment and repair and re-establish grades
in settled, eroded, and damaged areas as necessary. The grade of the
soil adjacent to the edge of the trail should be maintained no higher than
ÀXVKWRWKHVXUIDFHRIWKHWUDLODQGQRORZHUWKDQDKDOILQFKIURPWKH
surface of the trail. Soil levels and grades adjacent to trail surfaces shall
comply with ADAAG standards. Maintenance should be performed periodically and often enough to assure safety of the trail user and to maxiPL]HWKHOLIHRIWKHWUDLO VHH7DEOH$ 
Vegetation

Off-street trails require an unobstructed soft shoulder along both sides
RIWKHWUDLOSULPDULO\WRSUHFOXGHDQ\REVWUXFWLRQVRUKD]DUGVWRF\FOLVWV
(see Trail Design Standards). These soft shoulders also provide space
for people to step off the trail if necessary. In order to maintain their effectiveness, shoulders must be unobstructed to maintain good visibility
DQGWRUHGXFHKD]DUGVDORQJWKHHGJHVRIWUDLOV9HJHWDWLRQLVHQFRXUaged beyond the shoulder in order to provide visual interest and shade.
8QGHUVWRU\YHJHWDWLRQZLWKLQWKHVKRXOGHUVRIDWUDLOVKRXOGQRWEHDOORZHGWRJURZKLJKHUWKDQ´9HJHWDWLRQDORQJVLGHZDONVFDQEHDOlowed to grow up to 24” in height since these facilities are intended for
pedestrians only.
Basic measures should be taken to protect the trail investment. This
includes mowing along both sides of the trail to prevent invasion of
plants into the pavement area. The standards for mowing shall be the
same for like areas of similar public spaces. Tree species selection and
SODFHPHQWVKRXOGPLQLPL]HYHJHWDWLYHOLWWHURQWKHWUDLODQGURRWXSOLIWLQJRISDYHPHQW9HUWLFDOFOHDUDQFHDORQJWKHWUDLOVKRXOGEHFKHFNHGRQ
a reoccurring schedule, and any overhanging branches must be pruned
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WRDPLQLPXPYHUWLFDOFOHDUDQFHRI¶9HJHWDWLRQFRQWUROVKRXOGEH
accomplished by mechanical means or hand labor. Some species may
require spot application of State-approved herbicide.
Surfacing

Concrete is the recommended surface material for paved off-street trails.
Cracks, ruts, and water damage to the concrete surface shall be repaired
periodically and often enough to maintain barrier-free access required
by ADAAG. Where drainage problems exist along the trail, ditches
and drainage structures shall be kept clear of debris to prevent washouts
DORQJWKHWUDLODQGPDLQWDLQSRVLWLYHGUDLQDJHÀRZ,QVSHFWLRQVIRUHURsion along the trail shall be made on a reoccurring schedule and immediDWHO\DIWHUDQ\VWRUPWKDWEULQJVÀRRGLQJWRWKHORFDODUHD1DWXUDODQG
soft surface trails, such as those constructed with decomposed granite or
earth, should closed to users during wet conditions.
The trail surface shall be kept free of debris, broken glass and other
sharp objects, loose gravel, leaves, and stray branches. Trail surfaces
shall be swept on a routine basis and as soon as practical after a storm
event. Soft shoulders should be well maintained to assure safety and
PD[LPL]HWKHLUXVDELOLW\
Litter and Illegal Dumping

Staff or volunteers should remove litter along the trail. Litter receptacles and dog waste stations should be placed at access points such
as trail heads, rest areas and picnic areas. Illegal dumping should be
FRQWUROOHGE\YHKLFOHEDUULHUVUHJXODWRU\VLJQDJHDQG¿QHVZKHUHDSSOLcable. When illegal dumping does occur, it shall be removed as soon as
SRVVLEOHLQRUGHUWRSUHYHQWIXUWKHUGXPSLQJ1HLJKERUKRRGYROXQWHHUV
friends groups (i.e. “Friends of ____ Trail”), “Adopt a Trail” groups,
alternative community service crews, and inmate labor should be considered in addition to paid maintenance staff.
Signage

Directional, informational, and safety signage shall be replaced along
the trail as signs become damaged or missing. Missing, damaged, or
YDQGDOL]HGVLJQVVHUYHDVFOHDUREYLRXVLQGLFDWRUVRILQHIIHFWLYHPDLQWHnance practices. Considering James Q. Wilson and George L. Kelling’s
“Broken Windows Theory,” which basically states that a broken window
left unrepaired encourages vandalism, creates a sense of abandonment,
and gives an impression of apathy, it is important to replace these signs
before they become symbolic “broken windows.” As a related issue, it
LVLPSRUWDQWWRLPPHGLDWHO\UHPRYHJUDI¿WLDVLWLVGLVFRYHUHG
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5HFRPPHQGHG0DLQWHQDQFH6FKHGXOH
7KHIROORZLQJWDEOHVXPPDUL]HVDUHFRPPHQGHGPDLQWHQDQFHVFKHGXOH
for the proposed trails in Cedar Hill. These guidelines address maintenance for off-street trails. On-street facilities, such as sidewalks and
bike lanes, should be maintained per the City of Cedar Hill’s current
practices.
Table A.4 – Recommended Maintenance Schedule
Action
Inspections
Sign replacement
Pavement marking replacement
Major damage response (fallen trees, washouts, or
ÁRRGLQJ
Pavement sealing and pothole repair
Introduce new tree / shrub plantings, tree trimming
Culvert inspection
Cleaning ditches
Trash/litter pick-up
Lighting luminary repair
Pavement sweeping/blowing
Maintaining culvert inlets
Shoulder plant trimming (weeds, trees, or brambles)
Water barrier maintenance (earthen trails)
Site furnishings, replace damaged components
*UDIÀWLUHPRYDO
Fencing repair
Shrub/tree irrigation for introduced planting areas
Trail and soil stabilization

Frequency
Scheduled on a routine basis
Immediately upon damage, deterioration, or are missing
Immediately upon damage, deterioration, or are missing
Schedule as soon as practical
As needed to maintain ADA accessibility standards and a
smooth surface
Scheduled on a routine basis
Scheduled on a routine basis and after major storms
As needed
Weekly during high use; twice monthly during low use
Immediately upon damage, deterioration or are missing
Scheduled on a routine basis and after major storms
Scheduled on a routine basis and after major storms
Scheduled on a routine basis
Annually
Immediately upon damage, deterioration or are missing
,PPHGLDWHO\XSRQQRWLÀFDWLRQ
Immediately upon damage, deterioration or are missing
Weekly during summer months until plants are
established
Scheduled on a routine basis.
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APPENDIX E
RECOMMENDED
PLANT PALETTE

The following plant list is recommended for the planting plans as required by the City landscape ordinance, as well as City plantings in
parkways and medians. The plants were chosen because they are native
RUDUHDGDSWHGWRWKLVUHJLRQ7KHDSSURSULDWHSODQWIRUWKHVSHFL¿FORcation shall be selected by a registered landscape architect based on its
PDWXUHVL]HJURZWKKDELWDQGVRLOOLJKWDQGZDWHUUHTXLUHPHQWV
The use of native plant material ensures the following:
 Creates and maintains the unique character of Cedar Hill
 Ensures a native plant legacy
 Limits water use
 Reduces maintenance requirements
 Promotes civic responsibility to support indigenous materials of
the local ecology
Of special note is to consider why the use of certain exotic plants (even
though climatically adapted) may not be encouraged in Cedar Hill. As
DQLOOXVWUDWLRQUHIHUHQFHLVPDGHWRDVSHFL¿FVPDOOWUHHXVHGH[WHQVLYHO\
in the DFW metroplex.
One of the most successfully used ornamental trees used in the landscape industry today is the small crape myrtle tree (Lagerstroemia inGLFD), which is an exotic plant, native to India. The very fact of this
being a practical, drought tolerant small tree with many blossoms and
colorful bark has caused this tree to be overused extensively as the ornamental tree of choice from the eastern states of Florida and the Carolinas, across the country to California, making the planted landscapes
of this immense area uniform and somewhat boring. In fact, it may be
argued that this is one of many contributing factors that have affected
and essentially diluted the uniqueness of communities. After all, it is the
natural surroundings, including native plants that determine the unique
and special quality of a place. Small ornamental trees, also referred to as
³8QGHUVWRU\7UHHV´DUHDQHFHVVDU\FRPSRQHQWRIWKHODQGVFDSH7DEOH
$OLVWVDQXPEHURIVPDOOWUHHVQDWLYHWR7H[DVLQFOXGLQJ(YH¶VQHFNlace, Indigo Bush, Mexican Buckeye, Mexican Plum trees, Possumhaw
+ROO\7H[DV5HG%XGDQG5XVW\%ODFN+DZ9LEXUQXP
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Table A.5 – Canopy Trees
Plant Image

Common Name

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Shumard Red Oak

Quercus shumardii

30' O.C.

60'-80/40'-50'

Live Oak

Quercus virginiana

40' O.C.

60'-80'/60'-120'

&HGDU(OP

Ulmus crassifolia

30' O.C.

50'-70'/40'60'

Big Tooth Maple

Acer grandidentatum

20' O.C.

20'-30' High & Wide

Bald Cypress

Taxodium distichum

20' O.C.

60'-80'/25'-30'

Bur Oak

Quercus macrocarpa

30' O.C.

40'-60/30'-40'
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Table A.6 – Canopy Trees
Plant Image

A–52

Common Name

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Red Maple 'October
Glory"

Acer rubrum
'October Glory'

20' O.C.

30'-35'/25'-30'

Chinquapin Oak

Quercus
muhlenbergii

30' O.C.

40'-60/30'-40'

/DFHEDUN(OP

Ulmus parvifolia

20' O.C.

30'-50/25'-35'

Texas Ash

Fraxinus texensis

20' O.C.

35'-45'/25'-35'

Red Maple 'October
Glory"

Acer rubrum 'October
Glory'

20' O.C.

30'-35'/25'-30'
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Table A.7 – Understory Trees
Plant Image
Common Name

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Possumhaw Holly

Ilex decidua

10' O.C.

15'-20'/10'-15'

Texas Redbud

Cercis canadensis
var. texensis

15' O.C.

20'-30'/15'-30'

Flameleaf Sumac

Rhus lanceolata

10' O.C.

12'-15'/10'-12'

Vitex

Vitex angus-castus

10' O.C.

15'-20'/10'-15'

Shantung Maple

Acer truncatum

15' O.C.

20'-25'/15'-20'

Desert Willow

Chilopsis linearis

15' O.C.

12'-15'/15'-20'
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Table A.8 – Understory Trees
Plant Image
Common Name

A–54

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Chitalpa/Chitalpa
tashkentensis

Chitalpa
tashkentensis

20’ O.C.

15'-20'/20'-30'

Mexican Buckeye

Ungnadia speciosa

10' O.C.

12'-15'/12'-15'

Yaupon holly

Ilex vomitoria

10' O.C.

12'-15'/10'-12'

Wax Myrtle

Myrica cerifera

8' O.C.

12'-15'/8'-10'

(YH V1HFNODFH

Sophora affinis

15' O.C.

15'-35'/10'-20'

Indigo Bush

Amorpha fruticosa

10' O.C.

10'-12'/10'-12'
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Table A.9 – Understory Trees
Plant Image
Common Name

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Mexican Plum

Prunus mexicana

15' O.C.

15'-35'/10'-20'

Rusty Blackhaw

Viburnum rufidulum

15' O.C.

15'-20'/10'-20'

Western Soapberry

Sapindus saponaria
var. drummondii

15' O.C.

10'-50'/10'-30'

Appendices

A–55

Pa r k s , R e c r e at i on , Op e n S pa c e & T r a i l s V i s i on i n g M a s t e r P l a n

Table A.10 – Evergreen Trees
Plant Image
Common Name

A–56

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Cherry Laurel

Prunus caroliniana

10' O.C.

20'-25'/12'-18'

Savannah Holly

Ilex opaca X atenuata
'Savannah'

8' O.C.

30'-40'/10'-15'

Nellie R. Stevens Holly

Ilex X 'Nellie R. Stevens'

4' O.C.

20'-30'/15'

(DVWHUQ5HG&HGDU

Juniperus virginiana

10' O.C.

40'-50'/10'20'
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Table A.11 – Large to Medium Shrubs
Plant Image
Common Name

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

$EHOLD (GZDUG
Goucher'

Abelia x grandiflora
'Edward Goucher'

36" O.C.

4'-6'/4'-5'

Common
Buttonbush

Cephalanthus
occidentalis

6' O.C.

6'-12' High & Wide

Soft Leaf Yucca

Yucca recurvifolia

48" O.C.

6' Tall & Wide

Texas Sage

Leucophyllum
frutescen
'Compacta'

36" O.C.

5' High & Wide

Dwarf Wax Myrtle

Myrica cerifera var.
pumila

36" O.C.

3'-6' High & Wide

American
Beautyberry

Callicarpa americana

48" O.C.

3'-5' High & Wide
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Table A.12 – Large to Medium Shrubs
Plant Image
Common Name

A–58

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Common
(OGHUEHUU\

Sambucus nigra ssp.
Canadensis

12' O.C.

12'/10'-12'

Smooth Sumac

Rhus glabra

12' O.C.

10-20'/10'-15'

Green Cloud Texas
Sage

Leucophyllum
frutescens
'Green Cloud'

6'

6' High & Wide

Swamp Rose

Rosa palustris

6'

6'-8' High and Wide

Yellow Bells

Tecoma stans

6'

3'-6' High and Wide

Texas Lantana

Lantana urticoides

6'

3'-6' High and Wide
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Table A.13 – Medium to Small Shrubs
Plant Image
Common Name

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Autumn Sage

Salvia greggii

24" O.C.

3' High & Wide

Red Yucca

Hesperaloe parviflora

36" O.C.

3' High & Wide
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Table A.14 – Tall to Medium Ornamental Grass
Plant Image
Common Name

A–60

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Miscanthus 'Adagio'

Miscanthus sinensis
'Adagio'

36" O.C.

3'-6'/3'-4'

Indian Grass

Sorghastrum nutans

5' O.C.

5'-6'/2'-3'

Lindheimer's Muhly

Muhlenbergia
lindheimeri

36" O.C.

3'-5' High & Wide

Gulf Muhly

Muhlenbergia
capillaris

2' O.C.

3' High & wide
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Table A.15 – Medium to Low Ornamental Grasses
Plant Image
Common Name
6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Bushy Bluestem

Andropogon
glomeratus

36" O.C.

2'-5'/ mostly vertical
growth

Mexican Feather
Grass

Stipa tenuissima

36" O.C.

24"-30"/24"-30"

Weeping Love Grass

Eragrostis curvula

12" O.C. for 1
gallon

24"-30"/18-24"

Inland Sea Oats

Chasmanthium
latifolium

N/A

24"-48"/18-24"

Little Bluestem

Schizachyrium

N/A

18"-24"/18-24"

Sideoats Grama

Bouteloua
curtipendula

N/A

24"-36"/18-24"
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Table A.16 – Turf Grasses
Plant Image
Common Name

A–62

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Buffalo Grass

Bucheloe dactyloides

n/a

n/a

Common Bermuda
Grass

Cynodon dactylon

n/a

n/a
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Table A.17 – Groundcovers and Vines
Plant Image
Common Name

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Coral Honeysuckle

Lonicera
sempervirens

24” O.C.

n/a

Virginia Creeper

Parthenocissus
quinquefolia

36” O.C.

n/a

Purple Wintercreeper

Euonymous fortunei
‘Coloratus’

18” O.C.

n/a

Crossvine

Bignonia capreolata

24" O.C.

n/a

Texas Wisteria

Wisteria frutescens

24" O.C.

n/a
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Table A.18 – Perennials
Plant Image

A–64

Common Name

6FLHQWLÀF1DPH

Minimum
Spacing

Typ. Mature Height/
Width

Fall Aster

Aster oblongifolium

36" O.C.

2'-3'/3'

Maximilian
6XQÁRZHU

Helianthus
maximiliani

6"-12" O.C.

3'-10' High

Mealy Blue Sage

Salvia farinacea

6"-12" O.C.

2'-3' High
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APPENDIX F
PARK LAND
DEDICATION
ORDINANCE
METHODOLOGY

The Master Plan recommends revising the Park Land Dedication Ordinance so that the fees and land conveyance required are proportionate to
WKHLPSDFWRIQHZGHYHORSPHQW VHH&KDSWHU6HFWLRQ 7KLVDSSHQGL[VXPPDUL]HVWKHFXUUHQWRUGLQDQFHDQGGHVFULEHVDUHFRPPHQGHG
method for calculating conveyance of land, fees in lieu of land, and park
development fees.
&XUUHQW2UGLQDQFH
The current ordinance contains the following requirements:
1. &RQYH\DQFHRIODQGUHTXLUHPHQWV:
a. 1 acres/133 dwelling units for residential development.
b. $WOHDVWDFUHVPXVWEHDERYHWKH\HDUÀRRGSODLQ
,IWKHGHGLFDWLRQLVJUHDWHUWKDQDFUHVOHVVWKDQ
VKRXOGEHLQFOXGHGLQWKH\HDUÀRRGSODLQ,QWHUPVRI
acreage requirements, there is no differentiation between
ÀRRGSODLQDQGRXWRIÀRRGSODLQODQG LHÀRRGSODLQLV
accepted at a 1:1 ratio).
c. 1RGHGLFDWLRQRIOHVVWKDQDFUHVDFFHSWHG
2. 3D\PHQWLQOLHXRIODQG: $250 per dwelling unit
3. 3DUN'HYHORSPHQWIHH: $250 per dwelling unit
5HFRPPHQGHG&DOFXODWLRQ0HWKRGRORJ\ ([DPSOH
The following methodology illustrates a defensible manner in which to
calculate land conveyance requirements, fees in lieu of land, and park
development fees:
1. &RQYH\DQFHRIODQGUHTXLUHPHQWV:
a. Current level of service can be maintained by increasing
WKH FRQYH\DQFH RI ODQG UHTXLUHPHQW WR  DFUH SHU 
dwelling units
i. &XUUHQWSRSXODWLRQLV
ii. &XUUHQWKRXVHKROGVL]HLVSHRSOHKRXVHKROG
iii. &XUUHQWQXPEHURIKRXVHKROGVLV
iv. Current park level of service is 8.3 acres per 1,000
population (1 acre per 120.5 population)1
v.  DFUHV SHU  SRSXODWLRQ   DFUH SHU 
dwelling units.

1

Includes neighborhood and community parks only.
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b. 5HTXLULQJ WKDW QR PRUH WKDQ  RI WKH UHTXLUHG ODQG
GHGLFDWHGEHZLWKLQWKH\HDUÀRRGSODLQ ZLWKDWOHDVW
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DFUHVRXWRIÀRRGSODLQ HQVXUHVDGHTXDWHGU\ODQGIRUD
QHLJKERUKRRGSDUN$FFHSWÀRRGSODLQODQGDWDUDWLR
ÀRRGSODLQWRQRQÀRRGSODLQ LQFUHDVHVSXEOLFDFFHVVWR
undevelopable land for recreational purposes.
i. ,IDGHYHORSHULVUHTXLUHGWRGHGLFDWHDFUHVKH
may either:
1. GHGLFDWHDFUHVRXWRIÀRRGSODLQRU
2. GHGLFDWHDWOHDVWDFUHVRXWRIÀRRGSODLQDQG
DFUHVLQÀRRGSODLQ
ii. If a developer is required to dedicate 12 acres, he
may either:
1. GHGLFDWHDFUHVRXWRIÀRRGSODLQRU
2. GHGLFDWH DW OHDVW  DFUHV  RI WKH WRWDO 
RXWRIÀRRGSODLQDQGDFUHVLQÀRRGSODLQ
c. &RQWLQXLQJ WR UHTXLUH D PLQLPXP GHGLFDWLRQ VL]H RI 
acres for neighborhood/suburban areas2 maintains the
&LW\¶VVWDQGDUGVIRUQHLJKERUKRRGSDUNVL]H
2. 3D\PHQWLQOLHXRIODQG%DVLQJWKLV¿JXUHRQWKHWUXHFRVWRI
land ensures the payment in lieu is relative to the actual cost to
SXUFKDVHSURSHUW\$VVXPLQJODQGYDOXHDWSHUDFUH
UHVXOWVLQD¿JXUHRISHUGZHOOLQJXQLW
a. Cost of land3 DFUHFRQYH\DQFH DFUH
GZHOOLQJXQLWVWKHQ SHUGZHOOLQJ
unit.
b. Alternatively, the developer may, at his/her own expense,
REWDLQDQDSSUDLVDOE\D6WDWHRI7H[DVFHUWL¿HGUHDOHVtate appraiser, mutually agreed upon by the City and the
developer.
3. 3DUN 'HYHORSPHQW )HH ,QFUHDVLQJ WKH IHH WR  SHU
GZHOOLQJXQLW VLQJOHDQGPXOWLIDPLO\ UHÀHFWVWKHDFWXDOFRVW
to develop the new neighborhood and community parks that
will be necessitated by future development.
a. 1HLJKERUKRRG 3DUN 'HYHORSPHQW )HH GZHOOLQJ
unit
i. Cost to develop an average neighborhood park in
2
the Metroplex = $1.2 million;
ii. &XUUHQWQHLJKERUKRRGSDUNVVHUYHSHRSOHRQ
DYHUDJH FXUUHQWSRSXODWLRQRIGLYLGHGE\ 3
H[LVWLQJQHLJKERUKRRGSDUNV 
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More densely urbanized areas (such
as Downtown) may warrant parks
and plazas as small as 1 acre.
Land costs can range from $20,000
to over $100,000 per acre. An average cost of $60,000 per acre is used
in these calculations
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iii. Cost per person served to develop an average
QHLJKERUKRRG SDUN  PLOOLRQ  
person.
iv. The average household in Cedar Hill contains 3.24
persons;
v. 1HLJKERUKRRGSDUNGHYHORSPHQWIHHLVFDOFXODWHG
DV[ GZHOOLQJXQLW
b. &RPPXQLW\ 3DUN 'HYHORSPHQW )HH GZHOOLQJ
unit
i. Cost to develop an average community park in the
0HWURSOH[ PLOOLRQ
ii. 2QHFRPPXQLW\SDUNJHQHUDOO\VHUYHVSHRSOH FXUUHQWSRSXODWLRQRIGLYLGHGE\H[isting community parks).
iii. Cost per person served to develop an average comPXQLW\SDUNPLOOLRQ SHUVRQ
iv. The average household in Cedar Hill contains 3.24
persons;
v. Community park development fee is calculated as:
[ GZHOOLQJXQLW
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