SCOTTSDALE TRAILS MASTER PLAN: ON THE RIGHT TRAIL

V.

CONTINUING THE VISION

A.

WHY ARE TRAILS IMPORTANT?

Using trails is one of America’s fastest growing recreational activities. In the Arizona
State Parks Trails 2000 Survey conducted by Arizona State University, it was
determined that more than 90% of the state’s population uses trails, and nationwide
the American Hiking Society reports almost one-third of Americans, more than 67
million, went hiking in the year 2000. In fact, the USDA Forest Service is predicting
steep increases in participation in backpacking and hiking, including an 80% increase
in hiking in the Southern and Pacific Coast areas, over the next 50 years.
Recreational trail use is often associated with backcountry areas and camping, but
as trail use grows and more trails are developed near population centers, communities
are recognizing the economic, social and health benefits of trails. These benefits
include improvements to physical and emotional health and quality of life, increased
property values, reduction of traffic congestion and air pollution, heat island
mitigation, and increased city revenues, to name a few.
As a means of transportation, the development of a trails and greenway infrastructure
is essential to enable people to utilize non-motorized means of travel to work, school,
or shopping. This will not be realized, however, unless the appropriate land use and
infrastructure are present. Current low rates of non-motorized trips appear to exist
not because of lack of desire, but rather because of the lack of infrastructure that
supports non-motorized trips. Green infrastructure, bike lanes, sidewalks, trails, and
greenways provide the infrastructure that makes non-motorized trips not only
possible, but also enjoyable.

A neighborhood trail in the
Mescal Park area.

ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION
Trail use does not cause air pollution, noise pollution, or traffic congestion, and
consumes few natural resources. Motor vehicles, on the other hand, are major
consumers of limited energy resources, and are a major source of noise and air
pollution in the United States.
But in spite of growing concern over this trend, only about 3 million of over 80
million bicyclists in the US commute by bicycle to work on a regular basis. This is
less than 1% of all commuters in the United States. Many factors influence America’s
commuting public on non-motorized trails, and most people who want to use trails
for commuting are not able to make safe connections to their destinations in nearly
all of America’s urban environments.
Promoting trail use as a means of transportation is more than “just a good thing to
do.” The potential environmental, economic, and social benefits are enormous,
considering that the 1% of bicycle commuters in the US saved 17 million barrels of
oil in 1990. If the 1980 Department of Transportation’s report, “Bicycle Transportation
for Energy Conservation,” had been implemented over the past decade, roughly
200 million barrels of oil would have been saved.

Scottsdale trails are for all
ages

CLEAN AIR
Each new car produced in the US (in compliance with every federal standard) emits
over 100 pounds of pollutants into the air every year. Walking or bicycling to work
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instead of driving, would result in the reduction of up to 2.0 grams of hydrocarbons,
20 grams of carbon monoxide, and 1.6 grams of nitrogen oxides for every mile
traveled. Clearly, trail use can contribute to solving today’s air pollution problems,
especially in Arizona’s climate.
Just how realistic is non-motorized trail use for commuting to work? More than half
the population of the nation lives within 5 miles of the place they work, which
requires less than 30 minutes of bicycling. Some individuals live within 1 or 2 miles
and could walk to work. If just 2% of the US workforce living within 2 miles of a
transit route were to use mass transit or use a trail to get to work, 120 million gallons
of gasoline could be saved every year. Imagine the dramatic reduction we would
realize in the amount of hydrocarbons, carbon monoxide, and nitrogen oxides we
are now breathing!

Equestrians have a long history of
using Scottsdale’s trails

If trail use can improve air quality, reduce traffic congestion, and improve health,
then why don’t more people do it? The answer lies in the fact that the majority of
commuters want safer routes and better facilities at work to store bicycles and change
clothes. Communities that rank high in many surveys in the quality of life and
physical environment are changing their commuting standards by implementing
master planning for trail connectivity, safer environments, and partnering with
businesses to encourage workers to commute. Cities such as Madison, WI,
Gainesville, FL, Boulder, CO, Eugene, OR, Davis, CA, Minneapolis, MN, Pittsburgh,
PA, and Arlington, VA are all addressing the air quality of their communities by
making it easier for people to get to their destinations using trails instead of motorized
streets.

HEALTH BENEFITS
A Japanese study of 2,211 senior citizens linked longevity to access to walkable
green spaces such as parks and tree-lined streets. Living in areas with walkable
green spaces positively influenced the longevity of urban senior citizens independent
of their age, sex, marital status, baseline functional status, and socioeconomic status.
Greenery-filled public areas that are nearby and easy to walk in should be further
emphasized in urban planning for the development and re-development of densely
populated areas in a mega city.

Trail winds through lush Sonoran
Desert vegetation

Here in the US, people have recently begun to recognize the tremendous benefits
of trails as a resource to improve the health of our nation’s citizens. With strong
urging from the U.S. Surgeon General’s office in Washington, DC, community leaders
are now looking at their trail systems as having value far beyond their ability to
provide recreational experiences and transportation linkages.
Recent research shared by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention in Atlanta,
Georgia, has prompted recommendations to promote health and to prevent disease,
injury, disability, and premature death through increased physical activity. According
to their recent publication, “The Guide to Community Preventive Services,” a
community’s access to trails and trail systems can directly and positively impact our
nation’s rapidly rising obesity epidemic, as well as reduce the health problems
associated with many chronic diseases such as hypertension, diabetes, and heart
attacks.
A new program, Active Community Environments (ACEs), is an initiative sponsored
by the National Center for Chronic Disease Prevention and Health Promotion to
support walking, bicycling, and the development of accessible recreation facilities
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in our nation’s communities. ACE encourages community access to pedestrian and
bicycle friendly environments and promotes physical activity through trails and
partnerships between public health practitioners and public parks, recreation,
transportation and planning departments to promote healthy physical activity.
These types of collaborative efforts can directly expand the inherent value of trails
to every community in the nation. A synthesis of the literature on the relationship
between physical activity and community design points to the need of responsible
community leadership to plan ahead for the health benefits their trails systems can
bring to their citizens.

ECONOMIC BENEFITS
An organized trail system is a desirable amenity and can contribute to the economic
vitality of a community. A trail can guide both visitors and residents through diverse
natural ecosystems, neighborhoods, and past interesting shops, enticing restaurants,
and many other urban and suburban businesses. Revenue generated from trailrelated recreation and sports activities provides substantial income and employment
opportunities.
Outdoor recreation is a booming business. The leisure industry today, at $311 billion
annually, is almost the size of Australia’s gross national product. In 15 years, consumer
spending on recreation and entertainment has increased from 6.5% of total consumer
spending to 10.5%. And trails alone have been experiencing a substantial upsurge
of use in urban areas. Surveys of communities throughout the US that have created
trails and linkages to destinations in their communities all report businesses along
trail corridors have experienced increases in excess of 25%.

B.

A chance encounter
along a shaded trail

FUNDING

AND FINANCIAL PARTNERSHIP OPPORTUNITIES
There are many sources of funding available for trails and trailheads, bridges,
underpasses, recreation equipment and furnishings, shelters, watering devices,
lighting, accessibility features, signage, and other trail amenities. Some of these
funds are available from government and agency sources and others are available
from the private sector. Developers, associations, foundations, corporations, trails
organizations, private companies, and individuals often participate in the process of
funding segments of trails or entire trail systems and trail amenities.

Opportunities for project funding for trails and the creation of new trail funding
partnerships have never been greater than they are in this first decade of the new
Millennium. The sources for this funding are very broad based, and it is vital to
“cast a large net” to maximize and utilize this wide variety of available funding
resources.

FUNDING SOURCES
Some funding sources provide 100% grants, while others require matching funds
and/or in-kind matching resources, and some funds are directed toward supporting
specific user-group recreational opportunities, such as hiking, biking, horseback
riding, physically challenged individuals, youth, seniors, and health-oriented
activities. The following is a summary of several free funding information centers:

Memorable experiences
are made

THE FOUNDATION CENTER – An independent national service organization

established by foundations to provide an authoritative source of information on
foundations and corporate giving. The New York, Washington, DC, Atlanta,
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Cleveland and San Francisco reference collections operated by the Foundation Center
offer a wide variety of services and comprehensive collections of information on
foundations and grants. All five Center libraries have FC Search: The Foundation
Center’s Database on CD-ROM available for patron use at Phoenix Public Library,
Information Services Department, 1221 N. Central Avenue, Phoenix, AZ 85004,
(602) 262-4636.
SONORAN INSTITUTE CONSERVATION ASSISTANCE TOOLS - This organization
offers a website with a Directory of Programs that provide funding from various
national and state sources that can provide matching funds and project grants for
trails programs. http://www.sonoran.org/cat/search.asp
THE CONSERVATION ALLIANCE - Outdoor business giving back to the outdoors -

The Conservation Alliance is a group of 57 outdoor businesses whose collective
contributions support citizen action groups and their effort to protect wild and natural
areas where outdoor enthusiasts recreate. The Conservation Alliance, through annual
membership dues, provides these groups the necessary funding to complete their
projects to protect, restore, and educate. www.outdoorlink.com/consall

- Supporting the environmental movement
from the grassroots up – The Environmental Support Center’s goal is to improve the
environment in the United States by enhancing the health and well being of these
organizations.
ENVIRONMENTAL SUPPORT CENTER

Man’s best friend is
welcome on trails as long
as they are leashed and
cleaned up after

- A source of funding for new trail
construction in the state of Arizona, with required matching funds from land
management agencies. Monies for this program are derived from proceeds set aside
from the Arizona Lottery.
ARIZONA STATE PARKS HERITAGE FUND

LAND CONSEVATION, PRESERVATION AND INFRASTRUCTIRE IMPROVEMENT
TRUST AND THE RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM, which help to maintain

existing trails and recreational facilities, provide financial resources for preserving
open space, and allocates approximately $50 million in funding annually to state
agencies. In Arizona these funds are administered by Arizona State Parks.
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C.

CONCLUSION

Do trails improve a person’s life? Do they make a community better? An everincreasing body of research and information answers both these questions with a
resounding yes. Does use of trails improve a person’s health and wellness? Yes! Do
trails provide an alternative to driving your car? Yes! Do trails provide connections
to nature and your neighbors? Yes! Do trails improve the quality of life of a community
and help economic development efforts? Yes!
With such strong evidence of the benefits of community trails and strong citizen
support in Arizona and Scottsdale, the commitment to providing trails and an
improved quality of life in Scottsdale demonstrates the civic leaders’ interest in, and
the importance of, providing these benefits to the community and its citizens. This
Trails Master Plan provides Scottsdale for the first time, a comprehensive look at the
existing status of the City’s trail infrastructure, from its physical condition to the
policies and procedures that put it in place. Most importantly, it provides meaning,
structure, direction and guidance to those that will use it and those that will implement
its many features beginning immediately upon its approval and continuing for many
years.

69

70

SCOTTSDALE TRAILS MASTER PLAN: ON THE RIGHT TRAIL

VI. BIBLIOGRAPHY
Accommodating Bicycle and Pedestrian Travel: A Recommended Approach. A
Joint Statement on Integrating Bicycling and Walking into Transportation
Infrastructure. PDF format © 1999, National Center for Bicycling and Walking,
1506 21st St., NW Suite 200, Washington, DC 20036, info@bikefed.org
Alternative Solutions to Pedestrian Midblock Crossings at Canals, March 12, 1999,
prepared for Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) in association with the
City of Tempe.
Arizona Bicycle Facilities Planning & Design Guidelines, November 1988, by
Facilities Planning Committee: Arizona Bicycle Task Force.
Back Country Horsemen Guidebook, prepared by the Back Country Horsemen of
America (BCHA) and published in partnership with the Northern, Intermountain,
Pacific Northwest, Rocky Mountain and Pacific Southwest Regions USDA Forest
Service, January 1997, BCHA, 22815 168th Avenue E, Graham, WA 98338-7609
or PO Box 597, Columbia Falls, MT 59912.
“Barrier Free Horse Ramp”, by Deborah Dorman and Jill Bard, article in
Engineering Field Notes Journal, January/April issue, Volume 24, 1992. This
abstract contains materials list and drawings of a ramp that allows a rider in a
wheelchair to mount and dismount a horse.
Bicycle Facilities Plan Update 1995 – Executive Summary, City of Tempe, Bicycle
Advisory Committee. Tempe City Hall, 31 East 5th Street, Tempe, AZ 85281, (480)
967-2001.
Bicycling & Walking: Creating an Off-Street Path System in an Urban Environment,
Conference, April 2000, facilitated and presented by Charles Flink. Sponsored by
MAG, ASOT, RPTA, and FHWA.
Bikeway Planning and Design, July 1993, reproduced from California Department
of Transportation Highway Design Manual, Fourth Edition, Chapter 1000, State of
California, Department of Transportation, Chief/Office of Project Planning and
Design, 650 Howe Avenue, Suite 400, Sacramento, CA 95825.
Bikeways and Horse Trails: Section 8: Design Procedures & Criteria, City of
Scottsdale Community Development Department, AZ, 1985. The intent of this 39page booklet is to provide consistent bicycle path and equestrian trail standards for
engineers who submit plans for approval by the City of Scottsdale, AZ. Contains
many drawings.
Bikeways in the Metropolitan Phoenix Area. (Undated Map). Maricopa
Association of Governments (MAG), 302 North First Avenue, Suite 300, Phoenix,
AZ 85003, (602) 254-6300.
Canal Safety: A Shared Responsibility. A Salt River Project (SRP) undated
publication: The Canal System. To obtain permits and permission required for
using canal banks for any kind of event contact SRP (602) 236-2691, or visit the
SRP website at: http://www.srpnet.com/water/canals/canalrec.html.
71

Chandler Bike Plan Update, City of Chandler. Adopted by the City Council as an
amendment to the Chandler General Plan, October 14, 1999.
City of Glendale Bicycle Program: An Overview, undated City of Glendale
publication, obtained by visiting the City of Glendale website: http://
www.ci.glendale.az.us/transportation/bibyble/bike_program.html.
City of Tempe Multi-Use Path System Detailed Plan, Final Draft Report, July 9,
1999.
Commuter Bikeways Strategic Plan Update: Request for Proposals (RFP) 0-0420,
March 9, 2000, Orange County Transportation Authority, 550 South Main Street,
PO Box 14184, Orange, CA 92863-1584, Telephone: (714) 560-6282.
Conflicts on Multiple-Use Trails: Synthesis of the Literature and State of the
Practice. The Federal Highway Administration and the National Recreational Trails
Advisory Committee, US Department of Transportation, Federal Highway
Administration Publication No. FHWA-PD-94-031 HEP-50/9-94 (IOM) E.
Construction and Maintenance of Horse Trails in Arkansas State Parks, by Jay
Miller. Arkansas Department of Parks and Tourism, State Parks Division, 1983.
Publication No. 501-682-1301. This 32-page booklet includes specifications for
trail alignment, clearing, tread, drainage, water and road crossings, and signing
and marking.
County Trails Plan, San Luis Obispo County Parks, San Luis Obispo, CA, 1991.
Available from San Luis Obispo County Parks, Department of General Services,
Attn: Parks, County Government Center, Room 460, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408.
This plan is intended to accomplish coordination with other jurisdictions and
county trails and provide a variety of multi-use trails for hiking, biking, and
equestrian experiences from and between inland areas, the mountains, and the
ocean. The plan provides for a means of prioritizing trails through the use of 9
specific criteria: Trail purpose, Estimated public use, Anticipated mix of users, trail
features, Accessibility, Environmental impacts, Cost of development (including
acquisition costs), Cost of Operation and Maintenance, and Agricultural and other
land-use impacts.
Desert Spaces: An Open Space Plan for the Maricopa Association of Governments.
The MAG Regional Council adopted the Desert Spaces Plan on October 25, 1995.
Final Report, undated, prepared for the Maricopa Association of Governments
(MAG).
Easement Guide for Equestrian Use, compiled by the Equestrian Land
Conservation Resource, PO Box 335, Galena, IL 61035 (815) 776-0150,
www.elcr.org. This 26-page booklet is a 6-year collection of copies of easements
from throughout the nation that serve in protecting equestrian activity. Information
includes traditional easements, conservation easements permitting equestrian use,
and conservation easements that requires the land to be open for specified
equestrian use. In all categories the primary purpose of the easement is protection
of conservation values, not promotion of equestrian activity, although equestrian
activity may be an allowable secondary purpose.

72

Enjoying the Canals of the Salt River Valley: A Guidebook for Cyclists, Runners,
Pedestrians, and Equestrians by Betty Ann Kolner, Maps and Illustrations by Slim

Woodruff. Printed by the Alternative Copy Shop, Tempe, AZ, January 1991.
Environmental Impact of Equestrians Trails in an Arid Ecosystem, by George
Carver. US Department of the Interior, National Park Service, Western
Archeological Center, Tucson, AZ, 1979. This study outlines the analysis of the
impact of horseback riding and hiking trails on the Saguaro National Monument in
Tucson, AZ. The study selected sites and measure parameters to determine
impacts. Analyses made were topographical transects, infiltration rates, bulk
density, particle size distribution, slope, sampling frequency, and infrared counters
and rain gauges.
Executive Summary: Bicycle Transportation System Plan, Adopted May 19. 1999,
Maricopa County Department of Transportation.
Executive Summary: Transportation System Plan – Maricopa County 2020 – Eye to
the Future. Adopted December 17, 1997.
Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, August 1999, by the American
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) Task Force on
Geometric Design.
Guide for Mountain Trail Development. US Department of Agriculture, Forest
Service, Rocky Mountain Region, Lakewood Colorado, 1990. Publication ID:
TE304, G84. This handbook defines the trail development process, including
location, design, construction and operations guidelines.
Hiking and Equestrian Trails Master Plan: El Dorado County, California, Published
by El Dorado County, Community Development Department and the El Dorado
County Parks & Recreation Branch/Hiking, Biking & Equestrian Trails Advisory
Committee/Bissell & Karn, Inc., 1990. This 27 page master plan is divided into
two major parts: one, stated goals, policies, principles, and design standards for
trail planning, design and use; and two, the proposed trails system of national,
state, regional, county-wide, local trails, and proposed trailhead or staging areas
for trail access and use.
Horse Industry: Land Use, Zoning and Trails Resource File, compiled by Nancy
Deuel for University of New Hampshire, 1988, Publication No. 603-862-2130. A
compilation of information gathered by the author by contacting state horse
councils and state extension horse specialists nationwide regarding land use,
zoning, and trails issues.
Horse Trail Study: Rock Creek Park, Washington, DC, US Department of the
Interior, National Park Service, 1993. Report ID Number D-64/Sept. 1993. This
study was prepared by the Denver Service Center, National Park Service, and trail
consultant Robert Proudman. The study describes and assesses the 12 miles of
urban horse trails in Rock Creek Park, Washington DC and makes specific
recommendations for the management and maintenance of the trail system and
trail standards, directional signing, and multiple-use trail guidelines.
Horse Trails in Arizona, by Jan Hancock, second edition 1998, Golden West
Publishing, 4001 N. Longview Drive, Phoenix, AZ 85014.
Indian Bend Wash: A Scottsdale, Arizona Success Story, 1985, The City of
Scottsdale, Scottsdale, AZ.
73

Improving Conditions for Bicycling and Walking: A Best Practices Report, January
1998. Rails-to-Trails Conservancy, 1100 17th Street, 10th Floor, Washington DC
20036, (202) 331-9696, www.railtrails.org. Written by the Rails-to-Trails
Conservancy staff and members of the Association of Pedestrian and Bicycle
Professionals for the Federal Highway Administration, 400 Seventh Street SW,
HEP-10, Washington, DC 20590, (202) 366-5007.
Land Use Planning Guidelines for Horses, by Nancy Deuel. American Horse
Council, Inc., Washington, DC, 1988. Suggested guidelines for equestrians
working with local planning departments in urban areas, including factors such as
acreage and density, public health and safety, noise and lighting, and
maintenance.
Leave No Trace! An Outdoor Ethic. US Department of Agriculture, Forest Service,
1992. Booklet produced in cooperation between the USDI Bureau of Land
Management and National Park Service, and the Izaak Walton League, which
promotes the leave no trace land ethic. Covers planning, travel, camping, fires,
sanitation, pack animals, historical and archeological sites, and backcountry
courtesy.
Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Pedestrian Area Policies and Design
Guidelines, October 1995.
Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Regional Bicycle Plan, Revised
January, 1999.
Maricopa County Department of Transportation Pedestrian Plan 2000, Final
Report, December 1999, Executive Summary September 24, 1999.
National Bicycling and Walking Study – Federal Highway Administration Case
Study No. 1: Reasons Why Bicycling and Walk Are and Are Not Being Used More
Extensively As Travel Modes, Publication No. FHWA-PD-92-001 (Undated), US
Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, 400 Seventh Street
SW, Washington, DC 20590.
National Bicycling and Walking Study – Federal Highway Administration Case
Study No.19: Traffic Calming, Auto-Restricted Zones and Other Traffic
Management Techniques – Their Effects on Bicycling and Pedestrians. Publication
No. FHWA-PD-93-028, January, 1994, US Department of Transportation, Federal
Highway Administration, 400 Seventh Street SW, Washington, DC 20590.
National Bicycling and Walking Study – Federal Highway Administration Case
Study No. 24: Current Planning Guidelines and Design Standards Being Used by
State and Local Agencies for Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities, Publication No.
FHWA-PD-93-006, August 1992, US Department of Transportation, Federal
Highway Administration, 400 Seventh Street SW, Washington, DC 20590.

74

National Trails Assessment, US Department of Interior, National Park Service,
Washington, DC, 1986. This document is part of a process to develop a National
Trails System Plan. The Plan, which is to indicate the scope and extent of a
complete nationwide system of trails, is called for in a 1983 amendment to Public
Law 90-543, the National Trails System Act. This Assessment provides information
on trail activities in which American citizens participate, and on trail needs as
perceived by users nationwide. It indicates to some extent what other federal
agencies, states, counties, municipalities and the private sector are doing to
provide trail opportunities for Americans. Includes models on how trails may be
planned, developed and maintained.
Pedestrian Walkway and Bikeway System: An Addendum to the Park/Recreation/
Open Space Trails Element of the Aspen Area Comprehensive Plan. City of Aspen,
CO, 1990.
Public Participation Guidance – Guidelines for Metropolitan Planning
Organizations and Communities in Developing a Public Participation Process –
Wisconsin TransLinks21, November, 1993, Wisconsin Department of
Transportation, Division of Planning and Budget, http://www.bts.gov/ntl/DOCS/
wtlppg.html.
Recreational Trail Design and Construction, by David Rathke and Melvin
Baughman, 1994. Minnesota Extension Service, University of Minnesota, St. Paul,
MN, Publication Report ID Number: NRBU-6371-BC1302. This publication
describes step-by-step construction methods, ways to handle trail obstacles, and
recommended standards for the most common types of trails including hiking,
horseback riding, mountain biking and cross-country skiing.
Regional Off-Street System (ROSS) Plan, 2001. Maricopa Association of
Governments, 302 North First Avenue, Suite 300, Phoenix, AZ 85003, (602) 2646450. The ROSS Plan, initiated by the MAG Regional Bicycle Task Force, reveals
a region-wide system of off-street paths/trails for non-motorized transportation.
This Plan provides guidance to help create an off-street non-motorized
transportation system, and it focuses on potential corridors that form the backbone
of a regional system of off-street routes and also helps to provide support for
federal funding requests.
Scottsdale Ad Hoc Equestrian Committee: Final Report. Published by the
Scottsdale Parks & Recreation Department, Scottsdale, AZ, 1987. This 45-page
trails plan identified approximately 200 miles of trails to be developed or retained.
Estimated costs in time and dollars include one-time costs of 750 hours of City staff
time and $1.5 million for trails and trailheads. The ongoing annual costs are
estimated to be 4,200 hours of staffing and $175,000 in maintenance.
Selecting Roadway Design Treatments to Accommodate Bicycles, Publication No.
FHWA-RD-92-073, (undated), National Technical Information Service (NTIS),
Department of Commerce, 5285 Port Royal Road, Springfield, VI 22161.
“Trail Sharing – Horses Vs. Mountain Bikes,” article for Equestrian Trails, by Sharon
Gibson, October, 1991 issue. The author lists the International Mountain Bike
Association’s trail rules and recommends behaviors on ways to co-exist and
advocates joint educational programs to solve user conflicts.

75

Trails Master Plan, CBA Project No. 241989-01, January 1999, City of Peoria, 8401
West Monroe Street, Peoria, AZ 85345
Tourism Development Through Equestrians Trails and Campgrounds, by AnneMarie Blackwell. Published by Clemson University, College of Architecture, Arts
and Humanities, Clemson, SC, 1996. This 26-page publication presents a plan
proposed by the community of Patrick, in Chesterfield County, SC for an
equestrian campground that would access trails on adjacent public land. The
author surveys other equestrian areas in South Carolina and used the Internet to
survey equestrian needs in a campground.
Walkable Communities: A Search for Quality, by Dan Burden, March 1997.
West Valley Recreation Corridor – “River Passageways” (Pasajes del Rio). Design
Concept Report, June 1999, prepared for the Flood Control District of Maricopa
County, 2801 West Durango Street, Phoenix, AZ 85009.
West Valley Recreation Corridor: Linking Neighborhoods, Parks, Open Spaces,
Schools, Shopping and Jobs Using Flood Control and Multi-Modal Transportation.
Prepared for the Flood Control District of Maricopa County, City of Avondale, City
of El Mirage, City of Glendale, City of Litchfield Park, City of Peoria, City of
Phoenix, City of Tolleson, Town of Buckeye, and Town of Tolleson. (undated)

76

