
r('am Ih'comm enda1ions 

Final team recommendalions are grouped into three general categories: (I) Design Features, (2) Interchange Configuration at 
Walnut Grove, and (3) Other Considerations. It is the Team's vision that these recommendations provide a basic framework for 
advancing this project to final design with recognition that access and aesthetic elements will be added later per these recom· 
mendations and that refinements may be appropriate as additional information and engineering data becomes available. 

Recommended Design FealUres 

• 	 40 mph design speed 
• 	 4 lanes (12·foo lane width) 
• 	 Stabilized gnlSS shoulden where feasible 
• 	 Independent roadway concept 
• 	 Curvilinear alignment (recommended "plan view" to right) 
• 	 At-grade interse<:tions at Sycamore Vicw and at Mullins Station 
• 	 Grade separation at Walnut Grove 
• 	 Tractor Trailers will not be permitted 

Interchange Configuration at Walnut Grove 

• 	 The recommended configuration for the intcrchange at Walnut Grow is a "trumpet" configuration that provides for free· 
flowing traffic for all movcments through the intcrchange. 

• 	 The interchange will feature a separate dedicated exit lane from southbound Shelby Fnrms Parkway to westbound Hum­
phreys Boulevard. 

• 	 The interchange will include a single lane exit from southbound Shelby Farms Parkway to westbound Walnut Grove in addi· 
tion to the dedicated exit lane to Humphreys Boulevard. 

• 	 Curvature within the Interchange will meet 3Smph design criteria with the exception of the loop ramp which shall meet 
2Smph design criteria. 

• 	 With additional geotechnical information. shift the location of the interchange further to thc south provided that gcotechnical 
analyses indicate that construction of embankment material over the landfill is prudent and feasible. 

Other Considerations 

The Shelby County Govemment is involved in the development of a Master Plan for Shelby Farms. One of this project' s goals 
is to "create a road that enhances and embraces the park." The Team's vision for the Shelby Farms Parkway is a road thai 
blends into the natural and topographic sening of Shelby Farms. The Master Plan for Shelby Farms will provide a fundamental 
framework for future development and enhancement of Shelby Farms. As such. the Shelby Farms Parkway Advisory Team 
recognizes that connectivity. access, and aesthetic characteristics of the Shelby Farms Parkway must be consistent with the Mas­
ter Plan for Shelby Farms and has thus deferred development of recommendations to the Shelby Farms Master Plan. More spe· 
cific issues that should be considered in the development of the Master Plan include the following: 

• 	 Provisions for a "signature" entrance or entrances for Shclby Farms Park. including the bridge over Walnut Grove. 
• 	 Provisions for aesthetically appropriate materials (such as Stone facing) and landscaping in the conslnlCtion of the parkway. 
• 	 Provisions for safe, easy and convenient connectivity and non-vehicular access to Shelby Farms from surrounding residential 

afCas and greenways on all sides of Shelby Farms, 
• 	 Provisions for multi·use paths for walkers. joggers. and recreational bicyclists. 
• 	 Provisions for equestrian trails to facilitate movement from one area of Shelby Farms to another, 
• 	 Provisions for safe. easy. and C1lnvenient connectivity within the park for pedestrians. bicycles and horses. 
• 	 Coordination and accommodation for rails to trails andlor future light rail in the vicinity of Mullins Station. 
• 	 Provisions for the continued in\'olvernent ofthe SFPAT in the final design. 

The Team also recommends that authorities from Shelby County. the City of Memphis. and TOOT provide adequate funding for 
the connectivity, access, and aesthetic features. The Team recommends that design and funding of such features be incorporated 
into this project included but not limited to access under the Wolf River Bridge north and south. 

T~ pical Sl'ctiOIl"i 
\\ aJnul (,rOll' IfI \lu1li1l'> SllIlion \Iullill' ~I;llinn In \Ial'on I{{Htd 

, 

""~~b!lt'-~:--r'~ ___-:~ 
" .. ".~-



Shl'lh~ Farms rark\\a~ "(hisor~ Tl'otm 

• The Shelby Fanns Parkway Advisory Team dedicates their efforts 
to create a great parkway and environment to the memory of Charlie Dan Johnson #or IN A-rreNOAAlc.e-
Rond. Commuter Through Shelby FURl! 

,~~,,~ ~~ 
~ WOIfRl.... C..~ 

~:~'tyC.::'ml~'I~y·l.'m'.dvl....yC.mmln" ~.c . 
B~~ Unl&erslty of Memphis, Tramc Engineering 

Brad Corey ~~~iA. 
Mid Soulh TrallJ Assoclatlon Sle\'e Reynolds . By BiLL.. TuTrLIE 

BaptiJt Htalthc:are 

"' . I/'\'..l..a- 11- __John Dudas ~~ -=e~_ ~ 
Memphis R lonal Chamber, Major Roads Commlnee Charlie Rond (DKtaSed)* 

Don Richardson 
Sierra Club 

Randy Graves d 
Ducks Unlimited r v: 	

-4.i?;fclUtJinj/h ~ 
"'t,hie-Smilh 
par~nner I Landscape Architect 

~£.-~~ 

Richard Hollis &q.e'1t!~t" 	
Shelby Farms P rk 
Mark Siansbu~ 

Agricenter ~.t: 

David Ste,'ens 
Accredo Heallh 

Larry Jensen ).lor IN Arr€NOAA.lcE 
Memphis Tomorrow 

"my Whit, B ~cJl..i~ 
Brlerwood Neighborhood Anodatlon 

Team and Projl'l'. Goals 

The goals for the Shelby Fanns Parkway Advisory Team 
were grouped imo two categories: Team Goals and Pro-

Goals. Team goals provided guiding principles for 
team deliberations and activi ties throughout the ess proc­
ess. Project goals were more specifically related 10 the 
characteristics of the proposed roadway and the Team's 
vision and expectations for the project. 

ream Goals 

* 	 Achieve Community consensus and build public 
trust. 

• 	 Reach consensus for a context sensitive solution in a 
timely fashion. 

• 	 Adhere to a continuous and responsive public in­
volvement process. 

* 	 Maintain the spirit of teamwork throughout the pro­
ject. 

• 	 Create an annosphere of good communication among 
the team, government, and the community. 

Project Goals 

• 	 Create a road that enhances and embraces the park. 

• 	 Create a design concept that is socially. economi· 
cally, and environmentally responsible. 


Create a safe and effective roadway design. 


Reduce corridor congestion. 

• 	 Produce an excellent design that enhances the quality 
of Hfe in the community. 

• 	 Create the oppon unity for non-vehicular traffic to 
enter and use the park . 

• 	 Create the opponunity for vehicular and non­
vehicular crossing of the corridor including access 
the physicall y challenged. 

Chronolog~ and Process 

Six meetings of the Shelby Fanns Parkway Advisory Team were 
held between February 2005 and February 2006. Two Public 
Workshops were held during the same time period. 

The first team meeting (February 10. 2005) was a pannering 
meeting that concluded with the development of "Team and Pro­
ject Goals" and outlining key steps in working toward the first 
public meeting/workshop. 

The first Public Workshop (March 24, 2005) was a "blank page" 
concept. An aerial photograph of the study area was provided and 
the public was afforded the opportunity 10 provide their thoughts 
and concerns for constructing a north-south road through Shelby 
Fanns. 

The Team next met on April 28. 2005 to discuss the results from 
the Public Workshop. The Team discussed the purpose and need 
for the project, traffic forecasting activities, and similar projects. 
They concluded their meeting with a "brainslOrming session" re­
lating to design criteria and the range of alternatives to be consid­
ered. Team members developed sketches of polentilll align· 
ments. 

The Team met on August 18,2005 to review and discuss five al­
ternative concepts. Ailernatives included 4 and 6 lane alterna­
tives, 35, 40, 45. and 50 mph design speeds. and a range of me­
dian widths including an independent roadway design concept. 
Information from the August 18. 2005 meeting was used to de­
velop twO refined alternatives. 

The Team met again on October 6. 2006. Following a "fi eld 
walk through" and addi tional team discussions, these two alterna ­
tives were further refined for presenta tion al the second Public 
Workshop on No\'ember 15.2005. 

Both alternatives presented at the second Public Workshop were 
4 lanes and included a curvilinear al ignment along the western 
boundary of the study area. One was developed on the basis of a 
40 mph design speed and the other using criteria for a 45 mph 
design speed. One alternative included a 40-fool common median 
and the other involved an independent roadway concept. At grade 
intersections were proposed at Sycamore View and Mullins Sta­
tion. Two interchange configurations were proposed at Walnut 
Grove. 

The results of the November 15. 2006 meeling were reviewed al 
the next meeting of the Shelby Farms Parkway Advisory Team on 
January II. 2006. The team discussed furthe r opponunities for 
refinements 10 alternatives and discussed the development of 
·'team recommendations." The Team mel again on February 16. 
2006. The focus of this meeting was 10 finalize the Team Recom­
mendations presented herein. 




