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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
Introduction  
The City of Prospect, Kentucky and the Kentuckiana Regional Planning and Development Agency (KIPDA) 
initiated the Prospect Mobility Study to examine and document the need for a more comprehensive and 
interconnected mobility network for city residents and visitors. Consultation services were provided by Qk4, 
a Louisville-based architecture/engineering/planning firm. 
 
Planning Process and Project Goals and Study Area 
The purpose of the Prospect Mobility Study is to develop a plan to improve vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian 
interconnectivity in and around the city of Prospect, primarily between the residential areas and the 
commercial core referred to as the Prospect Village Center. The Village Center includes the adjacent 
commercial developments of Prospect Village, Prospect Plaza, Prospect Professional Center, and Prospect 
Point, which are bounded by Timber Ridge Drive, River Road, and US 42. The primary goal of the project is: 
“To provide a safe and efficient multimodal transportation network that connects the commercial Village 
Center to the surrounding residential areas and greater Prospect.” The area within and surrounding the 

Prospect corporate limits 
comprises the study area for 
the Prospect Mobility Study. 
(Note: For the purposes of 
directional clarification in this 
study, North, South, East, and 
West will be referred to as they 
relate to the directional heading of 
US 42 and not cardinal compass 
headings. For example, eastbound 
US 42 leads to Oldham County, 
while westbound US 42 leads to 
downtown Louisville. Therefore, the 
Village Center is referred to lie on 
the north side of US 42, while City 
Hall lies on the south side.) 
 
Figure ES 1: Study Area 
(Prospect Village Center is 
highlighted in yellow and 
shown in the inset, below)
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A steering committee approach was used, consisting of representatives from the City of Prospect, KIPDA, 
Louisville Metro, the Transit Authority of River City (TARC), the Kentucky Transportation Cabinet (KYTC), 
and the project consultant, Qk4. Steering Committee meetings were held on the following dates in 2009: May 
19, September 1, and October 21. Public involvement activities included a stakeholder meeting, a public 
meeting, and an online public survey questionnaire accessible via the project website: 
www.prospecttransstudy.com.  
 
Existing Conditions 
Existing conditions data and stakeholder consultation input were utilized to identify potential alternative 
improvements. Also as part of producing the various alternatives, consideration was given to future planned 
projects such as the 100-mile-long multi-use trail (“Louisville Loop”) and the US 42 widening (KYTC ID # 
05-972.00) from the Harrods Creek Bridge (mile point 9.628) to River Road (mile point 10.548) in Prospect. 
The recommended mobility improvements identified in the Prospect Mobility Study focus primarily on low-cost 
network improvements (e.g., the addition of bike lane striping and signage, the installation of traffic signals 
and sidewalks, etc.) and recommendations for future projects and policy adoptions. In addition to the 
recommendations contained in this report, an effort identified by the Steering Committee that can be 
implemented relatively quickly is a marketing campaign to raise public awareness of the local mobility 
enhancement effort. This initiative would highlight the pedestrian and bicycle connectivity elements that are 
being promoted and executed by the City of Prospect.  
 
Recommended Alternatives 
The recommended alternatives set forth in the Prospect Mobility Study have been ranked in terms of High, 
Medium, and Low priority. Projects were ranked according to input from the public, the steering committee, 
and the priorities of the City of Prospect. High priority projects have been identified to meet an immediate 
and pressing need regardless of long-/short-term timeframe or of estimated cost. The Medium and Low 
priority projects are less imperative; however, they may be listed as short-term due to the timeframe for 
possible implementation. The recommended projects are listed below according to rank and prioritization; 
therefore, the project identification numbers used for mapping purposes herein do not appear in sequential 
order. 
 

 High Priority Projects 
 
1. Sidewalk on the north side of US 42 from Carslaw Court to Fox Harbor Road 
Sidewalk connectivity is needed from the existing sidewalk stub just east of Carslaw Court to the Fox Harbor 
Road intersection. This approximately 1,000-foot-long project would enable safer and more efficient 
pedestrian access to Prospect Plaza, Prospect Professional Center, and Prospect Point fronting US 42. Some 
drainage issues may exist that would need to be mitigated. Design plans for this project must be prepared in 
conjunction with the plans for US 42 reconstruction. 
 
3. Multi-use trail connection from Fox Harbor Road to City Hall on south frontage of US 42 
This trail connection has been identified as an element of the Louisville Metro planned 100-mile-long 
Louisville Loop fronting US 42 from Bridgepointe Boulevard to River Road and beyond. This 550-foot-long 
section would provide access from the Fox Harbor Road and subdivision to City Hall, the police department, 
and the library. The selected alignment should exhibit a meandering, park-like quality, and remain relatively 
close to the US 42 alignment to avoid encroaching more than necessary on the existing open green space.  
 
9. Multi-use trail behind Prospect Village Center from a private drive to Carslaw Court 
This multi-use trail (of similar typical section as the Louisville Loop; i.e., 8 to 10 feet wide, paved) would 
provide a safe and serene link for pedestrian and bike traffic immediately north of (behind) the Village 
Center. This alignment is located on private property and most likely could be constructed at the time of 
redevelopment of that property. The trail is proposed to connect near US 42 between Prospect Point and 
Prospect Professional Center and tie in to Carslaw Court. A possible perpendicular connection to this trail 
could be incorporated to provide pedestrian access between Prospect Plaza and Prospect Professional Center. 
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10. Sidewalk connecting Carslaw Court with Prospect Village Shopping Center 
This 300-foot-long pedestrian access would extend from Carslaw Court (behind Circle K) to the existing 
sidewalk stub adjacent to McDonalds in the Prospect Village Shopping Center. This alignment traverses 
private properties; therefore, project implementation would require agreements with property owners. 
 
11. Multi-use trail connection from Bridgepointe Boulevard to Timber Ridge Drive 
This 4,500-foot-long section of multi-use trail is also a component of the Louisville Loop. This segment 
would provide the only non-vehicular connection between the Bridgepointe subdivision and the city core, 
and would give Bridgepointe residents direct access to the Village Center. The most costly aspect of this trail 
is the bridge over Harrods Creek that would be required to complete this trail section.  
 
15A. Multi-use trail connection from Sutherland Farm Road to Eads Place 
This 550-foot-long, non-vehicular connection for walkers and cyclists would provide a link between 
Innisbrook and Sutherland subdivisions via the Sutherland Farm. This connection would prevent pedestrians 
from having to exclusively use Sutherland Farm Road and, therefore, would provide more options for 
connectivity through the subdivisions and to the Village Center. 
 
16. Vehicle connection from Carslaw Court to Prospect Village Shopping Center  
Interconnectivity is strongly supported by many business owners as well as Prospect residents. An additional 
linkage is needed for vehicle access to, and between, the businesses in the Prospect Village Shopping Center 
and other businesses fronting US 42—most notably Circle K, Water Works Car Wash, McDonald’s, and 
Kroger. Currently, many vehicles visiting one business must re-enter US 42 to access the business next door. 
Additional connectivity would provide vehicles with access to nearby businesses without using US 42. This 
approximately 300-foot-long access would tie into Carslaw Court behind Circle K and provide access into the 
McDonald’s parking lot. This would be a narrow facility with horizontal curves to keep down speed and 
discourage high volume usage. This alignment traverses private properties; therefore, project implementation 
would require agreements with property owners. 
 
17. Vehicle connection between Prospect Plaza and Prospect Professional Center 
Currently, roadway connectivity within the Village Center is virtually non-existent. Barriers prevent vehicular 
and pedestrian access between the two commercial developments and among individual businesses within 
each. Connectivity is needed within the Village Center to reduce the need to use US 42 to reach the 
neighboring commercial developments and businesses. The project proposes using a fence cut, relocated 
lighting, and minor lot modification to improve vehicular flow between commercial areas. This convenient 
access would have the added benefit of increasing safety by reducing traffic entering US 42. This alignment 
traverses private properties; therefore, project implementation would require agreements with property 
owners. 
 
19. Ordinance adoption for adequate interconnectivity of future redevelopment 
In consideration of the lack of acceptable existing connectivity, it is recommended that the City adopt an 
ordinance to ensure adequate connectivity of future developments and redevelopments in the city of 
Prospect.  
 

 Medium Priority Projects 
 
2. Pedestrian crossing signal and striping at the west end of US 42 and Fox Harbor Road 
Intersection 
The crossing enhancement, with an electronic count-down signal and curb cuts, would provide pedestrian 
connectivity from the Fox Harbor subdivision and the future multi-use trail on the south side of US 42 to the 
new sidewalk (Project # 1) fronting US 42  at Prospect Point on the north side. Consideration may be given 
to construction of a sidewalk on the bifurcated section of Fox Harbor Road to better accommodate 
residential access to the multi-use trail. 
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5. Timber Ridge Drive bike lane striping 
Timber Ridge Drive currently has 15-foot-wide driving lanes and provides a bike link between US 42 and 
River Road. This project proposes striping a 4-foot-wide bike lane on both sides of Timber Ridge Drive, 
thereby providing 11-foot-wide driving lanes and a direct bicycle link between River Road and US 42. 
 
6. Bass Road bike route signage 
Bass Road is the direct link to Hays Kennedy Park from River Road, and has been identified as such by 
Louisville Metro in the preliminary Louisville Loop plans. Enhanced signage announcing the location of the 
park and available activities at the River Road intersection would provide higher profile recognition to 
encourage bicycle and pedestrian traffic. Although this project is recommended, it is outside the Prospect city 
limits; therefore, the final authority for undertaking the project would rest with Louisville Metro.  
 
7. Pedestrian crossing at River Road and Sedgewicke Drive 
This intersection experiences a high volume of pedestrian traffic (walkers and joggers) crossing River Road 
from Sutherland subdivision to access Prospect Point and other Village Center commercial areas. The 
crossing improvement would consist of providing warning signage directed at motorists and striping to direct 
the pedestrian traffic to the Village Center. 
 
8. Hunting Creek Drive striping 
Hunting Creek Drive from the Wythe Hill intersection to the roundabout currently features 17-foot-wide 
northbound and southbound driving lanes with no striping. The roadway is used by motorized vehicles (cars, 
trucks, buses, etc.), pedestrians, bicycles, and golf carts. Pavement striping is proposed to delineate 11-foot-
wide motorized vehicle driving lanes, thereby creating 6-foot-wide outside lanes for use by pedestrians, 
bicyclists, and others. The separation of user types would improve safety for all, and encourage slower 
motorized vehicle speeds due to the narrower lanes’ psychological effect on drivers. 
 
12. Sidewalk connection from Timber Ridge Drive to Ken Carla Subdivision 
A 1,400-foot-long sidewalk segment fronting the north side of US 42 would provide a pedestrian connection 
from the Ken Carla subdivision to the Prospect Village Center. Some drainage issues may exist that would 
need to be mitigated. Design and construction plans for this project must be prepared in conjunction with the 
plans for US 42 reconstruction.  
 
13. Street furniture installed within the Village Center 
As a cooperative effort between commercial property owners and the City of Prospect, the installation of 
street furniture such as benches and bike racks would serve as a beautification and pedestrian enhancement 
program for the Village Center. 
 
14. Cooperative effort with TARC to provide bus shelters in the Village Center 
Currently, no transit shelters exist in Prospect. A cooperative effort with TARC to locate and fund shelters 
would provide a significant enhancement for city residents who use transit services. A prime location for a 
shelter would be the Park & TARC lot in Prospect Point at the intersection of River Road and US 42. 
 
15B. Vehicle connection from Sutherland Farm Road to Eads Place 
When the development of Sutherland Farms occurs, the 550-foot-long, non-vehicular connection for walkers 
and cyclists between Innisbrook and Sutherland subdivisions (proposed as Project #15A), would be upgraded 
to local vehicular roadway standards. This connection would provide vehicular (and continue bicycle and 
pedestrian) access between the Innisbrook and Sutherland subdivisions. This would prevent vehicles from 
having to exclusively use Sutherland Farm Road and provide more options for connectivity through the 
subdivisions and to the Village Center, while reducing vehicle trips on US 42.  
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20. Conversion of Hunting Creek South Wastewater Treatment Plant to a pocket park and public 
creek access  
Currently, there is no public access to Harrods Creek (a significant canoeing, kayaking, and fishing 
recreational resource) within the city of Prospect. The Hunting Creek South Wastewater Treatment Plant 
(WWTP), located on Harrods Creek just south of the Hunting Creek subdivision and accessible via Montero 
Drive, is anticipated by the Louisville/Jefferson County Metropolitan Sewer District (MSD) to be taken 
offline at some point in the future and offered to the City of Prospect. It is recommended that the City 
acquire the WWTP property for future conversion of this prime site into a pocket park featuring public 
access to the creek.  
 

 Low Priority Projects 
 
4. Multi-use trail connection from Timber Ridge Drive to Putney Pond Access Road 
From its intersection with US 42, the existing Putney Pond Access Road will be closed to vehicular traffic and 
will be relegated to pedestrian and bicycle traffic, only. Therefore, a 175-foot-long segment of the Louisville 
Loop trail network is proposed to connect the existing Putney Pond Access Road to the pedestrian crossing 
at the intersection of Timber Ridge Road and US 42. The multi-use trail would parallel the south side of US 
42 from Putney Pond Access Road and Timber Ridge Drive. This project will then provide a multi-use 
connection to the existing access road and the 25 acre Putney Pond natural area, owned by the City. 
 
18. Village Center gateways along US 42 
To provide a sense of arrival in the Village Center for US 42 traffic, decorative gateways could be placed 
along US 42, with possible placement locations being east of the River Road intersection for westbound 
traffic and west of Timber Ridge intersection for eastbound traffic. A local competition could be held for 
design submission and selection. Coordination with KYTC concerning the rebuilding of US 42 should be 
considered. 
 
Alternative Prioritization Matrix 
 
The recommended improvements are listed below in Table ES 1, Alternative Prioritization Matrix, which 
includes project type, lengths, cost, and short- or long-term classification. 



      

Prospect Mobility Study - Final Report         ES6 

Table ES 1:  Alternative Prioritization Matrix  

Rank Project  Project and Type 
Approx. 
Length 
in Feet 

Cost 
per 

Liner 
Foot 

Short / 
Long 
Term 

2009 Cost 
Estimate Project Description 

    Pedestrian and Bicycle Connectivity           

H 1 Sidewalk fronting US 42 from Carslaw Court to Fox 
Harbor Road 1,000 $90 Short  $90,000 

The sidewalk would provide a pedestrian connection along US 
42 within the Village Center from Carslaw Court to the Fox 
Harbor Road intersection at Prospect Point. 

H 3 Multi-use trail from Fox Harbor Road to City Hall 550 $120 Short  $66,000 This section would provide access from Fox Harbor Subdivision 
to the City Hall / Library, fronting the south side of US 42. 

H 9 Multi-use trail behind commercial property from 
private drive to Carslaw Court 750 $120 Long $90,000 

Connecting from US 42 to Carslaw Court, this multi-use trail 
would provide a safe, serene link for pedestrian and bike traffic 
immediately north of (behind) the Village Center.  

H 10 Pedestrian connection from Carslaw Court to 
Prospect Village Shopping Center 300 $90 Short  $27,000 

The sidewalk would link Carslaw Court and Prospect Village 
from the rear of Circle K, the car wash, and McDonald’s/Kroger 
Center (all in Prospect Village).  

H 11 Multi-use trail from Bridgepointe Boulevard to 
Timber Ridge Drive 4,500 $530 Long $2,385,000 

This segment of the multi-use trail (Louisville Loop) would 
connect the Bridgepointe subdivision with the Prospect Village 
Center. This section of the trail requires a bridge over Harrods 
Creek 

H 15A Multi-use trail from Sutherland Farm Road to Eads 
Place 550 N/A Short < $10,000 

This would provide a connection between the Sutherland and 
Innisbrook subdivisions for walkers and cyclists, and provide 
more options for connectivity through the subdivisions and to 
the Village Center. This should be designed for a future road 
conversion (Project #15B). 

M 2 Pedestrian crossing signal and striping at the west 
end of US 42 and Fox Harbor Road intersection N/A N/A Short  $40,000 

This involves a pedestrian countdown crossing signal, curb 
cuts, US 42 striping, and sidewalk connections from the multi-
use trail on the south side of US 42 to the new sidewalk (Project 
#1) fronting the north side of US 42.   

M 5 Timber Ridge Drive bike lane striping 1,400 $1.25 Short  $1,750 
To provide a direct bicycle linkage between US 42 and River 
Road, stripe 4' bike lanes on Timber Ridge Drive in each lane 
(thereby reducing driving lanes to 11' in width). 

M 6 Bass Road bike route signage/markings N/A N/A Short  < $2,000 
To better identify the park, enhance park and bike route signage 
at the River Road intersection to encourage bicycle and 
pedestrian traffic. 

M 7 River Road pedestrian crossing at Sedgewicke 
Drive 100 $90 Short  < $10,000 

A striped River Road crossing from the sidewalk on Sedgewicke 
Drive to Prospect Point would enhance pedestrian safety for the 
walkers and joggers crossing River Road from the Sutherland 
subdivision. 

M 8 Hunting Creek Drive lane striping 4,000 $1.25 Short $5,000 
The addition of 6' outside pavement striping to delineate an 11' 
vehicle lane from Wythe Hill to would provide more safety for 
pedestrians and cyclists while encouraging slower vehicular 
traffic due to a narrower lane.  
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Table ES 1:  Alternative Prioritization Matrix (Continued) 

Rank Project  Project and Type 
Approx. 
Length 
in Feet 

Cost 
per 

Liner 
Foot 

Short / 
Long 
Term 

2009 Cost 
Estimate Project Description 

M 12 Sidewalk on the north of US 42 from Timber Ridge 
Drive to Ken Carla subdivision 1,400 $90 Short $126,000 

The sidewalk would provide a pedestrian connection along US 
42 from Ken Carla Drive to the Village Center at Timber Ridge 
Drive.  This project would continue to expand connectivity to the 
Village Center. Design must correlate with US 42 widening. 

M 13 Install street furniture (seating, bike racks, etc.) 
within Prospect Village Center N/A N/A Short < $10,000 

Street furniture such as benches and bike racks would provide 
beautification and pedestrian enhancement for the Village 
Center.  

M 14 Cooperation with TARC to provide bus shelters in 
key areas N/A N/A Short < $10,000 A cooperative effort to locate and fund shelters would provide a 

significant enhancement for the city residents who use TARC.  

L 4 
Multi-use trail from Timber Ridge Drive to Putney 
Pond Access Road, fronting the south side of US 
42 

175 $120 Short  $21,000 
This segment of the multi-use trail (Louisville Loop) would 
connect the existing Putney Pond Access Road to the 
pedestrian crossing at the intersection of Timber Ridge Drive 
and US 42.    

    Vehicle Access and Control            

H 16 
Vehicular access from Carslaw Court to Prospect 
Village Shopping Center (connecting Circle K, 
Water Works Car Wash, and McDonald’s)   

300 $500 Short $150,000 
Construct a vehicular linkage connecting Carslaw Court to 
Prospect Village Shopping Center. This would give vehicles an 
access option other than US 42. 

H 17 Vehicular access between Prospect Plaza and 
Prospect Professional Center N/A N/A Short < $10,000 

A fence cut, lighting relocation, and minor lot modification at this 
location within Prospect Plaza/Professional Center would allow 
increased vehicular flow between commercial areas to increase 
safety by reducing traffic entering US 42. 

M 15B Vehicular connection from Sutherland Farm Road 
to Eads Place 550 $500 Long $275,000  

A vehicular connection joining the stub roads of Sutherland 
Farm Road and Eads Place would provide connectivity to 
Innisbrook and Sutherland subdivisions 

L 18 Village Center gateways along US 42 N/A N/A Short $20,000 Decorative gateways along US 42 would identify arrival at 
Prospect Village Center.  

    Policy           

H 19 Consider ordinance with an interconnectivity 
requirement for future redevelopment N/A N/A Short N/A 

In anticipation of possible future redevelopment, an ordinance 
put in place by the City to require a minimum of pedestrian and 
vehicular connectivity may help mitigate otherwise problematic 
commercial plans. 

M 20 
Consider Hunting Creek South Wastewater 
Treatment Plant  (WWTP) conversion to a pocket 
park and public creek access 

N/A N/A Long N/A 
Once it is taken offline, the Hunting Creek South WWTP could 
be purchased by the City for conversion to a pocket park with 
public access to Harrods Creek. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
Seeking to provide a comprehensive and interconnected mobility network for its residents and visitors, the 
City of Prospect, Kentucky and the Kentuckiana Regional Planning and Development Agency (KIPDA) 
initiated the Prospect Mobility Study with consultation services provided by Qk4, a Louisville-based 
architecture/engineering/ planning firm. 

1.1 Study Area  
The study area for the Prospect Mobility Study comprises the area in and around the city of Prospect corporate 
limits, in far eastern Jefferson County. The main arterial corridor in the study area is US 42, classified as a 
major urban arterial. Two state highways are present within the study area: KY 329 (Covered Bridge Road) 
and KY 3222 (Rose Island Road). The focus of the vehicular aspect of the study centered on US 42 and the 
connectivity status of the several subdivisions and land uses within the city. In addition, multi-modal facilities, 

sidewalks, and transit facilities 
were evaluated throughout 
the city. There are seven 
primary subdivisions in 
Prospect: Bridgepointe, 
Harrods Landing, The 
Landings, Fox Harbor, 
Hunting Creek, Sutherland 
and Innisbrook. The study 
area is illustrated below in 
Figure 1 and in Exhibit 1, 
Appendix A. The 
subdivisions and existing 
sidewalks are shown in 
Exhibit 2, Appendix A. 
 
Figure 1: Study Area 
(Prospect Village Center is 
highlighted in yellow and 
shown in the inset, below)
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Land use is primarily residential with the commercial nucleus situated on US 42, approximately in the middle 
of town. Multiple variations of residential and commercial zoning exist in Prospect; however, the majority of 
the city is overlain by a Village Form District. A Village Form District as defined by the Louisville Metro 
Comprehensive Plan, Cornerstone 2020, is a type of neighborhood with open space or farmland at the edge and 
a village center with shops, services, and civic space. Also included within the Prospect corporate boundary in 
a limited amount is a Neighborhood Form District. Cornerstone 2020 defines a Neighborhood Form District as 
a compact residential area integrated with public spaces such as parks, playgrounds or schools, and shops 
located at certain intersections. Land usage is illustrated in Exhibit 3, Appendix A. 
 
Demographics within the city of Prospect as determined by U.S. Census data from 1990 and 2000 indicate 
that the general population has increased 67%, from 2,788 in 1990 to 4,657 in 2000. Children ages 0 to 17 
years old in 1990 totaled 704 and 1,281 in 2000, an increase of 82%. Adults aged 18 and over increased from 
2,084 to 3,376 during the same time period, an increase of 62%. Housing units totaled 1,847 in 2000, up from 
1,089 in 1990, an increase of 70%. The population estimate for 2008 is 5,802, which reflects an estimated 
increase of 25% from the 2000 figure of 4,657.  
 
Currently, developable land within the corporate limits of Prospect is an extremely limited commodity, which 
translates to a very limited population growth rate for the city. However, Oldham County is and will continue 
to grow at a significant pace. This factor is important since many Oldham County residents work in Louisville 
and commute via US 42 to and through Prospect. Another consideration is the planned I-265 bridge over the 
Ohio River. Although scheduling is uncertain at this time, this new cross-river connection will affect to some 
degree future traffic patterns in and around Prospect. 

1.2 Planning Purpose and Process  
The purpose of the Prospect Mobility Study is to improve vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian transportation in and 
around the City of Prospect. The goal of the project is: “To provide a safe and efficient multimodal 
transportation network that connects the commercial Village Center to the surrounding residential areas and 
greater Prospect.” For the purposes of this study, the Prospect Village Center is defined as the triangular-
shaped commercial core of the City of Prospect, roughly bounded by US 42 on the south, River Road on the 
north, and Timber Ridge Drive on the east. Adjacent commercial developments of Prospect Village, Prospect 
Plaza, Prospect Professional Center, and Prospect Point comprise the Prospect Village Center commercial 
developments. 
 
The study includes an evaluation of existing traffic conditions, solicitation of public input, and identification 
of potential improvements that would increase multi-modal connectivity between the residential subdivisions 
and the commercial Prospect Village Center. Efforts to reduce congestion and improve safety in the short 
term (within the next 10 years), and possible projects for the long term (beyond 10 years) were identified. Of 
primary interest was the connectivity of the current bicycle and pedestrian facilities to the commercial and 
residential areas of Prospect, as well as accessibility to transit service in the area.   
 
A steering committee approach was used, consisting of representatives from the City of Prospect, KIPDA, 
Louisville Metro, the Transit Authority of River City (TARC), the Kentucky Transportation Cabinet (KYTC), 
and the project consultant, Qk4. Steering Committee meetings were held on the following dates in 2009: May 
19, September 1, and October 21.  Minutes for these meetings are included in Appendix C. Public 
involvement activities included a stakeholder meeting held on July 23, 2009 and a public meeting held 
October 8, 2009.  
 
The recommendations identified in the Prospect Mobility Study focus primarily on low-cost network 
improvements (e.g., the addition of bike lane striping and signage, and the installation of traffic signals and 
sidewalks) and recommendations for future projects and policy adoptions. Existing conditions data and 
stakeholder consultation efforts were used to identify potential alternative improvements. In addition to these 
measures, future planned projects such as the 100-mile-long multi-use trail referred to as the “Louisville 
Loop” and the US 42 improvements were taken into account in producing the various alternatives. 
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“To provide a safe and 
efficient multimodal 
transportation network 
that connects the 
commercial village 
center to the 
surrounding residential 
areas and greater 
Prospect.” 

 

 

1.3 Project Goals and Strategies 
The city of Prospect is a unique community in Jefferson 
County that prides itself on its high quality of life for its 
residents. Prospect is a vibrant and growing city not only 
because of its location and natural beauty, but also because 
of the many opportunities for dining, shopping, housing 
styles, recreation, and social interaction. At present, 
however, mobility alternatives within the city are limited. 
Motor vehicles provide the primary access not only to and 
from the city, but also to and from destinations within the 
city.  There are few sidewalks or defined biking/walking 
trails within Prospect, and neither the roadways nor the 
existing trails offer the safety and convenience of sufficient interconnectivity.   
 
Currently, residents have little choice in travel to the Village Center other than to use a vehicle. Providing 
more mobility alternatives and interconnectivity between residential and commercial land uses within the city 
would reduce dependence on motor vehicles for intra-city trips (and reduce related tailpipe emission), provide 
time-saving convenience, increase opportunities for healthful and safe exercise, and improve vehicular and 
pedestrian safety along US 42 and local roads. The projects herein would provide Prospect’s residents and 
businesses with these benefits and more.  
 
It was determined that the primary goal of the project is: “To develop a plan to provide a safe and efficient 
multimodal transportation network that connects the commercial Village Center to the surrounding 
residential areas and greater Prospect.” In maintaining that basic premise, the general project goals were 
identified among the Steering Committee and stakeholders as:  
 
• Increase safety for the traveling public 
• Reduce vehicle trips to reduce congestion, improve air quality, and 

promote a healthier lifestyle 
• Increase multimodal (bicycle and pedestrian) interconnectivity between 

and within the residential subdivisions and the commercial village 
center 

• Provide better defined bicycle and pedestrian access to Hays Kennedy 
Park 

• Promote unique urban character 
• Coordinate pedestrian and bike routes with TARC facilities 

 
 
Initial strategies identified by the Steering Committee members as well as the stakeholders include:  
 
• Construct sidewalks and multi-use trails in key locations to provide 

connections to the commercial village center 
• Provide access within the commercial areas to help reduce congestion 

on US 42 
• Promote Bass Lane as a bike and pedestrian path to Hays Kennedy Park 
• Establish Timber Ridge Drive as a bicycle friendly connector between 

River Road and US 42  
• To provide a sense of place, install gateways and landscaping 

improvements at the entrances to the village center on US 42  
• Coordinate with Oldham County to provide cohesion as they update 

their thoroughfare plan 
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2.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS  

2.1 Inventory and Analysis Methodology 
The approach to collecting the existing conditions data has included an inventory and analysis using the 
available Louisville Metro LOJIC mapping data base, supplemented by field data collection and verification of 
existing conditions. Field research included multiple site reconnaissance inspections documented by digital 
photography and various mapping exhibits. 
 
Existing data includes the inventory of average daily traffic (ADT), level of service (LOS), percentage of truck 
traffic, number and widths of travel lanes and shoulders, and functional classification for US 42, KY 329 
(Covered Bridge Road), and KY 3222 (Rose Island Road). Crash information including accident type and 
rates is provided for US 42. Inventory efforts included the identification of transit service routes, as well as 
existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities.  
 
Detailed field surveys and turning movement counts were conducted on US 42 in the study area. Highway 
Capacity Software (HCS) was used to determine LOS and crash data. Future (2030) ADT and LOS figures 
were determined to better illustrate the conditions on US 42, KY 329, and KY 3222 if no changes are made. 
Traffic volume is projected to significantly increase over the next 20 years. On US 42 in the vicinity of the 
Prospect Village Center, traffic volumes nearly double from 2009 to 2030. LOS in this area is predicted to 
rate an F. Existing and projected traffic data are shown below in Table 1 and in Exhibit 4, Appendix A. It is 
noted that future ADT is determined using historic KYTC count data and is not capacity constrained. 
 

  Table 1: Existing and Projected Roadway Conditions 

Begin 
MP 

End 
MP 

2009 
ADT 

2030 
ADT * 

2009 
LOS 

2030 
LOS 

Number 
of 

Lanes 
Lane 
Width 

Posted 
Speed Median Truck 

% 
Rural/ 
Urban 

Shoulder 
Width 

US 42 
8.80 8.96 19,000 37,000 B D 4 12 45** none 3.8% U 10 
8.96 9.27 31,100 60,000 D F 4 12 45** none 9.6% U 10 
9.27 10.62 31,100 60,000 D F 4 11 45** none 9.6% U 6 

10.62 11.222 31,100 60,000 D F 4 11 45 none 9.6% U 6 
11.222 11.835 17,700 34,000 B D 4 11 45 none 9.6% U 6 

KY 329, Covered Bridge Road 
0 0.785 3,740 6,280 E E 2 8 35 none N/A U 1 

KY 3222, Rose Island Road 
0 1.057 2,030 2,500 E E 2 8 55 none N/A U 3 

* Growth rates found using the KYTC's CTS spreadsheet to determine 2030 traffic volumes. 
**Posted speed limits reflect actual signage; however KYTC Highway Information System (HIS) indicates 35 MPH 

2.2 Average Daily Traffic (ADT)  
Throughout the study area on US 42, the current (year 2009) ADT ranges from 17,700 vehicles per day (vpd) 
to 31,100 vpd, while the percentage of truck traffic ranges from 3.8% to 9.6%. Traffic volumes on US 42 
peak at 31,100 vpd within the 2.26 miles between KY 841 and KY 329, which includes most of the city of 
Prospect. The sections of KY 329 and KY 3222 within the study area exhibit 3,740 vpd and 2,030 vpd, 
respectively. 

2.3 Level of Service (LOS) 
Level of service (LOS) is a qualitative measure of expected traffic conflicts, delay, driver discomfort, and 
congestion. Levels of service are described according to a letter rating system ranging from LOS A (free flow, 
minimal or no delays—best conditions) to LOS F (stop and go conditions, very long delays—worst 
conditions). To determine highway LOS, the Highway Capacity Manual states that a multilane highway is 
characterized by three performance measures: speed, density, and volume to capacity ratio. Each of these 
measures indicates how well the highway accommodates traffic flow; however, density is the primary 
performance measure for estimating LOS.  
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LOS C is often considered the threshold for desirable traffic conditions in smaller cities such as Prospect. 
Typically, levels of service below this threshold are noted as undesirable and warrant improvement. In LOS 
C, the influence of traffic density on operations becomes notable. The ability to maneuver within the traffic 
flow is affected by other vehicles. Relatively minor disruptions may cause deterioration in service, while 
significant disruptions will cause the formation of traffic queues. 
 
The sections of US 42, KY 329, and KY 3222 in the study area exhibiting the lowest levels of service are 
primarily those segments cited above with relatively high traffic volumes:  US 42 between KY 841 and KY 
329, and both KY 329 and KY 3222 from their respective intersections with US 42 to the Oldham County 
Line. 

2.4 Crash Data 
The crash data detailed in the Prospect Mobility Study is for the section of US 42 in the study area, beginning 
with mile point (MP) 8.800 to MP 11.835, and was collected from between 2004 to 2008. Total number of 
accidents during this period was 273 throughout the 3.035-mile stretch of US 42 that was analyzed for this 
report, with an average ADT of 26,440 vpd. Of those 273 accidents, 221 resulted in property damage only, 51 
resulted in one or more injuries, and one resulted in one or more fatalities. However, this section of US 42 
does not exhibit a high crash rate as is evidenced by the Critical Rate Factor (CRF) of 0.42. A CRF greater 
than 1.00 indicates that the segment of roadway has had a statistically significant number of crashes and they 
are likely not occurring randomly. Table 2A, US 42 Crash Data, shows this information. 
 
   Table 2A:  US 42 Crash Data 

 

Table 2B, Crash Type Statistics, compares factors about the reported crashes on US 42.  The data reveals that 
the majority of crashes (75%) are occurring on dry roads, which minimizes the significance of weather 
conditions as a major contributing factor affecting the safety on US 42 in Prospect.  In addition, about 77% 
of crashes are occurring during daylight hours, which reduces the importance of low light conditions as a 
contributing factor affecting safety.  Rear end crash types are the most common at 58%, which can largely be 
attributed to the lack of left-turn storage capacity on US 42. Opposing left-turn, single vehicle, and angle type 
crashes are the second most common type of crashes, each representing 11% of all crashes. 
 
   Table 2B:  US 42 Crash Type Statistics 

2.5 Turning Movement Counts  
To better understand traffic flow in the Village Center, turning movement counts were conducted at the three 
key intersections (River Road, Fox Harbor Road, and Timber Ridge Drive) on US 42. The counts were 
conducted from May 12 to May 14, 2009. Turning movements are illustrated in Appendix A, Exhibit 4.  

ACCIDENTS Begin 
MP 

End 
MP 

Length 
(Miles) 

Average 
ADT 

Number 
Lanes 

Rural / 
Urban 

Functional 
Class Rate Fatal Injury PDO Total 

Critical 
Rate  

Factor 
US 42, Jefferson County 
8.800 11.835 3.035 26,440 4 U 432.00 1 51 221 273 0.42 

Crashes Type  of  Crash 

Begin 
MP 

End   
MP 

Length 
(miles) 

Total 
Crashes 

During 
Daylight 
Hours Clear 

On Dry 
Roadway

Head 
On 

Rear 
End 

Side-
swipe 

Opposing 
Left Turn 

Single 
Vehicle Angle 

US 42, Jefferson County 

8.800 11.835 3.035 273 77% 66% 75% 2% 58% 6% 11% 11% 11% 
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   Table 3: Turning Movement Counts  
Intersection Time of Day 

US 42 @ River Road AM PM 
US 42 westbound through 1,639 885 

US 42 westbound turning right to River Road 84 62 
   

US 42 eastbound through 551 1,068 
US 42 eastbound turning left to River Road 20 31 

   
River Road turning left to eastbound US 42 37 163 

River Road turning right to westbound US 42 43 25 
US 42 @ Fox Harbor Road AM PM 

US 42 westbound turning left to southbound Fox Harbor Road 29 14 
US 42 westbound through 1,591 903 

US 42 westbound turning right to northbound Fox Harbor Road 7 9 
   

US 42 eastbound turning right to southbound Fox Harbor Road 69 94 
US 42 eastbound through 594 1,117 

US 42 eastbound turning left to northbound Fox Harbor Road 28 94 
   

Fox Harbor Road southbound turning left to eastbound US 42 18 29 
Fox Harbor Road southbound through 3 17 

Fox Harbor Road southbound turning right to westbound US 42 98 119 
   

Fox Harbor Road northbound turning right to eastbound US 42 4 4 
Fox Harbor Road northbound through 10 10 

Fox Harbor Road northbound turning left to westbound US 42 111 53 
US 42 @ Timber Ridge Drive AM PM 

US 42 westbound turning left to southbound Timber Ridge Drive 2 12 
US 42 westbound through 1,354 990 

US 42 westbound turning right to northbound Timber Ridge Drive 140 188 
   

US 42 eastbound turning right to southbound Timber Ridge Drive 4 59 
US 42 eastbound through 579 1,357 

US 42 eastbound turning left to northbound Timber Ridge Drive 368 330 
   

Timber Ridge Drive southbound turning left to eastbound US 42 53 111 
Timber Ridge Drive southbound through 3 15 

Timber Ridge Drive southbound turning right to westbound US 42 363 211 
   

Timber Ridge Drive northbound turning right to eastbound US 42 9 11 
Timber Ridge Drive northbound through 11 9 

Timber Ridge Drive northbound turning left to westbound US 42 51 23 
 
It should be noted that at the time these traffic counts were conducted, River Road was closed at Harrods 
Creek due to the reconstruction of the Harrods Creek Bridge on that facility. Therefore, traffic volumes on 
US 42 may be higher than when River Road is open to traffic. Despite the fact that River Road was closed to 
commuters during the traffic counts, the peak-hour traffic volumes show a standard commuter pattern of 
high traffic volumes traveling west on US 42 to Louisville during the AM peak hours (6:00–8:00) and 
returning in the evening during the PM peak hours (5:00–7:00).  



  2 Existing Conditions 

Prospect Mobility Study - Final Report   7 
    

2.6 Speed and Volume  
A three-day speed and volume count was also conducted on US 42 to analyze the average speed of free-flow 
traffic. The traffic analysis was conducted on the outside lanes on US 42 at approximately MP 10.20, from 
July 6 through July 10, 2009. Total data collected is presented in Appendix B.  
 
The following figures are produced from the data collected during the three 24-hour periods from July 7 to 
July 9, 2009. On the average, traffic in the eastbound outside lane of US 42 at MP 10.20 travelled at an 
average speed of 37.8 miles per hour (mph). The 85th percentile speed averaged 44.8 mph. The 85th 
percentile speed is the speed at which 85% of the motorists are traveling at or below. Similarly, traffic in the 
westbound outside lane travelled at an average speed of 37.5 mph. The 85th percentile speed averaged 44.0 
mph. One vehicle on each of the three days of observation was travelling at a speed greater than 65 mph.   
 
The total ADT of 31,015 vpd was determined from the data gathered on US 42 for the travel lanes of both 
eastbound and westbound traffic. The total weekday average traffic for eastbound and westbound US 42 was 
15,354 vpd and 15,661 vpd, respectively. In the morning, peak traffic for both westbound lanes averaged 
1,500 vehicles at an average peak time of 9:00 AM. In the evening, both lanes of eastbound traffic volumes 
peaked at an average of 1,521 vehicles at an average time of 7:00 PM. This indicates a standard commuter 
schedule of Prospect residents traveling to and from work in Downtown Louisville (i.e., the Louisville Central 
Business District).  

2.7 Transit Service and Pedestrian Facilities 
TARC Service 
The city of Prospect is served on weekdays by two Transit Authority of River City (TARC) Routes: Prospect 
Express Route 68 and River Road Local Route 59. Prospect Express Route 68 provides express service from 
Hunting Creek to Downtown Louisville via US 42 and I-71. This route operates during weekday morning and 
afternoon peak hours only. Route 59 provides local service from Downtown Louisville to Prospect via River 
Road and US 42 during weekday non-peak hours only. This route serves Butchertown, Glenview, Harrods 
Creek, the Water Tower, and Prospect Point shopping center. There is no transit service to Prospect on 
weekends or holidays. To complement the local transit service, a Park & TARC lot is located adjacent to the 
intersection of River Road and US 42.   
 
Route 59 averages 45 boardings per weekday on three round trips.  This route is largely for reverse 
commuters (those commuting to work in Prospect from Downtown Louisville) with the schedule built for 
that purpose.  There are a handful of students attending schools in the downtown area that also utilize the 
route, mainly on the afternoon route. Route 68 averages about 40 boardings per weekday, with a schedule 
designed more for regular commuters (those commuting to work in Downtown Louisville from Prospect).  
TARC stops are illustrated in Exhibit 5, Appendix A. 
 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Access (Sidewalks and Bike Lanes) 
Pedestrian accessibility within the general study area is inconsistent. In general, primary pedestrian facilities 
exist for many of the developments and the more urbanized sections in the study area. However they typically 
do not provide connectivity with the village core and/or many of the subdivisions. Sidewalks do exist in the 
village core in limited quantity with limited connectivity. They are much more limited within the more rural 
parts of the study area. No sidewalk currently exists on River Road despite moderate pedestrian activity along 
this route, primarily near the Village Center. 
 
There are currently no bicycle facilities serving the study area. However, a major initiative being conducted by 
Louisville Metro—the 100-mile-long “Louisville Loop” project to construct a multi- (shared) use trail around 
Jefferson County—is being planned for the US 42 and River Road corridors in the future. The Louisville 
Loop is a paved, 8- to 10-foot-wide, shared use path for bicycles and pedestrians. Currently, 25 miles of the 
100-mile Louisville Loop is completed. This section is now in use in the north and western parts of the 
county and enables a pedestrian or cyclist to travel between Downtown Louisville and Riverside, the Farnsley 
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Moorman Landing. A map depicting the planned route throughout the county is included in Exhibit 6, 
Appendix A. More information on the Louisville Loop can be found at Louisville Metro’s website: 
(www.louisvilleky.gov/MetroParks/cityofparks/metro_loop_trail.htm).  

2.8 Connectivity Assessments 
Many of the subdivisions including the commercial Village Center in Prospect are not connected to one 
another by pedestrian facilities. However, The Hunting Creek and Fox Harbor subdivisions are connected by 
local streets, and Harrods Landings and The Landings subdivisions are connected via a local road intersecting 
with Timber Ridge Drive. Innisbrook, Sutherland, and Bridgepointe are completely isolated from other 
developments, no matter if the travel mode is vehicular or pedestrian.  For the most part, the only mobility 
option for residents and visitors to Prospect is via the automobile, and that most often involves using US 42.    
Prospect subdivisions and existing sidewalks are illustrated below in Figure 2 and in Exhibit 2, Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2: Prospect Subdivisions (sidewalks and pedestrian paths are illustrated in red) 
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3.0 STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION 
 
Stakeholder and public input was obtained via a multi-tiered system consisting of one group meeting, one 
public meeting, and a project website with a survey questionnaire. Project stakeholders were consulted via a 
stakeholder meeting held on July 23, 2009, an open house style public meeting held on October 8, 2009, and 
the survey questionnaire on the project website (www.prospecttransstudy.com), intended for all Prospect 
residents. Through these consultation efforts, a sense of the existing problems and potential improvements 
was gained. All public comments received, public meeting notices, and sign-in sheets are included in 
Appendix D. 

3.1 Stakeholder Meeting 
A stakeholder meeting was held on July 23, 2009. The attendants represented neighborhood associations, 
commercial interests, Prospect police, and concerned citizens-at-large. Minutes for this meeting is included in 
Appendix D. Below is the list of those stakeholders who were present at the stakeholder meeting.  
 
Todd Eberle City of Prospect 
Ann Simms City of Prospect 
Marvin Wilson Prospect City Police 
Dennis Wine Prospect City Police 
Becky Medley Stock Yards Bank 
Linda Schaber Stock Yards Bank 
Olie Mueller Sutherland Subdivision 
Dan McNair Hunting Creek Subdivision 
Walt & Bev Anderson Fox Harbor Subdivision 
Susan & Nick Nicholson  Fox Harbor Subdivision 
Michael Jones Doric Real Estate/Highland Cleaners 
 
Four display board maps were provided at the meeting to illustrate environmental constraints, land use, 
zoning, form districts, TARC routes, turning movements, and current and projected traffic volumes. The 
meeting attendees were given a handout that provided an overview of the Prospect Mobility Study as well as nine 
questions regarding the current state of transportation facilities in the Prospect area. These questions are the 
same asked on the online survey questionnaire. Meeting attendees were urged to provide answers to the 
questions on the handout and to turn in the handout after the meeting. The questions are listed below as well 
as the general comments provided via group discussion by the meeting attendees. The comments in italics 
however, were not verbal contributions at the meeting, but were submitted at the end of the meeting on two 
completed handout sheets. Additional responses continued to be received by regular mail and electronic mail 
several days after the meeting. All responses are included in Appendix D.  
 
1. Are there specific places on or near roadways or streets where oncoming or turning traffic is difficult to 

see? 
• Westbound on US 42 turning left onto Fox Harbor Road, because eastbound US 42 traffic turning 

left going to Dairy Queen blocks view of oncoming traffic. 
• Eastbound on US 42 turning into Dairy Queen. 
• Eastbound on US 42 turning into the Sutherland subdivision. 
• Westbound on US 42 turning into Bridgepointe Blvd. 
• Eastbound US 42 turning onto River Road. 
• Entering eastbound US 42 from any of the businesses in the Village Center. 
• Because US 42 is a four lane highway it is often difficult to see activity in all of the lanes when one is trying to turn. 

Bicycles on US 42 and other roads. 
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2. Are there specific areas of heavy congestion? 
• Timber Ridge Drive at the US 42 intersection. 
• US 42 in front of Circle K. 
• US 42 at Timber Ridge, Fox Harbor Road, River Road traffic signals especially at “rush” hour. 

 
3. Are there specific locales or areas where walking and/or biking is difficult or dangerous? 

• In the Village Center due to lack of sidewalks and walls/fences. 
• Hunting Creek Drive is dangerous. 
• Speed humps and traffic calming for safer pedestrian mobility. 
• Hunting Creek Drive at US 42 - speeding traffic and poor sight distance due to landscaping 
• Fox Harbor Drive. 
• All along US 42. A connector between strip malls and shopping centers would help. More sidewalks/biking or 

walking paths connection City Hall with Fox Harbor Road. 
 

4. Are there specific places where sidewalks or other types of pedestrian pathways are insufficient or need to 
be constructed? 
• Sidewalks should be wider in the Village Center. 
• Need the multi-use trail from Bridgepointe to Hunting Creek. 
• Sidewalks on the north (river) side of US 42. 
• Fox Harbor Drive. 
• More for pleasure or exercise paths around Putney Pond. 

 
5. Are there specific locations where signage needs to be placed, replaced, or altered? 

• At various intersections with US 42, signage should be placed instructing drivers to “use signal when 
turning.” 

• Speed limit sign should be placed for eastbound US 42 traffic descending the hill into the city. 
• Signs to indicate cross streets on US 42, River Road, KY 329 (Covered Bridge) could be more visible and readable. 

 
6. What kinds of vehicular, mass transit, bicycle, or pedestrian services and facilities, if any, should be 

considered as part of this study? 
• Clarification of where golf carts are permitted and not permitted. 
• We must plan for the continued development of areas in Oldham County. Better access to I 71 from Oldham Co. 

would help our situation. We need more options for bicycles 
 

7. What transportation issue(s) in the City of Prospect are most important to you personally? 
• Multi-use paths and turn lanes on US 42. 
• Bike lanes on the roadway as well as multi-use trail for pedestrians and recreational bikers. 
• Speeding = lack of turning lanes. 
• Left turns on/off US 42. 

 
8. What transportation issues in the City of Prospect do you perceive are of the greatest concern to the 

city’s residents and/or commercial entities as a whole? 
• Lack of access to commercial in the Village Center due to lack of left-turn lanes. 
• U-turns should be permitted when turn lanes are incorporated into US 42 redesign. 
• Left turns from the Village Center onto eastbound US 42 should be restricted. 
• Bridges. 
• Timing of lights on US 42, turn lanes on US 42, enforcement of traffic rules (speed, stop signs) on side streets. Mass 

transit (rail) would be great but no one will pay for “rich” people to commute. 
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9. If you were able to change one current characteristic of, or problem related to transportation within the 
City of Prospect, what would it be?    
• The group’s primary concerns were lack of pedestrian and bike facilities and the need for left-turn 

lanes on US 42. 
• Install Roundabouts. 
• Boulevard with roundabouts on US 42 with turn lanes. All projects should be done with making Prospect as attractive 

as possible. A village. 

 

3.2 Public Meeting  
The public meeting for the Prospect Mobility Study was held on October 8, 2009, at the Harrods Creek Fire 
House, 8905 US 42 in Prospect, from 5:30 PM to 7:30 PM. A public meeting flyer inviting local citizens was 
posted on the project website and in the Prospect newsletter, and sent out to project stakeholders and those 
residents on the City of Prospect’s email blast list. Prior to the public meeting, KIPDA purchased an ad in the 
Courier-Journal featuring the public meeting flyer. In addition, the Courier-Journal newspaper published an 
article in the Northeast Neighborhood section on October 6, 2009, referring to the upcoming project 
meeting. The flyer and article are included in Appendix D.  
 
A staffed information table with a sign-in sheet was present at the entrance, and two handouts were provided 
to the 33 attendees. The first handout included a map illustrating the projects, a tabular list of the projects, 
and general project information. The second handout was a survey questionnaire consisting of the questions 
available on the project website survey, offering respondents the opportunity to provide answers regarding 
the transportation issues in Prospect. Six of the survey questionnaire forms consisting of the questions 
available on the project website survey were returned at the end of the meeting. These responses are included 
in Appendix D. 
 
The purpose of the public meeting was twofold: 1) inform the public regarding the status of the study, and 2) 
receive input on the alternatives being considered. The attendees were given the opportunity to view exhibits 
and ask questions about the proposed improvements.  A Power Point presentation depicting the study area, 
project issues and goals, and proposed projects was presented to meeting attendees. An open question and 
answer session with the attendees followed the presentation. Staff members from KYTC, KIPDA, Prospect 
and Qk4 were available to answer questions and elicit comments and discussion.  
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Table 4 at right lists 
the recommended 
project alternatives by 
number and description 
as they were numbered 
and presented at the 
public meeting. During 
final review and 
analysis by the Steering 
Committee, several 
projects were added 
and the list 
subsequently 
renumbered. Table 5 
below, represents the 
projects presented at 
the public meeting, and 
ranked as determined 
from the dot exercise, 
described below. 

Table 4:  Project List for Public Meeting 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The attendees were asked to complete the survey questionnaire at the meeting, and six were returned. Display 
boards showing the study area on aerial maps and boards listing the proposed alternatives were available for 
review. The attendees were given colored adhesive dots (one each of red, yellow, and blue) and asked to place 
a dot on the board next to his/her preferred project with the corresponding color. However, some dots were 
placed next to projects of a different color. The results are illustrated in Table 5, below, in order of rank. 
(Note: project number 8 received two dots on which were written negative comments.) 
 

 Table 5:  Public Meeting Project Ranking 

Rank 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Dots 11 10 7 6 5 3 2 1 0 -2
Project 17 12 13 3 16 7 9 11 1 10 14 4 6 2 5 15 8 

Pedestrian and Bicycle Connectivity 

1 Construct a section of sidewalk on north side of US 42 from Carslaw Ct. 
to Fox Harbor Road. 

2 Install pedestrian crossing signal and striping at the west end of US 42 
and Fox Harbor Intersection. 

3 Construct a section of multi-use trail from Fox Harbor to City Hall on the 
south side of US 42. 

4 Construct a section of multi-use trail from Timber Ridge Dr. to Putney 
Pond Access Rd. on the south side of US 42. 

5 Stripe Timber Ridge Dr. for bike lanes.  
6 Install bike route signage/Markings markings on Bass Rd. 

7 Install a pedestrian crossing at River Rd. and Sedgewicke Dr. 
intersection.  

8 Stripe Hunting Creek Dr. for bike/pedestrian lanes.  

9 Construct a section of multi-use trail north of (behind) the Village Center 
from the private drive (at US 42) to Carslaw Ct. 

10 
Construct a sidewalk to connect Carslaw Ct. with the sidewalk stub 
between McDonald’s and the former Blockbuster (behind Circle K and the 
car wash). 

11 Construct a section of multi-use trail from Bridgepointe Blvd. to Timber 
Ridge Dr., on the south side of US 42. 

Vehicle Access and Control 

12 Construct access from Carslaw Ct. to McDonald’s (connecting Circle K, 
car wash, and McDonald’s) 

13 Provide access between Prospect Plaza and Prospect Professional 
Center. 

14 Construct a connection from Sutherland Farm Rd. and Eads Pl. 
15 Construct Village Center gateways along US 42. 

Policy 

16 Consider parking lot interconnectivity requirement for future 
redevelopment.  

17 Consider Hunting Creek South WWTP conversion to pocket park and 
public access to Harrods Creek. 
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3.2.1 Verbal Comments Received at Public Meeting 
In addition to the public comment forms submitted by meeting attendees, a summary of comments received 
during the question and answer session are as follows: 

• Extend crosswalk access from the future multi-use trail across US 42 to the Fire Department. 
• Bicycling on Hunting Creek is a safety concern. 
• Erect bike signage in the vicinity of Gunpowder Lane (Tallwood Road/Rockingham Road) connecting 

Fox Harbor and Hunting Creek. 
• Make Timber Ridge Drive a bike lane facility. 
• Change the signal timing at Timber Ridge Drive and US 42 to prevent left-turn conflicts with 

pedestrians. 
• Street lighting on Timber Ridge Drive and US 42 is recommended to increase visibility and safety. 
• In the interim, consider the connection of Innisbrook and Sutherland (Project #14) to be a pedestrian 

or bike facility until it can be constructed for vehicular connectivity. 
• Use a material other than blacktop for multi-use trail surfaces.  
• Consider pathways along Harrods Creek. 
• Put benches and bike racks in the Village Center area. 
• What percentage of the adult population of Prospect that rides bikes? 
• Consider a marketing plan to promote biking and walking enhancement. 
• Widen Bass Avenue to accommodate bike lanes. 
• Clarify the legality of golf cart operation on US 42. (It was noted that golf cart operation is unlawful on 

US 42). 

3.3 Comments from email 
The City of Prospect received a comment via email on August 22, 2009, from Rea T. Alsup, Ed.D. (who 
responded to the traffic survey online and attended the public meeting). Dr. Alsup wrote to relate an incident 
that had occurred involving medical personnel being hindered (by lack of interconnectivity between the 
commercial developments) in response to an emergency. The primary concern expressed in the email was 
that both vehicle and pedestrian access is badly needed within the commercial developments that comprise 
the Prospect Village Center.  
 
Additionally, a second email was received by the City on October 26, 2009, from Sandy Wilson. Ms. Wilson 
stated that she walks to businesses in the Village Center and consequently is forced to walk in grass and 
parking lots. She inquired as to the City’s future plans for additional sidewalks connecting the residential areas 
with the Village Center. These emails are included in Appendix D. 

3.4 Comments from Online Survey Questionnaire  
Accessible via the Prospect Mobility Study project website (www.prospecttransstudy.com), a web-based survey 
form was voluntarily completed on-line by Prospect residents. The survey was made available on July 23, 
2009. Through a series of nine questions (same as in Section 3 that were presented to the stakeholder group), 
this form solicited feedback from Prospect residents regarding areas that were perceived as problems by local 
individuals. There were a total of 164 surveys submitted by area residents. These individual submissions are 
included in Appendix D. 
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4.0 ALTERNATIVES DEVELOPMENT 
 
Upon review of the existing conditions and the public and stakeholder input, various improvements were 
suggested based on increasing safety and improving bicycle and pedestrian travel connectivity in the area. 
Considering the current and projected conditions on US 42 through Prospect, it is of great importance to 
provide alternatives to vehicular mobility in an effort to mitigate congestion and improve air quality, thereby 
contributing to the health and well being of residents and visitors. Recommended alternative improvements 
at various areas in and around the Village Center consist of sidewalk construction, multi-use trail 
construction, and the addition of bike lane signage and striping.  

4.1 Other Planning Efforts 
In addition to existing conditions data, future planned projects such as the 100-mile Louisville Loop multi-use 
trail and the US 42 improvements (see below) were considered during the alternatives development process.  
 

• The KYTC current Six Year Highway Plan (FY-2008-2014) includes a widening project for US 42 
(ID # 05-972.00). This project is to construct a fifth (center turn) lane on US 42 through Prospect 
from the Harrods Creek Bridge—B00004 (MP 9.630) to River Road (MP 10.548) and could have 
potential impacts on many of the recommended alternatives listed in the Prospect Mobility Study. As of 
this writing, however, final design has not been initiated. Therefore, recommended pedestrian and 
bicycle alternatives are suggested with various US 42 reconstruction options in mind, and the design 
and timing of projects recommended herein are not intended to conflict with the KYTC project. 
Page 76 of the Six Year Highway Plan, which lists the US 42 widening project, is included in 
Appendix E. 

 
• Five projects involve the construction of a multi-use trail in various locations in and around the City 

of Prospect. Three of those projects (Projects 3, 11, and 4) involve a multi-use trail that follows the 
alignment of US 42. The route of these three projects has been previously identified by Louisville 
Metro as part of the “100-mile Louisville Loop” a project to construct a multi-use trail around 
Jefferson County. The Louisville Loop is a paved, 8- to 10-foot-wide, shared use path for bicycles 
and pedestrians. A map depicting the planned route throughout the county is included in Exhibit 6, 
Appendix A. More information on the Louisville Loop can be found at this website: 
(www.louisvilleky.gov/MetroParks/cityofparks/metro_loop_trail.htm). These three projects were 
identified in this report to illustrate the City of Prospect’s prioritization of these specific segments of 
the Louisville Loop trail and as a sign of cooperation with Louisville Metro to achieve this goal. The 
typical section of the Louisville Loop and the multi-use trail projects recommended in this report is 
illustrated below in Figure 3. 
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Figure 3:  Louisville Loop (Multi-Use Trail) Typical Section 

 

4.2 Summary of Recommended Alternatives 
The recommended improvements set forth in the Prospect Mobility Study have been ranked in terms of High, 
Medium, and Low priority. Projects were ranked according to input from the public, the steering committee, 
and the priorities of the City of Prospect. High priority projects have been identified to meet an immediate 
and pressing need regardless of long/short term time–frame or of estimated cost. The medium and low 
priority projects are not as imperative as others, however may be listed as short-term due to the timeframe of 
possible implementation. Project locations are illustrated on Exhibit 5 in Appendix A. 
 
In addition to the recommendations contained in this report, an effort that was identified by the Steering 
Committee that can be implemented relatively quickly is a marketing campaign to raise public awareness of 
the local mobility enhancement effort. This initiative would highlight the pedestrian and bicycle connectivity 
elements that are being promoted and executed by the City of Prospect. 
 
The recommended projects are listed below according to rank and prioritization, therefore, the corresponding 
project identification numbers remain consistent and do not appear in numerical order. 
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4.2.1 High Priority Projects 
 
1. Sidewalk on the north side of US 42 from Carslaw Court to Fox Harbor Road 
Sidewalk connectivity is needed from the existing sidewalk stub just east of Carslaw Court to the Fox Harbor 
Road intersection. This approximately 1,000-foot-long project would enable safer and more efficient 
pedestrian access to Prospect Plaza, Prospect Professional Center, and Prospect Point fronting US 42. Some 
drainage issues may exist that would need to be mitigated. Design plans for this project must be prepared in 
conjunction with the plans for US 42 reconstruction. 
 
 
 
 
 

Current sidewalk stub looking eastbound on US 42 
from just east of Carslaw Court. 

Looking eastbound on US 42 at the Dairy Queen sign 
and Fox Harbor Road intersection. 

Looking westbound on US 42 from the Prospect 
Professional Center development at the site of the 
proposed sidewalk. 

Looking eastbound on US 42 from the Prospect 
Professional Center development at the site of the 
proposed sidewalk. 
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3. Multi-use trail connection from Fox Harbor Road to City Hall on south frontage of US 42 
This trail connection has been identified as an element of the Louisville Metro planned 100-mile-long 
Louisville Loop fronting US 42 from Bridgepointe Boulevard to River Road and beyond. This 550-foot-long 
section would provide access from Fox Harbor Road and Fox Harbor subdivision to City Hall, the police 
department, and the library. Since connection exists via local roads to Fox Harbor subdivision, this trail 
section may benefit Hunting Creek residents as well. The selected alignment should exhibit a meandering, 
park-like quality, and remain relatively close to the US 42 alignment to avoid encroaching more than 
necessary on the existing open green space.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Illustrated below is a multi-use trail similar to that recommended herein. This example is located at Thurman 
Hutchins Park on River Road in Louisville. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Green space adjacent to US 42, looking towards City 
Hall from Fox Harbor Subdivision. 

Green space adjacent to US 42, looking towards Fox 
Harbor Subdivision from City Hall. 

Paved multi-use trail at Thurman Hutchins Park at 
River Road in Louisville, much like the multi-use trail 
proposed for Prospect.  
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9. Multi-use trail behind Prospect Village Center from a private drive to Carslaw Court 
This multi-use trail (of similar typical section as the Louisville Loop; i.e., 8 to 10 feet wide, paved) would 
provide a safe and serene link for pedestrian and bike traffic immediately north of (behind) the Village 
Center. This alignment is located on private property and most likely could be constructed at the time of 
redevelopment of that property. The trail is proposed to connect near US 42 between Prospect Point and 
Prospect Professional Center and tie in to Carslaw Court. A possible perpendicular connection to this trail 
could be incorporated to provide pedestrian access between Prospect Plaza and Prospect Professional Center. 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

10. Sidewalk connecting Carslaw Court with Prospect Village Shopping Center  
This 300-foot-long pedestrian access would extend from Carslaw Court (behind Circle K) to the existing 
sidewalk stub adjacent to McDonalds in the Prospect Village Shopping Center. This alignment traverses 
private properties; therefore, project implementation would require agreements with property owners. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

North of (behind) Prospect Village Center looking east 
from Beech Avenue at possible multi-use trail 
alignment.  

North of (behind) Prospect Village Center looking west 
from Beech Avenue at possible multi-use trail 
alignment.

Site of possible sidewalk connection at Carslaw Court 
providing pedestrian access to Prospect Village 
Shopping Center, looking at rear of Circle K from 
Carslaw Court. 

Looking east at site of possible sidewalk connection at 
existing sidewalk adjacent to McDonald’s in the 
Prospect Village Shopping Center. 
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11. Multi-use trail connection from Bridgepointe Boulevard to Timber Ridge Drive 
This 4,500-foot-long section of multi-use trail is also a component of the Louisville Loop. This segment 
would provide the only non-vehicular connection between the Bridgepointe subdivision and the city core, 
and would give Bridgepointe residents direct access to the Village Center. The most costly aspect of this trail 
is the bridge over Harrods Creek that would be required to complete this trail section.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
15A. Multi-use trail connection from Sutherland Farm Road to Eads Place 
This 550-foot-long, non-vehicular connection for walkers and cyclists would provide a link between 
Innisbrook and Sutherland subdivisions via the Sutherland Farm. This connection would prevent pedestrians 
from having to exclusively use Sutherland Farm Road and, therefore, would provide more options for 
connectivity through the subdivisions and to the Village Center.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
16. Vehicle connection from Carslaw Court to Prospect Village Shopping Center  
Interconnectivity is strongly supported by many business owners as well as Prospect residents. An additional 
linkage is needed for vehicle access to, and between, the businesses in the Prospect Village Shopping Center 
and other businesses fronting US 42—most notably Circle K, Water Works Car Wash, McDonald’s, and 
Kroger. Currently, many vehicles visiting one business must re-enter US 42 to access the business next door. 

Looking westbound on US 42 from Timber Ridge 
Drive intersection at location of multi-use trail. 

Looking eastbound on US 42 from the Bridgepointe 
Boulevard intersection towards Prospect Village Center. 

Looking at the Sutherland Farm Road stub to be the 
tie in for a multi-use trail connecting Eads Place stub 
across Sutherland Farm property. 

Looking at the Eads Place stub to be the tie in for a 
multi-use trail connecting Sutherland Farm Road stub 
across Sutherland Farms property. 
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Additional connectivity would provide vehicles with access to nearby businesses without using US 42. This 
approximately 300-foot-long access would tie into Carslaw Court behind Circle K and provide access into the 
McDonald’s parking lot. This would be a narrow facility with horizontal curves to keep down speed and 
discourage high volume usage. This alignment traverses private properties; therefore, project implementation 
would require agreements with property owners. 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
17. Vehicle connection between Prospect Plaza and Prospect Professional Center 
Currently, roadway connectivity within the Village Center is virtually non-existent. Barriers prevent vehicular 
and pedestrian access between the two commercial developments and among individual businesses within 
each. Connectivity is needed within the Village Center to reduce the need to use US 42 to reach the 
neighboring commercial developments and businesses. The project proposes using a fence cut, relocated 
lighting, and minor lot modification to improve vehicular flow between commercial areas. This convenient 
access would have the added benefit of increasing safety by reducing traffic entering US 42. This alignment 
traverses private properties; therefore, project implementation would require agreements with property 
owners. 
 
 

From behind Circle K, looking at the site of vehicular 
connection to the Water Works Car Wash lot. 

From behind the Water Works Car Wash, looking at 
the site of vehicular connection to McDonald’s. 

From behind Water Works Car Wash, looking at the 
site of vehicular connection from the back of Circle K 

From behind McDonald’s, looking at the site of 
vehicular connection from the back of the Water Works 
Car Wash. 
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19. Ordinance adoption for adequate interconnectivity of future redevelopment 
In consideration of the lack of acceptable existing connectivity, it is recommended that the City adopt an 
ordinance to ensure adequate connectivity of future developments and redevelopments in the city of 
Prospect. An example of a model ordinance of this type has been provided by KYTC and is included in 
Appendix F. 

4.2.2 Medium Priority Projects 
 
2. Pedestrian crossing signal and striping at the west end of US 42 and Fox Harbor Road 
Intersection 
The crossing enhancement, with an electronic count-down signal and curb cuts, would provide pedestrian 
connectivity from the Fox Harbor subdivision and the future multi-use trail on the south side of US 42 to the 
new sidewalk (Project # 1) fronting US 42  at Prospect Point on the north side. Consideration may be given 
to construction of a sidewalk on the bifurcated section of Fox Harbor Road to better accommodate 
residential access to the multi-use trail. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

From Prospect Plaza, looking at the vehicular barrier 
towards Prospect Professional Center. 

From Prospect Professional Center, looking at the 
vehicular barrier towards Prospect Plaza. 

Looking south at the Fox Harbor Road and US 42 
intersection from Prospect Point. 

Looking north at the Fox Harbor Road and US 42 
intersection from Fox Harbor subdivision. 



  4 Alternatives Development 

Prospect Transportation Study – Final Report   

 
22

5. Timber Ridge Drive bike lane striping 
Timber Ridge Drive currently has 15-foot-wide driving lanes and provides a bike link between US 42 and 
River Road. This project proposes striping a 4-foot-wide bike lane on both sides of Timber Ridge Drive, 
thereby providing 11-foot-wide driving lanes and a direct bicycle link between River Road and US 42. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6. Bass Road bike route signage 
Bass Road is the direct link to Hays Kennedy Park from River Road, and has been identified as such by 
Louisville Metro in the preliminary Louisville Loop plans. Enhanced signage announcing the location of the 
park and available activities at the River Road intersection would provide higher profile recognition to 
encourage bicycle and pedestrian traffic. Although this project is recommended, it is outside the Prospect city 
limits; therefore, the final authority for undertaking the project would rest with Louisville Metro. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Looking south at the Timber Ridge Drive and US 42 
intersection.  

Looking north at Timber Ridge Drive from just north 
of the US 42 intersection. 

Looking westbound on River Road at the signage at 
the Bass Avenue intersection, 

Looking northbound on Bass Avenue towards Hays 
Kennedy Park, 
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7. Pedestrian crossing at River Road and Sedgewicke Drive 
This intersection experiences a high volume of pedestrian traffic (walkers and joggers) crossing River Road 
from Sutherland subdivision to access Prospect Point and other Village Center commercial areas. The 
crossing improvement would consist of providing warning signage directed at motorists and striping to direct 
the pedestrian traffic to the Village Center. 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Illustrated below is an example of the same type of pedestrian crossing as the recommended project, located 
on the mainline without a stop condition for vehicular through movement. This example is located at the 
intersection of Brownsboro Road (KY 22) and Thornhill Road, immediately across from Ballard High 
School. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Looking at Sedgewicke Drive and sidewalk at the 
River Road intersection from Prospect Point. 

Looking at the driveway into Prospect Point (and Java 
Brewing Company) from Sedgewicke Drive at the River 
Road intersection.  

Looking eastbound on Brownsboro Road at the 
pedestrian crossing linking Thornhill Road and the 
sidewalk at Ballard High School. 

Looking westbound on Brownsboro Road at the 
pedestrian crossing linking Thornhill Road and the 
sidewalk at Ballard High School. 
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8. Hunting Creek Drive striping 
Hunting Creek Drive from the Wythe Hill intersection to the roundabout currently features 17-foot-wide 
northbound and southbound driving lanes with no striping. The roadway is used by motorized vehicles (cars, 
trucks, buses, etc.), pedestrians, bicycles, and golf carts. Pavement striping is proposed to delineate 11-foot-
wide motorized vehicle driving lanes, thereby creating 6-foot-wide outside lanes for use by pedestrians, 
bicyclists, and others. The separation of user types would improve safety for all, and encourage slower 
motorized vehicle speeds due to the narrower lanes’ psychological effect on drivers.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
12. Sidewalk connection from Timber Ridge Drive to Ken Carla Subdivision 
A 1,400-foot-long sidewalk segment fronting the north side of US 42 would provide a pedestrian connection 
from the Ken Carla subdivision to the Prospect Village Center. Some drainage issues may exist that would 
need to be mitigated. Design and construction plans for this project must be prepared in conjunction with the 
plans for US 42 reconstruction.  
 
 
 
, at proposed  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Hunting Creek Drive showing the width and lack of 
striping. 

Hunting Creek Drive looking north towards US 42.

Looking eastbound on US 42 at the proposed tie in at 
the existing sidewalk stub just west of the Timber 
Ridge Drive intersection. 

Looking eastbound on US 42 at the entrance to Ken 
Carla subdivision from Ken Carla Drive, at the 
proposed sidewalk tie-in fronting US 42. 
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13. Street furniture installed within the Village Center 
As a cooperative effort between commercial property owners and the City of Prospect, the installation of 
street furniture such as benches and bike racks would serve as a beautification and pedestrian enhancement 
program for the Village Center.  
 

 
 
 
14. Cooperative effort with TARC to provide bus shelters in the Village Center 
Currently, no transit shelters exist in Prospect. A cooperative effort with TARC to locate and fund shelters 
would provide a significant enhancement for city residents who use transit services. A prime location for a 
shelter would be the Park & TARC lot in Prospect Point at the intersection of River Road and US 42. 
 
 

 

An example of 
park bench (left) 
and a modern 
bike rack (above) 
and a traditional 
bike rack (right). 

An example of a typical bus stop shelter (above) 
and a green bus stop with rooftop vegetation 
(right).  



  4 Alternatives Development 

Prospect Transportation Study – Final Report   

 
26

Looking at the Sutherland Farm Road stub (left) and the Eads Place stub (right), the proposed tie in points for 
the previously proposed (see #15A) multi-use trail. The trail would be converted to local neighborhood connector 
road, providing connectivity between Sutherland and Innisbrook subdivisions. 

15B. Vehicle connection from Sutherland Farm Road to Eads Place 
When the development of Sutherland Farms occurs, the 550-foot-long, non-vehicular connection for walkers 
and cyclists between Innisbrook and Sutherland subdivisions (proposed as Project #15A), would be upgraded 
to local vehicular roadway standards. This connection would provide vehicular (and continue bicycle and 
pedestrian) access between the Innisbrook and Sutherland subdivisions. This would prevent vehicles from 
having to exclusively use Sutherland Farm Road and provide more options for connectivity through the 
subdivisions and to the Village Center, while reducing vehicle trips on US 42.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
20. Conversion of Hunting Creek South Wastewater Treatment Plant to a pocket park and public 
creek access  
Currently, there is no public access to Harrods Creek (a significant canoeing, kayaking, and fishing 
recreational resource) within the city of Prospect. However, The Hunting Creek South Wastewater Treatment 
Plant (WWTP), located on Harrods Creek just south of the Hunting Creek subdivision and accessible via 
Montero Drive, is anticipated by the Louisville/Jefferson County Metropolitan Sewer District (MSD) to be 
taken offline at some point in the future and offered to the City of Prospect. It is recommended that the City 
acquire the WWTP property for future conversion of this prime site into a pocket park featuring public 
access to the creek.  
 

Hunting 
Creek South 

WWTP

The Hunting 
Creek South 
Wastewater 
Treatment 
Plant is well 
situated on the 
banks of 
Harrods Creek 
and easily 
accessible from 
Montero Drive. 
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4.2.3 Low Priority Projects 
 
4. Multi-use trail connection from Timber Ridge Drive to Putney Pond Access Road. 
As part of a previously planned and unrelated project, the existing Putney Pond Access Road will be closed to 
vehicular traffic from its intersection with US 42, and will be relegated to pedestrian and bicycle traffic only. 
Therefore, a 175-foot-long segment of the Louisville Loop trail network is proposed to connect the existing 
Putney Pond Access Road to the pedestrian crossing at the intersection of Timber Ridge Road and US 42. 
The multi-use trail would parallel the south side of US 42 from Putney Pond Access Road and Timber Ridge 
Drive. This project will then provide a multi-use connection to the existing access road and the 25 acre 
Putney Pond natural area owned by the City. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

18. Village Center gateways along US 42 
To provide a sense of arrival in the Village Center for US 42 traffic, decorative gateways could be placed 
along US 42, with possible placement locations being east of the River Road intersection for westbound 
traffic and west of Timber Ridge intersection for eastbound traffic. A local competition could be held for 
design submission and selection. Coordination with KYTC concerning the rebuilding of US 42 should be 
considered. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Looking eastbound on US 42 from Timber Ridge 
Drive at the Putney Pond Access Road. The grassy 
area is the site of the proposed multi-use trail section. 

Looking southbound down Timber Ridge Drive 
towards The Landings subdivision. The existing 
sidewalk would tie into the multi-use trail. 

The design possibilities 
for city gateways range 
from the traditional 
(right) to the very modern 
and abstract (left). 
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4.3 Alternative Prioritization Matrix 
Provided on the following pages is Table 6, Alternative Prioritization Matrix. It lists the recommended 
alternatives in tabular form and includes approximate length (if applicable), estimated cost per linear foot, 
short- or long-term status, and a planning level cost estimate in 2009 dollars. Projects that could be 
constructed within the next 10 years are listed as short term. Projects that will depend heavily on future site 
development and/or have high cost, and would need to be incorporated in to any applicable development 
plans are listed as long term. 
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Table 6 – Alternative Prioritization Matrix 

Rank Project  Project and Type 
Approx. 
Length 
(Feet) 

Cost / 
Linear 
Feet 

Short / 
Long 
Term 

2009 Cost 
Estimate Project Description 

    Pedestrian and Bicycle Connectivity           

H 1 Sidewalk fronting US 42 from Carslaw Court to Fox 
Harbor Road 1,000 $90 Short  $90,000 

The sidewalk would provide a pedestrian connection along US 
42 within the Village Center from Carslaw Court to the Fox 
Harbor Road intersection at Prospect Point. 

H 3 Multi-use trail from Fox Harbor Road to City Hall 550 $120 Short  $66,000 This section would provide access from Fox Harbor Subdivision 
to the City Hall / Library, fronting the south side of US 42. 

H 9 Multi-use trail behind commercial property from 
private drive to Carslaw Court 750 $120 Long $90,000 

Connecting from US 42 to Carslaw Court, this multi-use trail 
would provide a safe, serene link for pedestrian and bike traffic 
immediately north of (behind) the Village Center.  

H 10 Pedestrian connection from Carslaw Court to 
Prospect Village Shopping Center 300 $90 Short  $27,000 

The sidewalk would link Carslaw Court and Prospect Village 
from the rear of Circle K, the car wash, and McDonald’s/Kroger 
Center (all in Prospect Village).  

H 11 Multi-use trail from Bridgepointe Boulevard to 
Timber Ridge Drive 4,500 $530 Long $2,385,000 

This segment of the multi-use trail (Louisville Loop) would 
connect the Bridgepointe subdivision with the Prospect Village 
Center. This section of the trail requires a bridge over Harrods 
Creek 

H 15A Multi-use trail from Sutherland Farm Road to Eads 
Place 550 N/A Short < $10,000 

This would provide a connection between the Sutherland and 
Innisbrook subdivisions for walkers and cyclists, and provide 
more options for connectivity through the subdivisions and to 
the Village Center. This should be designed for a future road 
conversion (Project #15B). 

M 2 Pedestrian crossing signal and striping at the west 
end of US 42 and Fox Harbor Road intersection N/A N/A Short  $40,000 

This involves a pedestrian countdown crossing signal, curb 
cuts, US 42 striping, and sidewalk connections from the multi-
use trail on the south side of US 42 to the new sidewalk (Project 
#1) fronting the north side of US 42.   

M 5 Timber Ridge Drive bike lane striping 1,400 $1.25 Short  $1,750 
To provide a direct bicycle linkage between US 42 and River 
Road, stripe 4' bike lanes on Timber Ridge Drive in each lane 
(thereby reducing driving lanes to 11' in width). 

M 6 Bass Road bike route signage/markings N/A N/A Short  < $2,000 
To better identify the park, enhance park and bike route signage 
at the River Road intersection to encourage bicycle and 
pedestrian traffic. 

M 7 River Road pedestrian crossing at Sedgewicke 
Drive 100 $90 Short  < $10,000 

A striped River Road crossing from the sidewalk on Sedgewicke 
Drive to Prospect Point would enhance pedestrian safety for the 
walkers and joggers crossing River Road from the Sutherland 
subdivision. 

M 8 Hunting Creek Drive lane striping 4,000 $1.25 Short $5,000 
The addition of 6' outside pavement striping to delineate an 11' 
vehicle lane from Wythe Hill to would provide more safety for 
pedestrians and cyclists while encouraging slower vehicular 
traffic due to a narrower lane.   



   

Prospect Mobility Study - Final Report                              30 

Rank Project  Project and Type 
Approx. 
Length 
(Feet) 

Cost/
Linear 
Feet 

Short / 
Long 
Term 

2009 Cost 
Estimate Project Description 

M 12 Sidewalk on the north of US 42 from Timber Ridge 
Drive to Ken Carla subdivision 1,400 $90 Short $126,000 

The sidewalk would provide a pedestrian connection along US 
42 from Ken Carla Drive to the Village Center at Timber Ridge 
Drive.  This project would continue to expand connectivity to the 
Village Center. Design must correlate with US 42 widening. 

M 13 Install street furniture (seating, bike racks, etc.) 
within Prospect Village Center N/A N/A Short < $10,000 

Street furniture such as benches and bike racks would provide 
beautification and pedestrian enhancement for the Village 
Center.  

M 14 Cooperation with TARC to provide bus shelters in 
key areas N/A N/A Short < $10,000 A cooperative effort to locate and fund shelters would provide a 

significant enhancement for the city residents who use TARC.  

L 4 
Multi-use trail from Timber Ridge Drive to Putney 
Pond Access Road, fronting the south side of US 
42 

175 $120 Short  $21,000 
This segment of the multi-use trail (Louisville Loop) would 
connect the existing Putney Pond Access Road to the 
pedestrian crossing at the intersection of Timber Ridge Drive 
and US 42.    

    Vehicle Access and Control            

H 16 
Vehicular access from Carslaw Court to Prospect 
Village Shopping Center (connecting Circle K, 
Water Works Car Wash, and McDonald’s)   

300 $500 Short $150,000 
Construct a vehicular linkage connecting Carslaw Court to 
Prospect Village Shopping Center. This would give vehicles an 
access option other than US 42. 

H 17 Vehicular access between Prospect Plaza and 
Prospect Professional Center N/A N/A Short < $10,000 

A fence cut, lighting relocation, and minor lot modification at this 
location within Prospect Plaza/Professional Center would allow 
increased vehicular flow between commercial areas to increase 
safety by reducing traffic entering US 42. 

M 15B Vehicular connection from Sutherland Farm Road 
to Eads Place 550 $500 Long $275,000  

A vehicular connection joining the stub roads of Sutherland 
Farm Road and Eads Place would provide connectivity to 
Innisbrook and Sutherland subdivisions 

L 18 Village Center gateways along US 42 N/A N/A Short $20,000 Decorative gateways along US 42 would identify arrival at 
Prospect Village Center.  

    Policy           

H 19 Consider ordinance with an interconnectivity 
requirement for future redevelopment N/A N/A Short N/A 

In anticipation of possible future redevelopment, an ordinance 
put in place by the City to require a minimum of pedestrian and 
vehicular connectivity may help mitigate otherwise problematic 
commercial plans. 

M 20 
Consider Hunting Creek South Wastewater 
Treatment Plant  (WWTP) conversion to a pocket 
park and public creek access 

N/A N/A Long N/A 
Once it is taken offline, the Hunting Creek South WWTP could 
be purchased by the City for conversion to a pocket park with 
public access to Harrods Creek. 

 


