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The Process
1. Walkability Assessment Tooly
2. Identified grass top leaders
3. Implemented the toolp
4. Priority report
5. Present reports to policy makersp p y





ADT (Traffic volumes)ADT (Traffic volumes)

> 25,000 = not very 
walkable

<20,000 = more 
walkable withwalkable, with 
right conditions



Sidewalk widthSidewalk width

Less than 4 feet4‐5 foot

8 f t8 feet or more



Buffer widthBuffer width

4 f t N4 feet or more None



Surface conditionSurface condition

Good = very few cracks, Poor = many cracksGood   very few cracks,
smooth surface

Poor = many cracks,
unsmooth surface

Fair = some crack,
manageable surfacemanageable surface



Sidewalk/pathSidewalk/path

Is there a continuous or partial path?  p p

1 side partial = low score  1 continuous = low score



MaterialMaterial

Brick sidewalk = lower score Concrete sidewalk = higher scoreBrick sidewalk   lower score Concrete sidewalk   higher score



Curb rampsCurb ramps

Good example.  Good for all. Bad example.  Not good for 
allall.



LightingLighting

• PlentyPlenty
– Lighting at intersections and mid‐block 

• Some• Some 
– Lighting only at intersection or only mid‐block

– Lighting blocked by trees or limbs

• None
– Good for hide and seek









Before  After



Lessons learned 
Walkability doesn’t equal an increase in people walking



Next Steps

M i h dMoving ahead



Questions aboutQuestions about

Moving aheadWalkability Assessment

Thank you Rolf Eisingery g


