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About ACittiRes | ect

The project Active Cities brought together eight municipalities, three Knowledge Partners and
citizens to prioritise walking, cycling in North Sea Region Cities to create stimulating, liveable
and human-scale streets with zero-carbon multimodality. Through tactical urbanism,
multimodal mobility hubs, awareness campaigns and co-creation schemes, the project aims
to re-design cities and policies to encourage active mobility and reduce the negative impacts
of car-centric urban planning.

AbolwGte meent e Groningen

The municipality of Groningen is a medium-sized yet dense Dutch municipality with
approximately 240,000 inhabitants. As the largest city in the Northern Netherlands, it serves
as a major economic and cultural centre. Groningen’s economy is strongly knowledge-driven,
with major employers located in and around the city centre, such as the University of
Groningen and the University Medical Center Groningen (UMCG).

Groningen's mobility strategy builds on a long tradition of prioritising pedestrians and
cyclists—a policy direction that dates back to the 1970s. This early shift away from
car-centred planning has made the city highly attractive for active modes of transport. Today,
Groningen is recognised as one of the world's leading cycling cities: around 50% of all trips
are made by bicycle, rising to 60% in the city centre. In addition, around 30% of all trips are
made on foot, reflecting the city's compact urban structure and high-quality pedestrian
infrastructure.

To further enhance liveability, public space quality, and sustainable mobility, the municipality
continues to innovate. The design guide New Space for Living is a recent example of how
Groningen integrates mobility policy with broader urban development goals—ensuring that
streets, squares, and neighbourhoods offer more room for people while supporting a safe,
accessible, and future-proof mobility system.

About Wal k21

Walk21 Foundation is a charity registered in the United Kingdom that works internationally
to support everyone's right to walk in a safe, inclusive, and welcoming environment by
providing evidence, tools, training and accreditation to a global network of concerned
communities, politicians, academics and practitioners.

Walk21 helps make cities more walkable to increase access to basic services; enhance road
safety and public health; improve gender equality; and ensure accessible, equitable,
sustainable transport systems. The key work streams of Walk21 includes:

Advocacy: representing the voice of pedestrians at key global forums to support the delivery
of the sustainable development goals and Paris climate agreement target.


https://www.interregnorthsea.eu/active-cities
https://gemeente.groningen.nl/sites/groningen/files/2022-03/New-Space-For-Living---Quality-Of-Public-Space.pdf
https://gemeente.groningen.nl/sites/groningen/files/2022-03/New-Space-For-Living---Quality-Of-Public-Space.pdf
https://walk21.com/
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Knowledge: supporting governments with the development of effective policies and projects
that impact positively on the safety, accessibility and comfort of people walking.

Network: Coordinating a global community of politicians, academics, advocates, engineers,
planners, health professionals, architects, artists, and sociologists to advance the agenda for
walking and liveable communities globally.

Aut horAx k& owl edgment s
This report was created by Walk21 in collaboration with Gemeente Groningen.

Walking interviews were led and supervised by the Behavioural Economics and Engineering
Lab at the Faculty of Economics, KU Leuven. The authors thank the work of the interviewers
and the volunteered participants who shared their walking experiences.

The work for this report was carried out in the context of the Active Cities project, co-funded
by the European Union through the Interreg North Sea Region Programme.

This project and the use of the Walkability App was coordinated by Walk21 with the support
of Alstom and EIT Climate-KIC.
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1. Executive Summary

1.1. Aim of the study

As part of the Active Cities Project, the municipality of Groningen used the Walkability App to conduct
a walkability study around the Paddepoel Shopping Centre in September 2024 to better understand
how pedestrians experience and interact with different elements and characteristics of the public
space. This information, together with the ten dimensions of their design guideline New Space for
Living, guided a street intervention to improve walking experiences at Dierenriemstraat street in June
2025. In this experiment, a temporarily street closure was implemented and the municipality gave
room for green, interaction, walking and activities. The aim of this intervention was to test how a
different street design would affect the modes of transport of the users and the experience of the area
by visitors. The Walkability app was used again to compare the results before and during the street
intervention and assess its impact.

1. 2. Wh a t we di d

In 2024, before the street intervention, eight interviewers trained in the use of the Walkability App
interviewed 365 participants who shared 365 walking experiences linked to 698 observations to
elements and characteristics of the public space. More information about how to use the Walkability
App can be found in Annex A.

Data were collected between the 17™" and 19" of September 2024 around the Paddepoel shopping
centre. From the 365 walking experiences collected, 51 were at Dierenriemstraat street, the area
selected to test the street intervention.

In June 2025, a street intervention was carried out on Dierenriemstraat. For six weeks, the street was
closed to all motorized traffic. During this period, the street was temporarily redesigned using a
concept inspired by municipal design guidelines, citizen participation sessions, and research into the
local walking networks.

The result was a greener public space that offered room for walking, social interaction, and the
organization of various events. The municipality evaluated how residents perceived the new design in
terms of livability, while Walk21 conducted research into pedestrians’ experiences in the area.

CAIddeNBE A SNBYNASYAUNI i Ay by2N¥If aAddze2y o0fSDO YR


https://www.interregnorthsea.eu/active-cities
https://walk21.com/resources/walkability-app/
https://gemeente.groningen.nl/sites/groningen/files/2022-03/New-Space-For-Living---Quality-Of-Public-Space.pdf
https://gemeente.groningen.nl/sites/groningen/files/2022-03/New-Space-For-Living---Quality-Of-Public-Space.pdf
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During the street intervention in June 2025, the eight trained interviewers engage another 487
participants, who shared 487 walking experiences linked to 1,225 elements and characteristics of the
public space. Data were collected between the 17" and 21° of June 2025, also around the Paddepoel
shopping centre. From the 487 walking experiences collected, 128 were at Dierenriemstraat Street,
the area of the street intervention.
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1. 3. What we found
2 K2 glflax oKeé |yR K2gK

Fromtheocp LISRS& U NK I Yy a , rhoyt ivdseNadililks $8.636]R follawgd by aider mdults
(21.9%) and teenagers (3%). In addition, 61.6% were women and 38.1% men. Regarding their ability,
most participants had no difficulty to move or interact with the environment (58.6%), followed by
participants with mild or moderate difficulty (33.7%) and some with severe or extreme difficulty
(7.6%). Finally, most participants were active pedestrians (55.1%) followed by very active (43.1%) and
a small proportion of inactive ones (1.9%).

Basedontheir g | £ | Q9% o dardicipants were walking by choice, while 26% did it out of
necessity (no other alternative). With regards to walk purpose, 59.7% participants walked for
transport, while 30.7% walked for leisure. Most participants were walking on their own (70.7%)
compared to those walking with others (21.6%). Finally, most participants were familiar with the place
(85.5%), while others were not (14.2%).

Similarly, fromtheny T LISRS & G NR I y & , nioyt webeNddilks § 4§ fallowleq by eiderH p

adults (20.4%) and teenagers (0.6%). In addition, 56.1% were women and 43.3% men. Regarding their
ability, most participants had no difficulty to move or interact with the environment (74.3%), followed
by participants with mild or moderate difficulty (22.8%) and some with severe or extreme difficulty
(2.9%). Finally, most participants were active pedestrians (60.8%) followed by very active (33.3%) and
inactive ones (6%).

Basedontheirg | £ 1 QBguhioBdarticipants were walking by choice, while 23.7% did it out of
necessity (no other alternative). With regards to walk purpose, 69.5% participants walked for
transport, while 27.4% walked for leisure. Most participants were walking on their own (78.8%)
compared to those walking with others (18.5%). Finally, most participants were familiar with the place
(76.2%), while others were not (23.2%).

All variables related to pedestrian profile and walk context of participants presented the same order
in 2024 and 2025, both in all the study area around Paddepoel and at Dierenriemstraat street, with
some variability in their proportion.

2 KAOK 6SNB (KS YIAY 61 f1Ay3 SELISNASYyOS

L'y  Hbeferaithe street intervention, fromtheo cdl £ 1 Ay 3  Sarolds Madd&yeDriodt
were positive (43.8.%), followed by negative (27.9%), neutral (17.8%), very positive (8.2%) and very
negative (2.2%). Overall positive and very positive experiences (52%) outnumbered negative and very
negative ones (30.1%). When participants were asked to highlight one or more types of experiences,
most referred to walking O 2 Y F(29%) with more comfortable and very comfortable experiences
(57.5%) than uncomfortable and very uncomfortable ones (25.5%). Secondly, 30.7% of experiences
were related to walking & | F\&ith @ore very unsafe and unsafe experiences (42.4%) than safe and
very safe ones (38.3%). Finally, Sy 2 2 & Wa$§ thdileast frequent type of experience shared by
participants (28.2%), with more enjoyable and very enjoyable experiences (73.2%) than unenjoyable
and very unenjoyable ones (14.9%). Fromthep M & | f 1 A y 3 colfedtedd DidreSrifrayGadt
street in 2024, most were negative (35.3.%), followed by positive (33.3%), neutral (23.5%), very
positive (5.9%) and very negative (2%). Overall positive and very positive experiences (39.2%) slightly
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outnumbered negative and very negative ones (37.3%). The number of experiences related to safety,
comfort and enjoyment are fewer than 30 and results may not be representative.

L'y  Hdaringthe street intervention, fromthen y @ £ { Ay 3  Sarold8 Madd&SyeOriodt
were positive (49.5.%), followed by neutral (17.5%), negative (16.6%), very positive (13.8%) and very
negative (2.7%). Overall positive and very positive experiences (63.3%) outnumbered negative and
very negative ones (19.3%). When participants were asked to highlight one or more types of
experiences, most referred to walking O 2 Y F(28%) with more comfortable and very comfortable
experiences (72%) than uncomfortable and very uncomfortable ones (13.5%). Secondly, 30.7% of
experiences were related to walking S yeze WitB ryfoi'ie very enjoyable and enjoyable experiences
(73.4%) than unenjoyable and very unenjoyable ones (19.7%). Finally, & | T \Bafl tBe least frequent
type of experience shared by participants (29.3%), with more safe and very safe experiences (67.7%)
than unsafe and very unsafe ones (22.8%). From the MH Y | f 1 Ay 3 SeoldSeNmtSy O0S &
Dierenriemstraat street in 2025, most were positive (46.9%), followed by negative (23.4%), neutral
(23.4%), very positive (14.1%) and very negative (2.3%). Overall positive and very positive experiences
(61%) outnumbered negative and very negative ones (25.7%). Similar distribution and percentages can
be seen for walking safety, comfort and enjoyment.

2KIG AYybdzSYyOSR ¢l f1Ay3a SELISNASYyOSaK

Fromthec pS Y SANR Y Y Sy (| fthatRGuanGedd Aty ViR SdroLdS Pald&pyeD S &

before the street intervention in 2024, the most frequent was footpath (23.5%), followed by greenery

(17.7%), traffic (14.1%), crossings (13.3%) and people (8.5%). Participants related these determinants,

and the other ones included in the study, toboth LJ2 & A @ @S | Y R y S Jdvesalj 8mo& E LIS NA S
all determinants were related to more positive experiences, especially greenery and interest. With the

exception of obstacles and inclusion, which were related to more negative experiences. Finally, traffic

and crossings were related to as many positive as negative ones. The most relevant determinants

related to positive and very positive experiences were greenery (14.2%), good footpath (12.7%) and

good crossings (5.7%), while most negative and very negative experiences were related to bad footpath

(6.4%), traffic (5.8%) and bad or no crossings (5%).

Regarding & | F, $hél Rost relevant determinants influencing safe and very safe experiences were
good footpaths (11.3%), greenery (8.7%) and good crossings (6.6%), while most unsafe and very unsafe
experiences were related to bad or no crossings (8.4%), bad footpath (8.1%) and traffic (7.5%). Similarly
for O2 Y T 2hhJimost relevant determinants influencing comfortable and very comfortable
experiences were good footpaths (17.9%), greenery (12.7%) and good crossings (7.3%), while most
uncomfortable and very uncomfortable experiences were related to bad footpath (7.1%), traffic (4.7%)
and bad or no crossings (2.4%). Finally for Sy 2 2 & Yh& ifiddt relevant determinants related to
enjoyable and very enjoyable experiences were greenery (27.8%), good footpath (12.2%) and people
(7.4%), while most unenjoyable and very unenjoyable experiences were related to traffic (3.3%), poor
environmental quality (2.2%) and bad footpath (1.9%).

FromtheMZIH HpP Sy @A NRY Y Stifatifliencdd 8 i § NX ¥ @ I Bakioiid8 MddépoelO S &
during the street intervention in 2025, the most frequent was footpath (19.6%), followed by (mostly
lack of) traffic (18.4%), greenery (16.5%), crossings (16%) and people (8.6%). Overall, almost all
determinants were related to more positive experiences, especially greenery and street furniture.
With the exception of inclusion, which were related to slightly more negative experiences. Finally,
obstacles were related to as many positive as negative ones. The most relevant determinants related
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to positive and very positive experiences were greenery (13.3%), good footpath (12.9%) and no or low
traffic (10.8%), while most negative and very negative experiences were related to traffic (3.6%), bad
footpath (2.8%) and bad or no crossings (2.7%).

Regarding & | T, $hé @ost relevant determinants influencing safe and very safe experiences were
good footpaths (15%), good crossings (14.4%) and greenery (13.2%), while most unsafe and very
unsafe experiences were related to traffic (4.2%), bad crossings (3.6%) and bad footpath (3.6%).
Similarly for O 2 Y T the\dbst relevant determinants influencing comfortable and very comfortable
experiences were good footpaths (16.9%), greenery (14.7%) and good crossings (13.7%), while most
uncomfortable and very uncomfortable experiences were related to traffic (2.2%) and bad or no
crossings (1.5%) and bad footpath (1.3%). Finally for Sy 2 2 &, Yh& pidst relevant determinants
related to enjoyable and very enjoyable experiences were greenery (17.1%), good footpath (14.7%)
and good crossings (11.7%), while most unenjoyable and very unenjoyable experiences were related
to traffic (3.3%), bad crossings (2.5%) and bad footpath (1.9%).

For the specific case of 5 A S NB Y NA S Y ,&hé Slllwhlking edipéridseS ddllected in in 2024 did
not include large enough samples of observations on specific elements and characteristics of the public
space, with 22 experiences related to footpath, 16 to greenery and traffic and 11 to crossings. The rest
of determinants included in the study were considered in fewer than 10 observations. As a result these
outcomes cannot be considered very representative and present limitations to draw conclusions.

The most relevant determinants related to positive and very positive experiences in 2024 were
greenery (20.9%), good footpath (7.4%) and people (4.3%), while most negative and very negative
experiences were related to traffic (9.6%) , bad footpath (8.5%) and bad or no crossings (7.5%).

The 128 walking experiences collected at Dierenriemstraat street in 2025 presented a larger sample
of determinants observed, with samples higher than 30 observations on footpath, crossings,
greenery, people and traffic, but still fewer than 30 observations on the other six determinants
included in the study.

The most relevant determinants related to positive and very positive experiences in 2025 were
greenery (20.9%), no or low traffic (9.6%) and good footpath (9.3%), while most negative and very
negative experiences were related to bad footpath (4.4%), traffic (4.4%) and obstacles (3.4%).

alAy RAGSNBYOSad 0S¥T2NB YR Rdz2NAYy3I aGNBSO Ayl
Comparing the results between 2024 and 2025 in all Paddepoelarea, ¢ | £ { A y 3 SsighifGmi Sy OS &
improved during the intervention. Negative and very negative experiences decreased 10.8 percentage

points (from 30.1% to 19.3%), while positive and very positive experiences increased 11.3 percentage

points (from 52% to 63.3%). Safety and comfort walking experiences showed similar considerable

positive impacts, with fewer unsafe and uncomfortable experiences, while safer and more comfortable

ones increased notably. Unsafe and very unsafe experiences decreased 19.6 percentage points (from

42.2% to 22.8%), while safe and very safe ones increased 29.4 percentage points (from 38.3% to

67.7%). Uncomfortable and very uncomfortable experiences decreased 12 percentage points (from

25.5% to 13.5%), while comfortable and very comfortable ones increased 14.5 percentage points (from

57.5% to 72%). In the case of walking enjoyment, very enjoyable experiences increased 10 percentage
points (from 17.2% to 27.2%).

When comparing positive and negative experiences, walking enjoyment showed a small worsening.
Although enjoyable and very enjoyable experiences slightly increased 0.2 percentage points (from

9
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73.2% to 73.4%), unenjoyable and very unenjoyable experiences also increased 4.8 percentage points
(from 14.9% to 19.7%), mainly from previous neutral experiences in 2024. However, when specifically
looking into very enjoyable experiences, they increased 10 percentage points (from 17.2% to 27.2%),
as a result the overall central tendency of walking enjoyment slightly improved from 2024 to 2025, as
explained in the next paragraph.

z

The Walkability App calculates an 2 @S NJ f € LIS NJO foin @ISHR obgetvdtignd sbaded by G &
participants to identify the central tendency of experiences. It considers a scale where 0 = very
negative, 25 = negative, 50 = neutral, 75 = positive, and 100= very positive. As a result, a value between
0 and 100 represents an overall perceived walking experience where values close to 0 express that
most participants shared very negative and negative experiences, while values close to 100 express
that most participants shared positive and very positive experiences. In this project, the overall
perceived walkability before the intervention in 2024 was 57 out of 100. While the overall perceived
walkability during the intervention in 2025 was 63.8 out of 100, an improvement of 6.8 points. More
importantly, walking safety improved 15.8 points (from 49.8 to 65.6 out of 100), walking comfort
improved 8.1 points (from 59.8 to 67.9 out of 100) and walking enjoyment improved 1.2 points (from
68.3 to 69.5 out of 100). For more information, see tables and graphs about this on pages 24 and 25.

Comparing the results between 2024 and 2025 in all Paddepoel area, the influence of SY GA NB Y YSy (i | f
R S (i S NI anymkalking ékperiences significantly improved during the intervention. Based on an
2PSNI £ LIS NOIiSkkddoSedeh détérrinant, rdmfo vdiydhegative) to 100 (very positive),
almost all determinants notably improved their scores. Street furniture improved 15.8 points (from
56.4 to 72.2), crossings improved 14.4 (from 51.3 to 65.7), traffic improved 11.9 (from 50.3 to 62.2),
people increased 11.6 (from 58.9 to 70.5), environmental quality increased 11.1 (from 55.7 to 66.8),
footpath increased 8.4 (from 58.3 to 66.7), obstacles increased 11.1 (from 42.3 to 50.6), weather
protection increased 1.5 (from 68.8 to 70.3) and greenery increased 0.6 (from 73.2 to 73.8) as it was
already very well perceived. However, there were two determinants that worsened their influence on
walking experiences, inclusion decreased 1.4 (from 46.9 to 45.5) and interest decreased 11.4 (from
76.9 to 65.5). Some relationships between determinants and walking experiences in 2024 and 2025
presented small samples of fewer than 30 observations, such as obstacles, weather protection,
inclusion and interest. As a result the outcomes on these determinants cannot be considered very
representative and present limitations to draw conclusions.

Some significant impacts on more positive experience or fewer negative ones related to specific
determinants include crossings with a 20.8 percentage points decrease in negative and very negative
experiences (from 37.6% to 16.8%), while positive and very positive experiences respectively increased
20.8 percentage points. Positive and very positive experiences related to street furniture increased
24.7 percentage points (from 44.8% to 69.5%). Negative and very negative experiences related to
environmental quality (mostly air and noise pollution) decreased 26.8 percentage points (from 37.8%
to 11%). Positive and very positive experiences related to (interaction with) other people increased
21.1 percentage points (from 56% to 77.1%). Negative and very negative experiences related to traffic
decreased 21.8 percentage points (from 41.4% to 19.6%) while positive and very positive experiences
related to low or no traffic increased 20.2 percentage points (from 38.4% to 58.6%).

For the specificcase of 5 A S NB Y NA S Y, avalkMg ekpériendetisiddFi&iitly improved during the
intervention in 2025. The overall perceived walkability (from 0 to 100) improved 10.2 points (from
51.5 to 61.7). More importantly, walking safety improved 17.3 points (from 51.5 to 68.8), walking
comfort improved 19 points (from 46.3 to 65.3) and walking enjoyment, which was already very well
perceived, improved 0.8 points (from 70 to 70.8). The positive and very positive walking experiences
increased 21.8 percentage points (from 39.2% to 61%), while for walking safety increased 32.2

10



LEADI

WALK THE w:\?_KWG

MOVEMENT

percentage points (from 35.3% to 67.5%) and for walking comfort 38.9 percentage points (from 29.6%
to 68.5%).

Comparing the results between 2024 and 2025 at Dierenriemstraat street, the influence of
environmental determinants on walking experiences significantly improved during the intervention.
However, all relationships between determinants and walking experiences in 2024 and some in 2025
(i.e. street furniture, obstacles, environmental quality, weather protection, interest and inclusion)
presented small samples (fewer than 20 observations). As a result the outcomes on these
determinants cannot be considered very representative and present limitations to draw conclusions.
From the determinants with more observations, the most significant impacts on more positive
experience or fewer negative ones related to specific determinants include crossings with a 51.8
percentage point increase of positive and very positive experiences (from 18.2% to 70%),
environmental quality (air and noise pollution) with a 60.2 percentage point increase of positive and
very positive experiences (from 12.5% to 72.7%), and (no or low) traffic with a 47 percentage point
increase of positive and very positive experiences (from 12.5% to 59.5%).

52 RAUOSNEKYBSLIRALKSNEY i SELISNASyOSa FTNRBY RAGSH
From all data collected in 2024 and 2025, this study found some variation between LJS 2 witthS
different ages, gender, ability or activity regarding their walking experiences. Older adults shared more
negative and very negative experiences (27.7%) than adults (23.3%). Women shared slightly more
negative and very negative experiences (26.9%) than men (19.7%). People with severe or extreme

difficulty to move shared more negative and very negative experiences (63.4%) than people with mild
or moderate difficulties (29.9%) and no difficulties (18.7%).

Basedonthe s I £ 1 Qpkoplé Wakkitig by choice, for leisure, with others and as locals generally
shared more positive and very positive experiences than negative and very negative ones. Similar small
differences were present when looking at walking & I ¥, & & & Taad\&ly 2 2 &. Wthey differences
can be seen in the way different pedestrians experience specific environmental determinants, with
children, older adults and people with difficulty to move often sharing more negative experiences
related to obstacles, traffic, bad footpaths and crossings.
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2. Walking experiences around Paddepoel in 2024,
before street intervention

2.1. Location of study areas
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2.2. Data collected

Period 17/09/2024 - 21/09/2024
Timeframe 07:14-18:12
Participants 365

Interviews . Experiences 365
. Determinants 698

¢l oS5 GF O2ff SOGSR

2.3. Pedestrian profile

I‘

Variable Category N % Distribution N=365
Teenagers (<18) 11 3
. Older people (>65) 80 21.9
Man 139 38.1
. Other / No answer 0 0
ABILITY None 214 58.6
(difficulty . Mild or moderate 123 33.7 _
to move) . Severe or extrerme 28 7.6
Less than 10 min 7 1.9
. More than 60 min 157 43.1

¢l oSt SRSAGNALY LINRUES |

2.4. Walk context

Variable Category N %
Choice 254  69.6

DECISION . Necessity 95 26
B other 16 44

Transport 218 59.7

PURPOSE [l Leisure 112 307
B other 35 96

Alone 258 70.7

COMPANY . Accompanied 79 216
. Other 28 7.7

Local 312 855

FAMILIARITY [l Visitor 52 142
B other 103

¢l ootbS21f1 O2yGSEG | NRdzy R

Distribution

[
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2.5. Walking experiences

EXPERIENCE N % TOP-5 determinants related to experience

. Very positive 30 82 . Negative Positive
Positive 160  43.8 Footpath Greenery
Neutral 65 17.8 Traffic Footpath
Negative 102 27.9 Crossing Crossing

. Very negative 8 2.2 Environmental quality Traffic
TOTAL 365 100 People People

¢lhontbS2 1 £ 1AYy3 SELISNASYOSE FyR G2L) p RSGSNY¥AYIyi(da NBfIFGSR (2

SAFETY N % TOP-5 determinants related to safety

| Very safe 10 6.8 . Unsafe Safe
Safe 46 315 Crossing Footpath
Neutral 28 19.2 Footpath Crossing
Unsafe 57 39 Traffic Traffic
. Very unsafe 5 34 People Environmental quality
TOTAL 146 100 Environmental quality People

¢l opS{IFFSGe FyR (2L p RSGSNN¥AYlIy(iaZ I NRdzyR tI RRSLI2St AY Hnt

COMFORT N % TOP-5 determinants related to comfort
.| Very comfortable 18 96 . Uncomfortable Comfortable
Comfortable 90 47.9 Footpath Footpath
Neutral 32 17 Traffic Crossing
Uncomfortable 44 234 Crossing Traffic
. Very uncomfortable 4 2.1 Obstacles People
TOTAL 188 100 Environmental quality ~ Environmental quality

¢l octhS/ 2YF2NI FyR G2L) p RSGSNXYAYIYG&EAST | NRdzyR tl RRSLI2St AY HJ

ENJOYMENT N % TOP-5 determinants related to enjoyment

. Very enjoyable 23 172 Unenjoyable Enjoyable
Enjoyable 75 56 ‘ Traffic Footpath
Neutral 16 11.9 Environmental quality People
Unenjoyable 17 127 Footpath Environmental quality
Very unenjoyable 3 2.2 Crossing Traffic
TOTAL 134 100 Furniture Crossing
¢ orbSye2evYSyl FYR 2L p RSGSNNAYlIy(das FNRdzyR tFRRSLIR2StE Ay

SAFETY

ENJOYMENT

WALKING EXPERIENCE COMFORT I

CAJmeNB K NB 2F LRRaAa@dS YR yS3toa@dS SELISNASYyOSa yR Yz2aid FTNB
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2.6. Most frequent determinants by experience

Experience

Very
Positive

Postive

Neutral

Negative

Very
negative

¢l oybSazal

Determinant
Greenery
Footpath
Environmental quality
People
Furniture
Traffic
Other
Crossing
Interest
Weather protection
Obstacles
Inclusion
Greenery
Footpath
Crossing
Traffic
People
Environmental quality
Furniture
Interest
Obstacles
Weather protection
Inclusion
Other
Footpath
Traffic
Crossing
Greenery
Furniture
People
Obstacles
Environmental quality
Weather protection
Other
Inclusion
Interest
Footpath
Traffic
Crossing
Environmental quality
People
Furniture
Obstacles
Greenery
Inclusion
Other
Interest
Weather protection
Footpath
Crossing
Environmental quality
People
Obstacles
Traffic
Other
Furniture
Greenery
Weather protection
Interest
Inclusion

FNBIj dzSy i

n
21

H
Sy
_.-|||||I|

O O R WWwdhsdouu oo

N W wy N
N W N oo

18

[y
N

w w b o o

31
20
18
18
10
10

O R N WN N

P PP P WD
NN D»OWOWNON

<
;UOOOOOI—‘I—‘I—‘NNU)WOI—‘NJ}G'\

%
3
2
1.1
0.9
0.7
0.7
0.6
0.4
0.4
0.1
0
0
11.2
10.7
5.3
4.7
3.9
2.6
1.7
13
0.9
0.6
0.4
0.4
4.4
2.9
2.6
2.6
1.4
1.4

0.4
0.3
0.1

5.7
4.6
2.6

1.7
1.7
0.9
0.6
0.3
0.1

0.4
0.4
0.3
0.3
0.1
0.1
0.1

o o o o

Distribution

SGSNXYAYylyia o8&

N=698



LEADING

WALK THE WALKING

MOVEMENT

Positive and negative experiences by determinant

| I

| cosne |1
oo
I

| OBSTACLES

| Env.Qualy B

WEATHER PROT. |
PEOPLE

[]
TRAFFIC B

[

[

INTEREST
INCLUSION
| OTHER

15% 10% 5% 0% 0% 5% 10% 15%
CAIdENB 28A00S YR yS3loa0@S SELISNASYOSa o6& RSGSNYAYFYGIZ | NRdzy

2.8. Determinants by frequency and negative-positive experiences

25%

Footpath
°
N
o
o~
Greener
° Y
3
3
> Traffice
S ® Crossing
=}
(o
o
[N
X
o
Ll
People
°
Environmental quality®
Furniture
°
R
Obstacles
°
Other Interest
Inclusion @ ® .
° ® \Weather protection

0%

Negative-Positive experience

CAIUINB SUSNNVAYI yia o0enRPNBIpdSy G& LISWR SWOHBEITIS NRdzy R tF RRSLI2 S
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2.9. Positive and negative experiences by subcategory of determinants

(n=204)

50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30% 20% 50%
(n=127)

50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
(n=49)

50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
| (n=162)

50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
I (n=25)

50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
(n=63)

50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
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3.10. Location of walking experiences
All observations (n=365)

Very positive experiences (n=30)
... > 2
i T Y tho QEEe > 28
oSy IR T W
. oo 3R o
L.e 'EPADDEPOEL}.':' L ) * PADDEPOEL .
. ¢ o o .."-. ] . . .
p . -:.: -.‘.f |’$.|. o3
X [y e I = %

0 100 200 m

| Se—
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0 100 200 m

| See——
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Positive experiences (n=160)

Neutral experiences (n=65)

PADDEPOEL

PADDEPOEL

0 100 200 m

0 100 200 m
| See—
t2aioa0d8

| Se—

b S dzii NJ ¢
Negative experiences (n=102)

Very negative experiences (n=8)
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0 100 200 m 0 100 200 m
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Location of all types of experiences (n=365) and overall perceived walkability.

Very negative - - Very Positive

CAJIdaNB[ 20t o2y 2F Fff (&8LIS&d 2F SELISNASYyOSa |yR 20!
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2.11. Experiences by type of pedestrians and walk context

LINR U S

WG O © © © © ~
ALL PARTICIPANTS 22 279 17.8 438 82 365 I
Children 0 273 91 545 91 11
AGE Adults 26 263 182 438 91 274 |
y Seniors 13 338 175 425 5 80 |
o Men 29 216 158 496 101 139
©  GENDER i
& Women 1.8 316 191 404 71 225 |l
2
< None 28 201 187 453 131 214 [
o
£ ABILITY Moderate 0 35 163 472 16 123
w
q Severe 74 593 185 148 o 27 N
a 7
<10 0 286 143 429 143 7
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 1 269 194 448 g 201 |
+ 60’ 38 293 159 427 83 157 W
Choice 2 256 185 44, a 254 |
DECISION . . g >
- Necessity 11 368 179 389 5.3 95 I
s Transport 0.5 275 206 a4 73 218 |
£ PURPOSE - 2 : : : : 1
5 Leisure 36 295 134 42 116 112
(&)
Alone 12 256 178 477 78 258 |
3 COMPANY : B
<;f With others 38 329 215 342 76 79
Local / . X . . I
EAMILIARITY oc 19 279 189 442 7.1 312 -
Visitor 38 269 115 423 154 52
¢l P SO ELISNASY OSa oe LISR é(]NJ’\I-y
SAFETY (HNONONGN I
ALL PARTICIPANTS 3.4 39 192 315 6.8 146 I
Children 0 50 25 25 0 4
AGE Adults 45 37.8 18 324 7.2 111 B
w Seniors 0 419 226 29 6.5 31
o Men 44 333 133 422 6.7 45
O  GENDER |
= Women 3 416 218 267 69 101 |
2
< None 48 321 155 357 119 8 |
o
& ABILITY Moderate 0 413 261 326 0 46
w
a Severe 6.3 688 188 6.3 0 16 W
a ’
<10 0 0 0 0 0 0
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 0 405 215 316 6.3 79
+60’ 75 373 164 313 75 67 I
Choice 32 398 194 301 75 o3 N
DECISION )
— Necessity 0 432 205 318 4.5 44
e Transport 0 356 233 356 56 90
£ PURPOSE 20 ' ' ' ' =
S Leisure 6.8 432 136 25 114 44 |
O
Alone 1 369 194 369 58 103
X COMPANY - [ |
%’1 With others 6.7 50 233 167 3.3 30 B
Local . . . :
FAMILIARITY oc 41 397 19 306 66 121
Visitor 0 36 20 36 8 25
¢l ovgS { I TSGe o6& LISRSaAadGNARFy LINRBUE S
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COMFORT (@) ©@ 0 © v Distribution
ALL PARTICIPANTS 25 275 138 45 113 160 I .
Children 0 167 0 667 16.7 6 I
AGE Adults 22 209 137 525 108 139 | I
" Seniors 3 424 91 394 61 33 J] |
e Men 2.8 155 155 549 113 71 |
O GENDER i
x Women 19 308 103 477 93 107 | |
P
< None 17 169 127 534 153 118 | |
£ ABILITY Moderate 0 303 303 394 0 66
w
a Severe 222 444 222 111 0 o I
e <10’ 0 333 333 333 0 3
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 1 26 11 53 9 100 | i
+60’ 4 227 133 48 12 75 B |
Choice 08 228 134 52 11 127 | |
DECISION .
. Necessity 25 35 125 425 75 40 B |
) Transport 0 239 145 538 7.7 117 —
£ PURPOSE , B -
% Leisure 4 26 10 42 18 50
o Alone 08 202 137 556 97 124 | —
X COMPANY - 1 .
g With others 2.8 306 139 444 83 36
Local 2 263 138 48 99 152 I —
FAMILIARITY B o
Visitor 4 12 4 68 12 25
¢l ovs / 2YTF2NI o6& LISRSadGNAFYy LINRUES FyR gt O2yuGSEGX
ENJOYMENT @ @ @ © @ N Distribution
ALL PARTICIPANTS 2.7 153 144 468 20.7 111 I -
Children 0 0 0 667 333 3 ]
AGE Adults 3 131 121 535 182 99 J§ I
w Seniors 0 125 125 625 125 32 I
s Men 2 102 122 571 184 49 ]
O  GENDER '
= Women 24 131 119 56 167 84 | I
=
< None 24 6 157 506 253 83 | |
; ABILITY Moderate 0 227 68 659 45 44 |
w
5 Severe 143 286 0 571 0 [
= <10’ 0 25 0 50 25 4 ]
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 14 85 155 577 169 71 | |
+60’ 34 169 85 542 169 59 M I
Choice 33 99 132 538 198 91 M |
DECISION .
. Necessity 0 235 118 529 118 34 |
&S Transport 13 145 105 579 158 76 | |
= PURPOSE . I
% Leisure 0 143 119 476 26.2 42
o Alone 21 115 125 604 135 96 B .
% COMPANY , I
§ With others 0 192 154 423 23.1 26
Local I —
TR~ 17 111 137 59 145 117 -
Visitor 59 235 0 353 353 17 ——
¢l oMes 9y228YSyld o0& LISRSAGNAIY LINRUES FyR ¢t O2ydSEGE |
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T ©

IS

ALL PARTICIPANTS 1.8 255 188 455 85 165
Children 0 0 0 66.7 333 3
AGE Adults 1.6 213 18 484 107 122
w Seniors 2.5 40 225 35 0 40
o Men 1.6 23 131 525 9.8 61
©  GENDER
& Women 19 269 221 413 7.7 104
z2
< None 0 286 245 469 0 49
o
= ABILITY Moderate 143 643 143 7.1 0 14
w
a Severe 0 50 0 50 0
e <10’ 11 264 176 462 88 91
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 29 229 214 443 86 70
+ 60’ 09 241 194 444 111 108
Choice 21 319 213 404 43 47
DECISION .
- Necessity 0 25 21.2 49 48 104
& Transport 4 22 1 4 1
£ PURPOSE i P 6 0 . °
g Leisure 09 217 191 504 7.8 115
O
Alone 27 297 243 351 8.1 37
X COMPANY i
§ With others 14 271 20 443 71 140
Local
FAMILIARITY = 4 16 12 >2 16 2
Visitor 0 0 0 66.7 333 3
¢l oMdS 9ELISNASYOSa NBflFGSR (2

F220 LI GK

CROSSING ©OO0 0O
ALL PARTICIPANTS 32 344 194 398 32 93 I
Children 0 100 0 0 0 2
AGE Adults 41 288 192 438 4.1 73 B
w Seniors 0 50 222 27.8 0 18
o Men 3 333 91 485 6.1 33
©  GENDER i
& Women 33 35 25 35 17 60 [
2
< None 59 255 19.6 43.1 59 51 [
o
& ABILITY Moderate 0 394 212 394 0 33
w
a Severe 0 667 111 222 0
e <10’ 0 50 25 25 0
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 0 333 188 438 4.2 48
+60' 73 341 195 366 24 41 I
Choice 35 208 228 404 35 57 M
DECISION )
— Necessity 0 452 16.1 355 3.2 31
e Transport 0 27 206 492 322 63
= PURPOSE . P ' ' ’ [
g Leisure 115 423 192 231 38 26
(@)
Alone 1.4 319 188 435 43 6o |
X COMPANY ) .
%’1 With others 9.5 429 19 286 0 21
Local . . . . i
EAMILIARITY oc 3.8 338 20 388 3.8 80
Visitor 0 385 154 46.2 0 13
¢l oMdS 9ELISNASYyOSa NBftFGSR (2 ONRaaiy3d
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BRI ©© 00 e

ALL PARTICIPANTS 0 289 263 316 132 38 .
Children 0 0 0 0 0 0
AGE Adults 0 296 222 296 185 27 I
u Seniors 0 333 333 333 0 12
o Men 0 10 30 40 20 10 ]
©  GENDER
& Women 0 357 25 286 107 28 m
P
< None 0 333 25 208 208 24 I
£ ABILITY Moderate 0 267 267 467 0 15
é Severe 0 0 0 0 0
e <10’ 0 0 0 0 0 0
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 0O 30 30 30 10 20 B
+60’ 0 316 211 316 158 19 |
Choice 0 276 207 414 103 29 |
DECISION .
Necessity 0 40 40 0 20 10 |
&
i Transport 0 313 313 25 125 16 |
= PURPOSE X
% Leisure 0 278 222 333 167 18 ]
O
Alone 28. 28. 28. 14. 2 |
2 COMPANY : 0 286 286 286 3 8
< With others 0 375 25 375 0 8
= -
Local 0 265 294 324 118 34
FAMILIARITY = I
Visitor 0 50 0 25 25 4
¢l oMgs 9ELISNASYOSa NBfFGSR (2 FdzNYyAGdAINE o6& LISRSAGNARIFIY LINRUE S

EEETENC 0000 e

ALL PARTICIPANTS 0 49 146 63.4 171 123 -
Children 0 0 0 667 333 3 ]
AGE Adults 0 62 155 608 175 97 I
u Seniors 0 0 13 739 13 23 I
T Men 0o 22 13 696 15.2 46 I
©  GENDER
& Women 0 65 156 597 182 77 ]
P
z None 0 12 198 556 235 81 I
E ABILITY Moderate 0 128 51 769 51 39 |
w
8 Severe 0 0 0 100 0 3
= <10 0 0 0 50 50 2 I
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 0 29 174 638 159 69 |
+ 60’ 0 7.7 115 635 173 52 |
Choice 0 46 161 609 184 87 ]
DECISION .
Necessity 0 69 138 655 1338 29 |
&
oS Transport 0 53 187 613 14.7 75 |
=  PURPOSE .
% Leisure 0 5.7 8.6 60 25.7 35 ]
(@)
~ Alone 0 45 136 682 136 88 |
X  COMPANY :
< With others 0 0 25 50 25 24 ——
= | .
Loca
EAMILIARITY oc 0 48 171 638 143 105
Visitor 0 5.6 0 611 333 18 I
¢l oMdS 9ELISNASY OS&a NBftIFGSR (G2 3AINBSYSNER o6& LISRSadNAlFY LINRUE S
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BT 000 e

ALL PARTICIPANTS 38 462 269 23.1 0 26 I
Children 0 0 0 100 0 2
AGE Adults 0 529 412 5.9 0 17
u Seniors 143 429 0 429 0 7 e
e Men 83 333 333 25 0 12
©  GENDER .
a Women 0 571 214 214 0 14
P
< None 0 50 16.7 333 0 12
£ ABILITY Moderate 0 444 333 222 0 9
w
= Severe 20 40 40 0 0 5 [
e <10’ 0 0 0 0 0 0
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60 6.3 50 313 125 0 16 M
+ 60’ 0 40 20 40 0 10
Choice
N — . 0 364 364 273 0 11
- Necessity 71 571 143 214 0 s N
P
Transport 1.1 167 222 1
£ PURPOSE NP £, 6 6 0 8
% Leisure 25 0 50 25 0 4 I
O
Alone 2. 17. 29.4 17
X COMPANY i . 529 > B 0
<;( With others 125 25 50 12.5 0 8 L
Local
FAMILIARITY oc 0 435 304 261 0 23
Visitor 333  66.7 0 0 0 3 L
¢l oMdS 9ELISNASYOSa NBfFGSR (G2 206aidl Ot Sa o6& LISRSadNAlFy LINRUE S

Distribution

©
©
©

IR © -

ALL PARTICIPANTS 3.8 34 132 34 151 53
Children 0 0 0 0 100 1
AGE Adults 47 302 163 349 14 43 B I
" Seniors 0 556 0 333 111 9 ]
o Men 56 333 222 278 111 18 I
©  GENDER -
= Women 29 343 86 371 1712 35 |1 I
=2
Z None 63 125 156 406 25 32 [ |
oc
= ABILITY Moderate 0 688 0 313 0 16
w
a Severe 0 60 40 0 0 5
fay, ’
<10 0 333 0 66.7 0 3
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 0 267 167 433 133 30 |
+ 60’ 10 45 10 15 20 20 N I
Choice 29 382 147 265 176 EYR |
DECISION _
_ Necessity 0 385 77 462 7.7 13 _
& Transport 0 306 167 444 83 36 —
E PURPOSE e ' ‘ ' ' —
S Leisure 0 583 0 83 333 12
O
o Alone 26 308 7.7 436 154 39 1 —
= COMPANY ‘ m
<§t With others 0 50 333 8.3 8.3 12
Local 1 |
AVILIARITY = 2.5 40 175 30 10 40 -
Visitor 7.7 154 0 46.2 30.8 13 _
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BTG 000 e

ALL PARTICIPANTS 1 404 202 333 51 99 | I
Children 0 333 333 333 0 3
AGE Adults 12 395 222 321 49 81 | |
w Seniors 0 467 67 40 67 15 ]
=
o Men 31 375 125 438 31 32
©  GENDER i |
x Women 0 418 239 284 6 67 |
z2
=< None 17 305 254 356 68 59 | |
o
£ ABILITY Moderate 0 531 125 313 31 32 |
w
a Severe 0 625 125 25 0
e <10’ 0 0 0 0 0
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60 21 375 229 333 42 48 | |
+ 60’ 0 431 176 333 59 51 |
Choice 13 373 213 36 4 75 | |
DECISION :
- Necessity 0 50 16.7 25 8.3 24 |
s Transport 16 375 25 297 63 6 | |
E  PURPOSE NP ' ‘ ‘ '
3 Leisure 0 419 129 419 3.2 31 I
o Alone 15 348 242 364 3 66 | -
S COMPANY ) ]
g With others 0 522 13 261 87 23
Local I -
EAMILIARITY oc 12 393 214 321 6 84
Visitor 0 46.7 133 40 0 15

O9ELISNASYyOSa NBf | G§SR 2/ Ri Nl ¥ QF NEUIFSESISHR RS 1LJ3/S (LINRY £ t8n H 0 @

EECEEC ©c 00

ALL PARTICIPANTS 0o 77 0 692 231 13 -
Children 0 0 0 100 0 2
AGE Adults 0 91 0 636 273 11 I
w Seniors 0 0 0 0 0 0
T Men 0 333 0 333 333 3 I
O GENDER
£ Women 0 0 0 8 20 10 I
=2
< None 0 91 0 636 273 11 I
£ ABILITY Moderate o o 0o 100 0 2
= Severe 0 0 0 0 0 0
a <10’ 0 0 0 100 0 1
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 0 0 0 100 0 4
+60 0 125 0 50 375 8 ]
Choice I
DECISION . 0 10 0 60 30 10
- Necessity 0 0 0 100 0 3
>
Transport 0 0 0 100 0 3
S pumeose o0 —
= Leisure 0 167 0 50 333 6
(@]
Alone I
< COMPANY 0 83 0 67 25 12
< With others 0 0 0 0 0 0
= o I
OcCa
T Lo 0 125 0o 75 125 8
Visitor 0 0 0 60 40 5 I
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INCLUSION (s NoNoNON I
ALL PARTICIPANTS 0 429 143 429 0 8
Children 0 0 0 0 0 0
AGE Adults 0 50 16.7 333 0 6
u Seniors 0 50 0 50 0 2
o Men 0 333 0 667 0 3
©  GENDER
o Women 0 50 25 25 0 4
2
< None 0 25 25 50 0 4
£ ABILITY Moderate 0 67 0 333 0 3
w
a Severe 0 100 0 0 0 1
a <10’ 0 0 0 0 0 0
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 0 60 0 40 0 5
+60’ 0 333 333 333 0 3
Choice
ST . 0 25 25 50 0 4
- Necessity 0 75 0 25 0 4
x
Transport
o — : p 0 60 20 20 0 5
g Leisure 0 333 66.7 0 3
v Alone 0 80 20 0 5
= COMPANY )
<;i With others 0 0 50 50 0 2
Local
EAMILIARITY 0 50 12.5 375 0 8
Visitor 0 0 0 0 0 0
¢l oHfaS 9ELISNA Sy OS& NBfLFGSR G2 AyO
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3. Walking experiences at Dierenriemstraat in 2024,
before street intervention

3.1. Location of study area

PADDEPOEL

0 100 200 m
| ]
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3.2. Data collected
Period 17/09/2024 —21/09/2024
Timeframe 07:14-18:12
Participants 51

Interviews . Experiences 51 e —
. Determinants 94

¢l ontgS 51 GF O2tt SOGUSR Ay 54

3.3. Pedestrian profile

Variable Category N % Distribution N=51
Teenagers (<18) 1 2
. Older people (>65) 11 216
Man 21 412
GENDER [l Woman 30 588 _
. Other / No answer 0 0
ABILITY None 34 66.7
(difficulty . Mild or moderate 12 235 -
to move) . Severe or extrerme 5 98
Less than 10 min 1 2
. More than 60 min 23 45.1

¢l ontdS t SRSAGNALY LINRPUES Ay S5ASNBYNRSYaAGNI G &GNBSG AY HAauno®

3.4. Walk context

Variable Category N % Distribution N=51
Choice 40 784

DECISION . Necessity 10 19.6 -
. Other 1 2
Transport 29 56.9

PURPOSE [l Leisure 18 353 _
B other 4 78
Alone 41 804

COMPANY . Accompanied 7 13.7 -
. Other 3 59
Local 47 922

FAMILIARITY [l Visitor 4 78 .
. Other 0 0

¢l onfds 2 f1 O2yGSEG AY S5ASNBYNRSYAUNI G AGNBSG AY HAHNO

N
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3.5. Walking experiences

EXPERIENCE N % TOP-5 determinants related to experience

. Very positive 3 5.9 . Negative Positive
Positive 17 333 Traffic Greenery
Neutral 12 235 Footpath Footpath
Negative 18 353 Crossing People

. Very negative 1 2 Environmental quality Other
TOTAL 51 100 Obstacles Crossing

¢l onfgs 2 f1Ay3 SELISNASYOSa IyR (2L) p RSGSNNAYLYyG&E NBfFGESR G2

SAFETY N % TOP-5 determinants related to safety

| Very safe 2 118 - Unsafe Safe
Safe 4 235 Crossing Greenery
Neutral 5 294 Traffic Footpath
Unsafe 5 29.4 Environmental quality Other

. Very unsafe 1 5.9 Footpath Crossing
TOTAL 17 100 Greenery Furniture

¢l ontds { F FSGeé yR (2L) p RSUGSNNAYlIYyG&a&Z S5ASNBYNASY&AOINI G adGNBS

COMFORT N % TOP-5 determinants related to comfort

| Very comfortable 2 74 . Uncomfortable Comfortable
Comfortable 6 222 Footpath Footpath
Neutral 6 222 Traffic Greenery
Uncomfortable 12 44.4 Obstacles People

. Very uncomfortable 1 3.7 Environmental quality ~ Other
TOTAL 27 100 Crossing Crossing

¢lontdS / 2YF2NI FyR G2L) p RSGSNYAYIlIy(iaZ 5ASNBYNRSYaAaGNI G &dNB

ENJOYMENT N % TOP-5 determinants related to enjoyment

. Very enjoyable 3 20 Unenjoyable Enjoyable
Enjoyable 8 533 Footpath Greenery
Neutral 2 133 Crossing Footpath
Unenjoyable 2 133 Traffic People
Very unenjoyable 0 0 - Furniture
TOTAL 15 100 - Traffic
¢l onfgsS 9y 22evYSyi FYyR (2L p RSGSNNAYlIy(ias 5ASNSBYNRSYadNT G &
I SAFETY l
WALKING EXPERIENCE COMFORT

ENJOYMENT -

CAIdmMB{ KI NB 2F LI2&Aa0S 'yR yS3la@dS SELISNASY
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3.6. Most frequent determinants by experience

Experience

Very
Positive

Postive

Neutral

Negative

Very
negative

¢l onigs a2 4ai

Determinant
Greenery
Footpath
People
Other
Crossing
Furniture
Obstacles
Environmental quality
Weather protection
Traffic
Interest
Inclusion
Greenery
Footpath
People
Crossing
Furniture
Traffic
Other
Environmental quality
Interest
Obstacles
Weather protection
Inclusion
Footpath
Traffic
Greenery
Crossing
Obstacles
Environmental quality
People
Other
Furniture
Weather protection
Interest
Inclusion
Traffic
Footpath
Crossing
Environmental quality
Obstacles
People
Greenery
Inclusion
Furniture
Weather protection
Interest
Other
Footpath
Crossing
Furniture
Greenery
Obstacles
Environmental quality
Weather protection
People
Traffic
Interest
Inclusion
Other
FNBIj dzSy i
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3.7. Positive and negative experiences by determinant

1 rooreans
| cose

]
FURNITURE
GREENERY e
OBSTACLES
ENV. QUALITY
WEATHER PROT.
PEOPLE
TRAFFIC

INTEREST
[\ [@RUS[O]\
OTHER

% 0

15% 10% 5% 0
CAJddaNBt 28A00S YR yS3l a@BS SELISNASYOSE o6& RSIUSNYAYLIYGZ AYy 5A

% 5% 10% 15%

3.8. Determinants by frequency and negative-positive experiences

25%

Footpath
°
®
o
o
. Greenery
Traffic @ °
N3
un
L
>
(&)
c
(O]
=
] ® Crossing
[N
®
=
People
Environmental quality ® L4
Obstacles
o °
= Other
°
Furniture
. °
Inclusion Interest
° °

0%

Negative-Positive experience
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3.9. Positive and negative experiences by subcategory of determinants

50% 40%

30%
50% 40% 30%
No data
50% 40% 30% 20%
50% 40% 30% 20%
50% 40%

30%

40%

30%

20%

20%

10%

20%

20%

10%

10%

10%

10%

FOOTPATH

(n=30)
10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
(n=19)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
(n=3)
10% 20% 30% 20% 50%
(n=23)
10% 20% 30% 20% 50%
No data
(n=6)
10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
(n=8)
20% 30% 40% 50%
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50% 40%

50% 40%

50% 40%

50% 40%

50% 40%

CA
Ay

IdaNBt 2aA008

WEATHER PROT.
No data _ No data

- Other (n=0)

30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
PEOPLE

- Amount

- Behaviour

- Other (n=9)
30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

TRAFFIC

~ other (n=19)

30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
INTEREST
e
o data _—_

- Other (n=2)

30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
INCLUSION
TR

- Mental No data

- Other (n=3)
30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

FYR yS3ala@gS SELISNASYyOSa NBtFGSR (2
ASNBYNRSY&UNI G aGNBSG AYy HAHNOD

Of dzZaA2ys AYy 5

34



LEADING

7\
WALI(2] THE WALKING
N

MOVEMENT

4. Walking experiences around Paddepoel in 2025,
during street intervention

2.1. Location of study areas
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4.2. Data collected

Period 17/06/2025 - 21/06/2025
Timeframe 06:18 —17:43

Participants 487
Interviews . Experiences 487

|
. Determinants 1,225 |

¢l oofgS 5FGF O2tf SOGSR | D

4.3. Pedestrian profile

Variable Category N % Distribution N=487
Teenagers (<18) 3 06
. Older people (>65) 97 204
Man 211 433
. Other / No answer 2 04
ABILITY None 362 743
(difficulty . Mild or moderate 111 228 -
to move) . Severe or extrerme 14 29
Less than 10 min 29 6
(mins/day) . More than 60 min 162 33.3

* 11 participants chose not to share their age

¢l oofs t SRSAGNALIY LINRPUES | NRPdzyR tl RRSLI2St DAY HAaHp D

4.4. Walk context

Variable Category N % Distribution N=487
Choice 359 73.9

DECISION . Necessity 115 23.7 -
B other 12 25
Transport 335 69.5

PURPOSE [l Leisure 132 274 -
B other 15 3.1
Alone 383 78.8

COMPANY . Accompanied 90 18.5 -
. Other 13 2.7
Local 369 76.2

FAMILIARITY [l Visitor 113 233 -
. Other 2 04

¢l oofds 2 £1 O2yUGSEG I NRdzyR t | RRSLIR2SE @AY HAHPpOD
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4.5. Walking experiences

N % TOP-5 determinants related to experience
| Very positive 67 138 ~ Negative Positive
Positive 241 495 Traffic Greenery
Neutral 85 175 Footpath Footpath
Negative 81 16.6 Crossing Traffic
. Very negative 13 2.7 People Crossing
TOTAL 487 L 100 Obstacles People
¢l oofds 2t 1Ay3d SELSNASYyOSa yR (2L p RSISN¥YAYLIYGa
N % TOP-5 determinants related to safety
| Very safe 36 216 Unsafe Safe
Safe 77 461 \ Traffic Footpath
Neutral 16 9.6 Crossing Crossing
Unsafe 31 186 Footpath Greenery
. Very unsafe 7 4.2 People Traffic
TOTAL 167 100 Furniture People
¢l oofdS { F FSGé& yR (2L) p RSGSNNAYlIYG&ST I NRdzy R
COMFORT N % TOP-5 determinants related to comfort
| Very comfortable 34 164 ~ Uncomfortable Comfortable
Comfortable 115 55.6 Traffic Footpath
Neutral 30 145 Crossing Greenery
Uncomfortable 21 101 Footpath Crossing
. Very uncomfortable 7 3.4 Greenery Traffic
TOTAL 207 100 Obstacles People
¢l oofgs / 2YF2NU FYR U02LJ p RSUSNNWYAYIlIyYyUOUazZ | NRdzy R
ENJOYMENT N % TOP-5 determinants related to enjoyment
. Very enjoyable 47 272 Unenjoyable Enjoyable
Enjoyable 80 46.2 Traffic Greenery
Neutral 12 6.9 Crossing Footpath
Unenjoyable 29 1638 Footpath Crossing
Very unenjoyable 5 2.9 People Traffic
TOTAL 173 100 Greenery People
¢l oofds 9yz22eYSyil FYR G2L)J p RSUSNNAYIy(das | NRdzyR
SAFETY .

WALKING EXPERENCI<I

CA JuzNB{ KI NB 27

L2aArag@ds

FYR yS3l a@dS SELSNASYOS

COMFORT

ENJOYMENT -
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4.6. Most frequent determinants by experience

¢r

Experience

Very
Positive

Postive

Neutral

Negative

Very
negative

oofdtS azaldi

Determinant
Greenery
Footpath
Crossing
Traffic
People
Furniture
Environmental quality
Interest
Weather protection
Other
Obstacles
Inclusion
Footpath
Greenery
Traffic
Crossing
People
Interest
Environmental quality
Obstacles
Furniture
Weather protection
Other
Inclusion
Traffic
Footpath
Crossing
Greenery
Obstacles
Environmental quality
Interest
People
Other
Furniture
Weather protection
Inclusion
Traffic
Footpath
Crossing
Obstacles
People
Greenery
Furniture
Environmental quality
Other
Interest
Inclusion
Weather protection
Traffic
People
Footpath
Crossing
Greenery
Obstacles
Environmental quality
Interest
Inclusion
Furniture
Weather protection
Other
FNBIj dzSy i

n
47
42
35
28
27
14
10

O R N WH

116
116
104

90
54
35
31
16
11

o

49
48
38
27
16
16
13

NN B O

P PN WWw
N W WO~ 0
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%
3.8
3.4
29
2.3
2.2
1.1
0.8
0.3
0.2
0.2
0.1

0

9.5
9.5
8.5
7.3
4.4
2.9
2.5
13
0.9
0.7
0.7
0.3

4

3.9
3.1
2.2
13
13
1.1
0.6
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.2
3.1
2.5
2.4
1.1

1

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.3
0.3
0.2
0.1
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4.7. Positive and negative experiences by determinant
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CAJddzpBt 28A00S YR yS3l oS SELISNASYOSE o6& RSUOESNXYAYLEFYGZ | NP dzy

4.8. Determinants by frequency and negative-positive experiences

25%
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4.9. Positive and negative experiences by subcategory of determinants

FOOTPATH

(n=240)
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4.10. Location of walking experiences
All observations (n=487)

Very positive experiences (n=67)
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Negative experiences (n=81) Very negative experiences (n=13)
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Location of all types of experiences (n=487) and overall perceived walkability.
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4.11. Experiences by type of pedestrians and walk context

DRI 0 © © 00 « e

ALL PARTICIPANTS 27 166 175 495 138 487 I .
Children 0 0 333 667 0 3
AGE Adults 29 162 17.8 487 144 376 |} I
Seniors 21 196 155 505 124 97 | I
w
= Men 24 142 18 498 156 211 |} I
% GENDER Women 29 187 168 495 121 273 | I
= Other 0 0 50 0 50 2 I
= None 22 141 16 517 16 362 | ]
2 ABILITY Moderate 36 207 216 459 81 111 B |
o Severe 71 50 214 214 o 14 W
<10 34 241 138 483 103 29 N i
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 2 176 179 483 142 29 | |
+60’ 37 136 173 519 136 162 M I
Choice 28 153 173 51 136 359 M |
DECISION _
. Necessity 26 217 183 417 157 115 | |
i Transport 27 185 191 501 96 335 N |
E  PURPOSE :
= Leisure 3 136 136 439 258 132 M I
O
= Alone 29 183 164 509 115 383 M I
5 COMPANY .
< With others 22 122 222 40 233 9 | I
=
Local 3 171 176 496 127 369 B _
FAMILIARTY
Visitor 1.8 I R

15 177 496 159 113
¢l oofgS 9ELISNASYyOSa o6& LISRSAGNAFY LINRUES +FyR gtf1 O2yGSEGE |

BTN C 00 e

ALL PARTICIPANTS 42 18.6 96 46.1 216 167 I -
Children 0 0 0 100 0 2
AGE Adults 46 146 108 485 215 130 B I
Seniors 33 367 67 30 233 30 J I
w
= Men 14 96 11 521 26 73 | I
g GENDER Women 65 258 86 419 172 93 W I
<z( Other 0 0 0 0 100 1
= None 23 155 7 512 24 129 | ]
L ABILITY Moderate 86 286 171 314 143 35 [N I
o Severe 333 333 333 0 0 3 .
<10 125 375 0 375 125 s [N I
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 37 202 83 459 22 109 M |
+60' 4 12 14 48 2 50 B I
Choice 42 158 83 492 225 120 M |
DECISION ,
Necessity 45 273 136 341 205 44 B I
% T ¢ | -
ranspor 62 247 134 464 93 97
£ PURPOSE - P
z Leisure 16 94 47 422 422 6 | I
(@)
Alone 58 225 67 467 183 120 M ]
X COMPANY -
<§f With others 0 93 186 419 302 43 ——
Local 48 202 105 435 21 124 M —
FAMILARTY i -
Visitor 24 119 71 548 238 42

¢l oofds { F FSG& o0& LISRSEAGNAFY LINRBUES FyR glf]1 O2yGSEGZ | NRdzyR
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COMFORT @ @ @ © @ N Distribution
ALL PARTICIPANTS 44 131 106 506 213 160 I -
Children 0 0 0 100 0 1
AGE Adults 41 122 88 574 176 148 B I
Seniors 24 73 98 634 171 41 | ]
g Men 43 85 85 606 181 94 [ I
g GENDER Women 31 133 82 582 173 98 I I
<Z( Other 0 0 100 0 0 1
= None 21 96 96 589 199 146 | I
2 ABILITY Moderate 55 73 291 491 91 55 [ |
(&
o Severe 167 50 0 333 o ¢ [N
<10 0 20 10 70 0 10
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 08 107 115 598 172 122 | |
+60’ 97 97 32 565 21 62 M I
Choice 41 102 102 578 177 147 M |
DECISION .
- Necessity 24 143 48 59.5 19 42 1 ]
>
Transport 46 13.9 83 648 83 108 [ |
E PURPOSE L
= Leisure 26 79 92 487 316 76 M |
o Alone 41 115 81 622 142 143 M __
o LA ; | I
<;f With others 2.6 105 132 447 289 38
Local 4 121 81 611 148 149 M —
FAMILIARITY I -
Visitor 2.4 71 119 548 238 42
¢l onfgs / 2YF2NI o6& LISRSadGNAFY LINRBUES FyR ¢l t]1 O2y3iSEGEX
ENJOYMENT ©@ 0000 v Distribution
ALL PARTICIPANTS 29 168 69 462 272 173 I -
Children 0 0 0 0 0 0
AGE Adults 38 162 85 431 285 130 [ ]
Seniors 0 194 28 528 25 36 N
g Men 42 153 42 472 292 72 B ]
g GENDER Women 2 18 9 46 25 100 | N
z Other 0 0 0 0 100 1 —
= None 29 132 66 485 287 136 M I
g ABILITY Moderate 3 212 91 424 242 33 | I
o Severe 0 100 0 0 0 4
<10’ 0 167 167 167 50 6 I
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60 25 15 83 50 242 120 N ]
+60’ 43 213 21 404 319 47 B ]
Choice 26 171 51 479 274 117 N I
DECISION .
_ Necessity 38 173 115 385 288 52 M ]
i Transport 31 204 92 49 184 98 N ]
E  PURPOSE :
z Leisure 29 132 15 412 412 g B I
v Alone 31 198 84 466 221 131 B |
X COMPANY ) —
§ With others 29 88 29 382 47.1 30 B
Local | I
Ty 31 157 7.1 488 252 127 -
Visitor 23 209 7 395 302 43 I
¢l onfeS 9y22eaYSyid o6& LISRSAGNARFY LINRUES FyR glf]1 O2yGSEGZ |
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FOOTPATH (&) © © © v~ pistribution
ALL PARTICIPANTS 17 129 199 481 174 241 I -
Children 0 0 0 100 0 1
AGE Adults 16 101 206 503 175 189 | I
Seniors 22 239 174 391 174 46 || I
g Men 0 74 222 509 194 108 I
g GENDER Women 31 176 176 466 153 131 NI ]
= Other 0 0 50 0 50 2 I
= None 05 87 174 527 207 184 | I
g ABILITY Moderate 4 28 28 32 g s0 M m
o Severe 143 143 286 429 o 7 [N
<10’ 0O 20 67 67 67 15 |
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60 21 151 212 438 178 146 | |
+60’ 13 75 20 525 188 80 | I
Choice 12 111 187 509 181 171 | |
DECISION -
. Necessity 3 167 242 394 167 66 B |
= Transport 19 154 222 494 111 162 | |
E PURPOSE NP : ' ' ' '
s Leisure 1.4 8.2 151 43.8 31.5 73 1 |
(@)
o Alone 21 16 176 50 144 188 I —
3  COMPANY ) .
§ With others 0 2 30 40 28 50
Local 21 148 212 46 159 189 I —
FAMILIARITY -
Visitor 0 6.1 163 551 224 49

(@]
@
—
[
w
Pl
w

¢l onfdS 9ELISNASYOSE NBfIFGSR (G2 F220L) (K

CROSSING @ L © © @ N Distribution

AGNAT Y LINRUES

ALL PARTICIPANTS 2 148 194 459 179 19 I -
Children 0 0 0 100 0 1
AGE Adults 25 134 197 478 166 157 |} I
Seniors 0 212 182 364 242 33 I
w
= Men 11 116 189 484 20 95 | I
g GENDER Women 3 18 19 4 16 100 [ I
<Z£ Other 0 0 100 0 0 1
= None 14 112 175 49 21 143 | I
g ABILITY Moderate 43 217 261 37 109 46 M Il
o Severe 0 429 143 429 0 7
<10’ 0 75 0 25 0 4
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 25 157 182 43 207 121 | I
+60’ 14 99 225 521 141 71 | I
Choice 14 111 188 493 194 144 | |
DECISION ,
. Necessity 39 255 216 353 137 51 M |
S Transport 31 171 233 481 85 129 M |
E PURPOSE 2nsP ' ' ' ' '
s Leisure 0 9.2 10.8 43.1 36.9 65 _
O
Alone 2 168 181 49 141 149 | __
X COMPANY ) I
§ With others 22 89 244 356 289 as |
Local 28 153 194 458 167 144 | _
FAMILARTY —
Visitor 0 118 196 471 216 51
¢l onfdS 9 ELISNASY OSa NBfIFGISR (2 ONRaaiayd o6& LISRSaiGNAFIY LINRUE S
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FURNITURE (sNoNoNGN I pistribution
ALL PARTICIPANTS 0 194 111 306 389 36 -
Children 0 0 0 0 0 0
AGE Adults 0o 24 8 24 44 25 ]
Seniors 0 10 20 40 30 10 ]
g Men 0 143 19 333 333 21 I
O GENDER Women 0 267 0 267 467 15 I
; Other 0 0 0 0 0 0
<
= None 0 12 12 32 4 25 ]
g ABILITY Moderate 0 30 10 30 30 10 ]
o Severe 0 100 0 0
<10’ 0 50 0 50 0 2
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 0 222 74 333 37 27 I
+60’ 0 0 286 143 571 7 ]
Choice 0 19.2 115 308 385 26 ]
DECISION .
Necessity 0 20 10 30 40 10 ]
& T t I
ranspor
E PURPOSE . p 0 263 158 421 158 19
s Leisure 0 118 5.9 176 64.7 17 I
(&)
Alone 0 222 111 444 222 18 —
2 company I
<;f With others 0 176 118 17.6 529 17
Local ]
EAMILIARITY oc 0 174 13 304 391 23
Visitor 0 231 7.7 30.8 385 13 I

-
[

w
puls
w
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ALL PARTICIPANTS 2 45 134 569 233 202 I -
Children 0 0 50 50 0 2
AGE Adults 24 54 138 563 222 167 | I
Seniors 0 0 10 60 30 30 ]
'I:':n: Men 45 34 148 511 261 88 [ ]
% GENDER Women 0 53 115 619 212 113 I
<Z£ Other 0 0 100 0 0 1
= None 19 56 117 556 253 162 | I
g ABILITY Moderate 25 o 20 625 15 40 I I
a Severe 0 0 0 100 0 1
<10’ 0 0 143 571 286 7 I
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 08 48 136 576 232 125 | I
+60’ 42 42 127 563 225 71 W I
Choice 2.6 52 142 548 232 155 M I
DECISION :
Necessity 0 26 103 59 282 39 |
X T " I ]
ranspor 16 48 143 651 143 126
E PURPOSE NP
o Leisure 3.1 4.6 12.3 36.9 43.1 65 I _
O
Alone 28 41 131 614 186 145 N —
X COMPANY ) T
§ With others 0 6 14 44 36 50
Local 2 2 142 601 216 148 | |
FAMILIARITY =
Visitor 2 118 118 49 255 51 1 ]
¢l onfgS 9ELISNASYOSa NBfFGSR (G2 INBSYSNE o0& LISRSAGNRIY LINRUE S

IS

7



LEADING

WALK THE WALKING

MOVEMENT
OBSTACLES @ @ @ © @ N Distribution
ALL PARTICIPANTS 42 271 333 333 21 48 I I
Children 0 0 0 100 0 1
AGE Adults 32 258 387 29 32 31 |
Seniors 71 357 214 357 o 14
g Men 0 227 273 455 45 22 |
g GENDER Women 7.7 308 385 23.1 0 2 N
= Other 0 0 0 0 0 0
<
= None 0 167 333 458 42 24 |
g ABILITY Moderate 105 368 31.6 211 o 19 [N
o Severe 0 40 40 20 0 5
<10’ 0 667 0 333 0 3
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60 29 286 37.1 286 29 s |
+60' 10 10 30 50 o 10 N
Choice 42 125 417 375 42 22 B |
DECISION 5
- Necessity 48 47.6 238 23.8 0 21 [ |
o Transport 6.1 303 333 303 o 33 N
=  PURPOSE :
g Leisure 0 231 385 308 7.7 13 _
O
Alone 53 342 237 3658 o 33 M
3 COMPANY :
<§E With others 0 0 75 125 125 8 —
Local [ |
EAMILIARITY oc 48 238 381 333 0 4
Visitor 0 50 0 333 167 6 ]
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QX
(@]
@
—
[
u»
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u»
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ALL PARTICIPANTS 16 94 25 484 156 64 I .
Children 0 0 0 0 0 0
AGE Adults 19 115 231 481 154 52 | I
Seniors 0 0 364 455 182 11 I
w
= Men 29 88 265 50 118 34 | I
g GENDER Women 0 10 233 467 20 30 I
= Other 0 0 0 0 0 0
<
= None 22 109 174 50 196 46 | I
g ABILITY Moderate 0 63 375 50 63 16 |
o Severe 0 0 100 0 0 2
<10’ 0 0 667 0 333 3 I
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 0 154 115 462 269 26 I
+ 60’ 29 57 314 543 57 35 M |
Choice 19 94 283 472 132 53 | |
DECISION .
- Necessity 0 125 0 50 37.5 8 |
& Transport 2 12 26 44 16 so | |
£ PURPOSE .
= Leisure 0 0 273 545 182 11 ___
(@]
o Alone 22 89 20 556 133 a5 | —
—  COMPANY . I
< With others 0 125 375 313 188 16
=
Local 22 22 267 533 156 45 | —
FAMILIARITY m
Visitor 0 294 235 353 118 17
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WEATHER PROT. )] © © © Distribution
ALL PARTICIPANTS 0 125 125 563 188 16 -
Children 0 0 0 0 0 0
AGE Adults 0 143 71 571 214 14 I
Seniors 0 0 50 50 0 2
g Men 0 0 143 714 143 I
g GENDER Women 0 222 111 444 222 9 ]
= Other 0 0 0 0 0 0
<
= None 0 83 83 583 25 12 ]
g ABILITY Moderate 0 25 25 50 0
i Severe 0 0 0 0 0
<10’ 0 0 0 100 0 1
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 0 20 10 60 10 10 -
+60’ 0 0 20 40 40 5 I
Choice 16.7 . 2 12 |
DECISION 5 0 6 83 >0 >
— Necessity 0 0 50 50 2
x
Transport
5 URPOSE . p 0 167 167 66.7 6
g Leisure 0 16.7 16.7 16.7 50 I
o Alone 0 0 o 75 25 4 ——
= COMPANY _
<;f With others 0 20 20 50 10 10 —
Local 0 0 167 667 16.7 6 .
FAMILIARITY = O
Visitor 0 25 125 50 125 8
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PEOPLE (HNONoNON I Distribution
ALL PARTICIPANTS 48 114 67 514 257 105 I -
Children 0 0 0 100 0 2
AGE Adults 56 83 83 514 264 72 B ]
Seniors 37 222 37 444 259 27 B ]
g Men 22 111 44 60 222 45 | I
g GENDER Women 67 117 83 45 283 60 M I
= Other 0 0 0 0 0 0
<
= None 38 63 63 544 291 79 W I
g ABILITY Moderate 87 217 87 435 174 23 [N I
o Severe 0 667 0 333 0 3
<10’ 25 25 0 50 0 4 [
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60 27 11 68 548 247 73 1 ]
+60’ 71 107 71 429 321 28 M I
Choice 52 78 65 519 286 77 M |
DECISION :
_ Necessity 38 192 77 50 192 26 M |
&S Transport 63 156 94 516 172 64 M |
E  PURPOSE :
% Leisure 2.9 5.7 0 48.6 429 35 I _
(@)
Alone 61 134 73 537 195 g2 W |
3 COMPANY ] I
§ With others 0 48 48 429 476 21
Local 49 123 74 519 235 g1 M —
FAMILIARITY . [ I
Visitor 48 95 48 524 286 21
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225 I

ALL PARTICIPANTS 27 169 218 462 124
Children 0 0 0 0 0 0
AGE Adults 34 171 206 457 131 175 |
Seniors 0 175 30 425 10 40
= Men 28 17 208 462 132 106 [
@ GENDER Women 25 169 22 466 119 118 i
%: Other 0 0 100 0 0 1
= None 24 153 20 476 147 170 [
g ABILITY Moderate 22 152 304 457 65 46 |
e Severe 111 556 111 222 0 o Il
<10’ 0 25 25 375 125 8
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 15 167 22 455 144 132 |
+ 60’ 47 165 212 482 94 ss M
DECISION Choice. 3 145 217 464 145 166 M
_ Necessity 18 236 236 436 73 55 |
E SUEEGSE TrifmSport 26 188 247 487 52 154 |
g Leisure 3 119 149 403 299 67 i
%’ COMPANY Alf)ne 24 192 192 509 84 167 B
§ With others 36 107 304 304 25 56 M
FAMILIARITY Local 35 171 212 471 112 170 W
_ Vistor 0 148 241 444 167 54
¢l opfds 9 ELISNASYOSa NBfFUSR G2 UNJ}IYO o0¢e

I © -

ALL PARTICIPANTS 1.7 86 224 603 69
Children 0 0 0 0 0 0
AGE Adults 0 125 275 575 25 40
Seniors 6.3 0 125 625 188 16 M
g Men 45 182 727 45 22
© GENDER Women 28 111 25 528 83 36 [
% Other 0 0 0 0 0 0
|°_—: None 0 116 256 58.1 4.7 43
2 ABILITY Moderate 6.7 0 133 667 133 15 [
E Severe 0 0 0 0 0 0
<10’ 0 0 0 100 0 2
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60 6.1 242 606 9.1 33
+ 60’ 43 13 217 565 43 23 W
ecsion | Choiee 23 91 205 591 91 44 |
- Necessity 0 0 308 69.2 0 13
E e Transport 2 98 255 569 59 51 M
% Leisure 0 0 0 833 16.7 6
o Alone 18 91 218 60 73 55 |
§ COMPANY With others 0 0 333 667 0 3
EAMILIARITY Local 24 95 167 619 95 4 |
_ i Visitoi I 0 ?.3 37'.5A V56.3, 0 1§ ) .
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INCLUSION ®

ALL PARTICIPANTS 9.1 364 182 364 0 11 .
Children 0 0 0 0 0 0
AGE Adults 0 50 16.7 333 0 6
Seniors 20 20 20 40 0 5 [
g Men 0 25 25 50 0 4
g GENDER Women 143 429 143 286 0 7 [
> Other 0 0 0 0 0
<
',f None 0 66.7 0 333 0 3
g ABILITY Moderate 143 143 286 429 0 7
o Severe 100 0 0 0 1
<10’ 100 0 0 0 2
ACTIVITY 10’ - 60’ 143 143 286 429 0 7
+60 50 0 50 0 2
Choice
e . 286 143 57.1 0 7
Necessity 25 50 25 0 0 4 I
X Transport .
ranspor
i oURPOSE ; p 143 429 286 143 0 7
S Leisure 0 25 0 75 0 4
(&)
Alone [
SR : 9.1 364 182 36.4 0 11
< With others 0 0 0 0 0 0
= | .
Loca
FAMILIARITY o 10 40 20 30 0 10
Visitor 0 0 100 0 1
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5. Walking experiences at Dierenriemstraat in 2025,
during street intervention

5.1. Location of study area

PADDEPOEL

0 100 200 m
| ]
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5.2. Data collected
Period 17/06/2025 - 21/06/2025
Timeframe 06:18 -17:43
Participants 128

Interviews [ Experiences 128 I—
I Determinants 297

¢l opftaS 51 GF O2tt SOGSR Ay 54

5.3. Pedestrian profile

Variable Category N % Distribution N=128
Teenagers (<18) 0 0
. Older people (>65) 30 24.2
Man 52  40.6
GENDER [l Woman 75 586 _
. Other / No answer 0 0
ABILITY None 85 66.4
d|fﬁcu|ty . Mild or moderate 38 29.7 -
to move) . Severe or extrerme 5 3.9
Less than 10 min 10 7.8
. More than 60 min 36 28.1

* 4 participants chose not to share their age
¢l opftdS t SRSAGNALY LINRPUES Ay S5ASNBYNRSYadOGNI G &GNBSG AY HAauHp®

5.4. Walk context

Variable Category N % Distribution N=128
Choice 87 68.5

DECISION . Necessity 34 268 -
B other 6 47
Transport 83 65.4

PURPOSE [l Leisure 36 283 -
B other 8 63
Alone 97 76.4

COMPANY [l Accompanied 24 189 -
. Other 6 4.7
Local 113 89.7

FAMILIARITY [l Visitor 13 103 .
. Other 0 0

¢l opfgd 2 f1 O2yGSEG AY S5ASNBYNRSYAUNI G AGNBSG AY HAHPpO
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5.5. Walking experiences

EXPERIENCE N %

. Very positive
Positive
Neutral
Negative

. Very negative
TOTAL

18 141 ~
60  46.9
17 133
30 234
3 2.3
128 100

¢l opfds 2 f 1 Ay3 SELSNASYyOSa

SAFETY N %

| Very safe 13 325
Safe 14 35
Neutral 4 10
Unsafe 20

B Very unsafe 1 25
TOTAL 40 100

¢ opfdS { I FSGe FyR (2L p

COMFORT N %

. Very comfortable 11 204
Comfortable 26 48.1
Neutral 4 7.4
Uncomfortable 11 204

. Very uncomfortable 2 3.7
TOTAL 54 100

¢l opftygs / 2YF2NU FYR 02L) p

ENJOYMENT N %

. Very enjoyable 15 278
Enjoyable 26 481
Neutral 2 3.7
Unenjoyable 11 204
Very unenjoyable 0 0
TOTAL 54 100

¢l opfds 9yazevSyd

¢l octgS { KI NB

FYyR 2L p

WALKING EXPERIEN

2F L2aragds

TOP-5 determinants related to experience

Negative Positive
Footpath Greenery
Traffic Traffic
People Footpath
Obstacles People
Crossing Crossing
G21L) p RSGSNNX¥AYIY(aA

TOP-5 determinants related to safety

Unsafe Safe
Footpath Greenery
Traffic Footpath
People Traffic
Crossing Crossing
Furniture People

RSGSNX¥AYIlyilacz

N

TOP-5 determinants related to comfort

Uncomfortable Comfortable
Traffic Greenery
Obstacles Footpath
People Crossing
Inclusion People
Footpath Traffic

RSGSNXYAYlI yiaz

TOP-5 determinants related to enjoyment

Unenjoyable Enjoyable
People Greenery
Footpath Footpath
Traffic Traffic
Obstacles People
Crossing Crossing

RSGSNXYAYIl yiaz

FYR yS3leagdS SELSNASYyOSa

SAFETY

COMFORT

ENJOYMENT
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5.6. Most frequent determinants by experience

Experience Determinant n % Distribution N=292
Greenery 18 6.2 [I—
Crossing 10 EX/EE
Footpath 9 3.1
Traffic 9 3.1 s
People 8 27  [mmam
Very Furniture 5 1.7
Positive Environmental quality 1 03 1§
Interest 1 03 N
Obstacles 0 0
Weather protection 0 0
Inclusion 0 0
Other 0 0
Greenery 43 147
Traffic 19 6.5
Footpath 18 6.2
People 16 5.5
Crossing 11 3.8
. Environmental quality 7 2.4
Postive Interest 7 24
Furniture 5 1.7
Weather protection 4 1.4
Other 2 0.7
Obstacles 0 0
Inclusion 0 0
Greenery 8 2.7
Footpath 7 2.4
Traffic 6 2.1
Obstacles 4 1.4
Crossing 3 1
Environmental quality 3 1
Neutral People 2 0.7
Interest 1 0.3
Other 1 0.3
Furniture 0 0
Weather protection 0 0
Inclusion 0 0
Footpath 12 4.1
Traffic 12 4.1
People 9 3.1
Obstacles 7 2.4
Crossing 6 2.1
. Inclusion 4 1.4
Negahve Interest 3 1
Other 3 1
Furniture 2 0.7
Greenery 0 0
Environmental quality 0 0
Weather protection 0 0
Footpath 1 03 §m
Obstacles 1 03 n
People 1 03 1§
Traffic 1 03 B
Interest 1 0.3 [ ]
Very Inclusion 1 03 1
negat—ive Crossing 0 0
Furniture 0 0
Greenery 0 0
Environmental quality 0 0
Weather protection 0 0
Other 0 0
¢l octs azad FTNBIdzSyid RSGSNXAYylyia o0& (LS 2F SELSNASYyOS:s
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5.7. Positive and negative experiences by determinant

| I
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I
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| I
| I
|
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20% 15% 10% 5% 0% 0% 5% 10% 15% 20%
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5.8. Determinants by frequency and negative-positive experiences

25%

Greener
° y
X
o
o
Footpath
Traffic ®
X
wn
L
>
S
3 People
o °
o
[N
8 ® Crossing
L
X .
n Obstacles Interest Furniture
° L °
°
Environmental quality
Inclusion .Other
°

°
Weather protection

0%

Negative-Positive experience
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5.9. Positive and negative experiences by subcategory of determinants

50%

40% 30% 20%

(n
0% 10% 20% 30% 40%

35)
50%
No data

50% 40%

30% 20%

10%

(n=25)
20% 30% 40% 50%

50% 40%

30% 20% 10%

(n=9)
10% 20% 30% 20% 50%
No data

50% 40% 30%

20% 10%

10%

(n=66)

20% 30% 40% 50%
No data
(n=6)
50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
No data
(n=15)

50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
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50% 40%

50%

40%

50%

40%

50% 40%

50%

40%

WEATHER PROT.

No data No data
30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30%
PEOPLE

-~ Behaviour
- Interacton
T
B pbsence
30% 20% 10% 0% % 10% 20% 30%
TRAFFIC
- Volume
~ Speed
- Behaviour
~_ Presence
. H|  Absence  HEE @000
~ Other
30% 20% 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 30%
INTEREST
.

30% 20%

30% 20%

10% 0%

10% 0% 0%
FYR yS3la@dS SELISNA
5ASNBYNRSY&GNT I

10%

10%

20% 30%

No data

20% 30%

(n=0)

40% 50%

(n=20)

40% 50%

(n=39)

40% 50%

(n=14)

40% 50%

(n=6)

40% 50%

58



LEADING

WALK THE WALKING

MOVEMENT

6. Impact of intervention in Groningen. Differences
between 2024 and 2025

Total walking experiences shared in 2024: 365
Total walking experiences shared in 2025: 487

6.1. Percentage of experiences related to safety, comfort and enjoyment

Experience  Period N % Distribution

Before 146 30.7 |
SAFETY B After 167 293
Before 188 396 |
COMFORT B After 207 366
ENJOYMENT Before 134 28.2 I
B After 173 304 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

¢l octdS t SNOSy G IS 2F SELISNASYyOSa NBfIFGSR G2 &b FSdées O02YF2NJI

tF RRSLR2 St @
6.2. Overall perceived experiences for walking safety, comfort and enjoyment

The Walkability App calculates an 2 @S NI f £ SIBEISINFS FNES observations shared by
participants to identify the central tendency of experiences. It considers a scale where 0 = very
negative, 25 = negative, 50 = neutral, 75 = positive, and 100= very positive. As a result, a value between
0 and 100 represents an overall perceived walking experience where values close to 0 express that
most participants shared very negative and negative experiences, while values close to 100 express
that most participants shared positive and very positive experiences.

OVERALL PERCEIVED EXPERIENCE

BEFORE AFTER DIFFERENCE
WALKABILITY pT cCoc¢ bcc
SAFETY n ¢ cp¢ bwmp
COMFORT p ¢ CT¢ by
ENJOYMENT cy¢ c ¢ b M

¢l ocfas / K y3aSa Ay 20SNIff LISNOSAOSR SELISNASYyOSaod

Walkability
Safety °
Comfort

Enjoyment

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
CAJadaNB/ K y3IS&a Ay 20SNIff LISNOSAPBSR SELISNASYOS | NBdzyR
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6.3. Changes in the proportion of different experiences before and during the

intervention

Before

Change

WALKABILITY

After

Before

Change

SAFETY

After

Before

Change

COMFORT

After

Before

Change

ENJOYMENT

After

CAdamB/ Kl y3Sa

-10.8 -0.3 +11.3

-19.6 -9.6 +294

-12.0 -2.5 +14.5

+4.8 | -5.0 +0.2
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100% 80%

tF RRSLIR2SE o

60%
CA JamB/ K y3ISa

EXPERIENCE
BEFORE
| AFTER
SAFETY
BEFORE
[ | AFTER
COMFORT
BEFORE
| AFTER
ENJOYMENT
BEFORE
I AFTER

20% 0% 0% 20%
GKS LINRLR2Nb2Yy 27

40% 60%
L2 &Aoo @S

80%

100%
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6.4. Changes in the proportion of experiences related to determinants before

and during intervention

AScey

Crossing
Furniture
Greenery
Obstacles
Env. quality
Weather prot.
People
Traffic
Interest

Inclusion

Other
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6.5. Changes in the proportion of different experiences related to determinants
before and during intervention

CA

o
w

FOOTPATH

CROSSING

FURNITURE

GREENERY

OBSTACLES

-+ LW
N 8

Before

Change

After

Before

Change

After

Before

Change

After

Before

Change

After

Before

Change

After

& &

1}*;

T

a
dz

A
NAYy3 AYGSNBSyasa2y | NRdzyR

-12.7 +1.1 +11.5

-20.8 0.0 +20.8

-9.5 -15.2 +24.7

+1.6 -1.2 -0.3

-18.7 +6.4 +12.3
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o R v WO

Change -26.8 +11.8 +14.9

T R

ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY

x5
T FE
':EE Change +12.5 || -25.0 +12.6
w
z 2
[a
w
z
O Change -10.9 -10.2 +21.1
a
O
L
=z Change -21.8 +1.6 +20.2
e
O S
|_
(9]
w
i Change +2.6 +22.4 -25.1
z
v SR us asoll
=2
©)
[7p]
2 Change +2.6 +3.9 -6.5
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Z
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FOOTPATH
I BEFORE
AFTER
CROSSING
l BEFORE
AFTER
FURNITURE
BEFORE
AFTER
GREENERY
BEFORE
AFTER
OBSTACLES
. BEFORE
AFTER
ENV. QUAL
. BEFORE
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WEATH. PRO.
BEFORE
AFTER
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BEFORE
AFTER
TRAFFIC
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AFTER
INTEREST
BEFORE
AFTER
INCLUSION
BEFORE
AFTER
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6.6. Overall perceived experiences for each determinant before and during
intervention

OVERALL PERCEIVED EXPERIENCE

BEFORE AFTER DIFFERENCE
FOOTPATH py ¢ cc¢ byc
CROSSINGS p M ¢ cp¢ bwmn
FURNITURE pcc TH bwmp
GREENERY ToC T O ¢ bnc
OBSTACLES nH p A by«
ENV. QUALITY pp¢ cc¢ bMmMm
WEATHER PROT. cy¢ TN bmc
PEOPLE py¢ T ¢ bMmMm
TRAFFIC pnc CHC bMmMm
INTEREST TCC cp¢ ™ M C
INCLUSION nece¢ np ¢ ™ o

¢l ocfds / K ya3S&a Ay 20SNIff LISNOSAOSR SELISNASYyOSa NBfIFGSR (2 R

Footpath —>e s4at
Crossing —>e 144 1
Furniture —>e 15.8 T
Greenery » 0614
Obstacles —>e 831
Env. quality —>e 1.1 %4
Weather prot. ° 154
People —e 116 T
Traffic —> e 11.9 T
Interest o+— -11.4 ‘
linclusion ° -1.4 ‘
50 60 70 80 90 100
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7. Impact of intervention at Dierenriemstraat.
Differences between 2024 and 2025

Total walking experiences shared in 2024: 51
Total walking experiences shared in 2025: 128

7.1. Percentage of experiences related to safety, comfort and enjoyment

Experience  Period N % Distribution
Before 17 279 |
SAFETY B Atter 40 255
Before 27 443 |
COMFORT B After 54 34.4
ENJOYMENT Before 15 24.6 ]
B After 54 344 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

¢l octpS t SNOSy G IS 2F SELISNASYyOSa NBfIFGSR G2 &b FSdeées O02YF2NJI
6.2. Overall perceived experiences for walking safety, comfort and enjoyment

The Walkability App calculates an 2 @S NI f f SIBEISINFH FEHB observations shared by
participants to identify the central tendency of experiences. It considers a scale where 0 = very
negative, 25 = negative, 50 = neutral, 75 = positive, and 100= very positive. As a result, a value between
0 and 100 represents an overall perceived walking experience where values close to 0 express that
most participants shared very negative and negative experiences, while values close to 100 express
that most participants shared positive and very positive experiences.

OVERALL PERCEIVED EXPERIENCE

BEFORE AFTER DIFFERENCE
WALKABILITY p M ¢ cmc bwmn
SAFETY p M cy¢ bmT
COMFORT nece¢ cp¢ bMmi
ENJOYMENT TN TN bnc

¢l ocfds / K yaSa Ay 20SNIff LISNOSAOSR SELISNASYyOSaod

Walkability
Safety °
Comfort ®
Enjoyment o
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

CAdazNB/ K y3ISa Ay 20SNIff LISNOSADBSR SELISNASYOSa Ay 5ASNBYNR:
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6.3. Changes in the proportion of different experiences before and during

intervention

Before

Change

WALKABILITY

After

Before

Change

SAFETY

After

Before

Change

COMFORT

After

Before

Change

ENJOYMENT

After

CAdaahB/ Kl y3Sa

-11.6 -10.2 +21.8

-12.8 -19.4 +32.2

-24.0 -14.8 +38.9

+7.1 -9.6 +2.6

Ay G(GKS LINRBLER2Nb2Y 2F RAUGSNBYy(d SELISNRSY
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EXPERIENCE
BEFORE
i AFTER
SAFETY
BEFORE
i AFTER
COMFORT
BEFORE

[
]
1 AFTER ]
ENJOYMENT

]

BEFORE
AFTER

100% 80% 60% 40% 20% 0% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
CAdmaNB/ Kl y3ISa Ay G(GKS LINRLEZNb2Yy 2F LRaAa®S FyR yS3alea@dS SELISH
S5ASNBYNASYAUNI I G

6.4. Changes in the proportion of experiences related to determinants before
and after

Footpath

Crossing

Furniture

Greenery

Obstacles

Env. quality

Weather prot.

People

Traffic

Interest

Inclusion

BEFORE
Other W AFTER
0% 100% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

CAJdnaB/ KI y3Sa8 Ay GKS LINRLRNb2Y 2F SELISNASYyOSa NBfIGSR (2 RS
SASNBYNASYAUINI I G

68



LEADING

VR
WALI(Z] THE WALKING
NS

MOVEMENT

6.5. Changes in the proportion of different experiences related to determinants

before and after

Before

Change

FOOTPATH

After

Before

Change

CROSSING

After

Before

Change

FURNITURE

After

Before

Change

GREENERY

After

Before

Change

OBSTACLES

After

CA JuaNB/ K| y 3
0 STF2NB RdzNA

Sa
y 3

-8.7 -16.9 +25.6

-43.6 8.2 +51.8

+16.7 -16.6

-6.3 -7.0 +13.2

AY GKS LINRLEZNb2Yy 2F RAGSNBYy(d SELISNASYyOSa
A

YiSNBSys2y AY S5ASNBYNARSYAIGNI I G
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ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY

Change -62.5 +2.3 +60.2
Before
" N
E 5 no observationsin 2024
T
b & Change
S
=z
o
S SRR
w
=
) Change 9.7 6.3 +16.6
o
v SR aw ud
O
[N
=z Change -28.7 -18.5 +47.0
e
|_
[%2]
w
i Change +30.8 +7.7 -38.5
z
e o« asx
zZ
)
2 Change
-
(@]
=
CAInaNB/ K y3ISa Ay (GKS LINRLRNb2Y 2F RAGSNBY(G SELISNASYyOSa NBf |
N} YOI AYyGSNBadG FyR AyOftdzzaazy o6ST2NB | yR RdzZNAy3a AyiSNBSyas2)
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FOOTPATH
. BEFORE
AFTER
CROSSING
- BEFORE
AFTER
FURNITURE
BEFORE
AFTER
GREENERY
BEFORE
AFTER
OBSTACLES
BEFORE
AFTER
ENV. QUAL
BEFORE
AFTER
WEATH. PRO.
BEFORE
AFTER
PEOPLE
BEFORE
AFTER
TRAFFIC
BEFORE
AFTER
INTEREST
BEFORE
AFTER
INCLUSION
BEFORE
AFTER

100% 80% 60% 40% 20% 0% 0 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
CAJmaNB/ Kl y3ISa Ay (KS LINRLEZNbB2Y 2F LIaAa®S YR yS3lagdsS SELISH
AYVISNIBSYyoa2y AY S5ASNBYNASYAUGNI o
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6.7. Overall perceived experiences for each determinant before and after

OVERALL PERCEIVED EXPERIENCE

BEFORE AFTER DIFFERENCE

FOOTPATH p n c M M M ¢

CROSSINGS oc¢ T onc

FURNITURE TP TTC H®

GREENERY T M Ty coP

OBSTACLES op oM ™ ¢

ENV. QUALITY 0T ¢ T 00

WEATHER PROT. b2 R TP b2 R

PEOPLE pcc¢ cn¢ y ®

TRAFFIC 0 e CHC HOC

INTEREST TP pTC ™mT C

INCLUSION HP H AN m P

¢l ocfddS / Kl y3ISa Ay 20SNIff LISNOSAYSR SELISNASYyOSE NBf I
Footpath - 17 1
Crossing >e 344 %
Furniture ° 21 1
Greenery e 67 1
Obstacles o< -3.7 ‘
Env. quality >e 33 4
Weather prot. °
People —>e s3 1
Traffic —_——e 23.2 1
Interest o -17.2 ‘
linclusion ® < -4.8 ‘
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
CAJmMB/ Kl y3Sa Ay 2@0SNIff LISNOSAGSR SELISNASyOSa NBf I
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Annex A: App use and Glossary

M® t959{¢wL!b twhCL[ 9

Information about the people under study.

M ®m ®The IBristh of time that a person has lived'.
Ask the participantt UHow ol d aaxrde aydalu 2/ e value accordingly.

==

WHAT IS YOUR AGE?

M®H ® DIhe dlective attributes or traits associated with a particular sex, or

determined as a result of one's sex. The state of being male or female as expressed by

social or cultural distinctions and differences?.

Ask the participant: Wh at i s ydAimrd gsenldeeact t he i con according

WHAT IS YOUR GEMDER?

X

PREFER NOT TO 5AY

Mm®o ®@ !Baded éncthe difficulty to walk or interact with the environment: Having

difficulty means increased effort, discomfort or pain, slowness, and changes in the way

you do the activity?.

Ask the participantt o you have any di Ccul ty wal kizn\g or i
Tel |l them to choose from the scal e: None [/ Mild

icon accordingly.

HOW DIFFICULT IS IT FOR YOU TO WALK OR INTERACT WITH THE ENVIRONMENT?

-

m MILD MODER- ATE SEVERE M NO ANSWER

1 Oxford English Dictionary (www.oed.com).
2 Oxford English Dictionary, Psychology and Sociology (www.oed.com).
3 Measuring Health and Disability: Manual for WHO Disability Assessment Schedule.

73



WALK

LEADING
THE WALKING
MOVEMENT

Mm®n & ! The dmount qf time, in minutes, that a person normally walks a day.

Ask the participant 4How many mi nutes do you normally walk
icon accordingly.
“Typical day” means a day when the participant is engaged in their usual activities.

HOW MANY MINUTES DO YOU NORMALLY WALK A DAY?

PREFER NOT TO 5AY

M®Pp © (OgdnSl)Wny other relevant information about the participant

Ask the participant any other relevant question related to your project (e.g. socioeconomic
status, education,etc) and i nclude it as an open comment i n

TELL US SOMETHING ELSE ABOUT YOU (OPTIONAL)

HO® 21 [Y /hb¢o- ¢

Information about the walk under study

H®MmD 5 hdidatedwndther participants walk by choice or out of necessity.

Ask the participant: tAr e you wal king by chainde serl eott t bt
accordingly.

"YUBcyh oA creeans that walking is the preferred opti ol
bOutheaxcfeAsinéegns that walking is the lbadtykifdwmasasp
bYcaptive pedestriansA, due to personal or serviec

ARE YOU WALKING BY CHOICE OR OUT OF NECESSITY?

° & ®

CHOICE NECESSITY OTHER

H®H O t Indidates{whether participants walk for transport or leisure.
Ask the participant: tAr e you wal king as a means odnd raalspotrt

the icon accordingly.
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rand\poretans that the main purpose of the wal k i

(within a specipc time), such as commute to work
ei sur e\ anetainwsi tyhat the main aim of walking is n
wal k in itself, such as doing restorative or mod
while walking, walking the dog or walking sights

ARE YOU WALKING AS A MEANS OF TRANSPORT OR FOR LEISURE?

o = @
TRANSPORT LEISURE OTHER

H®o ® / hiradicdtds the number of other pedestrians walking with the participant.
Ask the participant:¥Ar e you wal ki ng adnodh es eolre owti tthh eo tihcearns ?aic

Al oneneans that the participant walks or use the
With Atmemss that the participant wal ks accomp.
babies or walking dogs.

ARE YOU WALKING ALONE OR WITH OTHERS?

]
,ofll\.

©

=
A
WITH OTHERS

H®dn & C! drdicates thd clbse acquaintance or knowledge of the participant with the
place.
Ask the participant: tAr e you a |l ocal or visitor? a@Grd WAkdecyo

the icon accordingly.

#ochalmeans that the participant i s familiar with
Wi sint mesans that the participant is not familiar
ever) been in the place.

ARE YOU LOCAL OR A VISITOR?

LOCAL VISITOR OTHER

H®p © (ogidns)wny other relevant information about the walk context

Ask the participant any other relevant question about the walk related to your project (e.g.
need to carry heavy or bulkyloads)and i nclude it as an open commen
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o®d 21I'[Y 9-t9wL9Db/ 9
Information about the participant’s experience while walking at the place under study.

odmd 21! [ YL b DndRates the tat® lof/ p@sitive-negative intensity of the walking

experience from the participant.

Ask the participantt#How i s your wal ki ng e&emxd egdleamcte time tihd en
the Likert scale: Very negative |/ Negative [/ Neu

SHARE YOUR WALKING EXPERIENCE

o Neor &

VERY NEGATIVE VERY POSITIVE

odPHP ¢, t 9 h CartRipants wabh Setif) the most relevant type of walking
experience by selecting one (or more) predefined categories: safety, comfort and

enjoyment. Participants can also identify “other” types of experiences.

Ask the participant: 4 s your (positive/ negative) experience
or other type of experience?A and select the ic

experiences, add them as comment s.

COMFORTABLE

UNCOMFORTABLE UNENJOYABLE

Experiences afdd tajjeexdpotsaei rte or protection to risk,
from traCc, crime or other hazards while wal ki ng

Experiencecaomrflmrmeasto o8 emMorwalrkegtud aed tHdestinati

use and interact with el ements of the public spa
Experience en¢log/memdams UYpr es e nocfe soat i sl aend e n, p |
content while walking and interacting with the e

as a pedestrian.

Wt herexperiences might include accessibility, at
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n® 9bxLwhba9bc¢! [ 59¢9walLb! be¢{

Information about the elements and characteristics of the place under study that

influenced walking experiences to participants.

ndm® a! Lb 5 9Hefensslabd dhadrdcteristic of the place under study that

influenced the participant’s walking experience.
Ask the participant: ®Wh at (el ement s

experience? and select

FOOTPATH Public space
CROSSING Specipc part
FURNITURE Public equipment
GREENERY Vegetation in
OBSTACLES The presence |
crossings, whi ch
ENVIRONMENTAL The fesence
QUALITY P
WEATHER Equi pment provided
PROTECTION space
PEOPLE The pr
they interact
TRAFFIC The pr
behave
INTEREST The p.r .
experience in

The design and
INCLUSION understood and

gendacbri ddt her

excl usi

-

publ i c

o

e
0
i

s
n
e

c

S

characteristics of t
on(s) accordingly.

l'y dedicat
ad where p
ded to sup

pace
ce) of phy
r, di scour
e of pollu

mitigate a

esence otohlrera bpseeonpclee) ionf publ
behave
esence t(roaCcabisne npcueb)l iocf s pac

esence i(notre raebssteinncge )t hoifngs t
publ i c
composition of pu
by
personal

pace

all types
characteri

ndHd 59¢9walljb!/b {9 D@Optiordal) Further information about main
determinants can be subdivided into different subcategories, if the participant identifies
some specific characteristics, elements or typologies of a main determinant that are

relevant for their walking experience.

Ask the participant: Wh at about the (main determinant) i nDJue
the options accordingly.
FOOTPATH Subcategory Description
WIDTH The extent of the footpath from side to side
SURFACE The uppermost part of the footpath
SLOPE The steepness of the footpath

PRESENCE Presence of continuous footpath
ABSENCE Lack of continuous footpath

OTHER E. g. Desi gn, mai ntenance,
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CROSSI| NG Subcategory Description

The designated place for pedestrians to cross the
road

The priority given to pedestrians on waiting and
crossing time (compared to traffic)

VISIBILITY The ability to see and be seen by traffic

PRESENCE Presence of designated crossing

ABSENCE Lack of designated crossing

OTHER E.Raised crossings, pedes:

LOCATION

PRIORITY

FURNI TURTE Subcategory Description

LIGHTING The provision of lighting in public space
SEATING The provision of seats in public space

The provision of information to navigate through
public space and reach destinations

PRESENCE Presence of street furniture
ABSENCE Absence of street furniture
OTHER E. g. Public fountain, pub

WAYFINDING

GREENERY Subcategory Description

PARKS Public green spaces
TREES Trees in public spaces outside parks and gardens
PLANTS Isolated or ground level plants in public space

PRESENCE Presence of vegetation
ABSENCE Lack of vegetation
OTHER E.¥Yertical gardens, roof

OBSTACL E ¢ Subcategory Description

MISPLACED  Street furniture or infrastructure blocking the
EQUIPMENT  footpath

BUSINESS Business and commerce equipment placed on the
ACTIVITIES  footpath

PARKED
VEHICLES

PRESENCE Presence of obstacles
ABSENCE Lack of obstacles
OTHER E.Bul ky waste, building pi

Parked vehicles blocking the footpath or crossings
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ENVI RONMEI
QUALI TY

Subcategory  Description

AIR QUALITY  The level of air pollution in public space
NOISE
QUALITY
CLEANLINESS The state or quality of being clean or well kept
PRESENCE Presence of pollution

The level of noise pollution in public space

ABSENCE Lack of pollution
OTHER E.Bad odour, constructio
WEATHER Subcat D ot
PROTECT| (>ubcategory Description
SHADE Public equipment to block sunlight and heat
SHELTER Publ!c‘qulpment tg provide shield from
precipitation and wind
DRAINAGE Infrastructure for dispersing rain water in public
space
PRESENCE Presence of protection from weather
ABSENCE Lack of protection from weather
OTHER E.Mi.sting systems, air col
PEOPLE Subcategory  Description
AMOUNT The amount of other people in public space

BEHAVIOUR  The way other people act in public space

Social exchange between people in public space
(including visual contact)

PRESENCE Presence of people in public space
ABSENCE Lack of people in public pace

INTERACTION

TRAFFI C Subcategory Description

VOLUME The amount of traffic in public space

The distance traffic moves per unit of time, often in
km/h or mph

DRIVING The way drivers interact with other road users and
BEHAVIOUR  obey traffic laws

PRESENCE Presence of traffic

ABSENCE Lack of traffic

OTHER E. gscdot er s, et c

SPEED
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I NTEREST

| NCLUSI Ol

Subcategory

AMBIENCE

SCENERY
DESTINATIONS
PRESENCE
ABSENCE
OTHER

Subcategory

MOBILITY
AID

VISUAL &
HEARING AID

MENTAL AID

PRESENCE
ABSENCE

Description

Socioeconomic and cultural activities in public
space

Visual aesthetic of the public space and views
Places that pedestrians want to visit

Presence of interest

Lack of interest

E.lgi.ve street music, st

Description

Equipment to provide support to pedestrians with
reduced or assisted mobility

Equipment to provide support to pedestrians with
visual or hearing impairment

Equipment to provide support to pedestrians with
mental disorders

Presence of supporting aids
Lack of suporting aids

r
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