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Pathway Survey demographics and context

Residential status:

Own: 424

Rent: 21

Average tenure at address: 8.7 years (range 0-50 years)

Household members (in order determined by respondent):

# N Male | Female | 0-12 13-18 | 19-35 | 36-50 | 51-65 | 66+
1 | 445 76% 24% 0% 6% 56% 27% 9% 9%
2 | 419 24% 76% 3% 5% 9% 55% 21% | 7%
3 327 57% 43% 47% 37% 12% 3% 0% 0%
4 | 247 51% 49% 64% 24% 7% 4% 2% 0%
5 100 47% 53% 77% 12% 8% 1% 2% 0%
6 28 36% 64% 82% 4% 4% 7% 0% 4%

Most men 19-35, most women 36-50. 74% of families with one kid, 55% with two; most kids

under 13.

364 respondents indicated no disability; 30 listed one

N = 445



Spatial distribution
of responses
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Most popular streets in survey responses

Burg St.
Newark-Granville
Westwood Dir.
Mill Race Rd.
N. Granger St
Brennan Dr
Denison Dr.
Chapin Place
Carmarthen Way
River Rd.

Bryn Du Dr.
Loudon St

E. Broadway

N. Pearl St

W. Broadway
Glyn Tawel Dr.
Pembroke Lane
Briarwood Dr
Summit St

Mt. Parnassus
W. College St
Sutton Place
Denbigh Dr
North St
Thornewood Dr
Samson PI.
Longford Dr
Wildwood Dr.
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Deeds Rd
Welsh Hills Rd
E. College St
Brecon Circle
Sunset Dr.
Shawn Court
Bradford Circle
Granview Rd
Kilkenny Court
Ashford Lane
Sheppard Place
S. Mulberry

S. Pearl St.
Wicklow Dr
Rose Dr

Spring Hill Rd.
Raccoon Valley
W. Maple St.
Upland View Ct.
Pleasant Crest Ct.
Chelsea Dr
Cassidy Ct
Friends Lane
Linnell Dr
Crestview Woods Ct
Edgewood Dr
Hampden Dr.
New Burg St
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Knoll Dr
Hankinson Rd
Jones Rd.
Middleton Ave
New Gran Dr.
Old Farm Road
Berline Ct
Potters Lane
Ballymore Court
Orchard Dr
Miller Ave
Lancaster Rd
Mill Race area
S. Plum

Kendal Drive
Joy Lane
Preston Place
Highgate Rd
Walnut Hills Dr.
Roseview Dr
Burtridge Rd
Bedwen Bach Lane
Sunrise St
Spruce Dr
Canyon Rd.
Hallie Lane
Carlyle Ct.
Sharon Valley Rd
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Drogheda Ct
Pine Tree Dr
Founders Lane
W. EIm St.

E. EIm St
Beechtree Ln
Clouse Ln.
Dorrence Rd
Donegal Dr
Donald Ross Dr.
Bantry St
Beechwood Dr
Cedar St
Cambria Mill Rd
Bridle Path Lane
Whitehead Rd
Carreg Cain Dr.
Bending Oak Dr
Callie Ct

Burg/Carm./Pembroke

Stonehenge Dr
Kenwick Circle
Granview Crossing
Vista Ct

Cherry St

Stone Creek Dr
Spellman

Clover Ct
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Pathway survey responses ~ School kids

Closest

school:

GES 49
GIS 20
GMS/GHS 54
Other 21
Total: 144

Distance to farthest school from home (for families with kids in Granville schools):

Don’t know: 17
Less than 1 mile: 54*
1 -2 miles:123

More than 2 miles: 205

* (10 < Vamile, 12 ¥4 - Y2 mile, 32 Y2 - 1 mile)

N =399



Part B: School transportation overview

Grade Families Total Kids Average
Pre-School 41 N 11 |

K-3 120 158 1.3
4-6 136 148 1.1
17-8 88 92 1.0
9-12 127 150 1.2 |
Total 512 592 = 1.2 |

Type To From

e 7 7 /
Bus 354 346 \
Car 180 162 —_— —
Carpool 17 27
Walk 30 34
Other 6 14

B Toschool | |From school

N =512



Part B: School transportation patterns

K-3/GES Combined statistics for
1st and 2"d child per family, Grade Level #
total of 500 children Preschool 28
K-3 131
4-6 119
7-8 79
4-6/GIS 9-12 143
7-8/IGMS
9-12/GHS

B Toschool [ | From school

27 of 28 pre-schoolers driven to & from school; one walks

N =500



Part B: Obstacles to school access

(38% “3")

Responses of
4-5 (large
obstacles)

“To what extent do these issues prevent your children from walking or biking to school?”

In many places, perceptions of violence & crime would be main impediments to pathway design.
In Granwville, it is by far the smallest source of worry.

N 270



Part B: School access improvement options

*

1=not helpful

5=very helpful

Take-home message: spend your school access money on paths before people!

9 N = 274-288
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Part C, O1: Current conditions of pathways
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There are sufficient well-
maintained bike paths
near my household.

Disagree ...

1

There are sufficient well-
maintained walking paths
near my household.

2 3
Disagree

4 5

... Agree
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|
The pathways in Granville
effectively connect the
members of my household

1 2 3
Disagree

4 5

... Agree

|
The current pathways of
Granville are sufficient. We
do not need any more
pathways.

1 2 3
Disagree

4 5
... Agree

to the rest of the community.

N =430
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Part C, Q2: Safety of current pathways

[ESSicngydssgree] 2| o |

*

There is so much
traffic along the street |
live on that it makes it
difficult or unpleasant
to walk in my
neighborhood.

N=426

The speed of
traffic on the street
| live on is too fast.

N=427

Y% = most popular response

5 = Strongly agree

With the presence of
path-ways and/or
sidewalks in my
neighborhood, walkers
and bikers would feel
safe

N=419




Part D: Actual and prospective pathway usage

O

Actual use of pathways

77.2% of respondents use pathways for exercise
or recreation (4 or 5 on 5-point scale)

~84% of respondents do NOT use pathways to
get to school or work (1 or 2 on 5-point scale)

31.4% use pathways to walk their dog (4 or 5)

N=374-429 on main items; 71 “other” responses

Prospective use of pathways

90.4% of respondents would use pathways for
exercise or recreation (4 or 5 on 5-point scale)

35.1% of respondents would use pathways to
get to school; 22.6% for getting to work (4-5)

50.2% would use pathways to walk their dog

N=305-331 on main items; 56 “other” responses
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Part E, Questions 1 & 2
(selected items)

Interest in extending/adding
pathways in Granville

Satisfaction with access to
pathways in the neighborhood

N = 402-408



Part E: Neighborhood satisfaction and interest
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Part E, continued: Relative importance of pathway
options
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Pathway preferences ~ ranking of ten options

High

Priority

Low

16

Average
rank

#of 1's,
2's,
and 3’s

# of 8’s,
9’s,
and 10’s

#of 1's

O

N = 330-357



Take-home messages

* Response was strong, with a diverse pool of respondents...
- Homeowners all around the Granville area
- Families with and without kids in the Granville schools
- People near existing pathways/sidewalks and those not
- Representative sample on many criteria (ownership, tenure, etc.)

* The overwhelming majority (90%) of school kids are transported to school by bus or car
» Traffic and lack of pathways represent clear obstacles to non-motorized school access

* Most respondents agreed that there aren’t enough paths and that we need more

» A majority of respondents feel that pathways/sidewalks would improve street safety

» Three-fourths of current pathway users do so for recreation, exercise, not for utility.

* 90% would use new pathways for exercise/recreation; 50% for dog walking; some utility.

* More than half the respondents are not satisfied with their local pathway access
» 80% of respondents are interested in extending pathways for school/Village access

* The clear winner: New Burg from the High School to the Intermediate School
* Close race for second place: Burg Street (Village & Township) and Raccoon Park access
* Clear losers: Kendal access, Cherry Valley Road, Wildwood access, signage projects

THIS SURVEY SHOWS THAT PATHWAYS ARE CRITICAL IN GRA NVILLE & SUPPORT IS
STRONG
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