
NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON COUNTY STRATEGIC PLAN FOR SIDEWALKS AND BIKEWAYS

The WalknBike plan will improve walking and biking in 
Nashville, connecting people to opportunity on a network 
of high-quality, comfortable, and safe sidewalks and 
bikeways. 



Public Outreach To-Date



We’re Listening! 

+



Top Three Values/Priorities
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3

Survey 2 Results



Top Five Destinations

9
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SCHOOLS TRANSIT STOPS 
& ROUTES

HOMES

PARKS & 
GREENWAYS

COMMUNITY CENTERS, LIBRARIES, & 
OTHER CIVIC CENTERS

Survey 2 Results



Prioritized FIRST for Sidewalk Construction

85.9%

12.0%

2.1%Areas where high pedestrian 
use is occurring or expected, 
regardless of location

Areas spread geographically 
across Nashville and Davidson 
County, regardless of expected 
pedestrian use.

No opinion

Survey 2 Results



If you had $10 to spend each year, how would you 
allocate it among SIDEWALK funding needs?

Building New Sidewalks

Replacing Old Sidewalks

Making Sidewalks 
More Accessible

Cleaning Sidewalks

Other

$5.41

$2.21

$1.87

$1.19

$1.35

Survey 2 Results



If you had $10 to spend each year, how would you 
allocate it among the following SIDEWALK projects?

Filling a Sidewalk Gap

Expanding Sidewalk to New Area

$5.00

$5.31

Survey 2 Results



If you had $10 to spend each year, how would you 
allocate it among SIDEWALK funding needs?

Survey 2 Results



Comfort Level on each Type of Walking Path

76% very 

comfortable

18%
comfortable

4% 
somewhat 

uncomfortable

2% 
uncomfortable

1% 
no opinion

29% very 

comfortable

38% comfortable

24% somewhat 

uncomfortable

8% uncomfortable

1% 
no opinion

56% very 

comfortable

28% comfortable

9% somewhat 

uncomfortable

6% uncomfortable

1% 
no opinion

8% very 

comfortable

15% comfortable

28% somewhat 

uncomfortable

44% 
uncomfortable

5% 
no opinion

Survey 2 Results



If you had $10 to spend each year, how would you 
allocate it among the following BIKEWAY projects?

Filling a Bikeway Gap

Expanding Bikeways 
to New Area

$5.53

$4.83

Survey 2 Results



If you had $10 to spend each year, how would 
you allocate it among BIKEWAY funding needs?

Survey 2 Results



Comfort Level on each Type of Bikeway

Bike lanes/Buffered bike lanes Cycle tracks Shared-lane markings Calm, neighborhood bikeways Shared-use paths

22% very 

comfortable

40%
comfortable

26% 
somewhat 

uncomfortable

10% 
uncomfortable

2% 
no opinion

69% very 

comfortable

24% comfortable

4% somewhat 

uncomfortable

2% uncomfortable

1% 
no opinion

2% very 

comfortable

12% comfortable

36% somewhat 

uncomfortable

45% 
uncomfortable

4% 
no opinion

22% very 

comfortable

41% comfortable

23% somewhat 

uncomfortable

10% 
uncomfortable

3% 
no opinion

63% very 

comfortable

25%
comfortable

6% 
somewhat 

uncomfortable

3% 
uncomfortable

2% 
no opinion

Survey 2 Results



Which Programs are MOST Important? 

25% 14% 

10% 8% 12% 

31% 

Enforcement Education Encouragement

Parking, Fix it Stations Events & Promotion Education Classes

Survey 2 Results



Type of Projects to Require Sidewalks

COMMERCIAL, 
INSTITUTIONAL & 
MULTI-FAMILY 
PROJECTS

RESIDENTIAL 
PROJECTS 50% 50%

50% 50%

Survey 2 Results



How supportive of more intense zoning/land 
use policies (such as increased density) are you?

Survey 2 Results



Demographic Response: Age

Survey 2 Results



Demographic Response: Gender

Survey 2 Results



Demographic Response: Background

Survey 2 Results



Primary Use of the Existing Network…

Survey 2 Results



Geographic Response by Zipcode
(Survey 2)



Next Steps for Public Engagement

• August 6th Bordeaux Community Meeting
• Autumn Hills Assisted Living, 10am to Noon

• August 27th Transportation Triathlon at East Park
• Mayor to travel from M.C. Central to East Park by walking, 

biking and riding the bus

• Several Pop-Up Events throughout August 

• Next Round of Outreach & Public Meetings to 
begin once Draft Plan Available



Existing Conditions Analysis



Types of Analyses Completed

• Health + Equity*

• Demand*

• Crash Analysis

• Pedestrian Level of Service*

• Bike Level of Traffic Stress

*2014 MPO Bicycle + Pedestrian Study



Health + Equity Analysis



Demand Analysis



Crash Analysis
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Crash Analysis –Pedestrian Frequency
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Crash Analysis –Bike Frequency

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

At or near
intersection

Midblock

% OF TOTAL 
CRASH 

EVENTS



Crash Analysis – Midblock Locations
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Why Measure Bicycle and Pedestrian Comfort 
and Stress?

• Increased interest in making 
transportation investment decisions 
based on system performance

• Efforts driven by public agencies 
and federal legislation

• Increased interest in active 
transportation investments 
(ped/bike) and putting these modes 
on equal footing with cars



Pedestrian LOS

Inputs
• Presence and width of 

sidewalk

• Sidewalk buffer

• Roadway width 

• Bike lane/shoulder width

• On-Street parking

• Traffic volume

• Number of lanes

A B C D E F

Davidson County 9% 28% 28% 23% 11% 1%

Region 4% 14% 49% 24% 8% 1%
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Pedestrian LOS

A

B



Pedestrian LOS

C
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Pedestrian LOS
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Pedestrian LOS



Pedestrian LOS



Bicycle LTS Method:
Defining Levels of Traffic Stress

Image: Google Bike Vision Plan (2015), adapted from Roger 
Geller’s “Four Types of Bicyclists”

STRESS 4
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Comfort Level on each Type of Bikeway

Bike lanes/Buffered bike lanes Cycle tracks Shared-lane markings Calm, neighborhood bikeways Shared-use paths

22% very 

comfortable

40%
comfortable

26% 
somewhat 

uncomfortable

10% 
uncomfortable

2% 
no opinion

69% very 

comfortable

24% comfortable

4% somewhat 

uncomfortable

2% uncomfortable

1% 
no opinion

2% very 

comfortable

12% comfortable

36% somewhat 

uncomfortable

45% 
uncomfortable

4% 
no opinion

22% very 

comfortable

41% comfortable

23% somewhat 

uncomfortable

10% 
uncomfortable

3% 
no opinion

63% very 

comfortable

25%
comfortable

6% 
somewhat 

uncomfortable

3% 
uncomfortable

2% 
no opinion



Bike Stress Across Nashville



Bike stress across Nashville



Low-Stress Facilities
Greenways

LTS SCORE: 1 



Low-Stress Facilities
Separated Bike Lanes

LTS SCORE: 1.5



Low-Stress Facilities
Bike Lanes/Buffered Bike Lanes

LTS SCORE: 2



Low-Stress Facilities
Shared Streets

No centerline

LTS SCORE: 
1

LTS SCORE: 1.5



All Bike Lanes are not Created Equal

LTS SCORE: 4



Challenges: Major Corridors vs Parallel Routes



Intersections are Key

LTS SCORE: 3 - 4



Intersections are Key

LTS SCORE: 2



State of Practice 
Report



Coming Soon

Provides a snapshot of the 
existing bicycling and 
pedestrian environment in 
Metro Nashville with a focus 
on the 5 E’s: 

• Education

• Encouragement

• Enforcement

• Engineering 

• Evaluation



State of Practice Report: Education
Highlights the many different education and outreach efforts of Metro Nashville 
and its partners. 

• Walk Bike University

• NashVitality App.

• WBN and Hands on Nashville 
reCYCLE Program

• Travel Green Classes and 
Consultation

• Oasis Bike Workshop



State of Practice Report: Encouragement

• Bike to school & work day

• Walk to to school day

• Tour de Nash

• Walk Month

• Bike Month

• Policy initiatives



State of Practice Report: Enforcement
• Local Enforcement & Advocacy 

Efforts

• MNPD bicycle & pedestrian 
initiatives and practices

• Statewide Safety and 
Enforcement Efforts



State of Practice Report: Engineering

• Miles of Complete Streets

• Accessibility and mobility 
improvements to sidewalks 
and curb cuts

• Miles of bikeways

• Miles of Greenways

• Bike racks

• Pedestrian scramble

Highlights the on-the-ground improvements made to bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities: 



State of Practice Report: Evaluation

• Bike and Pedestrian Counts

• Crash Data

• Survey Data

• Public Input Meetings

• BPAC/WBN Policy Reviews



Peer and Aspirational City 
Report Overview



Peer & Aspirational Cities



General Trends & 
Overarching Themes



General Descriptions



Dedicated Staffing



Innovative or Transformative Projects



Group Discussion



Prioritization Methodology



Prioritization Criteria

Connectivity to 
Destinations Land Use

Transit

Safety

Demographics

Public Input Roadway 
Characteristics

Use (Count Data)

System Wide Gaps Short Segment Gaps

Density



Prioritization Outreach



Group Discussion



Policy & Enforcement



Bikeway Maintenance



Sidewalk Fee in-lieu Programs



Group Discussion



Outreach & Education



Program Efforts



Vision Zero



Group Discussion



Design Practices



Types of Bikeway Projects



Types of Bikeway Projects



Tactical Urbanism



Group Discussion



Subcommittee 
Breakout Session



Subcommittee Process and Schedule

• Subcommittee Chair Updates

• September 8th Full Day Workshop for WalknBike
Subcommittee Briefings

• Generate 2-3 Recommendations for: 
• Early Wins (Top Priority)
• Mid-Term 
• Long-Term



Public Comments



Next Steps



Next Steps

• Thursday, Sept. 8th, 9:00am
• Subcommittee Briefings
• Network Development 
• Strategic Plan Layout 

• Consolidate All Public 
Comments to Inform Draft 
Recommendations

• DRAFT Plan to be Released in 
Early December
• Start Next Round of Public 

Outreach & Community Meetings



Contact Us!

Project Managers:

Jason Radinger
Bicycle & Pedestrian Coordinator

Metro Public Works

Jenna Smith
Public Information Manager 

and Projects Manager
Metro Public Works


