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OVERALLRESULTS

Transportation is an important part of the built environment and significantly influences physical activity
and weltbeing, safety, and the ability of community members to access destinations that are essential
to a healthy lifestyle. Plans, policies, grams and projects that enable community members to be

more physically active in their daily routines make updltve transportation network

Monitoring pedestrian and bicycle travisla key stepo planning, designing and implementing better
activetransportation systemst the neighborhood level. It provides baseline data needed to evaluate
and understanchow our built environmentsupporti = R 3upgofofii the worst case is a barrier to
walking and bicycling.

This report provides preliminafindingsat sevencount locations 3in the International District and 4 in
the South Valley. It includébe numbes of people walking and bicycling along the roadwdeir
volume fluctuation during the dayheir direction of travel andheir use of trasel lanes, bike lanes
and/or sidewalks

The count locations werehosen to illuminate potentiadontributingfactors influencingron-motorized
uservolumes and behaviors. In some count locations data was collected both befoedtanthe
implementationof roadwayimprovement andn other countlocationsdata was collected as a baseline
for planned future improvements.

The following findings are included in this report and described in further detail:

1 Inlocationson Zuni Blvdwhere there were bfore and aftercounts there wasa significant
jump in bicycle volume, fror0 cyclists in 2015 to 124 cyclists in 2026 the same locations
there wasalso asignificantdecrease irthe percent ofbiking on sidewalkThese are both
desirable resultpresumablyassociated with the recent road restriping and lane
reconfigurations which includethe addition ofbuffered bicycle lanes.
1 A significant percentage of bicyclists rode on the sidewalk at count locations along Bridge Blvd.
and Isleta Blvd. whichave marked but wtuffered bike lanes.
1 Inlocations adjacent to assisted living complexad other community service providettsere
was a higher percentage of pedestrians with disabilit@egiiring walkers, canes or wheelchairs.

The following observains need further data collection and analyaigl are explored in more detail

1 Biking on sidewalkA higher percentage of biking on the sidewalks as a percentage of total
bicycle counts was observaulocations where there were no bikenes or there were marked
but not buffered/ protected bike lanes. tiiere is abike lane not being usedhat factors are
contributing to the behavior? Whatgety issus are associated withicycling orthe sidewalk
due to turning vehicles particularly againsiffic?

1 HH PM6:PEDESTRIA& BICYCLE MONITORING REPO®dptember 2016



1 Mid-block crossingassociate with transit stopgst the Bridge Blvd east of Goff pedestrian were
observed and recorded crossing at arrmarked midblock crossing aligned with the west bound
transit stop. What arethe safety issues associated with rbtbck pedestrian crossingsear bus
stops?

1 Roadwaysvithout designated pedestrian or bicycling facilities: One count location, Sunset Blvd
south of Yakima Rd., had very low pedestrian and bicycle activity despite being on a roadway
that provides access and idjacent to Armijo Elementary School. Is the lack of dedicated
pedestrian and bicycle facilitiesuch as sidewalks, pedestrian paths or shared lane markings
contributing factorto low counts?

1 Funding Priorities: What are the implications of cutting pkahfunding for ADA improvements
in locations where there is a concentration of community service providers serving seniors and
people with disabilities requiring walkers, canes or wheelchairs? As roadways are retrofitted
where is the need greatest for pesigian and bicycle facilities?

BACKGROUND AND METHODOLOGY

This pedestrian and bicycle monitoring effards conducted by the Mi&egion Council of Governments

(MRCOG) with support from Bernalillo County as part of the initiative Healthy Here: Communities

Leading Healthy Change. The purpose of the effort waetier understandoedestrian and bicycling

activities in the Healthy Here target areas of the International District and the South ¥atéy

develop transferable methods for the pedestrian andyisie count program at the MiBegon Council

of Governments (MRCOGhis reportalsod dzLJLJ2 NJia aw/ hDQa wS3IA2ylf { I FSGc¢
STFF2NI (2 AYLNROS (KS NBIA2YQa dzy RSNEGFYRAY3a 27F LJ

This effort targetedsevenlocationsfor short duration countsShort duration counts coupled with
continuous counts provide the basis for general count programs. The continuous counts are used to
understand seasonal variation of counts throughout the year. When short duration counts ketexbl
seasonal factors are applied to provide an average daily cQumtently there is no source for

continuous counts for pedestrian travel on sidewalks or bicycle travel on roadways, although there are
several continuous count stations at trails iretregion.

From 20042008, pedestrian and bicycle counts were taken with intersection turning movement counts.
MRCOG stopped performing turning movement counts in 2008. Although these counts did help to
understand pedestrian and bicyclist crossings ofrggetions, the data was limited due to the counts

only being taken during peak peds and the inbility to transfer turning movements into volume
countsalong a segment of roadway

Current practice for nomotorized counts involves @creenling count where all pedestrians and
bicyclists passing@esignatedine are counted similar to tube counts for automobiles. This practice
collectsvolume fluctuations of volume during the dand directionof travel Video data allows
additionalinformationto be collected including pedestrians with disabilities and bicycle travel on both
the sidewalk and roadway by direction.

For this monitoring effortdata was collected by video feevenlocationsin the Healthy Here teget
areas three locations in the Internainal District and four locations in the South Vall&e choices for
locations nearly all include a recently completed project or projects that are due to be completed soon
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over a 12 hour period from 7ampm by 15minute periods:

1 Pedestrian volume by direction and side of the road

9 Bicycle volume by direction and side of the road for both theaad travel and

sidewalk travel
9 Total pedestrians observeditiv visible disability (using a cane, walker or in a

wheelchair)
1 Volume fluctuation during the day

The following sections describe in detail the results from these counts
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INTERNATIONAL DISTRICT

Gount locationsin the International District were chosen to better understand pedestrian and bicycling

activity before and after the Zuni Blvd restriping and rehabilitaposject and therecently completed

segment of 5eMile Activity Loop that runs along Alvaradauer Video data for each location was

collected in Sept 2016 6 S FandNEept 2016 FGSNE 02 (0 K LINRIB edeiabatal SNE 02 Y
locations the pedestrian activity remained unchanged before and after the projects while bicycle activity
increasedlt should be noted that the 2016 counts were collected just a month after both projects were
completed whichdid not provide much time for area residents to get accustomed to the changes before

they were studied.

The Zuni restriping and rehabilitation peoj resulted in a lane reconfiguration that reduced the number

of travel lanes, added a left turn lane and a designdtefferedbike lane in both directions.

Improvements associated with the 50ile Activity Loop included improved crosswalk markiatthe

intersectiont YR daKI NNRgaés 02y LI @SYSyd akKFNBR ftFyS o0Aj

The following sections detail count results and context for the following locsiiotine International
District.

1 Zuni Rd. WestfaMonroe St.

I Zuni Rd. Eastfd\lvarado Dr

1 Alvaado Dr. North 6Zuni Rd.
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@ INTERNATIONALDISTRICTCOUNT LOCATIONS:

1  Zuni Rd. WestfdMonroe St: Sept 2015 & August 2016

9  Zuni Rd. Eastfdlvarado Dk
1 Alvamado Dr. North 6Zuni Rd.
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R ZUNI RD WESTOF MONROE St

Counts were taken on Wednesday Sept 9, 2015
andagainon Tuesday August 30, 2016 frah®0
A.M. to 7:00 P.MThe count location iadjacent
to HighlandHigh Scholon the north and a
single family residential on the soutNearby is
acommunity swimming pool and tennis courts,
Walmart witha full-service grocery, a few small
scale multifamily site and office developments.
In 2015 this segment of Zuni Blednsistel of 6
travel lanes, a landscaped raised medidth a
controlled left turn laneand sidewalks in both
direction. In 2016 travel lanes were reduced to 4 lanes and buffered bike lanes were added in both
directions. The raised landscape medigith the controlled left turn laneand sidewalks remained the
same. The&-way intersection of Zuni and Monroe §ist east of the count location im-signalizedvith
amarked pedestriarrossingThe speed limit is 30 miles per hour.

LOCATION

v o

The count location was chosen withe intention of capturingpedestrian and bicycle activitg a
segment of the Zuni Rd. restriping and rehabilitation project that was reconfigured&tord travel
lanes and in area with major destinations, (Highland High school and Walmart) andsestalsingle
family residential neighborhoods.

There was not a large change in the pedestrian activity from 2015 to 2016. There were a few pedestrians
observed walking in theew bike lanesand a few with strollersStudents participating in gym classes

were counted using the sidewalk at this location. The summary table breaks out total pedestrians and
those pedestrians that were not obviously participating in a gym class.

The bicycle travel grew with more bicyclists usingriber bike lanes. Except fotwo instances, bicyclists
in the bike lane were traveling in the direction of traffic. Both are higelsirable results after the lane
reconfiguration.
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Augt '16~ -

Nor+Motorized /
‘Lane Reconfiguratio

> Pedestrian direction of travel & 32 count

— Bicycle direction of travel on roadway &-hdur count

Bicycle direction of travel on sidewalk &-h@ur count

ZUNI RD. WEST OAVIONROE SUMMARYTABLE

Percent
2015 2016 Difference Difference
TotalPedestrians 157 113 -44 -28%
Total Pedestrians, not including gy
classes 72 67 -5 -7%
Total Bicyclists 36 56 20 56%
Total Bicyclists on Sidewa 22 7 -15 -68%
Total Bicyclists on Roadwe 14 49 35 250%
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ZUNI RD EAST OFALVARADO DR

Zuni Rd. east of Alvarado Dr. was counted

on Wednesday September 9, 2015 and

again on Thursday September 1, 2016 from
7:00 A.M. to 7:00 P.MI'he count location

has several community service providers,
retailers,multifamily sites and a large single
familyresidential area withira 5 to 10

minute walking distance, (1/4./2 mile).In

the immediate areathe 7-11 convenience

store located on the SE corner of Zuni Rd.
and Alvarado Diseemed to be a major
destination for pedestrians. The assisted

living faciliy on the NW corner may have
contributed to the higher percentage

relative to the other count sitegf pedestriansith a disability requiring the usef @ walker, cane or
wheelchair.n 2015 the roadway consisted of 4 travel lanes and sidewalks on logth $n 2016 the
roadway was reconfigured to include 2 travel lanes, a continuous left turn lane and buffered bike lanes
in both directions. The sidewalks remained the same. The intersection of Zuni Blvd. and Alvarado Dr. just
east of the count locationis signalized with odemand pedestrian crossing button§he speed limit is

35 miles per hour.

Thecount locationwas chosen with the intentionf capturingpedestrian and bicycle activitg a
segment of the Zuni Rd. restripiagd rehabilitationprojectthat that was reconfigured from 4 to 2
travel lanes and in an area wittrelatively dense mixedsedevelopment pattern with a concentration
of community service providers.

There wasnincreasen the pedestrian activity from 2015 to 201 bothyears the south sidewalk had
well over halfof the total pedestriaractivity. Overallpedestrian activity wasonsistentthroughout the
day from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.

Overall he bicycle travel grewuite a bit from 2015 to 2016. In
2016 notablymore bicylistswere using the bike lanand notably
less bicyclists were using the sidewakso in 2016 there was a
lower percentage of bicyclists going against the direction ofitraff
Both are highly desirable results after the lane reconfiguration.
Bicyclingactivity was consistent throughout the day and the
direction of travel was evenly split between east and west lanes.

Key Takeaways:

1 26% ncreasen total bicycle counts

1 Decrease in number of bicycles traveling on the sidewalks

1 Relative to the other count locationthere was a higher percentage pedestrians with a
disability requiring the use of a walker, cane or wheelchair

1 Minimal pedestrianandbicyclevolume fluctuation throughout the day.
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> Pedestrian direction of travel & #2r count

— Bicycle direction of travel on roadway &-hdur count

Bicycle direction of travel on sidewalk &-h@ur count

ZUNI RD. EASTOF ALVARADO DR. SUMMARYTABLE

2015 2016 Difference Percent Difference
Total Pedestrians 248 271 23 9%
Total Bicyclists 54 68 14 26%
Total Bicyclists on Sidewa 48 25 -23 -48%
Total Bicyclists on Roadwe 6 43 37 617%
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ALVARADODR. NORTH OF ZUNI
RD.

Alvarado Dr. north of Zuni Rd was counted

et . on Wednesday September 9, 2015 and
emCo | .4 again on Thursday September 1, 2016 from

Meuopolitan —[T:88 7:00 A.M. to 7:00 P.MThiscount location

Asseéssment& | 1 ° . . .

Treatment -+ & has several important community service

o0 providers, retailers, multifamily sites and a

large simgle family residential area within a

5 to 10 minute walking distance, (242

mile). In the immediate area, the 771

convenience store located on the SE corner

of Zuni Rd. and Alvarado Dr. seemed to be a

. major destination for pedestrians. The

assisted liing facility on the NW corner may have contributed to the highest percentage, relative to the

other countlocations of pedestrians with a disability requiring the use of a walker, cane or wheelchair.

Pedestrians were observed consistently using the onaterpedestrian crossing buttons to cross at

this signalized intersection.

£ @1 N R2 5NIX Aa LI NI -Achvityileof, a malise traipafid bikéwaydpitizS NJj dzS Q &
which when complete will create a 50 mile bicycling, running and waldomdround the city. This

segment of the B-Mile loop on Alvarado Dr. was completed in September 2818e immediate

count locationthe crosswalk markings were improvddowever specificimprovementscalledout for

this segment in the 5Mile Loop plansuch as shared lane bicycle markingi&lersidewalks new

directional ADA ramps to allow for 90 degree crossing at thesatgion or wayfinding signage have

been implementedThecount location was chosen with the intention of capturppedestrian and

bicycling activityon a segment of theewly completed 5Mile Activity Loop in an area with aelatively

dense mixeelise development patterandconcentration of community servigaoviders.

There was 5%decreasein overallpedestriancountsfrom 2015to 2016. In both years the south
sidewalk had well over half of the total pedestrian activiiyr both the2015and 2016 counts,
pedestrianvolume stayedairly consistent throughout the day witalull in the 8:0011:00 a.m. hours
and aslight bump irthe 5:00p.m. to 6:00 p.m. hour.

Overall bicycleountsincreased 65% frorA015 to 2016. In 2016 themgere slightly moreicyclists

using the sidewalkhoweverthe percentage of sidewalk usy bicyclistgelative to overall bicycle

travel dropped from 25% in 2015 to 19% in 2062015 bicycle travel was consistent throughout the

day while in 2016 there was notable increasdiiyclists during the late afternooim 2015there was a

fairly equal split intravel direction. In 2016 there were more bicyclists traveling north. Increase in
bicycle activity and difference in times of greatest use and direction of travel in the 2016 counts may be
dueto the use ofthis newly completedsegment of the 5Mile Activity Loop as an evening bicycle
commuter route.
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Pedestrian direction of travel & #2r count

vy

Bicycle direction of travel on roadway &-h®ur count

Bicycle direction of travel on sidewalk &-h@ur count

ALVARADODR. NORTH OF ZUNI RD. SUMMARYTABLE

2015 2016 Difference Percent Difference
Total Pedestrian 90 85 5 -5%
Total Bicyclists 32 51 20 63%
Total Bicyclists on Sidewa 8 10 2 25%
Total Bicyclists on Roadw: 24 31 7 2%

NOTE: While there was an increase in the numbéiafclists using the sidewalk in 2016, the percentage
sidewalk use relative to overall bicycle travel dropped from 25% in 2015 to 19% in 2016
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SOUTH VALLEY

Count locations in the South Valley were chosen to establish baseline data before several planned
roadway improvement projects are implementethe count locations were in semiral areas of the

South Valley which is characterized by a circulation and land use pattern based on the historic
agricultural and acequia system. Two of ttmuntlocations were on Bridge Blvd which is a majast/
westcorridor that cossesthe river and connecting the South Valley with downtown Albuquerdinés
corridor is the focus of a major redevelopment plan and the segment just west of the river crossing is a
designated as a Main Street. One count location weaténl on Isleta Blvd. which is an important
north/south arterial that underwent major redevelopment and lane reconfiguration in the-mid 1 n Qa @
One count location was on Sunset Blvd. a local north/south road that runs through several historic
neighborhood and provides access to several elementary schools, community institutions and connects
to major roads including Central Ave. and Bridge Blvd.

Video data foi8 of thelocations, wascollected in late August and early Sept 2016 fordne location

in $pt 2015. The data wasewed for activity between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 pan.one dayThree of the
locations were on major roads with sidewalks and bike lanes and one location was on a local road that
did not include any formal pedestrian or bicycle fties.

Overall the roadways with facilities had significantly higher pedestrian and bicycling volumes relative to
the roadway without facilitiesA significant number of bicyclist rode on the sidewalk even in locations
with marked bicycle lanes.

Thefollowing sections detail count results and context for the following locations in the South Valley:

Bridge Blvd. west of Isleta Blvd
Bridge Blvd. east of GdRd

Isleta Blvd. south of McEwen / Perry
Sunset Blvd. south of Yakima

=A =4 =4 =4
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‘ SOUTH VALLEYCOUNT LOCATIONS:

Bridge Blvd. west of Isleta Blvd
Bridge Blvd. east of GdRd

Isleta Blvd. south of McEwen / Perry
Sunset Blvd. south of YakirRal.

= =4 =4 =
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BRIDGEBLVD SWWEST OHSLETABLVD

Bridge Blvd West of Isleta Blvd was counted Tuesday
August 23, 2016 frori:00 A.M. to 7:00 P.MThis
segment of Bridge Blvd. is fronted by small retail
establishments and historic propertieshe
surrounding areas semirural single family
residentialwith a few scattered agricultural fields
oriented to the acequia systenThe immediate area
includes several destination including the recently
completed Gateway Park, the School on Wheels,
small offices and auto repair shap§here is a
transit stop onthe south side of the boulevard just
east of the screenlinelhe street profile includes
four travel lanesraised landscape median witontrolledleft turn lane,narrow bike lanesind
sidewalkson both sidespn-street parking on the north sideThesignalized intersection with Islethas
pedestrian refuge island cut into the mediépeed limit is 35 mile per hour.

Pedestrian activity at this location was lower in comparison with other count locafldwese was no
significant difference in the directn of travel.Well overhalf of the pedestrians were on the north side
of the boulevard and pedestrian volume did not fluctuate significantly througbaytthere were fewer
pedestrians irthe early morning hours and later afternoon picking up again duitre 6:00 p.m. to 7:00
p.m. hour.

Bicycle activity at this location was lower in comparison with other count locations. Ahalbsif the
bicyclistawere observed ridingn the sidewallas opposed to the narrow bike lane. Bicycle activity was
consisten throughout the day with a slight bump in the 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. hodran &most

equal split in travel direction.

The count location was chosen with the intention of captupeglestrian and bicycle activitgr
baselineinformation prior to future projects associated with the Bridge Bl@rridor Redevelopment

Plan. Having before and after counts will help the county and commuorégsure the success tife
redevelopment of Bridge Blvd. as it pertatoggoals related to increasinmmedestrian ad bicycle usén

the corridor.A count east of Isleta Blvd would have been preferable, but there is no public infrastructure
available to place count equipment.
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" August 2016

> Pedestrian direction of travel & 32 count

— Bicycle direction of travel on roadway &-hdur count

Bicycle direction of travel on sidewalk &-h@ur count

BRIDGEBLVD SWWEST OHSLETABLVD SUMMARYTABLE

2016
TotalPedestrians 69
Pedestrians with Disabilitie 0
Total Bicyclists 57
Total Bicyclists on Sidewa 27
Total Bicyclists on Roadwz 30
Percent of Bicyclists on Sidewe 47%

15 HH PM6:PEDESTRIA& BICYCLE MONITORING REPO®&dptember 2016



BRIDGEBLVD SW EAST OFGOFFBLVD

Bridge Blvd east of Goff Blvd was counted Wednesday
August 24, 2016 fromi:00 A.M. to 7:00 P.MThis
segment of Bridge Blvd. runs through a seoral low
density single family residential area aisdrregularly
fronted by parking,small retailusesincludinggas
stations, restaurants, personal services, aadhulti-
family site. There are two transstops west othe

: count location. The roadway facility includes four

& : ~ : =l travel lanes, a raised landscaped median with
controlled left turn Iane designated bike Ianes and sidewalks in both directiocstsould be noted that
there is a slip lane at the intgection serving traffic turning right from Goff onto east bound travel lanes
of Bridge Blvd. This may contribute to the use of sidewalks by cyclists who are at the intersection.

This count location was chosen with intent to capture pedestrian and biewtivityfor baseline
information prior to future projects associated with the Bridge Blvd. Corridor Redevelopment Plan.
Having before and after counts will help the county and community measure the success of the
redevelopment of Bridge Blvd. as it pairs to goals related to increasing pedestrian and bicycle use in
the corridor. Counts were also collected of pedestrians crossing midblock in alignment with the transit
stops. Currently, this crossing is-ommarked.

Pedestrian activity was higher at thischtion as compared to the count location further east on Bridge
Blvd. There were slightly more pedestrians counted on the south sidewalk and no significant differences
in the direction of travel. The midlock crossings seemed to be associated with ttesteps and

pedestrians were observed pausing on the median before completing the crossing.

Bicycle activity was higher on the north side both in the bike lanes and csideealk. On both sides of
the boulevard, a significant majority of bicyclists usieel sidewalks as opposed to the bike lanes.
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