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Executive Summary 
 

On September 22, 2010, for the thirteenth time in six consecutive years, MORPC organized 

volunteers to tally pedestrians, bicyclists, mobility aid users, and other non-motor-vehicle 

traffic at various locations in central Ohio.1 The counting effort represents both a data 

collection effort for central Ohio and a contribution to the National Bicycle and Pedestrian 

Documentation Project (NBPD), led by ALTA Planning and the Institute of Transportation 

Engineers (www.bikepeddocumentation.org).  

In keeping with NBPD guidelines, counts were conducted to remain consistent with previous 

data collection efforts, with a morning peak-hour count (7:00 ð 9:00 a.m.) and an off-peak 

midday count (11:00 a.m. ñ 1:00 p.m.). MORPC has been organizing counts consistently at 

22 locations in central Ohio since 2005. In the September 2010 count, all but four of the 

historic locations were covered either from 7:00 to 9:00 a.m., and all but two were covered 

from 11:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. In addition, two newer multi-use path locations and one new 

street location were covered. 

In addition to assisting the NBPD, the pedestrian and bicycle count program relates to both 

national and local policy goals. At the federal level, it helps to accomplish one of the 

recommended actions in the U.S. Department of Transportationõs policy statement on 

bicycle and pedestrian accommodation: 

òThe best way to improve transportation networks for any mode is to collect and analyze trip 

data to optimize investments. Walking and bicycling trip data for many communities are 

lacking. This data gap can be overcome by establishing routine collection of nonmotorized 

trip information. Communities that routinely collect walking and bicycling data are able to 

track trends and prioritize investments to ensure the success of new facilities. These data 

are also valuable in linking walking and bicycling with transit.ó2 

At the local level, consistent, comprehensive collection of data regarding pedestrians, 

bicyclists, and other modes of traffic will help to serve the goals of MORPCõs Complete 

Streets policy, which was adopted in April 2010. The Complete Streets policy requires new 

roadway projects within the MPO transportation planning area to accommodate all types of 

roadway users.3 The policyõs stated goals are as follows: 

1) To create a comprehensive, integrated, and connected transportation network that 

supports compact, sustainable development and provides livable communities. 

2) To ensure safety, ease of use, and ease of transfer between modes for all users of the 

transportation system. 

3) To provide flexibility for different types of streets, areas, and users. 

                                                 
1 Orange Township conducted bicycle and pedestrian counts on September 30, 2010. 
2 USDOT, òPolicy Statement on Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodation, Regulations and Recommendations.ó 

Signed on March 11, 2010.  http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bikeped/policy_accom.htm (retrieved June 

16, 2010) 
3 The MORPC transportation planning area includes Delaware and Franklin Counties and portions of Fairfield 

and Licking Counties. The MORPC Complete Streets policy can be viewed online at 

http://www.morpc.org/completestreets.  

http://www.bikepeddocumentation.org/
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bikeped/policy_accom.htm
http://www.morpc.org/completestreets
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In September 2010, Orange Township in Delaware County also organized their own counting 

efforts independently from MORPC but in accordance with NBPD guidelines. MORPC 

applauds these efforts and hopes to see local communities continue to organize their own 

counting efforts in the future.  

Our intent is to maintain a comprehensive regional database of pedestrian and bicycle 

traffic counts that will be useful for analyzing existing conditions and forecasting future use 

of new infrastructure. Such a database complements the motor vehicle traffic counts that 

are currently available, and will be useful for many types of projects and studies. It will also 

help to serve the goals of Complete Streets policies. The MORPC Pedestrian and Bicycle 

Count Database can be downloaded as a single file from the MORPC website at the 

following link: http://www.morpc.org/trans/BikePedCountData_MORPC.xls.  

Highlights from the September 2010 counts include the following: 

 Of the 1,008 bicyclists counted at MORPC-coordinated locations in central Ohio where 

there is both a sidewalk and a shared street for vehicular travel, 52.8% were riding on 

the street and 47.2% on the sidewalk. This excludes locations on multi-use paths. 

 Of the 1,482 total bicyclists for which MORPC volunteers collected gender data, 25.4% 

were female and 74.6% were male. 

 Since 2005, some slight upward trends have been observed in bicycle traffic, while 

pedestrian traffic has remained at a fairly consistent level.  

 This was the first count conducted since sharrows (shared lane markings) were painted 

on North High Street in Columbus. The September 2010 counts on North High Street 

show higher volumes of bicycle traffic, and a higher percentage of bicyclists riding on 

sidewalks, than before the sharrows were painted. These results may be due in part to 

the beginning of classes at Ohio State University, which coincided with the count day. 

 As expected, the highest volumes of pedestrian traffic were generally observed in 

Downtown Columbus and around the Ohio State University campus. The highest volumes 

of bicycle traffic were observed near OSU, on and near multi-use paths, in the Short 

North neighborhood, and in Downtown Columbus. 

 One new location was added at the request of two volunteers: 3rd Avenue at Olentangy 

River Road in Columbus (#54). This is a key access point to the Olentangy Trail, and a 

comparatively high volume of bicycle traffic was observed there. 

 

  

http://www.morpc.org/trans/BikePedCountData_MORPC.xls
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Objective 
The primary objective of this counting effort was to document bicycle usage and 

infrastructure demand, as well as to gather data to help in determining the need for 

educational efforts. 

Methodology 
The MORPC count methodology is based on the NBPD methodology, which is based on input 

from the Institute of Transportation engineers (ITE) and transportation professionals and 

best practices nationwide. The core methodology is stated by the NBPD as follows: 

òThe basic assumptions of the methodology are that, in order to estimate 

existing and future bicycle and pedestrian demand and activity, agencies 

nationwide need to start conducting counts and surveys in a consistent 

manner similar to those being used by ITE and other groups for motor vehicle 

models.ó 

Count Location Criteria 
The count locations were chosen according to the criteria recommended by the NBPD: 

 Pedestrian and bicycle activity areas or corridors (downtowns, near schools, parks, 

etc.) 

 Representative locations in urban, suburban, and rural locations 

 Key corridors that can be used to gauge the impacts of future improvements 

 Locations where counts have been conducted historically 

 Locations where there are onȤgoing counts being conducted by other agencies 

through a variety of means, including video taping 

 Gaps and pinch points for bicyclists and pedestrians (potential improvement areas) 

 Locations where bicycle and pedestrian collision numbers are high 
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Count Locations 
 

The following locations were covered in September 2010: 

 

MORPC Locations4 

Loc. # Location 

1 Columbus; S Grant Ave. north of Town St, west side 

2 Columbus; S High St. south of Mound St., west side 

3 Columbus; W Broad St. west of Front St., south side 

4 Columbus; E State St. east of High St., south side 

5 Columbus; Mt. Vernon Ave. east of Cleveland Ave., north side 

6 Columbus; Nationwide Blvd, east of Front St., south side 

7 Columbus; N High St. south of Poplar Ave., west side 

8 Columbus; Park St. south of Lincoln St., west side 

9 Columbus; Cleveland Ave. north of 11th Ave., west side 

10 Columbus; N High St. north of 15th Ave., east side 

12 Columbus; N High St. north of Pacemont Rd, west side 

14 Worthington; N High St. north of New England Ave., west side 

18 Bexley; E Main St. west of Drexel Ave., north side 

26 Columbus; S 3rd St. north of Sycamore St., west side 

27 Columbus; S High St. north of Blenkner St., east side 

28 Columbus; W Broad St. east of Souder Ave., south side 

29 Columbus; W Broad St. east of Wheatland Ave., south side 

36 Columbus; Cleveland Ave. north of 23rd Ave., west side 

37 Grandview Heights; Grandview Ave. north of Haines Ave., west side 

38 Columbus; Neil Ave. north of 10th Ave., west side 

40 Columbus; Neil Ave. north of Lane Ave., east side 

47 Columbus; Olentangy Trail Bridge north of OSU Wetlands 

52 Columbus; Scioto Trail at North Bank Park 

53 Columbus; Olentangy Trail at Antrim Park 

54 Columbus; W 3rd Ave. west of Olentangy River Rd., north side 

 

Orange Township 

Loc. # Location 

401 S Old State Rd. at E Orange Rd. 

402 Gooding Blvd. trail in North Orange Park 

403 Lewis Center Rd. at Bale Kenyon Rd. 

 

  

                                                 
4 Location numbers are assigned by MORPC and do not represent any kind of priority. 
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Map 1: Count Locations 
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September 2010 Count Data 
 

September 22, 2010, 7:00 ð 9:00 a.m. (Weather: Clear) 

 

Loc. # Location Pedestrians 

Bicyclists 
Mobility 

Aid 
Other In the Street On the Sidewalk On Multi-Use Path 

Total 
Female Male Female Male Female Male 

1  Columbus; S. Grant Ave, N of Town St, West side 183 1 3 1 1   6 1 0 

2  Columbus; S. High St, S of Mound St, West side 454 2 9 0 7   18 0 0 

3  Columbus; W. Broad St, W of Front St, South side 388 0 3 1 13   17 0 0 

4  Columbus; E. State St, E of High St, South side 392 2 2 0 0   4 0 1 

5  Columbus; Mt. Vernon Ave, E of Cleveland Ave, North side 317 0 1 1 7   9 0 0 

6  Columbus; Nationwide Blvd, E of Front St, South side 159 6 16 2 1   25 1 1 

7  Columbus; N. High St, S of Poplar Ave, West side 59 7 46 3 4   60 0 0 

8  Columbus; Park St, S of Lincoln St, West side 66 8 24 0 1   33 0 0 

9  Columbus; Cleveland Ave, N of 11th Ave, West side 52 0 1 0 0   1 2 1 

10  Columbus; N. High St, N of 15th Ave, East side 434 2 10 13 19   44 1 0 

12  Columbus; N. High St, N of Pacemont Rd, West side 40 9 14 0 4   27 1 0 

14  Worthington; N. High St, N of New England Ave, West side 32 1 1 1 0   3 0 0 

18  Bexley; E. Main St, W of Drexel Ave, North side 26 0 3 3 6   12 2 0 

28  Columbus; W. Broad St, E of Souder Ave, South side 41 0 3 0 2   5 1 0 

37  Grandview Heights; Grandview Ave, N of Haines Ave, West side 25 1 0 0 0   1 1 0 

38  Columbus; Neil Ave, N of 10th Ave, West side 594 8 17 24 42   91 0 1 

40  Columbus; Neil Ave, N of Lane Ave, East side 302 4 3 15 22   44 0 1 

47  Columbus; Olentangy Trail Bridge north of OSU Wetlands 84     44 136 180 0 0 

52  Scioto Trail @ North Bank Park 34     5 27 32 0 0 

53  Olentangy Trail @ Antrim Park 35     13 56 69 1 2 

54  3rd Ave. west of Olentangy River Rd., North side 3 9 50 0 0   59 0 0 
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September 22, 2010, 11:00 a.m. ð 1:00 p.m. (Weather: Clear) 

 

Loc. # Location Pedestrians 

Bicyclists 
Mobility 

Aid 
Other In the Street On the Sidewalk On Multi-Use Path 

Total 
Female Male Female Male Female Male 

1  Columbus; S. Grant Ave, N of Town St, West side 190 0 3 1 3   7 1 0 

2  Columbus; S. High St, S of Mound St, West side 903 1 28 1 14   44 0 0 

3  Columbus; W. Broad St, W of Front St, South side 271 0 6 0 15   21 3 0 

4  Columbus; E. State St, E of High St, South side 860 0 3 2 6   11 3 0 

5  Columbus; Mt. Vernon Ave, E of Cleveland Ave, North side 674 5 8 3 8   24 0 0 

6  Columbus; Nationwide Blvd, E of Front St, South side 353 1 5 1 5   12 0 0 

7  Columbus; N. High St, S of Poplar Ave, West side 188 7 16 0 2   25 0 0 

8  Columbus; Park St, S of Lincoln St, West side 183 8 13 0 3   24 2 0 

10  Columbus; N. High St, N of 15th Ave, East side 2294 5 15 14 35   69 1 0 

12  Columbus; N. High St, N of Pacemont Rd, West side 70 2 17 2 3   24 0 3 

14  Worthington; N. High St, N of New England Ave, West side 166 0 0 0 3   3 5 0 

18  Bexley; E. Main St, W of Drexel Ave, North side 149 0 1 3 2   6 2 0 

26  Columbus; S. 3rd St, N of Sycamore St, West side 105 3 8 0 1   12 3 0 

27  Columbus; S. High St, N of Blenkner St, East side 798 0 5 2 9   16 6 0 

29  Columbus; W. Broad St, E of Wheatland Ave, South side 75 1 0 1 1   3 1 0 

36  Columbus; Cleveland Ave, N of 23rd Ave, West side 33 0 0 1 5   6 1 0 

37  Grandview Heights; Grandview Ave, N of Haines Ave, West side 151 1 5 0 0   6 6 0 

38  Columbus; Neil Ave, N of 10th Ave, West side 875 11 46 32 49   138 2 3 

40  Columbus; Neil Ave, N of Lane Ave, East side 446 6 22 12 43   83 0 0 

47  Columbus; Olentangy Trail Bridge north of OSU Wetlands 65     32 76 108 6 0 

52  Scioto Trail @ North Bank Park 192       18 0 0 

53  Olentangy Trail @ Antrim Park 29     29 56 85 3 0 

54  3rd Ave. west of Olentangy River Rd., North side 3 3 11 0 1   15 0 0 
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September 30, 2010, 7:00 ð 9:00 a.m. (Weather: Mostly Clear) 

 

Loc. # Location Pedestrians 

Bicyclists 
Mobility 

Aid 
Other In the Street On the Sidewalk On Multi-Use Path 

Total 
Female Male Female Male Female Male 

401  Orange Twp; S Old State Rd. at E Orange Rd. 12 0 0   0 0 0 0 0 

402  Orange Twp; Gooding Blvd. trail in North Orange Park 11 0 0   0 0 0 0 0 

403  Orange Twp; Lewis Center Rd. at Bale Kenyon Rd. 0 0 3     3 0 0 

 

September 30, 2010, 12:00 ð 2:00 p.m. (Weather: Clear) 

 

Loc. # Location Pedestrians 

Bicyclists 
Mobility 

Aid 
Other In the Street On the Sidewalk On Multi-Use Path 

Total 
Female Male Female Male Female Male 

401  Orange Twp; S Old State Rd. at E Orange Rd. 7 0 0   0 0 0 1 0 

402  Orange Twp; Gooding Blvd. trail in North Orange Park 8 0 0   0 1 1 0 0 

403  Orange Twp; Lewis Center Rd. at Bale Kenyon Rd. 0 0 2     2 0 0 

 

September 30, 2010, 4:00 ð 6:00 p.m. (Weather: Clear) 

 

Loc. # Location Pedestrians 

Bicyclists 
Mobility 

Aid 
Other In the Street On the Sidewalk On Multi-Use Path 

Total 
Female Male Female Male Female Male 

401  Orange Twp; S Old State Rd. at E Orange Rd. 17 0 0   2 6 8 0 0 

402  Orange Twp; Gooding Blvd. trail in North Orange Park 6 0 0   1 0 1 2 0 

403  Orange Twp; Lewis Center Rd. at Bale Kenyon Rd. 0 0 3     3 0 0 
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Data Analysis 

Bicyclists on Streets vs. Sidewalks 
 

 
 

Sidewalks are generally not designed for the speeds at which adult bicyclists travel. Visual 

obstructions such as parked cars, buildings, fences, trees, and shrubs can block motoristsõ 

view of bicyclists on sidewalks, causing conflicts at intersections.5 Due to intersection 

conflicts, adults riding bicycles on sidewalks have a statistically higher risk of collisions with 

motor vehicles than those riding on the street.6 In addition, bicyclists on sidewalks risk 

colliding with pedestrians and various fixed objects such as light poles. Many jurisdictions 

only allow young children to ride on sidewalks. However, many roadways do not provide 

sufficient on-street accommodations for bicyclists.  

 

This year, of the 1,008 bicyclists counted at MORPC-coordinated locations in central Ohio 

where there is both a sidewalk and a street, 47.2% were riding on the sidewalk and 52.8% 

on the street. This excludes locations on multi-use paths. Although bicyclistsõ ages were not 

recorded, it is believed that most bicyclists counted were adults, especially since the main 

counting events took place during school hours. 

 

Gender of Bicyclists 
 

Of the 1,482 total bicyclists for whom MORPC volunteers collected gender data, 25.4% were 

female and 74.6% were male. To the extent that national data are available, this figure is 

close to recent national trend in terms of trips to work; according to U.S. Census American 

Community Survey data, 23% of people who commute to work by bicycle in the U.S. are 

                                                 
5 City of Madison, WI. òBicycling on Sidewalks.ó  

http://www.cityofmadison.com/trafficEngineering/documents/SidewalkBicycling.pdf (last accessed July 19, 

2010). 
6 Wachtel, Alan, and Diana Lewiston. òRisk Factors for Bicycle-Motor Vehicle Collisions at Intersections.ó 

http://www.bicyclinglife.com/Library/riskfactors.htm (last accessed June 15, 2010). 

52.8%47.2%

Street and Sidewalk Bicyclists
MORPC September 2010 counts

Street

Sidewalk

http://www.cityofmadison.com/trafficEngineering/documents/SidewalkBicycling.pdf
http://www.bicyclinglife.com/Library/riskfactors.htm
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female, and 77% are male.7 In Ohio, 28% of bicycle commuters are female and 72% are 

male.8  

 

Looking at all trips (not just trips to work), the ratio is slightly different; according to the 

2001 National Household Travel Survey, bicycles were used for 0.5% of trips taken by 

females, and 1.2% of trips taken by males (making the bicycle mode share ratio 29.4% 

female and 70.6% male).9 

 

The gender gap in bicycling has recently been the subject of increased interest. In June 

2010, the Association of Bicycle and Pedestrian Professionals (APBP) released results from 

a (non-scientific) survey of womenõs attitudes and concerns about bicycling, which received 

answers from over 13,000 participants.10 The survey found, among other things, that many 

women have safety concerns about distracted driving (78%), speed of vehicles (69%), and 

vehicles turning right in front of them (61%). 69% of participants indicated that adding more 

bike lanes would encourage them to bike more, and 52% indicated that more multi-use 

paths would be helpful.11 

 

Many places have achieved a more balanced gender ratio among bicyclists, including the 

Netherlands (55% of bicyclists are women), Germany (49%),12 and the U.S. state of Rhode 

Island, where an estimated 44% of people who bike to work are women.13 

 

 
 

  

                                                 
7 Alliance for Biking and Walking. òBicycling and Walking in the United States: 2010 Benchmarking Report,ó p. 

40. Available for download at: 

http://www.peoplepoweredmovement.org/site/index.php/site/benchmarkingdownload/. 
8 Ibid. 
9 Pucher, John, and John L. Renne (2003). òSocioeconomics of Urban Travel: Evidence from the 2001 NHTS.ó 

Transportation Quarterly, Vol. 57, No. 3, Summer 2003 (49ð77), p. 69. 

http://nhts.ornl.gov/2001/articles/socioeconomicsOfUrbanTravel.pdf (retrieved June 15, 2010). 
10 APBP news release: òOver 13,000 Women Respond to APBP Survey on Women & Cycling.ó June 5, 2010. 

http://www.apbp.org/resource/resmgr/downloads/apbp_5-28_pressrelease.pdf (retrieved June 18, 2010). 
11 Ibid. 
12 Pucher, John, Jan Garrard, and Stephen Graves. òCycling Down Under: A Comparative Analysis of Bicycling 

Trends and Policies in Sydney and Melbourne.ó Journal of Transport Geography, Vol. 18, 2010, in press. 
13 Alliance for Biking and Walking benchmarking report. 

25.4%

74.6%

Gender of Bicyclists
MORPC September 2010 counts

Female

Male

http://www.peoplepoweredmovement.org/site/index.php/site/benchmarkingdownload/
http://nhts.ornl.gov/2001/articles/socioeconomicsOfUrbanTravel.pdf
http://www.apbp.org/resource/resmgr/downloads/apbp_5-28_pressrelease.pdf
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Map 2: Gender of Bicyclists by Location 
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Map 3: Bicyclists on Streets vs. Sidewalks by Location 
The map below shows the proportions of bicyclists who were counted riding on the sidewalk 

or the street. Multi-use path locations, and locations with no sidewalk, are excluded. 
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Trends Over the Years 
 

Several of the MORPC bicycle and pedestrian count locations have now been tracked for 

four to six years. Collection of data is dependent on the availability of volunteers, and not all 

locations have been counted consistently. However, consistent data are now available for 

enough locations that trends can be examined to some degree. The following charts show 

combined bicycle and pedestrian traffic at locations for which data has been consistently 

collected for 4 years or more.  

 

Anecdotally, there has been an increase in bicycle traffic in central Ohio. At the same time, 

new bicycle infrastructure has been built during the last 5 years, and several municipalities 

and organizations have devoted considerable efforts to promoting bicycling as a means of 

transportation in the region. The following charts show some upward trends (particularly for 

weekday mornings in May from 2005 to 2008 and for weekday mornings in September from 

2006 to 2010). However, it is difficult to reach any definite conclusion, in part because 

bicycle traffic is greatly affected by weather conditions (see the chart on p. 21). 

Bicyclists 
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Pedestrians 
 

Pedestrian traffic volumes have remained relatively stable over the years. It is difficult to 

identify any definite trends. 
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Effect of High Street Sharrows on Bicycle Traffic 
 

In June 2010, the City of Columbus added 

shared lane markings (òsharrowsó) along 

North High Street from Nationwide Blvd. 

north to Morse Rd. Sharrows have been 

shown to improve bicyclist safety by reducing 

the number of wrong-way bicyclists in the 

street, reducing the number of bicyclists on 

the sidewalk, and increasing the passing 

distance maintained by motor vehicle drivers 

when passing bicyclists.14 Also, some cities 

(for example, Toronto, Canada15 and 

Eastchester, NY16) have painted sharrows on 

their roads with the stated goal of 

encouraging bicycling and increasing bicycle 

traffic. 

 

Three count locations are on the part of High 

Street where sharrows were installed: #7 

(High at Poplar), #10 (High at 15th), and #12 

(High at Pacemont). At these locations, bicycle traffic was found to have increased after the 

sharrows were installed. However, the percentage of bicyclists riding on the sidewalk had 

also increased. The numbers may be influenced by the fact that September 22, 2010 was 

the first day of fall quarter classes at Ohio State University. Previous September counts from 

2005 to 2009 had taken place earlier in September, during the break between quarters at 

OSU. The beginning of the new academic year may be associated not only with larger 

volumes of bicycle traffic, but also with larger volumes than normal of novice bicyclists, who 

are more likely to ride on sidewalks. Therefore it should not be inferred that the sharrows 

have encouraged sidewalk riding rather than discouraged it. 

 

  

                                                 
14 Alta Planning and Design (2004). òSan Francisco's Shared Lane Pavement Markings: Improving Bicycle 

Safety.ó 

http://www.sfmta.com/cms/uploadedfiles/dpt /bike/Bike_Plan/Shared%20Lane%20Marking%20Full%20Rep

ort-052404.pdf  (last accessed Dec. 7, 2010). 
15 City of Toronto. òSharrows: Frequently Asked Questionsó 

http://www.toronto.ca/cycling/network/sharrow_faq.htm (last accessed Dec. 7, 2010). 
16 The Town Report (July 8, 2010). òEastchester puts down first ôsharrows.õó 

http://www.mytownreport.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=928:eastchester-puts-down-

first-sharrows&catid=34:news&Itemid=53 (last accessed Dec. 7, 2010). 

http://www.sfmta.com/cms/uploadedfiles/dpt/bike/Bike_Plan/Shared%20Lane%20Marking%20Full%20Report-052404.pdf
http://www.sfmta.com/cms/uploadedfiles/dpt/bike/Bike_Plan/Shared%20Lane%20Marking%20Full%20Report-052404.pdf
http://www.toronto.ca/cycling/network/sharrow_faq.htm
http://www.mytownreport.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=928:eastchester-puts-down-first-sharrows&catid=34:news&Itemid=53
http://www.mytownreport.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=928:eastchester-puts-down-first-sharrows&catid=34:news&Itemid=53


MORPC Pedestrian and Bicycle Count Report ð September 2010 

18 

Effect on Bicycle Traffic Volumes 

Before the sharrows were installed, the average number of bicyclists observed at locations 

7, 10, and 12 during all 2-hour counts from May 2005 to May 2010 (restricted to the time 

periods of 7:00 ð 9:00 a.m. and 11:00 a.m. ð 1:00 p.m.) was 18. The same figure for the 

September 2010 counts was 42. This represents a 127% increase, although the caveats 

mentioned above with regard to OSU traffic should be noted when considering this number. 

 
 

Effect on Sidewalk Riding 

In May 2010, MORPCõs counting program began collecting data on where bicyclists were 

riding (sidewalk or street). May 2010 is the only pre-sharrow count for which we have data 

on this parameter. In May 2010, 20% of bicyclists observed at locations 7, 10, and 12 were 

riding on sidewalks, and in September 2010, 40% were on sidewalks. As mentioned above, 

novice bicyclists in the university population may have influenced these numbers. The 

proportion of sidewalk bicyclists was especially high at location 10, which is adjacent to the 

OSU campus. 
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History of Locations Covered 
 

The chart below shows which locations were covered on which count dates since the program began in 2005, with òXó indicating 

covered locations. 
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1: Columbus; S. Grant Ave, N 

of Town St, West side X X X X X X   X X X X X X     X X X X X X X X 

2: Columbus; S. High St, S of 

Mound St, West side X X X X   X X X X X X X X X   X X X X X X X X 

3: Columbus; W. Broad St, W 

of Front St, South side X X X     X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 

4: Columbus; E. State St, E of 

High St, South side X X X X X X X   X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 

5: Columbus; Mt. Vernon Ave, 

E of Cleveland Ave, North side   X X     X             X     X X X   X X X X 

6: Columbus; Nationwide Blvd, 

E of Front St, South side   X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 

7: Columbus; N. High St, S of 

Poplar Ave, West side X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 

8: Columbus; Park St, S of 

Lincoln St, West side X X X X X X     X     X X X X     X X X   X X 

9: Columbus; Cleveland Ave, N 

of 11th Ave, West side X X X X     X                 X X X X X X X  

10: Columbus; N. High St, N of 

15th Ave, East side X X X X X X X     X X X X X   X X X X X X X X 

12: Columbus; N. High St, N of 

Pacemont Rd, West side X X X X X X X X X X   X X X   X X X X X X X X 

14: Worthington; N. High St, N 

of New England Ave, West side X X     X X X   X X X   X X X X X X X X X X X 

18: Bexley; E. Main St, W of 

Drexel Ave, North side   X   X X X X     X X X X     X X X X X X X X 
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26: Columbus; S. 3rd St, N of 

Sycamore St, West side X X X X X X X         X X     X X X X X X  X 

27: Columbus; S. High St, N of 

Blenkner St, East side X X X X   X X         X X X X X X X X X X  X 

28: Columbus; W. Broad St, E 

of Souder Ave, South side   X       X X                 X X X X X   X  

29: Columbus; W. Broad St, E 

of Wheatland Ave, South side   X X X   X X                 X X X X X X  X 

35: Columbus; Cleveland Ave, 

N of Innis Ave, East side                                       X     

36: Columbus; Cleveland Ave, 

N of 23rd Ave, West side X X         X                 X X X X X X  X 

37: Grandview Heights; 

Grandview Ave, N of Haines 

Ave, West side X X X X X X X X X X   X X     X X X X X X X X 

38: Columbus; Neil Ave, N of 

10th Ave, West side X X   X     X   X X   X X X X X X X X X X X X 

40: Columbus; Neil Ave, N of 

Lane Ave, East side X X X X X X X   X X X X X     X X X X X X X X 

47: Columbus; Olentangy Trail 

Bridge north of OSU Wetlands X X X X X X X X   X X X X X X X X X X X X X X 

52: Columbus; Scioto Trail at 

North Bank Park (new 2010)                    X X X X 

53: Columbus; Olentangy Trail 

at Antrim Park (new 2010)                    X X X X 

54: Columbus; W 3rd Ave. 

west of Olentangy River Rd., 

north side (new 2010)                      X X 
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Weather on Count Days 
 

Weather conditions can also have a strong influence on levels of pedestrian and bicycle 

traffic. The following chart shows weather conditions during counts conducted in the MORPC 

area. 

 

Count date Weather 

2005, May 10, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.  Cloudy, some rain 

2005, July 6, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.  Partly cloudy 

2005, Sept. 13, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.  Clear 

2006, Sept. 13, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.  Light rain & fog 

2006, Sept. 13, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m. Light rain 

2007, May 9, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.  Clear 

2007, May 9, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m. Clear 

2007, July 5, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.  Cloudy 

2007, July 5, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m. Light rain 

2007, Sept. 13, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.  Clear 

2007, Sept. 13, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m. Clear 

2008, May 7, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.  Partly cloudy 

2008, May 7, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m. Partly cloudy 

2008, Sept. 10, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.  Clear 

2008, Sept. 10, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m. Clear 

2009, May 13, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.  Partly cloudy 

2009, May 13, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m. Mostly cloudy, some light rain 

2009, Sept. 9, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.  Clear 

2009, Sept. 9, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m. Clear 

2010, May 12, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.  Cloudy 

2010, May 12, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m. Rain 

2010, May 12, 5:00 - 7:00 p.m.*  Rain 

2010, May 13, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.*  Light rain 

2010, May 13, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m.*  Cloudy 

2010, May 13, 5:00 - 7:00 p.m.*  Partly cloudy 

2010, May 15, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.*  Clear 

2010, May 15, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m.*  Clear 

2010, May 15, 5:00 - 7:00 p.m.*  Clear 

2010, Sept. 22, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m. Clear 

2010, Sept. 22, 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m. Clear 

2010, Sept. 30, 7-9am, 11am-1pm, and 4-6pm*  Clear 

* Counts organized by local municipalities, not by MORPC 
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Potential Uses of Data 
 

Data on both pedestrian and bicycle traffic can be used in many areas. Broadly speaking, 

the potential uses relate to the ò5 Eõsó: Education, Enforcement, Engineering, 

Encouragement, and Evaluation. Data can be used to show the need for improved education 

and enforcement; to show that changes need to be made to the built environment to 

improve bicycle and pedestrian use at a given location; to support and justify efforts that 

encourage more people to walk and bike; and to evaluate projects (for example, a project 

involving a new bike lane could be evaluated by comparing bicycle counts before and after 

its construction). 

 

More specifically, data from pedestrian counts can be used for many purposes: 

 Estimating current and future levels of traffic.  

 Determining the need for pedestrian infrastructure, such as new or improved sidewalks, , 

signs, and crosswalks.  

 Determining the need to adjust signal timing at signalized crosswalks. 

 

The following are some potential uses for data regarding bicycle traffic, with details such as 

gender and street/sidewalk use: 

 Justifying the need for expanded educational and public awareness programs, for both 

bicyclists and motorists. Such educational programs could include topics such as the 

rules of the road, safety, and road sharing. 

 Demonstrating the need for improved infrastructure, such as bike lanes, multi-use paths, 

and sharrows. 

 Help to justify more experimental infrastructure projects, such as bike boxes, bike 

boulevards, and cycle tracks. 

 Supporting and justifying changes to municipal and state laws (e.g. street/sidewalk use). 

 Supporting programs to encourage more women to bike. This can be helpful for 

improving transportation equity and transportation demand management. 

 

The MORPC pedestrian and bicycle count web page is located at this address: 

http://www.morpc.org/transportation/bicycle_pedestrian/project.asp. All count data is 

available for download on this page. The page will be updated as new data collection efforts 

take place. 

 

  

http://www.morpc.org/transportation/bicycle_pedestrian/project.asp


MORPC Pedestrian and Bicycle Count Report ð September 2010 

23 

Appendix 1: Sample Count Form 
 

 
  




