Pedestrian and Bicycle Planning Course
Sample Reading List

READING LIST
The readings are organized by order of importance in the “Required” section, though it is expected that students will attempt to read all required materials. In addition, we have provided “Optional” readings for students who wish to advance their knowledge independently. Finally, we have a listing of “Resources” that we consider critical for any emerging professional to be aware of.

NOTE TO INSTRUCTORS: THESE READINGS FOLLOW THE STRUCTURE OF COURSES PROVIDED IN THE SAMPLE SYLLABUS.

1 – Course and Assignment Overview, Student Survey

No readings required.

2 – Introduction to Pedestrian and Bicycle Planning
Required:
· Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center (2010). National Bicycling and Walking Study: 15 Year Status Report. Federal Highway Administration, Washington, DC. http://katana.hsrc.unc.edu/cms/downloads/15-year_report.pdf
· Bicycling and Walking in the United States 2010 Benchmarking Report. http://peoplepoweredmovement.org/site/images/uploads/2010%20Benchmarking%20FINAL%201.25.09-Web.pdf  (Executive Summary Only: Pages 8-19)

· National Survey of Bicyclist and Pedestrian Attitudes and Behavior. http://www.nhtsa.gov/DOT/NHTSA/Traffic%20Injury%20Control/Articles/Associated%20Files/810971.pdf. (Skim all)

Optional:
· HUD-EPA_DOT Partnership agreement. http://www.epa.gov/dced/pdf/dot-hud-epa-partnership-agreement.pdf.National Pedestrian Crash Report. http://www-nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov/Pubs/810968.PDF.

· Bicycle Commuting Trends, 2000-2008. http://www.bikeleague.org/resources/reports/pdfs/acs_commuting_trends.pdf.
· Americans’ Attitudes Toward Walking and Creating Better Walking Communities. http://www.transact.org/library/reports_pdfs/pedpoll.pdf
Resources:

· NHTSA Traffic Safety Fact Sheets
· Partnership for Sustainable Communities: http://www.epa.gov/dced/partnership/
Class Activity – Summarize Health, Social Equity, Environment, and Economic Development Issues 
See assignment for required readings per group.
3 – Pedestrian Design and Human Behaviors 

Required:

· Zegeer, C., Sandt, L., Scully, M., Ronkin, M., Cynecki, M., &Lagerwey, P. (2008). Chapter 5. How to develop a pedestrian safety action plan. Chapel Hill, NC: Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center.

Optional:

· Duncan, M. J., Spence, J. C. and Mummery, W. K. (2005). Perceived environment and physical activity: A meta-analysis of selected environmental characteristics. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity,2(9)

· Fitzpatrick, K., S. Turner, et al. (2006). Improving pedestrian safety at unsignalized crossings. Transit Cooperative Research Program Report 112, National Cooperative Highway Research Program Report 562. Washington, D.C.: Transportation Research Board. 
· Saelens, B., & Handy, S. (2008). Built environment correlates of walking: A review. Medicine & Science in Sports & Exercise, 40, 550-566.
· Zegeer, C. V., Stewart, J. R., Huang, H. H., Lagerwey, P. A., Feaganes, J., & Campbell, B. J. (2005). Safety effects of marked versus unmarked crosswalks at uncontrolled locations: Final report and recommended guidelines. Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration. 

Resources:

· (2004). Guide for the planning, design, and operation of pedestrian facilities. Washington, D.C.: American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials.
· AASHTO guide for the planning, design, and operation of pedestrian facilities, 1st Edition (2004). Washington, DC: American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials. 
· Accessible Public Rights of Way: Planning and Designing for Alterations (2007): http://www.acccess-board.gov/prowac/alterations/guide.htm

· Harkey, D. L, & Charles Z. V. (2004). PEDSAFE: Pedestrian safety guide and countermeasure selection system (Chapter 5). Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration. 

· Kirshbaum, J. B., Axelson, P. W., Longmuir, P. E., Mispagel, K. M., Stein, J. A., &Yamada, D. A. (2001). Designing sidewalks and trails for access part II of II: Best practices guide. Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration.
· Manual on uniform traffic control devices. (2009). Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration
· US. Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance Board. (2002). Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines. 

· US. Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance Board. (1999). Accessible Rights-of-Way: A Design Guide.

Class Activity – Wheelchair Lab

No readings required.

4 – Bike Design 
Required:

· Dill, J., & Carr, T. (2003) Bicycle commuting and facilities in major U.S. cities: If you build them, commuters will use them. Transportation Research Record, 1828, 116-123.

· Moudon, A. V., Lee, C., Cheadle, A. D., Collier, C. W., Johnson, D., Schmid, T. L. & Weather, R. D. (2005). Cycling and the built environment, a US perspective. Transportation Research Part D-Transport and Environment, 10(3), 245-261.

· Wardman, M., Tight, M., & Page, M. (2007). Factors influencing the propensity to cycle to work. Transportation Research Part A: Policy and Practice, 41(4), 339-350.

Optional:

· Center for Education and Research in Safety. (2002). Report on human factors comparison on perceived meaning of three alternative shared use symbols. Prepared for the City of San Francisco.

· Dill, J. (2009) Bicycling for Transportation and Health: The Role of Infrastructure, Journal of Public Health Policy, 30 (SI): 95-110.

· Evenson, et al. (Under review). Involving the Parks and Recreation Perspective into Pedestrian Planning. Journal of Parks and Recreation Management, 16 pages.  

· Garrard, J., Rose, G. & Lo, S. K. (2008). Promoting transportation cycling for women: The role of bicycle infrastructure. Preventive Medicine, 46(1), 55-59.

· Harkey, D. (1999). Bicycle lanes versus wide curb lanes: Operational and safety findings and countermeasure recommendations. Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration.

Resources:

· AASHTO guide for the development of bicycle facilities, 3rd edition (1999). Washington, DC: American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials.

· AASHTO guide for the planning, design, and operation of pedestrian facilities, 1st Edition (2004). Washington, DC: American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials. 
· APBP (2010). Bicycle parking guidelines.
· Manual on uniform traffic control devices. (2009). Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration
· Patten, R. S., Schneider, R. J., Toole, J. L., Hummer, J.E., & Rouphail, N. M. (2006). Shared-use path level of service calculator--A user's guide. Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration.
· Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center (2002). Bike lane design guide. 

5 – Site Design and Review 
Required:

· Canadian Institute of Transportation Engineers. (2004). Promoting Sustainable Transportation through Site Design. ONLY READ CHAPTERS 1 & 2
6 – Anatomy of a Pedestrian/Bike Master Plan 
Required:

· Florida Department of Transportation. Florida Pedestrian Facilities Planning and Design Handbook. READ CHAPTERS 2 & 3
· Lagerwey, P. (2008). Creating a road map for producing and implementing a bicycle master plan. Prepared for the National Center for Bicycling and Walking.
Optional:

· Berke, P. R. (2006). What makes a good plan? In Urban land use planning, fifth edition (pp. 59-83). Champaign, IL: University of Illinois Press.
· Example Pedestrian and Bicycle Plans – Please see the Assignment #3 folder for links to pedestrian and bicycle plans. 
· Zegeer, C., Sandt, L., Scully, M., Ronkin, M., Cynecki, M., & Lagerwey, P. (2008). How to develop a pedestrian safety action plan. Chapel Hill, NC: Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center.
Resources:

· Burden, D. (2002). Street design guidelines for healthy neighborhoods. 

7 – Evaluating Pedestrian Master Plans 
Required:

· Norton, R. K. (2008). Using content analysis to evaluate local master plans and zoning codes. Land Use Policy, 25, 432-454.
· Rietveld, P. & Daniel, V. (2004). Determinants of bicycle use: do municipal policies matter? Transportation Research Part A, 38, 531-550.
· Rodriguez, D. A., Evenson, K. R., Aytur, S., & Salvesen, D. (2008). Elements of a high quality pedestrian plan, unpublished mimeo, Carolina Transportation Program and North Carolina Physical Activity Policy Research Center, Chapel Hill, 1-11.

Optional:

· Evenson, K. R., Satinksy, S., Rodriguez, D., & Aytur, S. (2010). Explorinig a public health perspective on pedestrian planning. Health Promotion Practice, 1-26.
· Evenson, K. R., Aytur, S. A., Rodriguez, D. A., & Salvesen, D. (2009). Involvement of park and recreation professionals in pedestrian plans. Journal of Park and Recreation Administration, 27(3), 132-142.
· Jones, D. K., Evenson, K. R., Rodriguez, D. A., & Aytur, S. A. (2010). Addressing pedestrian safety: a content analysis of pedestrian master plans in North Carolina. Traffic Injury Prevention, 11(1), 57-65. 
Class Activity – Present Critique of Ped and Bike Plans 

No readings required.

8 – Land Use, Connectivity, and Urban Design 
Required:

· Dumbaugh, E. (2005). Safe streets, livable streets. Journal of the American Planning Association, 71(3), 283-298.

· Frank, L., Kavage, S., &Litman, T. Promoting public health through smart growth. Vancouver, BC: SmartGrowthBC.

· McConville, M.E., et al. (2011) Disaggregate Land Uses and Walking. American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 40(1), 25-32.
Optional:

· Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. (1996). Neighborhood safety and the prevalence of physical inactivity-selected states. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report, 48(7), 143-146.

· City of Vancouver, B.C. (2008). EcoDensity Charter

· Ewing R, Cervero R. (2010) Travel and the built environment: A meta-analysis. Journal of the American Planning Association, 76(3), 265-294.
· Loukaitou-Sideris, A. (2006). Is it safe to walk? Neighborhood safety and security considerations and their effects on walking. Journal of Planning Literature, 20(3), 219-232.

· Schlossberg, M., Greene, J., Phillips, P., Johnson, B., & Parker, B. (2006). School trips: effects of urban from and distance on travel mode. Journal of the American Planning Association, 72(3), 337-346.

· US Environmental Protection Agency. (1996). Parking Spaces / Community Places: Finding the Balance through Smart Growth Solutions
· US Environmental Protection Agency. (2003). Travel and Environmental Implications of School Siting
· Vernez-Moudon, A., Cail, M., Pergakes, N., Forsyth, C., & Lillard, L. (2003). Strategies and tools to implement transportation-efficient development: A reference manual. Phase 2 of integrating land use and transportation investment decision making.  Seattle, Washington: Washington State Transportation Center. 

9 – Safety Evaluation – Audits and Crash Data Analysis 
Required:

· Clifton, K. J., Livi, A. D., & Rodriguez, D. A. (2007). Development and testing of an audit for the pedestrian environment. Landscape Architecture & Urban Planning, 80(1-2), 95-110.

· Jensen, S. U., Rosenkilde, C., & Jensen, N. Road safety and perceived risk of cycle facilities in Copenhagen.

· Schneider, R. J., Khattak, A. J., & Zegeer, C. V. (2001). Method of improving pedestrian safety proactively with Geographic Information Systems. Transportation Research Record, 1773, 97-107.
· Wachtel, A., &Lewiston, D. (1994). Risk factors for bicycle-motor vehicle collisions at intersections. ITE Journal, 64(9), 30-35. Available:  http://www.bicyclinglife.com/Library/Accident-Study.pdf
· Zegeer, C. V., & Sandt, L. S. (2006). Analyzing information and prioritizing concerns. In How to develop a pedestrian safety action plan (38-53). Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration.

Optional:

· Cho, G., Rodriguez, D. A., &Khattak A. J. In Press. The role of the built environment in explaining relationships between perceived and actual pedestrian safety. Accident Analysis & Prevention, 24 pages.

· Clifton, K., Livi, A., & Rodriguez, D. A. (2007). Development and testing of an audit for the pedestrian environment. Landscape Architecture & Urban Planning, 80(1-2), 95-110.
· Elvik, R. (2001). Area-wide urban traffic calming schemes: A meta-analysis of safety effects. Accident Analysis and Prevention, 33(3): 327-336.

· Leden, L. (2002). Pedestrian risk decrease with pedestrian flow. A case study based on data from signalized intersections in Hamilton, Ontario. Accident Analysis & Prevention, 34(4), 457-464.

· Mitman, M. F., & Ragland D. R. (2007). What they don’t know can kill them: More evidence on why pedestrian and driver knowledge of the vehicle code should not be assumed. TRB 2007 Annual Meeting CD-ROM. Washington: TRB Annual Meeting, January 2007.

· Schneider, R. J., Khattak, A. J., & Zegeer, C. V. (2001). Method of improving pedestrian safety proactively with Geographic Information Systems. Transportation Research Record, 1773, 97-107.

· Stutts, J. C., & Hunter, W. W. (1999). Injury to pedestrians and bicyclists: An analysis based on hospital emergency department data. McLean, VA: Federal Highway Administration. Available at (html only) http://www.tfhrc.gov/safety/pedbike/research/99078/99-078.htm
· Wegman, F. (2007). Road traffic in the Netherlands: Relatively safe but not safe enough! In Improving traffic safety culture in the United States: The journey forward (281-304). Washington, D.C.: AAA Foundation for Traffic Safety.  http://www.aaafoundation.org/pdf/SafetyCultureReport.pdf
Resources:

· AASHTO guide for the development of bicycle facilities, 3rd edition (1999). Washington, DC: American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials.

· AASHTO guide for the planning, design, and operation of pedestrian facilities, 1st Edition (2004). Washington, DC: American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials. 
· BikeSafe –Website -  http://www.bicyclinginfo.org/bikesafe/
Manual:http://www.bicyclinginfo.org/bikesafe/downloads.cfm
· Hunter, W. W., Stutts, J. C., Pein, W. E., & Cox, C. L. (1996). Pedestrian and bicycle crash types of the early 1990’s: Technical summary. Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration. Available at (html only): http://www.tfhrc.gov/safety/pedbike/research/srd95163.htm  

· Mitman, M., M. Ridgway, and T Chira-Chavala (2008). A Technical Guide for Conducting Pedestrian Safety Assessments for California Cities. University of California Berkeley Institute of Transportation Studies Technology Transfer program. 

· Nabors, D., Gibbs, M., Sandt, L., Rocchi, S., Wilson, E., & Lipinski, M. (2007). Pedestrian road safety audit guidelines and prompt lists. Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration.

· North Carolina Bicycle and Pedestrian Crashes – searchable database containing 9 years of all pedestrian and bicycle crashes statewide (may be queried by region, county, city, person characteristics, roadway characteristics, crash types, time of day, etc.).  Summary reports also available: http://www.pedbikeinfo.org/pbcat/
· PBCAT - The latest crash typing software PBCAT v. 2 free software and manual download available: http://www.walkinginfo.org/facts/pbcat/index.cfm
· PedSafe –Website http://www.walkinginfo.org/pedsafe/
Manual:  http://www.walkinginfo.org/pedsafe/pedsafe_downloads.cfm
· Raborn, J. C., Torbic, D.J., Gilmore, D.K., Thomas, L.J., et al. (2008). A Guide for Reducing Collisions Involving Bicycles. Guidance for Implementation of the AASHTO Strategic Highway safety plan. NCHRP Report 500: Volume 18. Washington, DC: Transportation Research Board

· Zegeer, C.V., Stutts, J., Huang, H., Cynecki, M.J., Van Houten, R., Alberson, B., Pfefer, R., Yaacov, Z., Neuman, T.R., Slack, K.L., Hardy, K.K.  (2004). Guidance for Implementation of the AASHTO Strategic Highway Safety Plan: A Guide for Reducing Collisions Involving Pedestrians. NCHRP Report 500: Volume 10. Washington, D.C.: Transportation Research Board.

10 – Connection with land use and transportation plans, TDM, Policies 
Required:

· Aytur, S. A., Rodriguez, D. A., Evenson, K. R., Catellier, D. J., & Rosamond, W. D. (2007). Promoting active community environments through land use and transportation planning. Health Promotion, 21(4), 397-407.
· Eyler, A. A. et al. (2008). Policies related to active transport to and from school: a multisite case study. Health Education Research, 23(6), 963-975.

· Librett, J. L., Yore, M. M., & Schmid, T. L. (2003). Local ordinances that promote physical activity: a survey or municipal policies. American Journal of Public Health, 93(9), 1399-1403.
· Rietveld, P. & Daniel, V. (2004). Determinants of bicycle use: do municipal policies matter? Transportation Research Part A, 38, 531-550.

Optional:

· Boarnet, M. G., Day, K. Anderson, C., McMillan, T., & Alfonzo, M. (2005). California’s Safe Routes to School program. Journal of the American Planning Association, 71(3), 301-317.

· Buehler, T. & Handy, S. (2008). Fifty years of bicycle policy in Davis, California. Transportation Research Record, 2074, 53-57.

· Watson, M. & Dannenberg, A. L. (2008). Investment in Safe Routes to School projects: public health benefits for the larger community. Preventing Chronic Disease, 5(3), 1-7. 

11 – Performance Measures
Required:

· Herbel, S., Meyer, M. D., Kleiner, B., & Gaines, D. (2009). A primer on safety performance measures for the transportation planning process. Washington,  DC: Federal Highway Administration.
· Sanders, R. L., Macdonald, E., Anderson, A., Ragland D. R., & Cooper, J. F. (2010). Performance measures for complete, green streets: initial findings for pedestrian safety along a California corridor. 89th Annual Meeting of the Transportation Research Board, 1-21.
· Walk Friendly Communities Community Assessment Tool. (2010). Chapel Hill, NC: Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center.
Optional:

· Ewing R, Cervero R. (2010) Travel and the built environment: A meta-analysis. Journal of the American Planning Association, 76(3), 265-294.

· Ewing, R., et al. (2006). Identifying and Measuring Urban Design Qualities Related to Walkabililty. The document can be found under the Land Use lecture.

· Methorst, R., Monterde-i-Bort, H., Risser, R., Sauter, D., Tight, M., & Walker, J. (2010). Pedestrians' quality needs. Final report of the COST project 358, Cheltenham: Walk21.

· Nesper, B. (2010). 2010 Bicycle Friendly America review. Washington, DC: League of American Bicyclists.

· Vernez-Moudon, A., Cail, M., Pergakes, N., Forsyth, C., & Lillard, L. (2003). Strategies and tools to implement transportation-efficient development: a reference manual. Phase 2 of integrating land use and transportation investment decision making. Olympia, WA: Washington State Department of Transportation. 

12 – Demand Estimation and Analysis 
Required:

· Barnes, G. & Krizek, K. (2005). Estimating bicycling demand. Transportation Research Record, 1939, 45-51.
· Cervero, R. (2006). Alternative approaches to modeling travel-demand impacts of smart growth. Journal of the American Planning Association, 72(3), 1-11. 

· Guidebook on methods to estimate non-motorized travel: overview of methods. Publication No. FHWA-RD-98-165. (1999). Washington, DC: Federal Highway Administration. 

· Porter, C., Suhrbier, J. & Schwartz, W. L. (1999). Forecasting bicycle and pedestrian travel: state of the practice and research needs. Transportation Research Record, 1674, 94-101.

Optional:

· Creating low-traffic developments: adjusting site-level vehicle trip generation using URBEMIS. (2005). San Francisco, CA: Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates.
· Turner, S., Shunk, G., & Hottenstein, A. (1998). Development of a methodology to estimate bicycle and pedestrian travel demand. Austin, TX: Texas Department of Transportation. 

13 – Facility Analysis Tools
Required:

· Landis, B. W., Vattikuti, V. R., & Brannick, M. T. (1997). Real-time human perceptions toward a bicycle level of service. Transportation Research Record, 1578, 119-126.
· Petritsch, T. A., Landis, B. W., McLeod, P. S., Huang, H. F., & Challa, S. (2004). Level of service model for signalized intersections for pedestrians. Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research Board, 1939, 55-62.

Optional:

· Chu, X. & Baltes, M. R. (2001). Pedestrian mid-block crossing difficulty. Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Transportation.
· Ewing, R., Handy, S., Brownson, R. C., Clemente, O., & Winston, E. (2006). Identifying and measuring urban design qualities related to walkability. Journal of Physical Activity and Health, 3(Suppl 1), S223-S240. 
· Sorton, A. & Walsh, T. (1994). Bicycle stress level as a tool to evaluate urban and suburban bicycle compatibility. Transportation Research Record, 1438, 17-24. 

Resources:

· Carter, D. L., Hunter, W. W., Zegeer, C. V., Stewart, J. R., & Huang, H. F. (2006). Pedestrian and bicycle intersection safety indices: Final report. Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration.

· Dowling, R. G., Reinke, D. B., Flannery, A., Ryus, P., Vandehey, M., Petritsch, T. A., et al. (2008). Multimodal level of service analysis for urban streets. NCHRP Report, 616.

· Florida Department of Transportation. (2002). Quality/Level of Service Handbook, http://www.dot.state.fl.us/planning/systems/sm/los/pdfs/QLOS2002.pdf. 

· Highway Capacity Manual (2000). Transportation Research Board, http://www.trb.org/news/blurb_detail.asp?id=1166.

· Hummer, J. E., Rouphail, N. M., Toole, J. L., Patten, R. S., Schneider, R. J., Green, J. S., et al. (2006). Evaluation of safety, design, and operations of shared-use paths. Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration.

· Zegeer, C. V., & Sandt, L. S. (2006). Analyzing information and prioritizing concerns. In How to develop a pedestrian safety action plan (38-53). Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration.


14 – Public participation, coalition building, and partner buy-in 

Required:

· 38 Neighborhood Plans. Choose 3 to read http://www.seattle.gov/neighborhoods/npi/plans.htm 
· Student Notebook for Discussion (word document): Students should print and review this document before class, and bring the document to class.

· Olson, J. Case Study #71: Neighborhood speed watch programs. Pedestrian Safety Guide and Countermeasure Selection System. Washington, DC: Federal Highway Administration.

· Zegeer, C., Sandt, L., Scully, M., Ronkin, M., Cynecki, M., &Lagerwey, P. (2008). Appendix A: How to create and run an effective pedestrian advisory board. How to develop a pedestrian safety action plan. Chapel Hill, NC: Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center.

Optional:

· Amstein, S. R. (1969). A ladder of citizen participation. Journal of the American Planning Association, 35(4), 216-224.
Resources:

· America Walks. (2008). America walks advocacy resources. Website: http://www.americawalks.org/advocates/ 

·  Federal Highway Administration. Citizen’s quick reference guide to transportation decision-making. Washington, DC. http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/citizen/
· Olken, R., Wilkinson, B., Burgess, B., & Moe, P. (1999). Guide to bicycle advocacy. Bikes Belong, Bicycle Federation of America: http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/docs/bbcguide.pdf 

· Portland State University; Center for Public Participation:  http://www.cpp.pdx.edu/ 

· Sandt, L., Schneider, R., Nabors, D., Thomas, L., Mitchell, C., & Eldridge R.J. (2008). A resident’s guide for creating safe and walkable communities.  Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration. 

15 – Funding (and development review), Implementation, and Institutionalization
Required:

· Wang, G., Macera, C. A., Scudder-Soucie, B., Schmid, T., Pratt, M. & Buchner, D. (2005). A cost-benefit analysis of physical activity using bike/pedestrian trails. Health Promotion Practice, 6(2), 174-179.

· Zegeer, C., Sandt, L., Scully, M., Ronkin, M., Cynecki, M., &Lagerwey, P. (2008). Providing funding. In How to develop a pedestrian safety action plan (117-124). Chapel Hill, NC: Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center.

Optional:

· Bicycling and walking in the United States: 2010 benchmarking report. (2010). Washington, DC: Alliance for Biking & Walking. 
Resources:

· Wang, G., Macera, C. A., Scudder-Soucie, B., Schmid, T., Pratt, M., & Buchner, D. (2004). Cost effectiveness of a bicycle/pedestrian trail development in health promotion. Preventive Medicine, 38(2), 237-42.

· Zegeer, C. V., & Sandt, L. S. (2006). Creating the pedestrian safety action plan. In How to develop a pedestrian safety action plan (125-132). Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration.

16 – Data Collection – Needs, Sources, Methods, Measures 

Required:

· Schneider, R., Patton, R., Toole, J., & Raborn, C. (2005). Pedestrian and bicycle data collection in United States communities: quantifying use, surveying users, and documenting facility extent. Washington, DC: Federal Highway Administration.

· Zegeer, C., Sandt, L., Scully, M., Ronkin, M., Cynecki, M., &Lagerwey, P. (2008). Collecting data to identify pedestrian safety problems. In How to develop a pedestrian safety action plan (26-37). Chapel Hill, NC: Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center.
Optional:

· Bicycle and pedestrian data: sources, needs, & gaps. (2000). Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Transportation.
· Schneider, R. J., Dunbar, L. C., Toole, J. L., & Fink, C. (2006). Avoiding biased interpretation of bicycle surveys: comparing results from four distribution methods in Winston-Salem, North Carolina. Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research Board, 1982, 174-186.

17 – Education, Enforcement, and Encouragement 

Required:

· Fesperman, C. E., Evenson, K. R., Rodriguez, D. A., & Salvesen, D. (2008). A comparative case study on active transport to and from school. Preventing Chronic Disease, 5(2), 1-11.

· Johansson, M. (2006). Environment and parental factors as determinants of mode for children’s leisure travel. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 26, 156-169.

· Zegeer, C. V., Blomberg, R., Henderson, D., Masten, S., Marchetti, L. … Thomas, L. (2008). Evaluation of Miami-Dade pedestrian safety demonstration project. Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research Board, 2073, 1-10.
18 – International Design, Planning, and Policy 
Required:

· Fischer, E. L., Rousseau, G. K., Turner, S. M., Blais, E. J., Engelhart, C. L. … Zegeer, C. V. (2009). International scan summary report on pedestrian and bicyclist safety and mobility. Washington, DC: Federal Highway Administration. 
· Pucher, J. & Buehler, R. (2008). Making cycling irresistible: lessons from the Netherlands, Denmark, and Germany. Transport Reviews, 28, 1-56. 
· Pucher, J., Dill, J., & Handy, S. (2010). Infrastructure programs and policies to increase bicycling: an international review. Preventive Medicine, 50, S106-S125. 

· Pucher, J., Garrard, J. & Greaves, S. (2011). Cycling down under: a comparative analysis of bicycling trends and policies in Sydney and Melbourne. Journal of Transport Geography, 19, 332-345. 
Optional:

· Bicycle and pedestrian policies and programs in Asia, Australia, and New Zealand. National bicycle and walking study FHWA case study #17. (1992). Washington, DC: Federal Highway Administration.

· Zegeer, C. V., Cynecki, M., Lagerwey, P., Fegan, J., Tan, C. … Works, B. (1994). Summary report on FHWA study tour for pedestrian and bicyclist safety in England, Germany, and the Netherlands. Washington, DC: Federal Highway Administration.

Resources:

·  Web sites and international links on PBIC site: http://www.walkinginfo.org/links/#international

19 – Trail and Park Planning 
Required:

· Flink, C. A., & Stearns, R.M. (1993). Greenways: A guide to planning, design, and development. Arlington, VA: The Conservation Fund. (Read Chapter 1 ONLY)
· Birk, M. L., Ferster, A., Jones, M. G., Miller, P. K., Hudson, G. M., Abrams, J., et al. (2002). Rails-with-trails: Lessons learned. Literature review, current practices, conclusions. Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration.(Read Executive Summary ONLY)

Optional:

· Librett, J. J., Yore, M. M., &Schmid, T. L. (2006). Characteristics of physical activity levels among trail users in a U.S. national sample. American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 31(5), 399-405.

· Morris, Hugh. (2002). Trails and greenways: Advancing the smart growth agenda. Washington, D.C.: Rails-to-Trails Conservancy.

Resources:

· SEE: Pedestrian Design and Human Behaviors & Bike Design Lecture Resources
· Patten, R. S., Schneider, R. J., Toole, J. L., Hummer, J.E., & Rouphail, N. M. (2006). Shared-use path level of service calculator--A user's guide. Washington, D.C.: Federal Highway Administration.

Final Presentations 

No readings required.
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