Annex D
Walkability at the small-area level
Using the 5Cs rating system (Tim Pharoah, 1997), the walkability of an area
network can be judged. This can locate areas of the city where action is likely
to be needed to improve conditions for walking. To illustrate this, three sample
areas were assessed in Sydney using the 5Cs parameters. A further sample
area is included to illustrate the range of walkability that can be highlighted by
the 5Cs rating (Harbour, Essex, Bathurst Streets area, which is a considerably
poorer walking environment compared to the two main sample areas). The
results, and the more detailed rating considerations, are shown below. (The
relationship to the PERS system is included, for comparison.)

The 5Cs rating was devised by Tim Pharoah for the London Planning
Advisory Committee as part of London’s first walking strategy (“Putting
London Back on it’s Feet: A Strategy for Walking in London”, 1997). The 5Cs
have subsequently been widely used and quoted, including in the
development of PERS (Pedestrian Environment Rating System).
The 5Cs rating is concerned primarily with the walkability of the network itself,
although the “convivial” parameter depends on the associated buildings and
environment. Other measures must be used to assess walkability in terms of
urban structure, land uses and development, for example by measuring
accessibility (distance and/or time) to facilities and destinations. Sydney’s
Walking Strategy includes two relevant targets:
• Target 6: All residents to be within a 10-minute walk (800m) of
commercial/retail space suitable for essential daily needs
• Target 7: Every resident to be within a three-minute walk (250m) of
continuous green links

Where major new developments are being planned, especially those involving
additions to the street network, both approaches are needed to ensure that
everyday facilities and public transport are within easy walking distance.
The main report refers to area assessments of general walkability that can be
carried out that would include three key ingredients:
• Attractions (activity – the generator of walking demand)
• Accessibility (walking and public transport network quality, and
capacity)
• Amenity (quality of the surroundings, and opportunities for sojourn)
This has not been further developed in the context of the current project.

Note: An alternative to the 5Cs for Level 1 local areas assessment could be
to use a slightly different set of basic criteria developed for cycling design in
the Netherlands It has now been adopted for cycling planning also by the
Highways Agency (Highways for England) and by Transport for London. It
could equally be used for assessing local areas walkability. It too has 5
elements, which are:
•
Safe
•
Direct
•
Coherent/Connected
•
Attractive
•
Comfortable
(CROW "Design Manual for Bicycle Traffic." CROW is an independent
research organization in the field of infrastructure, public space and traffic
and transport.)

