




FIGURE 13: GAPS IN THE TRAIL NETWORK
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Percent of Sidewalk

Trail Access (1/2 mile 
walkshed) Entire City 

Sufficient width (> 4’) 61% 60%

Deficient width (< 4’) 29% 30%

Missing 10% 10%

EXISTING CONDITIONS

GOAL: CONNECTIVITY

Performance Measure: Pedestrian Access to Trails

Sidewalk completion around trail access points is important to create a connected 
pedestrian network with safe and convenient access to trails. Figure 14 shows ½ mile 
walksheds based on the street grid around trail access points, and shows the completion 
and sufficiency of the sidewalk network in these high priority locations. Compared to the 
rest of the City, the area around trail access points has a slightly more complete sidewalk 
network. 



FIGURE 14: PEDESTRIAN ACCESS TO TRAILS
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GOAL: CONNECTIVITY

Performance Measure: Bicycle Access to Trails

Bicycle access to trails via on-street bicycle facilities is important to create a connected 
network between the on-street and off-street system. Figure 15 shows the trail access 
points that are connected to the bicycle network by high ease of use existing and proposed 
bicycle facilities and medium to low ease of use existing and proposed bicycle facilities as 
identified by Denver Moves: Bicycles (2016). High ease of use bicycle facilities include bike 
boulevards, cycle tracks, and shared use sidewalks; low ease of use bicycle facilities include 
bike lanes, bike/bus lanes, buffered bike lanes, climbing lanes, paved shoulders, shared 
parking/bike lane, and sharrows. These accesses are distributed throughout the City but 
should become more frequent. 

Bicycle Facility Type Percent of Trail Accesses

Any bicycle facility 37%

High ease of use (existing) 9%

High ease of use (proposed) 8%

Medium-low ease of use (existing) 10%

Medium-low ease of use (proposed) 10%

No bicycle facility 63%

EXISTING CONDITIONS



FIGURE 15: BICYCLE ACCESS TO TRAILS
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GOAL: CONNECTIVITY

Performance Measure: Bicycle Proximity and Access to Trails

Denver Moves: Bicycle (2016) sets a goal of “a biking and walking network where every 
household is within a quarter mile (5-minute walk or 2-minute bicycle ride) of a high ease 
of use facility.” Figure 16 shows parcels that are more than a quarter mile from a trail 
(considered a high ease of use facility), while showing how the on-street bicycle high ease of 
use facilities provide comfortable access to the remaining parcels. This maps shows that the 
largest areas of the City that are more than a quarter mile from a trail are in the northwest, 
southwest, northeast and north-central areas. It is important to consider the location of 
on-street high ease of use bicycle facilities in these areas especially, to provide safe and 
comfortable access to trails. 

EXISTING CONDITIONS



FIGURE 16: BICYCLE PROXIMITY AND ACCESS TO TRAILS
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GOAL: DESTINATION ACCESS

Performance Measure: Trail Access Near Key Destinations

Trail access to and from key destinations including grocery stores, parks, schools and 
rail stations are a priority. Existing trail access points are often infrequently spaced. This 
analysis, exhibited in Figure 17, shows a heat map of the density of key destinations as 
well as the distance that a trail segment is from the nearest trail access point. These two 
variables combined demonstrate the need for additional trail accesses. 

EXISTING CONDITIONS



FIGURE 17: TRAIL ACCESS NEAR KEY DESTINATIONS
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Percent of Sidewalk

Trail Access in Low 
Income Areas (1/2 

mile walkshed)
Trail Access (1/2 
mile walkshed) Entire City

Sufficient width (> 4’) 50% 62% 60%

Deficient width (< 4’) 38% 30% 30%

Missing 12% 8% 10%

Figure 19 shows trail access points within low income areas that are connected to a bicycle 
facility. Bicycle facilities are divided into four categories by Denver Moves: Bicycle (2016): 
existing high ease of use, proposed high ease of use, existing low to medium ease of use and 
proposed low to medium ease of use.

Bicycle Facility Type Percent of Trail Accesses  
(Low Income Areas)

Percent of Trail 
Accesses (entire City)

Any bicycle facility 32% 37%

High ease of use (existing)  11% 9%

High ease of use (proposed) 10% 8%

Medium-low ease of use (existing) 11% 10%

Medium-low ease of use (proposed) 13% 10%

No bicycle facility 68% 63%

EXISTING CONDITIONS

GOAL: EQUITY

Performance Measure: Pedestrian and Bicycle Access to Trails in Low Income Areas

Given the goal of equity, pedestrian and bicycle access to trails in low income areas is identified as 
a priority. Low income is defined by the US Census Bureau as areas with 20% or more of the popula-
tion under the state-defined poverty line. This analysis uses Census data at the scale of the census 
tract to determine areas defined as low income. Figure 18 shows the percent of sidewalk complete 
and sufficient width within ½ mile walkshed of each trail access point within low income areas. 



FIGURE 18: PEDESTRIAN ACCESS TO TRAILS IN LOW INCOME AREASFIGURE 18: PEDESTRIAN ACCESS TO TRAILS IN LOW INCOME AREAS
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

FIGURE 19: BICYCLE ACCESS TO TRAILS IN LOW INCOME AREAS
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

GOAL: HEALTH

Performance Measure: Pedestrian and Bicycle Access to 
Trails in Areas of Health Concern

Given the goal of improved health, the completion of sidewalks in 
areas of health concern is identified as a priority. Areas of health 
concern were identified as the areas with the highest rates of 
childhood obesity. By breaking the City into quintiles, the top two 
quintiles (or 40%) of neighborhoods with highest health concern were 
selected. This 40% of neighborhoods selected as areas of health 
concern have 31% or more of children and youth under the age of 21 
that have a Body Mass Index that is considered overweight or obese.  
Figure 20 shows the percent of sidewalk complete and sufficient 
width within ½ mile walkshed of each trail access point within areas 
of health concern. 

Percent of Sidewalk

Trail Access in Areas of Health 
Concern (1/2 mile walkshed)

Trail Access        
(1/2 mile walkshed) Entire City

Sufficient width (>4’) 61% 61% 60%

Deficient width (<4’) 30% 29% 30%

Missing 9% 10% 10%

Figure 21 shows trail access points within areas of health concern that are connected to a bicycle facility. Bicycle 
facilities are divided into four categories by Denver Moves: Bicycle (2016): existing high ease of use, proposed high 
ease of use, existing low to medium ease of use and proposed low to medium ease of use.

Bicycle Facility Type Percent of Trail Accesses  
(Low Income Areas)

Percent of Trail 
Accesses  (entire 
City)

Any bicycle facility 44% 37%

High ease of use (existing) 13% 9%

High ease of use (proposed) 7% 8%

Medium-low ease of use (existing) 11% 10%

Medium-low ease of use (proposed) 12% 10%

No bicycle facility 56% 63%



FIGURE 20: PEDESTRIAN ACCESS TO TRAILS IN AREAS OF HEALTH CONCERNFIGURE 20: PEDESTRIAN ACCESS TO TRAILS IN AREAS OF HEALTH CONCERN



EXISTING CONDITIONS
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FIGURE 21: BICYCLE ACCESS TO TRAILS IN AREAS OF HEALTH CONCERN
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GOAL: SAFETY

Performance Measure: Trail Deficiency As-

sessments 

Trail standards are established in this plan 
in order to provide for sufficiently safe and 
comfortable trails for all users. Trails are broken 
into three classifications based on their regional 
significance, length and access to destinations. 
Figure 22 shows which trails are meeting 
standards and which are not based on their 
classification. 

Trail Type Percent Meeting Standards

Regional Trail 11%

Collector Trail .3%

Local Trail 1%

All trails 7%

Trail Standards
 Regional Trail

-12' Concrete Trail

-4' Adjacent Soft Surface Trail

-3' Shoulders on Each Side

 Regional Trail (Cherry Creek- Downing to Colfax)
-18’ Concrete Trail

-3’ Shoulders on Each Side

 Regional Trail (Cherry Creek- Colfax to S. Platte)
-12’ Concrete Bike Trail

-3’ Shoulders on Each Side of Bike Trail

-8’ Concrete Pedestrian Trail

-Vegetated Shoulders on Each Side of Pedestrian Trail

 Regional Trail (High Line Canal)
-10’ Concrete Trail

-4’ Adjacent Soft Surface Trail

-3’ Shoulders on Each Side

 Collector Trail
-10’ Concrete Trail

-3’ Adjacent Soft Surface Trail

-2’ Shoulders on Each Side

 Local Trail
-10’ Concrete Trail

-2’ Shoulders on Each Side

EXISTING CONDITIONS



FIGURE 22: TRAIL DEFICIENCY ASSESSMENT
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

GOAL: SAFETY

Performance Measure: Trail Counts

Trail counts were performed at 25 different locations throughout the trail network over the 
past couple of years. Trail counts report average weekday and average weekend volumes. 
This data helps inform trail standards such as width and adjacent unpaved path to ensure 
there is sufficient capacity during peak times and to promote safe interaction between 
bicyclists and pedestrians. The results of the trail counts are shown in Figure 23.



FIGURE 23: TRAIL COUNTS
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