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Walking in Cork City 

 

Photo credits: Top left view of Shandon by Yves Alarie on Unsplash; Top right River Lee Walkway by Marica Cassarino; 

Middle high left Fitzgerald’s Park, "Open your Eye" by corkcityshuffle is licensed under CC BY-NC-ND 2.0; Middle high 

right St. Patrick’s Street, "City Centre" by Megan R. Marks is licensed under CC BY 2.0; Middle low left Camden Place, 

"Camden Quay" by Frederico Marques is licensed under CC BY-NC 2.0; Middle low right Blackrock Line, 

"File:Blackrock, Cork, Ireland - panoramio (1).jpg" by K.ristof is licensed under CC BY-SA 3.0 ; Bottom left Ballincollig 

Regional Park, "File:Entrance to the park.jpg" by Cclionna is licensed under CC BY-SA 4.0; Bottom right MacCurtain 

Street to Patrick’s Hill, "late" by khora is licensed under CC BY-NC-SA 2.0. 

https://unsplash.com/@yvesalarie?utm_source=unsplash&utm_medium=referral&utm_content=creditCopyText
https://unsplash.com/s/photos/cork-city?utm_source=unsplash&utm_medium=referral&utm_content=creditCopyText
https://www.flickr.com/photos/71108245@N06/14906732462
https://www.flickr.com/photos/71108245@N06
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/2.0/?ref=ccsearch&atype=rich
https://www.flickr.com/photos/86041242@N06/7983759865
https://www.flickr.com/photos/86041242@N06
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0/?ref=ccsearch&atype=rich
https://www.flickr.com/photos/78764728@N00/3621037946
https://www.flickr.com/photos/78764728@N00
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/2.0/?ref=ccsearch&atype=rich
https://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.php?curid=54731123
https://web.archive.org/web/20161027052227/http:/www.panoramio.com/user/4840900?with_photo_id=72326212
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0?ref=ccsearch&atype=rich
https://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.php?curid=51762534
https://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.php?title=User:Cclionna&action=edit&redlink=1
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0?ref=ccsearch&atype=rich
https://www.flickr.com/photos/26774111@N00/32880269705
https://www.flickr.com/photos/26774111@N00
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/2.0/?ref=ccsearch&atype=rich
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4.5. Cork City Most Walkable Places  
A total of 48 locations or routes in the City were mentioned as places where walking is a positive 

experience. The top 3 places within Cork City boundaries mentioned by our participants were 

Fitzgerald’s Park (185 mentions), the Blackrock Old Railway Line to Mahon and Passage (123 

mentions) and the Marina (123 mentions).  

 
Map of Cork City walkable places. Created on Google My Maps 

 

 

Cork City walkable places. Bars represent number of mentions 
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4.5.1. Cork City – Enablers of Walkability 

Looking at factors that promote walkability in Cork City, presence of nature received the highest 

number of mentions (591); this reinforces the fact that urban and green areas, or areas near the 

River Lee, the sea, or the Lough received the highest ratings in terms of walkability, as described 

in section 4.1.  

Safety from road traffic was also an important factor of walkability (486 mentions), and it was 

directly linked to the next most mentioned factor, i.e., accessibility (303 mentions), as many 

people in our survey reported to prefer walking in places where they could be physically 

separated from road traffic (i.e., pedestrianised areas, areas with safe footpaths or walking 

infrastructure) and that they could access easily without potential conflicts with cars. 

Linked to the presence of nature, being in 

a pleasant place offering scenery or good 

aesthetics was also important to a good 

number of people (235 mentions); 

whereas accessibility was linked to being in 

spaces without physical hazards 

(broken/uneven footpaths, poor lights, or 

clutter, 181 mentions). Some spaces were 

also valued because offering open space 

and a sense of freedom (127 mentions).  

As it will be seen in the following sections, 

where an analysis is provided for the most 

mentioned locations, social and cultural 

factors including positive social 

interactions (126 mentions), cultural value 

(57 mentions), social safety (39 mentions) 

and events (19 mentions) were associated 

mainly with the most urban part of the 

City, especially the City Centre.  

Presence of amenities (99 mentions) 

included on one hand exercise and walking 

amenities in green areas, while on the 

other hand leisure amenities (e.g., cafés) in 

more urban areas.  

Individual-level factors were mentioned 

less often than other factors, but some 

participants valued places where they can 

feel well and be active, as well as spaces 

welcoming pets.  

 

Cork City - Walkability enablers N  

Presence of nature 591 
 

Safety from road traffic 486 
 

Accessibility 303 
 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 235 
 

Safety from hazards 181 
 

Quietness 154 
 

Open space 127 
 

Positive social interactions 126 
 

Presence of amenities 99 
 

Child/family friendly 75 
 

Cultural/historical value 57 
 

Permeability and choice 50 
 

Good air quality 43 
 

Promoting positive feelings 40 
 

Social safety 39 
 

Events 19 
 

Promoting active behaviour 19 
 

Promoting mental health 14 
 

Pet friendly 13 
 

Time of the day 9 
 

Others’ positive behaviours 2 
 

Age or mobility friendly 1 
 

Investment 1 
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4.5.2. Cork City Enablers by Location 

The top three reasons why our respondents perceived Cork City outdoor spaces as walkable are 

presented below for the first 20 places with the highest number of positive mentions.  

The percentages shown in the table for each enabler represent the proportion of times that that 

factor was mentioned out of all the positive mentions for the location; for instance, presence of 

nature was mentioned as an enabler for Fitzgerald’s Park 26% of the times, considering all the 

positive mentions received for that location.  

As shown below, these included mainly areas with green spaces, such as parks (Fitzgerald’s Park, 

Tramore Valley Park, Ballybrack Woods) or blue spaces by the sea, lake or river (Blackrock Old 

Railway Line Greenway, Marina, the Lough). Furthermore, people often mentioned spaces that 

provide safety from road traffic, that is, offering separated walking infrastructure or limiting 

access to motorists (e.g., City Centre streets or the Marina when pedestrianised), quietness and 

pleasantness. City Centre locations considered walkable were those offering opportunities for 

positive social interactions and open space. Accessibility was mentioned in a number of cases, 

although more from the point of view of wide pavements and convenience of access (proximity) 

to the place of residence.  

A detailed analysis by locations grouped into routes is presented in in the following sections.  

 

I like walking in this Cork City location because… (top 3 reasons) 

Fitzgerald Park Presence of nature (26%), safety from road 
traffic (13%), pleasantness (12%) 

 
Blackrock to Passage Greenway Safety from road traffic (30%), presence of 

nature (20%), pleasantness (9%) 
 

Marina Presence of nature (30%), safety from road 
traffic* (20%), accessibility (11%) 

 
Lough Presence of nature (28%), accessibility (19%), 

safety from road traffic (13%) 
 

Lee Fields Presence of nature (35%), safety from road 
traffic (20%), accessibility (9%) 

 
Ballincollig Regional Park Safety from road traffic (18%), presence of 

nature (13%), safety from hazards (13%) 
 

River Lee walkway Presence of nature (37%), safety from road 
traffic (22%), quietness (12%) 

 
City Centre  Safety from road traffic (15%), accessibility 

(15%), positive social interactions (12%) 
 

Oliver Plunkett’s street Safety from road traffic* (40%), positive social 
interactions (19%), presence of amenities (18%) 

 
Mardyke Walk Presence of nature (18%), 

aesthetics/pleasantness (14%), quietness (14%) 
 

City Quays Presence of nature (river) (30%), accessibility 
(15%), safety from road traffic (12%) 

 
UCC campus Presence of nature (27%), safety from road 

traffic (19%), aesthetics/pleasantness (17%) 
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St. Patrick’s Street Accessibility (34%), positive social interactions 
(10%), safety from road traffic* (10%) 

 
Grand Parade Accessibility (27%), Open space (21%), positive 

social relationships (9%) 
 

Bishopstown/Glasheen Presence of nature (33%), safety from road 
traffic (15%), safety from hazards (11%) 

 
Tramore Valley Park Safety from road traffic (22%), accessibility 

(13%), open space (13%) 
 

Ballybrack Woods Presence of nature (21%), safety from hazards 
(15%), safety from road traffic (15%) 

 
Shandon Aesthetic/pleasantness (19%), 

cultural/historical value (15%), positive social 
interactions (9%) 

  

Blackrock Castle Presence of nature (river) (26%), accessibility 
(19%), safety from road traffic (19%) 

 
Opera Lane/Emmett Place Open space (36%), safety from traffic (32%), 

positive social interactions (7%) 
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Urban Nature Trail: Bank of the Lee walkway to Fitzgerald’s Park and Lee Fields 
 

I like walking here because: 
 

  

Five out of the 20 most mentioned walkable locations in Cork City represented the route walking 

from the Distillery House on North Mall (Banks of the Lee walkway) through to UCC main campus, 

back on to the 

Mardyke Walk to 

Fitzgerald’s Park and 

onward to the Lee 

Fields.  

The main strengths 

of this route include 

the opportunity to 

easily access a green 

area in the City that 

offers close contact 

with nature (trees 

and river were mentioned specifically by over a quarter of people who chose this location), safety 

from road traffic, pleasant surroundings, and quietness. This is exemplified in some responses, 

which included most of these aspects as enablers of a positive walking experience:  

“Trees, wildlife, no cars, cleaner air, softer substrate. Generally, more peaceful” (Mardyke walk, 

P.659) 

Across all five locations, being close to nature and the river was the most commonly described 

factor that made walking here a positive experience (see the close-up for detailed figures):  

“Lovely riverside location with lots of green space, great pedestrian access, no cars.” (Fitzgerald’s 

Park, P.56) 

“The abundance of trees and green spaces in connection with a river.” (UCC main campus, P.130) 

“It’s a really nice scenic view and it’s really lovely to be surrounded by nature.” (Banks of the Lee 

walkway, P.703) 

The presence of nature was often mentioned for this route together with the opportunity to walk 

safely away from traffic:  

“Safe and away from traffic in pleasant surroundings.” (Bank of the Lee walkway, P.564) 

“Freedom to let children walk without holding their hands at risk of cars or dangerous spaces.” 

(Fitzgerald’s Park, P.938) 

Being in natural spaces was also associated with feelings of pleasantness and quietness, thanks 

to the presence of interesting scenery and the place being generally quiet and peaceful. 
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Accessibility was also mentioned as a positive aspect, either in terms of convenience (i.e., being 

within the city) or the presence of wide paths, with limited hazards (e.g., risk to fall) and usable 

by children and families.  

“Path is wide enough for people to pass, good surface for buggy.” (Lee Fields, P.1333) 

 

River Lee Walkway to Lee Fields – Close-Up of Responses 

 

 

River Lee Walkway N % 

Presence of nature 63 37.28 

Safety from road traffic 37 21.89 

Quietness 21 12.43 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 14 8.28 

Accessibility 10 5.92 

Safety from hazards 6 3.55 

Positive social interactions 5 2.96 

Child/family friendly 3 1.78 

Cultural/historical value 3 1.78 

Good air quality 2 1.18 

Social safety 2 1.18 

Pet friendly 1 0.59 

Open space 1 0.59 

Promoting positive feelings 1 0.59 

 

Mardyke walk N % 

Presence of nature 9 18.00 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 7 14.00 

Quietness 7 14.00 

Safety from road traffic 7 14.00 

Safety from hazards 5 10.00 

Accessibility 3 6.00 

Open space 3 6.00 

Promoting positive feelings 2 4.00 

Child/family friendly 1 2.00 

Events 1 2.00 

Permeability and choice 1 2.00 

Positive social interactions 1 2.00 

Presence of amenities 1 2.00 

Promoting mental health 1 2.00 

Social safety 1 2.00 

 

 

UCC campus N % 

Presence of nature 23 27.38 

Safety from road traffic 16 19.05 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 14 16.67 

Cultural/historical value 8 9.52 

Safety from hazards 7 8.33 

Accessibility 6 7.14 

Open space 2 2.38 

Positive social interactions 2 2.38 

Quietness 2 2.38 

Permeability and choice 1 1.19 

Presence of amenities 1 1.19 

Promoting positive feelings 1 1.19 

Social safety 1 1.19 

 

Fitzgerald’s Park N % 

Presence of nature 94 25.68 

Safety from road traffic 47 12.84 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 43 11.75 

Accessibility 33 9.02 

Safety from hazards 31 8.47 

Open space 25 6.83 

Quietness 18 4.92 

Presence of amenities 18 4.92 

Child/family friendly 16 4.37 

Positive social interactions 8 2.19 

Events 8 2.19 

Good air quality 6 1.64 

Social safety 5 1.37 

Cultural/historical value 4 1.09 

Promotes positive feelings 4 1.09 

Permeability and choice 2 0.55 

Promotes mental health 2 0.55 

Promotes active behaviour 1 0.27 

Others’ positive behaviours 1 0.27 
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Lee Fields N % 

Presence of nature 52 35.14 

Safety from road traffic 29 19.59 

Accessibility 14 9.46 

Quietness 12 8.11 

Open space 11 7.43 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 10 6.76 

Positive social interactions 8 5.41 

Safety from hazards 4 2.70 

Permeability and choice 2 1.35 

Time of the day 2 1.35 

Pet friendly 1 0.68 

Presence of amenities 1 0.68 

Promoting active behaviour 1 0.68 

Social safety 1 0.68 
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Blackrock to Passage Greenway 
 

I like walking here because: 
 

 

The Greenway, also called “the Old Railway 

Line”, going from Blackrock to Mahon and 

Passage West, was mentioned 121 times as 

a good place to walk in Cork City. In over a 

third of cases, this walkway by the river 

and Lough Mahon was perceived as 

providing a positive pedestrian experience 

mainly because it offers dedicated 

walking/cycling infrastructure away from 

car traffic.  

“The space is car free for the most part, 

designed for pedestrians/cyclists and 

runners” (P.101) 

The presence of the river and green spaces 

was also described as a positive feature of 

this location in 20% of cases:  

“Some of it is next to the water and some 

in partial woods - so the best of both 

worlds” (P.173) 

A few participants described this location 

as pleasant, offering interesting scenery 

and positive social interactions:  

“The open space of the river, seeing ships 

and boats going up and down, views, 

seeing and meeting others with kids and 

pets” (P.472) 

The Greenway was also valued for 

accessibility and safety from hazards:  

“Well maintained. Smooth flat surface 

with no constraints” (P.1015) 

Blackrock Greenway  N % 

Safety from road traffic 70 29.79 

Presence of nature 47 20.00 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 22 9.36 

Accessibility 20 8.51 

Quietness 18 7.66 

Safety from hazards 16 6.81 

Child/family friendly 8 3.40 

Good air quality 8 3.40 

Positive social interactions 7 2.98 

Open space 5 2.13 

Permeability and choice 3 1.28 

Presence of amenities 3 1.28 

Promoting mental health 3 1.28 

Time of the day 3 1.28 

Promoting active behaviour 1 0.43 

Social safety 1 0.43 
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Marina and Blackrock Castle 
 

I like walking here because: 
 

 

 

The Marina by the River Lee, including the Atlantic Pond, and the area around Blackrock Castle 

were mentioned cumulatively 143 times as outdoor areas in Cork City where walking is a positive 

experience. Similar to the Banks of the Lee walkway to Lee Fields, and the Blackrock to Passage 

Greenway, this location was praised for the closeness to the river and nature, which offered 

quietness and scenery, as well as relative safety from cars. Overall, the area was deemed 

accessible for different types of users and offering sufficient space.  

“It’s safe, family friendly, mostly clean, good open space for walking and exercising” (P.243) 

“Nature, trees, views of river but mostly unimpeded walking as centre park road revamped 

recently, and footpaths are all accessible which was critical with a newborn” (P.253) 

“The Marina is relatively close to the city centre so is accessible from work areas. The walk is lined 

with mature trees. These provide shelter and also provide a very natural feel to the area. Very 

little motor traffic means the area is quiet which is also positive.” (P.1054) 

We noted however, that, as some of our respondents completed the survey during the 

pedestrianisation of the Marina, their answers reflected this change, with a number of 

participants perceiving the pedestrianisation as a positive change for the area, considerably 

improving their walking experience. Also, some participants felt that this area could be used 

safely only during certain times of the day, and that they would avoid evenings due to poor 

lighting and potential anti-social behaviour. 

“I like the scenery of the space and the relative safety in daylight” (P.112)  
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The Marina  N % 

Presence of nature 71 30.21 

Safety from road traffic 46 19.57 

Accessibility 25 10.64 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 25 10.64 

Quietness 21 8.94 

Open space 8 3.40 

Child/family friendly 7 2.98 

Good air quality 7 2.98 

Safety from hazards 6 2.55 

Positive social interactions 4 1.70 

Promoting active behaviour 3 1.28 

Promoting positive feelings 3 1.28 

Permeability and choice 2 0.85 

Presence of amenities 2 0.85 

Social safety 2 0.85 

Time of the day 2 0.85 

Pet friendly 1 0.43 

 

 

Blackrock Castle N % 

Presence of nature 11 26.19 

Accessibility 8 19.05 

Safety from road traffic 8 19.05 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 4 9.52 

Safety from hazards 3 7.14 

Promoting positive feelings 2 4.76 

Cultural/historical value 1 2.38 

Pet friendly 1 2.38 

Good air quality 1 2.38 

Promoting active behaviour 1 2.38 

Quietness 1 2.38 

Social safety 1 2.38 
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City Centre where people like walking 
 

I like walking here because: 
 

 

 

Areas in the centre of Cork city that were rated positively by a high number of respondents 

included streets that are permanently closed to car traffic (e.g., pedestrianised routes around St. 

Patrick’s streets, Opera Lane) or temporarily pedestrianised (e.g., St. Patrick’s Street during time 

limited bus priority measures 15:00-18:30; Oliver Plunkett Street when bollards are up) or 

providing open space that is sufficient to move safely from car traffic (e.g., Grand Parade; 

Emmett Place).  

We grouped together a number of routes into the City Centre category in cases where it was too 

difficult to isolate one location; however, all the locations where somehow linked to the main 

streets described in this section. Streets that were mentioned in few cases as specific locations 

included: Paul Street (5 mentions); Douglas Street (4 mentions); College Road (4 mentions); 

MacCurtain Street (1 mention); and Washington Street (1 mention).  

Safety from road traffic in pedestrianised areas was a core enabler for a positive pedestrian 

experience in Cork City Centre, similarly to green areas described above.  

Grand Parade and Emmett Place/Opera Lane in particular were praised for the open and wide 

space available, and the increased permeability for pedestrians:  

“Broad, pedestrian thoroughfare, usually busy by day, well-lit by night, connects nicely with both 

Patrick St and Crawford Gallery” (Opera Lane, P.490) 

Some participants also felt that the open space contributes to accessibility:  

“The space is huge, can be used for small events and stuff, it's nice to have huge walkways for 

pedestrians” (Grand Parade, P.1027) 
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Interestingly, a positive factor that emerged consistently for City Centre routes/areas was the 

opportunity for positive social interactions afforded by the space, intended either as meeting 

other people or just being surrounded by others.  

“I feel connected with the city and am glad not to be sitting in traffic.  I regularly see familiar faces 

and run into people I know along the way” (City centre routes, P.167) 

Respondents described the city centre in terms of the buzz and variety of things to see: 

“The vibrancy of the city and the many varied routes which can be taken to both walk and 

experience the variety of the city” (City centre routes, P.112) 

Another element that distinguished these more built areas (when compared to urban parks) was 

the presence of leisure amenities, including shops, restaurants or other venues that make the 

city centre a destination where to spend time.  

“Wide space with attractive views that is pleasant to walk at selected times. Some beautiful 

architecture and plenty of shops” (St. Patrick’s Street, P.105) 

We note, however, that some people highlighted how their positive experiences were limited in 

some areas, such as St. Patrick’s Street or Oliver Plunkett Street, due to road closures being in 

place only at certain times of the day or the week.  

Also, some participants noted issues with accessibility for instance in terms of the lack of seating, 

which would be particularly useful to people with limited mobility, and also the limited presence 

of green infrastructure in areas such as St. Patrick’s Street or Oliver Plunkett Street. Interestingly, 

the City Centre received a considerable number of negative mentions, which are described in 

detail in section 4.6.2.  

Some participants provided great details about their usual walks in the City Centre, describing 

positive experiences at multiple levels. For instance, one participant described their walk in the 

City as follows:  

“Hour loop from train station, across Mary Elms bridge, down St. Patrick’s Street, Washington 

Street, into park with purpose-built walk along River Lee onto North Mall, MacCurtain Street. [I 

like walking here because of] …City Centre architecture and buzz mixed with peaceful tranquillity 

and nature of river walk. Interesting for my baby and nature for them to experience. Footpaths 

good for the most part. Not too many traffic lights, it feels safe and well lit, especially important 

during wintertime.” (P.253) 

This contribution highlights the importance of choice and variety, which both make walking in 

the City appealing to some people.  
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Oliver Plunkett Street N % 

Safety from road traffic 41 40.20 

Positive social interactions 19 18.63 

Presence of amenities 18 17.65 

Child/family friendly 5 4.90 

Promoting active behaviour 4 3.92 

Accessibility 3 2.94 

Safety from hazards 3 2.94 

Social safety 3 2.94 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 2 1.96 

Promoting positive feelings 2 1.96 

Events 1 0.98 

Good air quality 1 0.98 

 

St. Patrick’s Street N % 

Accessibility 24 34.29 

Positive social interactions 7 10.00 

Safety from road traffic 7 10.00 

Presence of amenities 6 8.57 

Safety from hazards 6 8.57 

Cultural/historical value 5 7.14 

Open space 5 7.14 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 3 4.29 

Events 3 4.29 

Good air quality 1 1.43 

Permeability and choice 1 1.43 

Presence of nature 1 1.43 

Promoting positive feelings 1 1.43 

 

Grand Parade N % 

Accessibility 15 26.79 

Open space 12 21.43 

Positive social interactions 5 8.93 

Presence of nature 5 8.93 

Safety from road traffic 5 8.93 

Presence of amenities 4 7.14 

Safety from hazards 3 5.36 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 2 3.57 

Cultural/historical value 2 3.57 

Events 2 3.57 

Child/family friendly 1 1.79 

 

Opera Lane/Emmett Place N % 

Open space 10 35.71 

Safety from road traffic 9 32.14 

Positive social interactions 2 7.14 

Presence of amenities 2 7.14 

Accessibility 1 3.57 

Good air quality 1 3.57 

Permeability and choice 1 3.57 

Promoting mental health 1 3.57 

Safety from hazards 1 3.57 

 

City Centre routes N % 

Safety from road traffic 22 14.97 

Accessibility 21 14.29 

Positive social interactions 18 12.24 

Presence of amenities 17 11.56 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 16 10.88 

Presence of nature 11 7.48 

Cultural/historical value 7 4.76 

Promoting positive feelings 7 4.76 

Safety from hazards 6 4.08 

Quietness 5 3.40 

Good air quality 4 2.72 

Open space 3 2.04 

Permeability and choice 3 2.04 

Social safety 3 2.04 

Events 2 1.36 

Pet friendly 1 0.68 

Promoting mental health 1 0.68 
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By the Water: The Lough and City Quays 
 

I like walking here because: 
 

 

  

The main areas close to water in the City Centre that were deemed good for walking were the 

Lough in Togher (86 mentions) and the City Quays (48 mentions), particularly Pope’s Quay and 

North Mall, but also around the Docklands area, Kennedy’s Quay and, closer to UCC, 

Wandersford Quay.  

Both areas were perceived as good for walking because of the location’s easy access to nature, 

particularly in the form of blue spaces (lake, river), appropriate space for walking with ease and 

relative safety from traffic.  

“Proximity to water, trees and wildlife. A portion is away from the road, hence less traffic noise.” 

(The Lough, P.33) 

People also attached an aesthetic value to both places:  

“Nice area, pleasant views and peaceful” (The Lough, P.774) 

“It's quiet and honestly it sort of has a time machine feel to it. You go there and you're transported 

to a different era without it being touristy or too pretty!” (City Docks, P.26) 

Notwithstanding the positive aspects of the City Quays, these received the highest number of 

negative mentions due to presence of motor traffic and limited accessibility, as described in 

section 4.6.2, p. 68.  
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Lough N % 

Presence of nature 45 27.95 

Accessibility 24 14.91 

Safety from road traffic 20 12.42 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 16 9.94 

Safety from hazards 12 7.45 

Positive social interactions 9 5.59 

Quietness 8 4.97 

Child/family friendly 5 3.11 

Open space 5 3.11 

Social safety 4 2.48 

Presence of amenities 3 1.86 

Promoting active behaviour 3 1.86 

Pet friendly 2 1.24 

Permeability and choice 2 1.24 

Promoting positive feelings 2 1.24 

Cultural/historical value 1 0.62 

 

City Quays N % 

Presence of nature 29 29.90 

Accessibility 15 15.46 

Safety from road traffic 12 12.37 

Cultural/historical value 10 10.31 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 8 8.25 

Quietness 5 5.15 

Safety from hazards 4 4.12 

Positive social interactions 3 3.09 

Presence of amenities 3 3.09 

Open space 2 2.06 

Promoting mental health 2 2.06 

Promoting positive feelings 2 2.06 

Good air quality 1 1.03 

Time of the day 1 1.03 
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Other City Green Destinations 
 

Ballincollig Regional park 

I like walking here because: 
 

 

The Ballincollig Regional Park received 82 positive mentions in the 

survey; people praised the opportunity afforded by this place to walk 

safely away from road traffic for families, people of different ages and 

abilities, as well as people walking with pets. Being close to nature and 

the river was an important reason for using this place, adding to its 

aesthetics, and respondents also reported the safety of walking 

surfaces, cleanliness and appropriate lighting, which limit potentially 

hazardous conditions.  

“A large multi activity space so room for everyone to use the paths for each activity - runners, Pet 

walkers, kids on bikes, no cars” (P.29)

Different from other areas in Cork, the 

Regional Park was rated positively for the 

diversity of paths and activities provided, 

thus offering choice and good levels of 

permeability, as well as the expansive 

space, and fostering a sense of freedom. 

Even though some participants reported 

having to drive to reach this location, some 

would purposely use this space because of 

the diversity in spaces to use and the 

possibility to park:  

“Although I have to drive to Ballincollig as I 

live in the countryside, it is a lovely place to 

go for a walk/run with family or by 

yourself. Lots of options, walking on paths, 

grass or through the woods. It is very safe 

for all the family and kept very well and 

clean.  There are a few options for parking, 

as the car park nearest where I live is 

always full.” (P.72) 

Notably, some respondents pointed to the 

need for a safe walk/cycleway to better 

link this Park with the City.  

Ballincollig Regional Park N % 

Safety from road traffic 34 17.80 

Presence of nature 25 13.09 

Safety from hazards 25 13.09 

Permeability and choice 18 9.42 

Open space 16 8.38 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 14 7.33 

Accessibility 13 6.81 

Presence of amenities 12 6.28 

Child/family friendly 7 3.66 

Positive social interactions 5 2.62 

Social safety 5 2.62 

Pet friendly 4 2.09 

Good air quality 4 2.09 

Quietness 3 1.57 

Promoting mental health 2 1.05 

Age friendly 1 0.52 

Cultural/historical value 1 0.52 

Promoting active behaviour 1 0.52 

Time of the day 1 0.52 
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Tramore Valley Park 
 

I like walking here because: 
 

 

Tramore Valley Park received 25 positive 

mentions. Like Ballincollig Regional Park, 

respondents liked this place because of 

the offering of a space to walk away from 

traffic. Some participants felt that the 

open space gives a sense of freedom and 

naturalness to the space:  

“It is simple, wild. Not full of park 

benches, gym equipment, vendors. It is 

pure nature” (P.1133) 

The place was described as accessible in terms of providing appropriate path space for walking, 

seating areas, convenience to the place of residence or the presence of a car park. However, 

some participants noted the closed entrance at Half Moon Lane and the absence of bike access 

form the Kinsale Road as impacting negatively on access.  

“Large. Seats and amenities near carpark. Needs Half Moon lane entrance. No cars” (P.1066) 

 

Tramore Valley Park N % 

Safety from road traffic 10 21.74 

Accessibility 6 13.04 

Open space 6 13.04 

Safety from hazards 6 13.04 

Permeability and choice 4 8.70 

Presence of nature 3 6.52 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 2 4.35 

Child/family friendly 2 4.35 

Positive social interactions 2 4.35 

Social safety 2 4.35 

Good air quality 1 2.17 

Presence of amenities 1 2.17 

Quietness 1 2.17 
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Ballybrack Woods (Mangala), Douglas 
 

I like walking here because: 
 

 

Ballybrack Woods N % 

Presence of nature 11 20.75 

Safety from hazards 8 15.09 

Safety from road traffic 8 15.09 

Accessibility 7 13.21 

Child/family friendly 7 13.21 

Permeability and choice 3 5.66 

Quietness 3 5.66 

Social safety 3 5.66 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 1 1.89 

Open space 1 1.89 

Presence of amenities 1 1.89 

 

This green area in Douglas received 23 positive mentions. The space was described by some as a 

nature break in the middle of an area that is usually affected by high traffic volumes; it offers a 

useful link between Douglas Village and the surrounding areas. The Woods and park close by 

were perceived by some participants as family friendly, particularly suitable for children:  

“Green space with paths for kids to scoot or ride a bike” (P.956) 

Also, the recent enhancements made to the paths as well as ongoing maintenance by Tidy Towns 

were felt as adding to both the accessibility and beauty of the space.  

“The nature, trees, stream, wildflowers, are all so refreshing.  The paths are well maintained, and 

litter is collected regularly. I feel safe walking here.” (P.1082) 
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Bishopstown Green Areas 
 

I like walking here because: 
 

 

The areas in Bishopstown/Glasheen 

that received the most mentions 

were Murphy’s Farm (11 mentions) 

and the Curraheen river walk (7 

mentions), both providing close 

contact with nature (i.e., green space 

and the river), as well as safe spaces 

to walk away from traffic and from 

other hazards:  

“The paths surface is good and flat. It 

is safe to walk there away from 

traffic” (Murphy’s Farm, P.948) 

Accessibility and quietness also appeared to be valued by individuals using these spaces:  

“Nice walk lots of open spaces peaceful” (Curraheen river walk, P.1152) 

 

Bishopstown/Glasheen N % 

Presence of nature 15 32.61 

Safety from road traffic 7 15.22 

Safety from hazards 5 10.87 

Accessibility 4 8.70 

Quietness 4 8.70 

Child/family friendly 3 6.52 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 2 4.35 

Good air quality 2 4.35 

Open space 1 2.17 

Permeability and choice 1 2.17 

Promoting mental health 1 2.17 

Promoting positive feelings 1 2.17 
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Shandon/Sunday’s Well 
 

I like walking here because: 
 

The area around Shandon Bells received 21 

positive mentions overall; 19% of positive 

mentions related to this area referred to its 

aesthetics/pleasantness, and 15% to its 

cultural/historical value as well as its 

architectural and design character, which 

contribute to a pleasant experience:  

“Small roads, very little traffic, almost a 

continental feel to the place. Kids playing, 

a community feel!” (P.47) 

“The streetscape by the North Cathedral is 

a real pedestrian environment - it comes 

from a former time and is special.  The 

Fever Hospital steps are dedicated to 

pedestrians and bring a fantastic sense of 

space and reward with the panorama of 

the city from the top.” (P.884) 

Shandon was the one of few City areas 

among the top 20 most mentioned 

walkable places to be perceived positively 

for walking for its cultural value.  

People also valued the opportunities for 

positive social interactions and an overall 

friendly atmosphere:  

“People are friendly, smile and say hello 

and the area has a lot of unique character” 

(P.653) 

However, a number of respondents 

described issues with accessibility in this 

area, which are discussed in section 4.6.2, 

pp. 70-71. 

Shandon N % 

Aesthetics/Pleasantness 9 19.57 

Cultural/historical value 7 15.22 

Positive social interactions 4 8.70 

Quietness 4 8.70 

Safety from road traffic 4 8.70 

Promoting positive feelings 3 6.52 

Presence of nature 2 4.35 

Accessibility 1 2.17 

Child/family friendly 1 2.17 

Pet friendly 1 2.17 

Presence of amenities 1 2.17 

Safety from hazards 1 2.17 

Social safety 1 2.17 
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4.6. Cork City Places with Limited Walkability 
 

A total of 46 locations in Cork City were described by our participants as places where walking is a negative 

experience. About 170 participants did not describe any clearly defined location or route, thus, those 

responses were not included in this analysis. The locations listed below represent specific destinations 

mentioned by the participants or areas including multiple destinations. The City Quays along the River Lee 

received the highest number of negative mentions (n = 113), followed by the City Centre overall or relative 

to some routes (n = 68), and the area around Shandon and Sunday’s Well (n = 57). An analysis of the 

descriptions provided by our participants is presented in the following sections. 

 

Map of Cork City places with limited walkability. Created on Google My Maps 

 

 

Cork City locations where walking was considered a negative experience 
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4.6.1 Cork City – Barriers to Walkability 

Considering the City locations mentioned above, overall, the top three factors contributing to a 

negative walking experiences included: 1) poor/limited accessibility, 2) the close proximity of 

motor traffic, and 3) the presence of physical hazards.  

Poor/limited accessibility (458 mentions) was mentioned particularly in terms of narrow or 

absent footpaths, obstacles on footpaths (parked cars or bins), and difficulty in navigating or 

crossing roads with heavy motor traffic. Instances where participants mentioned risk or reduced 

accessibility for children/families (e.g., buggies; 39 mentions), or for older people or people with 

reduced mobility (31 mentions), were kept separate from overall accessibility to highlight 

locations posing hazards to the most vulnerable types of pedestrian users.  

The proximity of motor traffic (420 mentions) 

was another important reason for perceiving an 

outdoor space as not suitable for a positive 

pedestrian experience. Particularly in the City 

Centre, some participants felt that motor traffic 

is prioritised over pedestrians.  

Physical hazards (259 mentions) referred 

mainly to broken or uneven footpaths, as well 

as poor lighting conditions or presence of 

clutter, or poor road conditions leading to 

increased risk of physical harm or conflict with 

cars. 

Noise and crowding (118 mentions) were 

related to motor traffic and poor accessibility, 

particularly in situations where an outdoor 

space has heavy traffic passing through, which 

causes noise, and which is often linked to 

narrower footpaths where people have little 

space for walking.  

Traffic was also associated with poor air quality 

(67 mentions), in some cases leading people 

who could use a certain outdoor route to walk 

to work to avoid doing so on a regular basis for 

health reasons.  

From a social viewpoint, certain outdoor areas in the City were described as hazardous due to 

potential anti-social behaviour and perceived poor social safety (118 mentions). Some areas 

were perceived as particularly risky at certain times of the day, particularly during dark hours (22 

mentions). Other people’s negative behaviour (102 mentions) was another important factor 

contributing to a negative experience when walking, mainly due to the presence of pet fouling 

on pedestrian routes, as well as cyclists riding on footpaths or drivers showing aggressive 

behaviour. However, in some cases, participants’ felt that these conflicts with other road users 

Cork City - Walkability Barriers N  

Poor accessibility 458 
 

Presence of motor traffic 420 
 

Presence of hazards 259 
 

Noise and crowding 118 
 

Poor social safety 118 
 

Others' negative behaviours 102 
 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 80 
 

Poor air quality 67 
 

Design in conflict 42 
 

Not Child/family friendly 39 
 

Lack of nature 38 
 

Not age or mobility friendly 31 
 

Risky times of the day 22 
 

Limiting positive feelings 15 
 

Lack of amenities 6 
 

Damaged cultural/historical value 5 
 

Limiting mental health 4 
 

Limited permeability or choice 2 
 

Limiting active behaviour 1 
 

Not pet friendly 1 
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were due to poor design or infrastructure (42 mentions), particularly in terms of shared 

walking/cycling facilities or areas shared by pedestrians and cars.  

Also from a design and building perspective, some participants felt that some places have poor 

aesthetics or are not pleasant (80 mentions), and in very few cases it was felt that the choices in 

the design had damaged the cultural/architectural/historical value of a place (5 mentions). 

Absence, or limited presence, of nature was also mentioned by some as a negative factor for 

walking outdoors in some places in the city (38 mentions), and very few participants mentioned 

lack of appropriate amenities (6 mentions) such as toilets or outdoor cafés or eating.  

In few cases, respondents highlighted the negative impact of walking in places characterised by 

high volumes of car traffic or areas with limited social safety in terms negative feelings (15 

mentions), stress or reduced mental health (4 mentions).  
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4.6.2. Cork City Barriers by Location  

The three main reasons for reduced walkability related to the 20 most mentioned places in Cork 

City are presented below. Poor/reduced accessibility, presence of motor traffic and presence of 

hazards were by far the most mentioned barriers to walkability in the identified locations in the 

City. In some cases, poor accessibility, especially in terms of absence of or narrow footpaths 

and/or difficulties in crossing the streets (long wait at the traffic lights or no pedestrian crossings) 

represent over a third of the reasons for perceived limited walkability. A similar pattern was seen 

for motor traffic. Physical hazards, especially with regards to uneven, broken, slippery surfaces, 

or poor road design (potholes, lights, clutter) were mentioned between 10-20% of the times.  

Other important barriers included noise or crowding associated to traffic and poor footpaths, 

poor social safety and others’ negative behaviour, especially in terms of dog fouling. In some 

places, barriers also included poor aesthetics, risks for families with children, poor air quality.  

 

I DON’T like walking in this Cork City location because… (top 3 reasons) 

City Quays Poor accessibility (30%), presence of motor traffic 
(27%), presence of hazards (10%) 

 
City Centre  Presence of motor traffic (23%), poor 

accessibility (17%), presence of hazards (15%)  
Shandon/Sundays Well Poor accessibility (26%), presence of motor traffic 

(20%), Others’ negative behaviour (15%) 
 

Patrick’s Street Presence of motor traffic (28%), presence of 
hazards (16%), Noise and crowding (15%) 

 
Douglas Poor accessibility (33%), presence of motor traffic 

(26%), noise and crowding (9%) 
 

College Road Poor accessibility (29%), presence of hazards 
(26%), presence of motor traffic (18%) 

 
Washington Street Poor accessibility (26%), presence of hazards 

(23%), presence of motor traffic (15%) 
 

Bishopstown/Glasheen Poor accessibility (30%), presence of motor traffic 
(25%), presence of hazards (9%) 

 
Western road Presence of motor traffic (37%), presence of 

hazards (21%), poor accessibility (13%) 
 

North Main Street Poor accessibility (20%), poor 
aesthetics/pleasantness (17%), presence of 
hazards (15%) 

 

Oliver Plunkett Street Presence of motor traffic (33%), poor accessibility 
(15%), poor social safety (13%) 

 
Douglas Street Poor accessibility (39%), presence of hazards 

(24%), presence of motor traffic (11%) 
 

Tivoli/Montenotte Poor accessibility (25%), presence of hazards 
(21%), presence of motor traffic (19%) 

 
Marina Presence of motor traffic (29%), presence of 

hazards (15%), poor social safety (12%) 
 

Blackrock Poor accessibility (32%), presence of motor traffic 
(24%), others’ negative behaviour (16%) 
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Grand Parade Poor accessibility (25%), presence of hazards 
(23%), poor social safety (17%) 

 
Ballinlough/Ballintemple Presence of motor traffic (33%), poor accessibility 

(31%), not child/family friendly (10%) 
 

MacCurtain Street Presence of motor traffic (30%), poor accessibility 
(26%), poor air quality (12%) 

 
Paul Street Presence of motor traffic (26%), poor social safety 

(20%), poor accessibility (17%) 
 

Wilton Poor accessibility (45%), presence of motor traffic 
(32%), presence of hazards (8%) 
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City Quays 
 

I DON’T like walking here because: 
 

 

The Quays and bridges mentioned by our participants are included in the Table below. While 

some participants mentioned the Quays in general (14%), the Quays that were mentioned the 

most were Merchant’s Quay (20%) and Sullivan’s Quay (12%).  

 

 

Some people referred to the Quays and the riverside in general:  

“The loop around the Cork City island along all the Quays could be a really nice walk, but it’s really 

unfriendly for pedestrians, with lots of badly designed crossings and footpaths with dog poo” 

(P.42) 

Merchant’s Quay was the most nominated area, described as car dominated, crowded on the 

footpaths due to bus stops, and with poor aesthetic value:  
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“Traffic coming from 3 directions. Traffic light priority given to cars over pedestrians, longer wait 

for pedestrian in both cases. Pedestrians have to negotiate cars breaking the lights. Pedestrians 

get fed up waiting and cross on a red light.” (P.280) 

“Big monolithic buildings overlooking the river. Everything is grey: metal, concrete” (P.1086) 

Poor accessibility was also a strong barrier 

in Sullivan’s Quay:  

“Footpath stops and starts on the southern 

side of the street, outside the old tax office. 

Junction at the base of Barrack Street is 

difficult to cross and motorists break the 

lights there turning left onto Proby's Quay.” 

(P.649) 

In some cases, participants highlighted the 

risks associated with poor or absent 

crossing facilities along the river:  

“Lacking pedestrian cross by Anderson's 

Quay makes the crossing from Brian Boru 

bridge south towards Clayton Hotel 

dangerous” (P.340) 

Despite the presence of the river, which a 

number of participants identified as a 

positive aspect of the Quays for walking 

(see section 4.5.2 pp.55-56), some areas, 

for instance Camden Place, were noted for 

the lack of greenery as well as poor 

accessibility and heavy traffic:  

“The traffic is horrendous, there is no 

greenery. Too busy and the road is too 

wide, the pavements are too narrow, and 

you cannot continue to walk straight. The 

pedestrian crossing directs you around 3 

sides of a square to get from Pope's 

Quay/Camden Place across the N20.” 

(P.866) 

 

City Quays N % 

Poor accessibility 61 29.76 

Presence of motor traffic 56 27.32 

Presence of hazards 21 10.24 

Noise and crowding 16 7.80 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 11 5.37 

Lack of nature 8 3.90 

Poor air quality 7 3.41 

Poor social safety 7 3.41 

Damaged cultural/historical value 4 1.95 

Design in conflict 4 1.95 

Others' behaviours 3 1.46 

Limiting positive feelings 2 0.98 

Not age or mobility friendly 2 0.98 

Risky times of the day 2 0.98 

Limiting mental health 1 0.49 
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City Centre where people don’t like walking 
 

I DON’T like walking here because: 
 

  

 

While deemed good for social interactions and access to amenities (see section 4.5.2, pp. 53-

55), the City Centre received the second highest number of negative mentions, mainly for 

traffic, poor accessibility and presence of hazards. A total of 68 participants mentioned the 

City Centre as a whole, or multiple routes within the Centre that made it difficult to 

extrapolate specific locations. In other cases, specific locations with high number of negative 

mentions included, in order of mentions, the area between Shandon and Sunday’s Well (57 

mentions), St. Patrick’s Street (56 mentions), Washington Street (41 mentions), Oliver 

Plunkett Street (31 mentions), North Main Street (31 mentions), Douglas Street (28 mentions), 

Grand Parade (24 mentions), MacCurtain Street (23 mentions), and Paul Street (22 mentions). 

Some participants reported multiple barriers to walkability in the City Centre:  

“Cork City has a great deal to offer but it is not a 

relaxing walk. Too noisy and hard to get a good 

walk as you are constantly stopping for traffic. 

Not pedestrian friendly.” (P.875) 

“The predominance of cars, the lack of space, 

the smell, waiting times at pedestrian 

crossings.” (P.942) 

Participants with reduced mobility noted poor 

accessibility related to the absence or poor 

condition of footpaths significantly impacted 

their ability to move around:  

“I am a wheelchair user. I am unable to use a lot 

of footpaths due to inaccessibility, bins on 

footpaths, and cars parked on footpaths.” 

(P.648) 

City Centre N % 

Presence of motor traffic 30 22.56 

Poor accessibility 22 16.54 

Presence of hazards 20 15.04 

Poor social safety 13 9.77 

Noise and crowding 11 8.27 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 8 6.02 

Others' negative behaviours 6 4.51 

Poor air quality 5 3.76 

Lack of nature 4 3.01 

Not age or mobility friendly 4 3.01 

Design in conflict 3 2.26 

Not Child/family friendly 3 2.26 

Risky times of the day 2 1.50 

Lack of amenities 1 0.75 

Limiting mental health 1 0.75 
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A detailed close-up of participants’ responses for each City Centre location is presented below, 

including some relevant quotes.  

__________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Shandon/Sunday’s Well 

This area received 57 negative mentions. Issues 

with the width and conditions of footpaths were 

perceived as impacting the ability to walk in the 

area, especially on Shandon Street and Sunday’s 

Well; this together with the perception of other 

people’s uncivilised behaviour, especially in 

relation to pet fouling and littering:  

“Uneven and overly narrow pavements (and the 

need to cross from side to side of the road as you 

walk along). Moments of proximity to fast traffic. 

Lots of dog poo” (P.150) 

To a lesser extent, some people referred to 

perceived poor social safety and issues with anti-

social behaviour which would lead them to avoid 

walking in certain spaces of these areas.  

__________________________________________________________________________ 

 

St. Patrick’s Street  

56 negative mentions.  

Hazards: “Slippery surface and the fact that the car 

ban is not being properly implemented” (P.209) 

Traffic on Daunt’s Square: “The space is supposed 

to be pedestrian priority but is anything but. This 

status is poorly signed. As a result, pedestrians 

have to either give priority to motorised vehicles or 

risk being in a collision with one of the said 

vehicles. Enforcement of this pedestrian priority 

area appears to be non-existent.” (P.1043) 

Nature vs. traffic: “No nature at all, busy road 

right in the centre thats quite difficult to cross, 

taxi's pulling in everywhere all the time.” (P.753) 

 

Shandon/Sunday's Well N % 

Poor accessibility 27 25.71 

Presence of motor traffic 21 20.00 

Others' negative behaviours 16 15.24 

Presence of hazards 15 14.29 

Poor social safety 7 6.67 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 4 3.81 

Design in conflict 3 2.86 

Risky times of the day 3 2.86 

Lack of nature 2 1.90 

Not Child/family friendly 2 1.90 

Limiting positive feelings 1 0.95 

Noise and crowding 1 0.95 

Not age friendly 1 0.95 

Not age or mobility friendly 1 0.95 

Poor air quality 1 0.95 

 

Patrick's Street N % 

Presence of motor traffic 25 28.09 

Presence of hazards 14 15.73 

Noise and crowding 13 14.61 

Poor accessibility 13 14.61 

Lack of nature 6 6.74 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 5 5.62 

Poor air quality 4 4.49 

Limiting positive feelings 3 3.37 

Poor social safety 2 2.25 

Design in conflict 1 1.12 

Lack of amenities 1 1.12 

Not Child/family friendly 1 1.12 

Not age or mobility friendly 1 1.12 
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__________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Washington Street 

This street and surrounding areas (e.g., Liberty Street) received 41 negative mentions, and a 

quarter of these referred to issues crossing the road safely, walking with enough space on 

footpaths, or avoiding cars illegally parked on footpaths. Some participants felt that, despite 

the central position of this street, cars are 

prioritised over pedestrians  

“The footpaths are too narrow. There is too much 

emphasis on motorised traffic. There are engines 

either idling or roaring past, most of the time. It's 

like walking on a dual carriageway. Some of the 

businesses on Washington Street are fantastic, 

but the street itself is very unwelcoming.” (P.1086) 

“Red lights take time, lots of people on those small 

sidewalks. Plus, the cars and bikes often do not 

stop at their own red lights which is extremely 

dangerous. And broken glass everywhere” 

(P.1185) 

__________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Oliver Plunkett’s Street 

Accessibility, hazards and motor traffic (when not closed to traffic): “This should be fully 

pedestrianised. Going from the three different surfaces (northern footpath, southern footpath, 

road surface) can be annoying, especially when trying to overtake cars. The road surface is full 

of potholes and is unpleasant to walk on, should just be one flat, paved footpath the whole 

way. No greenery, bollards that are in the way. 

Car parking in the way, especially when the street 

is busy.” (P.1041) 

Hazards, accessibility and aesthetics: “The 

footpaths are filthy, and too small. The whole 

street should be one level, or at the very least have 

the road surface repaved as it is full of potholes, 

make it extremely hard to walk on comfortably. 

The buildings are in complete disrepair - most 

badly need to be painted.” (P.212) 

Social safety: “I walk down this street in the late 

evening, and it can be intimidating at times” 

(P.226) 

Oliver Plunkett's Street N % 

Presence of motor traffic 18 33.33 

Poor accessibility 8 14.81 

Poor social safety 7 12.96 

Presence of hazards 5 9.26 

Others' negative behaviours 4 7.41 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 3 5.56 

Design in conflict 2 3.70 

Noise and crowding 2 3.70 

Limiting positive feelings 1 1.85 

Not Child/family friendly 1 1.85 

Not age or mobility friendly 1 1.85 

Poor air quality 1 1.85 

Risky times of the day 1 1.85 

 

Washington Street N % 

Poor accessibility 20 25.64 

Presence of hazards 18 23.08 

Presence of motor traffic 12 15.38 

Noise and crowding 7 8.97 

Design in conflict 4 5.13 

Others' negative behaviours 4 5.13 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 4 5.13 

Poor social safety 4 5.13 

Limiting positive feelings 2 2.56 

Not Child/family friendly 1 1.28 

Not age or mobility friendly 1 1.28 

Poor air quality 1 1.28 
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__________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Other City Centre Streets 

North Main Street: “Paving in disrepair, 

dog shit on ground, buildings in ruin 

leading to section of footpath closed off. 

Multiple crossings required to get along 

street.” (P.464) 

North Main Street N % 

Poor accessibility 11 20.37 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 9 16.67 

Presence of hazards 8 14.81 

Poor social safety 6 11.11 

Presence of motor traffic 5 9.26 

Limiting positive feelings 4 7.41 

Lack of nature 3 5.56 

Damaged cultural/historical 
value 

2 3.70 

Noise and crowding 2 3.70 

Others' negative behaviours 2 3.70 

Risky times of the day 2 3.70 

 

Douglas Street: “The footpaths are in 

terrible condition and very narrow, most of 

the street is given over to parking and to 

cars and it always feels cramped and dirty.” 

(P.92) 

Douglas Street N % 

Poor accessibility 21 38.89 

Presence of hazards 13 24.07 

Presence of motor traffic 6 11.11 

Not Child/family friendly 4 7.41 

Noise and crowding 2 3.70 

Others' negative behaviours 2 3.70 

Poor air quality 2 3.70 

Damaged cultural/historical 
value 

1 1.85 

Design in conflict 1 1.85 

Lack of nature 1 1.85 

Not age or mobility friendly 1 1.85 

 

 

Grand Parade Accessibility Singer’s Corner 

Junction with Washington Street: “You 

have to wait so long to cross, it is very 

frustrating that the pedestrian is a second 

citizen to the car at this junction” (P.184) 

Grand Parade Hazards: “Cars constantly 

parked on the footpaths, street usually not 

clean, poor paving that is especially 

difficult to walk on if anyway wet, 

pedestrian crossings give priority to cars, 

especially by The Capitol.” (P.212) 

Grand Parade N % 

Poor accessibility 11 25.00 

Presence of hazards 10 22.73 

Poor social safety 6 13.64 

Presence of motor traffic 4 9.09 

Lack of nature 3 6.82 

Noise and crowding 3 6.82 

Poor air quality 3 6.82 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 2 4.55 

Not Child/family friendly 1 2.27 

Others' negative behaviours 1 2.27 

 

MacCurtain Street: “Footpath too narrow. 

Difficult to pass with buggy/wheelchair. 

Traffic noise. Slow traffic lights.” (P.768) 

MacCurtain Street N % 

Presence of motor traffic 15 30.00 

Poor accessibility 13 26.00 

Poor air quality 6 12.00 

Noise and crowding 5 10.00 

Lack of nature 2 4.00 

Poor social safety 2 4.00 

Presence of hazards 2 4.00 

Design in conflict 1 2.00 

Limiting positive feelings 1 2.00 

Not Child/family friendly 1 2.00 

Others' negative behaviours 1 2.00 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 1 2.00 
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Paul Street: “What should be a pleasant 

pedestrian space is regularly occupied by 

cars parked illegally on footpaths or on 

plaza entry; path at western end is often 

obstructed by sandwich boards outside 

commercial premises; not enough room for 

pedestrians to walk comfortably or safely 

due to motor traffic movements.” (P.260) 

 

 

 

Paul Street N % 

Presence of motor traffic 9 25.71 

Poor social safety 7 20.00 

Poor accessibility 6 17.14 

Noise and crowding 4 11.43 

Presence of hazards 3 8.57 

Design in conflict 2 5.71 

Not Child/family friendly 1 2.86 

Not age or mobility friendly 1 2.86 

Others' negative behaviours 1 2.86 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 1 2.86 
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Around UCC 
 

I DON’T like walking here because: 
 

 

College Road, Western Road and surrounding streets (Magazine Road, area near St. Finbarr’s 

Cathedral) were mostly described as the area surrounding UCC, thus considered somehow 

distinct from the rest of the City Centre. While this area did not emerge in the positive mentions, 

44 respondents complained about the road conditions, i.e., potholes and rutting, resulting in 

accumulation of rainwater and ponding, bringing with it the risk of being splashed by the 

numerous and often fast driving cars:  

“The road surface is very poor, causing splashes from passing cars.   And some footpaths are 

narrow or non-existent” (P.86) 

“Busy road, narrow footpaths, often bins are in the middle of the path forcing pedestrians to have 

to step into the road. The footpaths are often filthy (dogs, rubbish, gum)” (P.101) 

Dog fouling and antisocial behaviour were also reasons why some people did not like walking in 

these areas. 

“Intimidating atmosphere particularly at night, a lot of narrow roads nearby.” (P.1010)  

College Road N % 

Poor accessibility 26 29.21 

Presence of hazards 23 25.84 

Presence of motor traffic 16 17.98 

Others' negative behaviours 6 6.74 

Poor social safety 5 5.62 

Noise and crowding 4 4.49 

Not age or mobility friendly 3 3.37 

Not child/family friendly 2 2.25 

Risky times of the day 2 2.25 

Design in conflict 1 1.12 

Poor air quality 1 1.12 

 

Western Road N % 

Presence of motor traffic 25 36.76 

Presence of hazards 14 20.59 

Poor accessibility 9 13.24 

Noise and crowding 5 7.35 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 4 5.88 

Others' negative behaviours 3 4.41 

Design in conflict 2 2.94 

Poor air quality 2 2.94 

Poor social safety 2 2.94 

Lack of nature 1 1.47 

Not age or mobility friendly 1 1.47 
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City Fringes and Suburbs 
 

I DON’T like walking here because: 
 

 

 

Multiple areas around the City Centre were identified as having issues related to walkability.  

In the South of the City, Douglas received 55 negative mentions, with reference to the Village 

itself, the main roads connecting to the City (i.e., Douglas Road and South Douglas Road) as well 

as roads around Rochestown (particularly Rochestown Road), Maryborough Hill, and Garryduff.  

 

In the South West, areas between Bishopstown and Glasheen were described for walkability 

issues 34 times, mainly referring to Model Farm Road, the area between Cork University Hospital 

(CUH) and UCC (especially around Dennehy’s Cross and Victoria Cross), Glasheen Road, and roads 

around the Curraheen Greenway. Also, in the South West, Wilton received 22 negative mentions, 

referred mainly to Wilton Road, the area around CUH and Wilton Shopping Centre going towards 

Sarsfield Road.  

 

South East of the City, the Marina area and the roads leading to it (Centre Park Road and 

Monahan Road) received 26 negative mentions, mostly related to motor traffic; also in this area, 

Blackrock, particularly Blackrock Road, was mentioned 25 times for issues with accessibility and 

motor traffic; lastly, difficulties when walking on roads and estates in the 

Ballinlough/Ballintemple area were mentioned 23 times.  

 

North East, the Tivoli/Montenotte area was mentioned 27 times, particularly around the Lower 

Glanmire Road and Middle Glanmire Road. We also included in this area some roads around, but 

excluding, MacCurtain Street, such as Wellington Road and Leitrim Street, because people who 

mentioned these areas would often mention them together (e.g., Middle Glanmire Road, 

Summerhill North, to Leitrim Street). 
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Consistent with other areas in the City, locations in these areas were perceived as having limited 

opportunities for walking due mainly to priority given to motor traffic, poor/reduced accessibility 

as a result of narrow or absent footpaths, dangerous crossings, obstacles on footpaths, and 

presence of hazards due to broken/uneven walking surfaces, poor lighting or street clutter.  

A breakdown of barriers and number of mentions for these areas is presented hereafter.  

__________________________________________________________________________ 

Douglas 

Douglas Village: “Traffic congestion is loud, car fumes, difficulties in crossings during heavy 

traffic, narrow paths in places feel unsafe, need to be alert” (P.263) 

Rochestown Road from Douglas Fingerpost roundabout: “Footpaths on one side of the road 

simply disappear, forcing the pedestrian to cross a busy road with no traffic calming measures.” 

(P.1009) 

Maryborough Hill: “Cars constantly parked in the 

bike lane or on footpaths, they speed up and 

down the hill moving dangerously close to 

walkers and pull out of driveways without looking 

across footpaths you are walking on.” P.1287 

Douglas Road: “Footpaths suddenly end, and you 

have to walk on the road, lots of dog poo, very 

busy road with buses on narrow road” (P.224) 

__________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Bishopstown & Glasheen 

Model Farm Road: “Infrequent crossing points, 

too small paths for volume of people, heavy car 

traffic. Many entrances are wide, too wide to 

comfortably cross.” (P.1058) 

Between CUH and Brookfield: “Traffic danger, 

traffic fumes, unwalkable during rain due to 

flooded footpaths and road users splashing 

pedestrians. Would not even consider taking my 

kids on a journey like this, no separation between 

pedestrians and traffic” (P.188) 

Footpaths between City Centre and Glasheen: 

“Uneven and broken footpaths, holes and narrow 

footpaths. Dog fouling” (P.81) 

Douglas N % 

Poor accessibility 35 33.33 

Presence of motor traffic 27 25.71 

Noise and crowding 10 9.52 

Poor air quality 10 9.52 

Presence of hazards 8 7.62 

Others' negative behaviours 6 5.71 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 6 5.71 

Not Child/family friendly 2 1.90 

Lack of nature 1 0.95 

 

Bishopstown/Glasheen N % 

Poor accessibility 19 30.16 

Presence of motor traffic 16 25.40 

Presence of hazards 6 9.52 

Others' negative behaviours 5 7.94 

Poor air quality 5 7.94 

Not Child/family friendly 3 4.76 

Lack of nature 2 3.17 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 2 3.17 

Design in conflict 1 1.59 

Limiting positive feelings 1 1.59 

Noise and crowding 1 1.59 

Not age or mobility friendly 1 1.59 

Poor social safety 1 1.59 
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__________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Wilton 

Wilton Road and Sarsfield Road: “Fewer people walking, high traffic and often cars travelling at 

high speeds. In particular, from Dennehy’s Cross to Wilton Rd. Roundabout it feels that cars are 

given precedence due to narrow pavements which are quite run down.” (P.1069) 

Crossing between CUH and Wilton Shopping Centre: “The island is tiny and not large enough to 

facilitate the large number of people who cross 

the road here. When lights turn green for 

pedestrians, they are only green for one side of 

the road. Often see confused pedestrians 

walking out in front of cars on the opposite side 

of the island. Very dangerous spot.” (P.775) 

Wilton roundabout: “Lack of priority to 

pedestrians. If one wants traffic lights, the 

distance required to walk at any exits are too far 

to be practical. Speeding cars.” (P.556) 

 

__________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Cork Marina 

Marina: “Open to cars which speed up and down 

road and so is dangerous for kids” (P.586) 

Marina Centre Park Road: “Traffic, 

industrialised, a lot of time need to walk to get 

from city to blackrock or marina, doesn’t always 

feel safe” (P.1142) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Wilton N % 

Poor accessibility 17 44.74 

Presence of motor traffic 12 31.58 

Presence of hazards 3 7.89 

Design in conflict 1 2.63 

Limited permeability or choice 1 2.63 

Noise and crowding 1 2.63 

Not Child/family friendly 1 2.63 

Not age or mobility friendly 1 2.63 

Poor air quality 1 2.63 

 

Marina N % 

Presence of motor traffic 12 29.27 

Presence of hazards 6 14.63 

Poor social safety 5 12.20 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 4 9.76 

Poor accessibility 3 7.32 

Risky times of the day 3 7.32 

Lack of nature 2 4.88 

Noise and crowding 2 4.88 

Not Child/family friendly 2 4.88 

Others' negative behaviours 2 4.88 
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__________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Blackrock 

Blackrock Road: “The footpaths are not on both sides of the road, so it requires several road 

crossings. Cars nearly always park on part of the footpath which makes things difficult with a 

buggy and... dog mess getting stuck everywhere!” (P.479) 

Blackrock SuperValu area on the way to 

Douglas: “The footpath is a mess, the street and 

footpath, neither one is wide enough. On both 

sides of the road the foot path has large drops 

from the curb to the street and back up again. It 

is difficult with a buggy and it’s mind boggling 

how anyone in a wheelchair or who is blind could 

safely walk this path. One side of the path 

doesn’t continue past the roundabout by the 

GoGos restaurant. The other side is up and down 

curbs on every street. The zebra crossing is in the 

roundabout which is so unsafe.” (P.237) 

 

__________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Ballinlough/Ballintemple 

Estate roads around Ballinlough: “Although they 

are quite quiet for vehicles, they are a real 

problem for pushing a buggy. At junctions there 

are no ramps. There are way too many cars 

parked on footpaths.” (P.326) 

Old Blackrock Road: “It has a lot of heavy traffic 

(it's narrow so cars race down it and have to stop 

and idle often to let others pass) so it is smelly and 

noisy, and despite it being quite low density there 

isn't much green about.” (P.645) 

 

 

 

Blackrock N % 

Poor accessibility 16 32.00 

Presence of motor traffic 12 24.00 

Others' negative behaviours 8 16.00 

Presence of hazards 6 12.00 

Not Child/family friendly 2 4.00 

Poor social safety 2 4.00 

Design in conflict 1 2.00 

Not age or mobility friendly 1 2.00 

Poor air quality 1 2.00 

Risky times of the day 1 2.00 

 

Ballinlough/Ballintemple N % 

Presence of motor traffic 16 33.33 

Poor accessibility 15 31.25 

Not Child/family friendly 5 10.42 

Noise and crowding 3 6.25 

Poor air quality 3 6.25 

Presence of hazards 2 4.17 

Lack of nature 1 2.08 

Others' negative behaviours 1 2.08 

bhPoor social safety 1 2.08 

Risky times of the day 1 2.08 
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__________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Tivoli/Montenotte 

Millenium Park: “It's difficult to cross the busy road. When you get to the far end of the park, you 

either turn back or walk on over the flyover 

which is dangerous. Would love a bridge there 

that connected it to the Marina.” (P.998) 

Lower Glanmire Road: “Noisy, full of vehicle 

exhaust fumes, dingy dirty surroundings, poorly 

surfaced path” (P.234) 

Middle Glanmire Road junction with Leycester 

Lane: “Very narrow path coming out onto 

difficult junction for pedestrians - road has just 

recently been painted with only cars in mind and 

no consideration for pedestrians at all - accident 

waiting to happen here as cars fly down.” (P.593) 

 

 

Tivoli/Montenotte N % 

Poor accessibility 12 25.00 

Presence of hazards 10 20.83 

Presence of motor traffic 9 18.75 

Poor air quality 4 8.33 

Noise and crowding 3 6.25 

Poor aesthetics/unpleasant 2 4.17 

Poor social safety 2 4.17 

Design in conflict 1 2.08 

Lack of nature 1 2.08 

Limiting positive feelings 1 2.08 

Not age or mobility friendly 2 4.17 

Others' negative behaviours 1 2.08 
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