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Figure H-2: Aiken County Work Map - Bicycle

Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan Update
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Figure H-3: Aiken County Transit Map - Bicycle
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Figure H-4: Aiken County Play Map - Bicycle

Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan Update
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Figure H-5: Aiken County Roadway Quality Map - Bicycle
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Figure H-6: Aiken County Live Map - Pedestrian

Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan Update
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LIVE: Dataset Scoring Summary
Each demographic dataset was scored 1 -5 according to its range of density per census block group
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Figure H-7: Aiken County Work Map - Pedestrian
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan Update

Figure H-8: Aiken County Transit Map - Pedestrian
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Figure H-9: Aiken County Play Map - Pedestrian
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Figure H-10: Aiken County Roadway Quality Map - Pedestrian

Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan Update
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