GREEN WALKING NETWORKS FOR CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION

Transport and Climate Change (CC) Microclimate, human therm
and travel behaviour

Need to link The microclimate of a street influences the walking
Microclimate

| comfort
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In 2011 transport used 1/3 of all

energy and 70% of all oil in EU climate-related attitude. Street trees have a great potential for
(EC, 2013)
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*Encouraging pedestrian mobility as a strategy for CC Mitigation
*Supporting the presence of green urban spaces for CC Adaptation

*Promoting walking in green spaces as win-win solution for CC '
The human heat budget (Jendritzky et al., 2012)

The methodology in 4 steps Case study
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