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	Affiliated Organization(s)
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	Instrument Purpose
	Assesses features of the neighborhood environment based on four main environmental features: functional, safety, aesthetic, destinations.

	Instrument Type
	Perceived (self-reported)

	Geographical Scale
	Neighborhood (metropolitan area)

	Instrument Development Methods
	“A two-stage, expert panel review process was used to establish face and content validity for each item” in the ten-item portion of the survey questionnaire assessing features of the physical environment (Suminski et al., 2005, p. 150). “In stage one, panel members reviewed each item and proposed appropriate revisions. During stage two, panel members reached consensus on proposed item revisions in order to maximize face and content validity”(Suminski et al., 2005, p. 150).

	Sample
	415 participants of an initial random sample of 1200 completed the survey. 

Eligibility criteria: 

· Resident of the neighborhood where the interview was taking place

· Aged 18 years or older

· Not limited in ability to be physically active because of a health condition

	Psychometrics
	“A reliable (correlation coefficient r=0.58) and valid (relationship with physical activity log; correlation coefficient r=0.71) questionnaire was used to assess walking behavior and other forms of physical activity” in the first portion of the interview (Suminski et al., 2005, p. 150). “Intraclass correlations for the features of the physical environment portion of the survey ranged from 0.85 to 0.94, and the Cronbach’s alpha coefficient of internal consistency was 0.83”(Suminski et al., 2005, p. 150).

	Key Item Sub-Domains

	· Physical activity frequency and duration
· Features of the physical environment

· Functionality (i.e., sidewalk and intersection maintenance)
· Safety (from traffic and crime)
· Aesthetics
· Destination (i.e., availability of places to walk to)

	Considers Disability Issues
	No

	Number of Instrument(s)
	1 instrument

	Length of Instrument(s)
	10 items 
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	Definition(s)
	Functional: The construction/integrity of neighborhood sidewalks and streets. 

Safety: With neighborhood traffic volume and speed, lighting, and crime. 

Aesthetic: About neighborhood cleanliness and views of buildings and scenery

Destinations: The availability of places in and around the participant’s neighborhood to which they can walk, such as shops, parks, work, or schools
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