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BY THE @ NUMBERS

MEBEST CITIES
FORPUBLIC TRANSPORTATION

Average Commute Time (Minutes) | Population Income Index

Using Transit | Difference for

o Washington, DC 278 364 N% 36 % -4 % 100.00
e San Francisco, CA 300 40.3 34% 34% -4 % 9812
e Boston, MA 29.2 39.8 36% 34 % -13 % 96,63
o Chicago, IL 33.2 436 N% 28 % 9% 95.84
o New York, NY 326 481 48% 57% 2% 93.896
e Seattle, WA 25.0 389 56 % 21% -14 % 93.56
o Jersey City, NJ 30.2 45.3 53% 49 % 16 % 93.37
e Pittsburgh, PA 23.3 324 39% 17 % -18 % 9317
e Philadelphia, PA 3041 44.0 46% 27% -16 % 92.87
@ Oakland, CA 270 44.3 649% 21% 2% 90.59




Average Commute Time (Minutes) | Population Income

Using Transit | Difference for

() oakiand,ca 270 243 64% 21% 2% 90.59
) rortiand, oR 230 40.8 7% 2% 6% 8663
(%) Minneapolis, MN 216 378 75% 14% 38 % 82.48
(5) Madison, Wi 187 322 72% 10% 3% 80.40
() Newark, NJ 30.2 54,5 80% 26% 8% 7861
(O Denver,co 237 430 81% 7% 4% 7653
(D) st Pau, MmN 218 399 83% 10% 24% 76.04
) Honollu, Hi 214 a4 93% 2% 36% 7515
(1) LosAngeles,cA 283 486 72% 1% a3% 74.65
() eartimore, MD 26.1 492 89% 19% 35 74.55
€0 saltLakeCity, UT 181 335 85% 7% 28% 7277
€D santasna,ca 233 M5 78% 5% 32% 71.88
£)  Richmond, VA 201 359 79% 6% 37% 70.50
€5) Houston, TX 25.2 461 83% 4% 39% 6812
€} Cleveland, OH 219 247 104% 119% 24% 67.82
— €5 Buffalo, NY 19.2 399 108% 1% 38% 6614



Walk Score.com

Data Products

Walk Score

Measures walkability on a scale from 0 - 100 based
on walking routes to destinations such as grocery
stores, schools, parks, restaurants, and retail.

Transit Score
Measures transit accessibility on a scale from 0 - 100.
Calculates distance to closest stop on each route,
analyzes route frequency and type.

Bike Score

Measures bike accessibility on a scale from 0 - 100
based on bike infrastructure, topography,
destinations and road connectivity.



How Walk Score Is Utilized
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Walk Score of transit stations in Phoenix, AZ



Selected Cities
Raleigh, North Carolina
Milwaukee County, Wisconsin
Buffalo, New York
Madison, Wisconsin
Minneapolis, Minnesota
Portland, Oregon
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Raleigh, North Carolina

triangletransit [>

Public Works

R rs ™y ' LY rd

General Public Works e Wehicle Fleet Services Construction Management = Public Transit
A ' A \, I %,
% ' ™y i N i

Transportation Field . .

Services — Parking SafeLight — Stormwater

A . A . A .

Tiangle Transit Bus Rouies
D Reguiar Service
S(EE)  Oft-Peak Senvice
I Express Senvice

g E




15 Milwaukee County Transit Guide | Guia de Transito del Condado de Milwaukee ®

\ — g Pt

ot e N e S S
o St
Al B (ST
i -
@ Germantown Extension 4 G
e £ = T itk e
3 I & rom W] st o i
i v o e RO (]
e et ey EgwuiSeren
e, s Sl "
- , 'f,:"_:v‘(:{‘f‘; - =y E =
UTSpaisras ey
o - O i
@ Ozaukee County Express =
e ;= e
T T /%
= it = g
g v i 2 5 S Lagton
«w& N VI A
s A& N
Lol N 2
S ' E Caphid e
| 6th St.-Port Washington Rd. UBUS P : = e ' Ko b
2 o) O W P . = 7) ',‘
.t el A 2 fhod
Bk .o Sipreal] Bl
o <

- A o 5 — :‘7,
A ! ki 3 -0 .
W o I o Besiguos

s B whcon)

s

Wavkeshs Mo et |
Weevanm 4
pitvis

e 2 75 Manaiase Fis I
wircon} 3 . . R, m Foed s L Himsd

- h © " Whacanan s - LMY
4 Vg ‘
wis . o

£

A nn o

) !
7|f A

@ e Sligert
2 ! e . -
: e "
£ g A .
H » F £ =
= i 5 Pl L

W g I ™
ooms e
) | B
Tl o)

I~ Downtown Flyer Routing

2 e Vi ok g o A o b P o

e

e 65

o

Swops
Pt poriss o =
Rostes i
R = om et © ot nclitery Wekiey
@ ucatiia

© torwent A St

Qv




Milwaukee County Transit Guide | Guia de Transito del Condado de Milwaukee

*The City of Milwaukee transit was managed by a
private company

*The private company was struggling to achieve its

Private goals

* 1975 the County took over the transit assets (buses &
depots) of the that company and contracted for
services

@elaiiieles - oThe Managing Director ran the confracts
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' eToday $158 million is allocated from the County to the
transit system allowing it to react in real fime.

F * Mke County Transport Services (MTS) is a government
corporation managing and operating public tfransport

Government system.
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Average Commute Time (Minutes) | Population Income

Using Transit | Difference for

() oakiand,ca 270 243 64% 21% 2% 90.59
) rortiand, oR 230 40.8 7% 2% 6% 8663
(%) Minneapolis, MN 216 378 75% 14% 38 % 82.48
(5) Madison, Wi 187 322 72% 10% 3% 80.40
() Newark, NJ 30.2 54,5 80% 26% 8% 7861
(O Denver,co 237 430 81% 7% 4% 7653
(D) st Pau, MmN 218 399 83% 10% 24% 76.04
) Honollu, Hi 214 a4 93% 2% 36% 7515
(1) LosAngeles,cA 283 486 72% 1% a3% 74.65
() eartimore, MD 26.1 492 89% 19% 35 74.55
€0 saltLakeCity, UT 181 335 85% 7% 28% 7277
€D santasna,ca 233 M5 78% 5% 32% 71.88
£)  Richmond, VA 201 359 79% 6% 37% 70.50
€5) Houston, TX 25.2 461 83% 4% 39% 6812
€} Cleveland, OH 219 247 104% 119% 24% 67.82
— €5 Buffalo, NY 19.2 399 108% 1% 38% 6614
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Office of the Director - Leah Treat

Assistant Director - Maurice Henderson, 503-823-5639

FPolicy, Planning + Projects - Art Pearce, Group Manager, 503-823-7791

Engineering Services - Steve Townsen, City Engineer/Group Manager, 503-823-7144
Parking Services - Dave Benson, Group Manager, 503-823-5444

Equity + Inclusion - Zan Gibbs, Program Manager, 503-823-7371

Legislative + Resource Development - Mark Lear, 503-823-7604
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Highest Transit Scores
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iahest Bike Scores

)

Is there one E W

. =]

Director or i O

= ]

Est. Isthere a Dept. of Lead ofthe e W E —

I = m

City Pop. Transportation? Department? E B & =
Th
an
313,333 Yes, Director of Public res
Boulder (:nl.lntyJ [n] (2014} Yes, Transportation Division Works for Transportation 48 BE C& Pl:
Tr:
407,207 mé
Minneapolis, MN (2014) No No 58 81 65 reg
- Th

No, transportation is handled

117,770 through the regiona De
Ann Arbor, MI {2013} transportation authority. No a7 74 43 |tra
U -
mit
thi
Tr:
Pl:
245,691 M
Madison, WI {2014) Mo Mo g 73 a7 un
Th
613,350 Yies, Portland Bureau of De
Portland, OR (2014} Transportation Yes 51 72 63 Co
226,908 Th
Arlingtan, VA [2014) Yes, Division of Transportation Yes 58 71 67 Sy
272,996 Pu
Lincoln, NE (2014) No No 62 a0 ad




Highest Walk Scores
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Trends and Themes

16 of 30 cities researched have a
department of transportation

25 of 30 cities have a regional structure
(more research required here)

Cities have a wide range of
organizational structures 1o manage

transportation
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