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__-—..=_|.3.r-emete4echnolegles and
strategies that Improve the
— envirenment.

= Publiec transport (including
~— BRT, carbon finance, etc.)

= Energy
= Urban land use
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= Our team -
— Staff EncosTs
= Bill Vincent
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Jack Gonsalves (PB)

= Rex Gephart (LA Metro)
= NBRTI
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= Ridership: up"

~  significantly in many
areas

= Energy prices: up, down,

but most likely up again

. ﬁﬁil financial support: —
S Eederal SUppPOrt:

-~ Increasingly competitive
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= [ikely will be increasing pressure to
~ . — Proevide existing passengers with higher guality service at greater
efficiency.
— Attract and retain new riders as cost-effectively as possible
= “Incremental” BRT will be an important strategy

/

~

Shared lanes and Dedicated or
preferential HOV lanes for Dedicated lanes
treatments in most of the for the entire
mixed traffic corridor corridor

- N\ N _/




Breakthrough

Technologies
Institute

Froj

" = To help transit agencies and communities better
" Understand the potential benefits of investing in

specific BRT components

BRT Element Benefits —
| =Priority treatments (TSP, | =Reduced operating costs =
queue jumps, etc.) sImproved travel time
=Dedicated lanes =Reduced fuel consumption
=“Virtual” busways =Ridership increases

=Stop spacing

In short: Improve system
efficiency and effectiveness
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~—— 4 case studies

= Eugene, York Viva, Los
———Angeles, VTA

— Designed to assess various
approaches to BRT
Implementation

= Corridor versus network-

wide

= “Full” BRT versus rapid bus

ppoernted by.the Mineta
‘anspostation Institute
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- — Additional data collection

— Additional case study sites
= KC MAX
= Foothill Transit
= Cleveland
= Others? (New York?)

— Assess efficiency and
ectiveness |mprovements 0]
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JHEearseme real'Wworld exXperences

' — E.g., Cleveland Euclid Corridor carrying same
«number of‘passengers with 16 bus drivers that
were previously carried with 28 bus drivers

= Discuss project goals and ambitions

= Request your help
— Feedback on

= Scope
= Methodology
= Etc.

garding™
Pacts; efivar

— Fuel consumption
— Other

= Costs of BRT component investments
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Thank You
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tact: Project email: brt@BetterTra il

Bill'Vincent, 202 785-4222 ext. 30 — vincent@fuelcells.orq
John Niles, 206 781-4475— niles@alum.mit.edu

Sandra Curtin, 202 785-4222 ext. 30 — sandra@fuelcells.org




R elements are the mos pr nisi
- largets for improving service effectiveness and

efficiency, including:
= Travel time improvements

= Ridership increases

= Other measures [/ Issues

— Vehicle characteristics (styling, capacity, weight and fuel
efficiency, other)
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= \WWhat are you able to share?

= Others we should contact?




