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This project studies the accessibility of the 22 MBTA red line stations, by
studying how easy It is for pedestrians, bikers, bus riders, and drives to access

walking does not incur any costs. The significant . .
, _ the time cost. However; this may lead to
correlation between walk accessibility and LIT Ts also L
, , C . , , downward bias In time costs, as people may
the stations. This catogorization is based on the mode they use to access the indicates that, to encourage low income people’s use of . o
, , , , , , , , . , e , not also drive at the speed limit. It should

red line stations, I.e. walk-and-ride, bike-and-ride, bus-and-ride, and drive-and- red line, improving walkability in roads surrounding the " .
also be noted that the limited sample size of

ride. stations and shortening the time for pedestrians to get to

® Station

Methoﬂs *  Low income transit trips

, , . 22 stations will limit the effect of correlation
the station may be of help. Since the results Is just about L
. . . analysis using OLS.
correlation and no causality can be assumed, it cannot

' Clio out + 4 by the MBTA red | " 4 network dataset Red line Route be said that increasing walkability will necessarily result in |deally, road networks should be obtained
. Clip out towns served by the red line on the road network dataset. . . . . .
). Create station service areas (SSA) for pedestrians, bikers, and drivers - B ey O e o more LITTs. Moreover; if the causality is true, improving respectively for each mode to reflect the
' P ! ! ' - (0-rir{ bil | walkability around transit stations will also contribute to actual facilities available for each mode users.
N " -min bike service area . L . e . o .
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