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INTRODUCTION

mm Growing number of communities aspire to increase sustainable

mode shares in their planning and climate action plans, but
the historic focus on mobility over accessibility remains.

Enhanced transit-based accessibility to jobs has been shown
to be strongly correlated with increased public transport mode
share and decreased travel time.

Objective: Identity the levels of accessibility necessary to
achieve a reasonable travel time and reach targeted levels
of public transport mode share defined in Canadian cities’
transport plans.

W Data: Statistics Canada 2016 Commuting Flow tables, from

which the number of jobs associated to each Census Tract (CT)
and income levels of the commuters in each CT were extracted.

R5R travel time routing and accessibility calculations were
used for each home-destination pair, and were supported by
OpenStreetMap (OSM) networks and General Transit Feed

Specifications (GTFS) data from the fall of 2016 for all eight
regions.

Cumulative Accessibility Measures
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Non-linear Accessibility Models
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ANALYSIS/RESULTS CONCLUSION

The required level of transit-based accessibility is context-
specific and depends on the size, built environment, and
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