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Public Transportation Relieves Traffic Congestion
TTI Report Says Without Public Transit, Travelersdld Have Suffered an
Additional 785 Million Hours of Delay on our Natiots Roads

The Texas Transportation Institute (TTI) today askd its highly regarded congestion report, 20-&akr
Mobility Report, which looked at road congestioBO United States urban areas. As in past ydas,
data overwhelmingly shows the importance of putshasportation in relieving congestion. In fabg t
report’s improved methodology indicates that pubimsportation has an even greater role in regucin
congestion than previously thought.

The 2010 Urban Mobility Report makes clear thahwitt public transportation services, travelers woul
have suffered an additional 785 million hours dagieand consumed 640 million more gallons of fudad
there been no public transportation service aviglaibthe 439 urban areas studied, congestion émsts
2009 would have risen by nearly $19 billion froml$Xo $134 billion. (See link below for the top @Han
areas.)

“There is no doubt that expanding public transgamntause is key to reducing traffic congestion,itdsa
American Public Transportation Association (APTAgstdent William Millar. “Clearly, even if you ddn
ride public transportation, it is still in your lesterest to support investment in public tran&etter public
transportation in your community means less comgesin the roads.”

Pointing out that the surface transportation auation legislation has not yet been enacted bygtzss,
Millar said, “Reducing traffic congestion is onerofiny reasons why the ™ Zongress needs to move on
passing a well-funded, multi-year, surface trantgimm authorization bill. Each passing day meadglay
in addressing congestion problems which impactiddals and undermine business productivity.”

In addition to its proven record of reducing conges public transportation offers economic bersefit
Public transportation plays an important role itphmg people commute to work; nearly 60 percerdalbf
trips on public transportation involve travel tadednom job sites. Also, every $1 billion investiedpublic
transportation creates and supports 36,000 jobs.

U.S. public transportation use also produces saanif energy-savings benefits. Each year 4.iohill
gallons of gasoline are saved because our citzeapublic transportation.

“This report offers compelling evidence of the imgance of investing in public transportation,” ssddlar.
“Now is the time for Congress to pass a long-teutharization bill that will help reduce the probleyh
urban road congestion through a greater investmgniblic transportation.”



The urban areas listed below had the highest sawnigours of delay due to public transportatioa s
2009. Also, included in the following table arengestion cost savings from public transportatios (tise
total for both the cost of hours of delay saved gallons of fuel saved).

Hours Savingsfrom Public Transportation Use
D;fay Urban Area Hours of Delay Gallons of Fuel Congestion Cost
Rank Saved Saved Savings
1 | New York-Newark NY-NJ-CT 368,062,18 267,205,90 8,810,307,58
2 | Chicago Il-IN 92,506,56 82,323,70 2,351,660,81
3 | Washington D-VA-MD 34,119,77 24,150,50 766,572,73
4 | Los Angele-Long Beacl-Santa Ana C, 33,187,43 13,766,60 773,174,25
5 | Boston MA-NH-RI 32,885,16 23,597,80 745,480,19
6 | San Francisc-Oakland C/ 28,659,67 21,895,50 660,427,07
7 | Philadelphia P-NJ-DE-MD 26,377,52 18,954,70 633,001,38
8 | Seattle W/ 14,152,70 9,886,301 346,505,23
9 | Baltimore MC 13,226,89 11,104,60 323,183,01
10 | Miami FL 9,356,43' 5,550,201 217,166,23
11 | Atlanta GA 8,314,822 5,850,501 201,978,80
12 | Houston T 6,662,60: 3,291,80! 157,120,59
13 | San Diego C, 6,286,15 5,083,601 147,96330¢€
14 | Dallas-Fort Wortt-Arlington TX 5,989,227 4,803,801 136,888,95
15 | Denve-Aurora CC 5,931,16 4,604,60! 134,956,49
16 | San Juan P 5,716,64. 3,689,101 137,359,32
17 | Portland OFF-WA 5,422,21 4,129,50 128,088,52
18 | Minneapoli-St. Paul MP 5,05¢,607 3,974,60! 115,350,08
18 | Pittsburgh P 4,890,21 4,031,701 118,813,88
20 | Salt Lake City U’ 3,325,44 2,677,50i 73,450,68
21 | St. Louis MC-IL 2,908,95 2,696,50! 73,831,59
22 | Phoenix Az 2,474,46 2,123,801 66,517,30
23 | Cleveland Ot 2,144,67 1,721,50( 47,977,64
24 | Detroit Ml 1,946,79 1,304,60 44,955,35
25 | Austin TX 1,892,69 1,437,40 43,203,73
26 | San Jose C 1,872,22. 1,499,201 41,459,81
27 | New Orleans L/ 1,815,48 1,375,501 46,695,43
28 | Milwaukee W 1,670,00! 1,336,50 39,476,37
29 | Las Vegas N 1,446,57! 1,171,20 32,367,93
30 | Orlando Fl 1,432,311 990,00( 35,163,21
31 | San Antonio T) 1,331,21 1,210,901 30,018,97
32 | Sacramento C 1,314,08! 903,70( 30,980,87
33 | Virginia Beach V/ 1,191,16! 844,70( 25,411,47.
34 | Cincinnati OF-KY -IN 1,152,26 890,20( 28,279,86
35 | Riverside-San Bernardino C 1,088,14. 455,40( 27,225,61
36 | TampeSt. Petersburg F 1,041,34. 676,80( 23,835,88
# # #

The American Public Transportation Association (APTA) is a nonprofit international association of more than 1,500public and
private member organizations, engaged in the areas of bus, paratransit, light rail, commuter rail, subways, water borne passenger
services, and high-speed rail. Thisincludes: transit systems; planning, design, construction, and finance firms; product and
service providers; academic institutions; transit associations and state departments of transportation. More than 90 percent of the
people using public transportation in the United States and Canada are served by APTA member systems.

2



