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To Do

IThe four types of Millennial travelers
IConstraints or preferences?
ITravel and the built environment

s a back-to-the-city movement underway?



e ) lﬂ
el

W=

~ \ A .
N LSy Pl iR
Wi i i
4 i ']
: V! |










Travel behavior is multifaceted
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Latent Profile Analysis
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v" The four types of Millennial travelers



IConstraints or preferences?
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Indirect test

Responding to

Preferences have :
economic

changed constraints



Assumption: Young people with many
resources are better able to act on their
preferences than those with few resources.
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Share of young adults (Age 20 to 34) by neighborhood type

In the
United States
Rural 15%
New development 23%
Patchwork 18%
Established suburb 12%
Urban residential 19%
Old urban 6%

Mixed-use - 8%
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v Neighborhood types
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B Trekkers ™ Drivers ™ Multimodals = Car-less

Share of young adults
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v Travel and the built environment



J1Are Millennials heading back-to-the-city?



J1Are Millennials heading back-to-the-city?

How many more/fewer young people
(ages 20 to 34) lived in each type of
neighborhood in 2010 than in 20007
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14.3 million more young people in suburbs

in 2010 than in 2000.
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Is there unambiguous urban

growth in some areas?
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Anotherindirect test

If preferences were indeed the primary
cause of the decline, then over time,
being Car-less would have less to do

with resources.



Change in proportion Car-less relative to base
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