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CREATING VALUE FOR URBAN CYCLISTS WHAT IS A BIKE SHARE? A TIMELY OPPORTUNITY

Bike shares are public, non-motorized, transportation services, designed to provide point-to-point bike transportation for short urban trips .
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operating expenditures in revenues from fares (ITDP 2013).
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Across all U.S. bike share systems, user fees (‘farebox revenues’) are not high
enough to cover the costs of operating the system. By creating a more expensive
type of service for bike share users, SimpleCycle provides bike share operators with
a means of increasing farebox revenues.
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