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What new services became
avallable to strategically position
Intercity bus service In the
expanding U.S. travel market?






Figure 6: Development of Hubs by Megabus A
With Approximate Geographic Range of Service
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Figure 2
Largest Intercity Bus Operators
Scheduled Daily Trips




Figure 4:
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Notable New Intercity Bus Services in 2014
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How does Intercity bus travel
affect the cost of travel In
mayjor city-to-city corridors
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Figure 5
Average Fare by Mode
Weighted Average in 54 Citypairs
80-500 miles

$145.23




What's around the bend in 20167






