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Figure 10-1.
Modal Shares
100 {Percentage of pkt)
Cars i Rail [ Buses Air
90
86.5
80 } [
70t
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50 }
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wtf
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10+ 9.5
o s 2l
United States? European Union? Japan3d
{1994) (1993) (1994)

1 United States. Car total includes data for passenger cars, taxis, and

light trucks. Rail total Includes light rail, heavy rail, and commuter and
intercity rail. Bus total includes data for transit motor buses and intercity
buses. Air total includes data for certificated air carriers, domestic carriers,
and general aviation.

2 European Unlon, Car total includes data for private cars. Rail total
includes data for intercity and commuter rail, and light rail (where avail-
able). Bus total includes local buses and Intercity coaches. Air tatal
includes domastic carriers.

3 japan, Car total incfudes data for private and commercial passenger
cars. Rail total includas Japan railways and private rail. Bus totaf includes
buses for private and commercial use. Air total includas general aviation
and domestic carriers,

KEY: pkt = passenger-kilometers traveled,

SOURCES:

Far United States: U.S. Department of Transportation, Bureau of Trans-
portation Statistics. 1996. Natfonal Transportation Statistics 1997,
Washington, DC. December.

For Europe: European Gommission. 1995. The Trans-European Transport
Network. Transforming a Patchwork into a Network, Brussels, Belgium.
For Japan: Japan Ministry of Transport. 1996. National Transportation
Statistics Handbook 1995, Takyo. 15 February.
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Figure 10-5.
Domestic Freight Activity by Mode in Selected Countries and Regions

{Parcentage of total metric ton-kilometers)
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' Waestarn Eurape® Russiar Federation®
1570 1992 1508 foutnotes 2 and 3 In tabla 10-8.
Plpaline 2 Sae footnotes 5, 6, and 7 In tabla 10-8.
Poad Itand 2 Sae footnote 9 in tablo 10-6.
walervays “See footnote 10 In tabla 10-8,

¥ Sae footnotes 11, 12, 13, and 14 In tabls 10-8,
¢ Saa footnata 15 In table 10-8,
T Sae footnota 16 In table 10-8.

NOTE: Exctudes domestic alr frelght, Includes domestic coastal shipping where
applicable and when avallabla,

SOURCES:.
Sen sources in table 10-8.

Road

Rall

China’?
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Figure 2-8
Enplanements at Major Hubs: 1987 and 1997
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Figure 2-9
Tonnage Handled by Major Water Ports: 1997
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NOTE: Major ports were defined as having ane port with aver 10 million tons shipped in 1997, and were combined with other ports in the same major waterway
or located in the same metropolitan statistical area with at least 1 million tons shipped.

SOURCE: U.5. Army Corps of Engineers, Water Resources Support Center, Navigation Data Center, Alexandria, VA.
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Railroad Network Showing Volume of Freight: 1997

Railroad freight dansity
(miflion gross tons—mgt}
—— Under § mgt

e 51099 mgt

— 1010 19.9 mgt

w—— 2 t0 39.9 mgt

— 4] {0 59.9 mgt
60 to 939 mgt

T 100 and over mgt

NOTE: Alaska and Hawail are not shown here as they have no rzilrozd networks.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Railroad Administration.
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Figure 2-10
Largest Transit Markets: 1997
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