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the model, which resulted in suitable bike
share station locations that met the market
driven demand while considering the needs of
the entire community.

frequency transit network.
Priority focus areas were chosen that had the three highest suitability

rankings (10, 9, and 8). Priotiry area 1 had the highest suitability ranking (10)
and areas 2 and 3 scored 9 and 8§, respectively.
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