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ABSTRACT

The lack of transportation options and limited public transit service in rural areas of the U.S. may
negatively affect residents’ quality of life by limiting the opportunities for employment,
community engagement, education, and quality healthcare. This study used a mixed-method
approach combining quantitative and qualitative research methods to conduct the transportation
needs assessment in Pickens County, Alabama that examined the access to healthcare, jobs, and
other relevant resources across all population categories in the area, including vulnerable
populations, such as senior citizens, people with disabilities, and low-income households.
Additionally, this study investigated public perceptions of, and opinions about H.E.L.P. Inc., an
origin-to-destination demand-response bus service for Pickens County residents. The study’s
findings may be useful to stakeholders, policymakers, and transportation services providers in
the rural communities of the U.S. working develop new approaches that would help meet the
transportation needs of local communities.

Keywords: rural communities, transportation needs, mixed-method approach
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INTRODUCTION
Mobility and transportation have a significant impact on the quality of life in America’s

rural communities. Effective transportation systems provide access to healthcare, education,
training, jobs, shopping centers, etc. (1). At the same time, the lack of transportation options and
limited public transit service may limit residents” employment, community engagement, and
education opportunities as well as result in missed or delayed healthcare appointments and
increased healthcare expenditures (2). Public transit is especially important for those residents
that do not have a reliable access to personal vehicle such as older adults, people with
disabilities, youth, low-income households, etc. (3). Despite the importance of mobility and
access to transportation for the quality of life, many rural communities in the U.S. are lacking
public transportation services (3). In the United States, the lack of access to transportation is
reported as the third most commonly cited obstacle to receiving health services for older persons,
preventing 3.6 million people from getting healthcare services (4). Numerous Temporary
Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) beneficiaries need reliable public transit to aid their job
search and daily commute. Rural areas pose transportation challenges due to low population
densities and availability of nearby resources (5).

This study presents and discusses the results of a transportation needs assessment in
Pickens County, Alabama that examined the access to healthcare, jobs, and other relevant
resources across all population categories, including vulnerable populations, such as senior
citizens, people with disabilities, and low-income households. The primary objective of this
research is to improve the understanding of transportation-related choices and challenges
experienced by residents of rural areas with low population densities like Pickens County,
Alabama. Previous research studies that explored the transportation needs in rural communities
in the U.S. primarily focused on the impact of mobility in rural communities on the access to
healthcare and residents’ outcomes and on the impact of public transit in rural communities on
the quality of vulnerable populations such as the elderly and individuals with disabilities.
Although the survey conducted as a part of this research study included vulnerable populations
among the survey’s participants, the study explores the access to transportation options and
transportation-related challenges experienced by all residents of Pickens County and not only the
vulnerable groups of the community.

Additionally, this research study investigates public perceptions of, and opinions about,
H.E.L.P. Inc., an origin-to-destination demand-response bus service for Pickens County residents
(6). Therefore, the qualitative findings about respondents’ experiences with the H.E.L.P. bus and
their suggestions regarding possible ways to improve the service may be helpful to stakeholders,
policy-makers, and researchers interested in understanding and improving the experiences of
passengers using demand-response transportation services in rural communities across the U.S.

This study employed a mixed-method research approach, incorporating quantitative and
qualitative data collected from the paper-based survey and the focus group discussions,
respectively. Both the survey and the focus group discussions were conducted among the
residents of Pickens County, Alabama. The study’s findings may be generalized to other rural
communities across the U.S. and may be useful to stakeholders, policymakers, and transportation
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services providers in developing new approaches to meet the transportation needs of local
communities.

BACKGROUND
The U.S. Department of Transportation defines as “rural” any area outside of an

agglomeration of 5,000 people for highway functional classification purposes and any area
outside of an agglomeration of 50,000 for planning purposes (7), while the U.S. Census Bureau
defines any agglomeration of 2,500 or more as “urban” and everywhere else as “rural” (8). Rural
communities compose 75% of the U.S.” land area and only 17% of the population (9). Rural
areas pose unique challenges to transportation providers compared to their urban counterparts.
Due to low population densities, limited financial and technical resources, and longer distances,
rural transportation stakeholders and transportation services providers may need to develop and
utilize a different set of approaches to help address transportation-related challenges in rural
areas (10, 11). In the U.S., a high proportion of older adults and low-income individuals and
families live in rural areas (12, 13). In fact, over 20% of older Americans live in rural areas and
many of these adults are concentrated in states where more than half of older populations are in
rural areas (13). Additionally, with the majority of low-income households living in rural areas
and central parts of cities many low-income workers have challenges accessing jobs, training,
and other essential services such as healthcare and childcare if these services are located outside
of their areas of residence (12). At the same time, improving rural transportation options may not
only improve residents’ quality of life but also significantly benefit local communities.
Improving the access to transportation in rural areas may help preserve and grow local
economies by expanding the customer base for various services and businesses (e.g. medical
facilities and shopping centers), raising employment, reducing government and local authorities’
spending on programs such as unemployment compensation and food stamps, and helping
families decrease their transportation costs (12)

Previous studies have shown that there is a lack of research about the transportation needs
of older adults, low-income and at-risk populations and that understanding the local context of
communities is important in order to ensure that residents’ transportation-related needs are being
met. Previous studies about transportation needs in rural areas have utilized statistical modeling
and survey data to project and understand the demand for transportation in rural areas (14, 15).

A study completed by Arcury et al. in 2005 used a survey of households in 12 western
counties of North Carolina to examine the association of transportation and health care
utilization in rural areas in the state (14). The study found that having a personal driver’s license
doubled the number of chronic care and regular care visits while using public transportation
slightly increased the number of chronic care and regular care visits per year (14). A different
study, conducted by Flethcher et al. in 2010 used three sequential studies including an in-depth
longitudinal qualitative study, multiple-methods study, and a dual-frame household survey to
better understand the transportation barriers facing low-income rural families and the association
between transportation access and economic outcomes (15). The study generated multiple
findings including the fact that those individuals that have to rely on others for a ride often see
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such transportation option as “unreliable”, and that those workers that have a reliable access to
transportation are more likely to have higher earnings. The study found a disconnect between the
perspectives of community professionals and welfare recipients when it comes to transportation-
related challenges in the community highlighted the importance of stakeholders and community
members working together in order to effectively design strategies and approaches to address
such challenges.

METHODOLOGY
Participants

For both the paper-based survey and the focus group discussions, the study's target population
included primarily adult residents of Pickens County, Alabama. The paper-based survey included
84 participants (with the mean age of 55 with the sample standard deviation of 22 years).
Additionally, 63 individuals (with the mean age of 66 with the sample standard deviation of 14.6
years) participated in eight focus group focus group discussion (FGD) sessions that were held at
four different locations in Pickens County: Gordo, Aliceville, Reform, and Carrollton.
Participation in the paper-based survey was voluntary and no reward for participation was offered
to the participants. The participation in FGD was also voluntary; however, participants received
lunch and a nominal payment to cover travel expenses.

Procedures

This study was conducted as a part of the partnership between The University of
Alabama - Pickens County with the goal to study transportation barriers in Pickens County,
Alabama. Researchers collaborated with the Pickens County Family Resource Center to recruit
participants for the paper-based survey and FGDs. Additionally, formal letters were sent to
several churches in Pickens County asking for their help in disseminating the survey
questionnaire and FGD recruitment flyers among their members. FDG recruitment flyers were
also disseminated in senior centers and the Division of Child Support Services offices located in
Pickens County. FGD recruitment flyers contained brief information about the goals, format time
and location of FGDs as well as the information on how to sign up for FGDs.

The total of eight focus groups were conducted in four distinct locations in Pickens
County (Aliceville (Aliceville Public Library), Gordo (Gordo City Hall), Carrolton (Carrolton
Service Center), and Reform (Reform Senior Activity Center), two focus groups discussions per
each location. In the disseminated recruitment flyers, residents of Pickens County were invited to
sign up for FGDs using the provided phone number. For each FGD, there were a total of eleven
open slots available. If more participants wanted to join, they were added to the waiting list.
Additionally, if no open slots were available, those residents that were interested in participating,
were offered the option to sign up for a FGD at another location if any open slots still remained
there. Participants’ phone numbers were recorded, and they were contacted one day before FGD
as a reminder. Not all those individuals that signed up came to participate in FGDs. Each FGD
lasted between 1-1.5 hours. During a focus group discussion, two audio recorders were used to
record the entire conversation among the participants and the moderator. The moderator and co-
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moderator also took notes during the discussion for further convenience. These audio recordings
were transcribed and documented separately for each individual group. Throughout the
transcriptions, pseudo names were used to keep the participants’ responses anonymous. The
confidentiality of survey and FGD participants was protected by the Institutional Review Board
(IRB) at the University of Alabama.

Measures

The paper-based survey questionnaire consisted of 23 multiple choice questions divided
into three categories: (1) transportation options, (2) questions about residents’ experiences with
the H.E.L.P. bus service, and (3) demographic questions. Table 1 explains the type of
information that was collected in each of the survey sections.

Table 1. Summary of survey questions

Question Category Information Collected

Means of getting around, vehicle ownership, access to healthcare, travel
plans, access to facilities, transportation related challenges etc.

Transportation Options

Residents’ experiences with the

HELP. Inc. bus service Familiarity with HELP bus, experience with HELP bus etc.

Personal information (gender, age, race, etc.), household information (size,

Demographics . . .
grap income, vehicle ownership, etc.) etc.

The focus group discussion questionnaire consisted of 12 questions developed following
the guidance for designing and conducting effective focus group interviews by Morgan and
Krueger (16). FGD were built around the same question themes that were asked in the survey
questionnaire with the majority the discussion focused on residents’ access to facilities and their
experiences with the H.E.L.P. bus. During FGDs, the moderator ensured that each participant
had sufficient amount of time to respond to questions posed by the moderator and comments
posed by other participants. Additionally, designated observers took notes and ensured that the
moderator did not miss any participants' comments.

Mixed method

This study employed a mixed-method research (MMR) design as it combined qualitative
and quantitative data collected from survey questionnaires and focus group discussions
conducted among the residents of Pickens County. MMR is a research method frequently used in
the fields of social sciences, psychology, education, and health sciences research (17-20). MMR
integrates qualitative and quantitative approaches at the data collection, data analysis, and results
interpretation stages to allow for a more comprehensive and rich understanding of contextual
factors and a more complex evaluation of the issue. Previously, the MMR approach has been
widely used in transportation research in the studies that combined qualitative data describing
study participants’ behaviors and preferences with quantitative survey and transportation
mobility data (21-23).
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RESULTS
Survey Results Report

The majority of survey participants said that their usual transportation mode is either
driving alone or with other members of their household (87%). Among other transportation
modes, survey participants reported using a bus or van service (6%), carpooling with friends or
co-workers (4%), and walking (4%). The majority of participants (56%) reported having one car
in their household while 27% of household reported having two cars in the household. 10% of
respondents reported not having any cars in the household and 7% of respondents reported
having three or more cars in the household.

Among public transportation options available in Pickens County, 71% of respondents
reported using H.E.L.P. Inc. which is an origin to destination demand response and contract
transportation agency serving with the goal of providing safe, reliable, affordable transportation
for the citizens of Pickens County (6). Buses and 14% said they were using Church Transport to
get around. Over one third of respondents (36%) said they had to miss a doctor’s appointment
because they did not have a way of getting there. The majority of participants said that when they
need to go somewhere, they would always (43%) or sometimes (29%) need to plan ahead in
order to be able to go. A third of respondents (33%) said that trying to get around town is a
source of stress and anxiety for them with 16% of respondents sharing that they do not have a
reliable means of getting around whenever they want.

When asked about their use of the H.E.L.P. bus, 32% of respondents shared that they
have used H.E.L.P. bus in the past while 68% said they have never taken the H.E.L.P. bus.
Among those respondents that have used the H.E.L.P. bus in the past, a little less than a third of
respondents (31%) said they use it daily. 21% of respondents use it 1-2 times a week, 3% of
respondents use it 1-2 times a month and 45% of respondents use it a few times a year. When it
comes to the primary destination when using the H.E.L.P. bus, the most common use of the
H.E.L.P. bus was for recreational purposes (27%), 20% of respondents stated they used the bus
for other purposes, 18% said they used the H.E.L.P. bus to travel to work and 18% said they used
the H.E.L.P. bus to travel to doctor’s appointment. For 31% of respondents, the primary reason
for selecting the H.E.L.P. bus over other ways to get around was the quality of service. Cost and
the lack of other transportation options each accounted for 25% of responses. 19% of
respondents said they chose the H.E.L.P. bus because of the ease of use. Among those
respondents that choose not to use the H.E.L.P. bus, 50% stated that they prefer to drive, 10%
said that “the bus is not for people like me.” Other reasons why respondents chose not to use the
H.E.L.P. bus included the fact that one has to schedule rides a day in advance, the need to use
phone to schedule, the times of service and places serviced, and other.

Focus Group Report

The focus group discussions that were conducted in Gordo, Aliceville, Reform, and
Carrollton generated some common themes among respondents as well as some responses that
varied by location. The numbers of participants who took part in the focus group discussions in
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each of the focus groups locations are displayed in Table 2. Table 2-9 provide summaries of
participants’ responses for each of the two focus groups helps in Gordo, Aliceville, Reform, and

Carrollton.

Table 2. Number of participants that took place in each of the administered focus group

discussions.
Gordo Aliceville Reform Carrollton
Group 1 6 9 9 7
Group 2 3 8 11 10
Total 9 17 20 17

Table 3. Summaries of focus groups’ responses regarding their means for getting around.

participants get rides
from family or
neighbors or friends.
Some of them walk,
and some use the
H.E.L.P. bus and
church bus.

participants drive
themselves. Some of
them get rides from
families. One
participant stated that
he travels by
hitchhiking.

all participants either
drive or ride with the
family. All of them
have a personal
vehicle.

Gordo Aliceville Reform Carrollton
Group 1 Most participants Some of the Some of the Most of the
drive, some of them participants drive their | participants have participants pay others
rely on rides from own cars; others use cars, some use the to get aride. The
family and relatives the H.E.L.P. bus to get | H.E.L.P. bus, and respondents feel the
around in town. some rely on friends | overall price of a ride
to give a ride. is high because they
Sometimes the are not only paying for
participants are gas, but also for the
frustrated that they driver’s time and the
have to rely on other | opportunity to use
people to get around. | their vehicle.
Group 2 Most of the Most of the In this focus group, Some of the

participants drive or
have their own
vehicle. Others either
travel with their family
or pay someone to
take them. Some of
them also use the
H.E.L.P. bus to get
around.

From focus groups’ responses, it is clear that most participants either use their personal
vehicles or rely on others (mostly friends or family) for rides. Additionally, some of the
participants mentioned using the H.E.L.P. bus and church bus to get around. Some of the
participants mentioned that they find getting around to be a frustrating experience because of the
lack of independence when it comes to travel and the overall cost of travel.
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Table 4. Summaries of focus groups’ responses regarding planning ahead for getting

around.
Gordo Aliceville Reform Carrollton
Group 1 Those participants that | For most participants, Most of the people need to | Most of the

do not have cars getting around is not plan before if they plan to participants
shared that they have stressful but they feel go somewhere. Most of shared they
to plan for their travel | that they must plan them use the H.E.L.P. bus. | need to plan
ahead of time unless it | ahead to be able to go Therefore, they plan as per | ahead and call
is a sudden somewhere. Some of their schedule, especially someone
emergency. the participants said for going to distant places | beforehand to

they drive locally and like Tuscaloosa or going to | get around.

rely on others when the doctor.

they need to travel

outside of their county

of residence, especially

in large urban areas like

Birmingham. They do

not feel safe around

heavy traffic and

sometimes they do not

feel physically fit

enough to drive long

distances.

Group 2 Participants said they | All of the participants Participants shared that All participants

need to plan ahead to
be able to get around
when they are
traveling outside the
county (especially in
Birmingham).

said they had to plan
ahead to be able to get
around regardless of
them having a car or
not. Some of them said
they have to plan days
beforehand.

most of the time, when
they need to travel for a
medical appointment, they
need to plan ahead of time,
especially if they have to
go outside of their county
of residence (e.g.
Tuscaloosa, Birmingham,
or Columbus).

agreed with the
statement that
they have to
plan ahead for
getting around.
They have to
make certain
that other
people are
available to
give them a
ride.

Generally, the participants of focus group discussions shared that they had to plan ahead when
traveling. In most cases, planning around was especially important for those participants that had
to rely on others for rides and those that had to travel outside of their county of residence.
Importantly, the participants of the Aliceville Focus Group 1 discussion mentioned that they felt
safe using their own vehicle in their area of residence but preferred asking for a ride when it
comes to traveling to larger urban areas such as Birmingham due to heavier traffic and the need
to travel longer distances.
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Table 5. Summaries of focus groups’ responses regarding the access to healthcare.

Gordo Aliceville Reform Carrollton

Group 1 | Participants shared Some respondents said | Participants shared they | All participants
that traveling to they relied on the rides | used the H.E.L.P. bus to | stated that at some
medical from others when travel to medical point, they had to
appointments traveling to medical appointments, even miss their doctor’s
required planning appointments. Even outside of their county of | appointment in the
ahead especially if though planning ahead | residence. Additionally, | county and outside
the location of may be necessary when | respondents said they the county because
doctor’s office was relying on the rides sometimes tried they did not have a
outside of county. from others, planning scheduling all of their way of traveling to

ahead for medical travel | appointments in a single | the appointment.
may be challenging in day doctor’s place
case of next-day and frequently. If a family
emergency medical member or friend was
visits. giving a ride, when
scheduling the
appointment, it was
important to ensure that
the appointment time fits
the driver’s schedule.

Group 2 | Some of the Respondents shared Some of the participants | Participants shared
participants that even though some shared that they had to that they sometimes
mentioned they had | of the medical reschedule their doctor’s | had to miss medical
to miss their specialists did not fine appointments because appointments both
appointments patients for missing they did not have away | inside and outside of
because they did not | their appointments, to get there. Some of the | the county because
have a car. most participants appointments required a | they did not have a

avoided missing their 72-hour notice prior the | way of traveling to
appointments and tried | appointment in order to | the appointment.
rescheduling their reschedule; otherwise,

appointments if there patients were responsible

was no way of getting for additional charges.

there.

Most participants shared that sometimes they had to miss their medical appointments
because they did not have a way of traveling to the appointment. Most participants said that
traveling to a medical appointment required planning ahead, especially if respondents had to rely
on someone to give them a ride and if the appointment location was outside of their county of

residence.

Table 6. Summaries of focus groups’ responses regarding the price of gas.
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participants.
Participants believed
that sometimes they had
to pay more for travel
when getting a ride
from their family or
friends than they would
have if they were
traveling in their
personal vehicle.

affected their travel-

related decision-making.

an extra burden on top of

Gordo Aliceville Reform Carrollton
Group 1 | Participants shared that | Most of the participants | Most participants agreed Most
the price of gas was agreed that the price of that the price of gas was participants
important to them. gas affected their travel important to them. said that the
decisions. Obtaining price of gas
medication at a lower affected their
price required traveling travel choices.
longer distances to
Medicaid facilities
(located in Tuscaloosa
and Birmingham). The
need to travel longer
distances and increasing
gas prices created
challenges for their
budget.
Group 2 | The price of gas All participants agreed Participants stated that the | The price of
affected most that the price of gas high price of gas could be | gas was

important to

their regular vehicle-
related expenses.

all participants
regardless
whether or not
they owned a
personal
vehicle.

Most participants agreed that the price of gas was important to them. The increasing price of gas
was perceived to be a larger burden if participants had to travel longer distances or if they had to
rely on others for a ride. Respondents believed that they had to pay extra when compensating
others rides.

Table 7. Summaries of focus groups’ responses regarding stress in their experiences with
getting around.

Gordo Aliceville Reform Carrollton
Group 1 Participants Most participants did | Participants shared Participants stated
reported that they not feel stressed that they felt stressed that getting around

town was most
stressful to them if
they did not have

felt stressed about
traveling outside of

when they needed to
get a ride from others,
especially if they were

about getting around
in town. One of the
participants shared
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their county of
residence

that when his car
broke, he felt really
stressed because he
was not able to
access the places
where he needed to
travel.

traveling out of town
or for a medical visit.
Participants shared
that if a medical visit
was going overtime,
this sometimes caused
additional stress
because it affected the
schedules of those
individuals that were
giving the patients a
ride.

money for gas, or
they could not find
aride. Traveling
outside of their
county of residence
for a doctor’s visit
was especially
stressful for them.

Group 2

[absent from the
report]

Some participants
shared that they felt
stressed while getting
around while others
did not feel stressed.
Participants felt more
stressed when they

had to find a ride.

Most participants felt
stressed about getting
around because in the
case of heavy traffic,
road construction
works and reckless
drivers on the road.

Several participants
reported feeling
stressed about
getting around
because of their
physical health.

Participants shared that they experienced more stress when they needed to travel outside
of their county of residence and when they had to rely on a ride from others. Additionally,
participants experienced stress when it was challenging for them to afford a ride or when they
were not able to use a personal vehicle because of vehicle breakdowns. Additionally, some of the
reported causes of stress included difficult road conditions such as heavy traffic, construction
works, and the presence of reckless and distracted drivers on the road as well as one’s perceived
lack of fitness to independently operate a personal vehicle.

Table 8. Summaries of focus groups’ responses regarding their experience with the

H.E.L.P. bus
Gordo Aliceville Reform Carrollton
Group 1 None of the Some of the Most of them have One of the
participants used the | participants like positive experiences | participants used the
H.E.L.P. bus using the H.E.L.P. with the H.E.L.P. H.E.L.P. bus to

because they
thought it is a

service for a certain

bus because it
creates an
opportunity for

bus. They used the
H.E.L.P. bus for a
variety of purposes,

travel to Bevill State
Community College

but he stopped
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category of
population (such as
people with
disabilities) for
which respondents
may not qualify.

them to socialize
with other
passengers. Some of
them were
disappointed with
the lack of the
H.E.L.P. bus’
schedule reliability.
One participant
mentioned that the
H.E.L.P. bus is
helping him get
around locally but
not when it comes
to traveling longer
distances (such as to
Tuscaloosa or
Birmingham).
Those participants
that use the
H.E.L.P. bus to
travel to medical
appointment
suggested that the
H.E.L.P. bus service
area should cover
Birmingham and
Tuscaloosa since
most of medical
services providers
are located there.

like going to
doctors, groceries,
banks, etc. The
participants found
the H.E.L.P. bus
service to be very
convenient.

going there. Other
participants used the
H.E.L.P. bus when
they had to go to
medical
appointments. A
few participants
reported that, they
have never used the
H.E.L.P. bus, but
some of their family
members have used
it.

Group 2

None of the
participants used the
H.E.L.P. bus, but
some participants
reported that their
family members
used the service.
One of the
participants said
they had a negative
experience of
scheduling with the
H.E.L.P. bus
because they were
dissatisfied with
H.E.L.P. bus’ phone
customer service.

Only one participant
in the group said
they used the
H.E.L.P. bus. That
participant used the
bus service to travel
to therapy in
Carrolton.
Participants’
suggestions
regarding improving
the H.E.L.P. bus
service included
expanding the bus
service to areas
outside the county
(e.g. to Tuscaloosa

The participants are
mostly happy with
the H.E.L.P. bus
service. Even those
participants that
said they usually
rely on personal
vehicle as their
main transportation
mode, said they
have used the
H.E.L.P. bus in the
past. Most
participants have
had a good
experience with the

The participants
said that them, as
well as their family
members, used the
H.E.L.P. bus mostly
for travel of their
county of residence
or to go to the
senior center.

13
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H.E.L.P. bus
drivers.

County) even if
adding longer
service routes may
demand increasing
ride cost on those
routes.

In most focus groups, participants seemed to be familiar with the H.E.L.P. bus service as
they reported that either them or their family members have used the bus service in the past.
Interestingly, none of the participants from the Focus Group 1 in Gordo said they had used the
H.E.L.P. bus service previously because they were not certain whether or not they would qualify
to use the service. This finding highlights the importance of outreach and H.E.L.P. bus service
advertisement to ensure that residents are aware of all transportation options available to them.
Generally, those participants that have used the H.E.L.P. bus service previously have had a
positive experience using the service. Respondents used the bus service for different purposes
including medical visits, grocery trips, and others. Some of the points of dissatisfaction with the
bus service included the lack of the bus service punctuality and the low quality of the phone
customer service. In two of the focus groups, respondents mentioned that it would be helpful to
expand the H.E.L.P. bus service and include longer-distance trips such as Tuscaloosa County and
Birmingham.

Table 9. Summaries of focus groups’ responses regarding their travel option improvement
opinions

Gordo
Participants
believed that
improving
communication in

Carrollton
Participants
emphasized the
importance of
improving the

Reform
Respondents
emphasized the
importance of
improving the

Aliceville
Participants said it
would be helpful to
have another bus
service available

Group 1

communities and
developing personal
support networks
would be helpful as
it would allow
finding rides when
needed.

which, unlike the
H.E.L.P. bus
operates on a fixed
schedule. They
suggested that it
might be helpful to
have a community
group that would
give rides in an
organized way to
members of the
community.
Another suggestion
was for churches to
give out grants to
provide
transportation

conditions of local
roads such as
repairing potholes
in pavements.

condition of the
roads.
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services to
residents.

Group 2 The participants As a travel option The participants are | The participants
said that it would be | improvement really disappointed | mostly suggested
helpful if taxi, Uber, | option, the with the present for providing street
and Lyft services participants condition of their lights, fixing
could be expanded demanded more roads. For ditches, and
to rural areas such road lights in Tuscaloosa, since potholes on roads.
as Gordo. Aliceville. They they are always They are really
Respondents also mentioned fixing roads, it’s a frustrated that big
emphasized that about dips and hassle to get there. trucks are coming to
they would like to potholes on roads Also, the ride the neighborhoods
have local that need to be charge is more and ruining the road
transportation that fixed. because of that. The | pavements. Because
will serve them roads are also of this, their kids
inside and outside dangerous for their | can’t play scooters
the county. children who are on roads; they play

going to school. videogames instead.
DISCUSSION

The results of the study are consistent with previous research that has showed that having
access to a personal vehicle is perceived to be the most convenient way to get around in rural
communities. Individuals that participated in the survey conducted as a part of this research
study reported that relying on others for a ride or using demand-responsive public transit options
such as H.E.L.P. bus may be a stressful and frustrating experience because of the lack of
independence, unreliability, and high associated transportation costs. Additionally, participants
shared that the lack of reliable transportation options has caused them to miss or delay medical
appointments. The fact that study participants emphasized the importance of planning for travel
ahead of time, especially in the case of long-distance trips and travel to medical appointments
reveals the need for more transportation options that would be accessible, affordable, reliable and
punctual. Given that some medical conditions may require unplanned next-day or emergency
travel to a medical facility, not having transportation options that would be readily available in
such situations poses a serious threat to communities’ public health.

This research study highlighted some of the transportation-related challenges in rural
communities as well as the need for more available transportation options in rural areas. One of
the findings of the study was that most survey respondents found their transportation experiences
with the local demand-response bus service to be overall positive and helpful. This suggests that
one of possible ways to improve mobility in rural areas and address the gap in rural public
transportation services would be to expand demand-response transportation (DRT) services and
transportation network companies (TNC) services to rural areas because currently, the latter are
concentrated predominantly in urban areas (24).

CONCLUSION
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Through the adoption of a mixed methods research approach, this study aimed to
examine the transportation needs of the residents of Pickens County, Alabama. Particularly, the
study looked at transportation-related challenges experienced by the residents of Pickens County,
and how such challenges may affect their overall quality of life including their access to
healthcare, employment, and essential services. Additionally, the study elicited and analyzed
Pickens County residents’ opinions regarding the possible ways to improve transportation
services in the county area.

The study revealed that amongst participants who did not own a vehicle, the majority
relied upon either friends/family members or had to pay someone to obtain a ride. About 3% of
respondents shared that they resorted to walking whereas biking was even less common. Most
significantly, it was found that only a tiny fraction of respondents reported using the H.E.L.P.
bus as a way to get around.

Many of those respondents that did not own a personal vehicle shared that traveling was
often a stressful experience for them. Additionally, since medical visits often required long-
distance trips, participants shared that the travel to medical appointments was also often a source
of stress to them. Even amongst those with vehicle ownership, heavy traffic, road works and
reckless drivers on the roads causes stress. Furthermore, vehicle breakdown is also reported to
induce stress due to the loss of mobility.

When it came to actually making the trips, most participants reported that they had to
plan ahead for their journeys, irrespective of whether or not they owned a vehicle. People who
were reliant upon others for transportation had to ensure that the person they would seek rides
from were available at the correct time. Planning also involved accounting for the cost of the ride
in the form of gas money. Even for the participants having their own cars, it was reported by
some that they felt discomfort driving in the heavy traffic outside of the county and thus needed
to plan rides with other people.

Additionally, this study highlighted the need to expand the outreach and increase the
awareness about the public transit options that are available in the area. For example, participants
of the first focus group from Gordo reported that they never used H.E.L.P. bus services due to
the misconception that its services were only reserved for handicapped people. The discussions
also circulated around the positive and negative experiences people had when they used the
H.E.L.P. bus services. Respondents liked that the H.E.L.P. bus was affordable for the passengers,
especially the senior citizens. The negative experiences were all tied to the lack of service
flexibility.

Finally, the study obtained participants’ opinions about the improvement of travel options
and shuttle services. Participants mentioned about repairing existing roads, introducing more
streetlights and restricting heavy commercial vehicles that can ruin the pavement. Participants
unanimously voiced the need for a proper regular bus service in Pickens County that can
transport them to distant locations. They also suggested that a better communication within the
community can help in the efficient management of ride sharing. Participants from Gordo
expressed interest in expanding private ride hailing services like Uber and Lyft to Pickens
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County. As Pickens County had no private transit services like Greyhound buses, the participants
believed that the HELP bus authorities should obtain additional funding in order to expand their
operations throughout the whole county by introducing more buses, drivers and increasing
service coverage. At the same time, they wanted the HELP buses to reach more distant locations
like Tuscaloosa, Birmingham and Columbus. Even within the current service area, the HELP bus
services are inadequately publicized, and resident felt that the authorities should expend more
efforts towards advertising this service. The bus schedules should be made more convenient for
the riders. Some suggested that there should be a warning system to alert the passengers when
the bus is near their location to prevent them from missing the bus. Lastly, the accessibility of the
buses should be improved by incorporating ramps, wheelchairs etc.

It is expected that the findings of this transportation need assessment will help shed light
on the transportation issues that affect the residents of Pickens County. Alongside this, the
participants’ suggestions will be beneficial for improved design of transit services in Pickens
County as well as improved operations of the H.E.L.P. bus service. Future works can expand
upon this study by replicating the methods in the context of other rural communities throughout
the state in order to examine the similarities as well as disparities between the communities.
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