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Improvements on the Urban Transportation System in Pusan Area
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Abstract

Most of the Cities are suffering from the traffic congestion problem with the vehicles inc-
reased. Especially, the City of Pusan is experiencing the severest traffic congestion with the
lower road capacity and the higher travel demand than any other cities in the country. Thus,
the purpose of this study was to grasp the conditions, review the problems and finally sug-
gest the improvements which we faced at this time for the construction of the Urban Trans-
portation System considered in Pusan area.

Based upon the results, it was concluded that firstly the Urban Transportation System(
UTS) in Pusan area should be constructed by the Public Transportation System in the cen-
ter of the Public Transit Modes(i.e., bus and subway), secondly the Para-transit Modes(i.e.,
Light Rail Transit, LRT) introduced, and thirdly the Transportation Demand Management
(TDM) implemented with the expansion of the transportation facilities if possible.
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7 2 e N G A PR N e
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7+2 " g & 9 F#|FFd5(B)
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ZF % B L% d-od A R 2,804 204 11 18
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A3 ZAAF L AEA o FAT ¢ e B
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Aol A A& JHed TP FANLoZE 1)
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7 €t7](Carpooling), 3) £ A7k 443}
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b

1

senbloom®] AT AF}E THE & o F4abA o9
ot A FRFAYALTE KRB
A2 el ¥ H(HOV Lanes)® =2 AF® F-o
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=29 7pA22)(Curb Lanes)oll HEHEE(HOV
Lanes)& AXded &3P Hfole $FAEY
A L A A At FFHEH(HOV La-
nes)9 °]4-& #HE3lE= zlo] Aol 17
v, AR3E HEAER(HOV Lanes) s AA| &3
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X HAER(HOV Lanes)d] =24& HET o
A7F 3838 dm, =3 Eyae Wy R Eo)
w2} R (Normal Flow) 2 s#ifiHt3k(Con-
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HRELS F2d5YF AFAHE A= A
s delzt A4 5 gl 2, BE AFA
o] FHERo] & 4 glomE HARAHY FQ
EARG A, Ad 2 FAE FALE AHA
FZ9 A 2 A5AHS 2E X HRE
(Metro-Link Station, MLS) & F&3l3, K H®
2ol A <% (Transfer)o] o] FAAEE o} 3}
n, o] & K HWES 3l 7 A2 A #
FEMER (Sub-Link Station, SLS)S A Astodof ¥
t} 2o ARSBFES E¢FPos A
DEAZE d2A7]7] 8 FAax g A §F
4 =4 2 ¥ =EAUSY R $RHEtq 44
¥e] Z8A]Acr gt LA, EAU AA
Aol BEAHL AAFozn F TAHNA
AU e BAHANA ¥ =4doE F3
g gl A EHREA 535 sl =
& F =AM e ¥ 2AdeE B o
+ 758 =R SRERE o 43EE
stod EA AW A FHAFY FE FaAA 2
£ MAA Ak ek, vpAute 2 ARZE
FEB o] 4A7F e ARZBFES ol 43t ot
& EHA7A staa & A$E oivsld KR
ZRFBR(W 29 AR AR E DA
o FUAuge 3 FRE F5Y F URE F
E 3152 % (Free Transfer Ticket) Al =% =93
of B8 A|7to] BEET FAld ARZBFHRE
o HAAFe tAFo2N ARZBERT &
HHoz MAE 5 glch

4, & ARZEMR

K AL BF B (Public Transit Modes)e] 4%
A o A Ze el Agkg TR

ZEAHAE AFAFe ZETdd w4, #E
K FATBE B (Para-transit Modes) & F5H o2
A F A EE A MulAE AFHAFE
2Eperelzt & 4 9lrhd dubH o, #E AR
Zx@(Para-transit) A1 ¥l 2ol 1) ol4Ale] "Ha
o wte} Mulart AlFEe 7-$(Dial-A-Ride or
Dial-A-Bus)¢} 2) o2& A AA & A7td e
ol & Ao Al Au)27} AT = 7 $-(Shared-Ride
Taxi) 5 27HA17} sde}. o] 21’ # AR3SHE (Para-
Transit) Al £+ o] &2159 B3P 86 wet BF
Au2E AFer] A8 1916 w5 New Jer-
seyFoll Al Ago® =qi=dch 2 F 19708
Zol o] # ARZEAI¥IZ7E v]54] Michigan
F2 v &3l gty FEE FAHPA AR
ZmERe & du2 QA=A Hdd 53, #
KEZBEAL 7189 KRB F 547
a7 g w9z Edle kAo 2Ae
71& 49 FHAA TR~ (Feeder Bus)E
Ao AL FYPFozH ARKE AL &3
+88 Z/HAHZ, 2 Fo ARZEXAY
%% A A (Transfer Points)ol A 224 &
AARAA MuladE ATAESLEZAN FPATY
o] 54 (Mobility) & &3 FUHAA F+ A94¥¢S
e Aoz vehygo® (3& Figure 8) wHebA,
Wage 22ue AT Um AT e ¥

RETAINED
FIXED RTE

FIXED ROUTES

ORT
SERVICE
T—AREA

LO-DENS

(ooumm W SUSURSS MAY KEEP COMMUTER CARS OUT OF CBO. ‘mm)
ROERSIHP THRU DOOR.TO-DOOR CAR MAKE WHOLE SYSTEM “MEALTHER™

Fig. 8 Feeder Service To Fixed-Route Transit
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