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{(GdzRe& hOSNBASSE | yR t dzNLR &S
The purpose of th&an Diego Bay to Balboa Park Skyway 2 c i
Feasibility Repomvas to determine the feasibility of :
implementing an aerial cableway (Skyway) as a mode of
urban mobility for the San Diego regidrhe success of this
type of system as a higtapacity transit mode can be seen
in other cities around the globe, includingetMetrocable

in Medellin, ColumbiawA 2 RS WI ySANR QA&
HAamMoT YR GKS SELIy&arAzy 27
system with six new urban lined/hile the aerial cableway
has enjoyed a high level of success in other countries, an
urban cablevay application in the United States has not
yet been implemented.

The County of San Diego, through a Urban Cableway inMedellin, Columbia

GbSAIKOZ2NK22R Ly@SadySyd tNRINI YE INI
partnered with the San Diego Association of ! 5 A ;
Governments (SANDAG) and Metropolitan Transit
System (MTS) and conssioned ParsoRrs
Brinkerhoff to prepare an initial feasibility study

for constructinga &yway between the San Diego
Bay and BalboaParka . | & (2 t I NJ ¢
has long been identified as a key and desirable
linkage betweerthesetwo iconic features othe

San Diego landscape, with the dual objectioE
reSadGlof AaKAY3I . lfoz2l t}
downtown and better integrating downtown with
the surrounding neighborhoods.

This reportis limited tothe issues and challenges
of constructhgan approxinately 2mile Skywayin 6th Avenue Corridog South Toward &n Diego Bay
the 6" Avenue corridofrom the Gaslam@uarter

in Downtown San Diego Balboa ParkThe investigated alignment includes four statiortsvo end
stations and two intermediate stationsas it travels from the Gaslanfpuarterto a terminus in Balboa
Park at the parking lot immediately north and west of the Spreckels Organ Pavilion.

{1esgle& !'ROFryGlFI3aSa YR hLILRNIdzyAlASaA

In this corridor the Skywagffers many advantages over other transit modesirban applicationssuch

as lightrail transit or rapid busAerial cablevaysare particdarly well suited to overcomingbstaclesn

the built environment such as railway lineBgewayswater bodies or significant changes in topography
(e.g., canyons, valleyg)he cableway can alswod the need to buildhe highly expensive infrastructure
typically required for light rail transit or major dedicated rapid bus facilifles.investigated alignment
for the Skyway, whicfollowsthe existing street righbf-way, is essentially barrier feebecause it rises
above the street and the towers supporting the system require a minimal foot@Baded on the tower
height the cabins would be elevated #3:t from existing street grade at the tower and onlyf88t at
mid-span of the towers. The pniary design features of the cableway technology allows more direct
routings, often providing the fastest route from point to point in a safe elevated environment.

ES1
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The initial capacity will be able to serve 2,000 passengers per hour. Howevenld Sieonoted that the
cableway systems has the potential for hicgpacity ridership, capable of serving 4,000 to 5,000
passengers per hour. This capacity is competitive with-bagracity bus service. It is anticipated that the
travel time from end to enaf the proposed Park to Bay connection would be less than 12 minutes, and
with four station locationsyould have the ability to serve a diverse mix of both local commuters and
tourists.

CSHaAOAEAGE CAYRAY3IA YR /2yOfdaArzya

Major findings and conclusins regarding the feasibility of the proposed San Diego Skyway Project
include:

A System InfrastructureRequirements; The small footprint of the stions and the support towers
(5-foot by 5foot base dimension and upward to 85 feet tall) would allow theanajfrastructure
elements of the cableway to be integrated sensitively into the existing corridor environment without
Fye | &aaz2OonfliéR ThkeFdppak thwers can be placed within the existing public street
right-of-way with minimal or no Iss of onstreet parking.

6th Avenue Corridog Concep Sketch of B Street Station

A Market Research and Ridershipotential ¢ Assessment of the potential market for ridership

indicates that the alignment would serve a mix of daily commuters and a sigmifioanber of local
and outoftown tourists.! Y F RRAGA2Y I f NARSNBKALI 022aid AAYLI & R«
system would also be expecte@onservative ridership estimates range from 3,000 to 4,000 a day,
with an average of between 751,000 to 101000 patrons on an annual baddepending on fare
pricing, this level of ridership could generate annual revenues Bar@ million to $4.9 million

A Implementation Costc Initial roughorder-of-magnitude construction costs are estimated to range

from $65million to $75 million for the twamile alignment, or approximately $32rhillion to
$37.5million per mile.In comparison, the cost for a mile of light rail transit can rafngm
$150million to $200million per mile,indicating the anticipated costffectiveness of the cableway
technology when compared to other transit modes for this corridor.

A Operations and Maintenance Cost Preliminary annual operations and maintenance costs were

estimatedat $2.6 million to $28 million.

A Energy Consumptioq The allelectrical system supporting the cableway would have a low energy

demand, in the range df.8 million kilowatts per year.By providing an alternative mode of

ES3



























http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=lab&group=07001-08000&file=7340-7357
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