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13th June 2015 

Members of the Legislative Council, Parliament of South Australia: 

Hon. Robert Brokenshire, Hon. John Darley, Hon. John Dawkins, Hon. Bernard 
Finnigan, Hon. Tammy Franks, Hon. Gail Gago, Hon. John Gazzola, Hon. Dennis 
Hood, Hon. Ian Hunter, Hon. Gerry Kandelaars, Hon. Jing Lee, Hon. Michelle Lensink, 
Hon. Rob Lucas, Hon. Kyam Maher, Hon. Andrew McLachlan CSC, Hon. Tung Ngo, 
Hon. Mark Parnell, Hon. David Ridgway, Hon. Terry Stephens, Hon. Kelly Vincent, 
Hon. Stephen Wade, Hon. Russell Wortley 

 
Dear Hon. Members, 
 
O-Bahn City Access Project:  
Debate on the motion by Hon. John Darley, scheduled for 17th June 2015 
 
I am writing as a private individual and civil and environmental engineering 
professional to express my disquiet at the State Government’s O-Bahn City Access 
Project – as amended in early June 2015, as well as the linked draft legislation to 
amend Park Lands planning (The Park Lands Zone Development Plan Amendment). 
 
Broad issues 

In essence, I believe the Government’s response to widespread public concern about 
this project has so far been inadequate, and has failed to address many fundamental 
concerns. These include the lack of publicly available information on:  

1. Economic arguments for the proposed project; 
2. Review of the comparative costs and benefits of alternatives to meet the same 

objectives – or indeed alternative uses of an equivalent investment; 
3. How the proposed project links to broader and long-term transport planning for 

the City of Adelaide and Greater Metropolitan Adelaide, especially the broad 
future objectives for an optimum public transport / private car / cycle mix; 

4. Assessments of the real social, cultural and amenity impact on the Park Lands 
for both current and future generations (a Project Impact Report and a 
Sustainably Management Plan were earlier promised for late April/early May); 

5. A response to the widespread concern about (a) greatly increased bus traffic 
and congestion in Grenfell Street and Currie Street, minimalising any potential 
time savings and (b) residents’ and amenity visitors’ access to and across 
Hackney Road, including access to the Zoo, Botanic Park and Botanic Garden. 

 
For many, the best outcome now would be for the whole project to be put under 
independent review by a Select Committee of the Legislative Council, as the 
referenced motion proposes, with any further development of the Project put on a full 
hold pending further consideration of the Committee’s report. 

 
In addition, the proposed new legislation to modify the Park Lands planning rules 
(currently under public consultation), which would generally open up the Park Lands 
to all sorts of further development, as well as facilitating the current O-Bahn plans, is 
of even more far-reaching concern. I would therefore propose that the proposed 
Select Committee also be tasked to address this broader danger to appropriate 
Park Lands planning and use. 
 
 



Specific Park Lands concerns 

Despite the recent plan amendments, there are still very unsatisfactory outcomes for 
the Park Lands in particular, with a remaining high level of impact: 

Permanent impacts   

 the remaining gash through Park Lands from East Terrace to the middle edge 
of the Rymill Park Lake, some in a shallow cutting, some on embankment; 

 the remaining noise and pollution impacts on Rymill Park boating, barbeque, 
and children's playground areas, from full buses labouring up a gradient; 

 the hardly-reduced width for much of the surface run through part of Rymill 
Park (with slip lanes included, this is still four lanes plus in parts); 

 the visual intrusion of the portal structure and tunnel entrance in the 
middle of Rymill Park; 

 the lost opportunity to more significantly narrow Rundle Road and reclaim 
some of it to Park Lands; 

 the worrying precedent set by putting additional car parks in what were 
originally Park Lands; 

 the further erosion of Park Lands with the addition of slip lanes for Clipsal in 
the SW corner of Rymill Park; 

 the large number of trees to be lost, many significant;  
 the as yet uncertain fate of the illuminated fountain on East Terrace, an 

iconic “entrance piece” for the city for those arriving from the East.  

“Temporary” impacts 

 the extreme loss of amenity for Park Lands users (regular users plus events 
patrons) during an extended 24-plus month construction period, given that 
almost all the “tunnel” will be constructed by cut and cover, entailing a wide, 
sloping-sided trench dug diagonally through Rymill Park. 

 
Alternative O-Bahn improvement options 

Even if the Government is determined to spend $160m on attempted O-Bahn 
improvement (rather than quite possibly a better justified alternative outcome), I 
suggest that there are some viable and significantly better solutions to consider: 

Preferred alternatives 

 Fully explore the War Memorial Drive / King William and other alternative 
O-Bahn routes, as part of an integrated approach to transport AND/OR 

 Further improve parking at O-Bahn termini and consider extending the O-
Bahn further to the North East AND/OR 

 Discard the “tram reservation” on Rundle Road (the tram and this particular 
route for it is very far from being confirmed). Instead route the O-Bahn along 
Rundle Road, in place of the tram reserve. This would remove the requirement 
for an extended tunnel in Rymill Park, yielding significant cost savings as well 
as limiting the damage to the Park Lands. AND/OR 

 Mitigate any potential bus delays at East Terrace / Rundle Road and East 
Terrace / Grenfell Street junctions (and beyond, along Grenfell Street and 
Currie Street) by introducing state-of the art computerised traffic flow 
systems as well as automated ticket machines at key stops. 

Significantly less-good alternatives 

 Keep the O-Bahn in tunnel throughout Rymill Park, tunneling right under the 
East Terrace junction and coming up in the East end of Grenfell Street OR  

 Increase the tunnel exit grade significantly (hence reducing the length of the 
“gash”), in the run up to the East Terrace junction. Modern buses can cope 
with quite severe grades - though see the issue of noise and pollution (above). 

 



 
Conclusions 
 
Concern about the O-Bahn project and linked proposed Park Lands planning 
amendments is shared by many, as the recent “Save Rymill Park” campaign clearly 
showed. Nonetheless, I happily accept that, as relative newcomers to Adelaide, my wife 
and I may have a somewhat sharpened appreciation of the privilege we all share in 
living in Adelaide generally - and enjoying its magnificent Park Lands in particular. 
Many others moving to or visiting our wonderful city from interstate or overseas will 
no doubt share a similar view. 
 
In my case, a career in international development has given me the privilege of living 
in many different countries and in cities large and small. None compares in any way 
with Adelaide in having such beautiful green space, preserved by past generations and 
carefully passed on for all of us to use and enjoy. And amongst these, Rymill Park 
stands out as very special indeed. 
 
A last word… Some decades ago I recall that one of the qualifying essays to practise 
my profession was a rigorously-reviewed essay on The Engineer in Society. So I ask 
this question: is the responsibility economists, planners and engineers all share (not 
to mention Governments), to always maintain strong links to the needs and concerns 
of broader society, both current and future, now in real danger of being overlooked by 
the current proposals? 
 
I urge Honourable members to support the referenced motion and initiate, 
whilst there is still time, a full and thorough review of the misconceived O-Bahn 
City Access project, as well as the related underlying (and disturbingly sweeping) 
Park Lands planning legislation that will now follow it. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
(signed) 
 
Michael Seager MSc DIC CEng MICE MIWEM 
Chartered Civil Engineer 
Chartered Water and Environment Manager 


