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HOW WE GET THERE MATTERS

State Transport Plan for South Australia

Preamble

This document has been prepared in the light of the failure of the current Government to
produce a plan which addresses South Australia’s transport needs. In light of climate change,
population pressure and urban sprawl it is vital that the community be engaged in discussing
transport as an integral part of planning for the future.

Foreword

Our decision-making about transport should and must be based on the recognition of
two critical environmental limiters, peak oil and global warming.

The Democrats are committed to the principles of ecologically sustainable development as the
core basis of transport planning.

Unfortunately South Australia suffers from 70 years of transport planning based on private cars
and therefore road building. This is despite the hard scientific evidence that use of cars creates
air, noise and water pollution and consequent negative health and environmental impacts.

Fewer cars on our roads would result in a lessening of oil, petrol and rubber particles which are
washed into our creeks and drains and into the marine environment.

We know that the world’s total recoverable supplies of oil will have reached the halfway point of
exploitation somewhere between 2006 and 2010. From ere on, the supplies will decline and
petrol prices will increase.

In recognition of the problems associated with climate change and greenhouse gas obligations,
greater efforts must be made to decrease use of the private car and increase the use of public
transport. This will require a carrot and stick approach.

Transport and urban planning are inextricably linked. The last State Liberal Government had
responsibility for these two portfolios with the one Minister. It has been a backward step of the
Labor Government to separate these Ministries, and the Democrats believe they should again
be the responsibility of one Minister.

Six years after its promise to do so, the State Government has failed to produce a transport
strategy for South Australia. Information on Transport SA’s website presumes car ownership
even when it discusses public transport. The mind-set is focussed on private vehicles. The
only plan we do have, The State Strategic Plan, aims way too low with its target to increase the
use of public transport to 10% of metropolitan weekday passenger vehicle kilometres travelled
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by 2018. In the Government’s own words this is “unlikely to be achieved”. The State Strategic
Plan fails to mention cycling at all.

The Government’s Strategic Infrastructure Plan, where it does deal with transport, is fixated on
reducing travel time for car drivers, with the Northern Expressway and the South Road
Underpass being central. This is very Twentieth Century!

Getting commuters off the road and on to public transport has an economic benefit for
business: less commuter cars means less congestion and therefore faster movement of road
freight in urban areas.

Making a rapid transition to a sustainable transport system will require a partnership between
the State and Federal Government.

Only the federal government has the financial resources to fund the massive infrastructure
expansion of light rail in metropolitan areas and freight and passenger rail in country areas.

In some areas it may be possible to share costs with the mining industry to construct new rail
lines.

The transition to sustainable transport is a massive undertaking. But given political will it is
achievable.

As a document from Portland, Oregon’s mass transit system says: "There is no Faustian
bargain that says traffic jams and dirty air are the unavoidable results of growth. They are the
results of growing the wrong way, making the wrong choice."

If the solutions offered by government result either in a greater use of finite oil reserves or more
greenhouse gas emissions they must be rejected.

Public transport – good for people & our environment

“How we get there matters” is the slogan of the Portland, Oregon, mass transit system, Trans-
Met. It ought to be the slogan for South Australia’s mass-transit system too.

Frequency of services is a key indicator for acceptance and use of public transport. The
interstate and international experience demonstrates that the more frequent the service the
more heavily it will be patronised. More recently, the bus “Go Zones” in Adelaide have proved
the point with increased patronage.

The Rann Government has stated publicly that they want to double the use of public transport
to 10% of weekday travel by 2018. However, according to the Department of Transport and
Urban Planning, public transport patronage in Adelaide has been decreased over the past
decade. The department states that in the 2003-04 financial year there were 45.39 million
boardings compared to 48.65 million boardings in 1993-94. Clearly, a decline in public
transport use in Adelaide in the 90’s is proof that cutting back services cuts back patronage,
and there must be a commitment from the Rann government to reverse this trend if their limited
targets for public transport use are to be met. The Australian Democrats call for increased
frequency of public transport services.
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At present, the electricity that powers our tram system is produced from fossil fuel. In the longer
term, and as the system expands, we should be moving to an alternative fuel source to
powering them. Furthermore, due to concerns that the “bendy” buses on the O-Bahn route
might not be replaceable, an investigation into the feasibility of converting the O-Bahn route to
light rail must be undertaken.

Commuter trains- simply the best mass transit system

The Democrats support the extension of the Noarlunga rail line to Seaford then Aldinga and, in
the longer term to Victor Harbor.

We also advocate the extension of the Gawler line to the Barossa Valley. The line is currently
used by the Penrice “stone train” but this industry has limited life and, in less than a decade, it
will no longer be used for that purpose. As a first step in extending the Gawler line for suburban
passenger rail transport, the Australian Democrats seek a guarantee from the State
Government that the line will be retained when the stone train stops operating.

We are concerned at the amount of urban development on the fringe of Adelaide where no
dedicated public transport routes have been set aside: it all but guarantees that people in new
sub-divisions will have to be totally car reliant. We therefore propose a commuter train service
linking Roseworthy to Gawler.

The Democrats have backed the concept of a new rail freight route to bypass the Adelaide
Hills; this would allow the commuter rail service between Adelaide and Belair to once again
operate through to Bridgewater and, with proper planning, to Mount Barker and even Murray
Bridge.

When this occurs, previously closed stations such as Clapham and Millswood should be re-
opened.

Buses- frequency of service is the key to greater patronage

Buses remain an essential part of our public transport system, particularly in areas where there
is no dedicated tram or rail system.

As previously observed, this current government fails to see the links between urban planning
and transport. Urban design, in particular having streets that are navigable by buses, must be
an essential part of transport planning. Consultation must occur between the Department of
Urban Development and Planning and our public transport providers about any proposed new
sub-divisions.

On main roads, in order to ensure that cars and trucks use their fuel as efficiently as possible,
bays should be constructed at bus stops on major thoroughfares to allow buses to pull
completely off the road, thus ensuring less banking up of other vehicles.

Complaints abound about lateness and unreliability of buses, and more regular auditing of bus
services must occur.

Fares continue to cause many to drive rather than ride. Following the latest hefty increase in
ticket prices, the Democrats argue for a three year moratorium on any further increases.
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The inequity of making someone who lives five kilometres from the city pay the same fare as
someone who lives 50 km away must be addressed. The Democrats call for the creation of a
four zone system, with zone 3 costs being set at roughly halfway between the current fare for
zones 2 and 3, and zone 4 costs being held at what is currently paid for zone 3.

The secret to the success of Adelaide’s guided busway - the O’Bahn - has been the fact that it
has its own dedicated route between Tea Tree Gully and Gilberton. Not having to mix it with
road traffic in that section allows much faster speeds, which in turn has attracted and
maintained a committed clientele, many of whom “park and ride”.

Apart from night services, the O’Bahn demonstrates what public transport advocates have
constantly called for in Adelaide: frequency of service. Patrons know that, at peak hour, they
will be able to catch a bus with no more than four minutes wait, and that it will get them to their
destination quicker than if they drove their car the same distance.

Unfortunately, successive governments have failed to extend the service with new and
dedicated routes.

But it is possible however, to have a bus system operating as a rapid transit system without
having it in the form of a guided busway. Bogota, Colombia, has a system based solely on
buses with segregated roads. Just as our O’Bahn, trains and trams are patronised because
they get people to their destinations faster, these dedicated roads have the same effect for the
people of Bogota.

While the Democrats are keen to reduce all use of fossil fuels, buses using renewable fuels (or
hybrid electric versions when they become available) on dedicated routes is something that
must also be considered by government.

Recently, concerns have arisen about the supply of appropriate buses for the O’Bahn system.
The Democrats argue that the government must investigate alternatives. This would include
turning the guided track into a buses-only road, or making it part of a wider tram network.

Cars-our fatal transport attraction

The Bureau of Transport and Regional Economics advises that, Australia wide, 2000 people
die earlier than they would have each year as a consequence of vehicle pollution, and an equal
number suffer from asthma due to the same cause. Add to that the people killed and injured in
car crashes, and it is clear that there is a substantial cost to being car-dependent.

Consideration should be given to changing the system of car registration to include a levy to go
towards better public transport, cycling and pedestrian facilities. This levy would apply only to
those drivers using cars in the metropolitan area initially, but as public transport develops
(redevelops) in rural cities, the residents in those cities would also pay that levy.

A levy should also be considered for car park use with the money being directed towards the
same things. Such a levy would be a disincentive to bring cars into the city and would instead
encourage the use of the increased public transport that could result.

Reducing car use through better public transport, walking and cycling facilities, and reducing
the amount of land devoted to roads and carparks offers great potential to improve health
liveability in Adelaide and beyond.
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We support limits being placed on advertising to prevent car companies from promoting
environmentally reckless, antisocial or illegal behaviours.

In the 2007 state budget the government allocated $220 million for car based projects
compared with $31 million on the tram extension and only $500 000 on cycling. The Rann
Government has also jacked up fares by 17% in the last two budgets; it is spending hundreds
of millions on new roads and does not even have a transport plan. This shows 20th century
thinking and a clear lack of vision.

The State’s infrastructure plan refers almost exclusively to roads, including the multi-million
dollar South Road underpass. Worldwide, experience shows that the more roads and freeways
are built, the more they are used, creating demand for further roads and freeways to deal with
the clogged arteries. A UCLA study of 30 Californian counties revealed that for every 10%
increase in road capacity, traffic use increased 9% on those new roads within 4 years. The
only realistic solution is to get these drivers out of their cars and onto public transport.

Where cars continue to be used Government needs to consider HOV (high occupancy vehicle)
lanes for buses and cars that carry two or more people. For this to be effective it requires
adequate policing and heavy fines for those who abuse the system.

In Portland, Oregon, for those who do bring their cars into the city, car-pooling is encouraged
with free parking for participants at specified times of the day. But there are heavy fines for
those who wilfully park in prized private parking areas. This should be investigated for
Adelaide. And while it will not solve gridlock problems, it could certainly help the environment if
car registration fees reflected the pollution impact of the vehicle.

Cycling- clearing our arteries and our arterial roads

Adelaide, being located on the plains, is ideal for development as a bicycle city. We need more
dedicated bikeways so that cycles are not having to mix it with cars. In the Netherlands, bike
paths increased from 9,000 km to 19,000 km in the twenty years to 1996. South Australia
needs to follow that example.

Bicycle paths should be mandated in all new housing sub-divisions, more rail cars should be
modified to carry extra bikes, and bicycle racks should be provided on suburban buses.
Cycling paths should be well sign-posted and well-lit. Free bicycle parking must be made
available at all railway stations. In their planning decisions, local government should ensure
better integration of cycling in relation to public buildings and urban open space. State
Government should provide incentives to business to provide secure bicycle storage and
showers/changerooms for employees who make such a positive contribution to the
environment by cycling to work.

Cyclists must be recognised as legitimate and equal road users who are making a positive
contribution to our environment, and therefore everyone else’s health and wellbeing.

Pedestrians- good urban planning makes walking easy

There are environmental benefits to the planet and health benefits for those who undertake the
activity when more people choose to walk rather than ride or drive. More attention needs to be
given to footpaths. Sometimes these are non-existent, and others are very disability-
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unfriendly for those using mobility aids, walking sticks or wheelchairs, or for parents with
pushers and prams.

Physical activity is proven to reduce rates of or the risk of contracting, obesity, Type 2
Diabetes, cardiovascular disease, even dementia.

There needs to be attitudinal change towards both cycling and walking, which must include
greater policing of pedestrian crossings and cycle lanes to ensure that motorists are not
breaking the law.

Councils have a role to play in ensuring at least one footpath on every street is safe for elderly
and disabled people.

Revas, Gophers and Segways- planning for innovation

The Reva electric car is in use in Europe, Japan and the United States but it is not allowed in
Australia because it does not conform to current regulations. Adding another category of light
on-road vehicles would overcome this problem.

The Segway, an electric self-balancing transportation device, is another logical commuting
vehicle that could be accommodated by the creation of special cycling and light vehicle lanes.

Motorised mobility scooters are becoming increasingly important for older and disabled South
Australians but they cannot safely share the road with cars. As with the Segway dedicated lanes
would secure the place of Gophers as a short-trip commuting option.

Rail freight – opportunities from the mining boom

For carriage of freight over distances of more than 100 kilometres, rail is a better option than
road. Rail has an enviable safety record compared to road freight, and it makes sense, both in
terms of controlling the road toll and reducing road maintenance, to have long distance freight
carried on trains.

But effective rail travel requires minimal curves and low gradients on the track route. The
Adelaide-Melbourne rail line between Mitcham and Monarto South defies this with curves
amounting to 26 complete circles in just 80 kilometres and an ascent of 550 metres.

The route takes the line through a series of tunnels which prevent the implementation of
container double-stacking. An alternative route east of Adelaide must be pursued by the State
Government in concert with the Federal Government.

Six years after the Mt Gambier-Wolseley line was handed back in to the South Australian
Government, the line remains unused and decaying. With an increasing number of semi-trailers
on south-east roads, local residents are seeking solutions to the freight problems in the area,
and the Australian Democrats call on the Government to find an operator for this line.

In 2000 the Democrats raised in parliament the need for the construction of a 75 km rail line
from Roxby Downs to Pimba so that the ore concentrates could be moved by rail rather than
road. With plans to further expand the Olympic Dam uranium mine, pressure needs to be
placed on the Commonwealth to make this extension possible. More than 80 truckloads of ore
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per day will make their way onto the road south from Pimba to Port Adelaide. In the interests of
lowering the costs of road maintenance and public safety, the Democrats call on the State
Government to exert maximum pressure on the Federal Government for the release of
Commonwealth land to allow the building of this spur line.

Transit-oriented developments (TODs)

Reliance on the private car has created a city that sprawls. In the past maximising personal
mobility meant that land could be developed for housing at long distances from the CBD and
more roads would be built to accommodate this. The converse of this that real estate
developers have assumed that the buyers of the houses would have one or more cars.

Such expectations are now being questioned. Leaving it up to market forces to determine the
location, shape and nature of our suburbs may well be a recipe for disaster. It certainly is a
recipe for urban sprawl, and for social disadvantage, as those with the least amount of
disposable income are the ones who have little choice but to buy in the outlying sub-divisions
with minimal provision of public transport.

The 2006 announcement of the Buckland Park development and the July 2007 announcement
of an extension of the Urban Growth Boundary is cause for still greater concern. Local
Governments to the north and south of Adelaide, as well as in the Hills are already under
pressure to provide services. The existing transport infrastructure is unable to cope with the
current population. All new housing developments must be required to set aside land for mass
transit corridors for trains, or trams, as well as land for bicycle paths.

Transit-oriented developments should be required in all new urban subdivisions. Such sensible
planning would require higher density housing (up to four storey height) to be located close to
the stations/stops of the metropolitan tram lines, urban passenger train lines, and the O-Bahn
busway. Heights of buildings would reduce as their distance from the stations/stops increases.

Zoning around transit-oriented developments should be mixed use so that commercial and
office type jobs are closer to where people live. By definition they would be designed to be far
more pedestrian and cycle friendly than at present.

If we are to properly plan for TODs then the Land Management Corporation must become part
of the portfolio of Urban Development and Planning, rather than Treasury.

Your feedback on ‘How We Get There Matters’ is encouraged.

transport@sa.democrats.org.au

Our printed version is on recycled paper and can be posted to you, just ask!


