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Urban chaos

B L A N K
P INT Flyoverreturns,ignoringprotests

Dropproject,givebettertransport:Citizens

Steamrollingwidespreadpublicprotests,criticismbyurbanplanners,architectsandadvocacygroups, the
governmentisgoingaheadwithits ill-planned,hyper-expensivesteel flyoverofdubiousutility.

It was branded hyper-expen-
sive,ofdubiousutility,unaes-
thetic and absolutely unnec-

essary. Urban mobility experts
unanimouslyrejectedit,butthe
monstrous, Rs 1,791-crore
Chalukya Circle–Hebbal steel
flyover is back with a firm ‘go-
ahead’seal of the state Cabinet.

Creaking, poorly designed,
poorly executed flyovers across
Bengaluru are proof enough
that another questionable
project will not decongest the
roads. But in their hurry to get
the flyover off ground, the state
and BDA are in no mood to
look at clinching evidences
across the city.

Escalated cost
The project cost has escalated
from Rs 1,100 crore to Rs.
1,350 crore to Rs. 1,791 crore
without justifiable reason. By
the government’s own admis-
sion, a total of 812 trees will

have to be axed and several
acres of heritage land acquired
to make way for the flyover.

Are these efforts, money
and environmental costs justi-
fied for a project catering only
to those heading to the airport
in their personal cars? Ab-
solutely not, says architects,
transport specialists and com-
muters. Elevated roads only
shift traffic congestion from
one junction to another and
this will be no exception.

Transport studies linked to
airport commute has come out
with a range of alternatives, far
more sustainable and cheaper
thanthesteel flyover.Widening
Ballari Road using space al-
ready acquired from Palace
Grounds is one. Upgrading the
Hebbal flyover to ease the traf-
fic bottleneck there is another.

Citizen petitions
But these alternatives have had

While the government
focuses on making
the car ride to the air-

port smoother, citizens are de-
manding better public trans-
port and a pedestrian-friendly
city.

Praveen S, a resident of In-
diranagar, asks why the gov-
ernment is spending public
money on the flyover when cit-
izens are in need of better
roads, footpaths and public
transport. “Why is the govern-
ment catering only to car
users? There will never be
enough road or parking space
for vehicles. The more roads
you provide, vehicle numbers
will also increase.” he says.

Citing the example of Euro-
pean countries, he adds,
“When population in these
places exploded, they too con-
structed flyovers and bridges,
reasoning that such projects
were the solution. But now
they have learnt that promot-
ing public transport and cy-
cling is the way to go. When
will our government realise
this?”

A civil engineer by profes-
sion, Nithish Bhat opines that
the steel flyover is not a good
development plan. “Maybe, if
they had built it several years
ago, it would have been help-
ful. Their planning was poor,

so bridges and flyovers already
constructed will now have to
be demolished,” he points out.

“The drive from Raj Bhavan
to Mehkri Circle is nice with a
canopy above for most part.
Once the flyover is built, it will
look like a metal cage,” ex-
plains Bhat. “Destroying the
green cover and heritage
buildings to build a steel fly-
over which will be difficult to
maintain is not worth it.
Rather, they should invest in
completing the metro link to
the airport faster.”

Concerned citizens want to
know why the details of the
project have not been made
public. “It is a public project
that is using taxpayers’money.
The details should be out in the
open for everyone to see.
There should be a proper con-
sultation with the public before
they go ahead with it,” feels
Sandeep Anirudhan, an entre-
preneur.

The flyover, he says, is only
a temporary solution and after
spending close to Rs 2,000
crore, we will only have new
traffic jams. “This will distract
the government from creating
a metro link to the airport and
might delay its completion.
While the flyover is an elitist
project which will benefit few,
the metro will help the mass-

es,” adds Anirudhan.
The commute to work is a

daily ordeal for Varun Suresh,
a software developer in the
city. Despite starting early
from his residence in Hebbal,
it takes him two hours by bus
to reach his workplace in Elec-
tronic City. “If the flyover work
begins, things will only get

worse for me.”
The government in going

for a temporary solution to the
traffic problem instead of plan-
ning for the future, he ob-
serves. “Shouldn't we be focus-
ing on better public transport
which will benefit more peo-
ple?”

Many other citizens are con-

cerned about the environmen-
tal impact of the project. “Ben-
galuru was known as a garden
city and now it is just a con-
crete jungle. Instead of cutting
down more trees, they should
try to preserve the remaining
green cover and think of alter-
native solutions,” says Valson
Vakayil, a financial consultant.

The situation today is the re-
sult of improper planning
without anticipating how the
city would grow. “Why is the
government coming up with
short-term solutions? Will this
bridge be of any help, 20 years
from now?” he wonders.

Meghana Choukkar

chain from Basaveshwara Cir-
cle to Hebbal will kick off a se-
ries of similar demonstrations.

The growing public anger
against ill-conceived projects
will find voice in an open letter
to be addressed to Chief Min-
ister Siddaramaiah and Ben-
galuru Development Minister
K J George.

Legal route
Taking the legal route, the
Namma Bengaluru Founda-
tion (NBF) has already filed a
writ petition in the Karnataka
High Court, challenging the
project and the state’s unilat-
eral decision to go ahead with
it. The Foundation’s con-
tention is this: The public were
given barely a day to respond
to the flyover proposal.

The reason for the hurry is
obvious. For, if the citizens and
subject experts were given
more time, an informed public
debate would have completely
demolished the very idea of a
steel flyover project.

Through multiple channels,
both online and offline, civil
engineers, architects and sea-
soned traffic experts have
dubbed the project as highly
unsustainable. Ashish Ver-
man, Assistant Professor, Cen-
tre for infrastructure, Sustain-
able Transportation and
Urban Planning, IISc, has
dubbed it a short-term solution
that does not go beyond shift-
ing the point of congestion.

Short-sighted solution
The steel flyover has been
planned without a clear under-
standing of its implications on
the current and future mobility
within the city. Despite the gov-
ernment’s claims, the con-
struction phase too will have a
big impact on motorists, com-
muters and residents living in
close proximity to the project.

Bengalureans are aware of
the hardships they had to un-
dergo before the city got its 28
flyovers, underpasses and
overbridges.

As traffic expert M N Srihari
points out, these projects did
not ease traffic congestion.
The explosive growth of per-
sonal vehicles meant all the fly-
overs would prove to be inade-
quate.

Maintenance issues
There are other structural
maintenance issues with the
steel flyover. BDA and BBMP,
already struggling with con-
crete structures, do not have
the scientific wherewithal and
expertise to keep a steel flyover
well-maintained.

For instance, due to con-
stant vibrations, the nuts and
bolts of the flyover would have
to be frequently inspected and
tightened.

This only implies that the ex-
pensive-to-build steel flyover
will also be costly to maintain.
The same amount could have
been spent on upgrading 250
inner city roads to global stan-
dards, as an urban architect
put it.

Rasheed Kappan

Roopa
Vijaykumar

architect

When there is a plan to
create metro connec-
tivity to the airport, is
it really necessary to
have a flyover? Con-
sidering the number of
trees which will have
to be chopped down, I
am not sure if this proj-
ect is worth it.

NITHISH BHAT
Civil engineer

A six-lane road will not
ease congestion if it
leads to a two-lane
road. Often, when the
government changes,
plans too change and
work is left unfinished.
What if this flyover too
meets the same fate?

VALSON VAKAYIL
Financial consultant

It is shocking to see
that they are not con-
sidering the environ-
mental impact of the
flyover. The project
will affect green cover
and heritage buildings
in a prime area of the
city.

VARUN SURESH
Software developer

The steel flyover is a
temporary solution
which will only make
the traffic situation
worse. We need better
public transport facili-
ties such as a Bus Rap-
id Transport System
(BRTS)

no effect on the government.
Frustrated by this total rejec-
tion of public and expert opin-
ion, citizens have now come to-
gether to file public interest
litigations and online petitions.

In one such petition, filed
through the platform
change.org,concernedcitizens
have called the project another
instance of ad hoc planning.
The petition questions the lack
ofdetailsonhowtheflyoverwill

integratewiththebroaderMas-
ter Plan for the city.

Instead of the expensive fly-
over, what Bengaluru needs is
a comprehensive mobility plan
with focus and large-scale in-
vestment in public transporta-
tion, the petition notes.

Private vehicle push
Here’s another stinging obser-
vation by the petition: “The
steel flyover comes across as a

strong signal from the govern-
ment that they prefer to cater
to the private sector instead of
giving public transport a
much-needed push.”

Beyond petitions, several
prominent citizens and groups
have teamed up to take
protests against the flyover to
the streets. As the Bangalore
Development Authority (BDA)
prepares to formally lay the
foundation stone, a human

Tear down flyovers,
create public spaces,
make city friendly
for 8-80 year olds

The result of lack of urban and transport planning is
the steel flyover to chaos announced last week. Pas-
senger Car Unit (PCU) counts by the BDA stated that

the traffic will reduce on the existing carriageway any-
where between 30 and 50% after the bridge gets built.

Decrease in PCU is just half the story. The other half,
which includes projections of traffic for the next 20 years
and how the flyover will not suffice then, is a story left un-
said. The answer to this will be another layer of flyover?
How long do we adjust the belt to fit our obesity epidemic?
And at what cost?

Over 800 trees are expected to be felled to fit our ap-
petite for cars. What is the environmental cost to this de-
struction? It is reported that the trees will be planted else-
where on the outskirts. Does that mean the residents
along the corridor go to the outskirts for breathing?

The earth has crossed the 400PPM threshold per-
manently. Our children will never get to breathe the
air we breathed when we were children. Yet, we are
not able to see past our nose and reverse this trend.
Where is our individual accountability to this problem?

The existing stretch be-
tween Chalukya junction
and Hebbal flyover is al-
ready signal-free. The only
real issues on this stretch
are related to uneven car-
riageway widths and four
major badly engineered
junctions that cause bot-
tlenecks and give the im-
pression of congestion.

The real transforma-
tion is in making policy
changes to reverse the un-
sustainable way the city is
growing, by making bold
decisions such as prioritis-
ing people over cars and
budgeting for sustainable
modes of transport.

The rest of the world is
already moving towards
livable cities where walk-
ing and cycling are taking
over. They are tearing
down flyovers, creating
public spaces and making

cities friendly for 8-80 year olds, who today are resigned to
their homes like caged animals for the fear of being
knocked dead by cars.

Public transportation is becoming popular and is some-
thing that is beyond a build-contract by the BDA. Defining
modal share and prioritising them are in the realm of plan-
ning by an independent authority.

The need for a Unified Metropolitan Transport Authori-
ty (UMTA), which looks at integrated planning and priori-
tises road space for moving people instead of cars, is now
more than ever. Until such time the UMTA steps in and
town planning bodies chart out a vision for intelligent inte-
grated mixed use planning, the city is going to suffer the
consequences.

It is time the people stepped and said “NO”to more fly-
overs and asked for an UMTA which decides what gets built.

Sathya Sankaran
Founding member of CiFoS and Praja RAAG

The real transformation
is in making policy
changes to reverse the
unsustainable way the
city is growing, by mak-
ing bold decisions like
prioritising people
over cars

The opposition to the steel flyover
project from Chalukya Circle to Heb-
bal has been mounting. Open letters
have been sent, online petitions
launched and PILs lodged. DH readers
and civil engineers/architects could
now mail their opinion, suggestions
and actual cost estimate on the project
to pointblank@deccanherald.co.in

AXING TREES
Land acquisition for
the project will also
mean axing 812 trees.
This will impact the
greenery along the
length of the flyover.
Environmentalists
say planting saplings
elsewhere will be
poor compensation.

SHIFTING
CONGESTION
Vehicles from Heb-
bal will zip through
flyover, reach down
ramps on Palace
Road, Race Course
Road and Sankey
Road, leading to
congestion in the
CBD area

REDUCED WIDTH OF
ROAD BELOW
The flyover pillars will reduce the ef-
fective width of the roads below.
Space available for footpaths will be
further cut down, severely affecting
pedestrian movement.

QUESTIONS OF
AESTHETICS
The megastructure will
spoil the looks of the place,
since many heritage
structures are located in
close proximity to it.

UPGRADING HEBBAL FLYOVER
The traffic bottleneck at Hebbal flyover
can be sorted out through a structural
redesign/upgrade of the grade separator.
Once the upgraded flyover is linked to a
widened Ballari Road and the traffic issues
at Cauvery Junction addressed, the current
congestion will begin to ease.

ROAD-WIDENING OPTIONS
Urban architects have repeatedly ar-
gued that the road to the airport can
be decongested simply by widening
Ballari Road, making use of land al-
ready acquired from Palace Grounds.
A flyover will be a costly alternative.
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GOVERNMENT IN A HURRY
Questions have been raised on the speed with

which the government has cleared the project in
spite of a strong and sustained public outcry.

The High Court which is hearing the Public Inter-
est Litigation filed by the Namma Bengaluru

Foundation said that the project is subject to the
outcome of the case.

As per the estimates made by architect Naresh
Narasimhan on the Rs 1,791 crore project cost

given by the government, each km of the bridge
will cost around Rs 300 crore and requires cutting

of 100 trees.
Various citizen groups and prominent personali-
ties have expressed their dismay at the govern-

ment’s decision to go ahead with the project.
Urban planner V Ravichandar who has been vocal

against the steel bridge says that it just reduces
the journey time to airport by 10 minutes.

Actor Prakash Belawadi says that the entire proj-
ect is shrouded in secrecy. There is hardly any in-
formation available on the project. By now, the

BDA should have put all information in the public
domain, he pointed out.

Rajya Sabha member Rajeev Chandrasekhar has
been time and again terming the steel flyover

from Basaveshwara Circle to Hebbal flyover as a
money-making project for Assembly elections.

“We, as citizens, see more of these ad hoc projects
being pushed through closer to elections. The po-
litical class will make sure more such project ideas

suddenly come up and rush them through to
make political money,’’ he says, explaining

that the flyover project is neither citizen-dri-
ven nor plan-driven. “These are purely con-
tractor and politically driven,’’ the MP said.

BBMP technical advisor R K Jaigopal says that
the proposed flyover could be built for just Rs
567.49 crore as against the government’s cost of

Rs 1,791 crore.
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