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Thanks for the opportunity to speak with you this evening.  Whilst you all look like friendly sorts, and 
I’m not generally a nervy type, I have to confess to feeling less than optimal facing a room full of 
people with   your track record.  There must be a cumulative total of hundreds of years of protecting 
heritage directly in front of me – I hope you’ll forgive me any nerves! 

To start, let me run you over the route of a Hills Freeway proposal: 
Proposed to be part of a new route between the South Eastern Freeway and the CBD, the route 
begins " in the city, curves out through College Park and St Peters, then cuts a swathe through 
Norwood, Rose Park, Myrtle Bank and Urrbrae, slicing through Peter Waite's paddock before 
following the Belair Road on a new route through the Adelaide Hills.” 

This was one of several freeway proposals from the MATS plan.  I don’t know whether to be relieved 
that this was shelved or horrified that this is obviously how “they” in DPTI, DIT or its equivalent have 
always worked. This new route through the hills would have roughly paralleled Sheoak and Charlicks 
Roads to join the Princes Highway at Crafers. 

So, to the gatehouse!   

You’re no doubt aware that it was built as the gatehouse to Urrbrae estate in 1890 and state 
heritage listed – not only is it a significant building in terms of the role it played in the Urrbrae 
estate, but it is one of only a few Gothic revival buildings in Adelaide.  The Arboretum too, is state 
heritage listed, quite literally an invaluable scientific resource.  All of the trees there survive solely on 
rainfall and are great examples of what grows well in our tough Adelaide climate.  I would encourage 
you, if you haven’t already done so, to download the Waite arboretum app and take yourself on one 
of the guided tours it proposes, or join one of the guided tours they run on the first Sunday of every 
month, COVID permitting.  Not only are the trees awe-inspiring – many of them are more than one 
hundred years old – but from deep inside the arboretum you have absolutely no idea that you are in 
fact on land surrounded by busy main roads.  Maybe that’s why DIT always wants to take out big old 
trees, as they can go a long way towards helping us forget that THEY exist! 

Whilst the original wall is no longer with us, the gatehouse survived the previous land-grab in 1964.  
The wall was not so lucky, when a 2.5 metre stretch of the Waite estate was taken from the 
northern side of the Waite in order to widen Cross Road.  Well, once more, the barbarians are at the 
gatehouse, as they said at InDaily; back for more.    

You were not doubt all as horrified as I was to hear that the gatehouse was to be demolished.  A 
friend and I had begun the campaign some 12 months prior to this announcement after attending a 
protest on a dreadfully cold and windy morning on the corner of Culross Avenue and Fullarton Road; 
a battle–ground familiar to all of you.   I remember talking with John who when I told him where I 
lived – in Netherby, not Unley and there out of solidarity -  said oh, you’ve got that dreadful thing 
happening with the Waite.  What dreadful thing? I asked.   The artist’s impression on the DPTI 
website had some 7 lanes of traffic, travelling along both Cross and Fullarton Roads.  That dreadful 
thing.    

My first thought was , well they can’t do that – both the gatehouse and the arboretum are state 
heritage listed, but Stefan Knoll very quickly put me straight on that, responding to my letter by 
saying quite simply that the Highways commissioner has the power to acquire whatever is needed 
for current or future road projects….. 

My second thought was, well they can’t touch the Waite bequest either.  Both houses of parliament 
would have to vote in favour of a change of use of the land, as they did when Urrbrae became co-ed 
and when TAFE joined the campus. But of course they will, because very few of them ever vote to 
truly represent the views of their electorate by voting on anything other than party 
lines………………………When I wrote to David Speirs and told him that the community expected him as 
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Environment Minister to vote against it and protect the trees, he simply wrote back saying he had 
passed my letter on to Stefan Knoll, as it was not his portfolio………………..Naturally a state-heritage 
listed arboretum was nothing to do with him as environment minister, or heritage minister - and he 
had seemingly no interest in the principle either.  

Three months later we had gathered close to 5,000 signatures on an on-line petition to be submitted 
to DPTI as part of their consultation process.   

It was so heartening to read the comments that people made when they signed the on-line petition.   

For me, this one pretty well sums it up.  

There is no need to widen this intersection.  Adjustment to the timing of the light sequence would 
do much to relieve congestion at peak time.  The loss of the trees and the gatehouse amounts to 
environmental vandalism.   

Comments made also showed a very clear understanding of the volumes of scientific evidence 
showing that we need to keep our big old trees and we need to reduce the reliance on cars.  Any 
gains in terms of congestion busting are only ever short-lived – there is plenty of evidence for that 
too.  

All these comments were dutifully emailed as a warning shot across the bow to Nicolle Flint and Sam 
Duluk as my local members, to DPTI, to Stefan Knoll in his role as Transport Minister and to the 
Premier.  As a result, Nicolle Flint wrote to Stefan Knoll asking him to ensure that our built heritage 
and our rich urban tree canopy were retained. She had previously not been interested. Sam Duluk 
was already on board.  The result of all this was that they came back at the end of November last 
year and said they would demolish the gatehouse. I know that you’ll all understand that council have 
no power in decisions like this, but countless people have muttered things about bloody councils 
having too much power and I have had to set them straight on this.  I would like to state that for the 
record, Mitcham Council was horrified by this announcement and has since passed two motions to 
support us in the fight against the demolition, firstly by writing to Wingard and the Premier and 
secondly to support us through allowing us use of council infra-structure and communications to 
advertise the recent rally.  

You’ll no doubt recall all the shenanigans that came hot on the heels of the media release about the 
demolition.   They claimed they can’t move it because it’s structurally unsound, then they said if they 
did, more significant trees of scientific value would have to.  A cynical attempt to split the 
community along the lines of built versus natural heritage.  

Then they said that if the gatehouse remained, some 18 homes would have to go.  Another cynical 
attempt to split the community.   That didn’t work either.  

One of my favourites - and it’s probably one of yours too – was that if it was moved, its heritage 
value would be diminished, so they were going to demolish it instead.  They also trotted out the 
ridiculous argument that if it’s not used, and it currently isn’t, it has no value.  Apparently we have 
no need for aesthetics in our lives – certainly the ample evidence provided by inappropriate 
development that stands out like a sore thumb would appear to back up this argument.  

They then took 2 million promised to local heritage projects and offered that to the Uni. as an 
additional incentive to shift it themselves – another cynical attempt – this time to split the heritage 
community that has now lost 2 million dollars, thanks to Adelaide Uni.  Not falling for that.  

Pushing it back onto the Uni and making them responsible for the demolition of the gatehouse is 
perhaps the most cynical of all the wedges they have attempted to drive through the community on 
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this issue.  Push it back on to them, give them an unrealistic time-frame in which to complete it, 
have them refuse and then walk away saying, oh well, we offered you the chance to save it and you 
didn’t think it was worth it…… 

And all of this because of a pork- barrelling exercise.  I don’t think they expected to win and having 
accused Labor of breaking election promises, the Liberal government was now stuck with going 
through with a road project that was never going to end well for them, seeing as one of their 
election planks had been heritage……. 

With continued talk about improving traffic flows on Fullarton Road, it would be naïve to think that 
in 10 years’ time, they won’t be back for the next slice of the Waite in order to sort out the bottle 
neck that they’ve simply kicked down the road this time.  We all know that this is inevitable as the 
road returns very quickly to its two lanes at Claremont and Kitchener Avenues and at Mercedes 
narrows even further to one lane. No doubt, they intend to expand this as part of the Mitcham Hills 
Road corridor upgrade….. 

That next land grab from the Waite would have to involve the beautiful gum trees – several of which 
measure over 4.5 metres at approx. one metre from the ground – that we see at the western end of 
the Arboretum – also, for the record State-heritage listed – when we drive or walk along Fullarton 
Road.  So, why the upgrade? 

At this juncture, I would like to reassure anybody in the room this evening who lives on Cross Road, 
that this campaign is certainly not a question of wanting to keep the gatehouse at the expense of 
your houses on the northern side.  This is about far more than just a small Gothic revival building; 
the fight for the Gatehouse is simply the first fight in what is certainly a long-term campaign to fight 
for Cross Road and indeed for our suburbs and communities.  

This intersection upgrade, as they insist on calling it, is being sold to us as congestion-busting and 
saving us amazing amounts of time, such as 30 seconds, at the intersection.  I don’t know about you, 
but 30 seconds is a time frame that I struggle to find a worthwhile activity to fill with.  Certainly 
when I look at what I have to lose in order to gain my useless 30 seconds, it doesn’t seem like a great 
deal.   I’d rather keep the gatehouse and the big old Pines on Cross Road. 

DIT and the Minister also talk about crash data too, for the 5 year period to 2019.  In that period, 
there were some 35 crashes at the intersection.  Sounds like a lot, doesn’t it, but if you look further 
at the data, most of them were fairly minor.   The recent horror crash that sticks in everyone’s minds 
was outside that reporting period and was certainly not a function of the intersection.  I crunched 
the numbers the other day, based on what our Transport Minister tells us:  56,000 cars per day, by 
365 days per year by 5 years -102.2 million cars travelling through the intersection in a 5 year period.  
When you divide this by the number of crashes – 35 – you get approx. 2.92 million successfully 
negotiated trips through the intersection before you have a bingle.   It’s not about any of these 
things.  Just like every other intersection upgrade – Fullarton and Glen Osmond as well as Magill and 
Portrush Roads come to mind, it’s a pork barrelling exercise.  

There is also lots of evidence to show that you get a 12 times better return on your investment with 
smart technology than you do by expanding the size of the road.  12 times better?!  That’s 
something that any fiscally responsible government should be keen to aim for, particularly when 
bigger roads are the last thing we need, and we could put the remainder of the money towards 
public transport and make a significant difference to the liveability of Adelaide, and also to long term 
jobs in the state, for both men and women.  

When I wrote early last year to Stefan Knoll, his response made it pretty clear that this intersection 
“upgrade” as they continue to call it, is merely one part of the expansion of Cross Road, in order to 
make it the preferred freight route for the B-doubles as they travel between the bottom of the SE 
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freeway and South Road.  The RAA has come forward saying that this is the best interim solution.  
Whilst this might make sense as Cross Road is the shortest route between the freeway and South 
Road, I don’t believe an interim solution is financially responsible, nor do I believe it cuts it when we 
look at the detrimental effects on our health of having all those B-doubles coming through our 
suburbs.   

o Traffic pollution within a 500m radius of a major road is likely to exacerbate asthma in 
children, trigger new asthma cases in all age groups, impair lung function in adults and cause 
cardio-vascular disease and death. Aged 45-50 and live within 200 metres of a major road, 
you’ll have a 50% higher risk of asthma and lower lung function. 
 

o Research carried out in Melbourne found that when concentration levels of particulate 
matter rose even slightly over 2.5, the number of heart attacks increased for at least 48 
hours.  (These stats are based on 8500 ambulance attendances to heart attacks.) 
 

 
o As many as 11% of dementia cases in people living within 50m of a main road could be due 

to traffic. (Particulate matter getting into blood and brain matter).  Researchers controlled 
for poverty, smoking, obesity and SES amongst other things). This is a significant burden on 
the health system.  
 

o Diesel produces far more pollutants than petrol.  
o In 2012 WHO upgraded diesel from “probably carcinogenic” to “carcinogenic” in humans. 

Exposure is highest near high volume transport corridors.  
o 3-nitrobenzathrone, a compound found in diesel exhaust, is THE MOST carcinogenic 

compound ever discovered.  
 

o Risk of lung cancer from diesel exhaust for people in urban areas is three times that of 
people in rural areas. 

I can only imagine what the cost of all of this would be to the health system.  It must be financially 
crippling.  It’s certainly physically so.  With life expectancy increasing, this is a dreadful burden to 
dump on future generations.   

So, some facts about heavy freight and its movement around Adelaide.   

Anyone living on Cross Road and thinking their house is safe on the northern side because the 
gatehouse is going is fooling themselves.  If the plans go ahead as intended the value of their real 
estate will drop and they will see a significant loss to amenity.  It might look like a win, but it’s only 
short term.  

Currently, there are some 600,000 trucks which come down the freeway each year, split fairly evenly 
between Cross, Glen Osmond and Portrush Roads.   There is very little data about where they go 
once they get to Adelaide, beyond this.  

The government is currently spending some 12 million on shoulder sealing and the like on the 
Annadale Road.  This will, to a degree, alleviate the use of these roads by B-doubles, but within 2 – 3 
years, the figures will be back to where they are now, because of freight growth, which is expected 
to double in the next 10 years.   

They currently having costing studies underway for the next two intersections as you head west 
down Cross Road – Unley / Belair and Goodwood Roads.  
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To expand Cross Road for heavy freight would be a horrendously expensive exercise.  Between the 
freeway and South Road, there are 4 lots of grade separation to be done.  This means intersections 
where you have one road going over and the other under.  You might think this is okay, because you 
get to keep your beautiful plane trees and your gorgeous old homes, but you need room to 
undertake grade separation and that means losing homes and trees, so it does come at a cost to 
amenity.   

Additionally, each time you put in grade separation, it costs 200 million so that’s 800 million for the 
grade separation alone – one lot at each intersection – Fullarton - Belair / Unley  - Winston and East 
– Goodwood and the train lines. Realistically it’s close to probably 2 billion dollars worth of “interim” 
road project.   By comparison, it’s possible to build a heavy freight route behind the hills for approx. 
$560 million.   

My colleagues from the Mitcham Historical Society and I have been meeting with local MPs, SARTA, 
the RAA and the freight council.   We met with Steve Shearer, head of SARTA, the road transport 
association.  I ran past him, my pie in the sky, alternative to making Cross Road huge.  Take the 
trucks off the road before the freeway, say at Murray Bridge, and take them either north or south 
from there. In an ideal world, this road would be exclusively for heavy freight – no cars at all – just 
huge trucks.  Would they use it?  Yes, he said, they would.  They would have to drive further, but 
they can cover the distance at 90km/hour, instead of the 25 – or less I’ve since heard reported 
anecdotally - they have to do on some sections of the freeway.  Wear and tear on brake and tyres 
would be significantly reduced; fuel consumption would be greatly improved and in addition, they 
could bring B-triples into the mix, making freight even more efficient.   Whilst you would never 
remove all trucks from the suburbs you would make a significant difference.  We’re not the only 
ones who dis-like trucks coming through our communities – the truck drivers also don’t like it.  

There is of course, detail on a much bigger picture to be filled in here.  Rail freight needs to be vastly 
improved and this would be beneficial to our suburbs too.  The economic efficiencies of this are 
impressive – 60 trucks versus one train to get 2000 tonnes of grain to Outer Harbour, I’m told.  

When Globelink didn’t stack up with its figures, it was thrown out.  There was considerable push-
back from the Adelaide Airport Corporation, I’m told, as they didn’t want to lose the income stream 
that freight currently gives them.  I suspect the trucking industry will always push back against rail, 
but at the end of the day, our transport minister and this government should be looking to provide 
what is best for everyone in this state, not simply what is best for a particular sector of the economy.  

Smaller roads, an efficient public transport system, freight out of our communities to the greatest 
extent possible – we all benefit from these.  Massive roads such as the North-South corridor benefit 
few people, when we really drill down into it. Steve Murray the Liberal MP for Davenport, told me 
the other day about one of his constituents who is 82 and had to make her way across 8 lanes of 
traffic on South Road – on her walking frame, because she had been able to get the bus into the city 
presumably the city without any problems, but it had naturally dropped her back on the opposite 
side of South Road and there is now pedestrian crossing.  In discussion with DIT, he said, they simply 
refused to put one there.  

So, where to from here?  I’ve been meeting, along with colleagues from the Mitcham Historical 
Society with our local MPs, state and federal, Transport Minister and his shadow.  We are apolitical 
and intend to keep it that way. We ideally want to find a bi-partisan solution that has support from 
the entire community – all political parties – community members – and we will make it an election 
if we have to.  We will be calling a public meeting on the issue and we would love to have you on 
board with us.   

 


