
From: santoun
To: Engagement
Subject: Support Development
Date: Saturday, 11 March 2023 10:52:44 AM

To whom it may concern 

I would like to register my support for the development to proceed in the land at 550-554
Main North Rd Gawler.

South Australia is expanding and infrastructure needs to grow in order to meet the needs of
the citizens. It will create employment opportunities and provide amenities for the area. If 
land owners were not given approval for development,  we would be living in a state with
no future prospects. 

Kind regards 
Suzanne 

Sent from my Galaxy
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From: PlanSA Submissions
To: Engagement
Subject: Public Consultation submission for 550-554 Main North Road Evanston Park Code Amendment
Date: Saturday, 11 March 2023 10:55:05 AM

Belinda Monier, Future Urban,

Submission Details
Amendment: 550-554 Main North Road Evanston Park Code Amendment
Customer type: Member of the public
Given name: Dianne
Family name: Cooper
Organisation:
Email address:
Phone number:
My overall view is: I do not support the Code Amendment
Comments: I do not support the code amendment
Attachment 1: No file uploaded
Attachment 2: No file uploaded
Attachment 3: No file uploaded
Attachment 4: No file uploaded
Attachment 5: No file uploaded
Sent to proponent email: engagement@futureurban.com.au
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The proposed development is likely to be out of character with the surrounding area and will 

be visually intrusive, particularly for those residents living in close proximity to the site. 
 

Secondly, while the proposed traffic lights are essential if the amendment proceeds, it will 

generate significant additional traffic in an already congested area which already has two 

other sets of traffic lights in close proximity. Additional traffic problems along Adelaide 

Road are likely to result in an increase in traffic on small, ‘back’ streets in adjacent 

residential areas. This will have a negative impact on the safety and convenience of local 

residents and may even lead to increased traffic accidents. 
 

Thirdly, landscaping of the site will be minimal and have a negative impact on the 

appearance and amenity of the area. The current greenery of the site provides a visual buffer 

between the commercial area and the adjacent residential area. If the development goes 

ahead, this buffer will be lost, resulting in a negative impact on the visual appeal and 

character of the area. 
 

Fourthly, the commercial activities associated with the development will generate noise that 

will affect the lifestyles of adjacent residents. This will be particularly problematic for those 

living close to the site, who will experience increased noise pollution and a reduced quality of 

life. People who chose to live in a quiet area of Evanston will now be exposed to an increase 

in visitors and traffic to this commercial site. 
 

Fifthly, I believe that the proposed amendment is inconsistent with elements of Council’s 

Community Plan 2030+. The plan aims to protect and enhance the natural and built 

environment and ensure that development is compatible with the character of the area. I 

believe that the proposed development is in direct conflict with these objectives. The current 

location of Bunnings at Gawler Green is fitting for the area and moving it to a more 

residential location is detrimental to the overall look and appeal of Evanston. 
 

Finally, I am concerned that the code amendment will lead to development that will create a 

negative entry statement to the historic core of Gawler. The proposed development is likely 

to be visually intrusive and out of character with the surrounding area, which will have a 

negative impact on the historic character of Gawler. Gawler is already heavily over populated 

and the design and landscape is not conducive with its size. Increasingly, residents of Gawler 

are moving to the outer areas such as Gawler Belt and Hewett and avoid the town centre due 





From: Stephen Strzelec
To: Engagement
Subject: 550-554 Main North Rd Gawler SA
Date: Saturday, 11 March 2023 12:37:50 PM

I support changing the zoning to Commercial development to provide jobs, retail and business.
Stephen Strzelec
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From: PlanSA Submissions
To: Engagement
Subject: Public Consultation submission for 550-554 Main North Road Evanston Park Code Amendment
Date: Saturday, 11 March 2023 12:37:51 PM

Belinda Monier, Future Urban,

Submission Details
Amendment: 550-554 Main North Road Evanston Park Code Amendment
Customer
type: Member of the public

Given name: Gayle
Family
name: O'Donnell

Organisation
Email
address:
Phone
number:
My overall
view is: I do not support the Code Amendment

Comments:

I do not believe an employment zone is appropriate for what is essentially a
residential area. I don't think the investigation has taken full consideration
to the impact on the area in regards to congestion of traffic and flow of
traffic.

Attachment
1: No file uploaded

Attachment
2: No file uploaded

Attachment
3: No file uploaded

Attachment
4: No file uploaded

Attachment
5: No file uploaded

Sent to
proponent
email:

engagement@futureurban.com.au
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Belinda Monier, Future Urban, 

Submission Details 

Amendment:  550-554 Main North Road Evanston Park Code Amendment 

Customer type:  Member of the public 

Given name:  Lorraine 

Family name:  Hodgson 

Organisation:   

Email address:  

Phone number: 

My overall view 
is:  

I do not support the Code Amendment 

Comments:  Please see attached. 

Attachment 1:  
Submission-to-SA-Planning-on-proposed-Code-Amendment-of-550-554-Main-
North-Road,-Evanston-Park,-SA,-5116.docx, type application/vnd.openxmlformats-
officedocument.wordprocessingml.document, 15.5 KB 

Attachment 2:  No file uploaded 

Attachment 3:  No file uploaded 

Attachment 4:  No file uploaded 

Attachment 5:  No file uploaded 

Sent to 
proponent 
email:  

engagement@futureurban.com.au  

 
 
 
To whom this may concern, 
 
I am opposed to the proposed re-zoning o f 550-554 Adelaide Road, Evanston Park, 5116 from 
General neighbourhood to employment zoom. 
 
I am a long-term resident (2005 onwards) of the  , Evanston Park, a beautiful, 
quiet residential estate at the entrance of Gawler. I believe this re-zoning proposal will significantly 
impact all residents of the estate in many ways as well as the wider Gawler community. 
 
This re-zoning and possible consequent development will forever change the nature of our estate. 
We will no longer be a quiet residential suburb, but a commercial hub attracting all hours activity. 
 
My concerns relate to how re-zoning this parcel of land will significantly reduce the quality of life of 
residents in its vicinity. Primarily, I believe traffic will become a major issue, in terms of volume, 
noise pollution and disruption to the daily lives of those who live nearby. 
 
My other concerns are: 

• Street aesthetics with large unsightly buildings. 

• Height of building. 

• Noise pollution generated by deliveries and other truck movements on site. 

• Inadequate perimeter fencing to mitigate noise. 
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• Heat from concrete walls. 

• Parking on adjacent streets from overflow at onsite parking. 

• Traffic lights on Adelaide Road entrance causing vehicle congestion. 

• Increased traffic on Coleman Parade, hindering residents’ ability to access their homes as 

each court has only a single entrance. 

• Lighting encroaching on nearby properties. 

• After hours security. 

• Graffiti and undesirable behaviour after hours. 

• Inadequate landscaping to alleviate the starkness of buildings and offer a more natural 

environment in keeping with the surrounding parks and racecourse. 

• Retention of established trees. 

 
I chose this peaceful residential estate to raise my two children. We felt safe and the child-friendly 
nature of amenities here is welcoming. 
 
Our estate is location to two facilities for older adults (a residential village and an Aged Care home). 
Understandably these two developments were established here because of its quiet and non busy 
natural environment. I have concerns for residents if traffic volumes on Coleman Parade were to 
increase significantly. As Gawler has a documented aging population, these facilities will increase in 
demand over time. 
 
An extension of the current residential estate to encompass this parcel of land would, I believe, 
enhance the gateway to Gawler for the future. It is a location well-served by current close proximity 
to desirable amenities. 
 
This is the wrong location for this type of commercial development backing onto a residential estate. 
I believe there are other sites in Gawler which are more amenable and offer a better location which 
will not adversely affect the current residents. 
 
The quality of our lives will be severely affected by this re-zoning. Please listen to our concerns and 
consider the residents who live close to this land when you make your decision. 
 
Thanking you, 
 
Lorraine Hodgson 
 









Sent from my iPad





to a significant reduction to the quality of life of residents, let alone the noise it will be
unable to attenuate. 
 
The scale of the development permitted under the proposed code amendment will
significantly impair the visual amenity of not only the local area but will also change the
appearance of the entry to Gawler from the south for the worse. Given that Future Urban
chose to only consult an extremely small number of the Gawler community, this code
amendment will have a significant detrimental impact on the Gawler community should
the code amendment be successful as the majority on the community are unaware of this
proposal. 
 
The Preliminary Tree assessment conducted on behalf of the proponent and uploaded to
the Plan SA website makes the assessment that there is only one tree (tree two) ‘as having
a High Retention Rating’ out of the 29 trees that are within proposed code amendment
area. The Evanston Park code amendment brochure developed by Future Urban and
uploaded to the Plan SA website states the Land Management Agreement with Gawler
council has only nominated four trees out of the 29 for retention. As it is highly likely most
of the established existing trees will be removed, landscaping on the site will be extremely
minimal and have a significant negative impact on the appearance of the area. 
 
The Strategic Planning Analysis developed by Future Urban and uploaded to the Plan SA
website does not adequately address (and is at times wrong) how this code amendment
will align with the State Planning Policies (SPP) namely:

SPP 1.3 - Plan growth in areas of the state that is connected to and integrated with,
existing and proposed public transport routes, infrastructure, services and employment
lands.  

Future Urban comment - The land is well connected to existing infrastructure and is
supported by a State Maintained Road. The Affected Area has direct access to Main North
Road and is convenient to the Suburban Activity Centre Zone and Gawler Green Shopping
Centre located immediately to the south of the Gawler Racecourse.  

Actual Situation - Main North Road is already congested, this code amendment is
predicted to add up to 965 vehicles an hour, the proposed traffic lights will be the third
within 600 metres and not alleviate this congestion. Page 8 of the Preliminary
Infrastructure Assessment conducted on behalf of Future Urban states that the
stormwater pipe is undersized. 

SPP 2.10 - Facilitate development that positively contributes to the public realm by
providing active interfaces with street and public open spaces.  

Future Urban comment - The Code Amendment seeks to provide a policy environment
which facilitates the successful delivery of a modern and comprehensive redevelopment of



the Affected Area. Attainment of design quality is a general expectation built into the
Code, and the Concept Plan is an additional tool intended to guide appropriate interface
management outcomes.  

Actual Situation – A ‘modern and comprehensive redevelopment’ does not align with
Gawler Councils Gawler Community Plan 2030+ Goal 1 “Continue to develop town
planning policies which promote Gawler as a Regional Hub and maintain a real sense of
distinction from its surrounding areas. Safeguard views and vistas to retain Gawler’s
defined township identity, open landscape character and sense of arrival into Gawler from
all directions through the provision of open space.” 

SPP 4.1 - Minimise impacts of development on areas with recognised natural character and
values, such as native vegetation and critical habitat so that critical life-supporting
functions to our state can be maintained.  

Future Urban comment - The Affected Area is not one of recognized natural character.
Numerous planted trees exist on the site, five of which are significant and eleven of which
are regulated. An assessment of the trees has been undertaken by a suitably qualified
arborist to consider the environmental values of the trees and identify any that should be
retained as part of a future development of the Affected Area. The Regulated and
Significant Tree Overlay will continue to apply to the Affected Area that will provide
appropriate policy guidance in relation to any tree damaging activity.  

Actual Situation - As previously stated, The Preliminary Tree assessment conducted on
behalf of the proponent and uploaded to the Plan SA website makes the assessment that
there is only one tree (tree two) ‘as having a High Retention Rating’ out of the 29 trees
that are within proposed code amendment area. 

SPP 5.2 - The good design of public places to increase climate change resilience and future
liveability.  

Future Urban comment - The Code Amendment will deliver a zoning environment which
supports the further development of employment lands. The nature of future
development of the Affected Area is such that there will be no additional public land or
spaces created, however opportunity exists to contribute to an upgrade of the existing
public realm at the interface of the land, including the provision of street trees and the
like.  

Actual Situation – The rezoning will remove up to 28 trees, the proponent has not
committed to upgrade the existing public realm at the interface of the land, including the
provision of street trees and the like, just that the opportunity exists.  

SPP 6.1 - A well-designed, diverse and affordable housing supply that responds to
population growth and projections and the evolving demographic, social, cultural and



lifestyle needs of our current and future communities.  

Future Urban comment - The Town of Gawler has substantive areas zoned and planned for
residential growth. Conversely, it has limited vacant land zoned for large format
employment generating uses. Reinforcing the existing non-residential use of the Affected
Area via this Code Amendment will also deliver a zoning environment which supports the
employment growth of Gawler, which otherwise, has little to no land set aside for such
purposes.  

Actual Situation - The employment zone (Gawler Park) approximately 600 metres to the
south of the proposed code amendment area currently has multiple long term vacancies
including large floor space areas, this would re-enforce that there is no need for this code
amendment.  

SPP 6.3 - Develop healthy neighbourhoods that include diverse housing options; enable
access to local shops, community facilities and infrastructure; promote active travel and
public transport use; and provide quality open space, recreation and sporting facilities.  

Future Urban comment - The reinforcement of the employment land use of the Affected
Area via this rezoning process will support access of the local population to jobs and large
format retail.  

Actual Situation - Future Urban’s comment re-affirms that this code amendment does not
align to SPP 6.3 in any way shape or form. The proposed rezone does not; include diverse
housing options, enable access to local shops, include community facilities or
infrastructure, promote travel and public transport use and definitely does not provide any
quality open space, recreation or sporting facilities.  

SPP 11.4 - Minimise negative transport- related impacts on communities and the
environment.  

Future Urban comment - Preliminary modelling has indicated that a controlled access can
be achieved to Main North Road. Such modelling will be advanced as part of the
investigations proposed to inform the Code Amendment.  

Actual Situation – As previously stated, Main North Road is already congested, this code
amendment is predicted to add up to 965 vehicles an hour, the proposed traffic lights will
be the third within 600 metres and will not alleviate this congestion. 

SPP 16.1 Protect communities and the environment from risks associated with industrial
emissions and hazards (including radiation) while ensuring that industrial and
infrastructure development remains strong through:  

a)  supporting a compatible land use mix through appropriate zoning controls  



b)  appropriate separation distances between industrial sites that are incompatible with
sensitive land uses  
c)  controlling or minimising emissions at the source, or where emissions or impacts are
unavoidable, at the receiver.  

Future Urban comment - It is acknowledged that the Affected Area is within a General
Neighbourhood Zone, with existing residential uses located to the north, south and east.
Investigations have been undertaken as part of the Code Amendment to consider the
interface with the adjacent residential uses. In addition to the policies within the Zone
Overlay that manage the residential interface and amenity, a Concept Plan is proposed
that includes, among other things, a minimum no build setback area from the east and
west boundaries of the Affected Area that adjoin the existing residential properties and
acoustic barrier. The Concept Plan will ensure that future development of the Affected
Area maintains appropriate separation from existing residential development, provides
opportunities for landscaping and fencing treatments along these boundaries and
minimises massing of future built form.  

Actual Situation – As previously stated, a 4.5 metre wall is required to meet the World
Health Organisations guidelines on noise. Given that the traffic report predicts almost 600
more vehicles an hour, this wall will be ineffective. This wall will lead to completely
overshadowing of yards during the winter months. A 4.5 metre wall on a residents
property boundary should never be an acceptable control for noise. 

Regional Plan P86 - Ensure that new urban infill and fringe and township development are
aligned with the provision of appropriate community and green infrastructure, including:  

walking and cycling paths and facilities  
local stormwater and flood management including water sensitive urban design  
public open space  
sports facilities  
street trees  
community facilities, such as childcare centres, schools, community hubs and libraries  

Future Urban comment - The Code Amendment will include a review of both service and
social infrastructure provision in order to identify existing capacity and the potential need
for augmentation. Relevant agreements (as required) can be entered into should the need
for augmentation be identified.  

Actual Situation – As implied by Future Urban, this code amendment does not currently
consider any of the facilities in P86. 

Regional Plan P93 - Ensure that greenways are landscaped with local indigenous species
where possible to contribute to urban biodiversity outcomes.  







Hello 
 
Please find attached Gawler Environment and Heritage Association submission. 
 
Regards 
 
David Ferguson,  GEHA Convenor 
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Hi Belinda, 
 
Please find attached my written submission for the community engagement in regards to 
the 550-554 Main North Road, Evanston Park code Amendment. 
 
Kind Regards, 
Hannah Simmonds 
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550-554 Main North Road, Evanston Park Code Amendment 
 
 
I make this submission as a resident whose home and property backs onto the land for which the 
code amendment is proposed. 
 
I will start by addressing the three points listed on Page 8 of the Information Sheet provided to 
residents under the heading ‘What Can You Influence & What We Want to Know From You?’  I will 
then finish with a summary of how the proposed rezoning impacts me personally. 
 
Do I believe that the Employment Zone is the most appropriate zone for the affected area? 
No.  The most appropriate use for this land is low-density residential, in keeping with the 
surrounding area.  Page 3 of the information sheet provided to residents states a number of 
statistics to suggest that the community needs this rezoning, but many of these are incomplete or 
misleading.  Please consider the following: 

• Are the statistics for population growth and available land for residential development in the 
immediate vicinity of the proposed rezoning, or rather in the outer lying suburbs within the 
Gawler Council area?  If so, it is these outer areas that may require further Employment 
Zoning, not the area in question.  Placing another employment zone on this “primary arterial 
road” increases the traffic burden on that road and the surrounding community. 

• Statistics for the number of jobs secured by the rezoning have been given, despite the 
statement that “there is no specific end occupier of the land confirmed.”  How can these 
numbers be calculated and how can we know that they represent new employment 
opportunities (which would not be the case if, for example, an existing Gawler business was 
relocated to the new zone)? 

• Statistics have been given for undeveloped land zoned for employment, but this does not 
take into account the number of vacant buildings in already developed employment zoned 
land.  For example, Gawler Park consistently has a large number of vacant buildings and is 
750m down Main North Road from the area in question. 

• The information given implies that they land is already being used for employment purposes 
and therefore this is not a significant change for the community.  It is unfair to imply that the 
current family business onsite is at all comparable to a supermarket, shopping centre or 
hardware store allowed under the rezoning.  The size and height of buildings, proximity to 
residents, traffic generated, noise generated, opening hours and visual impact represent a 
significant, negative change for the community. 

• Development of the land as low-density residential would not require a third set of traffic 
lights to be added to this section of Main North Road and it would generate significantly less 
additional traffic on surrounding roads than an employment zone.   

 
 
Do I believe the investigations undertaken as part of the code amendment are significant to 
consider the impact of the rezoning on the surrounding area? 

• The primary consultation with the community has been with residents living with 60m of the 
zone boundary.  This does not take into consideration the visual impact to properties that 
overlook this site.  It also does not take into account the increased traffic to the general 
area, and the burden to those who currently access Main North Road via Sherriff Street and 
First Street. 

• Residents face the very real risk of lowered property values and this has not been officially 
acknowledged in the consultation process. 

• We have not been able to get clear answers on how much noise will be reduced by the noise 
barrier, what constitutes ‘unreasonable impact,’ or what consideration there is of people 
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too late to do something about it. Individuals with fibromyalgia require better noise protection from development than 
the average person would. They need to be able to control the amount of noise in their environment to prevent 
exacerbation of their symptoms and maintain a good quality of life. This proposal is a genuine threat to our lifestyle, and 
we are gravely concerned about this issue above all others. 

Whilst the proposed 4.5m wall to mitigate the noise is unenviable (discussed later), we are further concerned by the traffic 
management plans that fail to identify rat running through Coleman Parade (discussed later) and the increased traffic 
noise that this will bring. The additional signalization and proposed realignment of the intersection of First St and Sherriff 
Street will see an elevation in local traffic down Coleman Parade (discussed later) for south bound access to Potts Road 
and northbound access to Gawler South. It is my opinion that this will further amplify the sound issue in a way that is not 
being mitigated by acoustic barrier and not considered by the acoustic report (Appendix 8).  We will therefore need to 
consider double glazing across all four facings of our home, to manage the noise and make our home liveable.  This is not 
something that we have the means to budget for. 

The noise assessment (Appendix 8) has been derived using 100 light passenger vehicle movements per 15-minute period 
(400 vehicles per hour).  In contrast, the Traffic report exceeds this figure by a significant margin, indicating that vehicle 
movements will be around 975 per hour on Saturdays.  In addition to that, if the bulky goods outlet is targeting retail to 

movement.  Instead, the noise report should be factoring in the likelihood of commercial vehicles and trucks accessing the 
facility as customers.  Thus, the noise assessment has been determined on understated modelling about noise generation 
with this development. 

The noise assessment vaguely factors in air conditioning plant into the design, however there is no specific indication 
about the mounting of this plant.  If plant is located on the roof tops of the development, then the modelling will be vastly 
different than it would be if the plant was mounted on the ground.  I do not believe a 4.5m acoustic barrier will prohibit 
the transmission of noise generated from the rooftops as there will be a direct line of sight into the yards of neighbouring 
properties.  I would also suggest that this is likely to impact the residents living in the foothills and on the upper levels of 
Gawler Terrace. 

Impact on Property Value 

I am deeply concerned about the impact that this rezoning will have on the value of my property. The change in zoning 
will introduce large scale commercial activities into the area, will result in increased noise levels, traffic along Coleman 
Parade, and decreased visual amenity. These changes are likely to decrease the value of my property, as well as other 
residential properties in the vicinity. Further, the proposed acoustic barrier extending along Coleman Parade will 
depreciate over time which creates another significant financial burden.  It would be an unfortunate situation if residents 
shoulder the costs for depreciation on an asset that th  
want. 

Specific arguments to support this will be outlined in detail through this submission, but in short, the rezoning of the land 
will significantly impact the character of the area, and the proposed employment zone is not consistent with the 
surrounding residential land use. It is likely that the dramatic expansion of commercial activities will negatively impact the 
overall liveability of the area and decrease the desirability of properties along this section of Coleman Parade and Ames 
Drive.  As a homeowner, I have invested considerable time and money into my property. The proposed rezoning will 
directly impact the value of my investment, decreasing the potential resale value. 

Breaking character with the area 

The proposed buildings will be out of scale with the existing structures in the area, and their construction would 
significantly compromise the character and quality of life in the neighbourhood, as well as disrupting the urban tree 
canopy.  Whilst the proponent has indicated they intend to downsize the buildings from the originally stated 13m height, 
even a downscaled version of these buildings will still stand out significantly against the residential landscape. Their 



construction would dramatically alter the character of the neighbourhood, which is typically characterized by a low-rise, 
single-story architectural style that emphasizes open spaces, natural light, and a healthy urban tree canopy. The 
introduction of large buildings would completely disrupt this visual continuity and disturb the balance and harmony of the 
area, including the vital role that trees play in providing shade, reducing heat island effect, and improving air quality. This 
sits outside of our councils stated goals (1.1.1, 1.1.2, 1.2.3, 2.2.2) within the Gawler Community Plan 2030+ (Town of 
Gawler, 2021). 

To illustrate this point, an encumbrance exists on the property we reside in . It reads: 

with the existing environment and surrounding 
 

The encumbrance clearly emphasizes the importance of visual harmony, unobtrusiveness, and maintaining the existing 
environment. Clearly, the intention of the encumbrance is to preserve the suburban character of the area, and to ensure 
that any new development is consistent with that character. Further, the encumbrance emphasises the rights and 
expectations of the surrounding community to enjoy a quiet, peaceful neighbourhood, free from the impacts of intrusive 
development. Whilst the proposed development is not bound by this encumbrance, it serves to reflect the intention of 
improved land within this area. The construction of commercial buildings would be a significant departure from the 
existing character and development of the area. This proposal is in direct opposition to the spirit of the encumbrance that 
exists on the surrounding residential lands. 

In addition to the visual impact, the construction of these large buildings would also have a detrimental impact on the 
urban tree canopy, which is a vital part of our community's natural infrastructure. The increased density resulting from 
the construction of the buildings would reduce the amount of available space for planting and maintaining trees, leading 
to the loss of a substantial number of mature trees and a reduction in the overall canopy cover. This would have significant 
implications for the health and well-being of the community, including increased heat stress, poor air quality, and threats
to biodiversity. 

Whilst the buildings will be a considerable break to the character of the area, the 4.5m wall required for noise attenuation
that will extend along the boundary of properties on Ames Drive and Coleman Parade is further compounding this issue.
This barrier is exceptionally tall, and will be clearly visible, even from a distance, and its imposing presence may create an 
eyesore. There has been no indication about what treatments will be applied to the acoustic barrier for it to integrate into 
the existing community landscape. Likewise, there is no indication about how this barrier will be able to withstand the 
prevailing westerly winds and the financial responsibility to repair this structure if it collapses through extreme weather 
events. It has not been clarified how the foundations of the barrier will be set given the easement that passes through our 
property along the boundary to the proposed development. 

A local resident has erected a 4.5m pole along the barrier which can clearly be seen from the pedestrian footpaths along 
Coleman Parade. If the barrier is made from concrete sheeting or steel, it will appear stark and uninviting, lacking in 
character and charm and will not blend in with its surroundings. If it is constructed from concrete, it will act as a heat sink 
in Summer and will be located just 4.5m from a 2400 x 1800mm window on our north-western aspect which will increase 
our energy expenditure in summer as heat is reradiated from the wall. 

Crucially, the sheer size of the barrier will create a sense of oppression and confinement in our backyards, a place where 
we typically go to unwind and relax. The barrier is imposing, making it feel more cramped and restricted. It will disrupt the 
natural flow of air and light, creating a sense of artificiality and discomfort. It will reduce our visibility of the surrounding 
area and create pockets of stagnant air that are unpleasant to be around. All these factors are problematic for us as 
landowners and are exacerbated by the negative impact they have on our property value. 

Finally, the proposed setbacks and landscaping do not adequately allow for integration into the existing landscape.  The 
buildings are far too close to residential land, and even at a reduced height, they will still be clearly visible from Coleman 
Parade.  Extended landscaping is essential for improving air quality and mitigating against the environmental impact of
removing several mature trees from the site. 



Traffic Management Issues Whole Town of Gawler

The traffic management report (Appendix 9) estimates that the hourly vehicle movements through the complex on the 
Saturday peak to be 975, necessitating an additional set of traffic lights. This development will require the installation of 
an 11th traffic management treatment along the North/South corridor of Gawler, a 4.4km section of road that extends 
from the intersections of Trinity Drive to Cowan Street. This marks an average of 1 traffic treatment for every 400m and 
is excessive for a town of our size.  Of these, most intersections have a single lane carrying capacity with limited room for 
expansion.  Two of them are single lane roundabouts through 50km/h zones.  The traffic network through the town is not 
set up to withstand the increases in traffic that this development will bring. 

Given the expanding population of the town will predominantly be to the northern to eastern side of the South 
Para/Gawler River, access to the venue will require crossing those rivers. It is well known by the residents of Gawler that 
the traffic through Murray Street operates at capacity already without amplifying this problem by encouraging more traffic 
to complete a North/South transition.  The Traffic Report undertaken by the proponents does not consider the integration 
issues associated with this development that will severely impact traffic flow through the whole town. 

It is well known by our community that the geographical limitation of the river restricts the free flow of traffic through the 
Noth/south corridor of the town (Figure 1).  To access this new facility from the expansion areas, the most direct path 
passes through Murray Street where traffic crosses the South Para River over a single lane bridge which leads to 2 x single 
lane roundabouts. If the site is to generate the traffic indicated in the report, then the existing road network is incapable 
of withstanding this load.  An alternate route will be to access it from Jack Cooper Drive off of the Gawler bypass road, 
which will see traffic pass through the residential areas of Evanston Gardens, across a railway line and through a school 
zone. A third option exists through Schomburgk Drive, turning Right at Potts Road and then passing through two more 
traffic lights to access this facility.  It fear that many will turn right onto Coleman Parade to avoid this tight 
traffic light situation. There are some ford crossings that provide some alternate pathways suitable for local traffic, but 
when flooding of the rivers occurs, it forces closure of the two fords and traffic is frequently backed up to a standstill along 
Adelaide Road as far as 1st Street. 

 

Figure 1  Map illustrating access to the proposed location from regions of forecast growth.  Magenta colouring 
identified the key river crossing points that would provide access to 550-554 Main North Road 





 

Figure 2  Gawler Park Village map with shaded areas to identify vacant tenancies as of 12 March 2023

                      

Figure 3  

residential land.  If the land at 550-554 Adelaide Road is rezoned to Employment Zone, it unnecessarily impacts the local 
community by perpetuating the over development of commercial land. 

The oversupply of developed employment zone land is also evident in other locations within the town of Gawler. Directly 
across from the Gawler Park complex is 494 Main North Road, another underutilised parcel of employment zone land.
Furthermore, as of 26th February, there are 13 vacant commercial buildings in Murray Street alone, with further vacant 
tenancies available in the nearby Pheonix Plaza and extending along Calton Road.  There is no shortage of supply for 
developed properties suitable for commercial activity. 

The opportunity to rezone land for the purpose of creating an employment zone is not limited to 550-554 Main North 
Road.  Future Urban s report on Land Supply (Appendix 11) clearly identifies that there are land parcels that are not yet 
zoned, which would provide a much more appropriate location for this development.  More appropriate locations for this 
must be factored into the locations to which the town is expanding.  At these locations, developments can be integrated 
effectively into the traffic management plans from the beginning of the expansion, with much better access to high-
capacity road networks than exist in Evanston Park. 

Flood Lighting in the Loading Zone 

Flood lighting will be required for the loading zones of this development and may spill over the 4.5m Acoustic Barrier.  
Flood lights may cast a significant amount of light into our homes, in particular the sleeping areas of our children.  Excessive 
use of artificial light can have adverse effects on human health (Pauley, 2004), particularly in terms of our sleep patterns. 



Studies have shown that exposure to artificial light at night inhibits the production of melatonin (Lewy et al, 1980), a 
hormone that regulates our sleep-wake cycle. Furthermore, floodlights are a significant source of light pollution, which 
can negatively impact the natural environment. Light pollution can disrupt the behaviour and migration patterns of 
nocturnal animals, affecting their ability to find food, shelter, and mates. It can also interfere with the circadian rhythms
of plants, affecting their growth and reproduction.  There is no clarity for us about the location and arrangements that will 
be in place for floodlighting the area. 

The Engagement Process 

The Community Engagement Charter (Department of Planning, Transport and Infrastructure, 2018) outlines the 
expectations of consultancy. The charter aims to promote transparency, accountability, and collaboration between the 
Commission and the community to ensure that planning decisions are informed by community input and values. 

As has been outlined throughout this submission, the scale of this proposed code amendment and subsequent 
development is going to have a profound impact on the residents of the whole town, yet the Engagement Plan (Future 
Urban, 2023) identifies that consultancy was conducted in an extremely limited region of the greater town of Gawler. The 
size of the consultation area was grossly inadequate in identifying all the key stakeholders.  Increasingly, we are finding 
that an increasing number of people that live in our direct neighbourhood have not been informed about the Code 
amendment.  It was alarming to find out yesterday (11th March 2023) that residents in Parham Court still had not been 
informed about the Code Amendment and the Community Engagement Process.  a neighbour visited the 
resident that this particular person was informed about the proposed Code Amendment. This is significant as residents of 
Parham Court, as well as those in Mold Ct, Rowe St, Rogash Ct and Baldock St (Figure 4), will be affected by anything that 
affects traffic conditions along Ames Drive/Coleman Parade. 

 

Figure 4  Google Map view illustrating the single point of access for Parham Ct, Mold Ct, Rowe St, Rogash Ct and 
Baldock St is through Ames Drive. (Google, n.d.) 

As mentioned earlier, many residents of Gawler South who will be affected by the realignment of First St/Sherriff St are 
also largely unaware of this proposal as well as the impact that this development will have.  But most significantly, the 
whole town of Gawler will be impacted by the additional traffic generated through Main North Rd by this construction, 
as well as the congestion that an additional traffic management treatment will have on traffic flow through our town.  
This engagement process has fallen short of capturing the concerns of the Gawler community that will be impacted by 
the proposed Code Amendment. 



s therefore my belief that the inadequate range of the community consultation has failed to meet the Community 
Engagement Charter in the following performance outcomes:

Engagement is genuine: People had faith and confidence in the engagement process.
Engagement is informed and transparent: All relevant information was made available and people could access 
it.

Concluding Comments

There are very few developments in greater Adelaide where a development of this magnitude has been constructed 
adjacent to established residential properties.  Whilst critical shortages of land might warrant infill development through
suburbs in metropolitan Adelaide that are in alignment with pre-existing zoning requirements, this is not the situation in 
Gawler.  There is an abundance of other lands within the expansion areas that should be zoned according to this type,
that would integrate far more effectively into the existing transport infrastructure and would have far less impact on the
community in which they are built.  This is clearly an inappropriate location for the proposed Code Amendment.

Sincerely,

Justin Simmonds, B Sc, B Ed, M Ed, G C (Sport Coach)
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local residents but consumers from all over northern Adelaide, with no evidence these 

consumers would contribute to other small businesses in our town. As a historical town, the 

ability to make traffic changes is limited, with the best option to divert large scale traffic 

generating employment away from the narrow and congested roads. 

c. I believe that the proposed change in an already built up and high traffic area of our town 

will create a significant increase in rat running though side streets, impacting the safety and 

liveability of the surrounding community, as people look to avoid the multiple road stops and 

congestion at traffic lights. The proposal does not outline any proactive or workable solutions 

to prevent occurrences of rat running. 

d. The proposed changes will make it more difficult and dangerous for pedestrians to navigate 

the area. Our immediate area contains many vulnerable users and is also very popular with 

pedestrians. The adjoining residential areas as well as parks, retirement village, nursing 

home, schools and child care facilities mean young children, school children and elderly 

members of the community are often walking in the area with a range of accessories 

including bikes, scooters, mobility aides and prams. The safety risk in the area due to 

additional traffic and rat running will be compounded by the unsuitability of footpaths 

especially around round-a-bouts on Coleman Parade and through the chicane at Ames Drive. 

Our area should promote walkability by locating large scale employment dependent on 

heavy vehicle access to more suitable areas. 

Noise Pollution 

The rezoning proposal will introduce considerable amounts of noise pollution to the surrounding 

area, which would adversely affect the quality of life for residents in our area. The noise will likely 

disturb the peace and quiet of the residential neighbourhood, making it difficult to sleep, relax and 

enjoy the outdoor spaces. I note the following: 

a. A bulky goods outlet such as the one planned for in the proposal for the rezoning application 

will produce various types of noise pollution that will be exacerbated by its immense size, 

location, long operating hours and the types and volumes of goods sold. Noise generated by 

large delivery trucks, loading docks, high volumes of customer traffic, plant, equipment and 

machinery will disrupt the surrounding environment and quality of life for nearby residents 

without appropriate exclusion zones at the interface between residential and commercial 

properties. The current zone and commercial entity on the site is appropriate because there 

is sufficient separation between source of noise and the residential land. The current noise 

generated is also appropriate in levels and frequency, in line with the residential area. The 

new proposal will not be able to maintain such suitable separation or levels and frequencies, 

the claim that the rezoning is in line with simply maintaining the current employment 

location for the town is misleading. 

b. The proposed mitigation of an acoustic barrier in the form of a 4.5m wall is not an adequate 

solution to resolve the noise issue because the wall introduces many new issues for the area. 

Issues regarding the wall include overshadowing and the ongoing costs of maintenance and 

repairs as well as the costs to change landscaping in order to accommodate the new wall. 

The proposal does not adequately model the potential impact of overshadowing on the 

surrounding residents from the wall or building. Additionally, due to an encumbrance along 

Coleman Parade, those residents are extremely limited in how they can landscape or 

otherwise conceal the unsightly wall. The consultation zone was not adequate to reflect the 

true community views on the noise and the acoustic measures. A true reflection of the 



4 
 

community views would need to include residents to the top of the hill above Coleman 

Parade. 

c. The noise levels, despite any proposed barrier, will impact our ability to operate our 

evaporative air conditioner which requires open windows as well as compromise our ability 

to use and enjoy our own backyard and garden. The noise will also impact our ability to live, 

sleep and work in the back rooms of our house. 

Air Pollution 

Another concern is that the air pollution generated from the development, primarily through heavy 

traffic from commercial trucks, trade vehicles and cars, would impact not only the environment but 

the quality of life of residents and pedestrians. The impacts of vehicle generated air pollution is 

increased through the close proximity of residential housing to car parks, loading docks and heavy 

vehicle access roads as well as the volume of vehicles expected to use the site each day. I note: 

a. The pollution from trucks and cars can have a range of negative impacts, including 

respiratory problems such as asthma, heart disease, and is even linked to cancer. These 

health issues can be particularly severe for children, elderly people, and individuals with pre-

existing health conditions. 

b. The pollution, despite any proposed barrier, will likely compromise our fresh air, bringing 

dust and other particles that will impact on our ability to safely operate our evaporative air 

conditioner which requires open windows as well as compromising our ability to use our 

clothes line and otherwise enjoy our backyard.  

c. The proposed commercial development, with its increased traffic and resulting air pollution, 

goes against the Town of Gawler’s and the South Australian Government’s responsibility to 

protect the health and well-being of residents. I urge you to take seriously the impacts of air 

pollution when making your decision on the rezoning application. 

Concerns Regarding the Concept 

In general, the concept being put forward as part of the rezoning application shows that zone is not 

an appropriate fit for the surrounding area. This includes: 

a. The size and scale of the proposed development will make it the most dominant feature of 

the landscape and compromises our homes, our suburb and our town’s historical significance 

(Figure 1 and 2). 

b. Engineered solutions such as an acoustic wall to block noise pollution introduces too many 

additional issues to residents. 

c. The cost of controlling noise and air pollution from our residential home would require 

extensive and costly upgrades including double glazing and other acoustic seals, in wall 

insulation, ventilation and dust filtration and will impact our ability to have open windows for 

fresh air and to run our evaporative air conditioner. Additionally, the change in zone will 

prevent our use of outdoor clothes drying as well as using our backyard and garden for our 

enjoyment. 

d. The buffer zones are not suitable as they do not provide adequate separation or transition 

between residential and heavy commercial use. The proposal does not detail what the 

building exclusion zone can be used for and as such is not a true separation between the 

residential area and the employment zone. 

e. Any future employment opportunities at the site should be within the existing General 

Neighbourhood Zone in order to fit with the surrounding residential area and to not further 
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increase traffic congestion in the area. Suggestions that the rezoning is simply to formalise 

and preserve the existing employment generating land use of the area and will introduce 

zoning in accordance with its current use are misleading and do not take into consideration 

the size and scale of the rezoning plan as well as traffic generation, the move from 

predominately local customers to attracting people from all over northern Adelaide, the 

increase in truck movements and loading/unloading in proximity to housing as well as the 

hours of operation would not provide relief. 

f. The landscaping buffer is not an adequate width to accommodate 6m trees without 

significant overhang of our properties, and does not adequately allow for sufficient ground 

level landscaping to help absorb noise and vehicle pollution in line with best practice 

solutions. It also does not take into consideration the suitability of root systems on the 

encumbrance along Coleman Parade. 

g. There is no report or modelling of the overshadowing that could be expected by the 

proposal, including from the 4.5m wall, 6m trees and possible 13m structure. 

h. The proposal does not clearly outline the use of the proposed 9m building exclusion area. 

That is, what can that exclusion area be used for? Car Parking, heavy truck passageway? 

i. The ‘sections demonstrating interface with adjoining residential’ diagrams are not to scale 

and do not give a true indication of the impact to residential properties. 

j. The information sheet is misleading when compared to the proposal and annexes which 

clearly outlines the planning basis is for a 16,000sqm bulky goods outlet and several smaller 

2,000sqm outlets. 

k. I am also concerned that the proposal will have a negative impact on property values in the 

immediate area if the rezoning goes ahead. Devaluations can be expected in the vicinity of 

large commercial properties such as bulky goods outlets. At the very least the proposal will 

likely reduce the number of potential buyers. 

 

Figure 1: The planning basis of the development application is for a 16,000sqm building which is 

represented by the yellow border. For context, the current building area for Vadoulis Garden Centre 

is approximately 2,000sqm. 
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Figure 2: Impression of proposed heights, showing the approximate scale against houses in Coleman 

Parade. 

Concerns regarding Community Engagement 

The application to rezone 550-554 Main North Road, Evanston Park required consultation in 

accordance with the principles of the Community Engagement Charter. I believe some of the 

performance outcomes under this charter have not been adequately met. This includes: 

a. The extremely narrow community consultation area which includes the park on Coleman 

Parade at the corner of Ames Drive but doesn’t include the actual houses that face onto the 

park and Coleman Parade. The consultation area excludes other locations on Coleman 

Parade that house some of the most vulnerable and sensitive users of the area, the 

retirement village and the nursing home. A true community consultation would also involve 

all residents in the line of sight of the proposed site and most likely to be impacted by the 

changed traffic controls. This would include as a minimum the area from Potts Road to Third 

Street and up the hill beyond Coleman Parade to at least Kelly Court. It should not have 

fallen to residents to try and inform the directly affected local community of the changes. 

b. The lack of and late communication of the proposal to the entirety of our town and the 

limited resources used such a social media posts do not constitute adequate engagement 

based on the demographics of the even the closest residents, not affording them a true and 

genuine chance to engage with the process. 

c. The representatives of Future Urban present an argument in their information sheet and 

have reiterated several times verbally, including at the Gawler Council Special Meeting on 7 

Mar 23, that the code amendment is just a process to formalise the code consistent with the 

current use of the land in accordance with its use over the past 50 years. This is not a true 

reflection of the zone change when considering the current business (Vadoulis Garden 
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Centre) against the planning basis for the rezoning proposal. The current land use is in line 

with the existing zone and fits with the environment while the plan and potential use of the 

rezoned land does not. This is extremely misleading to community members as their 

messaging is not consistent with the details in their full proposal. 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, I strongly object to the proposed rezoning of 550-554 Main North Road, Evanston Park. 

The negative impacts from traffic, noise and air pollution as well as the inappropriateness of the 

proposed development in its surroundings have not been adequately reduced by the proposed 

controls. I urge the decision makers to reject this proposed code amendment and instead, I 

encourage our local and state governments to work constructively with potential employers to 

explore other, and all available options that will not put undue stress on our community or 

compromising the quality of life that residents value so highly. 

Thank you for considering my objection. 

Sincerely, 

 

Angela Zanette 
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Belinda Monier

From: PlanSA Submissions <noreply@plan.sa.gov.au>
Sent: Sunday, 12 March 2023 4:18 PM
To: Engagement
Subject: Public Consultation submission for 550-554 Main North Road Evanston  Park Code 

Amendment
Attachments: Submit-feedback-on-the-550-554-Main-North-Road-Evanston-Park-Code-

Amendment.docx

Categories: Responded to / Filed

Belinda Monier, Future Urban, 

Submission Details 
Amendment:  550-554 Main North Road Evanston Park Code Amendment 
Customer type:  Member of the public 
Given name:  Cynthia 
Family name:  Roberts 
Organisation:   

Email address:  
Phone number:  
My overall view 
is:  I do not support the Code Amendment 

Comments:  I oppose to the proposed code amendment of 550 – 554 Main North road Evanston Park. I believe 
amendment is wrong for this locality reasons are stated in the attachment. 

Attachment 1:  Submit-feedback-on-the-550-554-Main-North-Road-Evanston-Park-Code-Amendment.docx, type 
application/vnd.openxmlformats-officedocument.wordprocessingml.document, 16.9 KB 

Attachment 2:  No file uploaded 
Attachment 3:  No file uploaded 
Attachment 4:  No file uploaded 
Attachment 5:  No file uploaded 
Sent to 
proponent email:  engagement@futureurban.com.au 

 

Submission
number:
168







From: Piccolo, Tony
To: Engagement; Belinda Monier
Cc: Ingram, Hayden; Piccolo, Tony
Subject: Submission - Code Amendment - 550-554 Main North Road, Evanston Park, SA, 5116 - Updated and Final Version
Date: Sunday, 12 March 2023 4:16:40 PM
Attachments: image001.jpg

code amendment submissions .pdf
code amendment 3.pdf
code amendment 4.pdf

Dear Ms Monier
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide you feedback on the proposed code-
amendment for 550-554 Main North Road, Evanston Park, SA, 5116 and
trust this email finds you well.
 
Please accept this version as my formal submission as it updates my earlier
submission.
 
Brief Overview of the Proposal
 
The purpose of the code-amendment is to change the parcel of land from a
General Neighbourhood to an Employment Zone.  Overall, it would change a
generally residential zoned piece of land to one which will accommodate
commercial activity, including retail, bulky goods and the like.  Under the
draft proposal the whole 4 hectares of the site will be rezoned and allow for a
built form of up to 13 metres.  The buildings will be complemented by
associated carparking and an entry/exit point to the land from Main North
Road and facilitated by a new set of traffic lights. In addition, there will be
provision for stormwater management, landscaping, and barriers in the form
of 4 metre walls to reduce noise impact emanating from the site.
 
Land Management Agreement
 
The Code-Amendment, if successful will be supported by a Land Management
Agreement outlining infrastructure requirements to be delivered and
identifying land-uses that purportedly will not be permitted on the site . (e.g.,
petrol station and fast-food outlet).
 
My Interest
 
I am the local Member of Parliament for the area and have been working with
residents to ensure they fulling understand the proposed code-amendment
and have their voice heard.  Residents have been encouraged to submit their
own submissions reflecting their views of how the proposed code amendment
may or may not impact on them specifically.
 
The purpose of this submission is to communicate some overall key concerns
residents have expressed to me at community forums and by providing me
with copies of their submissions.  It does not seek to cover every issue raised
by residents in their submissions.
 
Further Submissions
 
This submission is reinforced by a further 465 submissions which are
enclosed. 

Submission
number:
169



 
The signatories to the submissions enclosed are opposed to the proposed
code amendment for 550-554 Main North Road, Evanston Park (Vadoulis
Nursery) because they believe the amendment will facilitate development that
will create a net loss for the greater Gawler community, and in particular, for
the residents living in the locality. 
 
Issues of Concern
 
Residents believe the amendment is wrong for this locality for the following
key reasons:
 

The scale of the development permitted by the proposed code
amendment will significantly impair the visual amenity of the locality
and have a detrimental impact on the Gawler community.

The scale and intensity of the development allowed under the proposed code-
amendment will dominate the streetscape in the locality and detract from the
amenity provided by the racecourse across the road. Additionally, the rest of
the locality is characterised by low-density housing, and the proposed zoning
is out of character for the locality.  The code amendment is inconsistent with
the Town of Gawler Community Plan that seeks to reinforce the historic
nature of the town and particularly, the entrances to the historic parts of the
town.  This development marks the entry to the historic, or older parts of
Gawler.

While the proposed traffic lights are essential if the amendment
proceeds, to will generate significant additional traffic in an already
congested area which already has two other sets of traffic lights in close
proximity. Additional traffic problems along Adelaide Road is likely to
result in “rat running” in adjacent residential streets.

Many of Gawler’s key roads are badly congested during certain periods of the
day, and many residential areas experience “ rat running” by motorists who
seek to avoid congestion on the main roads.  This locality has already
experienced “rat running” in the past, and the inclusion of a third set of traffic
lights (while necessary if the code-amendment proceeds) within a 600 metres
distance will only encourage “rat running” through Coleman Parade, and
adversely impact on the quality of life for residents living in that precinct.

Landscaping of the site will be minimal and have a negative impact on
the appearance/amenity of the area.

Landscaping suggested in the code amendment reports will not be sufficient
to reduce the impact of the scale and intensity of the development that could
occur on the site.

The commercial activities will generate noise that will affect the lifestyles
of adjacent residents.

While the acoustic reports suggest noise can be managed within “accepted “
standards, the experience of residents in other like developments (eg Gawler
Park) would suggest otherwise.  Residents shouldn’t be required to risk their
quality of life for this development, when alternative sites exist.

The amendment is inconsistent with elements of Council’s Community
Plan 2030+

The ad hoc nature of the proposed code amendment in this locality speaks
against the objectives outlined in the Gawler Community Plan 2030+ and the
Gawler Economic Development Strategy 2020-2025 which emphasise the
need to reinforce the historic (urban) core of the town.  Other locations would
have significangtly less impact.
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 The proposed rezoning is likely to negatively impact on property prices; particularly for those 
landholders who properties are immediately adjacent to 550-554 Main North Road.  

 The proposed rezoning conflicts with the intent of the Gawler Community Plan 2030+; including, but 
limited to, the resolution that “Gawler’s community remains steadfast in its desire to protect and 
reinforce its unique character and sense of community”. 

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission. 
 

David Costello 
Evanston Park 
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Sent to 
proponent 
email:  

engagement@futureurban.com.au 
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engagement@futureurban.com.au 
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The landscaping of the site will be minimal and have a negative impact on the area. 
Causing the area to heat up during summer due to the low amount of tree canopy cover 
and increase the consumption of energy to cool houses in the area. 
  
  
Thank you for taking the time in reading my comments. 
  
I await your response. 
  
Kind Regards,  
Emily King  
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The Town of Gawler is committed to providing our customers with excellent service. If we can assist you in any way, 
please telephone (08) 8522 9211, email council@gawler.sa.gov.au or visit our website http://www.gawler.sa.gov.au The 
information contained in this email is intended only for the named recipient only and may be confidential, legally privileged 
or commercially sensitive. If you are not the intended recipient you must not reproduce or distribute any part of this email, 
disclose its contents to any other party, or take any action in reliance on it. If you have received this email in error, please 
contact the sender immediately. Please delete this email from your computer. The Town of Gawler advises that, in order 
to comply with its obligations under the State Records Act 1997 and the Freedom of Information Act 1991, email 
messages sent to or received by Council may be monitored or accessed by Council staff other than the intended 
recipient. No representation is made that the email or any attachment is free of viruses or other defects. Virus scanning is 
recommended and is the responsibility of the recipient. THINK BEFORE YOU PRINT 

 

Disclaimer 

The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the recipient and 
others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. 
 
This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast, a leader in email 
security and cyber resilience. Mimecast integrates email defenses with brand protection, security awareness training, web security, 
compliance and other essential capabilities. Mimecast helps protect large and small organizations from malicious activity, human 
error and technology failure; and to lead the movement toward building a more resilient world. To find out more, visit our website. 




