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Archived: Thursday, 24 November 2022 11:22:56 AM
From: 
Sent: Thu, 24 Nov 2022 07:27:01
To: Jim Gronthos 
Subject: Fwd: West Lakes Residential Mixed Use Draft Code Amendment
Importance: Normal
Sensitivity: None
Attachments:
Screen Shot 2022-08-15 at 11.55.38 am.png;

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: paul chalubek < >
Date: 24 November 2022 at 7:15:53 am ACDT
To: 

>
Subject: FW: West Lakes Residential Mixed Use Draft Code Amendment

� ?
 
 

From: paul chalubek < >
Date: Thursday, 24 November 2022 at 7:15 am
To: jgronthos@charlessturt.sa.gov.au <jgronthos@charlessturt.sa.gov.au>
Subject: West Lakes Residential Mixed Use Draft Code Amendment

Hello Jim,

 
Please see attached a potential concept for a dual re-zoning of the site. One that would maintain the current
housing landscape and provide existing residents with less impact.
 
As you can see a there is a division of Urban Renewal and Neighbourhood Waterfront as defined by the yellow
line. Something similar would suit the current community and I think would allow for a better outcome not only
for the residents but also the developers as there would be less opposition.
 
Please see below my submission.
 
 
 

Dual re-zoning Water front neighbourhood and urban renewal

 

mailto:jgronthos@charlessturt.sa.gov.au



Buffer-Zones around the site Boundary

 

No Traffic Access to Lochside Drive

Have 2 roads from Frederick Road into the development

Possible Inclusion of a Community Sports Field & Playground

Retainer Wall development that raises Ground Heights. Please consider
alternatives (as part of any soil remediation ‘Capping’ option)  

No Financial Contribution in lieu of actual Open Space

Open Space to include Buffer Zones - Community Sports Field
Water Feature or similar

 
 
 
Kind regards,
 
James Chalubek

 Lakeview Avenue West Lakes

Screen Shot 2022-08-15 at 11.55.38 am.png
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Archived: Thursday, 24 November 2022 11:29:17 AM
From: Marilyn Chalubek 
Sent: Thu, 24 Nov 2022 07:29:35
To: Jim Gronthos 
Subject: Fwd: FW: West Lakes Residential Mixed Use Draft Code Amendment
Importance: Normal
Sensitivity: None
Attachments:
Screen Shot 2022-08-15 at 11.55.38 am.png;

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: paul chalubek < >
Date: Thu, 24 Nov 2022, 7:15 am
Subject: FW: West Lakes Residential Mixed Use Draft Code Amendment
To: 

>

 

 

From: paul chalubek < >
Date: Thursday, 24 November 2022 at 7:15 am
To: jgronthos@charlessturt.sa.gov.au <jgronthos@charlessturt.sa.gov.au>
Subject: West Lakes Residential Mixed Use Draft Code Amendment

Hello Jim,

 

Please see attached a potential concept for a dual re-zoning of the site. One that would maintain the current housing landscape
and provide existing residents with less impact.

 

As you can see a there is a division of Urban Renewal and Neighbourhood Waterfront as defined by the yellow line.
Something similar would suit the current community and I think would allow for a better outcome not only for the residents but
also the developers as there would be less opposition.

 

Please see below my submission.

mailto:marilynchalubek@gmail.com
mailto:jgronthos@charlessturt.sa.gov.au
mailto:jgronthos@charlessturt.sa.gov.au
mailto:jgronthos@charlessturt.sa.gov.au



 

 

 

Dual re-zoning Water front neighbourhood and urban renewal

 

Buffer-Zones around the site Boundary

 

No Traffic Access to Lochside Drive

Have 2 roads from Frederick Road into the development

Possible Inclusion of a Community Sports Field & Playground

Retainer Wall development that raises Ground Heights. Please consider alternatives (as
part of any soil remediation ‘Capping’ option)  

No Financial Contribution in lieu of actual Open Space

Open Space to include Buffer Zones - Community Sports Field

Water Feature or similar

 

 

 

Kind regards,

 Marilyn Chalubek

 Lakeview Avenue West Lakes
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Archived: Thursday, 24 November 2022 11:45:57 AM
From: Alex Osborn 
Sent: Wed, 23 Nov 2022 21:00:40
To: Jim Gronthos 
Subject: Fwd: West Lakes Residential Mixed Use Draft Code Amendment
Importance: Normal
Sensitivity: None
Attachments:
Screen Shot 2022-08-15 at 11.55.38 am.png;

Hello Jim,

Please see attached a potential concept for a dual re-zoning of the site. One that would maintain the current housing
landscape and provide existing residents with less impact.
 
As you can see a there is a division of Urban Renewal and Neighbourhood Waterfront as defined by the yellow line.
Something similar would suit the current community and I think would allow for a better outcome not only for the residents
but also the developers as there would be less opposition.
 
Please see below my submission.
 
 
 

Dual re-zoning Water front neighbourhood and urban renewal

 

Buffer-Zones around the site Boundary

 

No Traffic Access to Lochside Drive

Have 2 roads from Frederick Road into the development

Possible Inclusion of a Community Sports Field & Playground

Retainer Wall development that raises Ground Heights. Please consider alternatives (as
part of any soil remediation ‘Capping’ option)  

No Financial Contribution in lieu of actual Open Space

Open Space to include Buffer Zones - Community Sports Field
Water Feature or similar

 
 
 
Kind regards,
 
Alexandra Chalubek

 Lakeview Avenue West Lakes

mailto:alex@engagingminds.com.au
mailto:jgronthos@charlessturt.sa.gov.au
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Archived: Thursday, 24 November 2022 11:51:09 AM
From: Ryan Piekarski 
Sent: Thursday, 24 November 2022 10:04:49 AM
To: Jim Gronthos 
Subject: West Lakes Residential Mixed Use Draft Code Amendment
Importance: Normal
Sensitivity: None

The land which is the old wastewater treatment works should be zoned as the rest of west lakes which is Waterfront
Neighbourhood Zone, the same as the rest of the surrounding community.

High rise like the west development does not suit west lakes and is actually harming the area and the value of our homes. 

West Lakes is such a beautiful suburb and has won awards, but CCS council have slowly been ruining the suburb. 

Cheers

Ryan Piekarski
 
M 
E 

Sent from my iPhone Xs 

mailto:piekar01@adam.com.au
mailto:jgronthos@charlessturt.sa.gov.au


Submission 179 



West Lakes Residential and Mixed Use
Draft Code Amendment - Submission
Form Form Submission
There has been a submission of the form West Lakes Residential and Mixed Use
Draft Code Amendment - Submission Form through your Your Say Charles Sturt
website.

Customer type?
Member of the public

First Name
silvio

Last Name
i

Email Address

Archived: Thursday, 24 November 2022 12:08:57 PM
From: noreply@charlessturt.sa.gov.au 
Sent: Thursday, 24 November 2022 11:49:21 AM
To: Jim Gronthos 
Subject: West Lakes Residential and Mixed Use Draft Code Amendment - Submission Form Form Submission
Importance: Normal
Sensitivity: None

mailto:noreply@charlessturt.sa.gov.au
mailto:jgronthos@charlessturt.sa.gov.au


Postal Address
 westminster avenue

Phone Number

Your Submission on the West Lakes Residential and Mixed Use Draft
Code Amendment
I believe that the area should be maintained as a conservation area within the
Charles Sturt community.

A green space for the community and the local wildlife.

I am not in favour of rezoning the land as has been proposed.

Do you wish to make a verbal submission at the Public Meeting to be held
in February 2023 (date and time to be confirmed) at the Civic Centre, 72
Woodville Road, Woodville?
No

To view all of this form's submissions, visit
https://www.yoursaycharlessturt.com.au/index.php/dashboard/reports/forms_new/
data/706

This is not SPAM. You are receiving this message because you have submitted feedback or signed up to Your Say
Charles Sturt.

 

https://api.au.harvestdp.com/mailer/proxy/forward?authtoken=eyJ0eXAiOiJKV1QiLCJhbGciOiJIRFBFQSIsImlhdCI6MTY2OTI1Mjc1NCwidGFnIjoiQVBJIn0..rWcUZcASv1XHPYUFwefBcM6DotdgXfVegubwhzuJkzE
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Archived: Thursday, 24 November 2022 12:15:41 PM
From: Jac 
Sent: Thursday, 24 November 2022 11:50:44 AM
To: Jim Gronthos 
Cc: 

 
Subject: West Lakes Residential Mixed Use Draft Code Amendment
Importance: Normal
Sensitivity: None

My name is Jacqui Priestley and I am and have been a resident of West Lakes for nearly 20
years, having purchased my home at  Mia Court, West Lakes in 2003.  

I strongly object to the rezoning of the development site at Lot 100 and a portion of Lot 101
Frederick Road as proposed by the developer.  The character of this neighbourhood is the
reason why I originally purchased my home in this area.  To now have the area rezoned to allow
for multi-storey buildings is going to completely change the character of the area.  Additionally,
the idea of having an access road onto Lochside Drive is absolutely ludicrous.  The volume of
traffic will increase dramatically into what is a suburban street. 

I want the zoning of the development site to be Waterfront Neighbourhood Zone which is the
same zone as the surrounding neighbourhood.
 
Technical and Numerical Variations relating to heights of buildings, etc, should be the same as
the existing neighbourhood.
 
There should be no high-rise towers built that will change the character of the neighbourhood.
 
As there is no public transport passing the site the number of residents being proposed to
inhabit this area is unworkable.
 
The site is NOT in a Major Growth Transport Corridor and therefore medium density housing up
to 5-storeys should NOT apply.
 
Council's own research in ‘The Council Assessment of housing yields in their April 2014
Strategic Directions Report’ identified significantly less people and housing than depicted in the
current proposal.  That assessment clearly identified that a future development would ‘fit’ in with
the existing neighbourhood and would not alter the character, number or heights of the
surrounding buildings.
 
The Council should ensure that all data tests, assessments and capacity reports for the
proposed utilities are obtained and reviewed independently before any zoning approval is
provided.
 
There should be no new road access into Lochside Drive (or any other surrounding street) as it

mailto:jpriestley55@gmail.com


will cause traffic chaos.  There should be two roads from the development onto Frederick Road.
 
There should be habitat protection for the Vulnerable Listed (SA National Parks & Wildlife Act,
1972 -Schedule 8) Yellow-tailed Black Cockatoos that live in the development site.  These birds
migrate annually and are already threatened due to habitat destruction.  Removing all the trees
from the site could have a devastating effect on their survival.
 
There should be a 20 metre buffer-zone around the development as there has been for the last
40 years.  The buffer-zone can be used as noise buffering, habitat protection for the Cockatoos,
a walking/cycling trail around the development, a cultural/historic walking trail incorporating
Aboriginal Cultural markers and if needed storm-water swales.
 
The Council should implement the recommendation included in the 2011 sponsored research
(included in the document – The City Of Charles Sturt: Kaurna Public Space Recognition and
Inclusion, Page 51) that states there is an opportunity to continue the interpretation (of the Port
Adelaide Kaurna Trail) into the Charles Sturt area.  This would involve linking the
Cultural/Walking/Cycling trail in the development, along the edge of West Lakes, past Point
Misery and linking to the new Port Adelaide Cultural Centre being built.
 
This Trail could be informative and be similar to other Trails that exist in Port Adelaide and along
the Torrens River in Adelaide.
 
As the development site is in an area that was once surrounded by a large Pine Forest and
bounded by the Port River, it has special significance to Aboriginal People who lived, fished and
hunted in the area.  It is also a known burial location, and whilst no registered Aboriginal site is
recorded in the development area, I have been informed that Aboriginal bones, skulls and a
hand-drawn map of where these were found in the site, were on public display in the former
Administration Building up until approximately 1999. 
 
I have also been informed that the bones have since gone ‘missing’ and there are current efforts
by SA Water to try and locate them.
 
There are two community residents who have come forward and stated they saw the bones on
display and have made Statutory Declarations signed under the Oaths Act testifying to this fact. 
These documents can be obtained from Community Advocate - Stephen Hammond.
 
Relevant Aboriginal organisations, such as the Kaurna Yerta Aboriginal Corporation (KYAC),
should be informed of this information by Council so that appropriate measures can be taken to
repatriate the remains.
 
Because of the Aboriginal significance of the area, it should be recognised in an appropriate
manner within the development site.
 
All Significant/Regulated/Exempt trees should not be removed and the development should be
designed around them.  A Special Value Tree assessment should be conducted that identifies
the Remnant Vegetation in the site as well as those trees that are inhabited by the Vulnerable
Cockatoos.  These Special Value trees should then be protected and should remain in the
boundary Buffer-zones.
 
The large section of Pine trees (The PINERY) should be protected and not removed.  The
retention of these trees supports the Council’s Tree Canopy Plan.



 
The development should include a suitable sized water feature and fountains.
 
A community sports field & playground should be included in the site as there is a distinct lack of
these amenities in the Western Suburbs.
 
Council should not allow any Financial Contribution to be paid for the loss of any Open Space
Area within the development.  
 
Open Space should include the buffer-zones, the community sports field, PINERY, water feature
and at least 1 other appropriately sized reserve area in the site.
 
The Heritage listed gardens and two buildings should remain and not be built over (including the
placement of a road).  
This area should not be re-zoned so part of it can be otherwise used.
 
A Soil Remediation option should not involve ‘Capping’ and the use of retainer walls (with voids
in-between) to raise ground heights should also not be allowed.  There are many other options
available that would still comply with EPA standards.
 
 
My main issues are summarised in the following Dot-Points:

The Area To Be Re-zoned As A Waterfront Neighbourhood Zone (& Mixed-Use sub-zone -
Retail)

1-2 Storey buildings which takes advantage of waterfront        locations which is the same zone as
the surrounding neighbourhood.

The Area NOT To Be Re-zoned As Urban Renewal Neighbourhood Zone

The area does not fit the guidelines for approval of this zone.
No Technical & Numerical Variations different to existing neighbourhood zoning.
 

Buffer-Zones around the site Boundary

Cultural/Historic Trail Link to Pt. Adelaide - Cycling/Walking tracks.
Habitat for Cockatoos - Noise Buffer for Residents - (Stormwater Swales if necessary).
 

No Traffic Access to Lochside Drive

Traffic Chaos - Have 2 roads from Frederick Road into the development.

  

Inclusion of a Community Sports Field & Playground

Families have to play somewhere - 1km to the nearest sportsground is too far.
 



Tree Management

Significant / Regulated / Exempt trees to remain.
A Special Value Tree Assessment must be conducted.
 

Habitat Reserve for Vulnerable Cockatoos

The Yellow-Tailed Black Cockatoos needs protection.
The PINERY needs to be protected - Achieves Urban Tree Canopy Plan.
 

Heritage Recognition

Heritage Gardens to be maintained, no road through it and not re-zoned.
The history of Aboriginals living in the area (PINERY / Port River area) must be recognized within
the new development.
 

Retainer Wall development that raises Ground Heights (as part of any soil remediation ‘Capping’
option) should not be permitted

Retainer Walls with ‘Voids’ are DEATH TRAPS for small children – other soil remediation options
are available
 

No Financial Contribution in lieu of actual Open Space

Open Space to include Buffer Zones - Community Sports Field
Water Feature - the PINERY

I trust that these submissions will be taken into account and that the concerns and proposals of the
residents of West Lakes will be seriously considered. 

Yours sincerely

Jacqui Priestley
Address:  Mia Court
               West Lakes  SA  5021
Ph:          

  


	Insert from: "Part 3- Submissions Consolidated_Redacted-Part 2-from 121.PDF"
	Insert from: "Written submisison 120 - SACACRG - Community Submission.pdf"
	EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
	OVERVIEW
	SUBMISSION
	Land Subject To Code Amendment Proposal
	Background to the SA Water Treatment Plant
	Formation of the SAWCACR Group
	Council’s Previous Assessment of the Development Site
	Faults with the Urban Renewal Neighbourhood Zone
	Unacceptable Number Of Neighbours
	The Proposed 5 Storey Development Will Look Like 7 Storeys
	EPA (Environmental Protection Agency) Contamination Audit
	Non-compliance With Major Transport / Road Corridor Development Policy
	Not in Potential Growth Area
	Community Sports Field (Playground & Water Feature)
	Odours Emanating From The SA Water Bio-filter Exhaust Stack
	Retainer Wall Development
	Issues Regarding Justifying The Proposed Development Zone
	Community’s Preferred Code Amendment Zone
	Technical and Numerical Variations (TNVs)
	Future Land Purchase From SA Water
	Open Space
	Buffer-Zones around the site Boundary
	Heritage Recognition
	Fauna Assessment
	Habitat Reserve for Vulnerable Cockatoos
	Flora Management
	Traffic Issues
	Council Notifications Of The Proposed Code Amendment

	CONCLUSION
	RECOMMENDATIONS
	COMPILATION OF OUTCOMES



