
NOTICE OF MEETING

Special Full Council Meeting

Meeting to be held Tuesday, 26 March 2024 at 8:00 PM at the 
Council Chambers
131 Belair Road, Torrens Park 

Notice and Agenda of the Special Council Meeting called by Her Worship the Mayor..

Matthew Pears

Chief Executive Officer
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Council Agenda Report 
26 March 2024

4.1  MISS KAREN ESSLINGER - MORTLOCK PARK FUTURE USE

Miss Karen Esslinger from Colonel Light Gardens was granted permission to address 
Council in relation to Item 5.1  - Mortlock Park Community Consultation Feedback and 
Decisions on Future Use
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Council Agenda Report 
26 March 2024

Item Number 5.1
Report Title Mortlock Park Community Consultation Feedback and Decisions on 

Future Use
Report Author Hayley Ashworth, Ismail Abuleela
Manager / General 
Manager

Anneke Polkamp, Craig Harrison

Location Gault Ward

PURPOSE

This report has been previously brought to Council as a Discussion Paper and is now 
provided as a Decision Report.

Changes to the previous report are highlighted in Bold Italics with the key changes 
primarily being made in relation to:

• response to legal review
• updated quantity surveyor
• resequencing of decisions

For Council to receive the feedback from the community consultation undertaken and to 
make Decisions on the future redevelopment and use of Mortlock Park relating to the 
following proposals:
- Leases and Licences
- Use of Former Scout Hall 
- Girl Guides Hall demolition and use of the land
- Gil Langley Building Redevelopment
- Oval Lighting
- Baseball Fencing
- Mortlock Park Concept Plan

REASON THIS IS BEING PRESENTED TO COUNCIL

Council Resolution

Time Sensitive Yes
Funding Required Various Funding Decisions 
Rate Impact (%) 0
Consultant Used $0.00
Legal Used $3,000.00
Cumulative Consultant Used $0.00
Cumulative Legal Used $0.00

Attachments:

Page 4 of 468



[Report Page 2 of 57]

Attachment A - Engagement Summary
Attachment B - Mortlock Park Concept Plan
Attachment C - Heritage considerations including CLG State Heritage Standards, CLMP 
Mortlock Park and the Public Realm Heritage Guidelines 
Attachment D - Mortlock Park Licence Map
Attachment E - Mortlock Park School Licences
Attachment F - Proposed Design 2 Gil Langley Building Design Upgrade
Attachment G - Proposed Design 1 Gil Langley Building Upgrade
Attachment H - Proposed 6 x 18m Light Pole Design
Attachment I - Proposed 6 x 15m Light Pole Design
Attachment J - Communication and Engagement Plan
Attachment K - Consultation Overview
Attachment L - Proposed Baseball Fence Design
Attachment M - Proposed Lease and Licence Information Sheet
Attachment N - Images of Existing Site
Attachment O - Consultation Flyer
Attachment P - Overview of Goodwood Baseball Clubs Change of Licence hours between 2015-
2023
Attachment Q - Mortlock Park – Heritage Constraints and Opportunities
Attachment R - Leasing and Licensing of Council's Sports Facilities Policy
 

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVES

Goal 1 -  Accessible, Healthy & Connected Community

Theme 1.2 Health & Wellbeing: We build capacity for people to be active, healthy and 
connected, and provide inclusive and safe environments for all.

Goal 3 - Dynamic & Prosperous Places

Theme 3.1 Placemaking: We have a spatial vision that guides the development of integrated, 
attractive and vibrant precincts that support diverse land uses and housing choice.

RECOMMENDATION - ITEM 5.1.

SUMMARY OF DECISIONS 

This report is seeking a series of decisions in relation to leases and licences, proposed 
development and demolition, progressing the Mortlock Park Concept Plan and funding 
considerations for now and future years. The decisions are as follows:

Decision 1 - Girl Guides Hall potential demolition and dedicated Community use of the land
Decision 2 - Use of the Former Scout Hall
Decision 3 - Goodwood Baseball Club Licence (Grassed Recreation Spaces)
Decision 4 - Colonel Light Gardens Football Club Licence (Grassed Recreation Spaces)
Decision 5 - CLG Primary School and St Therese Primary School Licences (Grassed 
Recreation Spaces)
Decision 6 - Clubroom (Gil Langley Building) upgrade and/or extension, batting tunnels and 
storage
Decision 7 - Colonel Light Gardens Football Club and Goodwood Baseball Club Lease (Gil 
Langley Building, proposed extension (if approved), batting tunnels and storage
Decision 8 - Upgraded Oval Lighting
Decision 9 - Upgraded Baseball Infrastructure
Decision 10 - Update Mortlock Park Concept Plan to reflect Decision 1-9
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Decision 11 - Progression of delivery of remaining elements of Mortlock Park Concept Plan

DECISION 1 – GIRL GUIDES HALL AND DEDICATED COMMUNITY USE OF THE LAND 
AS OPEN SPACE

Option 1 (Staff Recommendations) - Demolition Guides Hall, return land for 
community use as open space

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A
2. That in accordance with the Mortlock Park Concept Plan (Attachment B), 

and having considered:
•  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park 

(Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines 

(Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan
• the ongoing use and management of the site, 
• the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council approves the demolition of the Colonel Light Gardens Girl Guides Hall, subject to 
the Colonel Light Gardens Guides Group being relocated.

3. That Council ensures that Girls Guides SA is consulted with to ensure their requirements 
are met and they are adequately accommodated during the relocation.

4. That once demolition occurs, the land be available for community use as open space and 
not licenced to any user group until further decision of the Council.

5. That Council will consider a $84,000 once off capital funding and $5,773 associated 
ongoing operating in the 2025/2026 year for the demolition of the Girl Guides Hall and 
associated landscaping. 

6. Council notes that the figures provided are cost estimates only and the actual costs of the 
project are not fully known at this stage.

Option 2 – Do not demolish building

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A
2. That having considered;

•  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment 
C), 

• the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines 
(Attachment C), 

• the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
• the ongoing use and management of the site, 
• the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council does not approve the demolition of the Colonel Light Gardens Girl Guides Hall at 
this stage.

3. That Council endorses Guides SA’s continued use of the building and updates the 
Mortlock Park Concept Plan to remove reference to the demolition of the Colonel 
Light Gardens Girl Guides Hall

DECISION 2 – FORMER SCOUTS HALL

Option 1 (Staff Recommendation) – Provide funding for designs and costings
1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A.
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2. That Council will consider a once off operating project budget of $30,000 in 
2024/2025 to fund concept designs for the former Scout Hall to be suitable for use 
by the Girl Guides Group and as a community hall for hire.

3. That during this design phase, Council approves continued use by appropriate 
community groups as determined by the Chief Executive Officer or his 
delegate/nominee.

Option 2 – Hire Hall as is and upgrade as per renewal program
1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A
2. That having considered:

• the feedback received in Attachment A; 
•  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park 

(Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage 

Guidelines (Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
• the ongoing use and management of the site, 
• the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

approves the continued use of the hall by appropriate community groups as 
determined by the Chief Executive Officer or his delegate/nominee That the 
facility continues to be upgraded and renewed as required and as part of Council’s 
Asset Management Plan
 

3. That Council approves work to be undertaken to the building as per Council’s Capital 
renewal program.

DECISION 3 – GOODWOOD BASEBALL CLUB LICENCE FOR THE USE OF THE 
GRASSED RECREATION SPACES 

Option 1 (Staff Recommendation) – 10-year term, no increase in use on Monday 
or Wednesday, alteration of one hour on Saturday/Sunday, no use of North West 
Space (reduction of 13 hours per week), publication of usage hours

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A.
2. That having considered
• the feedback received in Attachment A; 
•  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
• the ongoing use and management of the site, 
• the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999
 

Council grants a licence to the Goodwood Baseball Club;

• of the areas of Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 
included at Attachment D between October – March and during the hours 
specified below each year for a 10 year term :
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• of the areas of Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 
included at Attachment D between August – September and during the 
hours specified below each year (subject to the Colonel Light Gardens 
Football Club not using the grassed recreation spaces of Mortlock Park 
during those hours) for a 10 year term: 

Wednesday South West and East 4pm – 8pm 

Sunday South West and East 8:30am – 4:30pm

subject to all other terms and conditions of the licence being negotiated and agreed 
to the satisfaction of the Chief Executive Officer in accordance with this resolution.

3. That the licence granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club include a requirement 
that the Goodwood Baseball Club provide a copy of its playing fixture prior to the 
season commencing to Council which will be placed on Councils website and My 
Local Services App (and or similar app’s to Council’s satisfaction) and also 
requires them to publish a copy of its playing fixtures on its website and social media 
and affix a printed copy of its approved hours under the licence and playing fixtures to 
the outside of the Clubroom being the Gil Langley Building at Mortlock 
Park including any changes or updates to the fixtures  

4. That Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to negotiate and finalise the other 
terms of the licence granted provided that they are consistent with Council's 
resolution and related policies

5. That the Council delegates to the Chief Executive Officer the power pursuant to 
section 36(1)(a) of the Local Government Act 1999 to vary the licence granted to 
the Goodwood Baseball Club in relation to the usage hours provided that any 
changes do not increase the total hours of use.

6.   That the licence granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club is subject to the 
Goodwood Baseball Club agreeing to terminate its existing licence.

Option 2 - As per option 1 with an increase in 2 hours on Wednesday for use of South 
West Grassed Recreation Space

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A
2. That having considered:

o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
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o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment 
C), 

o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council grants a licence to the Goodwood Baseball Club; 

• of the areas of Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 
included at Attachment D between October – March and during the hours 
specified below each year for a 10 year term : 

• of the areas of Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 
included at Attachment D between August – September and during 
the hours specified below each year (subject to the Colonel Light Gardens 
Football Club not using the grassed recreation spaces of Mortlock 
Park during those hours) for a 10 year term:  

Wednesday South West and East – 4pm – 8pm 
Sunday South West and East 8:30am – 4:30pm

subject to all other terms and conditions of the licence being negotiated and agreed 
to the satisfaction of the Chief Executive Officer in accordance with this resolution 
and related policies.

4. That the licence granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club include a requirement 
that the Goodwood Baseball Club provide a copy of its playing fixture prior to the 
season commencing to Council which will be placed on Councils website and My 
Local Services App (and or similar app’s to Council’s satisfaction) and also 
requires them to publish a copy of its playing fixtures on its website and social media 
and affix a printed copy of its approved hours under the licence and playing fixtures to 
the outside of the Clubroom being the Gil Langley Building at Mortlock 
Park including any changes or updates to the fixtures  

5. That Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to negotiate and finalise the 
other terms of the licence granted provided that they are consistent with Council's 
resolution and related policies

6.. That the Council delegates to the Chief Executive Officer the power pursuant to 
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section 36(1)(a) of the Local Government Act 1999 to vary the licence granted to 
the Goodwood Baseball Club in relation to the usage hours provided that any 
changes do not increase the total hours of use. 

7.  That the licence granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club is subject to the 
Goodwood Baseball Club agreeing to terminate its existing licence.

Option 3 - Goodwood Baseball Club preferred option - 10 year term, no Monday 
usage, continued use of North West space, increase in hours on Wednesday, 
alteration of one hour on Saturday/Sunday, publish usage hours

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A
2. That having considered:
• the feedback received in Attachment A; 
•  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
• the ongoing use and management of the site, 
• the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council grants a licence to the Goodwood Baseball Club;

•  of the areas of Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 
included at Attachment D between October – March and during the hours 
specified below each year for a 10 year term : 

                                                                                  Areas

• of the areas of Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 
included at Attachment D between August – September and during 
the hours specified below each year (subject to the Colonel Light Gardens 
Football Club not using the grassed recreation spaces of Mortlock 
Park during those hours) for a 10 year term: 

Wednesday South West and East – 4pm – 8pm 

Sunday South West and East 8:30am – 4:30pm
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subject to all other terms and conditions of the licence being negotiated and agreed 
to the satisfaction of the Chief Executive Officer in accordance with this resolution 
and related policies.

3. That the licence granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club include a requirement 
that the Goodwood Baseball Club provide a copy of its playing fixture prior to the 
season commencing to Council which will be placed on Councils website and My 
Local Services App (and or similar app’s to Council’s satisfaction) and also 
requires them to publish a copy of its playing fixtures on its website and social media 
and affix a printed copy of its approved hours under the licence and playing fixtures to 
the outside of the Clubroom being the Gil Langley Building at Mortlock 
Park including any changes or updates to the fixtures   

4. That Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to negotiate and finalise the 
other terms of the licence granted provided that they are consistent with Council's 
resolution and related policies

5. That the Council delegates to the Chief Executive Officer the power pursuant to 
section 36(1)(a) of the Local Government Act 1999 to vary the licence granted to 
the Goodwood Baseball Club in relation to the usage hours provided that any 
changes do not increase the total hours of use. 

7. That the licence granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club is subject to the 
Goodwood Baseball Club agreeing to terminate its existing licence.

Option 4 - Annual Agreement with hours of use determined at start of season

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A.
2. That having considered:
• the feedback received in Attachment A; 
•  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
• the ongoing use and management of the site, 
• the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council grants, subject to the matters specified in this resolution, a one 
year licence to the Goodwood Baseball Club;

o of the areas of  Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 
included at Attachment D for the period October – March and during 
specified days and hours as determined by the Council's Chief Executive 
Officer must not exceed 79 hours per week for the licence term and that 
the Chief Executive Officer must consult with Goodwood Baseball Club, 
Ward Councillors and Mayor before making determination;

o of the areas of Mortlock Park identified on the map included at Attachment D 
for the period August – September and during the days and hours specified 
below each year (subject to the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club not 
using the grassed recreation spaces of Mortlock Park during those hours);

{Insert Amendments}
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subject to all other terms and conditions of the licence being negotiated and agreed 
to the satisfaction of the Chief Executive Officer in accordance with this resolution 
and related policies.
 
2. That the licence granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club include a requirement 
that the Goodwood Baseball Club provide a copy of its playing fixture prior to the 
season commencing to Council which will be placed on Councils website and My 
Local Services App (and or similar app’s to Council’s satisfaction) and also 
requires them to publish a copy of its playing fixtures on its website and social media 
and affix a printed copy of its approved hours under the licence and playing fixtures to 
the outside of the Clubroom being the Gil Langley Building at Mortlock 
Park including any changes or updates to the fixtures  

3. Council delegates to the Chief Executive Officer the power pursuant to section 
36(1)(a) of the Local Government Act 1999 to negotiate and determine the other 
terms and conditions of the licence to the Goodwood Baseball Club not specified 
in this resolution, and to exercise the powers, functions and rights of Council 
pursuant to the licence including the power to vary the licence provided that any 
such variation does not increase the total hours of permitted use

4.  That the licence granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club is subject to the 
Goodwood Baseball Club agreeing to terminate its existing licence.

Option 5 - Hours, term and areas to be determined by Council
1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A. 
2. That having considered:
• the feedback received in Attachment A; 
•  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
• the ongoing use and management of the site, 
• the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council grants a licence to the Goodwood Baseball Club;
•  of the areas of Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 

included at Attachment D between October – March and during the hours 
specified below each year for a 10 year term :  
{Insert Amendments}

 
• of the areas of Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 

included at Attachment D between August – September and during 
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the hours specified below each year (subject to the Colonel Light Gardens 
Football Club not using the grassed recreation spaces of Mortlock 
Park during those hours) for a 10 year term: 

{Insert Amendments}
subject to all other terms and conditions of the licence being negotiated and agreed 
to the satisfaction of the Chief Executive Officer in accordance with this resolution 
and related policies.

3. That the licence granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club include a requirement 
that the Goodwood Baseball Club provide a copy of its playing fixture prior to the 
season commencing to Council which will be placed on Councils website and My 
Local Services App (and or similar app’s to Council’s satisfaction) and also 
requires them to publish a copy of its playing fixtures on its website and social media 
and affix a printed copy of its approved hours under the licence and playing fixtures to 
the outside of the Clubroom being the Gil Langley Building at Mortlock Park including 
any changes or updates to the fixtures 

4. That Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to negotiate and finalise the 
other terms of the licence granted provided that they are consistent with Council's 
resolution and related policies

5. That the Council delegates to the Chief Executive Officer the power pursuant to 
section 36(1)(a) of the Local Government Act 1999 to vary the licence granted to 
the Goodwood Baseball Club in relation to the usage hours provided that any 
changes do not increase the total hours of use. 

6.   That the licence granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club is subject to the 
Goodwood Baseball Club agreeing to terminate its existing licence.

DECISION 4 – COLONEL LIGHT GARDENS FOOTBALL CLUB LICENCE FOR THE USE 
OF THE GRASSED RECREATION SPACES

Option 1 (Staff Recommendation) – CLG Football Club preferred option - As proposed 
and consulted on (no change)

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A
2. That having considered:

• the feedback received in Attachment A; 
•  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment 

C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
• the ongoing use and management of the site, 
• the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council grants a licence to the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club;
•  of the areas of Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 

included at Attachment D between April – September and during the 
hours specified below each year for a 10 year term :

 
South West North West East
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Nil. Nil. Nil.
4pm – 8pm 4pm – 8pm Nil.
4pm – 8pm 4pm – 8pm Nil.
4pm – 8pm 4pm – 8pm Nil.
4pm – 8pm 4pm – 8pm Nil.
9:30am – 5pm 9:30am – 5pm 9:30am – 5pm

 
Monday 
Tuesday 

Wednesday 
Thursday 

Friday 
Saturday 
Sunday

9:30pm – 5pm 9:30am – 5pm 8:30am – 4:30pm

• of the areas of Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 
included at Attachment D between February and March as specified 
below and during the hours specified below each year (subject to the 
Goodwood Baseball Club not using the grassed recreation spaces of 
Mortlock Park during those hours for a 10 year term :

1 February – 29 February
Monday North West and South West – 4pm – 8pm

1 March – 31 March

Monday & Wednesday North West and South West – 4pm – 8pm 

Saturday or Sunday North West and South West – one trial match

subject to all other terms and conditions of the licence being negotiated and agreed 
to the satisfaction of the Chief Executive Officer in accordance with this resolution 
and related policies.

3. That the licence granted to the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club include a 
requirement that the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club provide a copy of its 
playing fixture prior to the season commencing to Council which will be placed on 
Councils website and My Local Services App (and or similar app’s to Council’s 
satisfaction) and also requires them to publish a copy of its playing fixtures on its 
website and social media and affix a printed copy of its approved hours under the 
licence and playing fixtures to the outside of the Clubroom being the Gil Langley Building 
at Mortlock Park including any changes or updates to the fixtures 

4. That Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to negotiate and finalise the 
other terms of the licence granted provided that they are consistent with Council's 
resolution and related policies

5. That the Council delegates to the Chief Executive Officer the power pursuant to 
section 36(1)(a) of the Local Government Act 1999 to vary the licence granted to 
the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club in relation to the usage hours provided 
that any changes do not increase the total hours of use. 

Option 2 – Hours, term and areas to be determined by Council

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A
2. That having considered:

• the feedback received in Attachment A; 
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•  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment C), 
• the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
• the ongoing use and management of the site, 
• the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999 

 Council grants a licence to the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club;
•  of the areas of Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 

included at Attachment D between April – September and during the 
hours specified below each year for a 10 year term :

{Insert Amendments}

• of the areas of Mortlock Park identified below and shown on the map 
included at Attachment D between February and March as specified below and 
during the hours specified below each year (subject to the Goodwood 
Baseball Club not using the grassed recreation spaces of Mortlock Park 
during those hours for a 10 year term :

1 February – 29 February
Monday North West and South West – 4pm – 8pm
1 March – 31 March

Monday & Wednesday North West and South West – 4pm – 8pm 

Saturday or Sunday North West and South West – one trial match

4. That the licence granted to the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club include a 
requirement that the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club provide a copy of its 
playing fixture prior to the season commencing to Council which will be placed on 
Councils website and My Local Services App (and or similar app’s to Council’s 
satisfaction) and also requires them to publish a copy of its playing fixtures on its 
website and social media and affix a printed copy of its approved hours under the 
licence and playing fixtures to the outside of the Clubroom being the Gil Langley Building 
at Mortlock Park including any changes or updates to the fixtures 

5. That Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to negotiate and finalise the 
other terms of the licence granted provided that they are consistent with Council's 
resolution and related policies
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6. That the Council delegates to the Chief Executive Officer the power pursuant to 
section 36(1)(a) of the Local Government Act 1999 to vary the licence granted to 
the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club in relation to the usage hours provided 
that any changes do not increase the total hours of use.  

DECISION 5 – SCHOOL LICENCES FOR THE USE OF THE GRASSED RECREATION 
SPACES 

Option 1 (Staff Recommendation) - As proposed and consulted on (no change)

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A.
2. That having considered:

o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park 

(Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines 

(Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 

1999 

Council grants a 10-year licence to Colonel Light Gardens Primary School for the areas and 
times as per Attachment E

3. That having considered:
o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park 

(Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines 

(Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 

1999 

Council endorses a 10-year licence being granted to St Therese Primary School for the 
areas and times as per Attachment E.

4. That the licences granted to the Colonel Light Gardens Primary School and St 
Therese Primary School include a requirement that the Colonel Light 
Gardens Primary School and St Therese Primary School publish the times of their recess 
and lunch breaks on their website and provide the Council with those times to be posted 
on Council's website advising the community of peak times. 

5. That the Council delegates to the Chief Executive Officer the power pursuant to 
section 36(1)(a) of the Local Government Act 1999 to vary the licences granted to the 
Colonel Light Gardens Primary School and St Therese Primary School in relation to 
the usage hours provided that any changes do not increase the total hours of use.
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Option 2 – Hours, term and areas to be determined by Council

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A
2. That having considered:

o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment 

C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999 

Council endorses a XX year licence being 
granted to Colonel Light Gardens Primary School for the areas and times as follows:

{Insert amendments}

3. That having considered:
o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999 

Council endorses a XX  year licence being granted to St Therese Primary School for the 
areas and times as follows:

{insert amendments}

4. That the licences granted to the Colonel Light Gardens Primary School and St 
Therese Primary School include a requirement that the Colonel Light 
Gardens Primary School and St Therese Primary School publish the times of their recess 
and lunch breaks on their website and provide the Council with those times to be posted 
on Council's website advising the community of peak times. 

5. That the Council delegates to the Chief Executive Officer the power pursuant to 
section 36(1)(a) of the Local Government Act 1999 to vary the licences granted to the 
Colonel Light Gardens Primary School and St Therese Primary School in relation to 
the usage hours provided that any changes do not increase the total hours of use.

DECISION 6 - CLUBROOM ("GIL LANGLEY BUILDING") UPGRADE AND/OR 
EXTENSION, BATTING TUNNELS AND STORAGE 
 

Option 1 – (Staff Recommendation ) Council Funds shortfall for Design 2 (Additional 
$704,000 required)
 

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A and as such supports Design 
2 (Attachment F).

2. That having considered:
o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
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o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council supports and proceeds with Design 2 including Stage 1 and 2 (Attachment 
F) subject to heritage advice and development approval 

3. That Council notes the State Government commitment of $2.1 million, Federal 
Government commitment of $900,000 and that Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel Light 
Gardens Football Club are committing $50,000 each to the project

4. That in order to meet external funding deadlines Council endorses the allocated $540,000 
in the 2023/2024 Annual Budget being allocated to Design 2 (Stage 1 and 2) and approves 
an additional $704,000 once off capital funding and associated additional ongoing operating 
budget of $51,795 in the 2024/2025 ABP, this option (Design 2) will equate to a rate 
increase of 0.08%.

5. Council notes that the figures provided are cost estimates only and the actual costs 
of the project are not fully known at this stage. Any significant variations will be 
reported to Council.

6. That Council provides the Chief Executive Officer with delegation to make 
modifications to design in line with relevant standards and heritage requirements

Option 2  – Council Approves Design 2, progresses Stage 1 (refurbishment of existing 
building, batting tunnels and storage shed) now and seeks external funding to fund 
Stage 2 (Additional Changerooms) 

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A 
2. That having considered:

o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment 

C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999 

Council supports and proceeds with Design 2 (Attachment F) subject to funding, 
heritage advice and development approval 

3. That Council notes the State Government commitment of $2.1 million, Federal 
Government commitment of $900,000 and that Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel 
Light Gardens Football Club have committed to contributing $50,000 each to Stage 2 
of Design 2.
 

4. That in order to meet external funding deadlines Council endorses the allocated 
$540,000 in the 2023/2024 Annual Budget being allocated to Stage 1 of Design 2 and 
further seeks additional funding support of $704,000 from the State and Federal 
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Governments to fund the shortfall for Stage 2 of Design 2 to construct the additional 
changerooms, noting that should the additional funding be sourced it will equate to 
an associated additional ongoing operating budget of $16,000 with an associated rate 
increase of 0.03% to be reflected in a future Budget Review upon confirmation the 
funding is received. Council approves the Chief Executive Officer proceeding with the 
tender process.

5. Council notes that the figures provided are cost estimates only and the actual costs 
of the project are not fully known at this stage. Any significant variations will be 
reported to Council.

6. That Council provides the Chief Executive Officer with delegation to make 
modifications to design in line with relevant standards and heritage requirements

Option 3 – Proceed with Design 1 only (no additional funding required)

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A and as such supports Design 
1 (Attachment G)

2. That having considered:
o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council supports and proceeds with Design 1 (Attachment G) subject to heritage 
advice and development approval   

2. That Council notes the State Government commitment of $2.1 million and Federal 
Government commitment of $900,000

3. That in order to meet external funding deadlines Council endorses the allocated 
$540,000 in the 2023/2024 Annual Budget being allocated to Design 1 and notes that 
the ongoing costs are fully funded as part of the 2022/2023 Annual Business Plan. Any 
potential funding excess will be referred to Council for consideration to be allocated 
towards other projects and works on Mortlock Park or alternately to contribute towards 
a future rate decrease once known.

4. Council notes that the figures provided are cost estimates only and the actual costs 
of the project are not fully known at this stage. Any significant variations will be 
reported to Council.

5. That Council provides the Chief Executive Officer with delegation to make 
modifications to design in line with relevant standards and heritage requirements

Option 4 – Amendments to Design 1 or 2
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1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A and supports Design X 
(Attachment X) with the following amendments:

{insert amendments}

2. That having considered:
o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

subject to funding, heritage advice and development approval, Council provides 
approval to proceed to construction of the amended design (Attachment X)

3. That Council provides the Chief Executive Officer with delegation to make 
modifications to design in line with relevant standards and heritage requirements

DECISION 7 – COLONEL LIGHT GARDENS FOOTBALL CLUB AND GOODWOOD 
BASEBALL CLUB LEASE FOR THE CLUBROOM BUILDING 

Option 1 (Staff Recommendation) – 10 year term, As proposed and consulted on 
(no change)

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A 
2. That having considered:

o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment 

C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council grants leases to the Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel Light Gardens Football 
Club of the Gil Langley Building at Mortlock Park for a 10-year term and, noting that if/when 
the extension is approved and completed a variation to the lease will encompass the 
Batting Tunnels and Storage for the remainder of the term. 

3. That Council does not approve the use of the Gil Langley Building for late night private 
functions and the lease granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel Light 
Gardens Football Club is subject to the prohibition of such use. 

4. That once the lease is executed, Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to 
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adjust the leased area to include any proposed building extensions when constructed.

5. That Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to negotiate and finalise the 
other terms of the lease granted provided that they are consistent with Council's 
resolution and related policies

6.   That the lease granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club is subject to the 
Goodwood Baseball Club agreeing to terminate its existing lease.

Option 2 – 6 year term 

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A

2. That having considered:
o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment 

C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council grants leases to the Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel Light Gardens Football 
Club of the Gil Langley Building at Mortlock Park for a 6-year term and, noting that if/when 
the extension is approved and completed a variation to the lease will encompass the 
Batting Tunnels and Storage for the remainder of the term.  

3. That Council does not approve the use of the Gil Langley Building for late night private 
functions and the lease granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel Light 
Gardens Football Club is subject to the prohibition of such use. 

4. That once the lease is executed, Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to 
adjust the leased area to include any proposed building extensions when constructed.

5. That Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to negotiate and finalise the 
other terms of the lease granted provided that they are consistent with Council's 
resolution and related policies 

6.   That the lease granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club is subject to the 
Goodwood Baseball Club agreeing to terminate its existing lease. 

Option 3 – Term to be determined by Council

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A 

2. That having considered:
o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment 

C), 
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o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council grants leases to the Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel Light Gardens Football 
Club of the Gil Langley Building at Mortlock Park for a X-year term and, noting that if/when 
the extension is approved and completed a variation to the lease will encompass the 
Batting Tunnels and Storage for the remainder of the term.   

3. That Council does not approve the use of the Gil Langley Building for late night private 
functions and the lease granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel Light 
Gardens Football Club is subject to the prohibition of such use. 

4. That once the lease is executed, Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to 
adjust the leased area to include any proposed building extensions when constructed.

5. That Council authorises the Chief Executive Officer to negotiate and finalise the 
other terms of the lease granted provided that they are consistent with Council's 
resolution and related policies 

6.   That the lease granted to the Goodwood Baseball Club is subject to the 
Goodwood Baseball Club agreeing to terminate its existing lease. 

DECISION 8 – UPGRADED OVAL LIGHTING

 
 Option 1 (Staff Recommendation) – 6 x 18m light poles

 
1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A.
2. That having considered:

o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment 

C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council approves, subject to heritage advice and development approval, the 
construction of 6 x 18m light pole design at Mortlock Park as per Attachment H

3. That Council approves the lights being installed with technology which allows them to be 
switched on/off via a timer, with the inclusion of the option for low lux level lighting for 
enhanced community amenity and safety outside of sporting club hours.

4. That Council approves the existing lights currently used by Goodwood Baseball Club to 
be replaced ("like for like") when the new light poles and batting tunnels are installed to allow 
continued use.

5. That Council endorses $182,000 once off capital funding and associated ongoing 
operating budget of $16,768 noting that this results in a rate impact of 0.03% 
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6. Council notes that the figures provided are cost estimates only and the actual costs of the 
project are not be known at this stage. Any significant variations will be reported to Council.

Option 2 – 6 x 15m Light Poles
 

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A.
2. That having considered:

o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment 

C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

subject to funding, heritage advice and development approval, Council provides 
approval to construct 6 x 15m light pole design at Mortlock Park as per Attachment I
3. That Council approves the lights being installed with technology which allows them to be 
switched on/off via a timer, with the inclusion of the option for low lux level lighting for 
enhanced community amenity and safety outside of sporting club hours.  

4. That Council approves the existing lights currently used by Goodwood Baseball Club to 
be replaced ("like for like") when the new light poles and batting tunnels are installed to 
allow continued use. 

5. That Council allocates $182,000 once off capital funding and associated ongoing 
operating budget of $16,768 noting that this results in a rate impact of 0.03% 

6. Council notes that the figures provided are cost estimates only and the actual costs of the 
project will not be fully known until the tender process. Any significant variations will be 
reported to Council.

DECISION 9 – UPGRADED BASEBALL INFRASTRUCTURE

Option 1 (Staff Recommendation) – 10m hybrid backstop, 2.4m fence along 
Freeling crescent and 1.9m along school side of park

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A
2. That having considered:

o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment 

C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council provides approval subject to funding, heritage advice and development 
approval, to construct baseball infrastructure of a 10m hybrid backstop and 2.4m fence 
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along Freeling Crescent and 1.8m along Colonel Light Gardens Primary School side of 
the park

3. That Council will consider a $315,000 once off capital funding and $29,205 associated 
ongoing operating in the 2025/2026 year, noting that this results in a rate impact of 
$0.05%.

4. Council notes that the figures provided are cost estimates only and the actual costs of 
the project are not fully known at this stage.

Option 2 – 10m hybrid backstop, 2.4m fence along Freeling crescent and 2.4m 
along school side of park

1. That Council notes the feedback received in Attachment A
2. That having considered:

o the feedback received in Attachment A; 
o  the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park (Attachment C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (Attachment 

C), 
o the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan 
o the ongoing use and management of the site, 
o the principles in section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999

Council provides approval to construct baseball infrastructure of a 10m hybrid backstop and 
2.4m fence along Freeling Crescent and 2.4m along CLG Primary School side of the park

3. That Council will consider a $315,000 once off capital funding and $29,205 
associated ongoing operating in the 2025/2026 year, noting that this results in a rate 
impact of $0.05%. 
 
4. Council notes that the figures provided are cost estimates only and the actual costs of 
the project will not be fully known until the tender process.

DECISION 10 – UPDATE  MORTLOCK PARK CONCEPT PLAN TO REFLECT 
DECISIONS 1-9 

Option 1 (Staff Recommendation) - Amend Mortlock Park Concept Plan to reflect 
Decisions 1-9

That Council subject to heritage advice approves the Mortlock Park Concept Plan 
(Attachment B) being updated to reflect the appropriate aspects of Council's decisions made 
at its meeting of 26 March 2024

Option 2 - Amend Mortlock Park Concept Plan to reflect chosen elements 

That Council subject to heritage advice approves the Mortlock Park Concept Plan 
(Attachment B) being updated to reflect the appropriate aspects of Council's decisions 
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made at its meeting of 26 March 2024 
      {Insert Amendments}

DECISION 11 – FUNDING TO PROGRESS SCOPING AND DELIVERY OF 
REMAINING ELEMENTS OF MORTLOCK PARK CONCEPT PLAN

Option 1 (Staff Recommendation) - Prepare ABP requests for various elements

That Council notes the Chief Executive Officer will provide to the Council for its 
consideration a a once off operating project of $40,000 for the scoping of the balance of the 
remaining elements within the Mortlock Park Concept Plan (Attachment B) and notes 
other funding requirements for delivery of these elements will submitted for Council's 
consideration. 

Option 2 - Prepare ABP requests for selected elements

That Council approves Administration preparing and submitting Annual Budget Plan request 
for a once off operating project of $40,000 for the scoping of the following elements within 
the Mortlock Park Concept Plan (Attachment B) and notes future ABP requests will be 
submitted for Council's consideration in funding delivery of these elements:
    {Insert Amendments}

 
BACKGROUND

Mortlock Park is located at Sturt Avenue, Colonel Light Gardens. The site comprises two 
playing fields, a clubroom/changeroom facility (known as the Gil Langley Building), a play 
space, community buildings and car park. The playing fields and clubroom/changeroom are 
currently licenced/leased to Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel Light Gardens Football 
Club. 

At a meeting of Council on 8 August 2023, Council resolved to undertake consultation in 
relation to the following proposals for Mortlock Park:

• Design options for Gil Langley Building Upgrade and/or extension, Batting Tunnels and 
Storage

• Upgraded Baseball Infrastructure 
• Oval Lighting Upgrade
• Proposed 10 year Lease/Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Football Club, Goodwood 

Baseball Club, Colonel Light Gardens Primary School and St Therese Primary School
• Potential demolition of the existing Guides Hall and future use of the former Scouts Hall

The Council decision was as follows:
Option 1 - Endorse consultation for Options 1 & 2 of the Gil Langley Building Design, (6 x 18m 
& 6 x 15m) light pole Oval Lighting Designs, proposed Baseball Infrastructure, proposed 10 
year lease/licence agreements, potential demolition of Guides Hall and future use of the 
former Scouts Hall and provide CEO with delegation to make minor amendments and 
approvals for the consultation plan.

1. That having considered the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park, the 
Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines and the applicable parts of the 
Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan and the ongoing use and 
management of the site, Council endorses Community Consultation on the following 
proposals at Mortlock Park, Colonel Light Gardens:
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• Design Option 1 & 2 (Attachment A) for the proposed Gil Langley Building Upgrade 
and/or extension, Batting Tunnels and Storage

• Proposed Baseball Infrastructure (Attachment B)
• 2 x Oval Lighting Designs (6 x 15m & 6 x 18m) (Attachment C)
• Proposed 10 year Lease/Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Football Club, Goodwood 

Baseball Club, Colonel Light Gardens Primary School and St Therese Primary School
• Potential demolition of the existing Guides Hall and Future use of the former Scouts Hall

2. Council notes that this option includes consultation on 2 lighting options as the final oval 
lighting design yet to be finalised noting that the Heritage Advice received to date seeks to 
ensure that the oval lighting design is as low as possible. 
3. That Council provide delegation to the Chief Executive Officer to endorse a community 
consultation plan including minor amendments to documents which give effect to this 
resolution and includes informing the Mayor and Gault Ward Councillors on the plan, with the 
plan including at a minimum:
• Establishment of a Community Advisory group comprising representatives from Sports, 

Community, and Education sectors.
• Public exhibitions.
• Conducting information sessions.
• Engaging in formal discussions with the community, including interviews with key 

stakeholders.
• Providing an online and hard copy survey, accessible for a duration of 28 days.

3. That Council notes this decision does not relate to funding and that following the community 
consultation, a report will be brought back to Council to consider the feedback on the 
proposals and potential further design and funding considerations.

Due to the level of complexity and degree of interest from the community in this project meant 
that more than minimum statutory approach to consultation was recommended to ensure 
the diversity of voices were heard as part of the engagement. This approach included:
 

• An internal working group 
• Advisory Group (key stakeholders from Council, Sport, Community & Education)
• 3 x Pop Up Information sessions
• Formal conversations with the community (interviews with key stakeholders)
• Survey

This report and its attachments sets out the community consultation feedback and 
results collected from the above engagement methods and seeks a decision from 
Council on how to proceed with the proposals.

DISCUSSION

This report has been prepared to provide Council with a structured overview of the 
community consultation process undertaken and feedback received followed by a 
break down of the individual proposals. Each discussion section of this report 
relating to each proposal and decision includes:

• Overview of the proposal
• Survey Results including comments received in relation to opposition to proposals
• Advisory Group Summary
• Explanation of the Staff Recommendation

Community Consultation process
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Council consulted with the community seeking their feedback and views in relation to the 
following matters:
• Design options for Gil Langley Building Upgrade and/or extension, Batting Tunnels and 

Storage
• Upgraded Baseball Infrastructure 
• Oval Lighting Upgrade
• Proposed 10 year Lease/Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Football Club, Goodwood 

Baseball Club, Colonel Light Gardens Primary School and St Therese Primary School
• Potential demolition of the existing Guides Hall and future use of the former Scouts Hall

As per the requirements of Council’s Public Consultation Policy and the Local Government 
Act (1999), Council is required to consult prior to granting any Lease/Licence issued for a 
term of more than five years. This ensures that the community can have their say about the 
long-term use of land within their community. Consultation was subsequently undertaken in 
accordance with the Communication and Engagement Plan approved by the CEO 
(Attachment J) and ran from 21 October 2023 – 19 November 2023 inclusive. 

The community was notified of the consultation via the following platforms:

• Flyer with a QR code directing people to the YourSay page was sent to all residents 
within Colonel Light Gardens and those who live within 500m of Mortlock Park. 
Noting there were a few comments raised at the Pop up sessions that some 
residents believed they did not receive a flyer. Administration did contact the 
company who delivered the flyer who advised that the flyers were delivered to all 
properties within the area described.

• Advertisement in The Advertiser appeared on the 20 October
• Information placed on the City of Mitcham Website Latest News with a link to the 

YourSay page
• Promotion on Council's social media
• Promotion through My Local Services App
• Enews sent through YourSay registered users (4,000)
• Email to the Disability Engagement Register and Disability Reference Group
• Powerpoint slide on the Civic centre and Mitcham Memorial Library digital display
• Two canvas banners at Mortlock Park
• Five A3 posters placed around Mortlock Park

Yoursay Page and Survey

To assist in informing the community, the following documentation was made available on 
Councils engagement platform (YourSay) or hard copies could also be requested of and 
could be collected from Council's Civic Centre:

• Mortlock Park Project - Overview of proposals (Attachment K)
• Mortlock Park Proposed Lease/Licence Areas (Attachment D)
• Proposed Baseball Fence Design (Attachment L)
• Proposed 15m and 18m Light Pole Design (Attachment H and I)
• Gil Langley Building Design Option 1 and 2 (Attachment F and G)
• Mortlock Park Concept Plan (Attachment B)
• Mortlock Park Proposed Lease and Licence Information (Attachment M)
• Images of Existing Site (Attachment N)
• Flyer (Attachment O)

The survey was made available both online and in a hard copy version and provided 
opportunities for both qualitative and quantitative responses and respondents were able to 
respond to all sections or only those they had an interest in.
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The survey attracted a significant number of responses (Attachment A - Appendix 1 and 2) 
with 626 (619 direct and 7 written) received. A well-designed survey ensures representation 
and helps in drawing significant conclusions. The accuracy of feedback obtained through this 
data set is considered high, and given the survey's ability to reach a broad audience any 
conclusions based on the dataset are considered to be accurate and repeatable.

Advisory Group

The process for appointment onto the Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group (MPPAG) was 
initiated following the endorsement of the Communication and Engagement Plan. The 
Communication and Engagement Plan provided for the MPPAG to have seven members 
comprised of:

� School Principals (2) – both accepted a written invitation;
� Sporting Club Presidents (2) – both accepted a written invitation;
� Chair of the CLG Residents Association (1) – accepted a written invitation, and;
� Independent community members (2) – online application process

An invitation to apply for one of two independent community member places on the MPPAG 
was delivered to all CLG residents and those residents who live within 500m of Mortlock 
Park via a flyer (Attachment O). The flyer informed the community that applications to join 
the MPPAG was open from 28 September 2023 to 12 October 2023. Eight applications in 
total were received: seven from Colonel Light Gardens and one from Panorama. All eight 
applicants passed the advertised selection criteria and were deemed appointable.

After reviewing the composition of the MPPAG the CEO authorised under delegation, 
consistent with the Council’s 8 August 2023 resolution and after discussion with the Mayor 
and Ward Councillors, a third community representative to be appointed. The three 
independent community members places on the MPPAG were selected utilising an online 
random name selector and all three places were filled.

The MPPAG sessions were scheduled between 18 October 2023 – 22 November 2023, at 
Mitcham Memorial Library and the Civic Centre with a total of six sessions being held. The 
session topics were as follows:
- 19 October – Introduction and Background
- 26 October –  Gil Langley Building Design Options
- 2 November – Potential Demolition of the Girl Guides Hall and use of the former Scouts
- 9 November – Oval Lighting and Baseball infrastructure
- 16 November – Lease and Licence for the Schools and Sporting Clubs
- 22 November  – Close out and presentation to Council Members on groups discussions

Minutes (Attachment A - Appendix 4) were taken at each meeting and signed off at the 
following meeting to ensure the group were all in agreement with what was captured of their 
discussions. 
The Advisory Group, consisting of community, sporting and educational representatives 
deliberated over an extended period (over a five (5) week period). The Advisory groups role 
was to review the proposals to add depth and nuance to the feedback process. The accuracy 
of the data is contingent on the diversity within the group, the acceptance of differing 
perspectives, and the facilitation of constructive dialogue. The Advisory Group repeatedly 
yielded valuable insights, the Groups proving effective in reflecting the broader community's 
views.

Pop Up sessions

Pop Up information sessions were scheduled to provide an opportunity for the community to 
seek clarification and ask questions of Administration regarding the various proposals within 
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the consultation. Three sessions were held in total with the third session added following the 
success of the first two. These sessions were as follows:

• Gil Langley Building, Mortlock Park - Monday, October 23, from 6pm to 8pm
• CLG Former Scout Hall, Mortlock Park – Sunday, October 29, from 10am to 12pm
• Colonel Light Gardens RSL - Wednesday, November 8, from 5pm to 7pm

These sessions were set up at tables with information available and various staff members 
on hand to respond to any questions. There was also large pieces of paper and post it notes 
available for the community to put down on paper their thoughts and feedback (Attachment 
A- Appendix 5)

Information sessions are a dynamic way to engage the community directly. The main purpose 
of these sessions was to help inform the community and provide them with an opportunity to 
ask questions and provide ad hoc and anonymous commentary or suggestions. However, 
when anonymous comments are accepted, the accuracy is severely compromised by the lack 
of accountability. The repeated presence of the same participants at all three sessions further 
complicates the evaluation process and will have an impact on the overall reliability of the 
input.

Notwithstanding this issue, the themes that emerged were somewhat in line with the 
outcomes of the thematic analysis of the on-line survey. The data collated during the pop-up 
sessions expressed the following themes and propositions:

• Equitable access to community land;
• Consideration of returning the North-West section to the community;
• 5 year leases and licenses or less, and;
• A reduction/reassessment of licensed hours - primarily Goodwood Baseball Club;

Other Correspondence
Written submissions were received and provide a structured platform for community members 
to express their opinions. The challenge lies in ensuring that the submissions are 
representative of the diverse community perspectives, avoiding potential biases. There were 
also instances when participants provided a written submission in addition to completing the 
survey.

Overview of Survey Feedback
Key statistics relating to participation in the survey are as follows:
- 619 responses received via online survey (Attachment A - Appendix 1 and 2)
- 7 responses hard copy surveys received (Attachment A - Appendix 6)
- 13 emailed submissions (Attachment A - Appendix 6)

Frequency of visiting Mortlock Park
• 35.4% daily
• 45.2% weekly
• 12.9% occasionally
• 6.5% other

Primary reason for visiting Mortlock Park
• 48.3% Organised Sport
• 16.3% Active Recreation
• 15.8% Dog Walking
• 8.9% Playgrounds
• 6.8% other
• 3.6% Use of Guides Hall or Former Scout Hall
• 0.3% BBQ and picnic facilities

Main connection with Mortlock Park
• 63.7% nearby residents
• 50.6% organised sport
• 13.6% Mitcham Plains Resident
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• 10.2% other
• 2.7% CLG Guides Group
• 2.6% Mitcham Hills Resident 

A more detailed overview of the survey questions can be found in Attachment A - 
Appendix 1 and 2.

Overview of Written and Emailed Submissions 
The following thematic analysis examines the submissions received via email and hard 
copy surveys received which related to the use and management of Mortlock Park, Colonel 
Light Gardens. This equates to 13 email submissions and 7 hard copy surveys. The 
analysis identifies recurring themes that reflect the community's concerns, priorities, and 
aspirations, offering insights into the complex dynamics of urban planning, community 
engagement, and public space utilisation. These themes were also noted within the survey 
qualitative responses.

 
Equitable Access and Public Space Management

A dominant theme is the equitable access to Mortlock Park, with respondents expressing 
concerns over access to Mortlock Park being disproportionately allocated to the 
Goodwood Baseball Club. The historical intent of the Mortlock family's donation is cited 
frequently, emphasising the park's purpose as a communal recreational area. Residents 
argue for a fair share in accessing the park, reflecting broader issues of public space 
allocation and community rights.

Community Needs vs. Organised Interests
Another prominent theme is the contrast between community needs and organised sports 
interests. Residents advocate for the park to cater to a broader range of activities, 
balancing passive and active recreational needs. The preference for inclusive, family-
friendly activities over exclusive sports events indicates a desire for a diverse use of public 
spaces.

Quality of Life and Wellbeing
The correspondence highlights the park's impact on residents' quality of life. Limited 
access is seen as diminishing the quality of life, with families and individuals expressing 
frustration 
over being unable to use the park according to their schedules. The park is valued not ju
st as a recreational space but as a key component of community well-being and social 
cohesion.

Proposals for Change
Several submissions propose specific changes, such as revising the allocation of park 
space and enhancing amenities. These proposals are often grounded in the Mortlock Park 
Concept Master Plan, advocating for a strategic approach that considers long-term 
planning and flexibility to adapt to changing community needs.

Safety, Privacy, and Environmental Concerns
Safety issues, particularly regarding children and the potential risks from sporting activities 
(errant baseballs), are frequently mentioned. There are also concerns about environmental 
sustainability and the need to preserve the park's natural beauty and heritage. Residents 
advocate for practices that ensure the safety and privacy of park users while promoting 
environmental conservation.

Governance, Transparency, and Accountability

The analysis reveals a significant level of distrust and disillusionment with local 
government . Residents demand transparency, especially regarding financial aspects and 
lease 
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agreements. There's a perceived lack of accountability and responsiveness from Council,
 with calls for governance that aligns more closely with community interests.

Considerations
 
Section 8 of the Local Government Act 1999 provides that the Council must act to 
uphold and promote observance of the following principles in the performance of its 
roles and functions— 
(a) provide open, responsive and accountable government; 
(b) be responsive to the needs, interests and aspirations of individuals and groups 
within its community; 
(c) participate with other councils, and with State and national governments, in 
setting public policy and achieving regional, State and national objectives; 
(d) give due weight, in all its plans, policies and activities, to regional, State and 
national objectives and strategies concerning the economic, social, physical and 
environmental development and management of the community; 
(e) seek to co-ordinate with State and national government in the planning and 
delivery of services in which those governments have an interest; 
(ea) seek to collaborate, form partnerships and share resources with other councils 
and regional bodies for the purposes of delivering cost-effective services (while 
avoiding cost-shifting among councils), integrated planning, maintaining local 
representation of communities and facilitating community benefit; 
(f) seek to facilitate sustainable development and the protection of the environment 
and to ensure a proper balance within its community between economic, social, 
environmental and cultural considerations; 
(g) manage its operations and affairs in a manner that emphasises the importance of 
service to the community; 
(h) seek to ensure that council resources are used fairly, effectively and efficiently 
and council services, facilities and programs are provided effectively and efficiently; 
(i) seek to provide services, facilities and programs that are adequate and appropriate 
and seek to ensure equitable access to its services, facilities and programs; 
(ia) seek to balance the provision of services, facilities and programs with the 
financial impact of the provision of those services, facilities and programs on 
ratepayers; 
(j) achieve and maintain standards of good public administration; 
(k) ensure the sustainability of the council's long-term financial performance and 
position.

This report has been prepared having regard to the above principles as relevant to each 
proposal and the discussion on each proposal discussed the relevant principles in Section 8 
that are applicable to each proposal. 

The foundational principles guiding the proposals for Mortlock Park are anchored in a 
regard for the Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area Statement of Significance and the 
Garden Suburb Planning Principles. Of particular note was the principle expressing "A 
bounded site within which residents’ everyday needs were accommodated."

This principle's essence can be seen in a variety of the Council's policy frameworks and 
guiding documents, including the CLG Conservation Management Plan, the Public Realm 
Heritage Guidelines, and the Mortlock Park Community Land Management Plan. These 
documents articulate this principle through varied phrasing, most notably referencing 'Fair 
and Equitable' within the context of land use at Mortlock Park (Public Realm Heritage 
Guidelines).

In order to gain a comprehensive understanding of both the sporting clubs' 
access requests and the broader recreational needs of the community in relation to 
Mortlock Park, a thorough engagement process was embarked upon.

Page 31 of 468



[Report Page 29 of 57]

This has been applied to all proposals.

Decision 1  - Girl Guides Hall Demolition and dedication of this area for Community 
Use as Open Space 

Overview of proposal

Guides SA's lease for the Mortlock Park Girl Guides Hall expired in 2017 and is currently in 
holdover. It is Administration's understanding that this building is only used for 2.5 hours 
over 1 day per week as well as used to store equipment for the Guides group. Within the 
Mortlock Park Concept Plan (Attachment B) this hall was proposed to be demolished, with 
the land returned to the community and the Girl Guides group able to potentially be 
relocated into the former Scout Hall or another Council owned facility. As such, 
Administration consulted with the community as per the Master Concept Plan on the future 
demolition of the Girl Guides building in order to gain feedback on the use of this portion of 
land and its future development for open green space to be used by the general community. 
If demolished, it is proposed that this space would not be used for organised sport and 
would be an open green space. 

Survey

When asked to what extent respondents support the proposed demolition of the existing 
Guides Hall at Mortlock Park, the following responses were received: 
• 57% Strongly Support      (51% CLG Residents)
• 14.3% Support                  (15% CLG Residents)
• 13% neutral                       (17% CLG Residents)
• 4.6% Opposed                   (5% CLG Residents)
• 11.1% Strongly Opposed    (12% CLG Residents)

Those who strongly opposed (Attachment A - Appendix 3) , highlighted concerns relating 
to:
• Issues regarding relocation - concerns were raised in regards to ensuring the group were 

not displaced or unable to find another suitable location nearby
• Amenity - a comment was received that if the Girl Guides did move to the former scout 

hall they would be losing amenities such as exclusive storage, inadequate heating and 
cooling and kitchen facilities. 

• Keep status quo - opposition to moving the group at all, as the hall is still in use by a 
successful group

• Link to Gil Langley Building - some respondents raised that they don't support the hall 
being demolished to allow the Gil Langley Building to expand

• History - As the group have been in operation at the site for a number of years there were 
members of the community that opposed the demolition based on the loss of the history 
of the building for the group

• Loss of community space - comments received highlighted by some that they believe the 
building should remain, as disposing of it would be a waste and a loss of an all women 
and girls facility

Advisory Group

A representative from Girl Guides SA attended the meeting to provide the group with 
information on the CLG Girl Guides group and their requirements moving forward. The 
advisory group acknowledged the long standing history the group have with the site and their 
existing building. The group were therefore only comfortable supporting the demolition of the 
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building if the girl guides group could be appropriately accommodated in the former scout hall 
next door and the land being returned to general community use and not licenced to sporting 
clubs. The group did not get to a final position on what they would like to see that land 
developed with, however suggestions of extending the BMX track (some concerns raised by 
members of the group in relation to dust and noise issues), cricket nets, BBQ area, trees and 
general open space were put forward. 

Demolition of Guide Hall - Heritage Opportunities/Constraints as cited by the 
engaged Heritage Consultant (Attachment Q)
- Demolition of Guide Hall would offset the increase of an expanded Gil Langley footprint, 
further, it would return an area originally designated as open space.

Staff Recommendation

Based on the feedback received, it is recommended that consideration be given in 
2025/2026 for funding to progress with the demolition of the CLG Girl Guides Hall (153m2). 
As one of the largest Girl Guide groups in the state it is acknowledged that there is a need 
to ensure that the group is not displaced and that their history at Mortlock Park is retained.

Those opposed to the demolition stated the need to be able to find the group another fit for 
purpose facility and based on early conversations with Guides SA , relocating the group to 
the former scout hall next door would be suitable. To accommodate this the former scout 
hall would need to be able to provide them with exclusive storage, tent drying area, lockable 
noticeboard, kitchen and a wall or space for a mural similar to what is in the current Girl 
Guides Hall of this can be achieved if the former scout hall is upgraded and therefore 
provides the group with a larger, more modernised facility at the same site.

If endorsed by Council, it is recommended that the Council give consideration to 
providing funding to develop designs for a refurbished former scout hall and that the Girl 
Guides be consulted on during this process to ensure their needs are met. It is also 
recommended that the demolition of the Girl Guides Hall not take place until upgrades to the 
former scout hall had occurred. This would allow them to continue their activities and not 
have to relocated during any developments, it would potentially also allow the regular hirer 
of the former scout hall to use the Girl Guides Hall during construction. It is also 
recommended that if the demolition of the girl guides hall is approved that in the short term 
the land is grassed and made available for general community space and not licenced to 
any user groups.

Summary of Staff Recommendation
• Demolish Girl Guides Building and relocate the CLG Girl Guides into the former 

scout hall next door
• Landscape area as open space which is dedicated to the community
• Improved community access
• Consideration be given to a $84,000 once off capital funding in 2025/26 and 

$5,773 associated ongoing operating budget for inclusion in 2025/2026 ABP

Decision 2 - Use of the Scout Hall

Overview of proposal

As they were no longer using the facility for their activities, Scouts SA handed over their 
lease for the existing Scout Hall building in May 2021. As such, for the time being the hall 
will be referred to as the former Scout Hall. Since Scouts SA handed over their lease, 
Administration continued the existing casual hirer using the facility, an Aikido group. 

There have also been requests received from the community to use the facility for kids’ 
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birthday parties and events however at the time, the CLMP was yet to be reviewed and 
therefore this use was not permitted. The CLMP is now endorsed and permits short term 
hire and therefore community consultation was undertaken to gain a greater understanding 
of the community's views on the long-term use of this building. 

Survey

When asked to indicate your level of support for the former scout hall at Mortlock Park being 
used by the community as a hall for hire, the following was received:
• 55.4% Strongly Support      (54% CLG Residents)
• 20.8% Support                     (20% CLG Residents)
• 14.7% neutral                       (15% CLG Residents)
• 5.2% Opposed                     (6% CLG Residents)
• 3.9% Strongly Opposed       (5% CLG Residents)

Those who strongly opposed (Attachment A - Appendix 3) , highlighted concerns relating 
to: 
• Noise and antisocial behaviour - opposition was noted in relation to ensuring the facility 

is not used for late parties with alcohol being served

Advisory Group

Following discussion the group determined that their preference is that the former scout hall 
should be for community and/or not for profit groups, rather than commercial operators. The 
group highlighted that they believe the hall should be able to be used by both regular hirers 
(e.g. existing Aikido group and Girls Guides) as well as being made available for casual hire. 
As such they proposed 1 weekday evening and 1 weekend day being left licence free to allow 
for casual hire. 

They also stated that they don't want the facility being used late at night, didn't want it to be a 
licenced venue and believe an appropriate curfew time is required to ensure no disturbance 
to nearby residents. They also agree with Administration, that improvements to the facility are 
required to ensure it is fit for purpose and an appealing and usable space for the community.

Staff Recommendation

There is strong support shown for the former scout hall being used as a community hall for 
hire. To assist in ensuring the facility is utilised as best it can, it is recommended in 
accordance with the advisory groups recommendation that it be made available for both 
regular users/hirers as well as casual hire. However to ensure it is fit for purpose it is 
recommended that investment into the facility is required as the existing facility currently does 
not have any heating or cooling, the toilet facilities are not up to current accessibility standards 
and there is no insulation.

It is therefore recommended that the existing hirer arrangements for use of the building 
continues and Council allocates a $30,000 once off operating budget allocation to engage an 
architect and cost consultant to design and cost potential options for a refurbishment of the 
building. Once the designs are developed a report will be brought back to Council for 
consideration on funding options and the long term use of the site, including hirers.

Summary of Staff Recommendation
• Community benefit from an improved facility which will be able to be used by both regular 

and casual hire groups
• Council design development project to be a priority operating project for 2024/2025 ABP

Decision 3 - Goodwood Baseball Club Licence

Page 34 of 468



[Report Page 32 of 57]

Overview of proposal

The Goodwood Baseball Club has a lease (which expires in 2026) for the Gil Langley building 
and a licence for the grassed recreations space, the practice nets and open space located 
between the two (2) car parks in the south-eastern corner of the park.

An overview of the Goodwood Baseball Club’s change in hours and areas between 2015 - 
2023 can be viewed in Attachment P

Goodwood Baseball Club have sought to change their licence hours. The proposed 
changes are shown highlighted in italics. These hours were subsequently consulted on with 
the community.

Baseball Pre-Season: 
1 August to 30 September
 Please note the Pre-season hours are subject to the following:
*Should the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club reduce or cease use of the grassed recreation 
spaces between 1 August to 30 September, the Baseball Club may use the grassed space during the 
Football Clubs licenced hours (ensuring no concurrent use of the grassed spaces and no increase in 
the hours of use for formal recreation). This use is to be negotiated between the Clubs
*Grassed Space South-West
 *Grassed Space East
 *Warm-Up Area

Wednesday and Friday 4pm to 8pm
 Sunday 8:30am to 4:30pm

Baseball Season: 1 October to 31 March
Grassed Space East Monday 5:30pm - 7:30pm (previously no use)

 Tuesday to Friday 4:30pm to 8:30pm
 Saturday 9:00am to 8:00pm (previously 7pm)
 Sunday 8:00am to 7:00pm (previously 8pm)

Grassed Space South-West Tuesday/Thursday/Friday 4:30pm to 8:30pm
 Wednesday 5:30pm - 7:30pm (previously no use)
 Saturday 9:00am to 7:00pm
 Sunday 8:00am to 5:00pm

Grassed Space North-West Tuesday and Thursday 4:30pm to 6:30pm
 Sunday 8:00am to 5:00pm

Warm-Up Area Monday to Friday 4:30pm to 8:30pm
 Saturday 9:00am to 7:00pm
 Sunday 8:00am to 8:00pm

 
Survey

When asked to indicate your level of support for the proposed licence to Goodwood Baseball 
Club for use of parts of Mortlock Park, the following was received:
• 60.5% Strongly Support      (48% CLG Residents)
• 7.9% Support                     (10% CLG Residents)
• 5.2% neutral                       (7% CLG Residents)
• 4.8% Opposed                   (9% CLG Residents)
• 21.6% Strongly Opposed    (26% CLG Residents)

Those who strongly opposed (Attachment A - Appendix 3), highlighted concerns relating 
to: 

• Noise - A comment was received which mentioned they were opposed to the 
proposed hours, as Monday nights is currently the only night where they don't hear 
baseballs being hit as the oval is not used

• Equity of Use - majority of those opposed to the proposed licence stated that they 
did not believe the proposed licence was fair and equitable 

• Safety - Don't believe Mortlock Park is safe for baseball to be played
• Heritage - comments received which stated some respondents believe the proposed 

licence is not in line with the heritage plans for the park
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• Financial Considerations - Some of those who were opposed stated that the believe 
the Club pays a minimal fee for use of the park

• Length of Licence - Some comments highlighted confusion as to the proposed length 
of the licence and believed it was too long

• Increase in Hours - Opposition received in relation to the proposed increase in hours
• No copy of proposed licence provided - There were comments received which 

related to opposing the proposed agreement due to not being provided with a copy 
of the licence agreement 

Advisory Group

When discussing the proposed hours, term and areas proposed by the baseball club the 
group was split in their decision making, with the voting as per below:

HOURS
Weekend adjustment of hours agreed (no increase in overall hours) 
General weekend hours (as proposed):

• Four agree hours are acceptable
• four agree hours should be reduced

Additional Hours proposed (Monday and Wednesday)
• Four agree hours are acceptable
• Four disagree and believe hours should be reduced

Existing hours Monday - Friday
• Six agree hours to be reasonable
• One disagrees and believes hours should be reduced

AREAS
• Six agree the North West grassed recreation space should be given over to 

community when possible and reflected within the licence hours
• Two disagree and proposed that only half the space be utilised during this time e.g. 

all of West or all of East at any one time

While the group did not vote on the term of the proposed licence it is assumed that the vote 
would be the same as what they voted on for both sporting club leases and the licence to 
CLG Football club which was a split vote with some members supporting a 10 year 
agreement while others were seeking a shorter term between 5-7 years. 

The groups main discussions points were around whether the Clubs proposed hours were 
reasonable with those voting against the hours and a reduction in the licenced areas being 
due to the fact they didn't believe what is being proposed is fair and equitable to the local 
community and restricts their access to the park during summer. 

The baseball club did mention that the "actual" usage hours were reduced when compared 
to their licenced hours and their proposed licence hours are to provide flexibility in their 
scheduling which is governed by Baseball SA. The Club did mention that they have 
commenced and will continue to publish their usage hours on social media to assist in 
informing the local community. 

The group supported this, however some members did not believe it was reasonable to 
expect the community to view social media to see if the park was available to use. There 
were also concerns raised in relation to the safety of baseball being played at the same time 
that the community may use parts of the reserve.

Staff Recommendation

As evidenced by the feedback, the Baseball Club’s proposed licence received the least 
amount of support when compared to all other proposals, it is recommended that 
the Baseball Club’s proposed licence provide a more equitable arrangement.
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It is therefore recommended that the swap in hours on a Saturday and Sunday be 
supported, the North West corner be returned for general community use and not licenced 
to the Baseball Club, the proposed increase in hours on Monday and Wednesday not be 
supported and the Baseball Club be required when fixtures and training schedules are 
planned to provide to the Council the "actual" hours which will be promoted on Social 
Media, Council's website, My Local Services App and displayed on the sporting clubroom 
building.

Some members of the community are seeking 50/50 access to the grassed recreation 
spaces. From Council records it appears that the Baseball Club has had access to the south 
western side of the park since before 2016 and this was previously stated on their licence 
agreements as "secondary diamond". Not allowing the Baseball Club any access to the 
south western side of Mortlock Park would require the Club to find alternate sites to hold 
training and junior matches. Currently as per Council's recent Turf Needs Analysis it has 
been highlighted that Council owned reserves are at capacity and unable to accommodate 
any further usage and therefore this would require discussions with local Schools or the 
State Government to assist in finding alternate locations.

Goodwood Baseball Club have also reduced their overall usage hours since 2016 
(Attachment P) and therefore not permitting an increase in hours and not allowing usage of 
the north west area would be considered reasonable. With the girl guides hall potentially 
being demolished this would also free up additional space for the community to use when 
sport is being played as well as the playground and other surrounding areas.

If the north west space is only for general community use and not licenced to the Baseball 
Club, the Club have stated they would require use of another oval for junior training on 
Tuesday and Thursday and an additional retractable baseball tunnel.

As the Club have an existing licence/lease which expires in 2025, it is intended that 
once the new agreement is approved and signed off by both parties there existing 
agreement will be terminated. Noting termination will not occur until a new agreement 
has been signed off. 
 
Summary of Staff Recommendation

The staff recommendation therefore is as follows:
• 10 year term
• Saturday and Sunday swap of one hour (no overall net increase)
• Dedicated space for community in the North West space (no baseball club usage) 

resulting in a reduction in 13 hours a week to Goodwood Baseball Clubs licence 
hours

• No increase in proposed hours on Monday therefore both West and East sides 
remain available to the community on Mondays

• No increase in proposed hours on Wednesday therefore West side remains 
available to the community on Wednesdays

• Improved publication of schedule at the start of each season including publishing 
hours on Council's website and my local services app

Options 2-5 provide alternate options for Council and would require consideration of the 
outcome that each option poses on both the club and the community.

Decision 4 - Colonel Light Gardens Football Club Licence

Overview of Proposal

The Colonel Light Gardens Football Club have a licence, currently in holdover, for the 
grassed recreation spaces of the park. Council consulted on a proposed 10-year licence to 
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the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club for non-exclusive use of the grassed spaces of 
Mortlock Park.

The Colonel Light Gardens Football Club are proposing no change to their existing hours 
and therefore their proposed licence hours which were consulted on are as follows: 
 
Football Pre-Season:
Please note the Pre-season hours are subject to the following:
*Should the Goodwood Baseball Club reduce or cease use of the grassed recreation spaces prior to 
31 March, the Football Club may use the grassed space West during the Baseball Clubs licenced 
hours (ensuring no concurrent use of the grassed recreation spaces and no increase in the hours of 
use for formal recreation). This use is to be negotiated between the Clubs
 **The Football Club may play one trial match on a Saturday or Sunday during pre-season subject to 
the Baseball Club's approval and confirmation that the Baseball Club is not using either grassed space 
at that time, resulting in no increase in use.
1 February to 29 February *
Grassed Space North-West & South-West Monday 4pm to 8pm
1 March to 31 March*
Grassed Space North-West & South-West Monday and Wednesday 4pm to 8pm
Grassed Space North-West & South-West Saturday and Sunday**

Football Season: 
1 April to 30 September
Grassed Space North-West & South-West Tuesday to Friday 4pm to 8pm
Grassed Space East, North-West & South-West Saturday 9:30am to 5:00pm

 Sunday 8:30am to 4:30pm

Survey

When asked to indicate your level of support for the proposed licence to CLG Football Club 
for use of parts of Mortlock Park, the following was received:
• 68.1% Strongly Support      (51% CLG Residents)
• 12.5% Support                    (17% CLG Residents)
• 9.9% neutral                       (16% CLG Residents)
• 4% Opposed                       (7% CLG Residents)
• 5.4% Strongly Opposed     (9% CLG Residents)

Those who strongly opposed (Attachment A - Appendix 3), highlighted concerns relating 
to: 

• Equity of use - majority of those opposed to the proposed licence stated that they did 
not believe the hours were fair and equitable 

• Heritage - some comments referred to the belief that the proposed hours were not in 
line with Heritage Standards for the park

Advisory Group

The group unanimously supported the football clubs proposed licence hours and associated 
areas. The item of contention was the term of the proposed licence with a split vote. Five 
group members were in favour of a 10 year licence and 3 were in favour of a shorter term, 
between 5-7 years. For those who opposed a 10 year lease term they discussed that 10 
years appeared to be too long due to all the changes to the park, including the potential 
upgrade to the oval lighting and building. Although they were supportive of a term over 5 
years as this required Council to consult with the community. 

Staff Recommendation

It is recommended that Council support a 10-year licence agreement to Colonel Light 
Gardens Football Club for their use of the grassed recreation spaces and their proposed 
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hours as was consulted on. Over 75% of all respondents and 68% of Colonel Light Gardens 
respondents supported the proposal and as such no changes to what is proposed are 
recommended. The Club’s proposed usage is also remaining unchanged to what was 
previously in place and is also the Club’s preferred option.

Decision 5 - St Therese Primary School and Colonel Light Gardens  Primary School 
(the Schools) Licences

Overview of proposal

The Schools are seeking a continued licence for use of all grassed recreation spaces and 
playground during school hours for their students, noting that these areas will still be 
available for general public use during those times. All proposed use by the Schools is 
within school hours (8:30am - 3:30pm). Colonel Light Gardens  Primary School are 
requesting use every day of the week during the school year for recess, lunch and physical 
education lessons. St Therese Primary School are seeking to utilise Mortlock Park during 
their lunch break each day and only Tuesday and Thursdays for Physical Education 
lessons. St Therese Primary School have also requested occasional use for after school 
sports between 3:30pm - 4:00pm which will be dependent on season and team 
requirements. Each school will share the use of the oval adjacent to their school and will pay 
an annual fee. The Schools have also requested use of the grassed recreations spaces for 
their annual sports day. Colonel Light Gardens Primary School’s annual concert.

Survey

When asked to indicate your level of support for the proposed licence to the Colonel Light 
Gardens Primary School for use of parts of Mortlock Park, the following response was 
received:
• 84.5% Strongly Support      (85% CLG Residents)
• 9.7% Support                     (12% CLG Residents)
• 4.2% neutral                       (3% CLG Residents)
• 0.8% Opposed                   (0% CLG Residents)
• 0.8% Strongly Opposed    (0% CLG Residents)

When asked to indicate your level of support for the proposed licence to St Therese Primary 
School for use of parts of Mortlock Park, the following response was received:
• 80.2% Strongly Support      (81% CLG Residents)
• 11.7% Support                     (14% CLG Residents)
• 6.5% neutral                       (4% CLG Residents)
• 0.8% Opposed                   (1% CLG Residents)
• 0.8% Strongly Opposed    (0% CLG Residents)

Those who strongly opposed (Attachment A - Appendix 3), didn't understand the need for 
the schools to have a licence and were concerned that once endorsed the school and 
Council may be able to make changes without consulting with the community.

Advisory Group

The group were provided with information in relation to areas and times the schools 
proposed to use. It was highlighted that the schools, where possible utilise different areas 
and the two schools lunch times are also different. As such, in regards to the proposed 
licences for both St Therese Primary School and Colonel Light Gardens Primary School, the 
group unanimously supported their proposal including the proposed hours, area and 10 year 
term. The group did recommend publishing the schools regular hours of use (e.g. recess 
and lunch times) on Council's website to ensure the community were aware of when peak 
day time usage might be. 
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Staff Recommendation
There was a high level of support shown for both School's use of Mortlock Park. Colonel 
Light Gardens Primary School does not have access to an oval and therefore require their 
long standing agreement to remain and St Therese Primary School also require access. It is 
therefore recommended that the proposal as was consulted on with the community is 
endorsed which allows the continued use and also provides both Schools with a longer term 
agreement (10 year). It is also recommended that Council requiring the Schools to provide 
the Council with the times of their recess and lunch breaks to place on Council's website.

Summary of Staff Recommendation

• Both School’s access to the oval is maintained and secured via 10 year licenses
• Both School’s are required to provide lunch and recess breaks so details are published 

for community

Decision 6 - Gil Langley Building Design Options

Overview of proposal

The current Gil Langley Building, which is around four decades old, requires refurbishment. 
The existing facility is in a state of disrepair, lacks adequate storage space, and does not 
comply with the AFL Facility Guidelines. In August 2020, Architects were engaged by 
Council to develop concept plans for an upgraded Gil Langley building. This concept 
planning process involved staff working alongside the Architects and representatives from 
both Colonel Light Gardens Football Club and Goodwood Baseball Club over a period of 18 
months and resulted in two (2) designs being developed. These plans were initially 
presented to Council at a Designated Informal Gathering in March 2021 together with a 
new, third plan put forward by the Baseball Club (not designed by the Architects). The three 
concept plans all meet the minimum AFL Facility Standards however vary in extent of 
works.

While all designs meet AFL Facility Standards and are unisex and therefore can be used 
by all genders and age groups, Design 2 provides two additional changerooms (equating 
to four changerooms in total) which assist in providing separate changerooms for women 
and junior teams. The proposed footprint of Design 1 and 2 are consistent with the 
Mortlock Park Concept Plan. Design 3 was not consulted on with the community as based 
on feedback from a Heritage Consultant it would not be suitable within Mortlock Park.

Survey

A copy of the two proposed facility concept plans were made available on Council's 
engagement platform and when asked to indicate your level of support for the proposed 
upgrades to the Gil Langley Building and Batting Tunnels the following responses were 
received:
• 76.5% Strongly Support      (62% CLG Residents)
• 7.6% Support                      (10% CLG Residents)
• 5.5% neutral                        (9% CLG Residents)
• 3.5% Opposed                    (6% CLG Residents)
• 6.8% Strongly Opposed      (13% CLG Residents)

When asked which of the two proposed building designs do you prefer the following 
responses were received:
• 78.3% Design 2  (65% CLG residents)
• 11.2% Design 1   (14% CLG residents)
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• 10.6% Neither     (21% CLG residents)

Those who strongly opposed (Attachment A - Appendix 3) the two options highlighted 
concerns relating to:
• Equity of access -  noting that the facility is being designed for sporting club use and 

therefore does not benefit the broader community. 
• Noise/Antisocial behaviour - opposition particularly in relation to balcony extension 
• New Build - some comments received stated that they believe the existing building is an 

eyesore and as such it should be a new build not a refurbishment and extension 

Advisory Group

In relation to the two designs the group stressed the importance on focusing on function first. 
The group saw the benefits of Design 2 assisting to provide separate changerooms for juniors 
and women and additional storage. As such, the group unanimously supported Design 2 as 
their prefered design, however indicated both pros and cons with the current design and 
believed that there were some elements of the design that needed to be explored further. This 
included the balcony extension and the need for design inclusions to assist in noise mitigation 
and ensuring the external elements of the building are designed to assist with reducing the 
visual impact and in line with Heritage Guidelines. There was also a point raised about the 
option of including public toilets within the design and a water point for dog walkers to access. 
During the discussion on the two designs, the group inquired if the hours of use would be 
linked to the lease. Administration clarified that hours of use themselves, are not stipulated in 
a lease document as the lease grants exclusive access, however, these are considered in the 
development approval and/or liquor licence. 

Gil Langley Building Upgrade and/or Extension, Batting Tunnels and Storage - Heritage 
Opportunities/Constraints as cited by the engaged Heritage Consultant  (Attachment Q)
- Design 1 would have the smallest increase to the building footprint and would be the most 
acceptable option from a heritage perspective. 
- Design 2 would have a larger increase in footprint and would reduce the available open 
space. However, if the Guide’s Hall was demolished this would create more open space and 
‘offset’ this larger footprint.

Staff Recommendation

In analysing the feedback, it is recommended to progress with Design 2. The feedback 
highlights support for this option on the basis that the Girls Guides Hall is demolished and that 
land is returned to the community as general open space. While there were comments 
received in relation to the noise from the balcony extension and visual impact, it is believed 
these issues may be able to be mitigated by working with the appointed Architects, Heritage 
SA and a Heritage Consultant to achieve suitable design solutions. This option provides 
additional changerooms which assists in ensuring there are separate areas for women and 
junior team's for both the Baseball Club and Football Club which were seen to be the main 
drivers for support received through the consultation.

Proceeding with Design 2 does require additional funding and as such two options are 
presented as the preferences. The project could proceed with the Council funding the 
shortfall or alternately the Council could approve Design 2 in its entirety however 
proceed with a staged development reliant upon securing further external funding.  The 
preference is for the Council to proceed with the development all in one construction 
phase, this allows for minimal community and club inconvenience and disruption and 
completes the project and allows for one tender process, therefore potentially being 
more cost effective. The alternate option acknowledges the $3.1 million already 
sourced through external funding (State, Federal and Clubs) and recommends that 
Council proceeds with gaining Development Approval for all of Design 2 however 
proceeds with the tender and construction of Stage 1 with the available funding to 
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allow the project to proceed and external funding deadlines to be met. Council and the 
Clubs can seek additional funding directly from the State Government and Federal 
Government for Stage 2 to be completed whilst Stage 1 proceeds. If additional external 
funding is secured from the State and or Federal Governments and or from other 
external sources by the Club's then Stage 2 is able to proceed at that point. If this 
occurs during the construction phase then there is the potential to still deliver the 
entire project within the project plan timeframe. 

Summary of Staff Recommendation
 
• Design 2 received strong support and as such is recommended to be supported
• Design 2 provides additional changerooms allowing for improved facilities for women and 

juniors
• Improved storage and batting tunnels to improve visual amenity
• Funding the project in full now ensures the completion of the development

Decision 7 - CLG Football Club and Goodwood Baseball Club Lease

Overview of Proposal

Council consulted with the community on a proposed 10-year lease to both Goodwood 
Baseball Club and Colonel Light Gardens Football Club for exclusive use of the Gil Langley 
building including the batting tunnels and it was proposed that any proposed extensions to 
the existing building (e.g. Design Option 2) located within Mortlock Park, Colonel Light 
Gardens be approved the footprint of the leased areas would be amended to reflect 
the extension to the building.
 
Survey

When asked to indicate your level of support for the proposed lease to Goodwood Baseball 
Club for for the existing Gil Langley Building and proposed extension (if approved) , the 
following was received:
• 64.7% Strongly Support      (48% CLG Residents)
• 8.3% Support                     (10% CLG Residents)
• 7.5% neutral                       (7% CLG Residents)
• 5.0% Opposed                   (9% CLG Residents)
• 14.5% Strongly Opposed    (26% CLG Residents)

When asked to indicate your level of support for the proposed lease to CLG Football Club 
for the existing Gil Langley Building and proposed extension (if approved), the following was 
received:
• 69.6% Strongly Support      (54% CLG Residents)
• 13.5% Support                     (19% CLG Residents)
• 9.1% neutral                       (15% CLG Residents)
• 3.2% Opposed                   (4% CLG Residents)
• 4.6% Strongly Opposed    (8% CLG Residents)

Those who strongly opposed (Attachment A - Appendix 3)  highlighted concerns relating 
to: 

Goodwood Baseball Club Lease (building)
• Integration - some comments state that the baseball club does not integrate their use of 

the park with the local community
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• Equity of use - Those strongly opposed highlighted that they don't believe an exclusive 
lease to a sporting club for use of the building is fair and equitable

• Safety - Don't believe Mortlock Park is safe for baseball to be played
• Heritage - comments were received in relation to development needing to comply with 

heritage standards, noting that these comments appear to be related to any development 
not the lease agreement

• Financial Considerations - Some of those who were opposed stated that the believe the 
Club pays a minimal fee and as such the community is subsidising their use of the facility 
through their rates

• Length of Lease - Opposition was received in relation the proposed 10 year lease term 
with some respondents believing that the length of term was too long

• Noise and Anti-social behaviour - There were comments which highlighted opposition for 
hiring out of the building for private functions 

• No copy of proposed lease provided - There were comments received which related to 
opposing the proposed agreement due to not being provided with a copy of the lease 
agreement

CLG Football Club Lease (Building)
• Equity of use - Those strongly opposed highlighted that they don't believe an exclusive 

lease to a sporting club for use of the building is fair and equitable
• Heritage - A comment was received that stated they didn't believe the clubroom and 

"drinking culture" wasn't what Charles Reade intended for this park
• Financial Considerations - Some of those who were opposed stated that the believe the 

Club pays a minimal fee and as such the community is subsidising their use of the facility 
through their rates

• Length of Lease - Opposition was received in relation the proposed 10 year lease term 
with some respondents believing that length of term was too long

• Noise and Anti-social behaviour - There were comments which highlighted opposition for 
hiring out of the building for private functions 

Advisory Group

CLG Football Club and Goodwood Baseball Club Lease (Building)
While there was unanimous support for a lease being granted to both of the sporting clubs, 
there was a split decision in relation to a 10 year lease. Five group members voted for a 10 
year agreement being provided while three voted for between 5- 7 year lease. While some 
members of the group supported the longer term lease (10 year) as this provided security 
for the sporting clubs to assist in forward planning and gaining sponsorship and funding 
opportunities, those who were opposed cited their reasoning to be due to the fact there was 
a lot of change being proposed at the site and a shorter term agreement allowed for a 
review to take place. They also choose a term over 5 years as they were aware that, that 
Council would be legally obligated to consult with the community. 

The group also discussed concerns related to hiring out the facility for private functions and 
both Clubs highlighted that they are selective of who they hire the facility to and that this is 
on rare occasions. The group also discussed hours of use for the building and in particular 
late night use of the building and balcony which may get noisy for nearby residents. 
Administration clarified to the group that there are no hours of use stipulated within a lease 
agreement as it grants them exclusive use and that hours of use may be included in a 
Development Approval condition or liquor licence. 

Staff Recommendation
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Based on the survey responses including over 70% of all respondents and over 50% of CLG 
respondents in support of the proposal for a 10 year agreement it is  recommended that 
both Clubs receive a 10 year lease agreement for the Gil Langley building including the 
batting tunnels and that the leases include a clause that should there be any proposed 
extensions to the existing building the parties will negotiate amending the footprint of 
the lease area . 

Concerns raised in relation to how much the Clubs pay for the use of the facility and the 
Clubs’ ability to hire the facility out to private functions is governed by Council's Leasing and 
Licencing of Councils Sports Facilities Policy (Attachment R) which applies to all clubs. 
This policy is currently under review and will be presented to Council consideration later this 
year. To assist in alleviating some of the concerns raised in relation to hiring out the facility 
it is recommended that a condition be included in the Clubs’ lease that does not permit 
the Clubs to hire the facility out for late night functions e.g. 21st, engagement parties etc. 

While the hours of use were a point of discussion, it is important to note that hours of use 
are not included in a lease and the hours of operation are a consideration for the 
Development Application (DA) process. Should the hours change as a result of the DA then 
the liquor licence would be required to be updated to reflect that.

Summary of Staff Recommendation

• 10 year term to provide the Clubs with certainty about their tenure and use of the 
building

• No use of the building for late night private functions
• Include a clause that should there be any proposed extensions to the existing 

building the parties will negotiate amending the footprint of the lease area 

Decision 8  - Oval Lighting

Overview of proposal

The existing oval lights are 25 years old and the light quality is very poor meaning the 
grounds are currently not sufficiently lit. There are currently 2 x 13m and 1 x 15m light pole 
with halogen light fittings and very low LUX level (<20 LUX) that are used by the Football 
Club. These assets are currently at their end of life and Council has $88,000 allocated in the 
renewal budget to upgrade these lighting assets plus an additional $22,000 for a 
switchboard renewal- if it is required to be renewed. This will be determined at installation. 
While majority of sports oval lighting include 4 x 22m or 24m poles, a lighting consultant 
developed alternative options which still meet minimum standards however reduce the 
height of the poles these do however increase the LUX level (50-100LUX) and number (6) 
and height of the poles (18m or 15m) on the site from those currently. A copy of the lighting 
designs can be found in Attachment H and I. As per the heritage advice received,  Two 
design options were consulted on.

Survey

When asked to indicate your level of support for the proposed oval lighting upgrade at 
Mortlock Park, the following responses were received:
• 79.5% Strongly Support      (64% CLG Residents)
• 8.7% Support                      (13% CLG Residents)
• 4.4% neutral                        (9% CLG Residents)
• 3.4% Opposed                    (6% CLG Residents)
• 4% Strongly Opposed         (8% CLG Residents)
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When asked which of the two proposed oval lighting designs respondents preferred the 
following responses were received:
• 79.9% 6 x 18m Poles    (65% CLG Residents)
• 14.7% 6 x 15m Poles    (24% CLG Residents)
• 5.4% Neither                (11% CLG Residents)

Those who strongly opposed (Attachment A - Appendix 3), highlighted concerns relating 
to:

• Licenced Hours - some of the community believe night time games were never part 
of a licence agreement

• No community benefit - the lights are being upgraded for the sporting clubs and 
therefore there is no benefit to the broader community

• Noise/Light Disruption - increased lighting will result in increase light spill to nearby 
residents and the lights will enable further use at night time which may disrupt 
nearby residents

• Heritage - statements to suggest the proposed lighting is not appropriate in a 
Heritage Listed Suburb

• Aesthetics - increase height and number of light poles will ruin the aesthetics of the 
park

Advisory Group

A lighting consultant attended the meeting to provide the group with further information on 
the two designs. During the session, the  group asked various questions to assist in gaining 
a greater understanding of which design option they may wish to support. Some members 
of the groups raised concerns related to light spill, times of use and visual impact and asked 
questions accordingly. Being able to ask specific questions to the lighting consultant allowed 
the group to gain further information which they stated was not easily interpreted within the 
documents provided. 

The group believe that providing the community with further information in relation to the 
different numbers within designs may be beneficial in future consultations. 

Based on the additional information received through this session all advisory group 
members supported the 6 x 18m design however sought to ensure the design is supported 
from a heritage perspective. The group did however note their concerns that the community 
members who completed the survey may believe that the 15m design would be the less 
obtrusive option and recommended that the feedback received from the lighting consultant 
is included in this Council report to ensure the community are aware of why the group 
supported the 18m design based on it being less obstructive. 

The group also unanimously agreed that the maximum lux level should be limited based on 
the nature of the play and their requirements (i.e. junior/senior, training, matches) and 
agreed that the use of the lighting for casual community use should be considered. The 
group also briefly discussed lighting for baseball as there are existing lights that the Club 
currently use late in pre-seacon for a week or two weeks prior to the start and near the end 
of their season. 

The group determined that as the existing baseball lights will need to be removed when the 
new oval lighting is installed they were comfortable with lights being included in the design 
as long as they are the same as what is currently provided and have no adverse affect on 
residents. 

Oval Lighting - Heritage Opportunities/Constraints as cited by the 
engaged Heritage Consultant (Attachment Q)
 - There is potential to impact the heritage significance of the park by introduction of 
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additional visually obtrusive lighting infrastructure. 
- As little lighting as possible should be installed to support the ongoing use of the area for 
sport. 
- Flood lights for ovals are sited to minimise impact on the visual quality of the park” (Public 
Realm Heritage Guidelines).
- It’s preferable that the height of the lighting should be kept to minimum and only to support 
ongoing use of the park. 
- The lighting poles are to remain as low as possible, so as to avoid impact on surrounding 
residences/suburb. If this means that there needs to be 6 shorter poles instead of 4 very 
high poles, then this is appropriate 

Staff Recommendation 

It is recommended  to progress with the 6 x 18m light pole design. The feedback received 
shows support for the lighting upgrade as the existing lights are not compliant with relevant 
standards and are becoming unsafe to use for training. The lights will be used in line with 
existing usage hours and therefore will not result in an increase in use at the site. While 
fewer and higher poles are normally the standard lighting design across other similar 
sporting club sites, the lighting consultant did design the two options to be compliant, 
however it has been noted that the 6 x 18m light pole design will be less obtrusive than the 
existing lights and the 15m design.

It is also recommended to incorporate technology in the lighting design that allows the lights 
to be set on a timer and switched on at a low lux level for general community use when the 
oval is not licenced to sporting clubs, which will provide the community with an additional 
opportunity to access the oval when they otherwise couldn't.

As such the 6 x 18m light pole design is recommended  as it is the less obtrusive option, 
meets the relevant standards and is supported from a heritage perspective. It is also 
recommended that as part of the oval lighting that the existing baseball lighting is also 
replaced ('Like for Like").

The oval lights are used by the football club for their training nights only, and due to safety 
concerns and them being at the end of their life are required to be upgraded in 2024/2025. If 
the lights are not approved to be constructed to this standard, they would be inadequate, 
and the oval would eventually be unable to be used by the football club for training and 
therefore an alternate location would be required to be sourced for the club to host training, 
which would be difficult to find considering the lack of open space available for sport.

The lights are currently underfunded and therefore this project requires additional funding 
from Council to ensure the works can proceed.

Summary of Staff Recommendation
 
• Proceed with 6 x 18m poles (subject to Heritage) as they are less obtrusive (subject to 

Heritage)
• Safety concerns with existing lights require the upgrade to occur as soon as possible
• Seek additional funding from Council now to proceed 

Decision 9 - Baseball Infrastructure 

Overview of proposal

Prior to considering options for the proposed upgrade to the Gil Langley Building further 
sporting infrastructure was required to be considered to ensure the continuation of baseball 
at Mortlock Park. As per Council’s 11 April 2023 resolution a consultant was engaged to 
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undertake a review of the proposed infrastructure within the 2015 Baseball Risk Audit. The 
review was finalised and proposed certain fence heights at various locations of the baseball 
field. Following the recommendations within the review being received it was noted that the 
recommended fence heights are somewhat higher than those at other baseball locations 
across Adelaide. This is a result of the data collected through the Risk Audit of baseballs 
hitting, or clearing fences, at matches with the average height passed over, being what the 
report recommendation and therefore fence heights were based on. 

It is clear that two risks were assessed, firstly “person being struck by ball outside of the 
field of play” which does not include an assessment of the severity of injury because there 
are many factors that can influence this such as body part affected and pre-existing 
conditions. Secondly, “property damage from being struck by baseballs outside of the field 
of play”. In the case of a person being struck by a ball, Zone T (highlighted in yellow in the 
image below) held the highest risk and was rated “High”, in the case of property it was Zone 
F (highlighted in yellow in the image below) which was also rated “High”. All other zones 
were assessed as “Very Low” to “Tolerable”. In line with Council’s Risk Management 
Framework any risks rated High require additional controls. 

Following this advice and taking into consideration Council’s endorsed Risk Management 
Framework, a design (Attachment L) was  proposed which increases the fence height of 
the back stop net from 9m to 10m. While the existing 9m fence height exceeds the 
recommended minimum standards (Baseball Australia - 2019 Club Facility Resource Guide) 
increasing the height to 10m would exceed this and further strengthen the control. The 
“home run” or “outfield” fencing is currently between 1.25 metres to 1.9 metres in height and 
it is recommended that this is increased to the meet the minimum standard of 2.4m. It is 
proposed that the upgrade to the existing fencing would remain a permanent fixture 
however the intention would be that it would be required to be removed should baseball 
ever cease at the site.

Survey

When asked to indicate your level of support for the proposed upgrade to the existing 
baseball fencing/netting at Mortlock Park,the following responses were received:
• 68.3% Strongly Support      (48% CLG Residents)
• 7.1% Support                      (10% CLG Residents)
• 5.1% neutral                        (7% CLG Residents)
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• 7.6% Opposed                    (14% CLG Residents)
• 12% Strongly Opposed      (21% CLG Residents)

Those who strongly opposed (Attachment A - Appendix 3) highlighted concerns relating 
to: 
• Equity of Use - some comments received stated that they believe baseball should not be 

played at Mortlock Park and the proposed fencing may make the park feel more like a 
baseball venue rather than community park

• Aesthetics - proposed fencing appears to be intrusive and reduces the visual amenity of 
the park

• Heritage - statements to suggest the proposed fencing is not appropriate in a Heritage 
Listed Suburb

• Safety - some feedback suggested that if the park is not safe then instead of installing 
upgraded fencing that baseball should not be played at Mortlock Park

Advisory Group

The group were provided with background information on the risk audit review and heritage 
advice. Following that they discussed the proposed design and the height of both the backstop 
and home run fencing. An option of the backstop fence being 'hybrid' (mixture of temporary 
and permanent) was put forward by the group at the proposed height of 10m to ensure it still 
meets safety requirements however assists in not impairing the football viewing from the 
balcony and reduces the visual impact on the reserve. 

In relation to the eastern section of fencing (along Freeling crescent) the group discussed this 
at length and resolved that due to the hedge assisting in providing screening that this fence 
height could be the proposed 2.4m, however it was noted that the hedge has deteriorated 
over time and as such needs to be maintained to improve its condition.  The group then 
discussed the height of the home run fence along CLG Primary School side of the reserve. 
The group could not agree on a fence height however it was determined that it should be 
increased in height to what is currently there, however as there is no screening on this side 
that it should not be the recommended 2.4m and therefore the group discussed it being 
between 1.5m and 2.4m. 

The group also discussed the need to ensure that the existing access gates within the current 
fence are included in any new designs to ensure the community can still access the space.

Baseball Infrastructure - Heritage Opportunities/Constraints as cited by the engaged 
Heritage Consultant (Attachment Q)
- There is potential to impact the heritage significance of the park by introduction of additional 
visually obtrusive associated infrastructure. As little fencing as possible should be installed to 
support the ongoing use of the area for Baseball. 
- “The extent of fencing is minimised to avoid clutter and maintain the openness of reserves” 
(Public Realm Heritage Guidelines). 
- The CMP notes that ny new fencing associated with any individual sporting activities and 
associations should be removable and of a temporary nature for the duration of the sporting 
activity/season”. However, safety concerns have been advised that temporary fencing may 
not be durable and may not be appropriate if there are strong winds etc. The off-season is 
also relatively short. 
- The key issues to note is that if Baseball was to cease, the immediate removal of all Baseball 
infrastructure should be actioned. 
- The lowest possible fence should be installed along the boundary of Freeling Crescent. If 
that is 2.4m then that would be acceptable. 
- If the fencing behind the backstop requires replacement, then it should also be as low as 
possible in order to meet the standard requirements. If that is 10m then that would be 
acceptable. 

Page 48 of 468



[Report Page 46 of 57]

- Proposed fencing colour (charcoal) in accordance with the endorsed technical document

Staff Recommendation 

There was over 75% support shown through the online survey for the proposed fence height. 
The advisory group also recommended changes to the designs which it is believed are 
workable solutions to assist in addressing some of the concerns raised in the feedback. It is 
therefore recommended that fencing be installed in the existing location and the upgraded 
fencing a 10m backstop hybrid fence, 2.4m eastern fence (along Freeling crescent) and 1.9m 
home run fence along the CLG Primary School side of the reserve. It is also recommended 
amending the design to include gates at the same access points as is currently. This option 
assists with meeting the recommend fence heights as per the risk audit review, however also 
address some of the concerns raised in relation to the visual impact of the fencing by including 
temporary fencing and lowering the fence height at certain locations where possible. The 
design will also be required to go through a development application process and will be 
subject to review by Heritage SA and Heritage consultants prior to approval being received. 
Whether it is possible to replant or replace the existing hedge to assist in providing additional 
screening should also be considered.

This project is not currently funded and therefore to ensure Council is providing upgraded 
infrastructure to support the continuation of baseball at the site, it is recommending that 
Council considers funding in the 2025/2026 ABP process.

Summary of Staff Recommendation
• Improved fencing including 10m Hybrid backstop fence, 2.4m eastern fence (along 

Freeling crescent) and 1.9m fence along CLG primary school side
• Gates included in design to ensure continued access by the community
• Future funding consideration for Council in 2025/2026 ABP process

Decision 10 - Update Mortlock Park Concept Plan - (Concept Masterplan) to reflect 
Decisions 1-9 

While the Mortlock Park Concept Plan has been referred to previously as the Concept 
Masterplan the document will be referenced now as the Mortlock Park Concept Plan.

Administration is proposing that Council updates the Mortlock Park Concept Plan, (Concept 
Masterplan) to reflect the relevant elements within Decisions 1-9. This will include the 
proposed oval lighting, upgraded fencing, new infrastructure and removal of girl guides hall. 

Decision 11  - Mortlock Park Concept Plan Elements

Overview of proposal

Following community consultation on various elements of Colonel Light Gardens including 
Mortlock Park, a revised Mortlock Park Concept Plan for Mortlock Park was endorsed in 2013 
(Attachment B). Since the Master Concept Plan was developed, some pathways and other 
infrastructure adjacent to the playground has been completed. This work included pathways, 
low brick seating wall, gazebo, bench seats, bins, bollards, bike racks, new turf, irrigation, and 
substantial drainage work as this section of the park was subject to poor drainage after rain. 
This was followed by $25,000 of new signage and a fund-my-neighbourhood scheme for a 
new public toilet facility, an extended path, drinking fountain, barbeque, picnic table and bin. 

Administration is continuing to progress the Mortlock Park Concept Plan and consulted on 
some project elements which align with this plan such as the realigned batting tunnels and 
demolition of the Guides Hall. While there are elements within the plan which are currently 

Page 49 of 468



[Report Page 47 of 57]

not funded, those which are supported from a Heritage perspective will continue to be looked 
at a future stage.

Advice received from the Heritage Consultant in relation to the proposed pathway and trees 
on the Master Concept Plan is as follows:
Proposed Pathway and Trees within Master Concept Plan - 
Heritage Opportunities/Constraints as cited by the 
engaged Heritage Consultant (Attachment Q)
- The proposed planting between the two licenced grassed spaces is seen as a formal 
boundary which separates the designated areas visually. It was never intended to assign 
active recreation to these spaces, let alone separate them. A pathway of bitumen and 
paving would also be seen as a formal separation of space.
- The proposed pathway between the two licenced grassed spaces, if completed in 
compacted dirt as opposed to bitumen or paving, is acceptable. A dirt path would be seen 
as an informal ‘desire line’ (which can be seen in Figure 6) which promote better 
accessibility through the site.
- The use of sympathetic path material is also recommended, meaning the paths should be 
similar to other paths around the suburb.
-  The pathway between grassed areas is acceptable in the form of compact dirt, no planting 
(trees or shrubs) or other visually disruptive elements (seating, bins, etc.) should separate 
grassed spaces 

Advisory Group

While there wasn't a separate session on the elements of the concept Masterplan for 
Mortlock Park, elements of the plan were still raised at various stages throughout the group 
meeting. This included the hedges being maintained and or replanted, the pathway and 
trees between the western and eastern spaces being progressed.

Staff Recommendation

While there is currently no capital funding to progress other elements of the Mortlock Park 
Concept Plan (Concept Masterplan) it appears there is support within the community to 
continue to progress the plan and therefore Council is recommended to remain committed 
to progressing elements of the plan. As such it is recommending that subject to heritage 
advice a once off operating budget of $40,000 is considered in a future ABP process to 
scope and cost the remaining elements of Concept Plan and that future funding requests 
are submitted during the Annual Business Plan processes for Council to consider 
proceeding with progressing various outstanding elements of the Mortlock Park Concept 
Plan.

Budget and Funding

The existing available budget for various proposals is broken down as follows: 

Gil Langley Building Upgrade - $3 mil (external) 
- $500,000  2018 Federal 2018 Election Pledge confirmed (update and progress report 
required October) 
- $2.1 million 2022 State Election Pledge Confirmed 
- $400,000 2022 Federal Election Pledge (application submitted, not yet confirmed) 
- $100,000 Sporting Clubs (previously discussed however not yet confirmed) 

Additional works - $848,000 (Council) 
- $30,000 has been allocated for building upgrade detailed design 
- Council’s 2023/2024 Annual Business Plan and Budget endorsed a funding allocation of 
$540,000, which relates to redevelopment at Mortlock Park 
- $88,000 existing capital renewal budget for oval lighting 
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- $190,000 Capital Renewal for DDA toilet and DDA Changeroom Upgrades, for the Gil 
Langley Building (2024/2025 FY) 

Updated Cost Estimates
As mentioned Administration were in the process of obtaining updated cost 
estimates on the two design options for the Gil Langley Building when this report 
was DRAFTED and placed on the Council website. The updated cost estimates were 
received in March 2024 and include additional costs for a minor refurbishment of the 
first floor including new flooring, painting, upgraded air conditioning (noting that 
these costs were not factored into the previous costings). As such with these 
additional works and the increase in cost pressures seen over a number of other 
capital projects the costings for the two designs have increased since the last cost 
estimate was received in June 2023. 

As such an update overview of the costs and budget available is shown in the below table:

Building 
Design 
Option

Cost* Budget Surplus/Shortfall

Option 1

Building: $3.11 mil
Baseball: $315k

Lights: $270k
Guides Hall Demo and 
Landscaping: $80,000
TOTAL – $3,775,000

$2.1 mil State Gov
$900,000 Federal Gov

$88,000 OS Capital 
Renewal (Lights)

$190,000 Prop Capital 
Renewal (Building)

$540,000 Council 23/24 
ABP

 
TOTAL - $3,818,000

$43,000

Option 2

Building: $4.534 mil
Baseball: $315k

Lights: $270k
Guides Hall Demo and 
Landscaping: $80,000
TOTAL – $5,199,000

$2.1 mil State Gov
$900,000 Federal Gov

$88,000 OS Capital 
Renewal (Lights)

$190,000 Prop Capital 
Renewal (Building)

$540,000 Council 23/24 
ABP

$100,000 Clubs (TBC)
 

TOTAL - $3,918,000

-$1,281,000

It's important to note that the figures in the table above are cost estimates only and 
therefore it is likely these costs may change further once the tender process is underway. 

There are also additional costs within the building designs that are not yet factored into cost 
estimates which includes, but is not limited to, the following: 

• Cultural Heritage Monitors 
• Provision of site services and services engineers to review the gas, water and 

electrical services and determine requirements for upgrading to current standards 
and these potential costs 
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• Temporary facilities during build (current allocation of $50,000 in cost estimate 
however this may require additional funding) 

• Additional works upstairs in the Gil Langley Building, noting that painting, new 
carpet and air conditioning have been factored into the costs. There is also a 
possibility that the window glazing in the upstairs area will be required to be 
upgraded. 

According to the cost estimates received there is enough external grant funding to complete 
Design 1, Baseball Infrastructure, oval lighting, Girl Guides Hall demolition and landscaping 
with $43,000 of funding still remaining. However there is a funding shortfall of 
$1,281,000 with Design 2, baseball infrastructure, oval lighting, Girl Guides Hall demolition 
and landscaping. The true costs will not be known until the tender process. 

Based on the feedback received, Administration is recommending that Council supports 
funding the shortfall for Design 2. Funding and completing the development all in one 
construction phase, allows for minimal community and club inconvenience and 
disruption and completes the project and allows for one tender process, therefore 
potentially being more cost effective. 

There is still however, additional funding required to fund all elements. As such, subject to 
approvals, Administration has prepared "Budget Bids" for Council's Annual Business Plan 
and Budget over the next 4 years to seek Council's consideration in funding the shortfall in 
funding at that time for the following:
- Oval Lighting 
- Baseball Infrastructure
- Girl Guides Hall demolition and landscaping
- Former Scout Hall design and costing
- Progressing outstanding elements of the Mortlock Park Concept Plan

DISCUSSION OF OPTIONS FOR COUNCIL'S CONSIDERATION

Decision 1: Girl Guides Hall
Option 1 Demolition Guides Hall

 
return land to dedicated community open space

 $84,000 once off capital funding and $5,773 associated ongoing 
operating for inclusion in 2025/2026 ABP. Noting that this results in a rate 
impact of $0.01% 

Option 2 Do not demolish building 
Option 3 N/A 
Option 4 N/A 
Option 5 N/A 

 

Decision 2: Former Scout Hall
 
Option 1 Provide funding for designs and costings for upgraded hall

 
 
Placing a $30,000 operating budget forward as an operating project in the 
2024/2025 ABP

Option 2 Hire hall as is and upgrade as per renewal program  
Option 3 N/A 
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Option 4 N/A 
Option 5 N/A 

 

Decision 3: Baseball Club Licence
Option 1 10-year term

 
 no increase use on Monday or Wednesday
 
 alteration of one hour on Saturday/Sunday
 
 no use of North West Space (reduction of 13 hours per week) publication 
of usage hours 

Option 2 As per option 1 and including an increase in 2 hours on Wednesday for 
use of South West space

Option 3 10-year term
 
 no Monday usage
 
 continued use of North West Space
 
 2 hours on Wednesday for use of South West space
 
 alteration of one hour on Saturday/Sunday
 
 publish usage hours 

Option 4 Annual agreement with hours of use determined at start of season
Option 5 Hours, term and areas to be determined by Council

 

Decision 4: CLG Football Club Licence
Option 1 As proposed and consulted on (no change)
Option 2 Hours, term and areas to be determined by Council
Option 3 N/A 
Option 4 N/A 
Option 5 N/A 

 

Decision 5: CLG Primary School and St Therese Primary School Licence
 
Option 1 As proposed and consulted on (no change) 
Option 2 Hours, term and areas to be determined by Council 
Option 3 N/A 
Option 4 N/A 
Option 5 N/A 

 

Decision 6: Clubroom ("Gil Langley building") upgrade and/or extension, batting 
tunnels and storage
 
Option 1 Design 2 - Council fund shortfall

$540,000 in the 2023/2024 Annual Budget allocated to Design 2 and an 
additional $704,000 once off capital funding and associated additional 
ongoing operating budget of $51,795. 
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If council were to proceed with this option (Design 2) it would equate to a rate 
increase of 0.08%.

Option 2 Design 2 - Stage the project, proceed with Stage 1 and seek external 
funding for Stage 2

 $540,000 in the 2023/2024 Annual Budget allocated to project with 
Ongoing costs already fully funded as part of the 22/23 ABP. Seek 
external funding for Stage 2 to be constructed at a later date 
If external funding is received and Stage 2 is able to proceed then 
this would result in an associated ongoing operating budget of 
$16,000 with an associated rate increase of 0.03% to be reflected in a 
future budget Review once confirmed. 

Option 3 Design 1

Fully funded through external funding and Council's already allocated 
$540,000 Ongoing costs are fully funded as part of the 22/23 ABP
 

Option 4 Amendments to Design 1 or 2  
Option 5 N/A 

 

Decision 7: Goodwood Baseball and CLG Football Club Lease
Option 1 10 year term, As proposed and consulted on (no change) 

 
No late night private functions

Option 2 6 year term 
 
no late night private functions

Option 3 Term and conditions to be determined by Council
Option 4 N/A 
Option 5 N/A 

 

Decision 8: Upgraded Baseball Infrastructure
Option 1 10m hybrid backstop

 
 2.4m fence along Freeling Crescent
 
 1.9m fence along school side of park

$315,000 once off capital funding and $29,205 associated ongoing 
operating for inclusion in 2025/2026 ABP. Noting that this results in a rate 
impact of $0.05%

Option 2 10m hybrid backstop
 
 2.4m fence along Freeling Crescent
 
 2.4m fence along school side of park
 
 $315,000 once off capital funding and $29,205 associated ongoing 
operating for inclusion in 2025/2026 ABP. Noting that this results in a rate 
impact of $0.05%

Option 3 N/A 
Option 4 N/A 
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Option 5 N/A 
 

Decision 9: Oval Lighting
Option 1 6 x 18m poles

 
 Technology installed to allow for general community use
 
 Existing baseball lights replaced “like for like”
 
 $182,000 once off capital funding and associated ongoing operating 
budget of $16,768 noting that this results in a rate impact of 0.03% 

Option 2 6 x 15m poles
 
 Technology installed to allow for general community use
 
 Existing baseball lights replaced “like for like”
 
$182,000 once off capital funding and associated ongoing operating 
budget of $16,768, noting that this results in a rate impact of 0.03% 

Option 3 N/A 
Option 4 N/A 
Option 5 N/A 

 

Decision 10: Update Concept Plan to reflect Decisions 1-9
Option 1 Update Concept Plan to include relevant elements of Decisions 1-9
Option 2 Council chooses what to include in amended Concept Plan
Option 3 N/A 
Option 4 N/A 
Option 5 N/A 

 

Decision 11: Funding to progress scoping and delivery of remaining elements of 
Concept Plan
Option 1 Administration to prepare ABP request for a $40,000 operating project to 

scope the outstanding Concept plan Elements and submit future budget 
requests to proceed with projects 

Option 2 Administration to prepare ABP request for a $40,000 operating project to 
scope the outstanding Concept plan Elements and submit future budget 
requests to proceed with selected projects  

Option 3 N/A 
Option 4 N/A 
Option 5 N/A 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT AND IMPLICATIONS

Community Consultation was undertaken as per the attached plan (Attachment J)

Lease/Licence consultation is a statutory requirement under the Local Government Act (SA) 
1999 when the term of the lease is greater than 5 years.
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As stipulated by the Funding Agreement(s), any public announcements, events, and 
community consultations regarding the proposed Gil Langley Building Upgrade project can 
only be conducted or disclosed after receiving formal approval from the Minister for Sport, 
Recreation, and Racing.

ENVIRONMENTAL / HERITAGE IMPLICATIONS

Environmental Implications 

Where possible attempts will be made to incorporate environmental initiatives within the 
design of any upgrades including the Gil Langley Building. The upgraded oval lighting will 
be upgraded to LED lighting which are more energy efficient.

Heritage Implications
External Heritage consultants were engaged to identify heritage opportunities and 
constraints to inform proposed changes to Mortlock Park and to assist in ensuring any 
changes/ upgrades are designed and delivered in a way that retains the heritage 
significance of Mortlock Park and, more broadly, the significance of Colonel Light 
Gardens. 

Early Heritage Advice (Attachment Q) has been obtained in relation to the specific 
proposals for Mortlock Park with the advice received to date incorporated into the relevant 
'Discussion' sections in this report, noting that this advice is only an Opportunities and 
Constraints report and further advice is being sought. During any future Development 
Application for proposals (subject to Council approval to progress to this stage), 
Administration will be engaging Heritage Architects, an External Heritage consultant and 
Heritage SA to assess the designs and development application. A Heritage Impact 
Statement report will also be prepared and submitted as part of any Development 
Application and should any concerns be raised in relation to any of the endorsed proposals 
and their impact on Heritage, this will be reported back to Council.

Colonel Light Gardens was established as a State Heritage Area in 2000 under the 
Development Act 1993. This ensured that any future development of properties and open 
spaces within Colonel Light Gardens would be managed to maintain the Area’s heritage 
values. In addition, Council must manage Mortlock Park in accordance with the Community 
Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park. All project elements including the lease/licences 
will be required to be consistent with the objectives established by the Community Land 
Management Plan.

Council needs to have regard to the Public Realm Heritage Guidelines for Colonel Light 
Gardens and applicable areas of the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management 
Plan and Mortlock Park Concept Plan for Mortlock Park when considering the ongoing use 
and management of Mortlock Park.

The Public Realm Heritage Guidelines for Colonel Light Gardens apply to the public realm, 
which includes any land owned or under the care and control of the City of Mitcham withi
n the CLG State Heritage Area. This includes publicly owned streets, pathways, footpaths, 
parks, publicly accessible open spaces and any public and/or civic buildings and facilities 
on public land where the public has access. The Public Realm Heritage Guidelines 
complement the 
Heritage Standards (Colonel Light Gardens, State Heritage Area) prepared by Heritage S
outh Australia and adopted in 2021 to assist in the assessment of “development” 
proposals.
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Actions involving the replacement or upgrade of public realm curbing, footpaths, street tr
ees, street furniture, lighting, and works in parks and reserves by a local council are 
typically not defined as development in the PDI Act. However, these actions are not exempt 
from the definition of development if the works materially affect the heritage values of the 
State Heritage Area.

The Public Realm Heritage Guidelines provide a basis for decision making in relation to 
the management of the heritage values for Colonel Light Gardens and include principles 
and location-specific detail on how development and/or other activities can be undertaken 
to ensure heritage values are protected.

They propose a minimum acceptable standard for public works and maintenance solutions 
within the State Heritage Area. Where these Principles and Acceptable Standards are m
et, it is likely that a proposal does not materially affect the heritage values of the State 
Heritage Area. Of note, neither the Public Realm Heritage Guidelines, nor the 
Conservation Management Plan have any statutory recognition.

Heritage SA advised it is not usual practice to be involved at this early concept stage how
ever 
were provided with a copy of the proposals for comment. Their feedback is yet to be rece
ived and therefore staff will continue to work specifically and directly with Heritage SA 
throughout the development application process.

The Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan (CMP) has been referred to 
as it is acknowledged that the content of this document along with the Public Realm 
Heritage Guidelines is informing the updated Colonel Light Gardens technical data 
sheets/manual.

COST SHIFTING / LEGISLATIVE COST IMPLICATIONS

Community consultation will be conducted to meet legislative obligations and to gain a 
comprehensive understanding of diverse community perspectives.

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS (INCLUDING LIFECYCLE COSTING)

Decision 3, 4, 5 and 7 are in relation to Lease/Licences and as such have no capital or 
operating budgets required. Tenants are charged as per Council's endorsed policy fees 
and charges.

Decision 1 (Girl Guides Hall) and 9 (Baseball Infrastructure) are 
recommending Council's consideration to providing funding in future years.

▪ Girl Guides Hall Demolition and Landscaping - $84,000 once off capital 
funding and $5,773 associated ongoing operating for inclusion in 2025/2026 
ABP. Noting that this results in a rate impact of $0.01%.

▪ Baseball Infrastructure - $315,000 once off capital funding and $29,205 associat
ed ongoing operating for inclusion in 2025/2026 ABP. Noting that this results in a 
rate impact of $0.05%

 
Decision 6 (Clubroom) and 8 (Oval Lighting) are 
recommending Council's consideration to providing funding for the proposals in 
2024/2025.

• Decision 6 Option 1 (Design 2 fully funded by Council) - $540,000 in 2023/2024 
allocated to Design 2. This project, in isolation, equates to a cumulative rate 
increase requirement of 0.16%. Given that Council has already raised rates for 
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this project of 0.09% in its 2023/24 Annual Business Plan, if council were to 
proceed with this option (Design 2) it would require an additional $704,000 
once off capital and equate to a rate increase of 0.08%.

• Decision 6 Option 2 (Design 2 - Staged) -  $540,000 in 2023/2024 allocated to 
Design 2 (Stage 1). This project, in isolation, equates to a cumulative rate 
increase requirement of 0.12%. Given that Council has already raised rates for 
this project of 0.09% in its 2023/24 Annual Business Plan, if council were to 
proceed with this option (Design 2) it would result in a new additional rate 
increase requirement of 0.03% to be reflected in a future budget review upon 
confirmation of the funding.
Decision 6 Option 3 (Design 1) - $540,000 in 2023/2024 allocated to Design 
1. Given that Council has already raised rates for this project of 0.09% in its 
2023/24 Annual Business Plan, if council were to proceed with this option 
(Design 1) the building would be fully funded. There is the potential for excess 
funding to be realised which Council could resolve to allocated towards other 
elements of works on Mortlock park or contribute towards a rates decrease in 
future year. That would be the subject of a future report to Council should this 
option be preferred. 

• Decision 8 Option 1 (6 x 18m) & Option 2 (6 x 15m) - $182,000 once off capital 
funding and associated ongoing operating budget of $16,768 noting that this results 
in a rate impact of 0.03%

 
Once Off Operating Funding

• Decision 2 (Former Scout Hall) is seeking Councils consideration in placing a 
$30,000 operating budget forward as an operating project in the 2024/2025.

• Decision 11 (Concept Plan) is seeking Councils consideration in placing a 
$40,000 operating budget forward for the scoping and costing of the outstanding 
elements within the Mortlock Park Concept Plan

Updated cost estimate was obtained for the two building design options with 
changes to budgets reflected above.

External Funding

Decision 6 - State Government Funding Commitment of $2.1 million, Federal 
Government Commitment of $900,000 and Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel Light 
Gardens Football Club will commit $50,000 for Design 2.
The Gil Langley Building Upgrade is partially funded by the Government of South 
Australia, representing the Minister for Recreation, Sport, and Racing. This funding 
aligns with the commitment made by the Member for Elder, Nadia Clancy MP, on behalf 
of the Malinauskas Government, during the state election campaign

RISK MANAGEMENT / WHS ASSESSMENT

The Local Government Association Mutual Liability Scheme was consulted when the Audit 
was completed in 2015 with regard to the risk audit report and the findings. Their advice 
included: ‘From a risk management perspective, Council should give consideration to:

• The relevant internal and independent information that has been provided in relation 
to the key identified risks arising from (baseball) activity at Mortlock Park; 

• A priority based exercise to evaluate, analyse and treat the identified risks (eg 
consideration of the impacts of the options provided by the assessment or the 
requirements arising from the licence agreement). This would need to take place 
with the Club as it has responsibilities pursuant to a licence agreement; 

• The resourcing requirements and / or impacts of any options; 
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• The long term vision for Mortlock Park and its capacity to allow (Grade 1) Baseball. 
With consideration for the heritage demands of the area. 

From a liability perspective, Council should give consideration to: 
• Its general responsibilities (when alienating land) to ensure that any activity on 

Community Land is “fit for purpose”; 
• Ensuring that any formalised arrangements will give regard to identified risk 

exposures; 
• Continued dialogue with stakeholders and any other lessee / licensee regarding the 

issues raised in the assessment. 

LEGAL / POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Council needs to have regard to the Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock Park, 
the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines and the applicable parts of the 
Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan when considering the ongoing use 
and management of the site. 

Any proposed lease and licence for Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel Light 
Gardens Football Club will be in line with relevant policies (Attachment R).

Legal Advice is currently being obtained and any recommended changes will be inputted 
into the report prior to a Council decision. Council needs to have regard to the various 
matters set out in this report including Community Land Management Plan for Mortlock 
Park, the Colonel Light Gardens Public Realm Heritage Guidelines and the applicable parts 
of the Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan when considering the 
ongoing use and management of the site.

Legal Advice has been obtained, as such any recommended changes have been 
updated throughout the report. 

CONCLUSION

After receiving Election Pledges for the proposed Gil Langley building, staff have 
undertaken a comprehensive assessment of the Mortlock Park site as a whole. To 
facilitate the best approach for progressing the diverse proposals in a State Heritage 
listed suburb, a coordinated strategy was adopted to plan community consultation and 
the implementation of various proposals at Mortlock Park. As such an extensive 
community engagement process was undertaken on the following proposals for 
Mortlock Park:

• Gil Langley Building Upgrade and/or extension, Batting Tunnels and Storage 
designs

• Upgraded Baseball Infrastructure
• Oval Lighting Upgrade
• Proposed 10-

year Lease/Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Football Club, Goodwood Baseball 
Club, Colonel Light Gardens Primary School and St Therese Primary School

• Potential demolition of the existing Guides Hall and Future use of the former 
Scouts Hall.

This process sought to seek a balance between improved community outcomes 
including:
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• Redevelopment of facilities to ensure safe continuation of community sport and 
recreation at the site- Improved community access to Mortlock Park in summer 
months through north west space returned to the community, no Monday usage 
and making playing fixture publicly available;

• Future demolition of Girl Guides to create dedicated community space;
• New upgraded sporting facility to improve access and inclusion for women and 

juniors in sport and upgraded baseball tunnels and storage to improve the visual 
amenity;

• Improved safety with upgraded lighting and baseball infrastructure
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BACKGROUND 

Mortlock Park is located at Sturt Avenue, Colonel Light Gardens. The site comprises two playing fields, a clubroom/ 

changeroom facility (known as the Gil Langley Building), a play space, community buildings and car park. The 

playing fields and clubroom/changeroom are currently licenced/leased to Goodwood Baseball Cllub and Colonel 

Light Gardens Football Club. 

In 2019, Colonel Light Gardens Football Club were successful in receiving a $500,000 Federal Election Pledge to 

assist in funding unisex change-rooms at Mortlock Park. In August 2020, Architects were engaged by Council to 

develop concept plans for an upgraded building that meets the needs of the Clubs and their relevant sports. This 

concept planning process involved Administration working alongside the Architects and representatives from 

both Colonel Light Gardens Football Club and Goodwood Baseball Club over a period of 18 months and resulted in 

two (2) designs being developed. These plans were initially presented to Council at a Designated Informal 

Gathering in March 2021 and following this a new plan was put forward by the Baseball Club (not designed by 

the architects). 

INTRODUCTION 

Although the proposed Gil Langley Building upgrade and/or extension can be considered 

independently, Administration believed it would be advantageous to view the site holistically. This entailed 

exploring additional proposals for upgraded facilities at Mortlock Park, including upgraded lighting, utilisation of 

community buildings, and the potential upgrade of baseball infrastructure. 

To assist in determining the most appropriate way to progress these wide-ranging proposals in a State 

Heritage listed suburb there was a requirement for an internal working group to be established by 

Administration. The objective of the internal working group was to coordinate and plan the community 

consultation and delivery of projects at the site. Administration also engaged a Heritage Consultant to provide 

advice on the proposals for the site and how they align with existing strategic plans and guiding documents 

which relate to Mortlock Park. This advice impacted the nature and detail of the proposals presented for statutory 

community consultation ( duration: 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023). 

ENGAGEMENT OVERVIEW 

All proposals linked to the Mortlock Park Project were released for public consultation on the 

YourSAy platform: Saturday 21 October 2023 and concluded on Sunday 19 November 2023 ( 4 weeks). 

Eight (8) key stakeholders were recruited to form a Mortlock Park Projects Advisory Group (MPPAG). The Group 

attended an introductory session and then met five (5) times over a five (5) week period (19 Oct - 22 Nov 2023). 

The MPPAG membership comprised of: 2 
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Reconsidering Random Selection in Community Engagement: A 
Perspective Aligned with IAP2 Values 
In Council, adherence to the IAP2 Values for Public Participation, a benchmark set by Australia's leading 
body for community and stakeholder engagement, is pivotal. Our Public Consultation Policy embodies 
these core values, ensuring a comprehensive approach to community involvement. These values 
emphasise the importance of: 

1. Seek out and encourage contributions from people who may be affected by or interested in a
decision;

2. Provide relevant, timely and balanced information so people can contribute in a meaningful
way;

3. Provide a variety of appropriate and accessible ways for people to have their say and to speak
honestly;

4. Actively listen so that people’s ideas and input assist in making the final decision;
5. Consider the needs and interests of all people in the decision-making process;
6. Tell the community about the final decision, and how their input was considered, and;
7. Collaborate with peak bodies and other levels of Government to achieve common goals for the

City of Mitcham.

The prioritisation of these values, especially the first point about seeking diverse contributions, presents a 
challenge to the concept of random participant selection in large-scale, emotionally charged projects like 
the Mortlock Park Projects. The random selection process could potentially overlook key stakeholders or 
specific community segments crucial to the project's context. Research in community engagement 
highlights the importance of inclusive and deliberative processes, which often require going beyond 
random selection to ensure diverse and comprehensive participation. 

Furthermore, considering the geographical spread and varied interests of key Colonel Light Gardens’ 
stakeholders, including local community members, sporting club affiliates, and primary school parents, 
Colonel Light Gardens Residents Association, random selection poses significant limitations. It might not 
effectively represent the complex web of interests and opinions in the community. This aligns with 
findings in public participation literature, which suggest that successful community engagement 
necessitates tailored approaches that resonate with the community's unique fabric. 

While random selection has its merits in certain contexts, particularly for identifying and monitoring long-
term trends, its application in this case is fraught with challenges: 

Community Preferences: The Colonel Light Gardens community has expressed a strong desire for 
comprehensive representation, which random selection might not fulfill. 

Trust and Acceptance: The legitimacy of data and outcomes from random selection (primarily distrust that 
random really means random) might be questioned, potentially causing disquiet and affecting 
future community cooperation. 

Complexity of Issues: The diverse topics under discussion demand an engagement approach that captures 
the multifaceted nature of community opinions. 

Resource Intensiveness: Random selection on a large scale could significantly increase the engagement 
process's resource demands. 

To navigate these challenges, our approach to the Mortlock Park Projects involved an open engagement 
process, underpinned by strategic steps to ensure meaningful outcomes: 

1. Clear Objectives: We established explicit goals for the engagement process.

5 
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2. Informed Consent: Participants were fully briefed on the engagement's purpose and data use.
3. Diverse Engagement Channels: We employed multiple platforms, ensuring wide-reaching and

inclusive engagement.
4. Questionnaire Design: Surveys were crafted to elicit unbiased, comprehensive responses.
5. Data Validation: Robust validation techniques were employed to ensure data reliability.
6. Analysing and Reporting: Findings were analysed with rigorous methods and shared

transparently with the community.
7. Accessibility and Inclusivity: Engagement methods were made accessible to all community

segments.

By adopting this multifaceted approach, combining quantitative surveys with qualitative inputs from 
advisory groups and open forums, and including pop-up information sessions, we aimed to balance the 
community's participatory aspirations with the necessity for robust outcomes. This mixed-method 
strategy was designed to foster a nuanced and balanced understanding of community 
perspectives in the Mortlock Park Projects. 

6 

Attachment A

Page 7 of 191
Page 67 of 468



Attachment A

Page 8 of 191
Page 68 of 468



Attachment A

Page 9 of 191
Page 69 of 468



Attachment A

Page 10 of 191
Page 70 of 468



SURVEY DATA OVERVIEW      (qualitative)
Online Survey full Data-set  (All respondents) Figures adjusted to the nearest whole number - includes hard copy survey data

10 
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SURVEY DATA OVERVIEW   (   qualitative)
Online Survey extracted Data-set  (CLG respondents) Figures adjusted to the nearest whole number - includes hard copy survey data

12
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These outcomes quite closely follow community sentiment within Colonel Light Gardens where mentions of 
equitable use of Mortlock Park during the summer months were noted. 

• Development of the Former Scout Hall;
• leasing of the Gil Langley building - subject to term length

The Advisory Group were split on subjects relating to the Goodwood Baseball Club, specifically: 

• License hours;

• Baseball fencing height, and;

• Amount of reserve required for Baseball overall.

POP-UP SESSIONS -APPENDIX OS

A total of three (3) pop-up information sessions were held within Colonel Light Gardens during the 

consultation period. 

The main purpose of the pop-up sessions was to allow the local community to ask questions and become 

familiar with the various proposals under discussion. There was an element of community 

consultation attached to this process in the form of capturing community sentiment through anonymous Post-It 

notes. However offering the local community an opportunity to query each proposal with a member of staff was 

the principle approach. 

It should also be noted that emotions within the community were running high and in some, albeit in the minority, 

instances residents exhibited intimidating and/or threatening behaviour aimed primarily at staff. As a direct 

consequence of this situation we have introduced fundamental changes on how pop-up sessions are to be run in 

the future. 

Information sessions, such as this, are a dynamic way to engage the community directly. However, it 

must be noted that when anonymous comments are accepted, the accuracy of any trends and outcomes may 

be severely compromised by the lack of accountability. The repeated presence, and participation, of the 

same cohort of residents attending all three sessions further complicates the evaluation process and will 
potentially polarise the data and bring into question the overall reliability of the input. 

Notwithstanding this issue, the themes that emerged were somewhat in line with the outcomes of the thematic 

analysis of the on-line survey. The data collated during the pop-up sessions expressed the following themes and 

propositions: 

• Equitable access to community land;
• Consideration of returning the North-West section to the community;
• 5 year leases and licenses or less, and;
• A reduction/reassessment of licensed hours - primarily Goodwood Baseball Club;

WRITTEN AND EMAILED SUBMISSIONS-APPENDIX06 

A total of seven (7) hard copy survey submissions (covered in the online survey analysis), a petition and 13 

email submissions were received during the consultation period. 

Introduction 

This thematic analysis examines a series of letters and proposals related to the use and management of 

Mortlock Park, Colonel Light Gardens. The analysis identifies recurring themes that reflect the community's 

concerns, priorities, and aspirations, offering insights into the complex dynamics of urban planning, 

community engagement, and public space utilisation. 
16 

Attachment A

Page 17 of 191
Page 77 of 468



Attachment A

Page 18 of 191
Page 78 of 468



Attachment A

Page 19 of 191
Page 79 of 468



Attachment A

Page 20 of 191
Page 80 of 468



SURVEY EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey: Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

Executive Summary 

A comprehensive engagement process was initiated across the City of Mitcham to gather the community's views on proposals 
for Mortlock Park. The full quantitative findings are detailed in this engagement report, which specifically presents insights 
from the aggregate dataset, constituting 619 respondents to the YourSAy survey and 7 hard copy submissions (Oct 21, 2023 - 
Nov 19, 2023). 

In assessing the demographic landscape of the City of Mitcham, it is crucial to consider the significance  of the survey results. 
With an estimated population of 68,300 distributed across 33 suburbs, the city's diversity and complexity necessitate accurate 
and representative data for informed decision-making. 

It is important to strike a balance between obtaining sufficient data for meaningful analysis and minimising the potential for 
misleading or biased results. A high engagement response helps mitigate the risk of drawing conclusions from small data 
sets and ensures that the findings accurately reflect the opinions and characteristics of the broader population.

The Mortlock Park survey, upon which this report is based, with 626 respondents, represents an active and civic minded 
community, this is not surprising as Mortlock Park is well regarded my many within the community.This, not insubstantial, 
response and feedback not only enhances the robustness of the engagement process but also provides a more 
comprehensive understanding of the community's perspectives and demographics. Larger response rates can enhance the 
precision of the results, although, it's essential to recognize that achieving a balance is crucial. An excessively large response 
rate may lead to unnecessary resource allocation and increased costs without proportional gains in accuracy. At 626 
respondents the dataset offers a reliable snapshot of the City of Mitcham's characteristics and preferences. Demonstrating a 
commitment to thorough data collection and analysis can only serve as a foundation for an effective decision making process 
in step with the insights expressed by the wider community. 

This data set has propagated two further reports, one report addresses free-text and written submissions, the extracted data 
being subject to a qualitative analysis process. While time-consuming and subjective, qualitative data analysis, when 
combined with quantitative methods, provide for comprehensive understanding and enhanced decisions making. A second, 
additional, report will review insights from a data subset, namely being responses from residents who reside within the 
Colonel Light Gardens suburb. 

The survey covered five (5) sections (Gil Langley building options, oval lighting options, fencing and netting, leases and 
licences and Guides Hall and former Scout Hall), affording respondents the flexibility to selectively engage with proposals of 
particular interest. This approach addressed historical concerns about survey length and enables efficient navigation based 
on participant preferences. 

Survey HlghUghts 

The data revealed that: 

• At 626 respondents the dataset is elicits a smaller margin of error   in  qualitative analysis. This means that the aggregated 
values are more likely to closely represent the population insights and alignment.

• 80% of respondents visit Mortlock Park at least once a week

• 52% of CLG respondents attend Mortlock Park for the purposes of active recreation and social engagement

• 48% of CLG respondents attend Mortlock Park for the purpose of organised sport

• There is strong support for all proposals at Mortlock park (as an indicator that is greater than 70%)

Refer to the following page for a concise overview of the Colonel Light Garden community support for each proposal. 

ii 
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023

iii

Data overview - includes the 7 hard copy surveys

 The data is presented with a high confidence rate.
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ONLINE SURVEY QUESTIONS

Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023

Page 1 of 27
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

Q1 Thank you for taking the time to provide your feedback on Mortlock Park Projects.For the 

completion of the survey, each sub ... 

Question options 

• Yes, I acknowledge the above

Mandatory Question (619 response(s) YourSAy data only) Question type: Radio Button Question

Page 2of 27 
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

03 How often do you visit Mortlock Park? 

Question options 

e Dally • Weekly e Occasionally e Other (please specify) 

Mandatory Question (619 response(s)) 

Question type: Radio Button Question 

Page 4 of 27 

219 (35.4%) 
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

Q4 What is your primary reason for visiting Mortlock Park? 

325 

300 

275 

250 

225 

200 

175 

150 

125 

101 
98 

100 

75 
55 

50 

22 

25 

2 

Question options 

299 

e Playgrounds e BBQ and picnic facilities 

e Use of Guides Hall or Former Scout Hall 

e Active Recreation e.g. walking, running e Dog Walking 

e Participation in Organised Sport e Other (please specify) 

Mandatory Question (619 response(s)) 

Question type: Checkbox Question 

Page 5 of 27 

42 
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

QS What is your connection with Mortlock Park (Select all that apply) 

450 

394 

400 

350 

313 

300 

250 

200 

150 

100 
84 

50 

16 17 

---

Question options 

e I am a nearby resident e I live in the Mitcham Hills Area e I live in the Mitcham Plains Area 

63 

e I am involved in organised sport at Mortlock Park e I am involved with the CLG Guides Group e Other (please specify) 

Mandatory Question (619 response(s)) 

Question type: Checkbox Question 

Page 6 of 27
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

Q6 Would you like to provide feedback on Building Upgrades? 

Question options 

e Yes e No 

102 (16.6%) 

Optional question (613 response(s), 6 skipped) 

Question type: Radio Button Question 

Page 7 of 27 

\_ 511 (83.4%) 
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

08 Please indicate your level of support for proposed upgrades to the Gil Langley Building 

and Batting Tunnels 

28 (5.5%) 

39 (7 .6"/4) 

Question options 

e Strongly Support e Support e Neutral e Opposed e Strongly Opposed 

Mandatory Question (511 response(s)) 

Question type: Radio Button Question 

Page 9 of 27 

391 (76.5%) 
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

Q11 Would you like to provide feedback on Oval Lighting? 

Question options 

e Yes e No 

115 (18.8%) , 

Optional question (612 response(s), 7 skipped) 

Question type: Radio Button Question 

Page 12 of 27
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

Q14 Would you like to provide feedback on Baseball Fencing? 

195 (32.2%) 

Question options 

e Yes e No 

Optional question (605 response(s), 14 skipped) 

Question type: Radio Button Question 

Page 15 of 27

410 (67.8%) 
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

Q16 Would you like to provide feedback on Leases and Licences? 

Question options 

e Yes e No 

112 (18.4%) 

Optional question (608 response(s), 11 skipped) 

Question type: Radio Button Question 

Page 17 of 27

496 (81.6%) 
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

Q23 Would you like to provide feedback on the Guides Hall and Former Scout Hall? 

286 (48.2%) -

Question options 

e Yes e No 

Optional question (593 response(s), 26 skipped) 

Question type: Radio Button Question 

Page 24 of27 

- 307 (51.8%) 
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

Q26 Would you like to give feedback on other elements of Mortlock Park? 

376 (64.6%) 

Question options 

e Yes e No 

Optional question (582 response(s), 37 skipped) 

Question type: Radio Button Question 

Page 27 of27 

,- 206 (35.4%) 
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SURVEY EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023

Page 1 of 29
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023

Page 3 of 29

Data overview - includes the 7 hard copy surveys

The CLG respondents engaged significantly with all proposals with the exception of the Guides Hall and former Scout Hall question.
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Q1  Thank you for taking the time to provide your feedback on Mortlock Park Projects.For the
completion of the survey, each sub...

Yes, I acknowledge the above
Question options

Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey : Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023

Page 5 of 29

YourSAy Online survey data
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Have Your Say on Mortlock Park Projects Survey: Survey Report for 21 October 2023 to 19 November 2023 

Q4 Suburb 

0 

251 

Question options 

• COLONEL LIGHT GARDENS, SA 

251 participants from Colonel light Gar dens engaged with the online  survey 

Page 6 of29 
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NUMBER THEME INDEX SUMMARY OF SUBMISSION COMMENTS (NOTE SIMILAR ENTRIES MAY BE COMBINED) PROJECT RESPONSE

1.01 New build required, not a cheap bandaid approach NOTED - current funding would not facilitate a rebuild

1.02

Firstly, the design of interior of the Gill Langley building was poor, yes it met AFL standards but the design is taking up too larger a foot print on the oval.
My proposal is to increase the Langley building by having it come out 15 metres into the carpark and creating the change rooms for both males and females. This doesn't incur any interference with heritage considerations. 
Existing external stairs are unsafe and need to be replaced. They are too steep and no anti-slip treads.

NOTED - Any increase in footprint (Option 02) would be mitigated with the 
demolition of the Guides Hall

NOTED - Safety concerns have been forwarded on to the relevant 
department.

1.03

I beg council to consider neighbouring residents and make accommodations such as 1) Enclosing the south/western corner of the balcony to provide both a visual and noise barrier. 2) Moving the entrance to the northern face of the building 
to minimise disruptions from noise/traffic flow. 3) Replacing the hedge across the carpark, which is currently not in keeping with any of the hedging and provides no screening from constant car-park traffic. 4) Place restrictions on evening 
balcony use (e.g. no use after 7pm/alcohol restrictions).

NOTED

NOTED - Suggestions have been forwarded onto the Mortlock park project 
Team.

2.01 Why is there such an emphasis on upgrades of sporting clubs that are in reality not even accessible to actual residents of Colonel Light Gardens and have no tangible impact on our enjoyment of this green / open space. NOTED - Grant funding was offered for the upgrade to the Gil Langely building 
and associated assets

2.02 The initial purpose of Mortlock Patk was for the residents of the surrounding areas to enjoy the open spaces.  It was not for the whole purpose of a baseball club which only serves a small percentage of the Colonel Light Gardens 
population. 

NOTED - this section is concerned with Gil Langley building options. Leases 
and licenses are discussed elsewhere

2.03

More space is being taken away from a residential park. Place the additional requirement in the temp side car park or offsite storage. This is a local club renting a shared service council owned facility. The baseball was agreed to be a 
temporary area with seasonal nets to be removed at the end. Now council is consumed by over righting what has already been decided in the previous surveys. I call some one has a political pull here overwriting local us and making us 
approve what we have already rejected.

NOTED - All consulataion data will be presented to Council during the 
decision making process

2.04 I support refurbishment, however it appears as though this proposal goes hand in hand with limiting use to the public, as such I don't support the overall plan. NOTED - this section is concerned with Gil Langley building options. Leases 
and licenses are discussed elsewhere

2.05
The proposed doubling of the footprint of the existing building on green space for one clubs sole use ie the baseball clubs batting tunnels and female change rooms, is a greedy, selfish grab for public money. What use/ access will the 
general public/ residents have  of these new facilities? Absolutely nothing. NOTED - Any increase in footprint (Option 02) would be mitigated with the 

demolition of the Guides Hall

2.06 The park should have less organised sport and more access for residents NOTED - this aspect is discssed elsewhere
2.07 This should be an open park for residents, an open space for all not sports clubs. Like Heywood park, something to promote health and well being. NOTED
2.08 Why not upgrade for general community use. Design proposals are limited to the sporting clubs which excludes the majority of Mitcham residents. NOTED
2.09 The building is an eye sore, upgrading will only make it worse. NOTED - Final designs are yet to be drafted
2.10 Mortlock Park should be available for resident recreation purposes, not a minority of baseballers NOTED

2.11 Increases the building footprint so there is a loss of park. It anticipates further increases of use of the park by sporting clubs and therefore loss of access by local users. NOTED - Any increase in footprint (Option 02) would be mitigated with the 
demolition of the Guides Hall

2.12

The proposed development supports further growth of the "Goodwood" baseball club which already dominates use of Mortlock Park during leisure hours over the baseball season, to the exclusion of local residents. This club is not local 
(outside Mitcham LGA) and the majority of its members are from outside Colonel Light Gardens, yet local residents not only subsidise the club's use of Mortlock Park but have their access unfairly limited by the club's use. NOTED - this section is concerned with Gil Langley building options. Leases 

and licenses are discussed elsewhere

2.13
these do not accord with the nature of Mortlock Park as a community facilty NOTED - There is an opportunity to develop the former Scout Hall into a 

Community Hall

2.14
 In terms of specific designs, Option 1 will not provide the sporting clubs with the change rooms they say need for the safety of women's sport, but option 2 will double the size of the footprint, infringing on the community's dwindling open 
space. There will be absolutely no benefit to the wider community. NOTED - Any increase in footprint (Option 02) would be mitigated with the 

demolition of the Guides Hall

2.15
I do not consider any increase in floor plan acceptable. Given a 10 year lease is being considered, I do not support any refurbishment or continued exclusive use outside of this time frame. I consider a 10 year period a sunset time period in 
which the club should re-locate, and the land usage be returned to the local residents for non exclusive community use. NOTED - Option 01 has the least impact on footprint. Leases and licenses are 

considered elsewhere

2.16 Are for use of limited persons. NOTED
2.17 The only people set to benefit by the upgrades are members of the Goodwood Baseball Club , the majority of which do not even reside in CLG. NOTED

3.01
The proposed upgrade to the balconies are also a major concern. What about the noise levels and disruptions  to nearby residents? When the baseball hires out the club rooms for private parties the noise that comes from the balcony area 
is excessive and very disruptive as is the coming and going in the car park area with people shouting and honking horns at all hours of the night. NOTED - there may be additional restrictions upon hours of use subject to a 

Development Application

3.02
Larger balcony not needed for sport club use. It would be a problem for residents if regularly used for late social events. NOTED - there may be additional restrictions upon hours of use subject to a 

Development Application

3.03
No extension to the existing balcony - even with blinds it will still increase the number of people and noise levels, in both club or hire situations. NOTED - there may be additional restrictions upon hours of use subject to a 

Development Application

3.04 There is already too much sport, itstoo noisy, too much traffic, too much trash left around. Members of sports clubs do not value things they get for nothing and cause damage and are not doing a good job of ensuring the building is kept in 
good condition. NOTED

3.05

The new designs have been developed with complete disregard for neighbouring residents. The clubrooms are already disruptive and the extended balcony will be both an eyesore and a nuisance. In terms of impact, the current 
configuration of the Gil Langley Building and its surrounds contribute considerably to noise pollution. All traffic (car and foot) is pushed to the southern end, and every time the clubroom doors open, I can hear people from my living 
room/bedrooms. It is equivalent to dealing with a constant house party in your neighbours front yard. The sound-proofing is non-existent and an open balcony will exacerbate this considerably. If the inevitable renovation were to go ahead, I 
beg council to consider neighbouring residents and make accommodations

NOTED - there may be additional restrictions upon hours of use subject to a 
Development Application

3.06
In addition, the proposed  balcony extensions are not conducive to nearby residents peace and quality of life. The noise that comes from the current west facing balcony in the evenings when the club subleases it or uses it is disruptive and 
excessive. Loud music, drunk  teenagers, swearing and shouting is not acceptable to nearby residents and not what should be taking place in a heritage listed area. NOTED - there may be additional restrictions upon hours of use subject to a 

Development Application

Morklock Park GIL LANGLEY BUILDING OPTIONS (Submissions and Freetext)

1 New Build

The data presented here represents a minority view - 5.8% of the full dataset who oppose the proposal and offer a qualifying statement.

Equity of access2

Noise | antisocial issues3

1

APPENDIX 03

17 

81
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NUMBER THEME INDEX SUMMARY OF SUBMISSION COMMENTS (NOTE SIMILAR ENTRIES MAY BE COMBINED) PROJECT RESPONSE

1 Licensed hours 1.01 Night time games were never part of the original agreement. Why does the cloud and it’s needs overnight local residents NOTED - Hours of use have been set out under the Licensed hours 
are under consultation.

1.01
Again, these lighting upgrades are wholly dedicated to sport and an increased amount of activity that is not relevant to local residents who utilise the space in a different manner. NOTED - there is some potential for subdued lighting to be extended 

beyond organised sport scheduled times to allow community utilise or 
traverse the park.

1.02 It is ridiculous to spend ratepayers money to maintain facilites which only benefit sporting groups not the whole community . This is a PARK not a Sports Field NOTED

1.03 The park should be used as a resource for the Colonel Light Garden Suburb Community for which it was provided. NOTED

1.04
Public lighting is not the same as sports lighting. Safety is important for public lighting and would be nowhere near the costs for baseball lighting NOTED - there is some potential for subdued lighting to be extended 

beyond organised sport scheduled times to allow community utilise or 
traverse the park.

1.05
This should be an open park for residents, an open space for all not sports clubs. Like Heywood park, something to promote health and well being.

NOTED

1.06 It is purely fir the purposes of more organised sport on Mortlock park, which I strongly oppose. NOTED

1.01

Fears that lithe lights would mean light travelling over the head and into our home - not to mention the use of the field for later and later games which can be quite disruptive to the street traffic as is. 

1.02
Increased lighting will produce more light pollution of the surrounding area.   The area already produces too much light and can be seen for an extended radius. 

1.03
floodlights devalue the surrounding neighbourhood and make it hard for small children to sleep, and disrupt the local wildlife especially birds nesting nearby.  And floodlights are ugly. 

1.04
Behold the curse of man-made radiance, a calamitous scourge that disrupts the repose of both man and creature. The towering spires, stretching into the far reaches of the horizon, emit a glaring brilliance that mars the 
landscape, akin to the raucous tones of omnipresent telephonic towers. An unsettling intrusion, as these lofty poles disturb the innate serenity of the Park, designed as a sanctuary of unspoiled natural beauty.

1.05 The council does not provide money for decent street lighting so why should our money go to light pollution?

1.06

Large poles, especially when painted dark colours, form a blight on the skyline.   The lights need to be path lights of a more human scale.  And not so bright that they blind everyone in the area like the ones that are currently in 
the car park and Windsor Avenue. 

The super bright lights on Windsor Avenue near the primary school and at the corner of Sturt and West Parkway are blinding on the approach from relatively less brightly lit footpaths.   Flood lights are also going to be blinding, 
like having the high beam left on when people are driving.  

Other football ovals and their lights are not so close to the streets. 

Light pollution from sporting facilities is linked to insomnia, cancer, obesity (lack of sleep), diabetes, heart disease, and depression.   You say it doesn't spill but I can see the similar flood lights like at Edwardstown oval from 
miles away. 

1.07 Due to the effects of light pollution on local environment and residents. 

4 Assorted
1.01

I strongly support the provision of safe lighting for the football oval - the currently lux level is both inadequate and dangerous.   Both designs appear to have lights that will impact the second diamond for baseball and also have 
not included any increase in lighting for the baseball diamond

1.02
 I can understand the football club needs lighting as they use the space during winter and I don’t have a problem for them getting an upgrade for their use.

1.03
However, the baseball club use the oval mostly during the warmer months hence their need is lessened

NOTED - The lighting options under consultation are intended to be 
installed for the CLG Football Club

1.04
Any lighting that is not ground level makes the park a sports ground, not a community park. Why should the residents approve AFL standard lighting in the middle of their suburb? The poles will be tall enough to see during 
daylight hours and only depreciate housing prices in the area, let alone at night which will be a horrible eyesore for neighbouring property owners. NOTED

1.05
floodlights devalue the surrounding neighbourhood 

NOTED

1.01

Neither of these options align with heritage guidelines 

1.02
Lighting will be not in keeping with the area 

1.03 It is not consistent with the culture of the district.
1.04 Way too high and ugly. Does it fit with Heritage standards. Nobody from council could answer this question at the community meetings

1.05 Maintaining the heritage appearance of mortlock park 
1.06  It is not in keeping with the heritage of the suburb. We are not a sporting facility suburb, we are a GARDEN suburb. 

6 Aesthetics 1.01 Also, 18 metre poles will ruin the aesthetics of the park and make it look even more like a baseball park - which it is not! NOTED

Morklock Park OVAL LIGHTING (Submissions and Freetext)
The data presented here represents a minority view - 3.8% of the full dataset who oppose the proposal and offer a qualifying statement.

2 No Community benefit

3 Disruption (noise/light)

NOTED - Lighting consultants have shown conclusively that light spill 
will be significantly less than present with modern lighting units.

Use of the Oval by sporting clubs will remain as set out in the 
proposed licensed hours out for consultation.

NOTED - Strangely these are supportive statements offered after 
strongly opposing the Oval Lighting. Possibly the participant chose 
Strongly oppose instead of Strongly Support

NOTED - both options have been assessed by a heritage consultant, 
before any design is endorsed and installed it will be subject to a 
heritage Impact Report.

5 Heritage

2
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NUMBER THEME INDEX SUMMARY OF SUBMISSION COMMENTS (NOTE SIMILAR ENTRIES MAY BE COMBINED) PROJECT RESPONSE

1.01 Should be a park and not a baseball club oval
1.02 Baseball takes up so much time and space at the Park already . East oval is hardly ever available to public . Most do not even live in this suburb

1.03
I would like less good wood baseball in colonel light gardens, it takes up most of the area and feels like we are not welcome to spend time down at the park in base ball season, don’t want to get hit by a ball

1.04 This should be an open park for residents, an open space for all not sports clubs. Like Heywood park, something to promote health and well being.

1.05
 I would also suggest that this oval is used for more frequently by families, school students and members of the public than it is by baseball. I think its great to have the oval used by local clubs, but just take 
a look at the Sturt Baseball Club fences and you'll get an impression of how ugly such a high fence will look.

1.06 Mortlock Park should be redesigned into a park similar to Haywood Park, were the majority of residents can use

1.07 If the existing fencing/netting is not suitable the club needs to go somewhere else. 

1.08 In the first instance, regardless of the netting, it is inappropriate to play any hardball games on a shared use facility.
Should all hurdles be completed, funding should be at baseball club's expense.  I am opposed to funding sport specific infrastructure 

1.09 move baseball to alternate site, not suitable for a community park for 3000 plus residents.  Baseball’s growth can flourish elsewhere with much less resistance.

1.10
Because I strongly oppose increased use of Mortlock Park by the baseball club. Increased investment in baseball facilities will only result in the continued encroachment of the baseball club over our 
community’s park. 

1.11 Baseball is unsuited to a Community Park (cynically-why not just fence the entire thing off like the WA Norman Reserve so only sports clubs use it :-(

1.12 Mortlock park was designed to provide a community green space for leisure and recreation, not to give one sporting club the monopoly of use. It is not the responsibility of Mitcham council to upgrade 
Baseball club facilities fir a club that is not even from our council area. 

2.01
Adds to the detriment of visual aspect of the space, why not heighten the fence to 20m?

2.02
 A 2.4 metre fence would be very obtrusive for people wanting to play at the park i.e. kick a soccer ball for fun away from those playing AFL. Seems unnecessary as it hasn't been needed previously.

2.03

Already the fencing looks ugly and divides the outdoor space. I strongly oppose any higher fencing that essentially makes non baseball players feel like they are 'locked out' of that space. It very much 
divides the natural environment. Ten metre high fencing is huge! Mortlock Park was supposed to be developed into a park according to Charles Reade. Whilst I support sport being played there I think the 
space very much needs to be shared and not made ugly.

2.04 The boundary fence is not removable after the season.
2.05 It is intrusive and being permanent could limit other access to the oval
2.06 This fencing restricts access and is visually an eyesore 

2.07 The current eyeline across the park is not blocked by fencing. The increased height proposal changes the outlook from acceptable to looking like a sports stadium and unsightly as a community park.

2.08 They spoil the aesthetic of the park in general 
2.09  intrusive not only to the look of the park but the surrounding streets and housing.
2.10 The outfield fencing at the new proposed height will be unattractive and not in keeping with the notion of an open and shared space.

2.11 I understand the risk presented by flying baseballs, but a 2.4m fence?? It's going to be a horrible addition to such a beautiful open space! I find it very hard to see how this fits with the character of CLG, 
Mortlock Oval and oval use by members of the community.

2.12 Not required and looks ugly
2.13 These are an outrageous blot on the landscape and we still wont be able to use the park. 

2.14

 A malevolent act unfolds as colossal, unsightly nets ensnare the once pristine green realms, a deliberate assault on the very legacy that time bestowed upon us. These towering enclosures, bereft of 
grace, stand as ominous symbols of a willful disregard for the sanctity of our cultural and natural inheritance. The free and open expanses, now shackled by these monstrous nets, tell a woeful tale of an 
era where the sacred tapestry of our past is torn asunder by the heedless hand of degradation. How grievously we mourn the intentional affliction upon our enduring legacy!

2.15 Both current and proposed fencing/netting are unsightly.
2.16 The existing and proposed enlarged fencing design detracts from the aesthetics of the reserve,
2.17 Excessively obtrusive for a mixed use park
2.18  It cannot accommodate the expanding baseball club and also enable a 50/50 shared use for the rest of the community. 

2.19 The ordinary Australian suburban park is too often utilised as a sports ground, and large parts are enclosed with fences for football or cricket ovals with their attendant grandstands, and thus all sense of 
retirement and beauty is lost. 

2.20
In my years of being at the park and seeing the baseball played while I am there I have never seen the ball being hit over either fence.  The fence implemented in my time of residence (1996) was not and 
is still not a pretty sight.  The raising of the fence, particularly the outfield would make the space feel more prison like. .

2.21 Far too high and ugly.  It should only be temporary
2.22 It’s horrible! It divides the park! The 10metre fencing is hideous. This is a community park. Not a baseball park
2.23 It's ugly and devalues CLG.
2.24 When parks become more like sports grounds they lose all sense of beauty. Mortlock park was not intended to be used for baseball.

2.25  Putting up higher fencing on the northern side near the playground would aesthetically detract from the peace and tranquillity of Mortlock Park and the higher fencing behind the batting  diamond should 
NEVER be even considered. 

2.26 It spoils the unfettered vista of the Mitcham Hills which has a psychological value when trying to unwind. N.B the architectural ‘Concept Drawings’ show a starry sky where the foothills are… misleading. 

2.27 Very unsightly and require large amounts of infrastructure to accomodate growing club
2.28  The proposed fencing will make the park look more like a baseball park and less like the vision of the Master Plan. 

3.01 Please refer to my previous comments on this park which also apply to the fencing proposal 
3.02 I don’t believe base ball should be at the oval 
3.03 why not change orientation of the diamond
3.04  Baseball has enough 
3.05  Im sure this would affect the mental health of many of our residents

3.06 Should all hurdles be completed, funding should be at baseball club's expense.  While council is at risk of being sued by allowing a dangerous activity on an open reserve, Baseball club carries the biggest 
risk and therefore any risk mitigation should be at their expense

3.07  The Mitcham Council Master Plan also does not cater for such fencing and residents are STILL WAITING for that to be finalised

NOTED -  this reflects an ongoing friction between sport and 
neighbouring residents regarding shared spaces. Not a situation 
unique to CLG as it is playing out across the entire LGA. 

Negative sentiment here is majoritively directed at Baseball at 
Mortlock Park 

NOTED

Morklock Park FENCES AND NETTING (Submissions and Freetext)
The data presented here represents a minority view - 11.2% of the full dataset who oppose the proposal and offer a qualifying statement.

1 Equity of use

2 Aesthetics

3 Assorted

3
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3.08

I STRONGLY OPPOSE the outfield/home-run fencing height of 2.4m. This height is incredibly obtrusive, an eyesore and unnecessary. The safety audit did not recommend this change and Baseball SA 
guidelines (as per October 2023) state a height of 1.83m to be sufficient. Therefore, I believe the fence along the Eastern length should be renovated, but remain between 2-2.4m, as they are against a 
hedge so the visual disturbance will be minimal. However, the home-run fence along the northern length should not exceed 1.83m. This would reach the best balance between heritage/visuals/open 
community spaces and safety/compliance.

3.09 The Mitcham Council Master Plan doesn’t allow for such fencing and residents are STILL WAITING for that to be finalised.

3.10
Why should the council/ratepayers/residents pay for it? If the baseball club needs it to protect themselves against liable for injuring the public then why don’t they pay for it? But they won’t because 
according to the baseball club representative, and I quote “ we don’t care about the fencing, we don’t need it, the public do”.

4.01 Mortlock Park was supposed to be developed into a park according to Charles Reade.

4.02
Heritage compliance. The fence does not complement the heritage ideals of colonel Light Gardens 

4.03

There is NO fencing for the sport of baseball that will comply with Heritage standards for Colonel Light Gardens Heritage listing. 
Council has disallowed anyone from hitting a golf ball at Mortlock Park with a threat of fines from the Council and signs were posted to that affect.
Unfortunately for baseball enthusiasts, fencing is essential due to the aggressive nature of their missile system nevertheless it is an essential requirement for public safety. 
In our residential zoned Heritage Suburb the resolution of safety fencing is only resolved by baseball being restricted to an Industrial Zone or (country) ie another suburb - and it is the club's responsibility to 
do just that. I note that The Goodwood Baseball Club is not The (Heritage) Colonel Light Gardens Baseball Club nor Mitcham Baseball Club.

4.04 The proposed fencing/netting does NOT meet the Heritage standards of Colonel Light Gardens

4.05 The proposed fencing for the use of baseball is not appropriate for the original design of this park. The park was never intended to be used for baseball purposes.

4.06 Alas, witness the deliberate desecration of our cherished heritage! 
4.07 They are completely at variance with the heritage of the suburb. 
4.08  is not remotely consistent with heritage concepts

4.09 There is absolutely no way the baseball netting and fencing can be within the realms of heritage.  They will be very high and unsightly.  I can appreciate the need for the saftey aspect but feel Mortlock Park 
should not be turned into a baseball stadium.

4.10 Sulman was really specific - no giant ugly nets.   That's our heritage.  Do you think it's ok to just "performance assess" your way out of abuse of the Heritage Significance?

4.11 it will definitely grate from a Heritage point of view and will be perceived to further alienate Mortlock Park as an open welcoming reserve.

4.12 Apart from it being unsightly, it will definitely grate from a Heritage point of view and will be perceived to further alienate Mortlock Park as an open welcoming reserve.

4.13  Fencing and netting to keep stray balls in and to keep the public safe are against heritage legislations and against the original plan by Charles Read for a park to be used by all.

4.14 should not exceed 1.83m. This would reach the best balance between heritage/visuals/open community spaces and safety/compliance.
4.15 It goes against the Heritage values of the Suburb.

5.01

If the sport of baseball is not a safe sport to play at Mortlock Park why are they there? If the space has to be modified to such an extent to make it safe, why aren’t the club encouraged to go elsewhere? 
The increased netting in both height and area will only serve, along with the batting tunnels and lighting, to make this lovely green space into a designated baseball park.  Mortlock Park was bequeathed to 
the residents to be used for recreational purposes, not for a baseball club to come in and monopolise the use of it and change the appearance of it to such an extent to make it unrecognisable from its 
original Master Plan for its own selfish purposes. 

5.02 Baseball does not belong at Mortlock Park.  By the shear number of imposing infrastructures (batting tunnels, fencing, diamonds) it is not safe for residents to use the park when baseball is there.

5.03 Why do we need baseball fencing? Is it because it is an unsafe sport that shouldn’t be played in a shared community space.

7 Supportive
6.01

As per the safety audit in 2015, I support the need to increase the backstop fencing by 1m (from 9 to 10m). However, this should be temporary in nature. I understand it is not possible for the entire 
backstop netting to be temporary, therefore, I support the current design with the 50/50 split between a permanent fence and temporary netting to the top. The permanent fencing section should be kept as 
low as structurally possible. 

NOTED

4 Heritage

NOTED: Fencing and netting options were subject to a Heritage 
review and will be submitted for a Heritage Impact Report before any 
installation.

5 Safety

NOTED

NOTED

4
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NUMBER THEME INDEX SUMMARY OF SUBMISSION COMMENTS (NOTE SIMILAR ENTRIES MAY BE COMBINED) PROJECT RESPONSE

1.01

The baseball community have been explicit in their opposition the community outside of their club. They do not adhere to their allocated areas, they actively address community members, often 
our older dog walkers in a most disrespectful way. When questions are asked of council there is a biased member (brother in law to the baseball manager) who stops any complaints 
proceeding. They do not allow for shared use of space as per the design conditions of Mortlock Park.  They actively stop access to water for dogs by sealing off their external stamp and as do 
not positively contribute to the actual community outside of their own club interests. The football club demonstrate that a positive relationship is possible, but the baseball club are not good 
community members and do not adhere to the intended shared space of Mortlock Park.

1.02  They are very in accepting of others using the park and have been known to be quite rude. 

2.01 The club is too big for the space of Mortlock Oval NOTED
2.02 They do not adhere to their allocated areas,… NOTED
2.03 Mortlock Park is not a sports oval. NOTED
2.04 The club is already allocated a great deal of space.  NOTED
2.05 As said previously, Mortlock Park was designed and developed for the whole community not for the sole purpose of a Baseball club. NOTED

2.06 The lease should not be dedicated to just these two clubs but a general use available for other public uses. What influence is being applied here outside of  normal input on the council. The 
RSL is a general use as should these expensive rooms and service areas outside of cloud use.

NOTED - Leaseholders at the Gil Langley building have an option to 
hire out space as does the RSL.

2.07 It is a community space. It is not exclusively for the baseball club. NOTED

2.08 i don't support my reduced access to the site NOTED - The granting of a lease will not further reduce access to the 
site

2.09

The club has a history of wanting and asking for more and more of the parks area and usage. According to them, as the  club expands they need more space and time on the oval, to the extent 
that they now have 71% usage of the usable hours for both ovals with little left for the community to use. Case in point, they have just asked for Monday nights as well which is currently the 
only night they are not there. Are they going to continue to grow and hence outgrow Mortlock Park? Hopefully yes, but a 10 year lease ensures them their time and assists them in asking for 
more and more which council readily gives them. All the residents have ever asked for us equitable use but history shows the baseball club is not good at sharing. 

NOTED - use of open space is discussed in a later section

2.10 Not a baseball oval NOTED

2.11 The Baseball club uses the Park so much already to the exclusion of regular visitors . Enough is enough . Find another Sports Ground this is meant to be a PARK !! less sport and more trees . NOTED

2.12

Residents and casual park users are not greatly inconvenienced by the current enforcement of the usage agreement. If a lease gives the club the right to enforce their use at the times stated it 
would become a dedicated baseball stadium and exclude use as a community park.
Mortlock park should be a park in the style of Heywood Park. A 10 plus 10 lease would mean a general community asset is lost and unrecoverable.

NOTED - use of open space is discussed in a later section.

The lease in question is for a 10 year duration not a 10 year plus 10 
year lease.

2.13 This is a community park,  by design and by implementation.   To lease any community area for EXCLUSIVE use to a single club is abhorrent NOTED

2.14 The proposal weighs heavily on the support of the baseball clubs and football clubs, and not time for community use that suits the community and nearby residents. NOTED

2.15 The park is not a baseball park it is a park for residents NOTED

2.16 Strongly oppose further conversion of this public open space into a dedicated baseball area which when in season momopolises use of the park to baseball & prevents mitcham resident from 
enjoying this facility. NOTED - use of open space is discussed in a later section

2.17 The majority of residents have no access to the facility NOTED

2.18
Due to my thoughts on the previous questions, I feel that I cannot support the proposed 10 year lease for the Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel Light Gardens Football Club. It appears that 
the percentage use of the park is heavily in favor of the sporting clubs and not the residents and wider community NOTED

2.19

Mortlock Park is in the heart of a heavily residential area in a heritage listed suburb where Council has obligations to provide fair and equitable access to the local community. Baseball, 
particularly with the current size and likely growth of the Goodwood Baseball Club, requires extensive space, infrastructure and oval usage time that, during the baseball season, deprives the 
local community of access to the majority of the reserve across prime leisure hours. NOTED

2.20
I feel the exclusive use in time and space of the park by the Baseball club is inequitable for residents. I would like more shared use for the community. 

NOTED

2.21 I do not agree that Goodwood Baseball Club should have exclusive use of the facilities at Mortlock Oval. The oval and associated buildings are for everyone and all the community to enjoy. NOTED

2.22 The park is intended for the local community not for leasing out in a manner that prohibits community use. NOTED

2.23
Mortlock Park is a community/shared facility. I would like to understand more about the exact intended usage by the baseball club. It is not fair for the baseball club to use all the facilities all 
weekend and every night of the week as stated below. I say again, Mortlock Park is a community facility, and it should be shared by everyone. NOTED

2.24 Leasing to these clubs for exclusive use prevents ALL residents from benefiting of the use of this space. The space should be used fairly. NOTED

2.25 Increased footprint and associated traffic (vast majority of beneficiaries outside of suburb) with capacity for more spectators and players. Upgrades do nothing to benefit the majority of the 
residents of the Colonel Light Gardens or adjacent suburbs NOTED

2.26 I oppose the provision of such a large extent of the park to the baseball club at the expense of the general public for safe recreational activities.  Mortlock park should primarily be a shared 
space. NOTED

2.27 The general public needs safe, shared open green space. NOTED - use of open space is discussed in a later section

2.28

I strongly oppose the leasing of the central/eastern/western & northern areas of the Mortlock Park football oval to the baseball club.
These areas need to be set aside for recreational use eg family picnics and gatherings with children.  You always see kids, teen-ages & adults playing football, soccer and frisbee as well as 
flying kites. walking of dogs - on & off leash etc. in the spring & summer evenings
It is a very important area for all members of the community to gather, including the elderly & people with physical & intellectual disabilities. 

NOTED - use of open space is discussed in a later section

2.29 The club should not have exclusive use. The whole of Mortlock Park is a public park that needs to be available to the public. NOTED - use of open space is discussed in a later section

2.30
The times and the amount of area leased seems to prohibit a huge area of mortlock park from being used by the local community.

NOTED - the lease pertains to the Gil Langley building andbatting 
tunnels. Use of open space is discussed in a later section.

2.31 The leases currently proposed are patently unfair to community members. Please consider “fair and equitable use” as stated in the heritage guidelines for CLG NOTED

2.32 It appears this is very grey. Why should one club have such a monopoly on Mortlock park. I don’t have any objection to the football club NOTED
2.33 There hours plan to reduce public access considerably particularly on the weekends NOTED - use of open space is discussed in a later section

2.34 The baseball club has no place in CLG, they take up too much of the oval and away from residents who want to use it for recreation. Most of the baseball club don’t even live in colonel light 
gardens  NOTED - use of open space is discussed in a later section

2.35
A 10-year licence would grant the baseball club literal ownership of the land and its surrounds, limiting the community to just 26% of total green space compared to 74% of space currently 
under lease.  It would also encourage further growth and development of the club, further disabling the community and other sporting clubs from accessing such a valuable community asset. NOTED - use of open space is discussed in a later section

2.36 I consider the proposed 10 period (under consideration) to be a sunset period for the use at Mortlock park, within which the baseball club should relocate and the land usage be returned to all 
the local community. NOTED

2.37 The baseball club has taken over our park gradually over the 15 years I have been a local resident. I would like the baseball club move to a purpose built facility elsewhere. NOTED

2.38

I firmly believe that the oval is a community space and it is a space for everyone to enjoy. I understand that this means that there is sport played on the oval and I fully support that but it is 
CRUCIAL that the oval stays a community space where everyone is able to use it and not just a sporting oval. The proposal that the baseballers are suggesting is selfish and doesn't take into 
consideration the other people who are using the oval - eg. dog walkers, school children and families. I think what it is like at the moment is reasonable and both the sporting community and 
dog walkers and other groups that use the space are happy with how it is running at the moment, there is plenty of room for everybody. The proposed changes means that dog walkers and 
other groups are only able to use a very small space on almost every day/night of the week and weekend and not everyone has big backyards for their dogs to run around in during the day. 
Therefore I do not support the proposed changes that the baseball community are suggesting. 

NOTED - use of open space is discussed in a later section

2.39

Baseball at Mortlock Park has shown increasing growth, particularly since 2010 when issues became a serious concern to residents and Council just rolled with the status quo and kicked the 
can down the road. 
A Long term secure lease would also encourage further growth and expansion of the club, at the expense of the surrounding residents and broader Community who can only access a quarter 
of the green space during times of PEAK demand e.g., Summer Evenings.

NOTED

2.40

The park is unusable when baseball is on.   The heritage of the park is for the use of all, yet on weekends in baseball season this is clearly not able to happen. 
The Goodwood Baseball Club is not a part of Colonel Light Gardens, and few players are local to this suburb.    Let the GBC find grounds in the Goodwood region.  NOTED

2.41 restricting access to the local community. NOTED

2.42

Prime time during summer is Mon to Friday between 5 and 9 [pm and weekends.  As I understand the proposals, the times licenced to the baseball club are excessive and at the expense of 
the community.  Having both ovals for all that time will deter non baseball club people from attending which in the long term will lead to the argument that non baseball people are not 
interested in using the park.  That is far from the case. NOTED - use of open space is discussed in a later section

2.43

The park is not a baseball park it is a park for residents

NOTED

Morklock Park LEASE Goodwood Baseball Club (Submissions and Freetext)
The data presented here represents a minority view - 14% of the full dataset who oppose the proposal offer a qualifying statement.

1 Intergration

2 Equity of use

NOTED
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2.44

A definite NO to a 10 year lease for the baseball club. They have repeatedly asked and been given more and more time and space on Mortlock park to the exclusion of residents and the 
greater community. They are greedy and not prone to sharing. I have often witnessed other park users being abused by the baseballers for walking on or near their areas. 
If the club has grown over the last 10-15 years to the extent that they “need” so much time and space of exclusive use of the park during peak recreational times and seasons then perhaps they 
have already outgrown Mortlock Park. For them to keep asking for more and more shows no regard for the wider community whatsoever. As they have repeatedly told us on social media they 
expect everyone else to go somewhere else. Why should we? we are the ratepaying residents. 
10 years is far too long, they can ask for more and council can give them more with no consultation to the public - is that fair? NO 

NOTED - any new lease greater than 5 years would trigger 
community consulation in line with Council's Public Consultation 
Policy.

3.01

This environment is not suitable for baseball as it poses a danger to public safety. I have had several very close calls with baseballs travelling extreme distances. Once I was under the 
Gumtrees near my parked car at the primary school, and I felt the wind pass my face when a baseball flew past me. I have seen baseballs hit parked cars and fly over any proposed fencing 
due to miss hits.
The risk cannot be sufficiently contained to condone baseball Mortlock. Someone will get hurt and it will be serious.

3.02 I’ve found the baseball club actions to be negligible at times, we have had baseball almost hit our 3 year old while using the bbq area

4.01 Any additions need to comply with the heritage act as this is the case for all other aspects of life in Colonel Light Gardens.

4.02

Mortlock Park is not an appropriate reserve for a baseball field and the Goodwood Baseball Club lease should not be renewed at the end of the current term.  The infrastructure required for 
baseball is large, unsightly, not consistent with heritage obligations and a potential risk to wildlife.  Mortlock Park is in the heart of a heavily residential area in a heritage listed suburb where 
Council has obligations to provide fair and equitable access to the local community.

4.03 Mortlock Park is not an appropriate baseball field.  Situated in a Heritage listed suburb, where development is so stringently monitored.  The infrastructure required to accommodate this as a 
baseball field is extensive. 

4.04 It is creating unsightly non-heritage infrastructure

5.01
Also I understand that a minimal 'peppercorn fee' is paid by clubs that have fee paying members and therefore should pay for the use of the oval. 

5.02
This is a public space paid for through my rates. If they plan to reduce my rates as part of an expanded lease, then I support,

5.03
the lease payments for the baseball club are minimal for the amount of time and oval space they want to occupy. If they want a longterm lease they should pay an appropriate amount to benefit 
the broader community. As a rate payer I am amazed at the arrogance of the baseball clubs disregard for the broader communities lack of access to the community oval.

5.04 In the past I noticed that Council seemed to provide a very high level of watering and mowing to the grounds - What are the demands by the lessees for this service and what is their 
contribution?

5.05 Noting that the Goodwood Baseball Club does not represent the Mitcham LGA, the club must be required to meet the full cost of maintaining its facilities through commercial lease terms and 
should not be subsidised by Mitcham ratepayers.

6.01 Footy better than baseball NOTED

6.02
Name of the club is not in the Mitcham council LGA. The clubs mascot is a racist symbol from USA. The Cleveland Indians a Major League Baseball team changed their name and mascot to 
Cleveland Guardians in November 2021. Why has this club not followed this same pathway to remove a degrading image of a First Nation people. NOTED

6.03

In the past from personal, unpleasant experience, the baseball club members or players have arrogantly demonstrated their perceived ownership of the park and rights of occupation.
The nature of sport is to do battle.
As the President of the United States said when the Gaza Hospital was bombed and innocents killed and maimed, "It was the other team that did it"
How does Council intend to clearly define, without causing distress to our Community all of the areas we shall not be permitted to enter and or trespass so they can employ missiles and train.
What penalties will be applied to trespassers? Who will police these no go areas? What authority will these individuals have and how will it be displayed? What are the Council's rules and 
regulations for fines and what defence do people have against false or inadvertent misdemeanors? What happens if a child or someone's pet encroaches on the occupiers land?
The list goes on.

NOTED

6.04 Why does goodwood have a place in colonel light gardens? We would like to playa nd sue the space as intended not for organised paper for few in the suburb. I would be interested to know 
how many locals are in the club NOTED

6.05 asking me to agree but I haven't seen it. NOTED: Leasing arrangements/document have not been finalised 
until after community consultation.

6.06 The leases currently proposed are patently unfair to community members. Please consider “fair and equitable use” as stated in the heritage guidelines for CLG NOTED

7.01 10 years is too long, I would be more comfortable with a 5 yr lease so that if any problems should arise in that time they could be ironed out before issuing a second lease which could then be 
for 10 years. NOTED

7.02 A standard lease for building use is typically one year. The standard lease for used by the City of Mitcham is 5 years. Because of the sensitive nature of this issue, a 2 year lease should be 
used. NOTED

7.03
 However, automatic renewal or lease/licensee extension options must not be included and specific provisions must be included around hours of use, behaviour (with specific focus on limiting 
disturbance to nearby residents and other reserve users), social use including where alcohol will be consumed, and specific obligations regarding litter and care of the facilities. NOTED: Any renewal of lease would trigger more community 

consultation in line with Council's Public Consultation Policy

7.04 10 years is too long for lease contract, it must be kept at 5 years for renewal. NOTED

7.05

10 year lease FAR TOO LONG.  Baseball at Mortlock Park has shown increasing growth, particularly since 2010 when issues became a serious concern to residents.  Licenses have always 
been an issue and a 5 year licence was fortunately overturned by Council due to some legality (perhaps lack of appropriate consultation!).  
A 10-year licence would grant the baseball club literal ownership of the land and its surrounds, limiting the community to just 26% of total green space compared to 74% of space currently 
under lease.

NOTED:Licenses are dealt with in another section

7.06
I STRONGLY OPPOSE a 10 year lease for the Goodwood Baseball Club. With the vast number of changes/renovations being proposed, a 6 year lease is necessary to ensure appropriate 
community consultation takes place to review how these changes have progressed and impacted the community and whether revisions need to be made. NOTED

7.07 The lease should be 2 years, subject to review NOTED

7.08 Lease is too long and gives way too many rights to non residents and a very limited subset of residents.  The leases disallow community use of the green spaces and this is unacceptable. NOTED

8 Greening 8.01 Funds would be better spent on the Mortlock Masterplan, towards shade plantings and landscaping;and further tree planting NOTED: This section discusses the lease of the Gil Langley building

9.01

In the realm of Mortlock Park, the baseball club, in its relentless pursuit of sporting glory, extends its dominion beyond the limits of its lease. These diamond denizens, yearning for prowess, 
trample upon the hallowed grounds without respite, disturbing the peace held dear by other patrons and neighboring souls.

Amidst this discordant stage, the resonant clangor of their metal bats, a cacophony echoing over half a mile, shrouds the once serene precinct in disquiet. The mechanical ping of bat on ball, 
sharp and intrusive, becomes a symphony of disruption, assaulting the ears of those seeking solace in the park's verdant embrace.

9.02
 I am also concerned that if the Gil Langley building is refurbished and the sporting clubs receive their new 10 year lease, we will have to "put up" with the social noise pollution as has 
happened in the past. I have tried reporting excessive noise from the club rooms to the police in the past, only to be told that because it is a sporting club, they (the Police) will not attend. So! 
who do we turn to???

9.03
 In addition, baseball including practices has significant noise overflow to nearby residents and poses a risk to concurrent users of the reserve.  The development sought by the Goodwood 
Baseball Club is likely to support its further growth and exacerbate these problems, with the club already seeking to extend its usage hours under the proposed new licence.

9.04

they keep using the space for parties.  And they don't clean up on the weekend so the area near the clubrooms is unusable until Tuesday  (after their cleaner has picked up most of the mess).  
Right now there is a big fat stain near the door to the downstairs canteen where they put their bbq and it drips sausage fat onto the bitumen.  They could put cardboard and sand to catch that 
fat but they don't care.  Sometimes they put the bbq on the lawn and that kills the lawn.   

When they get really drunk they drop bottles off the balcony and those smash on the paving below.   They should not be allowed glass containers outside the building including on the 
balconies.   And they should not be allowed a PA system outside for USA style crowd entertainment.  The entertainment should be the sport and not sing alongs and musical tag lines played at 
full volume.  The park is in a residential area and we should be able to enjoy our back yards in peace.  

9.05
Many members and affiliates to the baseball club have been aggressively rude to local residents during this time. This has been especially evident online. The club and many of its members 
disregard the concerns of the community. I believe having a local CLG sporting club would bring the community together rather than divide it like the Goodwill Baseball club has done and 
continues to do. 

9.06

I would like to bring it to your attention that on many occasions the baseball community have shown aggressive and rude behaviour to local residents. They have also used the buildings 
regularly on multiple occasions for private functions and this leads to disruptions in the area as well as mess. Instead of bringing the community closer together, this club has caused division 
and I do not think this is the place for such a club. I strongly suggest you find an alternative location for the Goodwood baseball club.

9.07 The baseball club is generally arrogant.  I would be happy for another sporting club to come into Mortlock Park that respects the local community. The baseball club are often rude to the 
community that are trying to enjoy the green space that we pay for as ratepayers.

9.08
Also, I strongly oppose any consideration of subleasing of the building as subleasing for 16ths/18ths/21sts are INCREDIBLY disruptive to surrounding residents, especially when they are only 
restricted by their liquor licence and these can (and have) taken place on weeknights, continuing past midnight.

3 Safety

5 Financial considerations

NOTED

6 Assorted

NOTED: All safety issues will be passed to the relevant team to 
assess

NOTED: This section deals with the lease of the Gil Langley building, 
heritage reviews and a Heritage Impact Report will be compiled 
regarding any development at Mortlock Park.

9 Noise and anti-social issues

NOTED: This information has been forwarded to the appropriate 
team for review

There may be an oportunity for residents to further discuss this point 
during a future Development Application process should the proposal 
gain approval from Council.

Heritage4

7 Lease length

6
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10.01

There is absolutely no information about the terms and conditions and you are asking us to consider basically thin air.  Please provide sufficient detail to be able to make an informed decision.  
Cynically it appears that there is an attempt to push this through without any detail and calling it “consultation”.  I understand that these licences are not even written yet ???? and when they are 
we cannot be given information because they are “commercial and in confidence”.  I would like clarification on what is the commercial merit (of this unwritten licence) and for what reason is it 
confidential.  I believe this action is contestable or that the awarding of such a long term licence should be delayed until appropriate information is provided so an informed decision can be 
made.  I believe your approach is invalid as a consultation.

NOTED: Leases will be drafted following public consultation, 
:Licenses are discussed in a further section

10.02 Apparently, the entirety apart from Areas and Times are for all intents and purposes, ‘commercial in confidence’.
I want the full lease to comment on, not a ‘trust us she’ll be right’ assurance. NOTED: Leases will be drafted following public consultation

10 Community Engagement
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NUMBER THEME INDEX SUMMARY OF SUBMISSION COMMENTS (NOTE SIMILAR ENTRIES MAY BE COMBINED) PROJECT RESPONSE

1.01 The majority of residents have no access to the facility
1.02 Please read above the same for  both clubs. Not exclusive use.
1.03 Same as above
1.04 For the same reasons as I  have stated above.

1.05 Please refer to comments regarding the Goodwood Baseball Club. These comments apply to both clubs, I cannot support a 10 year lease for the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club if I do 
not agree with the future use of the park by the club.

1.06 I feel the exclusive use in time and space of the park by the CLG Football club is inequitable for residents. I would like more shared use for the community

1.07 Again you are preventing all people in the area to use the grounds fairly 
1.08 For same reasons as stated above re baseball club lease. 

2 Heritage 2.01 Sport should be in sporting hubs.  The clubrooms is used to promote a drinking culture that Charles Reade was opposed to (he deliberately did not plan a place for a pub) and it's probably 
bad to be indoctrinating junior athletes into that.  NOTED

3 Financial considerations
3.01

Mortlock Park is not a sports oval. Also I understand that a minimal 'peppercorn fee' is paid by clubs that have fee paying members and therefore should pay for the use of the oval. 
NOTED

4.01 Nothing should be locked in for so long . At least the football club does not completely monopolise the area like the baseball . Also at least they are from CLG unlike the baseball club 

4.02 Whilst I am totally opposed to the baseball clubs 10 year proposed lease I would support a 2 year by year  lease for the football club as it does have community inclusiveness.

4.03 Same reasons as above
4.04 I think a 5 year lease should be issued followed by a 10 yr one if all was running with no problems.

4.05 A standard lease for building use is typically one year. The standard lease for used by the City of Mitcham is 5 years. Because of the sensitive nature of this issue, a 2 year lease should be 
used

4.06 As above. 5 year lease only. 

4.07

I do not have any issues with the Football Club using Mortlock Park.  I have found them to be always polite, considerate and undemanding of time and space needed for their games and/or 
training.  They have been respectful and have always entered into conversations with an open mind.  
I am opposed to a 10-year lease and would prefer the lease to be on an annual roll-over basis however, as it is unknown what the future holds for Mortlock Park and its residents.

4.08
As above, I oppose a 10 year lease for the CLGFC. With the vast number of changes/renovations being proposed, a 6 year lease is necessary to ensure appropriate community consultation 
takes place to review how these changes have progressed and impacted the community and whether revisions need to be made. 

4.09 Lease is too long and gives rights to out of area club members over residents. 

4.10

Again, far too long. The main reason being as above, council can give the club more time and space on the park without consultation with the public. While they are not as greedy as the 
baseball club with their use and much easier to get along with history shows the council is most likely to grant the wishes of the sporting clubs without considering the impact on the wider 
community, so 10 years is far too long. Who knows what will happen in that space of time re growth and needs of the club. 

5.01

In the melancholy precincts of Mortlock Park, I propose an end to the pursuit of sport upon its grounds, deeming neither the requisition of clubrooms nor the ink of a lease requisite. Let the 
echoes of raucous merriment be silenced, bidding farewell to the company of loud, inebriated souls who fling debris from the balcony.

No longer shall the air be tainted by the clamor of wild revelry, nor shall the eve witness the indulgence of sleepovers and the clandestine transactions of illicit substances in the car park. 
The charm of Mortlock Park, once beleaguered by such unseemly endeavors, deserves a reprieve, a restoration to the tranquility that befits its verdant bosom.

5.02

 Making the west balcony three time as big is going to encourage a lot of appalling behaviour and encourage throwing things on the ground.  Its disruptive and not ok.   And it's not like we 
can call a ranger to deal with it.  They don't want to be trying to enforce the lease conditions if they even knew what they are.  And on the weekend - it's really hard to get a ranger at all. No 
business licences either.   And no hiring out the building for anything incluing tafe. 

5.03

s place to review how these changes have progressed and impacted the community and whether revisions need to be made. Also, I strongly oppose any consideration of subleasing of the 
building as subleasing for 16ths/18ths/21sts are INCREDIBLY disruptive to surrounding residents, especially when they are only restricted by their liquor licence and these can (and have) 
taken place on weeknights, continuing well past midnight. I do, however, trust in the current leaders of the football club to sublease responsibly, but would like to see some restrictions placed 
(e.g. types of functions/hours) so it is not entirely up to their discretion.

6 Community Engagement 6.01 havent seen it, can't support it. NOTED: Leases will be drafted following public consultation

Morklock Park LEASE CLG Football Club (Submissions and Freetext)
The data presented here represents a minority view - 4.6% of the full dataset who oppose the proposal offer a qualifying statement.

NOTED

5 Noise and anti-social issues

NOTED: This information has been passed onto the relevant team.

There may be an oportunity for residents to further discuss this point 
during the Development Application process should the proposal gain 
approval from Council.

4 Lease length

NOTED

1 Equity of use
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NUMBER THEME INDEX SUMMARY OF SUBMISSION COMMENTS (NOTE SIMILAR ENTRIES MAY BE COMBINED) PROJECT RESPONSE

1 Noise and antisocial issues
1.01

 As an immediate resident, Monday nights are the one night of the week I have peace. It is the one night of the week I can put my son to sleep at a reasonable hour. The one night we are not subjected 
to the incessant 'ding' of baseballs on a metal bat playing on a loop from inside our living room. 

NOTED: There may be an oportunity for residents to further discuss 
this point during the Development Application process should the 
proposal gain approval from Council.

2.01
This makes the majority of the park inaccessible to other community users for most of the week when community members are home from work, including an entire day of Sunday. The club has 
demonstrated that they do not adhere to these limitations (as large as they are) and regularly take up much of the oval space as well. Off-lead dog walking is a huge part of community gathering and 
this cannot occur when baseball is on.

2.02

You can't be serious....!!  The club does not need all that space and times, they don't even use the time they already have.  They do not need the grassed space south-west all day on Saturday and 
Sunday.  This is not fair use of the space, as well they also require gassed space north west on Sunday?  Baseball is grasses space east and east alone.  The oval is for community use and not for a 
Club, this is not a fair and equitable.  How can the community use the park during weekends?

2.03 Lease of the Grassed Space North-West is excessive and the grassed area adjacent to the playgrounds should be kept open to the public for local community.  Especially on a Sunday.

2.04 It's a huge area so please remove the North-West section so they don't take the entire park all Sunday and part of Tuesdays.  Asking for every grassed section is not sharing the community resource.

2.05
Also the baseball club monopolise the entire Oval several nights a week so that no residence can use the facilities whatsoever.

2.06 Please refer to my previous comments 

2.07 The areas allocated are taking up the entire park. The times on the weekend leave little for any other use aside from
Baseball. 

2.08

Whilst I have indicated that I support sport being played at Mortlock Park, I support it as long as the space is shared. The times of use above are literally the definition of 'not 
sharing' the space. When people work, the only time they can use the oval is after work and weekends. The baseball club is literally wanting to use the entire space all the time. 
This is just horrible and I'm surprised they have even suggested these changes, complete disregard for the rest of the community. Goodwood Baseball Club should be based in 
Goodwood anyway. it may be an older club but it certainly hasn't been using Mortlock park for as long as the council has intimated. If the club is not prepared to share the space 
adequately they will get locals, like myself, off-side and should move elsewhere.

2.09 Late use past game time finish should not be allowed, except week night practice. Weekend late use should not be allowed especially on Sundays when families want and need 
access.

2.10 Unreasonable closure of the open spaces for residents especially on the weekends 
2.11 The club should not have use of the West section of the park , it monopolises the East section and that is more than enough . 
2.12 Leaves little to no space for families with children and dogs 

2.13
They have an unequable use of the whole of Mortlock Park. This is to the exclusion of the residents and the community who wish to use it during the peak hours of 4-8pm 
weekdays and on the weekends during the most desirable warmer times of the year. Their requests for time and space are unreasonable and have no concern for residents and 
their recreation mal needs. Consider the Sturt Baseball Club, their need of time and usage is almost half that of the Goodwood Baseball Club, why is that? 

2.14 The baseball club should not have any other area included in their licence except for grassed space East. The increased space and increase in hours are ludicrous. Mortlock Park 
should be an area for the community to use, share with sporting clubs, the space is big enough for all.

2.15 Not a baseball oval

2.16 I don’t want the baseball club to have use of all the south west area for such an extended time. It should be available on weekends for families, recreational sports people and dog 
walkers. 

2.17

Excluding the hours of darkness and the typical work week, non-baseball users would have very limited access  during the prime day-light savings hours 430pm to 830pm. As a 
father of a 3 year old who currently uses the park 3-4 times a week, I wonder where my family will fly a kite, play a small sided game of soccer with school friends, or play ball with 
our dog in the years to come if we have virtually no access to the grassed surface. Consider that, according to the 2021 ABS Census (https://abs.gov.au/census/find-census-
data/quickstats/2021/SAL40286) there are 965 families and 1833 children living in Colonel Light Gardens. How many of those kids will lose access to the majority of the Park if 
Mitcham Council's proposal gets up? The majority will. 

I propose at the very least, the football oval north of the centre circle (part of the grassed space south-west and north-west) be left exclusively for non-baseball families and other 
users during the day-light savings hours 430pm to 830pm each day. That will still leave the relatively few members of the baseball club (relative to the 1833 children who reside in 
CLG) with the majority of the grassed surface. In my opinion that is more than fair. I will be extremely disappointed if the council sees fit to allocate the entire blue section marked 
out on the aerial photograph to one special interest group for 80% of the prime 430pm to 830pm time period.  

2.18 Mortlock Park essentially becomes a dedicates baseball stadium. If usage hours become enforced due to increased club size the only community park of this size in CLG is lost to 
the community.

2.19 Again this is a community space, this should not be a sporting venue for the sole use of 1 club.   There is no reason to award a 10 year licence. 

2.20

This proposed lease agreement gives way too much park use exclusivity and extended hours of exclusivity to a sporting group that isn't even local to the Colonel Light Gardens 
community. I live in the same street as Mortlock Park and we already have issues with the current lease agreement and not being able to use the park for non-sporting activities. 
The park was never designed to be a sporting facility and take up so much of the beautiful space that could be much more community-focused and provide varying spaces for 
multiple uses.

2.21 Exclusion of residents too often 
2.22 It just feels too much of the beautiful space we never get to use the lawn area in baseball season
2.23 I strongly object the sporting club is monopolizing the use of the park.

2.24
The proposed exclusive use of the vast majority of Mortlock Park by the Baseball Club is totally at odds with its purpose as a community space, paid for by the ratepayers of 
Mitcham Council.  It does not permit reasonable access to the park for casual users, Out of school Hours Care students of CLG Primary and local residents. The existing licence 
times are already excessive and do not fit with the intended purpose of the park as a shared space. Further extensions to the times of exclusive use are not appropriate. 

2.25

This essentially provides a monopoly of weekend and evening access to most of Mortlock park for the baseball club during the best months of the year. Why should surrounding 
residents be subjected to constant traffic, noise and activity, and why should locals be excluded from such an welcoming and accessible open space for such an extended period 
of time? Until 8pm Saturday and 7pm Sunday seems particularly excessive! The changes would see baseball happening every day of the week, which severely restricts access for 
other groups in the community.

Morklock Park LICENSES Goodwood Baseball Club (Submissions and Freetext)
The data presented here represents a minority view - 20% of the full dataset who oppose the proposal offer a qualifying statement.

2 Equity of use
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2.26

I oppose the Baseball Club having any use of the NW grass area at all. They have 2 green spaces of their own, namely the EAST grass area & the Practice area; plus they have 
use of a 3rd area, the SW grass area when not in use with the Football Club.
They should not have any access at all to the NW grass area!

The Football Club has every right to use the football oval (NW & SW grass areas) on which they practice & play matches, in season.
The public and other users of the Park acknowledge this right.
The Football Club is not over-reaching their use.
Not so for the Baseball Club!

There are many people who use this NW grass area such as:
- Football Club
-Bike track riders,
-Dogs & dog walkers,
-OSHC,
-CLG School,
-Girl Guides,
-Families-ball play,
-sprinters,
-picnics,
-family birthdays
-family gatherings,
-bbq gatherings including ball games,
-general public use.
The Baseball Club has no right to monopolise Mortlock Park to their own advantage, especially the NW GREEN SPACE, which would propose a danger to other nearby users of 
the green space, eg. getting hit by a hard baseball etc., especially the nearby bike track riders!
NO USE OF THE NW GREEN SPACE BY THE BASEBALL CLUB, AT ALL!

2.27 The club monopolising the time of the entire area 7 days a week. 

2.28 The use of the entire grass area on Sundays will result in no play areas for family and children that may be celebrating a birthday or cooking a BBQ or just a day in the park.  
Strongly oppose the Sunday use of all areas for the entire day.

2.29 The time use of the proposed area is basically all weekend. This is a public area and should be available for residents during this time period. I do nit support the proposed grass 
areas be licensed as proposed to teh baseball club 

2.30 Lease times would restrict community access with a considererable impact on the social, mental  and physical well-being of current users

2.31 I feel that the times the baseball club are wanting are unreasonable as the oval is for community recreational use and as it appears they are wanting the whole oval for their use.I 
believe that the grassed north west section  and a portion of the grassed south west of the oval should at least be left alone for leisure use.

2.32 Need hours for use after work and on weekends for everyone. 

2.33

As stated above, I believe that the Baseball Club has already encroached too far into community space and community recreation time. 
The Baseball Club’s use of Mortlock Oval (Southwest and Northwest grassed areas) should be curtailed to ONLY weekend mornings and ONLY for children’s sport. 
Mortlock Park is used by families,, two adjacent schools, runners, dog walkers, cyclists, children and adults for a variety of healthy outdoor activities. 
The Baseball Club is seeking exclusive use to the detriment of the rest of these community activities during the peak daylight times. 
I cannot express my opposition to this breathtaking overreach and entitlement strongly enough. 

2.34 We often want to play soccer or throw a ball on the oval during the weekend, and are unable to do so because of the Baseball Club's extended use of the entire field. 

2.35 The club is taking up  most areas of the oval at weekends which is the only time some families are able to visit the park due to school and work commitments on weekdays.

2.36 I think that the North West section of the oval should be accessible everyday for others that want to use the park. 4.30-6.30pm is a time that many people want to use the park. 
Why do the baseball need the entire space of two ovals?? 

2.37 Loss of use by the local  general public 

2.38 The proposed area and time allocated to baseball is too great. It leaves the majority of residents with little space and time to spend time with their kids, family, friends and 
neighbours 

2.39

Mortlock Park will become a sporting precinct rather than community space.
The local community will be substantially shut out at weekends, the time when they are most likely to use it. The exclusive use provisions on weekends and after-school hours are 
inequitable and unreasonable- giving a single club with minimal local participants sole access during the hours when local residents are most able to use it.
Strongly opposed.

2.40 The suggested license, in its disposition, casts a shadow over residents, leaving them bereft of daylight hours post work and during weekends, a time to safely relish the park's 
embrace. The entirety of these precious hours is bestowed upon sports endeavors that do not cater to the preferences of the majority of residents.

2.41
This proposal is a horrible use of this park. It will exclude the recreational use of the park to all others with no interest in the sports played by the clubs. The times and areas that 
are proposed are excessive. They take most of the usable space for most of the usable time - it is simply outrageous.  The community will use this park, their park, less often. 
They will be forced to go somewhere else where it's not so complicated and unsafe to visit. The pre-season shared-use proposal should also be rejected on these grounds.

2.42 During season, too much space proposed for exclusive use to club, particularly during weekend daylight hours.

2.43 I do not support an extension of hours of usage. I also do not support full use of all grassed areas at the same time on a regular basis. This should be limited to major events or a 
limited prescribed number of days. 

2.44

Mortlock Park is in the heart of a heavily residential area in a heritage listed suburb where Council has obligations to provide fair and equitable access to the local community. 
Baseball, particularly with the current size and likely growth of the Goodwood Baseball Club, requires extensive space, infrastructure and oval usage time that, during the baseball 
season, deprives the local community of access to the majority of the reserve across prime leisure hours. In addition, baseball including practices has significant noise overflow to 
nearby residents and poses a risk to concurrent users of the reserve.  The development sought by the Goodwood Baseball Club is likely to support its further growth and 
exacerbate these problems, with the club already seeking to extend its usage hours under the proposed new licence. 

2.45 The oval does not seem to be available to the greater community, especially for families on the weekends.

2.46

I am strongly opposed to the additional hours being requested by the Goodwood Baseball Club: the grassed space east on Monday evenings and grassed space south-west on 
Wednesday evenings. As it stands, the club uses Mortlock Park on every day of the week except Monday, thus restricting the use of the park for Colonel Light Garden residents, 
particularly during times residents are home to the use the park: weekday early evenings, and on the weekend. It does not seem fair that the club is asking for further exclusive 
use of the park.

2.47 Baseball Club is demanding too much grassed area of Mortlock Park. Residents are given a small amount of time for leisure activities - especially on weekends. This grassed area 
should be for community use, not only for sporting clubs. Use is not equitable. 

2.48 Not enough space nor suitable time frames for community use has been given.

2.49 People love to walk their dogs, exercise, enjoy the area with their children during the late summer evenings. I do not agree with extending the times of use for the baseball season.
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2.50

This is a public park. The only large space in Colonel Light Gardens and originally designed for the use of residents - not outside sporting clubs whose use of the area at the times 
specified preclude the public from using the space. Baseball uses a hard ball with the aim of hitting the ball out of the defined playing area. There is no safe place within the park 
for the public while baseball is being playedThis is a public park. The only large space in Colonel Light Gardens and originally designed for the use of residents - not outside 
sporting clubs whose use of the area at the times specified preclude the public from using the space. 

2.51 It is not their park. Council is obliged to consider the residents and abide by the long standing plans for the intentional use of the park.
2.52 refer above
2.53 Not fairly equitable to all people using this space. 

2.54
There is no way for people who work normal hours use the park for recreation if the baseball take up the entire grass space.
Again there are thousands more people that use the green space to recreation in the community than the baseball.
If they want to put up more safety fences how can they play and use the whole space?!

2.55 Excessively restricts the broader community use of the park. These changes do nothing to benefit the majority of the residents of the Colonel Light Gardens or adjacent suburbs

2.56 I oppose the provision of such a large extent of the park to the baseball club at the expense of the general public for safe recreational activities.  Mortlock park should primarily be 
a shared space.

2.57

2.58 I strongly disagree with the limitations put on the community for access to Mortlock Park.  Hours and demands which are increasing to accommodate the increasing size of the 
club.  A 10 year licence is far too long,  till reviewed.

2.59 I oppose the proposed use of the Grassed Space North-West as outlined in my previous answer to question 15 & 16

2.60
The Council should not agree to the wholesale monopoly of Mortlock Park by the Baseball Club for all of the daylight hours in the period outside of school hours and regular or 
traditional work hours. The club should manage team practice requirements to a maximum of 3 nights a week. The licence for practically all of the daylight hours and the entire 
park on Saturdays and Sundays is excessive. The council should consider managing the lease around the clubs actual home and away calendar and actual match times.

2.61
mortlock park has been used by community members for personal exercise and exercising their dogs for years. The proposal limits community members access to the areas 
required for these key activities.  Excercise and animal excerise is a key component of strong mental health and by taking away community members access to the park in these 
times will create unnecessary stress and impact the health of the community.

2.62

There needs to be access to enjoy all of the park at the convenience of the residents.  I am sick of half a team of baseballers occupying the entire football oval by hitting balls at 
other park users.    They should not be allowed to use the football oval at all if the east side is available.  Warm up should not involve hitting or throwing balls towards the 
playground from the middle of the football oval or east side.  Warm up behind the south football goals should not be allowed -too many balls end up in the front yards of the 
houses on Sturt Ave.   Licenced areas and hours should not be able to be increased at all.  The current hours and area should be halved.   Breaking the grassed areas into east, 
west, north west... is just confusing.  The shedule should be stuck to the clubrooms window so that everyone can see what it is. 

2.63

Whilst I am a full supporter of the growth of sports in the community, it seems the council has no consideration to the residents wholistically, nor any planning itself in regards to 
the direction and use of common spaces as a policy. I have also seen a very similar issue with other council owned parks that have sporting leases. having two entities take up the 
park every afternoon of the week covering all three areas, and also across full daylight on both weekend days, shows there is no community use consideration. The council needs 
to consider a defined percentage of the park that can be utilised by singular entities and create a hard line on that, before the sports come back again in another two or three years 
for a further time grab. Where is the parks policy for Mitcham council? 

2.64

For the physical and mental wellbeing of the residents of Colonel Light Gardens who have and do regularly use Mortlock Park the current and proposed hours of use directly 
impacts.  During the best time of the year where people can enjoy good weather and extended sunlight hours, the availability of the park space is very minimal due to the baseball 
players.  Residents do come after work to play with their family and friends have been accosted and verbally abused by the baseball co-hort for daring to be at the park.

The residents mostly are able to walk to the park, those that cannot physically do so do drive.  99% of the Goodwood Indians drive to Mortlock Park from other outlying suburbs.
The baseball assoc. only requires a baseball club to have ONE diamond to be a club.  I feel that if the Goodwood Indians think they continue to need two diamonds they should 
utilise the diamond of their previous site, or search elsewhere for another.
The excessive space that the club demands is DETRIMENTAL TO THE PHYSICAL AND MENTAL WELLBEING OF THE RESIDENTS WHO USE AND ENJOY MORTLOCK 
PARK.

2.65 Because it severely limits the public's use of the area. 

2.66 The hours and area are too much over the summer months, by taking up practically 2 ovals worth almost every day after work, and a significant amount of the weekend time, it 
limits the use by local residents and the community.

2.67
The leases currently proposed are patently unfair to community members. Please consider “fair and equitable use” as stated in the heritage guidelines for CLG. There needs to be 
a section of the grassed areas that is available to the community at all times, the current lease proposal is so sport intensive residents would have trouble finding an appropriate 
time and area even with preplanning a visit. I think a local park needs to have at least one section accessible at all times. 

2.68 This is meant to be an area for all residents to enjoy and increasing the restrictions for general public  does not allow access for general recreation.

2.69 The baseball club is growing and has taken over  exclusive use of large parts of Mortlock Park. Community use needs to be prioritised.
2.70 Excessive time allocated to the baseball club. 

2.71

The baseball club currently occupies Mortlock Park for 121 hours per week. These hours coincide with the times that it is most convenient for families to access the park. The 
current licence conditions favours the baseball club at the expense of the majority of the community  and in particular, the residence of Colonel Light Gardens. This is neither fair 
nor equitable. Any increase in hours for the baseball club benefits, the minority at the expense of the majority this is neither fair nor equitable. A fair and equitable arrangement 
would be for residence who are not playing organise sport to have access to the Oval for at least 50% of the time or to 50% of the physical space of the Oval.

2.72 My reasons are the same as the ones given for the lease. 

2.73

The primary issue at hand is the limited access for the majority of local residents. The baseball clubs peak time will increase from an already unacceptable 71% to 74%. 
Consequently, further limiting the opportunities for the broader community to enjoy this public space. There are approximately 200 players from the Goodwood Baseball Club, 
some of whom reside outside the local area, who are given priority use and space of a public amenity. Meanwhile, the 3000-4000 local residents of Colonel Light Gardens and 
neighbouring wards are experiencing restricted access to this public space. Ensuring fair and inclusive access to Mortlock Park is vital to meet the recreational requirements of the 
broader local population and maintain the park's status as a communal asset. As numerous studies have emphasised, green natural environments not only provide opportunities 
for physical activity but also foster social interactions among community members, contributing to improved mental health outcomes.

Equally concerning is the lack of consideration for resident safety during activities involving hardball sports. This concern is further supported by the NSW court case: 
https://www.caselaw.nsw.gov.au/decision/549fac213004262463b67f4d. In this case, the trial judge found that Canterbury Municipal Council had negligently caused a fatality and 
injuries suffered by allowing simultaneous dual use of the area. Our residents' safety should be a paramount concern, and we urge the council to reconsider the proposed licensing 
arrangements so that there is land available for residents without duel use of hardball sports so that we are not in fear for our safety when we use the park.

As it currently stands, this is not fair or equitable to many, many residents who would like to use the park. Rather than an increase in allocated time, there should be a decrease. 
Consider finding this club alternative grounds, please.

  

NOTED: 
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2.74 Public access is nearly completely removed on the weekends and afternoons when it is greatly used by the general public and they dont propose to allow public access 

2.75 Take up too much room and prime time  away from people who actually live in the area. Go back to good wood. 

2.76 There has been a lack of transparency regarding the proposed lease extension. In addition, the increase in hours and space usage seems surplus to current requirements and 
does not leave much room for residents to use the park safely during daylight hours.

2.77

A 10 year licence IS UNACCEPTABLE.  Mortlock park is used by residents for a variety of reasons:  A 10-year licence would grant the baseball club literal ownership of the land 
and its surrounds, limiting the community to just 26% of total green space compared to 74% of space currently under lease.  It would also encourage further growth and 
development of the club, further disabling the community and other sporting clubs from accessing such a valuable commodity.  The green space is used for a variety of reasons:  
mental health,  relaxation in a green open-spaced environment, exercise, walking, playing with kids, throwing a frisby or flying a kite, kicking a footy, dog walking, casual practice 
by local soccer team.  IF THE BASEBALL CLUB has access to parts of Mortlock Park, all of the above is in jeopardy.  Even when NOT USING the western oval, residents are 
aware it is STILL licenced to the baseball club and will not attend.  It is unrealistic to expect residents to turn up hoping to have some free space only to turn away dejected and 
have to return home or travel further to another venue.  This too, could motivate additional screen time for teenagers or children who would need little encouragement to have to 
return home.

2.78 Do not support any increase in hours. Better general community use needs to be provided and the grassed space south west should have more general community use.

2.79

There is already significant use of the park each week by the baseball club over half of the year.  There is limited access for the community without the risk of flying balls and 
potential injury to people and animals. The increase of the club should not impact the community in this way, meaning there are no evenings for dog walking, families and other 
community members to use the park.  The weekends are overrun by baseball and allow even more limited access.  Community members should have equitable access to the 
park, especially during the spring-summer-autumn months where people are more active and keen to use outdoor community spaces.

2.80

 The GBC have a sizeable monopoly on usage of both ovals at Mortlock Park and to accomodate this, the council has been complicit in delineating new boundaries to 'move the 
goal-post' and accomodate their needs, whilst taking away from the wider community. On most nights and weekends we have been relegated to the 'NW end', comprising of <1/3 
of the Western Oval. Here, a community of 3000+ are expected to picnic with our family, kick footballs, play soccer, throw a frisbee/ball etc., walk our dogs, run and walk and let 
our kids play, all on top of each other, in 16% of the total oval space (<5000 sqm), whilst the Baseball Club have 84% (27,000sqm) (NW area = 4,875sqm, SW = 13923 sqm, East 
= 13,108). 

2.81

Wednesday is also the only other night of the week where the community can use the full Western oval and by adding another 2 hours, this just adds to the overwhelming 
presence a single club is exerting on the community. By their own admission, spoken directly from a leader at the baseball club, they are able to operate with their current hours of 
leasing and this proposal is merely 'future proofing'. The council cannot continue to hide behind the notion that the community has access between the hours of 8:30am and 
4:30pm, not only because both St Therese and CLG primary have usage throughout this time, but because this should not be considered sufficient 'usable' time. And in a 
disgraceful comment from councillor Kruse, it is not practical for working parents to jut suffice with 'taking their dogs for a walk at 10pm now that we'll have lights'. We have young 
children who want to use the park, and children who need to have dinner and go to sleep. Anything after 7:30pm is not practical for any families. Not to mention the absolutely 
unjust division of weekend use. For an ENTIRE WEEKEND of peak use (8am-5pm at the earliest) the community is allocated the NW 1/3 on a Saturday, with NO access on a 
Sunday. How can the council justify the cost of new infrastructure/facilities as benefiting the community, when the community does not have access and will not benefit? In 
addition, the current division of areas restricts any access across to the playground/school/NW end when both Eastern and Western ovals are leased (6 days a week with the 
proposed plans). Residents are already being told they aren't allowed to cross the oval by the club, which is a significant restriction on accessibility. Again, directly from the 
baseball club, is the accusation that the community does not actually utilise the space, citing minimal use they observe when they are not using the oval. This is a furphy and 
deeply flawed argument. The oval is not utilised by the community to its full capacity because those areas are licensed to the Baseball club, regardless of whether or not they are 
using it. Why would we plan an outing, pack up the kids and the car and head to the oval in the hopes that we just 'may' get to use the space in scattered intervals between their 
training drills/games? I understand the benefits of the sport to children and community, but what about the benefits to those who are not part of sporting clubs? Do those children 
(whether restricted by age or accessibility) not deserve a place to live and play? We should not have to be a member of the GBC to have reasonable access to our community 
space. I grew up in this area, have lived here more than 20 years and am now raising young children here. I felt restricted to access as a child, and it is sad that not only have 
those restrictions continued to restrict my time with my own young children now, but these are potentially going to be systematically increased again.  As residents, we have been 
pushing for an equitable 50/50 arrangement since I was a child. If the baseball club maintain they do not use some of the time they are allocated, they need to actively engage in 
discussions with the community to develop a compromise that accommodates their schedule/fixtures, whilst reaching equitable access opportunity for the community. It should not 
be up to the wider community and rate payers to continue to sacrifice when they are not doing the same. If they cannot do this, alternate sites must be considered.

2.82 Disagree with the exclusive use of grassed areas after 5pm
2.83 I’ve previously stated my opposition to increased use of the park by the baseball club. 

2.84

What the baseballers are proposing is not reasonable and takes away the whole purpose of the space being for the whole community to enjoy. Why I agree to the footballers and 
not to the baseballers is the proposed times and days for the footballers is completely reasonable and still allows time for dog walkers and other people to use the space still. The 
proposed spaces and times for the baseballers are significantly more and they currently aren't using all the space that they have at the moment so I don't think it is reasonable for 
them to be asking for more space. So really every night of the week and the weekend all the spaces will be used by the baseballers and there will be no spaces for everyone else! 
This is not a baseball oval if they are wanting that much space they should be finding an oval that they can use for only that purpose. I strongly oppose to what the baseballers are 
requesting.

2.85

A 10-year licence would grant the baseball club virtual ownership of the land and its surrounds, limiting the community to just a quarter of total green space and that is intruded 
upon by high trajectory baseballs dropping from the sky.

The 2013 Mortlock Park Concept Plan clearly sets out that Baseball should be limited to the Eastern space while  trees and pathways should be planted around the ‘Grass Fields 
Recreation Park’.

The current Carpark becomes a green space and the Warm Up area becomes the Club House Car Park. The residents fought hard for this and yet the Council is proposing to 
overturn it?

2.86 That is WAY too much time/too many for the park to be used by one sporting group to the exclusion of the general community.  

2.87

The proposal does not represent fair and equitable use for all residents, it supports one club taking the majority of time and resources at the expense of other residents.  It is not 
Mitcham council’s responsibility to provide this facility for an Unley Council sporting club. I strongly oppose this. In order to live in this beautiful garden suburb I need to work to pay 
my rates. The only times I have available out of business hours for running and exercising at Mortlock park are unavailable in the proposed lease due to the baseball club use. 
This proposal says I should go to work to pay my rates so they can be spent on a baseball club that prohibits my use of the green spaces that were the reason I bought and chose 
to live in Colonel Light Gardens. I cannot be more clear in stating how strongly I oppose this proposal, which does not represent fair and equitable use of Mortlock park as Charle 
Reade designed it. 

2.88 A breakdown of these times shows there is extremely limited availability of green space usage for rest of community.  

2.89

Why are they asking for more space and time and why is the council even considering it? Enough is enough. If the club is growing at a rate that they continually need more time 
and space when they already have 74% usage the question should be, have they outgrown the park? Do they need to find an alternative ground that better suits their needs?  
Why do they think it’s ok to keep taking what little time there is allocated to the wider community. It’s  an unwarranted sense of entitlement that purveys the whole club and which 
has been catered to by Mitcham Council. 
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3.01
Refer to previous comments about the safety of residents while baseball practice sessions are underway and the limited access to the oval by residents when both sections are in use at the same time.

3.02
Please refer to my previous comments on the danger baseball exposes other uses of the park too. 

3.03
When I do try to use the park and baseball is either being practised or played there is a feeling of being unsafe and have personally witnessed balls landing very very close to members of the public. I 
have also heard people being abused by the baseball players. 

3.04 Spring and summer weekends are the only time we use the park with our grandkids but it’s unavailable now and too dangerous 
3.05 Cant use park when baseball is on, I feel unsafe.   

3.06 The community cannot walk through this area without fear of being hit almost every weekday evening (when most people would use it) and almost all the daylight hours in the 
weekend. 

3.07 Baseball uses a hard ball with the aim of hitting the ball out of the defined playing area. There is no safe place within the park for the public while baseball is being played

3.08 The one night of the week residents know they can visit the oval, walk their dogs, meet with friends, do laps, kick a ball with their kids, without having to worry about infringing on baseball space or 
being hit by a stray ball.

4.01 The baseball club has been encroaching on residents use of the park more and more every year . It is not part of the Heritage plan to have the area completely monopolised by sport . It must stop !!

4.02 Organised sport is further alienating open space from local residents. These proposals are contrary to the heritage of CLG.
4.03 The infrastructure required for baseball is large, unsightly, not consistent with heritage obligations and a potential risk to wildlife. 

4.04
The licence takes away too much access for local residents to use the oval. This is NOT in line with the CLG heritage plan or original intentions for the use of Mortlock Park. Shame on you Mitcham 
Council for proposing something so obviously favouring people from outside the suburb. The vast majority of baseball club members are not part of the CLG community.

5.01 If the club wants to upgrade clubrooms for exclusive use it should pay for the upgrade.

5.02
 Noting that the Goodwood Baseball Club does not represent the Mitcham LGA, the club must be required to meet the full cost of maintaining its facilities through commercial licence terms and should 
not be subsidised by Mitcham ratepayers.

6.01 Mortlock oval is a community oval not a designated baseball club oval. I can't believe the arrogance of the baseball club. They are called the "Goodwood Saints" why are they not using Goodwood 
oval? NOTED

6.02

Council has not indicated how  and by whom the leases and activities will be monitored. 
What grounds would Council have to amend or cancel a lease? 
In the event of perceived and/or actual poor practices, management, behavior etc, what costs and or penalties for both parties and for that matter, individuals would be applicable once the club's been 
given ownership of this multi-million dollar parcel of land.

NOTED: Leases and Licenses are monitored as per any Council 
service. Issues discovered by the public should be forwarded to 
Council for review.

7 License length

7.01

10 years up to 42 years with rollover extensions is too long.  month by month automatic holdover should not be in the licence agreement.    No business licences either.
NOTED: The leases and licenses are out for consultation based on a 
proposal of 10 years. Any renewal will require further community 
consultation as per Council's Public Consultation Policy.

8.01 10 year Lease is OK. Requesting an additional time both the Mondays and Wednesdays is a bridge too far. So no to this!!!!  Leave as. 
8.02 There should be no increase in days or hours of use. They already have more than a fair share of the spaces available. 
8.03  There appears to be no valid reason to change the current timeslots.

8.04
I am strongly opposed to the proposed time changes for the Baseball club. They utilise the area most days for 6 months of the year then to extend their use is unfair to the other people that would like 
to enjoy the park during these months. Given that it is a community space and , I do not think this is a reasonable request and should not be accepted

8.05 Totally opposed to this most unreasonable monopoly of Mortlock Park by the  Goodwood  Baseball Club. Current hours should remain unchanged.

9.01

 As Council has not provided a copy of the proposed new licences it is not possible to comment on specific terms in the event the licence is renewed. However, automatic renewal or lease/licensee 
extension options must not be included and specific provisions must be included around hours of use, behaviour (with specific focus on limiting disturbance to nearby residents and other reserve 
users), social use including where alcohol will be consumed, and specific obligations regarding litter and care of the facilities.

9.02

Apart from delineated areas and usage times (both of which are unacceptable- both have expanded from previous licences), there is absolutely no information about the terms 
and conditions, and you are asking us to consider basically thin air.  Please provide sufficient detail to be able to make an informed decision.  Cynically it appears that there is an 
attempt to push this through without any detail and calling it “consultation”.  I understand that these licences are not even written yet ???? and when they are we cannot be given 
information because they are “commercial and in confidence”.  I would like clarification on what is the commercial merit (of this unwritten licence) and for what reason is it 
confidential.  I believe this action is contestable.  The awarding of such a long-term licence should be delayed until appropriate information is provided so an informed decision can 
be made.  I believe your approach is invalid as a consultation.

9.03
I STRONGLY OPPOSE the proposed changes to the licence for use of Mortlock Park to the Goodwood Baseball Club with conviction. The resounding voice from the community at consultations echo 
this sentiment (>40 comments collated regarding the baseball club licence across the 3 council information sessions, all of them negative, along with multiple circulating petitions with +120 signatures).

NOTED

6 Assorted

3 Safety

NOTED: All safety issues will be passed to the relevant team to 
assess

9 Community Engagement

NOTED: There was comprehensive information provided on the 
YourSAY platform during the consultation period  providing relevant, 
timely and balanced information to allow community to contribute in a 
meaningful way. 

4 Heritage

8 Increase in licensed hours

NOTED: All proposals were subject to a Heritage review prior to 
community consultation.

Any action will be subject to a Heritage Impact Report prior to 
commencement.

NOTED

5 Financial considerations
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NUMBER THEME INDEX SUMMARY OF SUBMISSION COMMENTS (NOTE SIMILAR ENTRIES MAY BE COMBINED) PROJECT RESPONSE

1.01 Again, don't license the entire park.  The grassed space East should be free for community use whilst the oval is being used.

1.02
Again, why should the football club get 6 months of the year of the entire Mortlock Park grassed area on the only times that people who work can use it? For 6 months the only 
evening that residents can use the space is Monday! Where is the shared use of space concept?? Strongly opposed. Mortlock Park is not just for sport. it is for everyone. My son 
and I like to kick the football and soccer ball together after school regularly and we want to have the space to do that.

1.03 Please read above for same reasons.
1.04 Leaves little to no space for families with children and dogs 

1.05 The proposal for the grassed space east, north-wear and south west for the space to be used on Sta and Sun for the proposed time period is too much and doesn’t allow residents 
to access the space during these times. 

1.06 As for the baseball club comments.  I do not oppose the south and nort west usage but not the entirety of both ovals

1.07 As in the previous answer, the residents are being denied access to parts of the oval on weekends which is the only time some of them are  able to enjoy the oval due to work and 
school commitments on weekdays, this oval was bequeathed to the residents and their families to enjoy and this will make it difficult and/ or impossible for some.

1.08 In the absence of football, behold, baseball takes its place. The overlap of these transitional seasons, like weary travelers on a crowded thoroughfare, allows no respite for the local 
folk to safely enjoy the park.

1.09 The pre-season shared-use proposal should also be rejected on the grounds that park use should return to the community when the license holder is not using it. The proposal is 
the clubs playing 'keeping-off' where the park is the ball and the community are trying to hold it.

1.10 The oval does not seem to be available to the greater community, especially for families on the weekends.
1.11 Not enough space nor suitable time frames for community use has been given.
1.12 Again not a fair and equitable approach to all people wanting access to this community space. 

1.13 The Football Club should not have a wholesale monopoly on the green spaces at Mortlock Park for the majority of daylight hours in the out of school hours and out of traditional 
work hours during the week and nearly all of the daylight hours on Saturday and Sunday. 

1.14 Based on the above times the entire grassed spaces would be taken over by baseball and football for 4 months of the year while overlapping their preseasons.  There should 
always be one oval not in use to allow for exercise and dog walking.

1.15

Whilst I am a full supporter of the growth of sports in the community, it seems the council has no consideration to the residents wholistically, nor any planning itself in regards to the 
direction and use of common spaces as a policy. I have also seen a very similar issue with other council owned parks that have sporting leases. having two entities take up the 
park every afternoon of the week covering all three areas, and also across full daylight on both weekend days, shows there is no community use consideration. The council needs 
to consider a defined percentage of the park that can be utilised by singular entities and create a hard line on that, before the sports come back again in another two or three years 
for a further time grab. Where is the parks policy for Mitcham council? 

1.16 Because it severely limits the public's use of the area. 

1.17

I think a 10year licence is far too long for any sport.  A one-year rollover is more suitable to suit the growth of the area and thus, Mortlock Park.  HOWEVER, our experience over 
the years with members of the football club have proven they are willing to converse with the community, share the space equitably and be respectful of people they are in contact 
with.  CONVERSELY, many baseballers have been known to be rude, disrespectful, elitist in their claims to the park and overall an unpleasant group to deal with (there must be 
exceptions I am sure). 

1.18 Unrestricted Oval access for school soccer is required not less than two afternoons a week and Saturday mornings
1.19 Limited availability of green space for community use
1.20 For similar reasons already stated in previous reply. 

2.01 The Heritage requirements and wishes of locals are being ignored to fill the wants of a small minority in the sports club

2.02 The park as part of the Garden City Movement and a Model Garden Suburb is intended for use by the local residents but as a template, its size and attributes were supposed to be 
copied in all new suburbs and subdivisions so there would be parks for everyone not just Mortlock Park.

3 Assorted 3.01 All this interclub sport requires a lot of driving on the weekends to get players to various venues.  Even if they all have electric cars - interclub sport causes unnecessary carbon pollution. NOTED

Morklock Park LICENSES CLG Football Club (Submissions and Freetext)
The data presented here represents a minority view - 4.6% of the full dataset who oppose the proposal offer a qualifying statement.

NOTED: 

NOTED: All proposals were subject to a Heritage review prior to 
community consultation.

Any action will be subject to a Heritage Impact Report prior to 
commencement.

2 Heritage

1 Equity of use
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NUMBER THEME INDEX SUMMARY OF SUBMISSION COMMENTS (NOTE SIMILAR ENTRIES MAY BE COMBINED) PROJECT RESPONSE

1.01 F##k the kids NOTED: Obscene language aimed at children has been edited
1.02 No NOTED  

1.03

It's tolerable for the schools to make use of Mortlock Park, but the question arises: why is there a need for a licence if there's no intention to bar the local folk from partaking in the 
park's pleasures? Considering the conditions, space, and hours specified in the licence—commonly referred to as the schedule—can be altered through an understanding between 
the school and the council. However, the disquieting matter lies in the clandestine nature of these licenses. Changes can transpire without notifying or consulting the residents. A 
licence shrouded in secrecy, open to modifications at any instance, and wielding the power to exclude residents is, by no means, fitting.

NOTED

1.04 While it is heritage appropriate to allow school use - I don't understand why they need a licence to keep people off.  I worry that a licence will permit them to store stuff in temporary 
sheds on the park.  This is not ok and council will not let anyone look at the leases and licences. 

NOTED: CLG Primary School will not have access to storage on 
community land at Mortlock Park

Morklock Park LICENSES CLG Primary School (Submissions and Freetext)
The data presented here represents a minority view - 0.8% of the full dataset who oppose the proposal offer a qualifying statement.

1 General comments
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NUMBER THEME INDEX SUMMARY OF SUBMISSION COMMENTS (NOTE SIMILAR ENTRIES MAY BE COMBINED) PROJECT RESPONSE

1.01 Kids suck NOTED

1.02

It appears permissible for the schools to make use of Mortlock Park. However, the query arises: why necessitate a license if there's no intention to preclude the local populace from 
partaking in the park's delights? Considering the conditions, dimensions, and hours specified in the license—the colloquially known schedule—can be altered through a mutual 
understanding between the school and the council. Yet, the disquieting aspect lies in the clandestine nature of these licenses. Changes may transpire without notification or 
consultation with the residents. A license shrouded in secrecy, open to modifications at any instance, and wielding the power to exclude residents is, by no means, fitting.

NOTED

1.03 Why do they need a licence plus they seem to hate heritage - licence too long.  NOTED

Morklock Park LICENSES St Therese School (Submissions and Freetext)
The data presented here represents a minority view - 0.6% of the full dataset who oppose the proposal offer a qualifying statement.

1 General comments
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NUMBER THEME INDEX SUMMARY OF SUBMISSION COMMENTS (NOTE SIMILAR ENTRIES MAY BE COMBINED) PROJECT RESPONSE

1.01 A community meeting space 

1.02 Unlikely to be rebuilt, it’s a good resource for the community in its current state and location
1.03 it is still a useful hall for community groups

1.04 The playground is an excellent place to host children's birthday party's, but there is nowhere to shelter from inclement weather. The halls should be retained for community members to hire out for 
birthdays etc 

1.05 Currently, there are several local clubs (including the girl scouts and aikido) that use this building. It would be good to see it renovations so that these clubs do not lose their space. NOTED: Girl Guides use this building Aikido utilises the Former Scout 
Hall

1.06 Guides provides an important service to kids in the local area (my daughter is one of them). This is an important part of the community and should be supported as much as 
possible. 

NOTED: There are discussions with the Guides SA to relocate the 
Guides as near to Mortlock Park as possible, including relocation to 
the Former Scout Hall.

2.01 Where will they go? What would be there instead? If they are still using it let them be

2.02 I strongly oppose the demolition of the Guide Hall until a suitable "one for one" or better building is available at the same location.
There is a huge amount of green space in this immediate area, I do not see the value in demolition of this building.  

2.03

That being said that we are opposed to the idea is true, but if Council are prepared to consider the possibility of giving the Guides the former Scout Hall for use (some of it 
exclusively for storage etc), we would consider this as a positive venture, as upgraded facilities etc would make the space a cleaner and brighter environment. 

We have been aware for many years that the longevity of the Guide Hall was limited, it has been known it was earmarked for demolition I think for at least the past 20 years.  I 
personally have been one of the leaders at CLG for the past 27 years, prior to that I was at St Mary’s Guides for 14 years, I moved to CLG when the hall was taken back by council 
and demolished, so this isn’t new to me.

What disappoints me the most is the community members that actually want Guides removed from the area completely.  There are many that over the years and recently it 
seems, see the hall as an eyesore to their prestigious heritage homes and see the disruption of parents delivering their daughters to the hall as an inconvenience to them. Over 
time we have had many residents come and complain to us about the noise or activities we do that disturbs them.

Girl Guides and Scouts for that matter have been at Mortlock Park for many many years - the “new residents” that complain, knew that the Guide and Scout Halls were there when 
they bought their houses!  Guiding and Scouting are wholesome groups - that is one of the reasons we are flourishing at the moment, after COVID, many parents wanted their 
girls off the screens and out their DOING stuff in a safe and controlled environment. 

Guides aren’t the kids creating issues on the trains to Belair and Blackwood with their bikes, they are girls and young women being given leadership opportunities to set them up 
for success in the future.  They are the future!

2.04 I oppose this, until such time as a proposal is made to support the Guides with access to another local facility.

2.05
Our daughter has been attending CLG Girl Guides for the last 3 years and we hope she will attend tor many more. If the hall is knocked down I would hope that they would have 
access to a similar sized space. The volunteers that run it do an amazing job of creating a safe and supporting place for girls that may not want to engage in other activities such 
as sport or feel overwhelmed in a mixed gender Scouts Group.  Which  could be the nearest similar activity if the CLG did not exist. 

3 Amenity 3.01 I am opposed on the basis that moving the existing Girl Guide units to the old Scout Hall will result in loss of a number of amenities that the existing hall provides, particularly if it is open to anyone 
leasing the hall: Storage of camping and outdoor event equipment, kitchen facilities, Scout Hall has worse heating and cooling than the Guide Hall, Scout Hall doesn't have a ceiling. 
The existing Colonel Light Garden's guide unit is a strong unit with a high number of girl members  compared with other units. It is a pity to lose their 'home' and not have a suitable alternative already 
planned.
If the Scout Hall is to become their 'home' then the following items need to be considered:  kitchen upgrade - needs fridge, freezer and proper oven and cooktop, and suitable room for microwave. If 
shared use, then need to determine how kitchen equipment, cutlery and crockery will be shared. Current Scouts hall kitchen is not overly useable by multiple people at the same time and caterers 
would not consider it sufficient.  Guides SA will need some exclusive storage both inside hall and in the shed with shelving. Need ceiling, airconditioning, heating, cleaned and re-painted, floorboard 
resurfaced or new vinyl, replace/update window louvres and add flyscreen. Need toilet/bathroom upgrade.  Fix roof leak. If a community space to hire, then new tables and chairs

NOTED

4.01 I'd like the Girl Guides to be expanded. My daughter would be interested in joining.
4.02 This Hall is still in use by the Guides. The existing building should be refurbished as the Gil Langley Building should be if it is in need. 
4.03 If Girl Guides SA are currently using this building for meetings and storage then I suggest that these activities continue. I cannot see the reasoning for considering it's demolition when the building is 

providing a meeting place for this group.
4.04 No need for removal. Still in use by the Girl Guides and could be hired out to other groups, individuals or schools.
4.05 The hall should be renovated and updated instead. I would like to see Scout clubs and Martial Arts clubs continue to thrive in CLG
4.06 Money should be spent on upgrading the existing facilities for girl guides 

5.01 WHY ?? it is a useful structure that could be used by the community . Don`t exppand the sports club footprint and retain the hall

5.02

The Guide Hall is being used by the Girl Guides Society as their clubroom and is and has been their facility in CLG for a long time.
Therefore, the Girl Guide building should not be demolished at the whim of the Mitcham Council.
It would seem that the Mitcham Council and the Goodwood Baseball Club have together created a conspiracy of removal of same, so as to facilitate the extended building footprint of the new 
extensions to the Baseball/ Football Clubrooms, at the expense of other Mortlock Park users - shameful!

6.01 Our daughters were Girl Guides who attended Guides at that hall.  They had an amazing experience.  It doesn't matter if the building is slightly run-down as it serves a great purpose.  Everything should 
be done to keep Girl Guides at that location as part of our community.

6.02

I am disappointed of the idea of the council and some members of the community thinking that it is ok to kick out a flourishing unit, that supports Girls in Mitcham council.   The Guides at CLG were 
established in 1939 and the hall was built and fundraised for by the parents and community members in 1965.  The unit has always been an integral part of Mitcham Council offering a range of valuable 
programs and services to girls and young women, and fostering their personal development, leadership skills and community engagement.  Guides has had a long history of empowering local girls to 
become responsible, confident and contributing members of society.

6.03 as a leader and former guide for 13 years i would sad to see my childhood memories of the guide hall go as i have found Guides as well as this hall a second home and for the 
upcoming guides and current guides this as well (32 Current guides, 6 leaders)

Morklock Park Demolition Guides Hall (Submissions and Freetext)
The data presented here represents a minority view - 9% of the full dataset who oppose the proposal offer a qualifying statement.

1 Assorted

Link to Gil Langley (Option 2)

NOTED

2 Issues regarding relocation

NOTED: there is a discussion concerning development of the Former 
Scout Hall in a later section

NOTED: There are discussions with the Guides SA to relocate the 
Guides as near to Mortlock Park as possible, including relocation to 
the Former Scout Hall.

NOTED: The demolition of the Guides Hall was referenced in the 
decades old Concept Master Plan and is linked to the development of 
the Gil Langley Building (Option 02).

NOTED: There are discussions with the Guides SA to relocate the 
Guides as near to Mortlock Park as possible, including relocation to 
the Former Scout Hall.

6 History

4 Keep status quo

5
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7.01 In a time when spaces for women and girls are being built, a proposal to destroy a girls only space is outrageous. It is a massive park and demolising the Guides hall simply removes a community 
space, it does not create more

7.02 Dint waste the building. Repurpose it. Keep the roof and part walls for a wet weather play area.

7.03

It seems entirely unreasonable in this day and age that in a consultation plan discussing expansion of a baseball club and football club (both heavily male dominated), that we are talking about 
demolishing a hall that is devoted to empowering girls and women in the local community.  

The CLG Girl Guides unit is a strong and flourishing unit, with a solid leadership team. I have seen first hand how they have trained and supported the development of girls into confident young women 
who care about the community, each other and our broader environment. GGSA has a long history of empowering local girls to become responsible, confident, and contributing members of society.The 
Colonel Light Gardens Unit was established in 1929 and the hall built in 1965. 

It would be devastating if this group was to be left without their own home on Mortlock park. I could see some benefit of shared facility model that benefits multiple community groups, but this would 
need to make provision for specific need of the Guides - for example, a peppercorn lease, storage sheds for equipment, kitchen facilities for meal preparation and food storage, notice boards, patrol 
boards, air conditioning, art spaces. I'm surprised that the council would realistically consider removing such a group from the Mortlock precinct. I'm even more surprised that this plan is not considering 
the renovation and upgrade of both the scout hall (as a community space) and the guide hall (as a devoted guide facility) to encourage greater community engagement for girls, boys and other local 
community groups (e.g. martial arts, bridge, chess, etc)       

7.04 Use for other community ventures or commercial ones
7.05 Community hall space that should be retained and made available for additional community use.

7 Loss of community space

NOTED: There are discussions with the Guides SA to relocate the 
Guides as near to Mortlock Park as possible, including relocation to 
the Former Scout Hall.

18
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NUMBER THEME INDEX SUMMARY OF SUBMISSION COMMENTS (NOTE SIMILAR ENTRIES MAY BE COMBINED) PROJECT RESPONSE

1.01 Rebuild
1.02 Needs to be 1 community building combined guides and scout for all group’s to access.

1.03 If the Guide Hall is demolished, the Scout Hall should be made available to the Guides.  They need their own space for meetings and to store 
their gear and equipment.  Let's grow Guides at that location.

2.01 Not to the general public, ie Parties, drunken behaviour, noise, increased vandalism at the school and crime in an area with an increasing 
problem.

2.02 Hiring during the day is fine but it must not be licenced for alcohol or be hired at night or it will cause drunken/ antisocial behaviour and affect 
adjacent property. Local residents are prepared to take this to court if council intends to hire the venue out at night. 

3 Amenity
3.01

This depends on what the Scout Hall would be used for.  If this is to become the main site for the Girl Guides, they need safe and secure 
storage; kitchen facilities - including an oven; and building upgrades.
I dont believe it would be suitable for the building to then be leased out as a shared space.  

NOTED: There are discussions with the Guides SA to relocate the 
Guides as near to Mortlock Park as possible, including relocation to 
the Former Scout Hall which has adequate storage.

4.01 This building is hardly used - people want open space demolish this as well.

4.02

Again - this building really needs demolishing.  It is very ugly and is frequently vandalised.    Hiring out for one off birthday parties is a 
nightmare of late night noise, screaming teenagers and rubbish everywhere.   Hiring out for business use just seems to provide unfair 
competition to other businesses like the cafe in the shops - where it belongs, and for personal trainers who have to pay market rates for their 
spaces near Mitcham Shops.    You think it could be part of a park exercise class - to get equipment from the trainer's car and put it where 
they want it for class?   

NOTED

5 Link to Gil Langley (Option 2) 5.01 Expanding the vision for the existing sports building would be preferable. NOTED

6 History 6.01 Historical Building. NOTED: The Former Scout Hall has limited heritage value.

Morklock Park Demolition Guides Hall (Submissions and Freetext)
The data presented here represents a minority view - 3.2% of the full dataset who oppose the proposal offer a qualifying statement.

1 Assorted NOTED: There are discussions with the Guides SA to relocate the 
Guides as near to Mortlock Park as possible, including relocation to 
the Former Scout Hall.

NOTED: information contained herein has been forwarded to the 
relevant team for review

4 Demolish Scout Hall

2  noise - antisocial issues

19
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**Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group Meeting Minutes** 

**Date:** 26/10/23 

**Time:** 6:02pm - 8:20pm 

**Present:** 

Izzy, Hayley, Travis, Alex,  

**Opening:** 

The meeting was opened at 6:02 pm. 

**Agenda:** 

1. **Overview of the Session:**

- A comprehensive overview of the session presented to the group.

2. **Background on Proposed Projects:**

- Staff presented the background on steps taken for proposed projects, including grant funding,
Public Realm Heritage Guidelines, CLMP documents, and Council's endorsement of $30k for 
investigation into building options and designs. 

3. **Heritage SA Involvement:**

- Group inquired about Heritage SA's engagement in the development of original designs.

- Staff confirmed Heritage SA's involvement but highlighted their limited role in the early stages.

4. **Internal Building Alignment with Heritage Values:**

- Group asked if the internals of the building need to align with heritage values.

- Staff clarified that internal aspects are not defined in the heritage listing.

5. **Involvement in Building Design Options:**

- Group queried if individuals outside of Council, Heritage SA, architects, and clubs were involved in
the building design. 

- Staff stated that the designs were tailored to meet the needs of sporting clubs and AFL
standards. 

6. **Community Engagement Process:**

- Staff discussed Council Administration's community engagement process.
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**Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group Meeting Minutes** 

     - The Group raised concerns about the distribution of flyers, which were addressed by Staff – 
discussions have been held with the distribution company (2000 households received the flyer). 
There is an issue that they may have been discarded by residents as junk mail. 

 

7. **Lease and Hours of Use:** 

   - Group inquired if the hours of use would be linked to the lease. 

     - Staff clarified that hours of use are linked to the Development process, that they can be 
amended before finalising the lease. The hours of use, themselves, are not stipulated in the lease 
document as the lease grants exclusive access, however, these are included in the development 
approval and/or liquor licence. 

 

8. **Development Application Process:** 

   - Staff provided a background on the Development Application process. 

 

9. **Documents Available to the Public:** 

   - Group asked about documents available to the public during the Development Application public 
notification. 

     - Staff listed the documents available for public review. 

 

10. **Independence of Reports:** 

    - Group asked if reports during the DA process would be independent. 

      - Staff confirmed their independence. 

 

11. **SCAP Decision:** 

    - Group asked if SCAP is involved in the decision. 

      - Staff confirmed that SCAP is responsible for the decision. 

 

12. **Hours of Use for Gil Langley Building:** 

    - Group asked if there is a cap on the hours of use for the Gil Langley building. 

      - Staff confirmed that hours are tied to the liquor licence. 

 

13. **Criteria for Hours of Operation:** 

    - Group inquired about the criteria for determining hours of operation. 
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**Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group Meeting Minutes** 

- Staff explained that records of complaints from SAPOL and Council Administration are
considered. 

14. **Hours of Use in Development Approval:**

- Group sought clarification if the discussion was specifically about the hours of use in relation to
the building. 

- Staff affirmed that it was.

15. **Appeal Rights for Residents:**

- Group asked if residents have the right to appeal SCAP decisions.

- Staff clarified that residents do not have appeal rights.

16. **Changes to Hours of Use:**

- Group asked if the hours of use could change in case of ongoing disturbance.

- Staff and Staff explained the process for addressing non-compliance and altering the lease.

**Break:** 

The meeting took a break. 

**Advisory Group Discussion:** 

17. **Heritage Advice on Gil Langley Building Upgrade:**

- Staff explained the process of seeking heritage advice, including specific advice on the Gil Langley
building upgrade. 

18. **Group Discussion on Building Options:**

- Staff divided the advisory group into two groups to discuss pros and cons of the two options. The
group decided to work together as a single group. 

19. **Preference for Option 2:**

- The Football Club representative explained to the group why Option 2 was preferred by the
clubs, emphasising the need for additional facilities to enable a safe environment and the need to 
separate groups based on age and/or gender. 
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**Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group Meeting Minutes** 

20. **Focus on Functionality:**

- The Group stressed the importance of focusing on function first in the Gil Langley building
designs.
- The Group unanimously endorsed Option 02 as their preferred design.
- The Group indicated that there were some elements of the design of Option 02 they would like
to investigate.
- Group’s pros and cons were captured during this time on white boards.

21. **Discussion on Balcony:**

- The group discussed the proposed extended balcony and its use, considering noise concerns
raised by nearby residents. 

22. **Football Club's Viewpoint:**

- The Group discussed the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club's perspective on the balcony.

23. **Merits of Balcony Roof:**

- The Group deliberated on the merits of a roof on the balcony, considering noise implications and
heritage impacts. 

- The Group put forward several ideas for sound buffering and mitigation (plant or solid screening
on the balcony). 
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**Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group Meeting Minutes** 

24. **Monday Info Session:**

- The group discussed the demographic of attendees at the Monday info session and how to
capture opinions of residents both in favour or opposed to proposals. 

25. **Guide Hall and Heritage Impacts:**

- Staff mentioned heritage advice outlining the Guide Hall may need to be demolished if Option 2
proceeds. 

26. **Public Toilet in Gil Langley Building:**

- Group inquired about the inclusion of a public toilet in the Gil Langley building upgrade.

- Staff stated it's not currently included but could be considered.

27. **Hedges as Noise Screen:**

- Group noted resident concerns about hedges around the park acting as a screen for noise.

28. **Group Decision:**

- A recap of the discussion so far was followed by the Group unanimously endorsing Option 02,
subject to a Staff review of the considerations of the pros and cons listed earlier (point 20) 

29. **Goodwood Baseball Club's Position:**

- The group discussed the batting tunnels – assist in reducing batting practice on grassed
recreational spaces. 

- Group provided background on Goodwood Baseball Club's preference for enclosed or roofed
batting tunnels. 

30. **Water Access Points:**

- Group suggested water access points for dog walkers and community members, which could be
considered in final designs. 

33. **Closing:**

- Staff thanked the advisory group for their input and officially closed the meeting at 8:20pm.
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- Cathie noted that the Guides would like to lease a storage area and is happy to licence the 
rest of the building. 

- The group noted that priority user groups should be decided upon. 
-  noted that comments from people aligned to the Aikido group in the Mortlock Park 

CLMP consultation indicated that they are happy to share the space and would be open to 
contributing funds to upgrade the building. Izzy agreed with this sentiment based on 
conversations he’d had with them. 

-  – Could Council licence to groups rather than charge casual hire rates? 
o Anneke – This would require a Council decision. 

- Anneke provided background on the facility usage arrangement for the new building getting 
built at Karinya Reserve, Eden Hills. 

-  – Why were Eden Hills Scouts and Blackwood Rotary given leases/licences? 
o Anneke – Because of their long history at the site. 

-  noted that the group needs to make sure it balances the Scout Halls use between 
different user groups. 

- The group discussed limiting licences so that casual hire can still occur and noted that a 
review of this arrangement would be required after 12 months. 

- The group agreed that 1 weekday evening and 1 day per weekend should be left licence-free 
for casual hire. 

- The group agreed that no disruptive groups should use the facility late at night. 
- Sean noted that Council charge a bond for hiring of community facilities where staff deem it 

to be at risk of causing damage to the building. 
- Sean noted that the definition of casual bookings is debatable, with some casual groups 

wanting to hire the same time every week for a period of a few months. 
- The group agreed the Scout Hall should not be used for loud parties (i.e. no alcohol etc.) 
- The group agreed there should be a defined ‘cap’ (i.e. close time) for the building to ensure 

residents aren’t adversely affected. 
- Izzy noted that the idea of demolishing both the Guides and Scout Hall’s was raised at the 

pop-up session on Sunday. 
-  – Could you add further to the Gil Langley building to make up for the loss of both 

buildings? 
o Anneke – This would be unlikely due to heritage aspect and available funding. 

-  – Could you knock down and rebuild on the same space? 
o Anneke – It would be possible but unlikely due to available funding. 

-  noted he would be against demolishing both buildings as this would displace the 
Guides. 

- Anneke – What does the group suggest to do with the space if the Guides Hall is 
demolished? 

-  suggested that the BMX track could be enlarged. 
o  noted dust issues for nearby residents. 
o  noted noise issues for nearby residents. 

- John suggested cricket nets. 
-  suggested a BBQ area. 
-  – Would cricket nets be possible from a heritage perspective? 

o Izzy – Would have to get feedback from heritage consultant but believe this would 
be possible, as long as they are always accessible to the public. 

- The group discussed the merits of cricket nets. 
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- The group discussed the possibility of demolition, funding for it and what the likely time
frame would be.

- suggested that more shady trees could be put in the space.
-  – If Gil Langely Building Option 2 goes ahead, what does the Masterplan have in the

space where the building is extended?
o Izzy – That space is slated for Open Space, so heritage advice suggests that the

Guides Hall demolition would directly replace this on the site.
- The group discussed the merits of a path around the entire park and how this would be good

for accessibility.
- The group agreed that the preferred use of the Scout Hall should be for community and not-

for-profit groups, rather than commercial operators.

Meeting Closed 7:42pm. 
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Mortlock Park Advisory Group Meeting Minutes 

Thursday 9th of November 2023 

Mitcham Memorial Library 

Attendance: City of Mitcham – Ismael Abuleela, Hayley Ashworth, Travis Beard, Mason Willis, Tim 
Birkett, Simone Harvey. Sport Lighting SA -  

 
  

Apologies:  

Meeting opened 6:00pm 

- Attendees introduced themselves individually.
- John asked for clarification re. last week's minutes that noted “the group agreed” upon

certain points.
o Izzy clarified and recapped last week’s advisory group session and points which the

group agreed upon for recommendation.
-  arrived 6:05pm
- Izzy gave a rundown of tonight’s agenda, purpose of the session and introduced 

 from Sports Lighting SA.
- Mason provided background on the current and proposed lighting including factors

considered (i.e. heritage, AFL standards)
- arrived 6:08pm
- Mason provided background on different lighting design heights and lux levels
-  arrived 6:10pm
-  provided background on lux levels and AFL/SANFL standards
-  gave background on their product, lighting uniformity, operation, and potential

capacity for use.
-  provided background on differences of 2 lighting design options
-  showed and provided explanation for different lighting lenses and shields

o asked for clarification re. different lenses. Adrian provided explanation.
o  asked for clarification re. difference between narrow/medium/wide beam

lenses and shielding.
o  noted they recommended LO light shield which cuts off the most obtrusive

lighting to neighbours.
- Izzy noted that the heritage consultant stopped higher light poles

o Hayley clarified that heritage consultant said 6 lower poles were better than 4 higher
poles

- Mason and  noted that the higher the pole, the better lighting on the ground and
better for residents in relation to obtrusive lighting/light spill.

o Mason referred to 20-25 metre poles at Kingswood Oval and 12 metre poles at
Hawthorn Bowling Club.

-  asked if 12 metre poles were considered. noted that it would not work on
such a large surface area as the centre of the ground would be too dark.

-  noted the life expectancy of light poles is 20-30 years depending on corrosion and the
risk associated with the current old ones.
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-  asked how many poles there are currently. 
o  clarified there are currently 3 light poles. 

-  explained that they have not done an audit on the current lighting because they are 
visually far below the standards. 

-  explained he ran a simulation which calculates light lux, spill, obtrusive lighting etc.  
o Explained lighting intrusion for residents is remarkably high currently, per 

simulation. 
-  asked whether the new lighting would be less obtrusive than the current poles. 

o  said it would be less obtrusive. 
-  explained the concept of candela and that candela is higher the lower the pole. 
-  explained candela numbers from simulation on current lights is 3000, 18 metre poles 

is 900. 
-  asked if there is any disadvantage for having the 18 metre poles over the 15 metres 

o Mason noted that the personal preference of residents may differ 
o Izzy noted that heritage advice says both are OK but the lower the better 
o  noted that the football club prefer the higher poles for better lighting and 

limiting the impact to the residents. 
- Hayley noted that 3 poles is not an option as it does not meet AFL standards 
-  described the lux levels of the current lights and position of poles. It is extremely poor 

o highest level is in the centre of the ground and is only 25 lux. 
-  noted that the baseball club uses the lighting for late pre-season for a week or two prior 

to the start and near the end of the season. 
-  noted that much of the oval is not able to be used during the winter which limits the 

number of teams that can play and increases foot traffic on certain parts of the oval that are 
most well-lit. Also noted that lighting is a safety issue which they have dealt with for an 
extended period. 

-  asked whether lighting on the baseball side of the ground is being removed. 
o Mason noted that it has not been considered 
o  noted that the baseball club currently use it and the baseball would prefer to 

have this ability in future. 
-  asked how quickly the lights become bright when turned on. 

o noted that it slowly turns on over about 5 seconds although it can be 
programmed to take longer. 

- noted potential consideration for slow light turn on to not startle people.  noted 
that start up is not an issue, turning off can be for people moving off the ground although 
the lights can be programmed to avoid this. 

- Hayley noted that times of use for lighting can fall within the development application 
process. 

-  asked if there is anything to stop the club from using the lights at max. capacity all 
the time. 

o clarified both designs can go to 150 lux maximum. 
o Hayley clarified that she is not sure if this can be linked to the DA process, but it can 

be a condition of the lease and can be limited via programming of the lights. 
- asked if the DA restriction is linked to this consultation or whether it is separate. 

o Hayley clarified that the CAP would consider this consultation as it will be presented 
by us, although it is done through a different process. The public will have the 
chance to comment, however. 
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o  asked how much time the community would be allocated to comment on the 
DA process – Hayley clarified it is normally 15 days. 

- The group discussed the DA process and community representations. 
-  clarified difference between lux levels and candela from both designs. 
-  noted that she believes the community may be confused that lower poles = less light 

obtrusion when this is not the case. 
-  provided expected candela level measurements at different points around the oval. 
- The group discussed the difficulty with people understanding the lighting in the consultation 

documents. 
- Hayley asked how best to put lighting information forward for consultation in future. 

o  noted that a visual representation of lighting angle would be useful. 
o  proposed that research and surveys in recent years has clearly indicated 

government bodies, businesses, politicians, and organisations have a low trust rating 
and therefore it is now generally more difficult for these bodies in consultations to 
present a case that will be believed. Some hard yards are needed to earn the trust of 
the community. 

o  noted that numbers are useful for people to compare (in reference to 
candela levels). 

o Hayley clarified that Councillors recommended that too many numbers would be 
confusing to the community and recommended that we omit them in the 
consultation documents. 

o The group continued discussion around this. 
-  asked if the group agrees that 18 metre poles is better. 

o  further notes that as a first intuitive response, the general community is likely to 
think that 15m lights would give better and more focussed lighting than 18m 
lights.  That is, it is counter-intuitive that 18m lights are technically better. Therefore, a 
clearly presented technical presentation is needed to explain 18m poles are better for 
all concerned - as what has been done with this advisory group by Adrian. 

o  noted that heritage may be an issue. 
o Hayley and Izzy noted that heritage advice so far has been that both are fine. 

-  asked if the group agrees that 18 metre poles is preferred. 
o All preferred 18 metre poles.  noted so long as it is supported by Heritage 

advice, he is in support of 18 metre poles. 
o  on the fence as she believes the majority of the residents, she has spoken to 

prefer 15 metre poles and that this is based upon an incorrect understanding of the 
2 design proposals. 

- The group unanimously agreed that the maximum lux level should be limited based on the 
nature of the play (i.e. junior training vs. junior matches vs. senior training vs. senior 
matches). 

- The group unanimously agreed that use of the lighting for casual community use should be 
considered. 

-  noted that car park lighting is an issue. 
- The group agreed that the baseball specific lighting is not an issue so long as it does not 

adversely affect residents. 
- The groups discussed the merits of lighting for the baseball diamond. 

Break 7:32pm 

Restart 7:40pm 
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- Hayley gave background on baseball fencing 
o Risk audit done by consultant in 2015 and provided safety controls 
o Council implemented short-term recommendations from this report. 
o Council got consultant to review this audit earlier this year. 
o Proposed higher fence heights which are higher than currently, and most/all 

baseball facilities around Adelaide, including up to 14 metres at its highest. 
o Heritage consultants did not approve of fencing this high. 
o Council’s risk staff said that 10 metre height would be acceptable. Heritage 

consultant agreed this was OK due to risk issues. 
o Baseball homerun fencing recommended to be increased to 2.4m 
o Hedge along Freeling Crescent raised and that it is deteriorating 
o Fencing is proposed exactly where it is now. 
o Gates can be included. 
o Heritage advised that charcoal colouring is best. 
o Heritage advised that if baseball ceased at the site, the baseball infrastructure would 

need to be removed straight away. 
-  noted that the retractable backstop netting from X height is preferable for 

football viewing from the Gil Langley Building balcony. 
-  spoke to the baseball club’s preferences and why. 
- The group discussed the merits of 10 metre permanent fencing vs. partially permanent and 

partially retractable (hybrid). 
- reiterated that the football club would prefer the option with retractable so that 

spectators can view the football oval. 
- The group agreed that the backstop fencing should be the hybrid option. 
- The group discussed the baseball dugouts.  noted that the football club would like to 

be able to utilise one of the dugouts for a coach’s bench. Hayley noted any new ideas put 
forward would need to be reviewed by a heritage consultant. 

-  asked if the baseball fencing is increasing in length. 
o Hayley confirmed there will be no change to the length, only height. 

- The group discussed the homerun fencing and need for increasing height, the risk audit’s 
conclusions in the homes on Freeling Crescent not being high risk. 

- The group discussed the colour of fencing and heritage recommendations. Staff noted this is 
recommended to be charcoal. 

- The group (aside from ) agreed that 2.4 metres is preferred.  noted that she 
believes that the community should not have to continue to compromise on heritage and 
open spaces to protect our own safety and perhaps the grounds are not conducive to the 
current Baseball requirements if the three cannot occur in conjunction. 

- The group discussed the hedge along Freeling Crescent. noted the hedge should be 
kept at a high height and restored to full health. 

- Mason gave Council’s background on work around the hedge and why it has not been 
maintained well, as well as sections of the hedge being “pest” plant species. 

- Mason left meeting 8:35pm 
- The group agreed that the hedges around Mortlock Park need to be fixed so they are in good 

health, thick, kept tall and done with uniformity amongst species in each section. 
- Kelly left meeting 8:41pm 
- The group agreed that the home run fence should be somewhere between 1.5m and 2.4m 

along the northern section and 2.4 metres along the eastern side. 
- Meeting closed 8:43pm 
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Agreements 

- The group unanimously agreed that the maximum lux level should be limited based on the 
nature of the play (i.e. junior training vs. junior matches vs. senior training vs. senior 
matches). 

- The group unanimously agreed that use of the lighting for casual community use should be 
considered. 

- The group agreed that the baseball specific lighting is not an issue so long as it does not 
adversely affect residents. 

- The group agreed that the hedges around Mortlock Park need to be fixed so they are in good 
health, thick, kept tall and done with uniformity amongst species in each section. 

- The group (aside from ) agreed that 2.4 metres is preferred.  noted that she 
believes that the community should not have to continue to compromise on heritage and 
open spaces to protect our own safety and perhaps the grounds are not conducive to the 
current Baseball requirements if the three cannot occur in conjunction. 
 
After further discussion a second vote was conducted where: 

o The group agreed to increase the eastern section of the fence to 2.4m 
o The group agreed that the home run fence should be somewhere between 1.5m 

and 2.4m along the northern section. 
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Mortlock Park Advisory Group Meeting Minutes 

Thursday 11th of November 2023 

Location: Committee Room, City of Mitcham Civic Centre 

Attendees: City of Mitcham - Izzy, Hayley, Travis.  
 

  

Apologies: Anneke,  

 has supplied his thoughts and perspectives on the leases and licences via email (Tuesday 14 
November 2023) 

 

Meeting opened 6:07pm 

- Izzy opened the meeting. All attendees introduced themselves to the group. 

- Minutes accepted. 

-  asked to clarify what Baseball Standards were referenced for fence heights from last 
week. Hayley clarified this was from Baseball Australia 2019.  referenced Baseball SA 
Local Playing Rules and Conditions document which says 1.83m – which was updated on 
01/02/2022. Hayley mentioned she would discuss this with Baseball SA and Australia and 
clarify the standards. Izzy referenced that the group may choose to rediscuss the fencing at 
the end of tonight’s lease/licence content. 

- Izzy introduced the session and agenda. 

- Hayley provided background on leases and licences, including the existing agreements and 
proposed. 

-  gave background on reasons for CLGPS licence request. 

-  asked to clarify what area CLGPS are requesting –  confirmed it was from the 
northern end of the football oval up to level with the tank on the western side of the 
ground. 

-  asked if she could request that the OSHC avoid being in the bushes.  said that 
would be fine. 

-  gave background on reasons for St Therese School’s licence request. Mentioned lunch 
break is 1:10pm to 1:40pm. mentioned CLGPS have recess/lunch breaks 11:30-12:00pm 
and 1:40pm to 2:10pm. 

-  asked if school sport matches are held at Mortlock Park.  unsure.  clarified they 
occasionally have all day carnivals. Hayley clarified St Therese requested occasional use for 
after school sport between 3:30pm and 4:00pm. 

-  asked when dogs should be on lead in relation to school use. Group understanding is 
that dogs should be on lead within 20 metres of organised activities. Hayley clarified City of 
Mitcham website mentions the same distance from BMX track and playground also. 
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- Group agreed that publishing schools regular use times (i.e. lunch, recess) on the Council 
website would be useful. 

-  requested that the lease/licence agreements be made public. Made clear that he 
does not believe there is any reason that they should not be available. Izzy/Hayley clarified 
that legal advice is that it would require both parties (Council/Lessee) to agree to be able to 
do this and the documents can contain information which is ‘commercial in confidence’ to 
the lessee. There was a commitment to review the legal advice before the final report. 

-  asked to clarify if the agreements are proposed for 10 years or 10+ additional time. 
Hayley clarified these are 10 years only. Agreements are reviewed after 10 years and 
consultation is required for anything over 5 years as per now. 

- Izzy noted that he would recommend in his role that any substantial changes to 
leases/licences at Mortlock Park in future be required to undergo community consultation. 

- The group endorsed the proposals for the school’s licence agreements as proposed. 

-  suggested that the leases/licences should be less than 10 years for sporting clubs. 

- The group discussed the requirement for community consultation for changes to licence 
hours. 

- The group agreed that a permanent change of hours or major changes to hours in a licence 
should require community consultation. 

- Izzy mentioned that the CLGFC proposed licence hours have not changed from what they are 
using currently.  provided background on the club’s requirements and need for 
requested days/hours. 

- Hayley clarified that at the beginning/end of football and baseball season, the 2 sports can 
not use Mortlock Park concurrently at any stage.  mentioned that both clubs pay extra 
money to use alternative grounds during their preseason periods. Hayley clarified that they 
also pay to use Mortlock Park. 

-  clarified that most CLGFC members live in the City of Mitcham and around 65%-75% 
are from CLG and immediately adjacent suburbs. 

-  mentioned that women’s growth can be catered for inside current/proposed licence 
hours with better lights as the whole oval can be used under lights, which is not the case 
with the current lights. 

-  clarified that the eastern/baseball grassed area is used for pre-match warmups on 
weekends. 

-  mentioned she has seen what looks like an 2organised football match running on the 
eastern side on weekends. said this is not the football club. 

-  asked if there is no dedicated non-football community use during licenced hours on 
weekends. clarified that this is true however he mentioned that the club only use on 
average every second Saturday because they play away games. There is opportunity for the 
football club to publish the dates when it is not being used. 
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- The group discussed the percentage of use and the definition of “prime” time for use (i.e. 
times when most people want to utilise3 the grassed areas). 

-  clarified that the General Community Use table in relation to the hours of use on 
Saturdays and Sundays is incorrect as not available when football club is using. Hayley said it 
was an error, however the football clubs licence hours within the document do include this 
usage. 

-  noted that she didn’t see any objections to the football club’s hours of use at the 
community pop-up sessions. 

-  suggested that 10 years for the oval licences is too long. Suggested 6 or 7 years. 
 mentioned she would be in support of an agreement shorter than 10 years also due 

to changes to lights, building etc. 

- disagrees – changes are better for community so doesn’t see how shorter-term lease 
benefits anyone. 

- The group discussed the merits of 10 years vs. shorter lease. 

- agreed that 10 years should be offered. 

- mentioned the baseball club wants security for the amount of money being invested in 
the projects at Mortlock Park. 

- voted for 10-year licence term.  and  suggested a 
6-year licence term. proposes a 5 year term. 

-  asked that the CLGFC publish when there are no matches so people can plan casual 
usage. Group suggested Council website, Gil Langley building and Mitcham Community 
News. 

- The group unanimously endorsed the proposed licence hours for the football club.  
submitted the usage of the Football Club is not a concern. 

- Break 7:42pm. Restarted 7:46pm. 

- Hayley/Izzy gave background on proposed lease – encompasses Gil Langley building, batting 
tunnels and any extensions to the Gil Langley building should they go ahead. 

- Izzy handed out DA Factsheet to group members. 

- mentioned that CLGFC use the building predominantly on Tuesday-Friday nights, 
Saturdays all day, Sunday’s daytime. Club do meals and open bar on Thursday and Friday 
evenings and Saturdays. 

-  asked if there is anything formal in place which limits use of the balcony. Hayley 
noted that she doesn’t believe there is currently however would need to check old records 
to be certain. 

- mentioned GBC use Gil Langley building on Wednesday, Thursday and Saturday 
evenings for meals and drinks. 
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- asked if the clubs casually hire out the facility – noted CLGFC do very rarely and 
are very selective. noted GBC also very rarely and very selective after a bad experience 
a few years ago. 

-  noted that she is wary of allowing clubs to have the ability to hire to external groups 
even though they are now very selective on who they hire to, in case club powerbrokers 
change and have different opinions. 

- voted for 10-year lease term.  and  suggested a 
6-year lease term. submitted a term of 5 years for sport at Mortlock Park 

-  mentioned GBC has around 400 members and around half live in 5041 postcode. 
Provided background on the club and aims and goals for the club. Mentioned they are 
preparing for the future. Junior teams have grown from 3 to 9 in the last several years, 
mirroring the growth in the nearby schools. The club hire West Beach indoor centre, 
Panorama school (assume Springbank Secondary?) and Flinders University. The club wanted 
to look at an indoor centre at Mortlock Park to reduce use of oval but too expensive and not 
compliant with heritage. The club do not always use the oval during all licenced hours but it 
allows flexibility for changes in fixture. 

- noted that communication of unused hours can be communicated a lot better to 
community. Could do so as suggested re. the football club earlier. 

- asked if the club use the hours to the very latest point on weekends. mentioned 
it depends on how long the last game goes for.  said if the weekend hours could be 
condensed somehow, it would be preferable as people tend to be outdoors more during 
summer. 

-  asked if CLGPS can still host presentation night once per year if baseball club have licence 
for Monday night. mentioned it would always be allowed for by the club. Hayley 
mentioned that this can be written into agreements. 

-  spoke about what his opinion of equitable use of the park is. Mentioned that he 
doesn’t agree that any increase in current hours is reasonable. 

-  mentioned she does not think that residents have enough access and this is 
historical. Does not believe the time is adequate nor the space afforded when only the 
north-west space is available. Does not agree with any increase in hours and noted the 
hours proposed in general are too many. 

- asked if there is a way that baseball club use of the eastern side could be increased to 
allow for more non-baseball community access on the western side. Mark mentioned that 
they have condensed as much as possible and already use alternative grounds on top of 
Mortlock Park. 

-  asked about Council’s potential acquisition of Women’s Memorial Playing Fields and 
whether this could reduce the baseball club’s use of Mortlock Park. Hayley provided 
background on WMPF. Big process to occur before any indication of whether the Club could 
use WMPF or WA Norman. 

- clarified clubs use of different spaces for trainings and games. Juniors don’t require 
homerun fencing. 
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- Izzy asked what would happen if the club could not have additional hours. Mark 
mentioned that club trainings would remain as is now with the club paying additional fees to 
hire other facilities and would not be able to grow. 

-  mentioned that the drawn licenced areas do not allow for thoroughfare. Hayley 
mentioned that the licence plan may be able to be updated to allow this however would 
need to ensure its ok from a safety perpective. mentioned that this would potentially 
be a safety issue at times. 

-  said that community members have been told they can’t walk between eastern and 
western side by people from the baseball club. said that club members would warn if a 
safety issue but people walk dogs etc. through there regularly during training sessions but 
had not told people they could not walk through at all. 

- The group discussed options for safety and allowing thoroughfare between eastern and 
western half. 

- The group agreed the swapping of 1 hour from a Saturday and Sunday is fine. 

-  agreed proposed weekend hours are OK. Marco, ,  
believe they should be reduced. Kelly suggested a later start on a Sunday. 

-  not in support of proposed increase on Monday/Wednesday hours 
without reducing hours on other days.  in favour of baseball 
proposed hours. 

- Existing hours Mon-Fri for baseball club agreed by Group except for  who believes 
existing licenced spaces and hours are too many. 

- suggested that having the western side of Mortlock Park at all time would be 
preferable although at a minimum, north-west should be available to the public if the south-
west and east sections are being used by the baseball club. 

- Group decided that if possible the North West Grassed area should be given over to 
community when possible and reflected within the licences hours.  prefers 50/50 
with only half the space being utilised at any time by a sporting club. submitted the 
Baseball Club usage should be restricted to the eastern oval and a maximum of half of the 
football oval so residents can access the rest of the complex. 

- Discussion around actual use by baseball club and licenced use. Mark suggested the club 
would do their best to juggle times and spaces to allow for more non-baseball community 
access. 

- suggested the baseball club may have outgrown Mortlock Park. 

- Hayley provided background on available sporting grounds and that there is no excess City 
of Mitcham land and generally in metropolitan Adelaide. 

- thinks that the hours should be increased if the north-west space can be increased, 
otherwise maintain existing hours. thinks that equitable use = 50% each between 
sport and non-sport community use (either based on east vs. west space or s defined 
“prime time” hours of use). agrees. thinks hours should be as proposed by GBC. 
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- clarified Baseball document in reference to fence height from start of the meeting 
was from 2022/23. 

- Izzy provided information about next week’s session and opportunity to present to 
Councillors. 

- Hayley provided information on consultation process from here and Council process for 
decision making. 

- Izzy thanked group for their participation and decorum throughout all sessions. 

- thanked CoM staff for running the advisory group. 

- Meeting closed 9:10pm. 

 

 

Agreements 

Gil Langley Leases 

- voted for 10-year lease term.  and  suggested a 6-7 
year lease term.  submitted a term of 5 years for sport at Mortlock Park (5-3) 

General Licences 

- The group agreed that a permanent change of hours or major changes to hours in a licence 
should require community consultation. (7-0) 

School Licences 

- The group endorsed the proposals for the school’s licence agreements as proposed. (8.0) 

Football Club Licence 

- The group unanimously endorsed the proposed licence hours for the football club.  
submitted the usage of the Football Club is not a concern. (8-0) 

Goodwood Baseball Club Licence 

Weekend adjustment  

- The group agreed the swapping of 1 hour from a Saturday and Sunday is fine. 

- agreed proposed weekend hours are OK. , ,  believe 
they should be reduced. suggested a later start on a Sunday.  submits a statement 
that there is huge concern over the Baseball Club’s proposals to significantly increase the 
area of use of the football oval and significantly increase times of use Monday to Sunday. (4-
4) 

Increased hours (Monday and Wednesday) 

-     in favour of baseball proposed hours. , ,  not in 
support of proposed increase in Monday/Wednesday hours without reducing hours on other 
days. Therefore no increase in overall hours. submits a statement that there is huge 
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concern over the Baseball Club’s proposals to significantly increase the area of use of the 
football oval and significantly increase times of use Monday to Sunday. (4-4) 

Weekday Hours (Mon-Fri) 

- Existing hours Mon-Fri for baseball club agreed by group to be reasonable.  believes 
existing licenced spaces and hours is too many. (6-1) 

Grassed areas 

- Group decided that if possible the North West Grassed area should be given over to 
community when possible and reflected within the licences hours.  prefers 50/50 
with only half the space being utilised at any time by a sporting club. John submitted the 
Baseball Club usage should be restricted to the eastern oval and a maximum of half of the 
football oval so residents can access the rest of the complex. (6-2) 
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GIL LANGLEY BUILDING
General Comment/ Feedback Option 1 Option 2 Noise Landscaping Heritage General Comment

The outside storage was in  chainmesh enclosures - the new facility looks like its more of the same ourdoor 
junk yard - at least there should be landscaped screening  The storage areas are enclosed and won't present an unsightly 

look to the area.

Extending balcony will create much more noise pollution for residents. Need time limit for use. 
The community will be able to express and/or suggest 
conditions or mitigating circumstances to be added to the 
liquor licence conditions during the Development Application 
process.

You are proposing to double the size of the footprint of the building already takes up, meaningless green space 
and more room for the baseball club to monopolise. Batting tunnels, etc just make it even more of a baseball 
park - and this is not what Mortlock Park was intended for. If they need all these upgrades then maybe they 
should find an area that is not Heritage listed. Leave the park to the residents.



OPTION 01 footprint is the same as the current building

OPTION 02 footprint is larger and offset with the demolition 
of the Guides Hall

There are already batting tunnels in situ at Mortlock Park

A Heritage Impact Report will be compiled to ensure heritage 
is not impacted

Are there any consideration of heritage standards in these designs? 

Heritage advice has been sought and had significant influence 
on the designs presented to the community

A Heritage Impact Report will be compiled to ensure heritage 
is not impacted

Are there time/ hour limitations for balcony use? - How will the council mitigate noise pollution/ spillage with 
open bifold doors? 

The community will be able to express and/or suggest 
conditions or mitigating circumstances to be added to the 
liquor licence conditions during the Development Application 
process.

Too much balcony on west side. Previous schedules have restricted use because it disturbs the residents, many 
have small children 

The community will be able to express and/or suggest 
conditions or mitigating circumstances to be added to the 
liquor licence conditions during the Development Application 
process.

More time for residents to use the park. NO to subletting clubrooms for private parties - too noisy for residents 
- constant 'pinging' noise from batting cages (metal bats) is a problem 

The community will be able to express and/or suggest 
conditions or mitigating circumstances to be added to the 
liquor licence conditions during the Development Application 
process.

Community access to open space is addressed in Leases and 
Licences

The footprint of the proposed clubrooms needs to be shown better on the satellite photo of park the licenses 
areas and now clubroom sizes are inaccurate esp west side  Thank you for your feedback

Suggest the proposed extension to the balcony will have a significant noise impact on direct residential 
neighbours. Suggest the balcony be extended on the northern side rather than the western side 

The community will be able to express and/or suggest
conditions or mitigating circumstances to be added to the
liquor licence conditions during the Development Application
process.

How does this conversion and development into a sporting complex meet heritage objectives of a mix of 
passive and active space? 

Heritage advice has been sought and had significant influence
on the designs presented to the community

A Heritage Impact Report will be compiled to ensure heritage
is not impacted

How will council mitigate the impact on residents (and adjacent property values) of these proposed changes?  The proposed changes are not anticipated to affect property
values

Noise mitigation for outside balcony needs to be considered regardless of extension. Can hear noise in home 
regularly. Particularly annoying at night time. 

The community will be able to express and/or suggest
conditions or mitigating circumstances to be added to the
liquor licence conditions during the Development Application
process.

Hours of use Gil Langley? Parties - weeknights? 
The community will be able to express and/or suggest
conditions or mitigating circumstances to be added to the
liquor licence conditions during the Development Application
process.

Consider a small café (coffee and toasties etc, not a full-scale café) within building to lease to private operator, 
to increase vibrancy and use of reserve (see Glenunga Hub - Frank's café)  Thank you for your feedback
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Noise buffer? Esp. for balcony trees/ hedge can hear people - balcony loud - door bifold x 
The community will be able to express and/or suggest 
conditions or mitigating circumstances to be added to the 
liquor licence conditions during the Development Application 
process.

Relocate BMX track to open area near clubrooms to discourage continual anti social behaviour.  Thank you for your feedback

Are 2nd change rooms needed? Why - need? Are they larger  2nd changerooms required to allow for a seperation of groups 
by gender (male/female) and age (seniors/juniors)

Question why baseball requires another change room when they don't get changed? Refurbishment of existing 
changeroom complies with AFL standard.  2nd changerooms required to allow for a seperation of groups 

by gender (male/female) and age (seniors/juniors)

Additional visual impact of new building from opposite houses.  Thank you for your feedback

Issue with baseball "warm-up area". Balls hit cars along Sturt Ave as nothing to stop ball from players who miss 
their catch.  Thank you for your feedback

Noise reduction needs to be considered particularly on the balcony at night and night time functions! Please 
consider local residents!!* 

The community will be able to express and/or suggest 
conditions or mitigating circumstances to be added to the 
liquor licence conditions during the Development Application 
process.

Fantastic to see the increase and encouragement of female participation in football and baseball. These 
upgrades will bring facility up to a level seen at most other community sporting facilities. Option 2 provides 
more flexibility as the participtation grows.

 Thank you for your feedback

Option 2 - better plans for future growth - if going to upgrade/ may as well do it properly  Thank you for your feedback

Option 2 Brilliant use of the space for women and girls. We love the option to grow for future generations  Thank you for your feedback

Option 2 Great design that would cater for future sports clubs  Thank you for your feedback

Option 2 Would work well  Thank you for your feedback

Option 2 - gives equal opportunity for boys and girls. It’s a must  Thank you for your feedback
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LEASES & LICENSES
General Comment/ Feedback General comment/suggestion Heritage Scale back hours Happy with hours General licence General lease Conditions of lease Response

Can the local community have input into the conditions to be put in new lease arrangements particularly in relation to the 
Gil Langley Building. 

The community will be able to express 
and/or suggest conditions or mitigating 
circumstances to be added to the liquor 
licence conditions during the 
Development Application process.

If the building is upgraded will it be used more frequently for non recreational activities at night time? 
The community will be able to express 
and/or suggest conditions or mitigating 
circumstances to be added to the liquor 
licence conditions.

Can conditions be placed to keep noise after hours to a minimum as we are in a residential area? 
The community will be able to express 
and/or suggest conditions or mitigating 
circumstances to be added to the liquor 
licence conditions.

What are the current lease arrangements for thr ovals and buildings? What time are the lights supposed to be turned off. 
What is the curfew for the building supposed to be? 

The community will be able to express 
and/or suggest conditions or mitigating 
circumstances to be added to the liquor 
licence conditions.

No room for community to safely walk or run or have dogs. Area needs to be dramatically scaled back.  Thank you for your feedback

Please compare Goodwood baseball club use of Mortlock to other clubs in the Mitcham council. Are other clubs hours of 
use more or less than Goodwood. 

Goodwood baseball clubs needs to go. They don't belong here and cause lots of noise pollution in the summer.  Thank you for your feedback

Council cannot allow members to have birthday parties at night. 
The community will be able to express 
and/or suggest conditions or mitigating 
circumstances to be added to the liquor 
licence conditions.

Community use limited by school use 1. Formal activity 2. Lunch Recess. Signs say to keep dogs away from children on 
oval.  Thank you for your feedback

Need guaranteed hours access for public that are predictable  Thank you for your feedback

License hours - should be to those clubs only not give/ subtained to other clubs  Thank you for your feedback

Isn't a 10 year license really code for 10 + 10 = 20 years? A lot has changed in 20 years 
No, this is a proposal for a 10 year lease, 
a 10 year extension to this lrease would 
require community consultation

We are local rate-paying residents - we bought in CLG due to the open green space available for community use. This 
proposal does not support the intendedn use of shared space in CLG. We walk our dog and exercise on Mortlock evert 
evening. Baseball should not have the monopoly of this space. We work during the day to be able to pay our rates. We 
want open community space available for our recreational time. Make it fair for everyone. We don't want a bigger 
sporting prescence with more to fix and noise and Saturday night events in our QUIET suburb.

 Thank you for your feedback

Please advice hours of use of new batting cage  Thank you for your feedback

Has council asked for legal advice to confirm that Mortlock Park CLMP is consistent with the statement of heritage 
significance and Heritage standards.  Yes, the Mortlock Park CLMP fulfils both 

Heritage and 

The needs of baseball clubs is inconsistent with our heritage suburb - there is no way screens will blend with heritage 
requirements. No baseball 

A detailed heritage Impact Report will be 
undertaken before recommendations are 
taken to Council

No to goodwood baseball club extension of lease - they do not belong and take up too much room  Thank you for your feedback

Baseball club has monopoly of oval use  Thank you for your feedback
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10 years far too long. Should be minimal renewal periods to allow for contingencies  Thank you for your feedback

10 yr lease way too long. Too much of a monopoly  Thank you for your feedback

What heritage documents is council relying on to say that sport is intended for model garden suburb as designed by 
Charles Reade 

A detailed heritage Impact Report will be 
undertaken before recommendations are 
taken to Council

How can we make an informed feedback on schedule that are completely flexible between Staff and clubs with NO more 
consultation?  ???? DO WE ADD THAT ANY CHANGES 

WILL BE SUBJECT TO CONSULTATION???

A definite NO to a 10 year license for the Baseball Club. Considering their inequable entitlement to the use of the space it 
should not be even considered until this issue is addressed.  Thank you for your feedback

What are the lease arrangements for the Gil Langley Building? What will be the arrangements for the club rooms in terms 
of licensing hours.  

The community will be able to express 
and/or suggest conditions or mitigating 
circumstances to be added to the liquor 
licence conditions.

Previous shcedule license conditions stop metal baseball bats because of noise and distance the balls can go can this 
please be re-instated and enforced  ??? CHECK ???

How is it community (ie for all) if its only sport, school and guides/scouts? How about locals??  Thank you for your feedback

The use of the clubrooms for private events at night times is extremely disruptive to residents. With an extended balcony 
this will only be made worse. It is a residential neighbourhood and the baseball club should not be allowed to lease this 
out.


The community will be able to express 
and/or suggest conditions or mitigating 
circumstances to be added to the liquor 
licence conditions.

There should be distinctions between baseball and football club. Baseball are asking for more hours (increasing to 7 days a 
week), but football club aren't asking for changes. 

There is a distinction within the survey 
where you are able to comment on the 
individual schools or sporting clubs in 
terms of lease or licence.

Baseball must work with other users of the park and schedule games and practice around utilising 1 ground.  Thank you for your feedback

Concerns that clubs will use the clubrooms to hive out regularly for parties etc at night. 
The community will be able to express 
and/or suggest conditions or mitigating 
circumstances to be added to the liquor 
licence conditions.

Notification of Home/Away Games of Baseball to avoid unused areas when team is away. Baseball SA should have a 
Schedule for each level.  Thank you for your feedback

To my knowledge the Baseball asc. Stipulates a clubs need only 1x baseball diamond to be a club. I don't feel the baseball 
club are giving equitable use of this large park. Karen Egglinger  Thank you for your feedback

Grassed space North West Grassed Space South West NOT TO BE USED FOR BASEBALL AT ALL  Thank you for your feedback

I strongly oppose the extended lease and hours awarded to the baseball club. Make Mortlock park more accessible for 
LOCAL RESIDENTS!  Thank you for your feedback

Could the Council please provide a template of the general lease with sporting clubs.  CAN WE????

I feel expansive baseball play on the football oval where there is no fencing cuts off a much wider area than the physical 
area being played in  Thank you for your feedback

Is there a RISK ASSESSMEBNT FOR THIS

The value of residents homes have a lot to do with access to Mortlock Park limiting community access to favour baseball 
access will negatively impact house values & new buyers deserve to be informed of that limited access.  Thank you for your feedback

Can Council vary hours and conditions and area to expand sport with no consultation?  ???? DO WE ADD THAT ANY CHANGES 
WILL BE SUBJECT TO CONSULTATION???
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I strongly support the 10 year lease  Thank you for your feedback

Does 10 year licence mean 10 + 10 = 20 years before next consultation? 
No, this is a proposal for a 10 year lease, 
a 10 year extension to this lrease would 
require community consultation

No problem with a 10 year lease for CLG School, St Therese & Footbal Club. However I strongly oppose a 10 year licence 
for Baseball Club. They have a history of greed and wanting more & more time & space of the park what will stop them if 
they have a long lease? Council certainly don't!

 Thank you for your feedback

My son is Autistic & both my children have ADHD. Mortlock Park is core to their wellbeing. They deserve as local residents 
access to an open air area of an oval to play & relax  Thank you for your feedback

Recommended that the baseball only had access to a maximum of the southern half of the football oval  Thank you for your feedback

We oppose the increase in hours that the baseball club are requesting. More hours are required for residents for 
recreation.  Thank you for your feedback

As a working parent I need access to my community space after 5 pm & on weekends. This is important for my & my 
childrens physical, mental & social health.  Thank you for your feedback

Why is there an increased lease and increased hours awarded to an outside sports institution with no consideration to 
local residents who pay council rates for amenities such as the use of ovals etc.???  Thank you for your feedback

I strongly oppose the size & amount of time & land as this does not adhere to true shared time community/ family use for 
working families.  Thank you for your feedback
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LIGHTING & FENCING
General Comment/ Feedback General comment/suggestion Heritage Scale back hours Happy with hours General licence General lease Conditions of lea

What are the current allowances for spillage?



Trees/ hedging to cover or manage the visual appearance of the 2.4m boundary fence. Current trees on Freeling Cres are bit well maintained


How will the impact of the new light towers on residents be mitigated?


Comparise of current fence and light pole heights please provide info


Information on the lighting system and potential benefits would be good to better understand proposal


What are the lux levels for residential surrounding areas currently? We have no basis for comparison.


Support higher fencing for safety. Could we add a few more gates into fence for greater ease of access to park?


Could we consider more larger trees on edge of reserve to help us w/ light spill (plant mature trees) - long term option


Concept drawings of lights need to show park boundaries fenced areas more accurately less imaginary vegetation


Please provide info of current lighting so we can compare to proposed


Is raising baseball fence justified by incidents?


DO NOT reduce the height of the hedges! Definitely agree!


I feel current outfield fencing is already ugly enough as they are without extending to 2.4m. I would like the current outfield fencing removed and the baseball club can use cones or witches hats when games are on and park them away after to retain a park like appearance.


Proposed lighting plan is WAY TOO MANY for a suburban oval! Please keep in mind the residents of the area. We do not want this lighting plan! Also not in line with the Heritage guidelines.


High level lighting is designed for sports at night not visibility and security for residents visiting and enjoying the park. More emphasis must be given to heritage, communiity, rate payers


Fencing proposal contravenes every heritage ruling for M/Park not to mention the unnecessary intrusion on community space. Totally opposed


Our house is in Freeling Cres is positioned directly across from the Oval. Would seek that the lighting spillage nopt exceed current levels



Please provide concept view from the north west corner back to the clubrooms so we can see the effect of the club expanse and nets on hills views


This fencing plan is for a baseball park, of which Mortlock Park is NOT. If they need this fencing it means it is not a safe sport to play here and they need to find somewhere else. It is also not in line with the Heritage guidelines of the area.
 

What about the carpark? The current carpark lighting is significantly disruptive and on 24/7. Will these be upgraded too?


Ingress and egress from baseball field ie gates in new fence


Are there plans to reduce spillage with shrubbery/ hedge surrounding? Current hedging of carpark is sparce and inadequate.

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OVAL LIGHTING
General Comment/ Feedback

18m lighting
Thank you for your feedback

Lighting is a must. It needs to be replaced, with the 6 @ 18 poles to provide better lighting and minimal lighting spill.
Thank you for your feedback

I fully support the lighting upgrade for the oval. A safer place in dark winter for all. 18mtr is fine by me.
Thank you for your feedback

18m x 100 lux Thank you for your feedback
18 x 100 lux Thank you for your feedback
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BASEBALL FENCING
General Comment/ Feedback

Where is the Heritage option? Relocate sport and restore park?

Thank you for your feedback any 
development will be subject to a 
heritage review

If the B/Ball club needs this fencing to make it SAFE for nearby houses/ cars/ people then maybe they should find somewhere else that doesn't impact the community this way. 
Thank you for your feedback

The proposed fencing plan does it align with the heritage guidelines??? It will be ugly & make the park look like a Baseball Parl - which is is not!

Thank you for your feedback any 
development will be subject to a 
heritage review

2.4 metre fencing on the North Boundary is too high cutting the park in half.
Thank you for your feedback
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BUILDING UPGRADE
General Comment/ Feedback

OP 2

Thank you   
feedback

OP 2, better for girls sports.

Thank you   
feedback

Is it fair that 1 club - the Baseball Club is able to double the footprint of the original building - (for tunnels and changerooms) for their sole use? Particularly on green space that was originally intended for community recreational use (ie Mortlock bequeathment)

Thank you   
feedback

The existing building is run down and in need of "upgrades" Option 2 would be prefered with the extra change rooms to help support female teams with their own space

Thank you   
feedback

Where is the funding for this building coming from? Council rates?? Then why exclusive use to sports institution only? Is there any consideration to Heritage in these plans??

Thank you   
feedback

Can we have a running track around the 2 ovals or at least 100 metre markers. It is probably 800m around the 2 ovals

Thank you   
feedback

Will the current funding cover Option 2 renovations? If not, where will the $ come from?

Thank you   
feedback

Op 2 will help benefit the growing family involvement in the community 

Thank you   
feedback

Move stair case/ ectera to oval side - Screening balcony on south side - sound absorbing - planting

Thank you   
feedback
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SCOUT HALL & GUIDES HALL
General Comment/ Feedback

Scout Hall to be available for groups to hive for one off hive eg party etc (as previously)
Thank yo
feedback

Agree to demolish Guides Hall and move group into Scouts building. Would like to see some budget for refurb of Scouts building to make it more appealing and increase hire (comm. Groups on regular basis plus ad hoc parties)
Thank yo
feedback

We agree to demolition of Guide/Scout Hall. Area to be converted to diminished green space for community by increasing demands from sporting clubs.
Thank yo
feedback

Would be good for use of hall by smaller children/ park users for parties/ and other day time community uses ie sporting people/ coaches/ gym fitness. Needs some refurbishing/ re roofing and kitchen facilities. Not older parties at night please :)
Thank yo
feedback

Removal of the Guides Hall should only be considered in conjunction with relocation of the BMX track. Track usage and behaviour would impact the utility of any landscaped area in place of the Guides Hall and attract gatherings of track users.
Thank yo
feedback

Agree that BMX track needs to be relocated to a more open area to reduce anti-social behaviour
Thank yo
feedback

Removal of girl guide hall causes issues to the current girl guides as they won't have a defined space where they are comfrtable and feel like home. As they currently have designed boards and building equipment that will have to be removed if in a shared space. As 
they are many girls that have issues moving to and trying new things, they will have a hard time with the relocation.

Thank yo
feedback

Agree with demolishing the Guide Hall especially if its not well patroned. An opportunity to demolish an eye sore.
Thank yo
feedback

Scout hall CANNOT be leased at night for parties. No issue during day for kids parties - but no 18th or 21st etc parties @ night.
Thank yo
feedback

Baseball training hours - not reasonable that they be here every night. Dogs need to be walked!
Thank yo
feedback

If the current/ very active guiding unit moves, the facilities in the Scout hall will need to be equivalent!
Thank yo
feedback

Concern for the guiding unit to not display plans/work from the term due to having to take them down for hall hire events!
Thank yo
feedback

Thought needs to be given to preserving the facilities for the Guides who have been meeting there for over 50 years. The Scout Hall would need significant refurbishments and improvement in order for it to be 'fit for purpose'. Please consider reasonable storage for 
Guides equipment etc. A ceiling should be lifted and proper kitchen facilities provided.

Thank yo
feedback

Put a skatepark in along side the BMX track for the youth.
Thank yo
feedback

Might be better to demolish all and start over.
Thank yo
feedback

Scout hall cannot be hired out for parties at night - would massively increase noise, rubbish, and anti-social behaviour
Thank yo
feedback

If the Guides are to move to the former Scout Hall, the facilities provided needs to be equivalent to the existing Guide Hall eg kitchen with oven. We are concerned about lack of ceiling and insulation in the Scout hall - it will be very hot/ cold. Is air conditioning being 
considered? Is refurbishment being considered? If the former Scout hall becomes a community hall and is available for Community hire/ use, it will be necessary to provide similar lockable storage options for the Guide unit.

Thank yo
feedback

The demolition of guides hall would provide potential for more recreational shared spaces, providing accessibility for community during organised sporting events.
Thank yo
feedback

Demolish Guides Hall (non-compliant too expensive to upgrade & retain - its defunct) Redevelop that western area to planting/ some paving for safe flat access (elder, strollers, etc) & seating (much lacking/ including backed seating away from busy playground. ie a 
quiet area/ rest etc.

Thank yo
feedback

As a resident I support the proposed knock down and green open space in the park.
Thank yo
feedback

Happy for Scout Hall to be demolished
Thank yo
feedback

The scout hall as it stands is not suitable for groups it has no visible air-con there are holes/gaps in the wall. Our guides & other groups deserve better
Thank yo
feedback
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Short-sighted to demolish GG Hall - once its gone it will never be rebuilt
Thank yo    
feedback
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TELL US YOUR THOUGHTS
General Comment/ Feedback

The more ppl out being active and playing sports @ Mortlock the better.

Thank you for your feedback

Active and playing sports - yes - but with equitable distribution of space for community use. Space and time currently minimal for community use. 71% b'ball 29% community

Thank you for your feedback

Baseball club haved too much time for use of the oval 50/50 fair equitable use minimum (64 of hours useable, 26 of 90 hours useable)

Thank you for your feedback

Very active Girl Guiding community promoting future female leaders and building young girls self esteem and confidence

Thank you for your feedback

Consider space in Gil Langley for business to sell coffee (like @ Glenunga Hub)

Thank you for your feedback

Consider the residents of CLG that don't play baseball and would like to use the park. Currently they have a majority of time and space. We ask for equitable use. 71% for baseball is not equitable.

Thank you for your feedback

Ditto to above. We live and share and pay rates - sports clubs - haave missile practice no interest in heritage and view this priceless area with greed

Thank you for your feedback

Where is the garden space in CLG? There isn't any!

Thank you for your feedback
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Thematic Analysis Summary of Correspondences Regarding Mortlock Park and 
Community Concerns

Introduction
This thematic analysis examines a series of letters and proposals related to the use and management of 
Mortlock Park, Colonel Light Gardens. The analysis identifies recurring themes that reflect the community's 
concerns, priorities, and aspirations, offering insights into the complex dynamics of urban planning, 
community engagement, and public space utilisation.

Equitable Access and Public Space Management
A dominant theme is the equitable access to Mortlock Park, with residents expressing concerns over the park 
being disproportionately allocated to the Goodwood Baseball Club. The historical intent of the Mortlock 
family's donation is cited frequently, emphasising the park's purpose as a communal recreational area. 
Residents argue for a fair share in accessing the park, reflecting broader issues of public space allocation and 
community rights.

Community Needs vs. Organised Interests
Another prominent theme is the contrast between community needs and organised sports interests. 
Residents advocate for the park to cater to a broader range of activities, balancing passive and active 
recreational needs. The preference for inclusive, family-friendly activities over exclusive sports events 
indicates a desire for a diverse use of public spaces.

Quality of Life and Well-being
The correspondence highlights the park's impact on residents' quality of life. Limited access is seen as 
diminishing the quality of life, with families and individuals expressing frustration over being unable to use the 
park according to their schedules. The park is valued not just as a recreational space but as a key component 
of community well-being and social cohesion.

Proposals for Change
Several letters propose specific changes, such as revising the allocation of park space and enhancing 
amenities. These proposals are often grounded in the Mortlock Park Concept Master Plan, advocating for a 
strategic approach that considers long-term planning and flexibility to adapt to changing community needs. 

Safety, Privacy, and Environmental Concerns
Safety issues, particularly regarding children and the potential risks from sporting activities (errant baseballs), 
are frequently mentioned. There are also concerns about environmental sustainability and the need to 
preserve the park's natural beauty and heritage. Residents advocate for practices that ensure the safety and 
privacy of park users while promoting environmental conservation.

Governance, Transparency, and Accountability
The analysis reveals a significant level of distrust and disillusionment with local governance. Residents demand 
transparency, especially regarding financial aspects and lease agreements. There's a perceived lack of 
accountability and responsiveness from Council, with calls for governance that aligns more closely with 
community interests.

Conclusion
The thematic analysis of the correspondences related to Mortlock Park reflects a community deeply invested 
in the management and utilisation of their public space. The themes highlight a collective desire for equitable 
access, preservation of community values, and responsible governance. The residents' voices resonate with a 
sense of urgency and a strong commitment to ensuring that Mortlock Park remains a versatile, inclusive, and 
cherished part of their community.
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Subject: FW: Mortlock Park - Upgrade, Potential Demolition of Colonel Light Gardens Girl Guide Hall
Date: Monday, 20 November 2023 1:10:42 PM

Hi

Please see below email received for consideration for the Mortlock Park Proposals.

Cheers

Sent: Saturday, 18 November 2023 8:53 PM
To: yoursay <yoursay@mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au>
Subject: Mortlock Park - Upgrade, Potential Demolition of Colonel Light Gardens Girl Guide Hall

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Mitcham. Do not act on
instructions, click links or open attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the
content is authentic and safe.

 comments on the potential demolition of Colonel Light Gardens
Girl Guide Hall

My family and I have been long term residents of the area, since 1971 at Clapham
until now at Panorama.

The following is a summary of my comments as discussed with  at the
Sunday 29 Oct 2023 Information Session at the CLG Former Scout Hall, Mortlock
Park

- Society/Government/communities need to develop beneficial activities for our
youth as alternatives to mobile phones, social media etc. It was the same need for
beneficial youth activity, that saw the introduction of the Scouting and Guiding
movements a hundred years ago.

- For many years CLG Girl Guides has done an excellent job in fostering personal
development, leadership skills and community engagement in girls and young
women in the area. They have a very strong membership and leadership, and
operate on a completely voluntary basis. They are a credit and a blessing to
society, and should be encouraged in all they do. The existing Girl Guide hall has
provided a meeting space and equipment storage so essential for their activities.

- To develop and provide more youth activity in the future would require an
increase in meeting halls. Over recent years many halls have been demolished (St
Marys Girl Guides, Westbourne Park Girl Guides) or repurposed (Panorama Sea
Scouts, Centennial Park Sea Scouts) so there are now less venues for youth
activities.

- The CLG Girl Guide hall was built in the mid sixties using contributions, fund
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THEMATIC ANALYSIS

Thematic analysis of the provided text reveals several key themes and concerns:

1. Community History and Continuity: The speaker's long-term residence in the area since 1971 reflects a 
deep connection with the community's history and an understanding of its evolving needs. This 
perspective provides a sense of continuity and commitment to the locality.

2. Youth Engagement and Alternative Activities: The text emphasises the importance of providing 
beneficial activities for youth as an alternative to digital distractions like mobile phones and social 
media. This concern highlights the ongoing challenge communities face in engaging young people in 
meaningful ways.

3. Value of Traditional Youth Organisations: The speaker praises the CLG Girl Guides for their role in 
fostering personal development, leadership skills, and community engagement. The success and 
strength of this organisation underscore the continued relevance of traditional youth groups in modern 
society.

4. Infrastructure and Resource Challenges for Youth Programs: The text addresses the practical 
challenges of maintaining and developing facilities for youth activities. It notes the demolition or re-
purposing of several halls, highlighting a resource gap for such activities.

5. Historical and Financial Value of Community Buildings: The speaker provides details about the CLG Girl 
Guide hall, including its construction history, structural details, and estimated current value. This 
information underscores the financial and historical significance of community buildings.

6. Preservation vs. Development Dilemma: The potential demolition of the Girl Guide hall is presented as 
a short-sighted decision, given its value and the potential future need for such a facility. This reflects a 
broader theme in urban and community planning: the tension between preserving existing structures 
and developing new ones.

7. Future Planning and Foresight: The speaker advocates for the foresight in planning community 
resources, emphasising that current decisions will have long-term impacts. The argument is made that 
preserving and updating existing facilities like the Girl Guide hall is a more sustainable and cost-
effective approach than building new ones in the future.

Overall, the text weaves together themes of community heritage, youth engagement, resource 
management, and strategic planning, highlighting the complexities and considerations involved in 
community decision-making.
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Subject: FW: mortlock Park proposal supplenentary submission
Date: Monday, 20 November 2023 1:07:54 PM

Hi

Please see below email for consideration in the consultation for the Mortlock Park Proposals.

Kind regards

Subject: mortlock Park proposal supplenentary submission

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Mitcham. Do not act on
instructions, click links or open attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the
content is authentic and safe.

No licences or development on Mortlock Park is legal because your Community Land
Management Plan (CLMP) is broken.  Mitcham Council has not  identified which are
"official plans" under 196(5) and 196(a) that apply to Mortlock Park.  

One of the official plans is the State Heritage Standards (Colonel Light Gardens)
(CLG).  According to Justice Blue, official plans are mandatory considerations when
creating CLMP.  For CLG, there is a requirement to ensure all the CLMP are consistent
with the State Heritage Standards - especially Chapter 2 "What is of Significance".  

While you got legal advice that the Council's Heritage Guidelines Public Realm don't
have legal standing - did that lawyer actually pay any attention to the overlap with the
State Heritage Standards?  Or say that your CLMP does not have to be consistent with
the State Heritage Standards?   Or that Council can act in a way that damages State
Heritage Values? 

Heritage Values extend way beyond mere architecture.  The cultural significance of
CLG relates to the origins of best practice in Town Planning and the first Town Planning
Act in South Australia written by Charles C Reade.  The Current PDI Act is a bloated
decomposing meaningless remnant of the first Town Planning Act and this is why
Colonel Light Gardens is so important.  The specific town planning qualities expressed
in CLG are continually endangered by economic greed and selfishness.   Colonel Light
Gardens is an immersive experience in the applied town planning best practice along
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Garden City Lines.  Most of the rules expressed in Colonel Light Gardens, are still
considered fundamental to best practice in town planning now.    

Heritage value - not just architecture or "development"
16. A place is of heritage value if it satisfies one or more of the following criteria:
(a) it demonstrates important aspects of the evolution or pattern of the State’s history; or
(b) it has rare, uncommon or endangered qualities that are of cultural significance; or
(c) it may yield information that will contribute to an understanding of the State’s history,
including its natural history; or
(d) it is an outstanding representative of a particular class of places of cultural
significance;  or
(e) it demonstrates a high degree of creative, aesthetic or technical accomplishment or
is an outstanding representative of particular construction techniques or design
characteristics; or
(f) it has strong cultural or spiritual associations for the community or a group within it; or
(g) it has a special association with the life or work of a person or organisation or an
event of historical importance.

Denying the local people access to their local parks flies in the face of our State
Heritage Values for Colonel Light Gardens.   CLG is heritage listed for the Garden City
Movement Town Planning principles that expressly provided parks for the local people
to use to meet their every day health needs and provide a restful change of scene from
the busy city.   A suburb in the Garden City Movement, blended the best  of City and
(non industrial) Rural life.   

Charles Reade designed the Model Garden Suburb as a way of demonstrating all the
rules to be applied.   These were not the rubbery town planning rules we have now, they
were strong and authoritative and designed to benefit the local people.  

The need for local parks for the people within walking distance from home stretches
back to the literal "Tragedy of the Commons".  Colonel William Light experienced this as
child when his village common was taken away.  This was his inspiration for the
Adelaide Parklands.   There were health problems in industrial England because there
was no safe place to walk, reconnect with nature, get some exercise, socialise with
friends and neighbours.  Providing naturally treated parks was seen as a way of
providing a healthier happier more productive work force.   The Garden City Movement
was created specifically to provide a healthier way of life including large open green
spaces.  "all the fresh delights of the country—field, hedgerow, and wood-land—not
prim parks and gardens merely—would be within a very few minutes walk".  

The park, within a few minutes walk, must be available for the local people to use when
they want - to be consistent with the Heritage Values defined by the Garden City
Movement and Best work of Charles C Reade.   Licencing the whole park,  all the
daylight hours after work and on the weekend makes the park unavailable for its
intended purpose and damages the Heritage Values of CLG and the best work of
Charles C Reade. 

Heritage Values are not the same as Historic Values.  We are not trying to restore the
technology of the early 20th Century or go back in time.   We are applying town
planning rules defined by the Garden City Movement which was primarily about
planning to benefit the local people and create a beautiful harmonious desirable place to
live.   

If Charles C Reade's plan for second Adelaide Parklands Belt - had been implemented,
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sport would have plenty of room to call home.   Sport should not be taking suburban
parks.   The State Open Space fund should be looking to buy more open space for
natural "real parks" and for sports parks. 

In John Sulman's book on Town Planning in 1921 he wrote 
"The ordinary Australian suburban park is too often utilised as a sports ground, and
large parts are enclosed with fences for football or cricket ovals with their attendant
grandstands, and thus all sense of retirement and beauty is lost. Dwellers in the
suburbs, though they have more space than dwellers in the city itself, still need a
change from their surroundings; and this only a real park can supply. The sports should
be accommodated elsewhere"

John Sulman is referenced by both Christine Garnaut and Rob Freestone when
describing the importance of Colonel Light Gardens.  Charles Reade invited him to
speak at the two International Town Planning Conferences that Reade organised.  
Charles Reade designed Colonel Light Gardens to be the best of the best - a Model
Garden Suburb - and he intended for all that retirement and beauty and he did not
include baseball nets or flood lights or ugly clubrooms.   He didn't provide for spectators
or car parking in his design of Mortlock Park.  The majority of the space was intended
for "a real park" with trees, shrubs, paths, seating areas, flower gardens and a water
feature that doubled as storm water detention.  Storm water capture - how modern is
that?  It's over 100 years old. 

Please do not give Mortlock Park to the sports clubs, and deny access for a beautiful
change of scene that the local people are meant to have.   Mortlock Park should be like
Heywood park or Tusmore Park and not like Norwood or Prospect Oval, and even those
have only one sports field in the space, not two. 

Resident of Colonel Light Gardens
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THEMATIC ANALYSIS

The provided text is a complex and multi-faceted argument that intertwines legal, historical, cultural, and 
town planning elements, particularly focusing on the heritage values and preservation of Mortlock Park in 
the context of the Colonel Light Gardens (CLG) and broader town planning principles. To conduct a thematic 
analysis, we can break down the main themes and sub-themes present in the text:

1. Legal and Policy Framework
a. Community Land Management Plan (CLMP): The argument posits, incorrectly, that the CLMP for

Mortlock Park is not in compliance with legal requirements, specifically under sections 196(5)
and 196(a).

b. State Heritage Standards Compliance: Emphasis is placed on the necessity for CLMPs to align
with State Heritage Standards, particularly in areas like CLG. The CLMPs in question achieve this
standard.

c. Legal Advice and Interpretation: Questions are raised, incorrectly, about the adequacy of legal
advice received regarding the overlap of Heritage Guidelines and State Heritage Standards.

2. Heritage and Cultural Significance
a. Beyond Architecture: Heritage value is argued to extend beyond mere architectural elements,

encompassing cultural and historical aspects.
b. Historical Evolution and Significance: The text highlights the role of CLG in demonstrating

important aspects of South Australia's history, especially in town planning.
c. Colonel Light Gardens as a Model: CLG is presented as a model for town planning, embodying

the principles of the Garden City Movement and the work of Charles C Reade.

3. Town Planning Principles and Garden City Movement
a. Best Practice and Original Intentions: The principles of town planning and the Garden City

Movement, as applied in CLG, are considered fundamental and should be preserved.
b. Public Access to Parks: The text argues for the importance of public parks in urban planning,

providing health, social, and recreational benefits.
c. Modern Relevance of Historical Planning: The continuing relevance of town planning principles

established in the early 20th century is emphasised.

4. Local Community and Public Space
a. Access and Usage of Parks: The argument is made that licensing or development that restricts

public access to Mortlock Park contravenes the intended purpose of these spaces, as per the
Garden City Movement and the legacy of Charles Reade.

b. Recreational vs. Sporting Use: A distinction is drawn between the use of parks for general public
recreation and for organised sports, with a preference for the former.

5. Conservation vs. Development Conflict
a. Economic Interests and Urban Development: There is a critique of how economic and

developmental pressures can endanger the heritage and town planning values of areas like CLG.
b. Balancing Modern Needs with Historical Values: The challenge of respecting historical town

planning principles while addressing contemporary urban needs is highlighted.

In summary, the text is a plea for the preservation of the heritage and cultural values of Mortlock Park and 
CLG, advocating for adherence to historical town planning principles, especially those of the Garden City 
Movement, and opposing developments that would restrict public access or alter the intended use of these 
spaces.
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Subject: FW: Mortlock Park Project Survey
Date: Monday, 20 November 2023 1:07:03 PM

Hi

Please find below an email received for consideration in the community consultation for Mortlock Park
Proposals. Please note this email was received at 10pm on Sunday 19 November.

Kind regards

Sent: Sunday, 19 November 2023 10:01 PM
To: yoursay <yoursay@mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au>
Subject: Mortlock Park Project Survey

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Mitcham. Do not act on instructions, click links or
open attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the content is authentic and safe.

Dear Ismail Abulella,

I would like ask you a few questions RE the project survey

1. Did the council consult with the CLG community  in the form of a survey for the very large number of hours
during the week and on Saturday and Sunday by the Baseball Club ?
2.Did council consult  with the CLG community  in the form of a survey for the Grassed Space, in the South
West corner?

 Another point is the weather - in winter, it depicts when we can or can’t go out, but in the summer and on
weekends is the main times we the public  want to use the Mortlock Park
 I’m asking because these are some of the major sticking points in  what seems as a nearly one sided survey,

on how it can make the Baseball Club have every thing and the community take what is left
 Mortlock Park is a community space for the community, which is allowing some sport to use part on the area,

many sports have used the area eg. Previously hard court tennis, I think cricket, there was a trotting track around
the oval, Football and Baseball so that the community is not anti sport But what’s being proposed is unfair and
not just and nor equal!
 The fencing along the out field by the hedge and near the school is not to be considered  as a permanent

fixture as stated in the survey because, when erected for the Masters Games some 10-15 years ago on the
proviso it would be removed BUT it seems that council and the Baseball club have either forgotten or
deliberately turned a blind eye to this fixture.
 Also the warm up pitching area is another like the fencing to be used and removed each season, But no, it was

enlarged  this year by a least double. Was permission  granted for this  on the grassed area?  it’s all small
creeping uses of the grassed area

   Now council wants  the wire fixture to permanent because it suits them, BUT did they consult the CLG
community first  before putting in the survey?  And to that the answer is NO!
   If there is a need for spectators and residences to be protected being from being struck by Baseball, it is a
must - no argument there!
   The park must have no permanent wire fencing, the only form of protection to the public must be nets which
can be any height but then taken down at the end  of the Baseball season,
 Leases must stay at 5 years for all uses of Mortlock Park

   Guide Hall to stay, because if it’s taken down the community is given a patch grass, probably never watered 
with low upkeep
 No night games of any sport with  improved lighting, which support  15 metre poles
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 Master Plan as I said earlier, was basically all about Baseball and little to nothing for the community
 Balcony enlargement  is a no because of noise and extra traffic
 If there is about $3million in grant money, why can’t the Gil Langley building be expanded out into the car

park on the Sturt Ave side,  lose 6-8 car spaces , to construct  bigger and better changing facilities for both men
and woman, instead of up 20 metres for what’s planned in design option 2.
 I hope heritage don’t complain about the building, but would support the loss of more grass.

Yours sincerely,

Colonel Light Gardens
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Subject: Colonel Light Gardens Guide Hall
Date: Friday, 17 November 2023 5:26:14 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Mitcham. Do not act on
instructions, click links or open attachments unless you recognise the sender and
know the content is authentic and safe.

Dear Izzy & Hayley,

SUBJECT:             Relocation of Colonel Light Gardens Girl Guides, 84 West Pkwy, Colonel Light
Gardens SA 5041

Thank you for receiving Girl Guides South Australia Inc’s submission regarding the proposed
movement of Colonel Light Gardens Guides. This proposal outlines some of the minimum
requirements for potential relocation.

BACKGROUND

Girl Guides South Australia (GGSA) was established in 1912 and serves as the leading
organisation for girls and young Women. The Colonel Light Gardens Guiding Unit (CLGGG) was
established in 1939 and in 1965 the current Guide Hall located at Mortlock Park was built.

CLGGG has always been an integral part of Mitcham City Council offering a range of valuable
programs and services to girls and young women, and fostering their personal development,
leadership skills, and community engagement. Our organization has a long history of
empowering local girls to become responsible, confident, and contributing members of society.

GGSA Young Girls and Young Women play an active role in community engagement and service
projects. By providing appropriate accommodation CLGGG will be sustained to continue to
connect with the local community, contributing to its betterment and fostering a sense of
belonging, and growth in citizenship.

KEY REQUIREMENTS
1. Capacity and Accessibility

In appreciating our current footprint and activity regime, CLGGG require the following to
maintain current activities and plan for growth:

1. Access to facility is required in an ongoing capacity 24 hours per day, 7 days per
week, on any day (with due consideration to any other hirers

2. A square meterage footprint no smaller than what is hired currently
3. Large, lockable storage spaces for compiling and protecting resources
4. Adequate shelving to contain resources
5. Fully functional kitchen (inclusive of an oven)
6. Open rafters to hang tents as part of Camping Activity Learning Programs (these
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currently exist in the shed)
7. Permanent ‘Notice Boards’ around the inside of the space. We currently utilise

eight (8) Notice Boards that are maintained and decorated by our young Members
as part of Program delivery. We request that we have access to up to ten (10) with
an option to having covers (swing doors that are lockable) available in order to
facilitate curriculum and adult Notices

8. Multiple power outlets

2. Safety and Convenience

We prioritise the safety and well-being of our members. A well-maintained location with modern
facilities and improved accessibility features will ensure the safety and convenience of all
participants. This includes:

1. Disability Access into, and throughout the premises
2. Air conditioners
3. An enclosed ceiling (for example, the current Scout Hall is corrugated iron with no

ceiling installed)
4. Toilet inclusive of toilets and showers

3. Long-Term Sustainability

3.1 Any potential move needs to be sustainable and permanent. This will allow us to
adapt to changing needs and continue to be a vital resource for girls and young women
in the community.

We kindly request that the Mitcham City Council consider our requirements to maintain
continuity of Community Services. We believe that this move will not only benefit our
organisation but also contribute to the betterment of the local community.

We are open to discussing potential locations, financial arrangements, and any other necessary
details to facilitate this transition.

We thank you for your time and consideration. We look forward to the opportunity to meet and
discuss this proposal further.

Kindest regards,
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The contents of this email may be confidential or subject to copyright, legal professional privilege or public interest immunity.
This email is intended only for the original addressee(s). If you are not the intended recipient, any use, disclosure or copying of
this email is unauthorised. If you have received this email in error, please telephone (08) 8372 8888 or advise the sender by
return email and delete the email from your system. Virus scanning is recommended and is the responsibility of the recipient.
The City of Mitcham advises that, in order to comply with Council policy or its obligations under the Freedom of Information
Act 1991 and the State Records Act 1997, email messages may be monitored and/or accessed by authorised staff.

Subject: Re: Mortlock Park Proposal

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Mitcham. Do not act on
instructions, click links or open attachments unless you recognise the sender and know
the content is authentic and safe.

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

Further to my email, please find attached a physical petition supporting equitable access to
Mortlock Park for our community.  Please note that this is in addition to an online petition that
is currently underway.

On Fri, Nov 10, 2023 at 10:21 AM  wrote:

To the Mayor of Mitcham and Councillors,

I wish to express my concerns and dismay about the proposed changes to Mortlock Park as
summarised below:

1. The Mortlock family donated the land for recreational use, not specifically
as a sports field. The current proposal seeks an uneven allocation of
resources between sports clubs and broader community needs and
activities.

2. I believe that investments made by the Council should progress the
Mortlock Park Master Concept Plan that considers the wider needs of the
community.  The current proposal to spend $1 - $2m+ on just the Gil
Langley Building will not benefit the broader community.

3. When reviewing feedback received regarding the proposal, what
measures have been put in place by the Council to prioritise the voice of
the residents?

4. Do any Council members have children in the baseball club that uses
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Subject: FW: Mortlock Park Upgrade survey
Date: Monday, 13 November 2023 9:31:35 AM

Hi Izzy and Hayley

Please find below and email received via the YourSay email for consideration.

Kind regards

 Saturday, 11 November 2023 5:57 PM
To: yoursay <yoursay@mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au>
Subject: Re: Mortlock Park Upgrade survey

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Mitcham. Do not act on
instructions, click links or open attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the
content is authentic and safe.

As a nearby resident of Mortlock for 43 years I have been concerned by what I consider
quite biased information from opposition of the use by both Football and Baseball Clubs.
The original plan for the Oval was for both community and sporting use. There is obviously
room for both and to present otherwise is both biased and misleading. On occasions I walk
past or through the grounds and this Saturday morning paid particular to sporting and dog
exercising groups. I was under the impression dogs had to be on a lead, but none were.
This concerns me greatly as there are children at the playground who stray onto the oval.
Some of the dog owners let them run free while they chat in groups, and although there
was not any risk at all on Saturday, the risk of a dog becoming angry or upset is always
present. Imagine the repercussion should the worse happen.
With the Baseballers, the risk of a ball hitting someone is there and I'm pleased that extra
high fencing is proposed and should be installed.
A Google search into the age of each Club amazed me, and as the suburb is heritage listed,
then these Clubs fit right into the suburb's persona, and should be recognise for their part
in our heritage.
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7/11/2023           
 

 
 

To whom it may concern, 
Thank you for taking time to read my perspective as a local resident of Colonel Light Gardens, on the future of 
Mortlock Park.  

Mortlock Park is the heart of our suburb. It is where birthday parties are held, parents play with their children, 
neighbours meet, even sharing street Christmas parties together. It is where my 11 year old son, and 6 year old 
daughter make new friends on every visit, sharing jumps at the track, balls on the oval, kites in the air and tricks in the 
playground. It is the key to the value of our suburb, not only financially in the value it brings to our homes, but it is the 
values of community, heritage, open space and connection that Colonel Light Gardens is renowned for.  

For me, Mortlock Park is also the key to my wellbeing and that of my family. I live in sight of Mortlock Park. I am a 
working mother, with my husband who is the father to my two children and our labradoodle. For us, Mortlock Park is 
where we connect as a family. We have had three of my son’s birthday parties on the weekends at Mortlock Park, 
where we have strung up piñatas, played games across the open oval, and had face painting and shared food. They are 
forever core childhood memories for my children. I often go to Mortlock Park when I get home from work, to meet my 
Mum as we walk our dogs around the oval, while my son rides his bike at the track and my daughter plays on the 
playground, all within view of each other, often coming together to share excitement at a record time around the 
track or a new trick on the monkey bars. My son, who is Autistic and has ADHD, relies on this time and space to freely 
access the park and all that it offers. This allows him freedom to connect, with his sister, with his environment, and 
with our neighbours who all know and understand him. He can release from a day of intensity in managing his autism 
in a defined educational space. Allowing space for all children is so important for their wellbeing, but the additional 
benefits for a child with autism, through space, connection to family, community and environment where he is able to 
be exactly himself is intensely critical. 

Mortlock Park provides me with space to focus on our physical wellbeing, where we can all exercise and move our 
bodies in the very different ways we need to, before we settle down for the night. My emotional and mental wellbeing 
is supported as I am able to relieve the stress of the day watching the sun set over the western side of the park and 
refresh my connection to country watching the changing colours of the hills to the east. My social wellbeing is uplifted 
by meeting with my Mum, my neighbours and other dog walkers and parents, as we share the common love for our 
community, and the beauty of Mortlock Park. 

This impact on physical, mental, emotional, and social wellbeing for us cannot be understated. After losing my father 
suddenly in 2020, I have seen my Mum, who had only moved to South Australia months before, find her people at the 
park. She found connections, friendships and meaning that have supported her through the darkest of times following. 
I cannot imagine where her mental health would be if not for what this park has offered her.  

For us, the proposals going forward at Mortlock Park will eliminate much of what I have shared. When I go to the park, 
even now, I cannot be guaranteed a safe environment to share with my children. We cannot fly the kites, kick the 
soccer ball, practice footy through the goals, or walk openly and freely when baseball is being played. The connection 
to the land and community will be near eradicated as the club continues to grow over the next 10 years as this licence 
accommodates. 

I find the baseball licence proposal is directly discriminating against me and my rights to access the park, as well as for 
both of my children. There is allocated time for community access to the Park during summer, all of which, for the 
sunlight hours during the week, cannot be attended by a working parent or children attending school (if needing after 
school care as my children do and those of most working families). I cannot get to the park in the mornings as I 
prepare my children for school and myself for work. I cannot get to the park from work until 5:30pm, which is when 
the baseball commences. On weekends, I am being asked to check rosters for away games, or fit in around the edges 
of games. The baseball community are stating that there is always plenty of space for us in the community, but that is 
untrue. It is untrue that I can share that space freely, without concern that my children won’t be hit by a ball. The 
proposed netting is only around one area, while 2-3 games on the open oval have no netting or barriers at all. 

The request for baseball nets, as high as 18 meters will disrupt our views of our hills. We are a garden suburb, where 
we have bought into the suburb for the space, garden layout and ability to connect with nature. The nets directly 
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impact on the heritage requirements of our suburb. We are bound by significant rules as a community of local 
residents, as to what our homes and gardens and fences need to look like. For most of us, that is exactly why we have 
moved into the area, because it is preserved as a state heritage suburb. This absolutely abuses that for us residents, 
and will set precedent on changes outside of our heritage rules, that will degrade and deteriorate what I know you 
have represented you would like for our community, and certainly what our residents want. 

I understand there is an election commitment for upgrades to the Gil Langley building. And I am supportive of 
upgrades to all of the buildings at Mortlock Park. I believe we can deliver on the election commitment, but in a way 
that is in keeping with Colonel Light Gardens heritage status. We want our girls’ playing sports, including football, 
where they deserve appropriate facilities. We would like for the building to enhance our suburb. To demonstrate the 
values of our community of connection and belonging. We want the building to also meet the equal requirements of 
our homes. I have been advised that heritage advice to the building design was that if we cannot make it look heritage, 
we shouldn’t try. That rule does not apply to local residents, as we must create all additions, re-builds and renovations 
that are visible to the public in accordance with the heritage state of our suburb. If the Gil Langley Building does not 
also comply with this, then again, we have a precedent that will erode the heritage status of our suburb, that will allow 
developers to argue against compliance, and we will move directly to the deterioration of the quality of our suburb’s 
heritage status.  

This is also true for the Scout and Guide Halls at Mortlock Park. It is proposed that the guide hall be demolished to 
create additional space. I can see that this argument will be used by the baseball teams to demonstrate the ‘open 
space available to the community’. But from that demolished area there are no views of the hills, there are no views of 
the sunsets, it is small, isolated, and dangerous to encourage our children towards the car park. To demolish the guide 
building and expect the Scout Hall will meet the needs of the guides and other users of the building is unrealistic. The 
Scout Hall requires upgrades to close the gaps in the bricks, provide insulation and heating/cooling. It is not 
appropriate to expect the many users of that hall, to use such run-down facilities, while the Gil Langley building is 
upgraded so significantly. The message to our community from that would be that if you don’t play football or 
baseball, we don’t accommodate you in our Park. It would be wonderful if the election commitment could be shared 
to improve that space for community use. Where the parties involved bring in children of our suburb and surrounds, 
to engage in learning about country, environment, and connection. 

You may note, I am not opposed to the use of the space by the football club. I have no affiliation with the football 
team, but I do feel they represent us as a community. They allow space on the baseball field for the rest of the 
community to continue to engage and connect together. The coaches are respectful, and the players are engaged 
sharing the space fairly and equitably.   

I have seen and heard of 4 incidents where older women have had the baseball coaches’ approach and berate them 
for coming too close to their games, or for asking questions about the space in which the teams are using. I cannot 
express enough the impact this has had on some of the women, my mother being one. Their confidence to attend 
whenever the baseball is on at all, is reduced. Women who use the park as their primary social access are fearful of 
perceived intrusions by the baseball coaches and members. Words matter to wellbeing and their sense of belonging at 
the Park, and I have witnessed that impacted directly. This does not align with the values of our community or the 
public users of Mortlock Park. 

For me it is simple. Mortlock Park needs to remain an open space available to our community, aligning with our values. 
We need to respect the location and suburb in which it is located, including honouring its heritage status. We need to 
preserve the right of our community to use the park for our own physical, mental, social, and emotional wellbeing. We 
can each achieve our goals, including meeting the election commitment, but in a way that works and genuinely 
respects our community. We need the message to our community to be that even if you don’t play football or 
baseball, we want you connected to our Park, that you matter and you belong. 

Thank you again for your time in reading this. I am passionate about my family and community, and I hope you can 
read this and realise that this is a critical moment for our suburb and our community who use and access the park. 

Kind regards, 
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Sent: Monday, 6 November 2023 4:07 PM 
To: yoursay <yoursay@mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au> 
Subject: RE: Have your say on the draft Resilient South Regional Climate Action Plan 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Mitcham. Do not act on instructions, click 
links or open attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the content is authentic and 
safe. 

 

I would be more interested if you concentrated on solving the problem at Mortlock Park, where the 
planning seems to be more in favour of allowing the GOODWOOD Giants baseball association taking 
over a really large part of the oval. 
 
My belief is that Mortlock Park was bequeathed to the Mitcham Community, for wider community 
use, rather than being squeezed out by a group who’s name alone screams out that it is a group of 
outsiders. 
Please inform me, just how much they are paying the Mitcham Council in fees ? 
Would it be anywhere near the amount I have paid in rates over the fifty five years we have lived in 
The Mitcham Council area . 
From what I believe, when this question was directed to councillors present at recent meetings , 
both at the adequate sized Football / baseball clubrooms, ( Which should be available to other 
community groups ) and the Scout Hall, and they squirmed, and evaded giving an answer. 
 
If you are unable to address my email regarding the pressing park usage questions, I would 
appreciate it very much if you could forward this email on to someone who has the correct answers 
please. 
Respectfully yours. 
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Hi,  
I'd like to provide some feedback regarding the licenses for Mortlock Park. 
I will be sending this same email to my local members - Pia and Rod. 
I'm very concerned about the virtual total lock out of local and nearby residents from Mortlock Park over the 6 
month summer period for use by the Baseball Club. 
I note the hours of total use by the baseball club will basically be Mon to Fri 4:30-8:30 and Sat 9-8 and Sunday 8-7 for 
North West, South West and East (the whole park). 
When would you suggest people that work full time should access Mortlock Park for running, walking their dogs, 
frisbee throwing, kicking a football or soccer ball with their child?? 
The answer to that is there is NO time for workers to access their own Park. 
This is literally the definition of NOT SHARING the space with the wider community (CLG residents and further 
afield). 
The fact that the club has asked for this time and space shows a complete and utter disregard for anyone who 
DOESN'T play baseball. Which is a lot of people. 
My questions also include; 
Is the lease 10 years or 10 +10?? That has not been made clear. 
Why is Mitcham council even entertaining this idea? Is it because the council will receive more money from the clubs 
the longer the clubs use the space? Monetary kickbacks should not be what the council is considering in terms of 
what is best for the community. 
Is it because there is pressure from Nadia Clancy and Louise Miller Frost to spend the money? I have no issue with 
the building being upgraded and I also have no issue with sport being played at Mortlock park, what I take issue with 
is that I will no longer be able to take my 13 year old son down there after school and on weekends to kick a soccer 
ball or footy because there will be no space for us. 
I am a CLG resident. I deserve to be able to access my local park (400m from my house) at any time. 
The idea that the scout hall will be demolished and that residents could use that space is farcical. First off, the 
building may not even be demolished. Secondly, that will be a tiny space! 
When I was recently at the oval with my son there were three different groups of boys trying to use the one set of 
footy goals available at the time. We all agreed that we would take one section of the goals each. There was 
nowhere else to go and balls flying everywhere. 
Mortlock Park is supposed to allow a mix of passive and active recreational activities - apparently I have to get there 
at 6am in the morning before school if I want to kick a ball with my son, or after 8:30 at night??? Ridiculous. 
Having been a previous councillor, I still get a lot of community members talking to me about issues. 
There is absolute outrage presently - and not a single person has said they don't want sport, all they've said is could 
the baseball team please share the space! These are not anti-sport people!  
There should always be an oval free for the wider community to use.   
The  hours being suggested are a terrible idea and should never have even been entertained. 
The information sessions are pointless - no one is writing down anything - is this considered community consultation 
because it isn't. When will community consultation be occurring? 
I really hope the council listens to ALL community members about this and not just a club that has been there 40ish 
years and only has, at most, a few hundred CLG residents playing for it, as opposed to the thousands of people who 
live in CLG and surrounding suburbs. 
If this goes ahead I will be writing to the council expecting a rate reduction due to being unable to use a local council 
owned facility that I have paid for with my rates. 
Please do not put my identifying details in the council agenda or online anywhere as I won't feel safe. Already online 
people opposing the house have been called 'pathetic' and 'whingers'. As a woman I don't feel safe having my details 
made publicly available, either as a result of this email or as a result of filling out the online survey. 
I hope, and look forward to, the council agreeing to 'shared use' for the community and ensuring there is always a 
decent amount of space for residents to use the ovals. 

Regards, 

CLG 
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THEMATIC ANALYSIS

Thematic analysis of the provided text reveals several key themes and concerns:

1. Access and Exclusion: The primary concern is the restricted access to Mortlock Park for local and 
nearby residents due to its extensive use by the Baseball Club. The writer emphasises that the 
scheduled hours of the baseball club effectively prevent full-time workers and other community 
members from utilising the park for their leisure activities.

2. Community Needs vs. Club Priorities: There is a strong sense of the community's needs being 
overlooked in favor of the baseball club. The writer feels that the club's exclusive use of the park shows 
a disregard for non-baseball playing residents.

3. Lease Terms and Transparency: Questions are raised about the specifics of the lease agreement (10 
years or 10+10 years) and a lack of clarity or transparency from the council on this matter.

4. Financial Considerations and Council Motivations: The writer speculates whether financial incentives 
or pressures are influencing the council's decision-making, hinting at possible monetary benefits from 
longer club usage.

5. Impact on Families and Youth: The writer personalizes the issue by sharing the impact on their ability 
to engage in activities with their child at the park, highlighting the broader impact on family and youth 
activities.

6. Space Allocation and Infrastructure: Concerns are raised about the proposed demolition of the scout 
hall and skepticism about the practicality of the alternative space offered.

7. Balance of Recreational Activities: There is a call for a balance between passive and active recreational 
activities in the park, with the current proposal seen as heavily skewed towards organized sports, 
specifically baseball.

8. Community Engagement and Consultation: The writer criticizes the current approach to community 
consultation, labeling it as ineffective and questioning the legitimacy of the information sessions.

9. Safety and Privacy Concerns: The writer expresses concerns about personal safety and privacy, 
especially in the context of online harassment and public disclosure of personal information.

10.Call for Shared Use and Fairness: The overarching theme is a call for shared use of the park, ensuring 
that it remains accessible to a wider community, not just the baseball club. The writer advocates for a 
fair and equitable allocation of park space.

11.Potential Action and Advocacy: The writer indicates a willingness to take further action, like seeking a 
rate reduction or continuing to advocate for shared use, if the situation isn't resolved favorably.

12.Emotional Response and Community Sentiment: There is a sense of frustration, outrage, and 
disappointment among community members, as conveyed by the writer, who is a former councilor and 
still engaged with community issues.
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Mitcham Council , Town Planning Officer. 

Dear Sir, 
I wish to make a submission to Council regarding its proposals for the MORTLOCK PARK PROJECT, based on a hand out received 
at a public meeting called for the 
Gill Langley building on  22 October 2023. 

I write in the capacity of a long term resident , living nearby at , directly facing  
 

My grandmother purchased the house from the builder in 1927, my parents lived in the house from 1948 till their death in 1993 
and 2001. My father ran a business there as a plumber/gasfitter, and later was  a maintenance fitter for Hills  Industries. I 
inherited the property as the only child. 

I attended CLG PS from 1951 to 1957, my mother used the local shops on The Strand, I played in the Council yard that is now a 
set of HTSA  units, and raced billy carts among the gum trees opposite. 

I have returned to live in my family home whilst my wife is now a permanent resident in  
once our home was no longer adequate for her care needs. We originally lived in Netherby, adjacent to the Waite 

Research grounds for over 20 years. 

As a 78 year old I bring a unique perspective to the suburb over an extended period. I was formerly a senior lecturer in 
educational/child/applied psychology in both UNISA (over 20 years) and FLINDERS UNIVERSITY (6 years). I then left to pursue a 
career as a child/ educational/ developmental/generalist psychologist for nearly 20 years. The practice included being a Rural 
Practitioner throughout Eyre Peninsula for 13 years, and suburban / rural work throughout Adelaide in multiple sites( Morphett 
Vale, Elizabeth, Golden Grove, Murray Bridge, University of Adelaide etc). This enables me to offer insight into changing family 
and development patterns and needs, I suggest. 

I suggest your current proposals are too focussed given the long term significance of the potential future use and role of this 
public space. Mortlock Park  has a vital place in a suburb with much social history regarding Town Planning policy Australia wide, 
and continues to attract widespread interest as the original “Garden Suburb “ envisaged by Charles Reade. 

I suggest there needs to be acknowledgement of  larger principles of  Town planning policy that are still pertinent, some  still 
based on Charles Reade’s seminal influence. 

PRINCIPLE ONE 
A suburb is in constant flux over time as its demographic profile changes in terms of the age, household structure and socio -
economic character of its residents. There will also be further pressure on  higher density living even in this archetypal Australian 
suburb in the future. Their recreational needs will inevitably change. 

I have witnessed CLG change from predominantly mixed , younger families to an older  suburb, and is  now recycling again  with 
younger families. This was evident in the changing profile over time of the primary school, once heavily dominated by wooden 
portables and large class sizes. When I was in grade seven there were four classes for that grade alone, two male and two 
female, each numbering around 40. 
The demise of the Boy Scout and Girl Guide movements may be another marker of that change. The demise of the original horse 
training  track around the footy oval is another kind of marker. 

What is in demand now will not be the case in ten or twenty years. Major focus on  certain team sports for children and younger 
adults will surely change. There will be more diverse passive recreation and  greater need for parks  and  informal walking areas 
with mature trees. 
Active large team sports will need to be augmented with other games such as Tennis courts and  and perhaps Half Court Tennis 
spaces. The latter have emerged strongly as catering to a wider age cohort and especially to older adults. They also require less 
space. There should  also be scope for other sports such as volleyball, netball, and soccer in the future. 

The  grassed and watered areas we currently support are inevitably going to be more expensive to water and maintain . They 
should be multi-purpose for different sports as much as possible. Any infrastructure such as goal posts and line marking should 
be planned to get the best use out of available grassed and watered areas. At present this is Australian rules football and 
baseball. Other options in the future may be cricket and soccer. 

The best local model for this appears to be the WAITE RESEARCH complex at Urrbrae, which successfully combines multiple 
uses  :  an area for team sports ( with adjacent change rooms ), open park areas with large trees, bushland, and larger teaching 
and research spaces, all operating side by side, with high levels of community usage. 

PRINCIPLE TWO. 
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We face Global warming in terms of higher summer temperatures, humidity, and  higher water and energy costs. The need for 
more mature trees in suburban areas is clear, especially the emerging varieties of  fast growing deciduous trees such as 
Manchurian Pear, as an aid to shade, cooling and minimal water usage. Colonel Light Gardens is already effective with its garden 
design features such as street tree plantings, but any open space that can be utilised should  plan for greater medium to large 
tree plantings in clumps or groves . This should apply to Mortlock Park in particular, but also greater plantings in other smaller 
available reserves as laid out in Reade’s original design , both in CLG and equally in other parts of Mitcham. This has to become a 
larger planning priority. Many other small reserves in CLG could benefit. 

Recent developments offer better varieties of mainly deciduous trees that are fast growing and effective ( e.g. Manchurian Pear 
), and certain natives, and reduced reliance on some older deciduous trees such as  ‘London Plane ‘ given problems in disposing 
of their leaves, or species with hard seed pods. Small pond areas as are being installed in other council areas for water cleaning 
and retention should also become a priority. 

PRINCIPAL THREE 
We need to enhance the ‘Amenity’ of our suburban areas with more park like features for trees of varied sizes and appeal 
wherever possible  .If we look at a map of the streets and layout in a circuit of around a one to two km radius around Mortlock 
Park we are struck by the paucity of parks and areas where people can walk, enjoy birds and living features, and  enjoy a sense 
of being in nature. Much of  Reade’s original planning has been lost or “watered down “. The only area that is park 
like  within  reasonable distance is up the hill in Hood Reserve, which is  highly valued by local residents. Any opportunity to 
enhance the area should be grasped. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
1 The total area devoted to grassed/ watered open playing fields in Mortlock Park should be reduced. This includes areas 
beyond the main oval complex designed  for multiple use large team games, the area currently disposed as facilities for Boy 
Scouts and Girl Guides, now obsolete, and other peripheral spaces.  
The  Scouts Hall should be demolished as a community facility as it duplicates a hall already available  for rental nearby, with 
parking, in West Parkway. The Guides Hall is no longer viable and should be removed. 
2 A policy of greater planting of fast growing medium and large shade trees should be implemented wherever possible in all 
available reserves, streets and corner sites throughout CLG and other parts of the suburb. 
3The upgrade of Gil Langley building is desirable to improve access for change facilities for sporting teams, and storage of 
sporting equipment, with a central shared meeting area. But the overall area of the building should be maintained and not 
increased. There should be no access to a license for serving alcohol given the proximity of the adjacent RSL club facility. 
4 The two adjacent primary schools should continue to have access to the park site, as operates currently, with appropriate 
licences. 
5 The two current sporting bodies in football and baseball should continue to share the main oval complex and change room 
facilities with  10 year licence arrangements.Changes to infrastructure in lighting, fencing and site definition  will be needed to 
contain them within a single multi-purpose site. 
6 New street planting of a single species along Freeling Crescent could be incorporated as part of a larger park structure in that 
area, with the existing old hedge and gum trees removed or incorporated in part in the new park area. The need for parking in 
the roadway adjacent to the SE corner of the school might be investigated. 
7 The BMX area adjacent to West Parkway should be retained, but may need to be relocated . 
8 A survey of parking  for both the CLG PS and the two sports clubs should be undertaken to establish realistic need. 
9 A review of sites should be made to consider location of scattered Half Court Tennis grounds and Volley ball sites  for public 
use within the suburb generally. Current  full size Tennis courts with public access should be retained , with prospect of 
conversion of some to Half Tennis sites if demand is demonstrated later. 

Attachment A

Page 183 of 191
Page 243 of 468



THEMATIC ANALYSIS

Thematic analysis of the provided text reveals several key themes and concerns:

1. Historical and Cultural Significance: The text emphasises the historical and cultural importance of 
Mortlock Park and its role in the development of the suburb as a "Garden Suburb" envisioned by 
Charles Reade. This theme underscores the need to respect and preserve the historical legacy of the 
area in any future development plans.

2. Town Planning and Urban Development: The proposal highlights the importance of adhering to and 
acknowledging the principles of town planning policy, especially those influenced by Charles Reade. It 
suggests that these principles should guide the development and use of public spaces like Mortlock 
Park.

3. Demographic Changes and Evolving Needs: The text points out the dynamic nature of the suburb's 
demographic profile, including changes in age, household structure, and socio-economic characteristics. 
It emphasises the need for urban planning to be flexible and responsive to these evolving community 
needs.

4. Recreational Diversity and Adaptation: A major theme is the shift in recreational needs and 
preferences over time. The proposal advocates for a more diverse range of recreational facilities, 
including passive recreation areas, walking areas, and sports facilities for various age groups and 
interests.

5. Environmental Sustainability and Climate Change: The text stresses the challenges posed by global 
warming, such as higher temperatures and rising water and energy costs. It advocates for 
environmentally sustainable practices, including planting fast-growing, water-efficient trees for shade 
and cooling.

6. Resource Management and Efficiency: The proposal suggests a strategic approach to managing 
resources like water and space. This includes the idea of multipurpose sports fields and efficient 
infrastructure to maximise the utility of grassed and watered areas.

7. Community Engagement and Accessibility: The text underscores the importance of community usage 
and access to public spaces. It suggests that facilities like Mortlock Park should cater to various 
community groups and be accessible to local schools and residents.

8. Infrastructure and Facility Management: There are specific recommendations regarding the 
management and upgrade of facilities, such as the demolition of obsolete buildings, the restriction of 
alcohol licenses, and the maintenance of existing sporting facilities.

9. Green Space Enhancement and Biodiversity: The proposal emphasises the need for more green spaces, 
including the planting of medium and large shade trees, and the creation of park-like environments that 
promote a connection with nature.

10.Long-Term Planning and Flexibility: Finally, the text advocates for long-term planning that is adaptable 
to future changes. This includes considerations for evolving sports preferences, demographic shifts, and 
environmental conditions.

In summary, the proposal provides a comprehensive perspective on urban planning, focusing on historical 
preservation, demographic responsiveness, recreational diversity, environmental sustainability, and 
community engagement. It calls for a balanced approach that respects the past while adapting to the 
future needs of the community.

Attachment A

Page 184 of 191
Page 244 of 468



Last night there was a meeting at the club rooms located at Mortlock Park where it seems the GOODWOOD GIANTS 
are wanting to completely takeover the Mortlock Park Oval with no regard for Mitcham residents/ ratepayer’s 
recreational activities on the oval. 
So many Mitcham ratepayers use the oval. 
If the GOODWOOD BASEBALL CLUB’S demands are met all other rate paying individuals will no longer enjoy the 
freedom that I guess was the reason the Mortlock family bequeathed the park. 
There are family groups who have birthday parties, use the playground, and run freely over the oval. 
There are joggers, a group who have been playing soccer for a number of years . I myself walk around the oval for 
cardio exercise following heart surgery. 
You may say I can have the same exercise walking around the streets. As a ratepayer I shouldn’t be denied access to 
a park that was bequeathed to MITCHAM residents, 
Please take heed from the messages you may be receiving from local residents. 

THEMATIC ANALYSIS

Thematic analysis of the provided text reveals several key themes and concerns:

1. Community Access vs. Exclusive Use: A central theme is the conflict between the desire for 
exclusive use of Mortlock Park Oval by the Goodwood Baseball Club and the existing community 
use by Mitcham residents. This reflects broader issues of public space allocation and community 
rights.

2. Recreational Diversity: The text highlights the variety of recreational activities currently 
undertaken at the oval, including family gatherings, playground use, jogging, soccer, and walking 
for health reasons. This diversity underscores the oval's role as a multi-functional community space.

3. Health and Well-being: The mention of walking for cardio exercise post-heart surgery emphasises 
the importance of the oval for physical health and well-being. This is indicative of the broader 
significance of public spaces for community health.

4. Historical Intent and Legacy: The reference to the Mortlock family's bequest of the park to 
Mitcham residents suggests a historical intent for the park to serve the local community. This 
introduces a theme of respecting the legacy and original purposes of public spaces.

5. Residents' Rights and Voice: The emphasis on the writer's status as a ratepayer and the call to 
heed messages from local residents highlights themes of civic rights, taxpayer entitlements, and the 
importance of listening to community voices in decision-making processes.

6. Equity and Inclusivity: The concern over being denied access to the park points to broader themes 
of equity and inclusivity in public space management, emphasizing that public amenities should be 
accessible to all segments of the community.

7. Alternative Solutions and Compromises: While not explicitly stated, the tension between the 
baseball club's demands and community use implies a need for dialogue about alternative solutions 
or compromises that accommodate multiple interests.

In summary, this text raises important issues about community access to public spaces, the balance 
between individual group interests and broader community needs, the importance of historical 
legacies, and the role of public spaces in promoting health and well-being.
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To whom it may concern, 

Given the result of the recent vote over the three options for the Forestville hockey club, on the Unley High School 
grounds, which was so very strongly opposed by the community, I am not going to waste my time filling in a survey 
when I do not believe the current Mitcham councillors represent the City Of Mitcham residents.  

If there is an explanation for the results of the meeting on 10 October, that justifies the survey, please feel free to 
contact me.  

Regards, 

THEMATIC ANALYSIS

Thematic analysis of the provided text reveals several key themes and concerns:

Community Opposition and Controversial Decisions: The mention of the "strongly opposed" vote 
regarding the Forestville hockey club on Unley High School grounds indicates the writer considers some 
controversial or unpopular decisions have been made by Council, reflecting a disconnect between the 
decisions of these authorities and the community's desires.

Disillusionment with Local Representatives: The individual expresses a lack of faith in the current 
Mitcham councilors, suggesting a broader sense of disillusionment or mistrust towards those 
representing the City of Mitcham. This indicates a perceived lack of representation or advocacy for 
residents' interests.

Overall, the statement underscores a significant gap between the local government and its 
constituents, emphasising the need for improved communication, transparency, and genuine 
community involvement in local governance processes.

Attachment A

Page 186 of 191
Page 246 of 468



I would like my street swept rather than new projects . 
Rest  of the streets in hawthorn are covered in debris.  

It has been months . 
Gutters broken  

THEMATIC ANALYSIS

Thematic analysis of the provided text reveals several key themes and concerns:

1. Preference for Maintenance over New Projects: The primary theme here is the preference for 
basic maintenance (street sweeping) over the initiation of new projects. This indicates a 
prioritisation of essential services and upkeep over the development of new initiatives or 
infrastructure.

2. Frustration with Delayed Response: The phrase "It has been months" conveys a sense of 
frustration and impatience with the perceived delay in addressing the maintenance issues.

3. Public Safety and Cleanliness: Implicit in the desire for street sweeping and fixing broken gutters 
is a concern for public safety, cleanliness, and possibly health issues.

4. Resource Allocation and Governance Priorities: The comparison between the desire for street 
sweeping and the undertaking of new projects suggests a theme of resource allocation and 
governance priorities, questioning how resources are being distributed and whether they align 
with the needs and wants of the community.

This analysis indicates that the speaker is emphasizing the importance of basic civic maintenance and 
expressing dissatisfaction with the current state of infrastructure and response from relevant 
authorities, while also implicitly calling for a reevaluation of priorities in community development 
and resource allocation.
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1.	Background

1	 History – Colonel Light Gardens’ kindly authored by Dr Christine Garnaut, January 2021
2	 Henry Barwell, ‘South Australia-Soldiers’ Settlements’, Volume of Proceedings of the Second Town Planning and Housing Conference 

and Exhibition, Brisbane, 1918, pp.59-75.

1.1.	 Colonel Light Gardens 
State Heritage Area

South Australia’s State Heritage Areas represent significant 
aspects of the state’s rich natural and cultural heritage. 
Colonel Light Gardens was designated as a State Heritage 
Area under the Heritage Places Act 1993 in 2000. The 
designation ensures that future development of properties 
and open spaces within Colonel Light Gardens is managed 
in a way that maintains the State Heritage Area’s heritage 
value. 

1.2.	 Purpose of Heritage 
Standards

The Heritage Standards have been prepared by Heritage 
South Australia and are published in accordance with 
the Planning, Development and Infrastructure Act 2016 
and the Planning and Design Code (Code). They are a 
supplementary tool of the Code and are referenced in the 
State Heritage Area Overlay. 

Any proposals to undertake development within a State 
Heritage Area will be referred to the Minister responsible 
for administering the Heritage Places Act 1993, who has 
the authority to direct the decision. The Department for 
Environment and Water (DEW) Heritage South Australia 
(Heritage SA) is the Minister’s delegate for decisions 
on referred development applications. The Heritage 
Standards form a key part of Heritage SA’s assessment of 
these development proposals. 

Heritage Standards are presented in three parts:

	• Background – the historical development of 
Colonel Light Gardens and the principles that 
underpin the State Heritage Area listing

	• Statement of Significance – the South Australian 
Heritage Register listing and the context 
and description of the heritage values

	• Heritage Standards for Development – Principles 
and Acceptable Standards for development

1.3.	 History – Colonel 
Light Gardens

A model garden suburb for South Australia1

The Garden City idea was introduced and disseminated in 
Australia primarily through the Australasian Town Planning 
Tour of 1914–15, co-organised and led by Charles Reade 
and William Davidge on behalf of the British Garden Cities 
and Town Planning Association. Reade was a New Zealand-
born journalist turned town planner and Davidge was an 
English architect-planner. Following the outbreak of the 
First World War, Davidge returned home. Reade delivered 
lectures nationally to introduce and promote the concepts 
of town planning and the garden city idea and the mantra of 
‘planning on garden city lines’.

After the tour, in April 1915 the South Australian Government 
invited Reade to become Adviser on Town Planning and 
to draft a Town Planning and Housing Bill. In 1918 the 
government elevated him to Government Town Planner. 
At Reade’s urging, in June 1915, the South Australian 
Government purchased Grange Farm at Mitcham from 
the estate of William Tennant Mortlock as the site for the 
construction of a model garden suburb. The sale conditions 
included that 10 acres of land would be reserved specifically 
for recreation purposes. Soon after making its purchase, the 
state gave the entire site over to the Australian Government 
for use as a First World War military training camp.

In October 1917 Reade hosted the first Australian Town 
Planning and Housing Conference and Exhibition in 
Adelaide as a forum to further promote town planning. 
He arranged an exhibition of material from various parts 
of Australia and from overseas. Also, he commissioned 
Victorian architect David William Crawford to draw a bird’s 
eye perspective of the proposed Mitcham Garden Suburb 
for display in the exhibition. The perspective became 
Reade’s visual promotional tool for the model development. 
At the second Town Planning and Housing Conference held 
in Brisbane in 1918 South Australia’s Attorney-General Henry 
Barwell gave a paper in which the Mitcham Garden Suburb 
plan and its key design elements were formally and publicly 
described for the first time.2  

Following the end of the war, the South Australian 
Government passed the Garden Suburb Act 1919 which 
enabled the suburb’s establishment and created a Garden 
Suburb Commission (of one person) responsible for all 
aspects of the suburb’s development and administration. 

2    Heritage Standards Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area - Heritage South Australia
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The commission administered the garden suburb until the 
Act was repealed in 1975. Then, Colonel Light Gardens came 
under the control of Mitcham Council.

The model garden suburb takes shape

Reade left South Australia in December 1920 to work as 
Government Town Planner in the Federated Malay States. 
The development of the early suburb was overseen by 
Garden Suburb Commissioner Charles Davenport Harris 
(1921–28) assisted by Garden Suburb Secretary Tom 
Collins Stephens, who succeeded Harris as Commissioner 
(1928–51). Both were professional colleagues of Reade and 
understood Garden City planning principles and Reade’s 
intent for the suburb.

The Mitcham Garden Suburb was named Colonel Light 
Gardens in April 1921, and in September ‘By-laws under the 
Garden Suburb Act 1919’ came into effect. These covered 
various topics including building setbacks from the street 
and clearances around buildings, and considerations such 
as ‘location, use and general character of the building [and] 
harmony in exterior design’ to address in assessing building 
applications.3

In August 1921, the South Australian Government announced 
the release of the first blocks of land for sale in the suburb – 
in the north-east corner. Two subsequent land releases were 
made.4

The first houses were built in Lincoln Avenue, Salisbury 
Crescent and Tidworth Crescent and there were seven by 
mid-1922.5 Work was under way by then in the public realm. 
Respecting the garden city approach of retaining existing 
vegetation, surviving trees were preserved on Doncaster 
Avenue, Flinders Avenue, Freeling Crescent and West 
Parkway. Trees were reported as beginning to be planted 
and in July 1922 there were a total of 1077 in avenues along 
twelve streets.6 By 1924 the suburb was connected to 
reticulated water, sewerage lines were being installed, public 
transport to the suburb was being improved, sites were set 
aside for a school and police station, and land had been 
bought for several churches.

The Thousand Homes Scheme and the modification of 
Reade’s plan

Aspiring to address Adelaide’s severe housing shortage, in 
June 1924 the South Australian Government announced the 

3	 Garden Suburb Act 1919: ‘By-Laws under the Garden Suburb Act 1919’, South Australian Government Gazette 29/9/1921, pp.719-720.
4	 First land sales area boundaries: Grange Road to Flinders Avenue, Flinders Avenue to Salisbury Crescent to East Parkway, East 

Parkway to the Grove (north side), The Grove to View Street (west side). Roads within the boundaries: Lincoln Avenue, Rosemont 
Street, Tidworth Crescent, York Place.

5	 Christine Garnaut, Colonel Light Gardens: model garden suburb, Crossing Press, Sydney, 2006, p.93, 63.
6	 Garnaut, Colonel Light Gardens, 2006, p.64.

Thousand Homes Scheme, Australia’s first mass affordable 
housing program, for the garden suburb site and purchased 
additional land west of Goodwood Road to accommodate 
the targeted number of houses. The suburb’s two parts were 
separated by an arterial road.

The government did not change its goal to establish the 
suburb as a model garden suburb, but some adjustments 
were made to the approved plan prepared by Reade. The 
southern section was modified to accommodate more 
housing blocks than proposed originally for that part of the 
suburb. The street pattern was unchanged, but the house 
blocks were remodelled to a standard size. The open spaces 
proposed as internal reserves were removed and the final 18 
acres set aside for recreational use was reduced in size. The 
ornamental lake and formal gardens were removed.

Generally, to fulfil his brief to maximise the number of 
residential blocks, Government Town Planner Walter Scott 
Griffiths laid out the western section as a conventional grid 
with straight streets. Most sites were allocated for housing, 
the only open spaces being a semi-circular reserve in Light 
Place and a recreation reserve (Hillview Reserve) between 
Penang Avenue and Rozelles Avenue. Service lanes that 
featured in the original section of the garden suburb were 
not adopted although the plan did incorporate several 
pedestrian lanes.

Thousand Homes Scheme house designs advertised in The 
Mail (Adelaide), Saturday 28 June 1924., page 1.
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Thousand Homes Scheme houses were constructed in 
designated areas in the original part of the suburb and entirely 
in the section west of Goodwood Road apart from on the site 
of the existing Hanns and Shobbrook farmhouses. 

Thousand Homes Scheme houses were constructed in 
designated areas in the original part of the suburb and entirely 
in the section west of Goodwood Road apart from on the site 
of the existing Hanns and Shobbrook farmhouses.7 They were 
built to one of 14 specified designs, and in accordance with 
the Garden City principle of ‘unity but not uniformity’ no two 
houses side-by-side were of the same design. Plans were 
drawn for the houses by State Bank architects – they modified 
existing drawings of Soldiers’ Homes. Eventually 363 
Thousand Homes dwellings were built on the original site for 
the garden suburb and 332 in the section west of Goodwood 
Road.8 

Development in parallel to the Thousand Homes

While the Thousand Homes dwellings were being 
constructed, people continued to buy blocks and build 
houses in the northern part of the original garden suburb.9  
Some of these houses were financed by loans from the 
State Bank and were built according to plans available from 

7	 The South Australian Government purchased the Hanns and Shobbrook agricultural estates for the Thousand Homes Scheme. The 
farmhouses associated with the estates as well as a group of existing shops were excluded from the sale.

8	 Garnaut, Colonel Light Gardens, 2006, p.71.
9	 See principal stages of 1920s land sales map in Garnaut, Colonel Light Gardens, 2006, p.65.
10	 Garden Suburb Commission, Annual Report, 1927-28: 1. Available online at: http://www.clghs.org.au/documents/GSC%20annual%20

reports.pdf.
11	 Reade’s plan showed four tennis courts. Eighteen were installed by 1926. Garden Suburb Commission, Annual Report, 1926

the bank; therefore, they have design features of Thousand 
Homes Scheme houses but were not built under the auspices 
of the scheme.

Public realm development continued, too, in the original 
section of the suburb as trees were planted in the verges 
alongside major roads and streets, and in selected median 
plantations, for example on Broadway. Trees were not 
intended for or planted in the verges beside narrower 
residential streets. 

‘Ornamental plots’ at street corners were grassed and planted 
with ‘hardy shrubs’.10 The suburb’s main recreation area, 
named Mortlock Park, was established with adjacent playing 
field and a children’s playground close to the Education 
Department’s infant and primary school. In a reserve 
eventually named Reade Park and set aside for active and 
passive recreation in the northern part of the suburb, areas 
had been designated for tennis courts, croquet and lawn 
bowls and for a rotunda and formal gardens.11 Tennis courts 
and a bowling rink were established initially. Hillview Reserve 
in the section west of Goodwood Road was developed with 
four tennis courts, playground equipment, a grassed area and 
bandstand (later moved to Light Place). 

Bird’s eye perspective Mitcham Garden Suburb (later Colonel Light Gardens). Original held Mitcham Heritage Research Centre. 

4    Heritage Standards Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area - Heritage South Australia
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The internal reserves retained at the northern end of the 
original section of the garden suburb were not a focus of 
development in the suburb’s founding years. They were 
intended for community recreational and horticultural 
purposes principally by residents living in the adjacent 
houses. At first, their focus was on establishing their own 
houses and gardens but before too long, with approval from 
the Garden Suburb Commission, one reserve had been 
converted into two tennis courts, playground equipment was 
installed in another and trees and shrubs planted in a third.12    

In December 1927 the Garden Suburb Commissioner 
declared that ‘nearly all the blocks in the suburb are now 
occupied’.13 The initial stage of the suburb’s development was 
complete.

Buildings in the garden suburb

Buildings played a fundamental role in the garden suburb as 
sites of shelter, activities of various kinds, and of interaction 
between residents of all ages. They were also familiar 
landmarks that helped create residents’ sense of place. 
Houses were regarded as critical to fostering healthy, 
contented and community-minded residents and therefore 
were considered the focal building type. The style of house 
was not dictated; rather, adoption of local preference was 
promoted.

Colonel Light Garden Houses
Overview

The style of houses built in Colonel Light Gardens followed 
the popular fashion of the day. The majority were built in 
the founding decade and, through their common scale, 
form, materials and colours, demonstrated the Garden City 
principle of ‘architectural unity but not uniformity’. The first 
houses were bungalows derived from the style popularised 
in America but modified to suit local conditions and materials. 
Bungalows were built throughout South Australia and in 

12	 Weidenhofer Architects, Colonel Light Gardens Conservation Management Plan, 2005, p.80.
13	 Quoted in Garnaut, Colonel Light Gardens, 2006, p.5.

Colonel Light Gardens in the 1920s. The Tudor Revival style 
was increasingly popular from about 1927 although relatively 
few were built in Colonel Light Gardens due to the lack of 
availability of building sites by that time.

After Second World War state government building 
restrictions and a shortage of materials affected dwelling size 
and materials. The houses built in the suburb in the post-war 
era reflect the constraints of the time in their ‘Austerity’ style. 
Prominent examples include the houses on Piccadilly Circus 
built on land reserved in the original plan as the suburb’s main 
entrance and intended to feature formal gardens, as well 
as others in Eton Street on land associated initially with the 
Garden Suburb Depot.

The Colonial style brick retirement homes built on Kandahar 
Crescent in the 1960s are typical of their era and ten single-
storey semi-detached dwellings constructed in the 1990s by 
the SA Housing Trust on the site of the former Garden Suburb 
Depot in Eton Street are sympathetic in form and materials 
to the suburb’s bungalows. Some  facades of houses in the 
suburb display Art Deco elements that were popular from 
the 1930s. These decorative features were often applied to 
remodelled building facades.

Form and materials

The earliest houses in Colonel Light Gardens were single-
storey in form and sometimes asymmetrical in elevation. They 
were constructed of unpainted red brick and featured timber 
verandah posts, window frames and doors generally painted 
dark brown, green or white. Chimneys were unpainted red 
brick. Roofs were of unpainted corrugated iron and typically, 
eaves were wide and overhanging. Gable ends were either 
timber weatherboards, pressed sheet metal, stuccoed or 
half-timbered panelling sheeting. As post-war circumstances 
improved and a wider range of materials became available, 
sandstone quarried usually in Stirling in the Adelaide Hills 
and at Brownhill Creek, Mitcham, was used on front walls and 

Junction of Salisbury Crescent and Lincoln Avenue looking 
south, July 1927. Source: History Trust GN12027.

‘Moving-in day’, to a Thousand Homes Scheme house, 
Corunna Avenue. Undated photograph. Original held by J. 
Ball. Source Mitcham Heritage Research Centre.
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verandah pillars, along with glazed brick and stucco. The side 
and back walls continued to be unpainted red brick. There 
was no applied decoration. Hardwood post and crimped wire 
front fences were typical.

From the mid-1920s timber verandah posts were replaced by 
either sandstone or exposed, glazed or rendered brick piers 
or columns. Precast concrete columns became more common 
the late 1920s. Some houses featured a pergola abutting the 
front wall and supported by timber posts or pillars to match 
the verandah.

Tudor Revival houses adopted the rectangular form of the 
bungalow. Roofs were more prominent and steeper in pitch 
with steep gable ends. They were generally clad in corrugated 
iron. Front walls were typically sandstone with unpainted red 
brick to the side and rear.

Thousand Homes were built to one of fourteen designs 
and were more restrained in size and materials than the 
privately built houses.14They were all constructed of red brick, 
unpainted, and broken occasionally by a band of stucco. 
Roofs were corrugated iron. Timber posts or cement rendered 
brick piers supported the verandah. Where installed (designs 
3, 6 and 8), verandah brackets were cut from timber. The 
houses featured a hardwood post and crimped wire front 
fence.

Non-residential buildings

With the exception of the Garden Theatre and the Education 
Department’s Primary School building, the suburb’s non-
residential buildings were of domestic scale. Temporary 
buildings were constructed of timber and iron and permanent 
ones were in brick. The buildings include churches (originally 
Presbyterian, Baptist, Congregational, Catholic and Anglican), 
shops in two designated commercial precincts (The Strand 
and Bond Street), the police station and the Garden Theatre 
(for moving pictures) both on Goodwood Road, two schools 
(St Therese’s Catholic primary and SA Education Department 
infant and primary), and two meeting halls (Rechabite (now 
RSL) and Colonel Light Gardens Institute).

From the 1950s most of the original church buildings were 
replaced by more substantial structures. A new basketball 

14	 Plans and specifications are held by State Records SA.

stadium constructed on the southern edge of Mortlock Park 
in 1975 was demolished following a major fire in late 1998. 
The two-storey Community Association building was erected 
adjacent to the stadium in the 1980s.

Several buildings have changed uses: the Garden Theatre 
on Goodwood Road was converted to a supermarket in the 
1960s and is used in 2021 as a chemist, the Congregational 
Church on Salisbury Crescent became a childcare centre in 
1996, and the police station on Goodwood Road was adapted 
as commercial premises from the 1990s and is currently (2021) 
a medical practice.

New development: 1990s onward

Since the mid-1990s a small number of new houses have 
been built in the suburb. For example, several structurally 
unsound original dwellings have been replaced by new 
houses and new houses have been built on Salisbury 
Crescent on blocks reserved originally for shops (with rear 
dwellings). Two new shops have been built in The Strand. 

1.4.	 Reference documents
Bechervaise & Ass et al Colonel Light Gardens Conservation 
Study, (1989)

Garnaut, Christine Colonel Light Gardens: Model Garden 
Suburb, Crossing Press, Sydney 1999 

Weidenhofer Architects Colonel Light Gardens Conservation 
Management Plan (2005)

1.5.	 Supporting reference 
documents

Freestone, Robert Model Communities: the Garden City 
Movement in Australia Thomas Nelson, Melb 1989

Sulman, John An Introduction to the Study of Town Planning, 
Government Printer, Sydney 1921

Garden Suburb Act 1919: ‘	 By-laws under the Garden Suburb 
Act 1919’, South Australian Government Gazette 29/09/1921

House at Colonel Light Gardens, ND, Source: History Trust 
SA GN07685

Houses at Colonel Light Gardens (Rochester Ave/Kandahar 
Cres intersection), ND, Source: History Trust SA GN12005
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2.	Heritage Value
2.1.	 Statement of Significance 

(Colonel Light Gardens 
State Heritage Area)

‘The suburb of Colonel Light Gardens is of heritage value for 
the following reasons:

• It exemplifies the theories of town planning of the early
20th century based on the Garden City concept, and
is considered the most complete and representative
example of a Garden Suburb in Australia, combining both
town planning, aesthetic and social elements into coherent
plan. The public and private spaces of the suburb meld to
create a distinctive three-dimensional suburban design.

• It represents the best work of Charles C. Reade, who
was the first appointed Town Planner in Australia
and South Australian Government Planner from
1916–20. Reade was the leading exponent of the
Garden City Movement to practise in Australia.

• It is the repository of the majority of houses built
under the mass housing programme of the Labor
Government of the 1920s known as the Thousand
Homes Scheme and became the area identified
with the scheme. International visitors were taken
to view the housing developments at Colonel Light
Gardens during the 1920s. It contains a homogeneous
style of residential architecture representing the
particular workingman's house idiom of the mid-1920s,
developed from the Californian Bungalow design.

• It is the embodiment of other, more ephemeral
social concepts of the 1920s such as 'post-war
reconstruction,' 'homes for returned soldiers' and
'community spirit and self-help' which led to the
creation and development of a community.'

(as entered on the South Australian Heritage Register, 4 May 
2000)

Colonel Light Gardens ‘as it will appear when developed’. Coloured birds eye perspective of the model garden suburb in 
Colonel Light Gardens: Comfort, Convenience, Beauty [1921]. Courtesy of Architecture Museum, University of South Australia.
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2.2.	What is of heritage 
significance?

Colonel Light Gardens is closely associated with the 
phenomenon of suburban development in Australia and 
with the popular aspiration for living and owning a home 
in the suburbs. It was established in the 1920s as a model 
garden suburb by the South Australian Government and 
demonstrates the distinctive influence of both the modern 
town planning movement and the garden city idea on planned 
20th century residential environments.

Charles Compton Reade (1880–1933) designed Colonel 
Light Gardens in 1917. He was ‘the single most important 
figure in Australian garden city history’15 and a major 
contributor to the garden city story internationally. Built 
mostly between 1921 and 1927, Colonel Light Gardens 
is distinguished from other Australian garden suburbs 
because of its comprehensive expression of garden city 
planning principles ‘strongly influenced by [the international 
exemplar] of Hampstead Garden Suburb’ but adapted 
to suit Australian conditions and cultural preferences.16 
Additionally, it is the site of Australia’s first mass housing 
project, the Thousand Homes Scheme, which commenced 
in 1924.

The significance of Colonel Light Gardens as a planned 
environment was recognised at state level in South Australia 
in 2000 when the entire suburb was designated a State 
Heritage Area under the Heritage Places Act 1993. The 
suburb has been identified as one of 23 ‘indicative’ ‘major 
sites of planning heritage’ in Australia and singled out for its 
‘iconic garden suburb status’.17 In a nutshell, it captures ‘the 
essence of a planned landscape [which] lies not so much in 
individual elements as in their combination. It is less about the 
design of discrete buildings … or their construction … or green 
surrounds … but more about their spatial interrelationships 
in making something special that is larger than the sum of 
the parts. The spaces between built structures are just as 
important as the structures themselves'.18 

15	 Robert Freestone, Model Communities: the Garden City Movement in Australia, Thomas Nelson, Melbourne, 1989, p.76.
16	 Robert Freestone, Urban Nation: Australia’s Planning Heritage, CSIRO and DEWHA and Australian Heritage Council, Collingwood, 

2010, p.179; Christine Garnaut, Colonel Light Gardens: model garden suburb, Crossing Press, Sydney, 2006 (repr. 1st published 1997), 
especially chapter 5.

17	  Freestone, Urban Nation: Australia’s planning heritage, 2010, pp.274-75, p.276; Christine Garnaut and Robert Freestone, ‘Colonel 
Light Gardens, History, Heritage and the Enduring Garden Suburb in Adelaide, South Australia, in Mary Corbin Sies, Isabelle Gournay 
and Robert Freestone (eds), Iconic Planned Communities and the Challenge of Change, University of Pennsylvania Press, Philadelphia, 
2019, p.133).

18	  Freestone, Urban Nation, p.4.
19	 Quoted in Freestone, Model Communities, p.94; ‘By-Laws under the Garden Suburb Act 1919’, South Australian Government Gazette 

29/9/1921, pp.719-720.

The Garden City Idea, Garden City planning principles 
and the Garden Suburb

The Garden City idea originated in England at the turn of 
the 20th century. Its focus was on:

• improving human environments and particularly
urban living and working conditions

• planning for people’s social, cultural, physical,
emotional, and aesthetic needs

• facilitating opportunities for social interaction to
enhance wellbeing and to foster community building

• creating healthy, visually harmonious,
comfortable and convenient environments.

The garden city idea generated an internationally accepted 
approach to modern town planning known as ‘planning 
on garden city lines’. Applied initially at the city scale, 
the approach proved most successful at the suburban or 
residential level; hence the rise of what became known as 
the garden suburb.

A set of planning and design principles emerged to inform 
and direct the design and development of places planned 
on garden city lines. The principles were applied to sites 
around the world and adapted as necessary to suit local 
conditions and preferences. Wherever the location, the 
underpinning intent was to achieve a self-contained, 
physically and socially distinct place and a visually pleasing 
and harmonious environment characterised by ‘no jarring 
note’.19 The distinctive physical characteristics were 
intended to contribute to a sense of place and to residents’ 
wellbeing and contentment with their environs, to social 
interaction and to community building.
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The key planning principles that underpinned the design of 
a garden suburb were:

	• A bounded site within which residents’ 
everyday needs were accommodated.

	• Areas set aside for specific uses – residential, 
commercial, educational, religious, recreational (local 
community and individual, and active and passive uses).

	• Public open space of a variety of types and scales 
for a range of local community uses. Internal 
reserves for shared community use were a 
distinctive open space type in garden suburbs.

	• A hierarchical road system. Roads were classified 
according to use. Typically, the widest took the 
largest volume of traffic. The narrowest were 
intended for access to residential streets.

	• Variation in street width, line and length. 
Typically, ‘curved, short arc and straight’ also 
referred to as ‘curvilinear symmetrical’20.

	• A park-like environment created through 
preserving existing natural features, planting 
street trees, reserving open space, plantings in 
private gardens and in street garden reserves 
and melding of the public and private realm.

	• Low density development.

	• Detached single-storey dwellings sited with 
generous setbacks and ample front and 
back yard space. (Single story-detached 
dwellings was the Australian preference.)

	• ‘Architectural unity but not uniformity’ 
achieved primarily through consistency of 
style, form, scale, colours and materials.21

Colonel Light Gardens’ distinctive character is due to 
the Garden Suburb plan on which it was initially based, 
and the cohesive and consistent architectural style of its 
housing and buildings. Both of these aspects contribute 
to the heritage value of the suburb in the history and 
development of South Australia. 

20	Freestone, Model Communities, p.89.
21	 Principles are summarised from John Sulman, An Introduction 

to the Study of Town Planning, Government Printer, Sydney, 
1921, p.106; Freestone, Model Communities, pp.87-94; Garden 
Suburb Act 1919: ‘By-Laws under the Garden Suburb Act 1919’, 
South Australian Government Gazette 29/9/1921; Garnaut, 
Colonel Light Gardens, especially chapters 5 and 8. Quote 
in last dot point from Garnaut, Colonel Light Gardens, 2006, 
p.89.
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a. Hierarchy of straight and curved symmetrical roadways
of a variety of lengths, rounded street corners, and rear
laneways, which discourage through traffic and are
designed to create unfolding sequences of attractive,
green and varied spaces and terminal vistas.

b. A planned mix of wide and narrow streets with a dominant,
established park-like landscaped character, with extensive
reserve planting based on the original design intent (street tree
species and layout, lawn, footpaths, vertical kerbing and simple
pedestrian cross overs). Laneways without kerbs and paving.

c. Large river red gums in Freeling Crescent,
Doncaster Avenue and Flinders Avenue.

d. Suburb zones initially planned by function and
location, including residential, commercial and
educational, religious and recreational precincts

(part) Colonel Light Gardens ‘as it will appear when developed’.
Coloured birds eye perspective of the model garden suburb in
Colonel Light Gardens: Comfort, Convenience, Beauty [1921].
Courtesy of Architecture Museum, University of South Australia

e. The formality, planned purpose and abundance of open public
reserves, formal street gardens and pocket parks, including
shared parks to the rear of properties in the north of the suburb.

Features within the State Heritage Area which contribute to 
the heritage value of the State Heritage Area include:
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f. Low-density residential development with dwellings
sited on generous allotments with ample front, side
and rear yards. Single detached dwellings of similar
scale, design, and provenance, with consistent
front and side setbacks – 1920s-39 in period.

West Parkway looking south. 1930s. Source: 
Mitcham Heritage Research Centre

Architectural features of heritage value include:

• face brick and/or stone construction, with brick or
stone quoins – predominantly unpainted in finish

• gable or hipped/gablet roofs (22-25 degree range for
bungalows, greater than 40 degrees for tudor style
housing), clad with galvanised corrugated sheeting,
with gable end render faces to some buildings

• Original scale of roof form, evident in ridge length,
important to the understanding of the scale and
type of early development within the suburb.

• simple face brick chimneys.

• timber framed, open verandahs with simple pitched or
gable roofs, supported by masonry pillars or timber posts
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• double or triple sash or casement timber windows

• traditional lean-to form additions to rear sections of dwellings

• freestanding sheds and garages of small scale in
rear yards, but traditional in form – gable or single
pitch, clad in corrugated steel sheeting

• front fencing – woven/ crimped wire supported by timber
posts and rails. Woven/crimped wire gates with pipe
framing. Hedging often featured behind fencing. Side
fencing – corrugated galvanised sheet post and rail.

B&W images - source: Mitcham Heritage 
Research Centre

12    Heritage Standards Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area - Heritage South Australia

Attachment C

Attachment Page 16 of 73
Page 268 of 468



3. Heritage Standards for
Development (Colonel
Light Gardens State
Heritage Area)

3.1.	 Purpose of Heritage 
Standards for Development

Any proposals to undertake development within a State 
Heritage Area will be referred to the Minister responsible 
for administering the Heritage Places Act 1993, who has 
the authority to direct the decision. Heritage SA is the 
Minister’s delegate for decisions on referred development 
applications. The Heritage Standards form a key part of 
Heritage SA’s assessment of these development proposals. 
The Heritage Standards:

• provide a basis for decisions regarding
management of heritage impact of development
by Heritage SA Heritage Officers

• include heritage principles and location-specific
detail on how development can be undertaken
to ensure heritage values are protected

• propose a minimum acceptable standard
for development-related solutions
within the State Heritage Area.

A State Heritage Area includes both private and public 
spaces (including streets) and the standards are applicable 
to development across the entire area. 

Development associated with a State Heritage Place and 
also within a State Heritage Area is defined in the Planning, 
Development and Infrastructure Act 2016 Part 1, 3 (1). 
Additional definition specific to a State Heritage Place or 
Area includes,

“ (e) …….—the demolition, removal, conversion, alteration or 
painting of, or addition to, the place, or any other work that 
could materially affect the heritage value of the place”. 

The State Heritage Area Overlay ‘Procedural Matters (PM) 
Referrals’ – identifies the types of development to be 
referred to Heritage SA for assessment and direction.

Exemptions to the definition of Development within a 
State Heritage Area are scheduled in the PDI Act 2016 
Regulations – Schedule 5
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Concept Plan – land uses as planned 1920s – maintained to the present day. The balance of areas in the concept plan not 
individually identified or coloured are predominantly residential in nature, but includes schools, churches and other public 
buildings.

Concept Plan
Colonel Light Gardens
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3.2.	Land use 
(refer: State Heritage Area Overlay – Alterations and Additions PO 2.2)

The considered and deliberate arrangement of distinct land uses in Colonel Light Gardens reflected garden suburb design 
principles of the period. Land uses were planned to provide for quiet residential streets, centrally located retail and a 
hierarchy of parks and reserves. The Concept Plan for Colonel Light Gardens reflects the land use planning intent for the 
suburb.

The Planning and Design Code zones applied to Colonel Light Gardens reflects these planned land use areas, ensuring the 
separation of retail, residential, open space and local centre community functions. 

Principles Acceptable Standard

3.2.1.	 Land Use
The 1920s planned designation of areas by land use is 
evident at Colonel Light Gardens, illustrating the unique 
garden suburb design principles and heritage values of 
the State Heritage Area. 

Development is to have regard to the following:

a. Land use planning Spatial distribution of the distinct functional land use 
areas to be retained in future suburb planning. Uses to 
be contained to areas as identified in the Concept Plan 
– page 14.

Shops, offices, civic, community, religious and similar 
non-residential development is to occur within existing 
sites either currently used for that purpose, or existing 
buildings originally intended for that purpose.

Original shop and commercial buildings located at 
Salisbury Crescent, The Strand and Goodwood Road to 
be retained and restored and used, having regard for 
their original purpose.

Adaptive reuse of existing shops or community facilities 
is possible, but the external appearance of buildings are 
to reflect land use plan intent during period of heritage 
value associated with the State Heritage Area. 
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3.3.	New buildings
(refer: State Heritage Area Overlay - Built Form PO1.1 to 1.5)

Opportunities for new buildings are rare in Colonel Light Gardens, but occasionally arise where land is vacant, a new 
building, such as a home office, is erected separate to existing buildings on a property, or where buildings that do not 
contribute to the heritage value of the suburb are replaced. New buildings are acceptable if it can be shown that there is 
minimal adverse visual impact upon the State Heritage Area.

Principles Acceptable Standard

3.3.1.	 Siting of new buildings
The streetscapes of Colonel Light Gardens illustrate 
the unique garden suburb design principles of the 
State Heritage Area. Dwellings were planned to vary in 
alignment in groups along streets and to be consistent 
in scale, construction period, and subdivision layout, 
creating visual harmony. 

New buildings are to have regard to the following:

a. Street and side boundary setbacks

The open, park-like nature of the residential 
streetscapes of Colonel Light Gardens, achieved 
through Reade’s planning principles requiring deep 
front gardens, generous rear gardens and ample open 
space between dwellings. 

Setbacks are to maintain space between buildings, 
to reflect the original pattern of development of the 
suburb.

Dwellings: new buildings are to be aligned to match the 
front  facade of the dwelling to be replaced.

New buildings are to be set back a minimum of 1.5 
metres from any point along a side boundary. 

No new construction should take place between the 
street boundary and front or side facades of existing 
residential buildings, unless it is an ornamental garden 
structure (see 3.5.1 (c)).

In areas where dwellings post-date 1939, front and 
side setbacks are to repeat existing setbacks on the 
allotment or in the surrounding street.

Non-residential development: building development 
is to repeat the site setbacks common to existing 
surrounding development.

In areas where buildings post-date 1939, front and 
side setbacks are to repeat existing setbacks on the 
allotment or in the surrounding street. 

Existing 
dwellings 
vary in 
street 
alignment – 
in groups

New development to 
match street setback of 
existing development to 
be replaced

STREET
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Principles Acceptable Standard

3.3.2.	Form and design 
of new buildings
The form, scale and architectural features of existing 
buildings within Colonel Light Gardens are of heritage 
value, illustrating the mass housing program of the 
1920s, architectural realisation of garden suburb 
planning ideals and also local domestic architecture 
tastes of the 1921–39 period.

New buildings are to have regard to the following:

a. Scale

The consistently single-storey scale of established 
residential and retail development.

Larger scale community buildings, such as schools and 
churches, reflecting their landmark importance in the 
garden suburb community.

Dwellings: Residential development (including 
buildings, garages, carports and verandahs) is to be 
limited in site coverage to 40 percent of the allotment 
area.

Dwellings and non-residential development: New 
buildings are to be single-storey in height, typically 
matching eaves, and roof ridge and wall heights 
common to the surrounding area. 

In areas where dwellings post-date 1939, the scale 
of new buildings is to match those typical in the 
surrounding street

The scale of new community buildings is to reflect the 
height and footprint of existing community buildings 
within the suburb. 

b. Roof form and pitch

The overall consistency in roof pitch and cladding 
evident in established dwellings, associated with 1921–
39 period architectural styles of value in the suburb. 
Extended eaves and chimneys are also of importance. 

Dwellings: New roof forms are to be pitched in form, to 
reflect existing roof pitches in the surrounding street. 
Roof forms are to incorporate eaves. Projecting gable 
fronts to facades are appropriate where common to the 
locale. 

In areas where dwellings post-date 1939, new roof forms 
are to match those typical in the surrounding street.

Non-residential development: New roof forms are to 
match roofing of surrounding buildings – for example, a 
school. 

c. facade proportions

Horizontal proportions of established bungalow and 
tudor-style dwellings, (up to 3 front rooms in width, with 
deep verandahs across facades) common throughout 
the garden suburb. 

Dwellings: New buildings are to complement the 
proportions and architectural features of the front  
facade of existing buildings. Window and door openings 
facing the street should not dominate facades. 

In areas where dwellings post-date 1939,  facade 
proportions are to match those typical in the 
surrounding street

d. Verandahs and porches

Front verandahs or porches, a common feature to a 
majority of 1921–39 bungalow and tudor dwelling styles 
of heritage value throughout the suburb.

Dwellings: New development is to incorporate a 
verandah or porch feature to the street facade, to 
provide  facade articulation similar to existing dwellings 
within the streetscape.
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Principles Acceptable Standard

3.3.3.	Materials, finishes and colours 
The architectural features of existing buildings within 
Colonel Light Gardens are of heritage value, illustrating 
the mass housing program of the 1920s, architectural 
realisation of garden suburb planning ideals and also 
local domestic architecture tastes of the 1921-1939 
period.

Dwellings and many non-residential buildings within 
Colonel Light Gardens were mostly constructed 
between 1921 and 1927. Parks and remaining 
development was well established by 1939. As a 
result, dwellings are consistent in design and material, 
featuring face brick, stone or render walls, with 
corrugated iron roofs and timber framed doors and 
windows. 

New development is to have regard to Accepted 
Materials, Finishes and Colours as scheduled in: 
(Alterations and Additions) 3.4.3 Materials, finishes 
and colours, incorporating those common to the era of 
heritage value of the State Heritage Area.
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3.4.	Alterations and additions
(refer: State Heritage Area Overlay - PO 2.1)

Additions to existing buildings within Colonel Light Gardens are possible. Design solutions are to follow the unique garden 
suburb design principles of heritage value.

Principles Acceptable Standard

3.4.1.	 Site and location of additions 
The streetscapes of Colonel Light Gardens illustrate the 
garden suburb design principles of the State Heritage 
Area. Development is consistent in setback, scale, 
construction period, and subdivision layout

Development is to have regard to the following:

a. Street and side boundary setbacks

The open, park-like nature of the residential 
streetscapes of Colonel Light Gardens, achieved 
through early planning principles requiring deep front 
gardens, generous rear gardens and ample, visible 
open space between dwellings.

Dwellings: proposed additions are to be located 
behind and to the rear of existing dwellings, matching 
dwelling width. On corner allotments, the side  facade 
of additions visible from the street should not project 
forward of the side  facade of the original building.

Side boundary setbacks – proposed additions are set 
back in line with the existing dwelling and are also to be 
set back a minimum of 1.5 metres from any point along 
a side boundary. If the existing dwelling is located less 
than 1.5 metres off the side boundary, additions can 
match this alignment. 

Additions to the side of existing dwellings are only 
acceptable where the shape and space available on an 
irregular allotment precludes rear additions. In these 
cases, additions to the side are to be set back from the 
existing front  facade by at least 4 metres. 

Non-residential development: Development is to repeat 
the site setbacks common to existing surrounding 
development. 

Side boundary setback 
for additions – minimum 
1.5 metres

Align addition 
side wall with 
existing dwelling 
on corner 
allotments
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Principles Acceptable Standard

3.4.2.	Design of additions
The form, scale and architectural features of existing 
buildings within Colonel Light Gardens are of heritage 
value, illustrating the architectural realisation of garden 
suburb planning ideals, local domestic architecture 
tastes of the 1921–39 period and the mass housing 
program of the 1920s.

Development is to have regard to the following:

a. Scale

The consistently single-storey scale of established 
residential and retail development. 

Larger scale community buildings, such as schools and 
churches, reflecting their landmark importance in the 
garden suburb community.

Dwellings: Residential development (including 
buildings, garages, carports and verandahs) is to be 
limited in site coverage to 40 percent of the allotment 
area.

Additions to existing dwellings are to be single-storey 
in height, matching the eaves height of the existing 
dwelling.

Where seen from the street and surrounding public 
areas, additions are to be designed so the original 
scale of the dwelling is still obvious. A break in roof line 
between dwelling and addition is required.

Separate roof form to 
addition, with link roof to 
maintain scale of roof of 
original building Match 

eaves line 

Addition Original building

Side elevation – another example of roof treatment to 
maintain existing dwelling scale 

Two-storey additions can only be the form of an attic 
or mezzanine room and cannot raise the original ridge 
line of the roof or alter the single storey appearance of 
buildings.

Non-residential development: The scale of additions to 
community buildings is to reflect the height of existing 
community buildings within the suburb.

Additions to existing retail buildings are to be single-
storey.
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Principles Acceptable Standard

b.	 Roof form and pitch

The overall consistency in roof pitch and cladding 
evident in established dwellings, associated with 1921–
39 architectural styles of value in the suburb. Extended 
eaves and chimneys are also of note.

Dwellings: Where seen from the street and surrounding 
public areas, the roof form, ridge height and roof pitch 
of additions to dwellings is to closely resemble or match 
the existing dwelling, repeating roof pitch, eaves and 
gable projections. Roof cladding is to also match the 
cladding of the original dwelling. 

Match roof pitch
Match eaves 
overhang Match 

eaves line 

Addition Original building

Side elevation – existing dwelling and addition (one 
option)

Chimneys to existing roofs are to remain and not be 
removed when roof cladding is updated.

Non-residential development: New roof forms are 
typically to match roofing of the existing building.

c.	  facade proportions 

Horizontal proportions of established bungalow and 
tudor style dwellings, (up to three front rooms in width, 
two rooms in depth, with deep verandahs across 
facades) common throughout the garden suburb.

Dwellings: Where seen from the street and surrounding 
public areas, additions to dwellings are to complement 
the proportions of the front and side  facades of existing 
buildings. New window and door openings facing the 
street should not dominate front or side facades and be 
similar in proportion and extent. Plate glass walls and 
patio doors are not accepted where facing a street. 

Similar  facade 
proportions

Repeat original 
vertical window 
proportions and 
size in additions

Addition Original building

 
Side elevation – existing dwelling and addition with similar 
window proportions and glass area
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Principles Acceptable Standard

d. Alterations to original building features

The overall consistency in architectural features to 
dwellings, shops and community buildings, associated 
with 1921–39 period of architectural styles of heritage 
value in the suburb.

Refer [3.10 Conservation Works] for further details

Dwellings: face brick or stone external walls are to be 
retained and not painted or render finished.

Original  facade features, windows and doors are to 
be retained in their original configuration and material, 
where visible from the street. 

The original detailing of front/side verandahs is to be 
maintained. Verandahs are to remain unenclosed.

Where original  facade features have been removed/
altered and evidence of these features is not clear, 
reinstatement is acceptable using architectural detailing 
copied from nearby dwellings/buildings of similar style. 

Non-residential buildings: Original  facade features to 
shops and community buildings are to be retained in 
their original configuration and material, where visible 
from the street. 

Face brick or stone external walls are to be retained and 
not painted or render finished.

3.4.3.	Materials, finishes and colours 
The architectural features of existing buildings within 
Colonel Light Gardens are of heritage value, illustrating 
the mass housing program of the 1920s, architectural 
realisation of garden suburb planning ideals and also local 
domestic architecture tastes of the 1921–39 period.

Dwellings and many non-residential buildings within 
Colonel Light Gardens were mostly constructed between 
1921 and 1927. Parks and remaining development was well 
established by 1939. As a result, dwellings are consistent 
in design and material, featuring face brick, stone or render 
walls, with corrugated iron roofs and timber framed doors 
and windows. 
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Principles Acceptable Standard

The design of alterations and additions is to have 
regard to the following:

Acceptable Not supported (where 
visible from street/
public space)

a. Roofing and rainwater goods (new) • corrugated galvanised
or Colorbond metal
sheet – dark red
or green, light
or dark grey

• ‘D’ profile gutters,
metal round
downpipes

• scribed roof cappings.

• steel sheeting
with rectangular/
square profiles

• Zincalume finish

• roof tiles where not
on original building.

b. Exterior walls (new)

Note: existing face stone/ brick external walls to original 
dwellings to not be rendered or painted. 

• stone/ brick to match
original building

• natural colour render.

• square profile
steel sheeting

• concrete blocks

• fibre cement
sheeting.

c. Proposed external doors and windows in view of
the street

• timber framed doors
– simple face, with
option for glazing to
upper third section
or sidelights

• timber, or matching
aluminium/steel,
framed flywire
screen doors

• timber framed
windows, vertically
proportioned.

• four panel doors

• sliding doors

• decorative aluminium
screen doors

• aluminium framed
windows

• horizontally
proportioned and/
or large windows.

d. Exterior painting

Note: the painting of unpainted external surfaces of
existing buildings is not supported.

• not development

e. Verandah posts (new) • square timber
posts (120x120mm
minimum)

• tapered or straight
face brick pillars
with render bands
and caps

• finials and cast
iron lace work

• decorative
timber posts

f. fencing • refer 3.5.2 Fences
and Gates

g. Ancillary development • Refer 3.5 Ancillary
development
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3.5.	Ancillary development 
(refer: State Heritage Area Overlay - PO3.1-3.3) – garages, carports, sheds, verandahs, solar panels, signage, fences 

Ancillary development in Colonel Light Gardens includes carports, garages and sheds, fences and gates, signage, solar 
panels and rainwater tanks. While such development is of a secondary nature, it may still have an adverse impact on the 
heritage value of the State Heritage Area if not managed appropriately.

Principles Acceptable Standard

3.5.1.	 Carports, garages and sheds
The form, scale and architectural features of existing 
residential development (dwellings and out buildings) 
within Colonel Light Gardens is of heritage value, 
illustrating the mass housing program of the 1920s, 
architectural realisation of garden suburb planning 
ideals and also local domestic architecture tastes of the 
1921–39 period. 

Development is to have regard to the following:

a.	 Garages & Garden Sheds

Garages and sheds located to the rear of dwellings 
maintain the open, park-like, garden suburb nature of 
the residential streetscapes of Colonel Light Gardens. 

Garage openings and driveways face the street, not rear 
laneways, as laneways were not designed for access 
purposes.

Dwellings: Garages must be at least 4 metres behind 
the front  facade of a dwelling. 

New garages and sheds to be located a minimum 
distance of 900mm off rear boundaries and 1.5 metres 
off side boundaries. 

Garages and sheds not to be greater than 40 square 
metres in area. The roof pitch should be similar to the 
house roof. 

Single width garage doors are acceptable when in view 
of the street, with tilt-up or panel lift mechanism, clad with 
corrugated iron or timber planking. Garage doors to not 
open directly onto laneways. Double car width roll-up 
doors acceptable only where not visible to the street. 

STREET

ST
RE

ET

Open 
carport 
with 
enclosed 
side Open 

carport

Open 
carport

Side 
boundary 
setback  
1.5 metres

At least 
1.5 metres 
setback 
from side 
boundary

At least 
1 metre 
setback from 
front facade

At least 
0.9 metres 
setback 
from side 
boundary

At least 
4 metres 
setback from 
front facade

Garage – 
enclosed or 
carport with 
door
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Principles Acceptable Standard

b. Carports

Open carports attached to the side of dwellings
maintain the open space values of the garden
suburb.

Dwellings: Open, attached carports with no walls or 
doors are to be sited a minimum of 1 metre behind the 
front wall of the dwelling and set back 900 mm from 
side boundaries, with no part of the structure (eaves or 
fascia) to be closer than 450 mm to the side boundary.

Carports are not be greater than 40 square metres in 
area. 

Carport posts to repeat existing verandah masonry 
pillars or timber posts. Timber carport posts are to be 
120 x 120 mm in dimension. 

Carport eaves height and roof pitch is to match the 
front verandah, using similar details. Flat, lean-to, gable 
and hip roof carports attached to dwellings should be 
oriented to project out from the existing side wall.

Carports with street facing doors or sides are to be a 
minimum of 4 metres behind front wall of the dwelling 
and set back a minimum of 1.5 metres from the side and 
also any secondary street boundary. 

Single-width carport doors are acceptable, with a tilt-up 
or panel lift mechanism, clad with horizontally aligned 
open timber battens, planking or plain panels. Double 
car-width roll-up doors acceptable only where not 
visible to the street.

c. Pergolas

Garden structures such as arbours and pergolas in front 
gardens reflect garden design ideals of the garden 
suburb period. 

Dwellings: freestanding, or attached pergolas (masonry 
pillars or timber posts, with flat, open timber roof 
frames) in front gardens of maximum 15 square metres 
in size to match the height of verandah fascia. 

3.5.2.	Fences and gates
The open, park-like nature of the residential 
streetscapes of Colonel Light Gardens are achieved 
through Reade’s planning principles requiring deep, 
open front gardens, generous rear gardens and 
ample, visible open space between dwellings. Low, 
open fencing to front gardens allow appreciation of 
the open park-like nature of the suburb. 

a. Fences and gates (replacement or new) Location Accepted

(1) Along the frontage
of properties
adjoining
Goodwood,
Springbank or
Grange Roads

Not higher than 2 
constructed of brick, 
stone, timber, colour 
coated steel sheeting 
of corrugated profile, 
brush.

Other than the 
boundary of (1) above:
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Principles Acceptable Standard

(a) Boundary A
shown below

Open style crimped 
wire or woven mesh 
or similar not higher 
than 1.2 metres; or 
solid style brick, stone, 
timber, galvanised or 
colour coated steel 
sheeting of corrugated 
profile, or brush not 
higher than 1 metre.  

(b) Boundary B shown
below

No higher than 
1.8 metres and 
constructed of brick, 
stone, timber, colour 
coated steel sheeting 
of corrugated profile, 
open wire or brush. 
Taper height to 
Boundary A fence.

(c) Boundary C as
shown below

No higher than 
1.2 metres and 
constructed of brick, 
stone, timber, colour 
coated steel sheeting 
of corrugated profile, 
open wire or brush. 
Metal posts/rails/
palings in substitute 
for timber accepted if 
match in detail.

LA
N

EW
AY

SIDE STREET

ST
RE

ET
Line of front  
facade

Allotment
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Principles Acceptable Standard

3.5.3.	Signage
Commercial signage is limited to retail areas within 
the suburb. Signage is also appropriate to identify 
community buildings. 

a)	 Advertising signage Non-residential development: Commercial, office or 
retail signage is to be restricted to traditional signage 
panel locations, such as parapet walls above verandahs, 
verandah fascias and infill end panels and windows. 
Signs will not project out from the building, not be more 
than 2 square metres in area and not contain internal 
illumination or neon lighting.

Signs for public, school and religious buildings should 
be small free-standing structures. Permanent LED 
screen type signs are not acceptable. 

3.5.4.	Solar panels
Solar panels provide environmental benefits. Adverse 
visual impact is negated if panels are placed out of 
view of public streets/areas. 

a.	 Solar Panels Solar panels are to be:

	• located on roof planes of the dwelling not visible 
from the street and sited below the ridge

	• black framed solar panels

	• sundry cabling, conduits, batteries and inverters 
are not visible from the public streets

	• located on sheds, carports, garages, rear verandahs

	• if no other mounting location is possible, 
side roof mounted solar panels must be:

	• located at least 4 metres behind the front 
of the roof (but not on a corner site)

	• located as far as practical on 
the lower part of the roof

	• arranged in a symmetrical group (not 
staggered) with a margin of visible 
roof edge around the group.

3.5.5.	Rainwater tanks 
Rainwater tanks were an original feature common 
throughout Colonel Light Gardens.

a.	 Rainwater tanks Dwellings: Corrugated metal tanks are to be used 
within view of the street. Plastic style rainwater tanks 
are to be located out of view of public streets/areas.
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3.6.	Land division

(refer: State Heritage Area Overlay - PO4.1)

Land division refers to boundary adjustments and sub-division of allotments within the State Heritage Area. The division of 
land is to reinstate or maintain the original subdivision layout of the garden suburb. 

Principles Acceptable Standard

3.6.1.	 Land division characteristics 
The subdivision plan, including allotment arrangement, 
parks and reserves and street layout of Colonel Light 
Gardens illustrates the unique garden suburb design 
principles of the State Heritage Area.

Development is to have regard to the following:

a. Land division

Subdivision of existing allotments to create additional 
allotments is not acceptable.

Any division of land or adjustment of boundaries should 
only reinstate or maintain the original subdivision layout. 

Existing public reserves, roads and laneways are 
retained. 

Boundary adjustments to remedy boundary anomalies 
are acceptable where they are of a minor nature. 
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3.7.	 Landscape context and streetscape amenity 

(refer: State Heritage Area Overlay - PO5.1) 

The landscaping and planting of Colonel Light Gardens underlines the principle of creating a pleasant park-like environment 
for the development of the community. One of the major early activities of the Garden Suburb Commissioner was the 
planting of street trees and shrubs in the verges, reserves and public spaces of Colonel Light Gardens. 

Principles Acceptable Standard

3.7.1.	 Landscape character 
Conservation of the designed, park-like environment 
of Colonel Light Gardens. A hierarchy of roads of 
varying width and curve are lined by street trees, 
grassed verges and interspersed with garden 
reserves. Ample open space is allowed for in parks and 
reserves.  Plantings in private gardens and in street 
garden reserves meld the public and private realm.  
Consistency in street features such as tree planting, 
paving, kerbs and signage support understanding of the 
designed nature of the public realm. 

Development is to have regard to the following:

• footpaths and driveways

• rear laneways

• kerbing

• street tree planting and verges

• open space parks

• internal reserves (east section)

• street garden reserves

• services and infrastructure

Actions involving the replacement or upgrade of public 
realm kerbing, footpaths, street trees, street furniture, 
lighting, and works in parks and reserves by a local 
council are typically not defined as development in 
the Planning, Development and Infrastructure Act 
2016. These actions are not exempt from the definition 
of development in the case of a State Heritage Area 
though – if works materially affect the heritage values 
of the State Heritage Area. As such works vary in scope, 
early discussion between Heritage SA and the City of 
Mitcham is required, to confirm if works materially affect 
heritage values. Where they do affect heritage values, 
development approval is required. Other non-statutory 
documentation such as Conservation Management 
Plans and Concept Plans may provide guidance as part 
of Heritage SA advice. 
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3.8.	Demolition

(refer: State Heritage Area Overlay - PO6.1)

Demolition of original buildings, structures, public realm elements and other features of identified heritage value is not 
acceptable. 

Principles Acceptable Standard

3.8.1.	 Demolition
Reade’s original garden suburb layout for Colonel Light 
Gardens provided the suburb with a hierarchy of wide 
to narrow streets with shady trees, landscaped areas 
at the termination of street vistas, internal reserves and 
playgrounds and substantial public parks. Street verges 
at intersections often also formed reserve spaces. 

The form, scale and architectural features of existing 
buildings within Colonel Light Gardens are of heritage 
value, illustrating the zoned land use planning intent, 
architectural realisation of garden suburb planning 
ideals, the mass housing program of the 1920s and also 
local domestic architecture tastes of the 1921–39 period.

Development is to have regard to the following:

a. Demolition of complete buildings Dwellings and non-residential buildings: Demolition of 
buildings erected from 1921 to 1939 is not acceptable, 
unless:

• the portion of any building or other feature is
determined to not contribute to the heritage
value of the State Heritage Area, or

• the structural condition of the building
represents an unacceptable risk to public or
private safety and results from actions and
unforeseen events beyond the control of the
owner and is irredeemably beyond repair.

Replacement buildings must have due regard to the 
Principles and Acceptable Standards of 3.3 New 
Buildings. 

b. Demolition of out buildings and dwelling additions Dwellings and non-residential buildings: Demolition of 
dwelling lean-tos, building additions, garages and sheds 
is acceptable, subject to confirmation that removal does 
not adversely impact on the heritage values of the State 
Heritage Area. 

c. Public realm infrastructure Demolition and replacement of kerbing, footpaths, 
street furniture or other public realm park and 
streetscape features of heritage value acceptable 
where heritage values are not compromised. 
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3.9.	Conservation works 

(refer: State Heritage Area Overlay - PO7.1)

Conservation work to repair dilapidated building fabric is considered a development matter where not of minor in nature 
and getting the right advice is important, to save time, cost and to ensure the ongoing management of buildings. 

Principles Acceptable Standard

3.9.1.	 Conservation approach
The external fabric of existing dwellings and non-
residential buildings of heritage value within Colonel 
Light Gardens is to be conserved and restored.

Correct repair methods ensure the ongoing 
maintenance of buildings within Colonel Light Gardens. 
The aim is to only repair as much as needed, so 
that early building fabric is retained where possible, 
illustrating the early establishment and features of the 
suburb. The aim is to avoid embellishing architectural 
details and adding features not common to the style and 
era of the dwelling. 

The following conservation works are deemed 
‘development’:

• roof repairs, verandah repairs

• window and door replacement

• removal of paint finishes from external
face brick and stone surfaces

• external brick and stone wall repointing

• chimney repairs – stabilisation, repointing

• verandah floor tiling

• gable repairs – stucco infill

• rising damp repairs

• repairs to front fences – rot, subsidence, damp
to masonry sections, corrosion to metalwork

Dwellings and non-residential buildings: seek the 
advice of a Heritage SA Heritage Officer before 
undertaking conservation repairs to dilapidated building 
fabric. Works that are more than ‘minor in nature’ require 
development approval. The Relevant Authority (City of 
Mitcham), in conjunction with Heritage SA, can provide 
advice confirming if works are of a minor nature. 
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With the exception of the Piping Shrike emblem, other material or devices 
protected by Aboriginal rights or a trademark, and subject to review by the 
Government of South Australia at all times, the content of this document is 
licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 Licence. All other rights 
are reserved.

© Crown in right of the State of South Australia 

March 2021 | FIS 96478
Heritage South Australia
Department for Environment and Water 
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1. Identification Details
1.1 Name of Land/ Reserve Mortlock Park 

1.2 Location Lot 943, West Parkway, Colonel Light 
Gardens 

1.3 Certificates of Title for Section/ 
Lots 

Allotment 943 in DP 3171: CT 5740/140 

1.4 Area 6.30 hectares 

1.5 Owner City of Mitcham 

1.6 Trust/ Dedication/ Restriction Nil 
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2. Purpose for which the land is held

• Public sport and recreation to accommodate a range of passive and active pursuits
and events.

3. Reason why Management Plan is Required

• Portion of the Land is, or is to be, occupied under a lease or licence.

• Portion of the Land has been, or is to be, specifically modified or adapted for the
benefit or enjoyment of the community.

Existing improvements include but are not limited to grassed recreation spaces, batting/ 
storage cages, public toilets, lighting, community buildings, BMX track, BBQ shelter and 
playground, car parking area, signage, water tanks, fencing and seating.  

4. Objectives for the Management of the Land

4.1  Objectives 

• To recognise the significance of Mortlock Park as an important element of Charles
Reade’s hierarchy of public open space in the Garden Suburb of Colonel Light
Gardens.

• To provide accessible community, sporting and recreation, areas and facilities that
are safe for community use and suitable for a mix and range of formal and informal
uses.
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5. Policies for the Management of the Land 
 
The following policies have some direct or indirect application to Mortlock Park as at the 
date of this Community Land Management Plan. Council policies undergo regular review, 
and may be amended, superseded, or replaced. 
 
5.1 General Council  City of Mitcham: Management Plans and 

Strategies 
• Strategic Management Plan 
• Spatial Vision 
• Living Well Health and Wellbeing Plan 
• Tree Strategy  
• Open Space Strategy 
• Sports Facility Strategy 
• Transport Asset Management Plan 
• Mitcham Open Space Asset 

Management   Plan 
• Stormwater Asset Management Plan 
• Waste Management Strategy 
 

Policies 
General council policies applicable to 
management of all community, sporting, and 
recreational facilities in the Council area.  

• Biodiversity Policy 
• Leasing and Licencing of Council’s 

Sports Facilities Policy 
• Tree Policy 

 
5.2 Mortlock Park Council Policies and other relevant official plans 

and policies specific to the management of 
Mortlock Park, Colonel Light Gardens 

• Mortlock Park Concept Plan 
• Public Realm Heritage Guidelines 
• Colonel Light Gardens – Technical Data 

Sheets Manual 
• Heritage Standards (Colonel Light 

Gardens State Heritage Area) 
 
In addition, any development will: 

• Observe Council’s obligations under the 
Aboriginal Heritage Act (1988); and 
Have regard to and be respectful of local 
Kaurna heritage and culture, 
acknowledging the Kaurna people as 
the traditional owners of the land. 
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6. Proposals for the Management of the Land

6.1 Mortlock Park 
(whole of) 

See Schedule 1 

It is specifically proposed (subject to available 
funding and all relevant Council and statutory 
approvals and authorisations) that: 

• There is an upgrade of the existing community
facilities, buildings, structures, signage, lighting,
and assets to meet relevant design and
environmental standards, including demolition
of existing buildings if deemed necessary.The
existing multi-purpose community building
known as the Gil Langley building will be
upgraded, extended, and include new buildings
and/or structures ancillary to its current purpose.
This will improve appearance and functionality
of the building, batting cages, fences and
associated ancillary structures.

• The former Scout Hall is used as a Community
Centre.

• The former Scout Hall is demolished.

• A licence is entered into with CLG Primary School
and St Therese School for use of Mortlock Park
oval.

• Works are progressed and undertaken as outlined
within the Mortlock Park Concept Plan*.

* This Community Land Management Plan recognises that the Mortlock Park Concept
Plan is of a conceptual nature only and may be updated and amended from time to time.
The purpose of the Concept Plan as outlined in the Conservation Management Plan for
Colonel Light Gardens is to provide for the future uses of the park by local sporting clubs
and informal local community use and to provide more detailed direction for the future use
of Mortlock Park.

7. Performance Targets

• See Schedule 1

8. Performance Measures

• See Schedule 1
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9.1 Leases and Licences consistent with Community Land Management Plan 

Within Mortlock Park the granting of exclusive and non-exclusive leases and 
licences (including hirer agreements) for one or more of the following purposes 
(in no particular order) is consistent with this Community Land Management 
Plan and is authorised for the purposes of section 202(3) of the Local 
Government Act, 1999: 

• To support play, education, and events during and after school hours for
the local school(s) community.

• To support community sport.

• To provide meeting spaces and facilities for community groups and
organisations.

• To enable temporary community use of buildings and or land for functions,
activities, and events.

• To allow for the provision of essential infrastructure for the provision of
electricity, gas, water, internet, and telecommunications services.

• To allow for business uses of the land that are consistent with or ancillary
to the above purposes.

9.2   Permits/ Special Uses Licences 

The granting of permits for one or more of the following purposes (in no 
particular order) is consistent with this Community Land Management Plan 
and is authorised for the purposes of section 202(3) of the Local Government 
Act, 1999: 

• Commercial traders to sell goods from temporary facilities.

• Access over Mortlock Park to allow access or an activity of a ‘short term’
nature.

• Fundraising, educational and community awareness events that support
cultural diversity and general community well-being.

9.3  Current tenure details as at the date of this CLMP are: 

• Guides SA occupies a portion of Mortlock Park pursuant to an occupancy
arrangement with the Council.

• Colonel Light Gardens Sports and Social Club (Colonel Light Gardens
Football Club) currently holds a lease to utilise the community building (Gil
Langley Building).

• Colonel Light Gardens Sports and Social Club (Colonel Light Gardens
Football Club) currently holds a licence to utilise the grassed recreation
space (west) and grassed recreation space (east).

9. Leases and Licences
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• Goodwood Indians Baseball Club currently holds a lease to utilise the
community building (Gil Langley Building).

• Goodwood Indians Baseball Club currently holds a licence to utilise the
grassed recreation space (east) and portion of the grassed recreation
space (west).

Other than where rights of occupation are granted in leases and licences, this reserve is 
available for community use at all other times.  

Date prepared: August 2022 
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Other than where indicated the sequence of objectives, proposals and policies within this plan does not infer a hierarchy or order of priority. The 
target is the goal or standard to be aimed for or reached; whereas the measure is how the Council proposes to determine whether the 
target/objective has been reached. 

10. Schedule 1 – Mortlock Park

Objectives Performance Targets How Performance will be Measured 

To recognise and maintain the 
significance of Mortlock Park as an 
element of Reade’s vision in the planning 
of the Garden Suburb of Colonel Light 
Gardens. 

Mortlock Park is upgraded and maintained in 
accordance with relevant policy/management 
plans to conserve and protect its heritage 
significance.   

Review any work or development proposal within 
Mortlock Park against the Public Realm Heritage 
Guidelines and the extent to which it complies 
with relevant policy/management plans and 
conserves and protects its heritage significance 

New buildings and additional structures should 
be designed with regard to relevant 
policy/management plans and Heritage 
Standards (Colonel Light Gardens State 
Heritage Area) to complement the appearance 
of surrounding residential buildings. 

Review any work or development within Mortlock 
Park to assess the extent it complements the 
appearance of surrounding residential buildings 
and has regard for the Heritage Standards 
Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area. 

To provide accessible community, 
sporting and recreation, areas and 
facilities that are safe for community use 
and suitable for a mix and range of formal 
and informal uses.  

A balance of passive and active (i.e. informal 
and formal) recreation uses is provided for to 
maintain access for all user groups 

Undertake an audit of usage hours associated 
with formal recreation uses prior to 
issuing/renewing any leases and licences to 
sporting clubs and review results to assess extent 
of formal uses  

To optimise shared use of Mortlock Park & 
facilities (including but not limited to facilities 
such as seating, shade, shelter, amenities, art 
works, cultural heritage references, grassed 
surfaces, community buildings, dog exercising 
areas, lighting, paths, running tracks, fitness 
and play equipment etc.) subject to funding and 
Council approval. 

Review results of an audit of Council’s customer 
feedback platforms, and community group 
memberships registers to assess public 
satisfaction and community use of buildings and 
recreational facilities. 
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Provide a safe environment for visitors, users, 
and adjacent landowners of Mortlock Park.  

Review results of an audit of Council’s customer 
feedback platforms annually to identify number 
and nature of security incidents/graffiti reported. 

Seek to ensure that there is no increased risk 
associated with upgrades/amendments to 
infrastructure or realignment of playing fields 
associated with hard-ball sports such as 
baseball.  

Review the results of any risk audit undertaken 
by an appropriately qualified risk auditor 
commissioned by Council or a Lessee.  

Issue of short-term permits/special use licences 
for events that is consistent with applicable 
Council By-laws.  

Review of any temporary permits issued to 
assess consistency with Council By-laws. 

Land and facilities held under leases and 
licences are developed, occupied and/or 
maintained in accordance with the terms of the 
lease or licence. 

Review results of any inspections of the land 
undertaken, maintenance records and 
reports/complaints by the community in relation 
to the occupation of the land leased or licenced 
to ascertain compliance with terms of the lease or 
licence.  

Building, construction, and renovations are 
completed where possible using sustainable 
and efficient methods and materials. With a 
focus on reducing operating costs/consumption 
relating to energy, water, and waste. 

Review any development proposals to assess 
extent of sustainable and energy/resource 
management features in line with Council’s 
commitment to addressing climate change.  
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Colonel Light Gardens  
State Heritage Area
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Public Realm Heritage Guidelines: Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area2   |
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|   3Public Realm Heritage Guidelines: Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area

Public Realm Heritage Standards: 
Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area

On behalf of the City of Mitcham, I’m pleased to present these Heritage Guidelines for the management of public land 
in the Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area.

The Guidelines complement the Heritage Standards (Colonel Light Gardens, State Heritage Area) prepared by Heritage 
South Australia and adopted in 2021 to assist in the assessment of development proposals affecting privately owned 
land.

We hope these Guidelines provide greater certainty to the community about the activities of Council and our 
commitment to safeguard Colonel Light Gardens’ significant cultural heritage.

We thank the community that participated in their development, particularly the Heritage Standards for the Public 
Realm Working Group.

Signed Council Mayor
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Public Realm Heritage Guidelines: Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area4   |

1.1 Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area
South Australia’s State Heritage Areas represent significant aspects of the state’s rich natural and cultural heritage. 
Colonel Light Gardens (CLG) was designated as a State Heritage Area under the Heritage Places Act 1993 in 2000.  
The designation ensures that future development of properties and open spaces within CLG is managed in a way that 
maintains the State Heritage Area’s heritage value.

1.2 Heritage Framework
On 28 April 2021, the Heritage Standards (Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area) were published under the Planning, 
Development and Infrastructure Act 2016 (PDI Act). The Heritage Standards are supplementary to the Planning and 
Design Code (the planning rules of development assessment) and are used in the assessment of development 
proposals on private land. These standards were prepared by the Department of Environment and Water, Heritage SA 
and formally adopted by the Chief Executive. They are consistent with the Statement of Significance and heritage 
values of the area.

The Public Realm Heritage Standards (Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area) have been prepared by the City of 
Mitcham and unlike the heritage standards that apply to privately owned land (described in section 1.2 above), are not 
statutory under the PDI Act.

However, it is proposed that the Public Realm Standards will apply to land under the control of the City of Mitcham and will 
be used in the preparation or amendment of Community Land Management Plans under the Local Government Act 1999, 
asset strategies, operational plans and/or any maintenance or investment activities that may affect the public realm. 

The Heritage Framework for CLG is summarised in Table 1 (below). 

Table 1 – Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area Framework

DOCUMENT PURPOSE
Statement of Significance A description of the heritage values of the place, as entered in the South 

Australian Heritage Register.

Heritage Standards Colonel Light Gardens 
State Heritage Area (prepared by the 
Department for Environment and Water)

Prepared under the PDI Act to guide decisions relating to development 
proposals. They include Principles and Acceptable Standards for 
development.

Public Realm Heritage Standards Colonel 
Light Gardens State Heritage Area (this 
document)

Prepared to guide activities whether they are development or operational 
works in the public realm. They include Principles and Acceptable 
Standards for public works.

Community Land Management Plans Prepared under the Local Government Act 1999, these Plans guide how 
public land is managed in a way that is transparent and appropriate. All 
land owned by a council or under a council’s care control and 
management, other than roads or where a specific exemption is in place, is 
classified as community land. These Plans should be consistent with other 
official plans and policies about conservation, development and use of 
land (including any official policies for protecting State heritage).

Operational Management Plan City of Mitcham plan used to guide processes for undertaking public works.

Technical Data Sheets Manual (TDSM) Detailed technical information to inform Council’s public works and any 
other works in CLG.

1.0 Background
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Public Realm Heritage Guidelines: Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area |   5

This section has been based on the Heritage Standards Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area, published under  
the PDI Act and includes extracts from these Standards.

2.1 What is of heritage significance?
Colonel Light Gardens is closely associated with the phenomenon of suburban development in Australia and with the 
popular aspiration for living and owning a home in the suburbs. It was established in the 1920s as a model garden suburb 
by the South Australian Government and demonstrates the distinctive influence of both the modern town planning 
movement and the garden city idea on planned 20th century residential environments.

Charles Compton Reade (1880–1933) designed Colonel Light Gardens in 1917. He was ‘the single most important figure in 
Australian garden city history’ and a major contributor to the garden city story internationally. Built mostly between 1921 
and 1927, Colonel Light Gardens is distinguished from other Australian garden suburbs because of its comprehensive 
expression of garden city planning principles ‘strongly influenced by [the international exemplar of ] Hampstead Garden 
Suburb’ but adapted to suit Australian conditions and cultural preferences. Additionally, it is the site of Australia’s first 
mass housing project, the Thousand Homes Scheme, which commenced in 1924.

The significance of Colonel Light Gardens as a planned environment was recognised at state level in South Australia in 
2000 when the entire suburb was designated a State Heritage Area under the Heritage Places Act 1993. The suburb has 
been identified in a shortlist of ‘major sites of planning heritage’ in Australia and singled out for its ‘iconic garden suburb 
status’1. In a nutshell, it captures ‘the essence of a planned landscape [which] lies not so much in individual elements as in 
their combination. It is less about the design of discrete buildings … or their construction … or green surrounds … but 
more about their spatial interrelationships in making something special that is larger than the sum of the parts. The 
spaces between built structures are just as important as the structures themselves '2.

2.2 Statement of Significance (Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area)
Colonel Light Gardens was entered on the South Australian Heritage Register on 4 May 2000. The values are described in 
the Statement of Significance in the Register:

1	 Freestone, Urban Nation: Australia’s planning heritage, 2010, pp.274-75, p.276. Christine Garnaut and Robert Freestone, ‘Colonel Light Gardens, History, Heritage  
and the Enduring Garden Suburb in Adelaide, South Australia, in Mary Corbin Sies, Isabelle Gournay and Robert Freestone (eds), Iconic Planned Communities and the 
Challenge of Change, University of Pennsylvania Press, Philadelphia, 2019, p.133

2	  Freestone, Urban Nation, p.4

2.0	 Heritage Value

“The suburb of Colonel Light Gardens is of heritage value for the following reasons:

•	 It exemplifies the theories of town planning of the early 20th century based on the Garden City concept, and is 
considered the most complete and representative example of a Garden Suburb in Australia, combining both town 
planning, aesthetic and social elements into coherent plan. The public and private spaces of the suburb meld to 
create a distinctive three-dimensional suburban design.

•	 It represents the best work of Charles C. Reade, who was the first appointed Town Planner in Australia and South 
Australian Government Planner from 1916–20. Reade was the leading exponent of the Garden City Movement to 
practise in Australia.

•	 It is the repository of the majority of houses built under the mass housing programme of the Labor Government of 
the 1920s known as the Thousand Homes Scheme and became the area identified with the scheme. International 
visitors were taken to view the housing developments at Colonel Light Gardens during the 1920s. 

•	 It contains a homogeneous style of residential architecture representing the particular workingman’s house idiom 
of the mid-1920s, developed from the Californian Bungalow design.

•	 It is the embodiment of other, more ephemeral social concepts of the 1920s such as ‘post-war reconstruction,’ 
‘homes for returned soldiers’ and ‘community spirit and self-help’ which led to the creation and development  
of a community.”

Colonel Light Gardens is recognised as part of the environmental, social and cultural heritage of the State which is of 
significant aesthetic, architectural, historical and cultural interest.”
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2.3 Garden Suburb Planning Principles
The Garden City idea originated in England at the turn of the 20th century. Its focus was on: 

•	 improving human environments and particularly urban living and working conditions

•	 planning for people’s social, cultural, physical, emotional, and aesthetic needs

•	 facilitating opportunities for social interaction to enhance wellbeing and to foster community building

•	 creating healthy, visually harmonious, comfortable and convenient environments. 

The garden city idea generated an internationally accepted approach to modern town planning as ‘planning on 
garden city lines’. Applied initially at the city scale, the approach proved most successful at the suburban or residential 
level; hence the rise of what became known as the garden suburb.

A set of planning and design principles emerged to inform and direct the design and development of places planned 
on garden city lines. The principles were applied to sites around the world and adapted as necessary to suit local 
conditions and preferences. Wherever the location, the underpinning intent was to achieve a self-contained, physically 
and socially distinct place and a visually pleasing and harmonious environment characterised by ‘no jarring note’3.  
The distinctive physical characteristics were intended to contribute to a sense of place and to residents’ wellbeing  
and commitment to engagement with their environs, social interaction and community building.

The planning principles that underpinned the design of a garden suburb were:

1.	 A bounded site within which residents’ everyday needs were accommodated.

2.	 Areas set aside for specific uses – residential, commercial, educational, religious, recreational (local community 
and individual, and active and passive uses).

3.	 Public open space of a variety of types and scales for a range of local community uses. Internal reserves for shared 
community use were a distinctive open space type in garden suburbs.

4.	 A hierarchical road system. Roads were classified according to use. Typically, the widest took the largest volume  
of traffic. The narrowest were intended for access to residential streets.

5.	 Variation in street width, line and length. Typically, ‘curved, short arc and straight’ also referred to as ‘curvilinear 
symmetrical’.

6.	 A park-like environment created through preserving existing natural features, planting street trees, reserving open 
space, plantings in private gardens and in street garden reserves and melding of the public and private realm.

7.	 Low density development.

8.	 Detached single-storey dwellings sited with generous setbacks and ample front and back yard space. (Single story 
detached dwellings was the Australian preference.)

9.	 ‘Architectural unity but not uniformity’ achieved primarily through consistency of style, form, scale, colours  
and materials.

3	 Quoted in Freestone, Model Communities, p.94; ‘By-Laws under the Garden Suburb Act 1919’, South Australian Government Gazette 29/9/1921, pp.719-720
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2.4 Key Features that contribute to Heritage Value of the State Heritage Area
Colonel Light Gardens’ distinctive character is derived from the Garden Suburb plan on which it was initially based and 
the cohesive and consistent style of its housing and buildings. Key features of the suburb which contribute to the 
heritage value of the Area and are shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1 – Key Features (extracted from State Heritage Standards)4 

4	 This page has been extracted from the Heritage Standards Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area.

Hierarchy of straight and curved symmetrical roadways of a variety of 
lengths, rounded street corners, and rear laneways, which discourage 
through traffic and are designed to create unfolding sequences of 
attractive, green and varied spaces and terminal vistas.

Suburb zones initially planned by function and location,  
including residential, commercial and education, religious and 
recreational precincts.

A planned mix of wide and narrow streets with a dominant, 
established park-like landscaped character, with extensive reserve 
planting based on the original design intent (street tree species and 
layout, lawn, footpaths, vertical kerbing and simple pedestrian cross 
overs). Laneways without kerbs and paving.

The formality, planned purpose and abundance of open public 
reserves, formal street gardens and pocket parks, including shared 
parks to the rear of properties in the north of the suburb.

Large river red gums in Freeling Crescent, Doncaster Avenue  
and Flinders Avenue.

Low-density residential development with dwellings sited on 
generous allotments with ample front, side and rear yards. Single 
detached dwellings of similar scale, design and provenance, with 
consistent front and side setbacks. Individual architectural features  
of the dwellings also contribute to the heritage value of the Area.
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3.1 Purpose
These Heritage Standards apply to the public realm, which includes any land owned or under the care and control  
of the City of Mitcham within the CLG State Heritage Area.  This includes publicly owned streets, pathways, footpaths, 
parks, publicly accessible open spaces and any public and/or civic buildings and facilities on public land where the 
public has access. The public realm is illustrated in Figure 2 (below).

Figure 2 – Public Realm
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Actions involving the replacement or upgrade of public realm kerbing, footpaths, street trees, street furniture, lighting, 
and works in parks and reserves by a local council are typically not defined as development in the PDI Act. However, 
these actions are not exempt from the definition of development in the case of a State Heritage Area if works 
materially affect the heritage values of the State Heritage Area. 

These Standards provide a basis for decision making in relation to the management of the heritage values for Colonel 
Light Gardens State Heritage Area. They include heritage principles and location-specific detail on how development 
and/or other activities can be undertaken to ensure heritage values are protected. They propose a minimum acceptable 
standard for public works and maintenance solutions within the State Heritage Area. Where these Principles and 
Acceptable Standards are met, it is likely that a proposal does not materially affect the heritage values of the State 
Heritage Area.

3.2 Using the Standards
These standards have been divided into four key policy areas as follows: 

1.	 Parks, reserves and open spaces 

2.	 Streetscape and garden setting 

3.	 Road reserves and public infrastructure

4.	 Utility laneways.

The 'Statement of Significance' and 'Garden Suburb Planning Principles' are an important part of these standards and are at 
the top of the policy hierarchy. Where the acceptable standards require interpretation, the proposal should be evaluated 
against the Statement of Significance and Garden Suburb Planning Principles as part of the decision-making process.

Figure 3 (page 10) assists in understanding the policy hierarchy and decision-making process.
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Acceptable Standards

Method by which the principles can be achieved, 
given the intention of this document to inform 
Council decision-making around public works and 
management.

Principles

Outcomes sought to be achieved for each element. 
These are drawn from the Statement of Significance 
and Garden Suburb Planning Principles as well as 
other historical information.

Figure 3 – Decision Making Process

Historical Context

The historical context underpins the Principles and 
Acceptable Standards and may be considered in the 
decision-making process. The context identifies the 
relevant Garden Suburb Planning Principles that are 
relevant to the key policy areas and assists in the 
interpretation of what’s important in terms of 
historical value.

Statement of Significance for Colonel Light Gardens  
and Garden Suburb Planning Principles

In the following circumstances, a proposal affecting the public realm should be assessed against the Statement 
of Significance for Colonel Light Gardens and the Garden Suburb Planning Principles:

1.	 Where the Principles and/or Acceptable standards require further interpretation

2.	 The proposal is not consistent with the Principles and/or Acceptable Standards

3.	 There are no Principles and/or Acceptable Standards that suitably address the proposal.

In the event of inconsistency, the Statement of Significance will always prevail given its statutory role under  
the Heritage Places Act.

Attachment C

Attachment Page 57 of 73
Page 309 of 468



Public Realm Heritage Guidelines: Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area |   11

3.3 Parks, Reserves and Open Space 
Historical Context
The planned purpose and abundance of open public reserves, formal street gardens and pocket parks, and shared 
parks to the rear of properties in the north of the suburb, are important to the suburb’s historical design and character. 
Their considered and deliberate arrangement reflect the garden suburb design principles of the period when open 
space of a variety of types and scales was created for a range of community uses, including internal reserves for local 
community use.

Note: Garden Suburb Principles most relevant to this section are 2, 3 and 6.

Figure 4 – Concept Plan Public Open Space, Parks and Gardens

Concept Plan – land uses as planned 1920s – maintained to the present day. The balance of areas in the concept plan not 
individually identified or coloured are predominantly residential in nature, but includes schools, churches and other public 
buildings.

Concept Plan
Colonel Light Gardens

14    Heritage Standards Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area - Heritage South Australia
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PRINCIPLES ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS
3.3.1 Parks, Reserves and  
Open Space

Parks, reserves and open space are of 
heritage value as they contribute to the 
unique garden suburb design principles. 
They provide a balance of both active 
and passive recreation to the local 
community and contribute to an 
aesthetically pleasing, visually 
harmonious, comfortable and accessible 
environment.

The designed, park-like environment is 
conserved through the retention of 
substantial public parks for passive and 
active recreation.

Public works and development have 
regard to the following:

a.	 Layout 

Open spaces and parks maintain  
the overall layout of the CLG State 
Heritage Area.

•	 The spatial distribution and site boundaries of open space and 
recreation reserves are retained in accordance with Figure 4 – 
Concept Plan Public Open Space, Parks and Gardens. 

•	 Parks and reserves are designed and developed in accordance with 
any relevant Master Plan adopted by Council.

•	 The significance of Mortlock Park, Hillview Reserve and Reade Park is 
recognised and maintained as important elements of the hierarchy 
of parks, reserves and open space.

Operational or Maintenance Standard

•	 Parks, reserves and open space are retained as Community Land 
under the Local Government Act.

b.	 Land use

Open spaces and parks are provided 
in designated areas for active and 
passive recreation in accordance with 
the hierarchy of public parks and 
reserves and their planned purpose. 
They are designed and used to provide 
fair and equitable access to the local 
community.

•	 Mortlock Park is the main active and passive recreation area within 
CLG State Heritage Area with a mix of formal and informal uses.

•	 Reade Park and Hillview Reserve are used for a range of passive and 
active recreation and sporting activities.

•	 Kent Road Reserve is an open space park for informal passive and 
active recreation.

•	 Light Place maintained as a formal community meeting place and 
passive recreation area.

Operational or Maintenance Standard

•	 Recreation plans for open space, parks and reserves in CLG State 
Heritage Area achieve fair and equitable access for the local 
community.
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PRINCIPLES ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS
c.	 Landscape Design

The design and landscaping of  
parks provide for a balance of both 
active and passive recreation uses 
according to the original design 
intent of each park.

•	 Mortlock Park retains formal landscaped spaces for passive use with 
paths, trees, shrubs and seating that complement the original design 
intent including:

	- perimeter hedge planting retained and reinforced
	- retention of the playground within the landscaped passive 

recreation area. 

•	 Reade Park, Hillview Reserve, Kent Reserve and Light Place retain 
their formal landscaping with spaces, paths, trees, shrubs and 
seating that complement the original design intent.

Operational or Maintenance Standard

•	 Landscaping is consistent with the overall concept and design 
approach for these areas.

d.	 Form and Design of new buildings

The form, scale and architectural 
features of existing buildings on 
public land within CLG State Heritage 
Area is maintained.

•	 Buildings for recreation, sport and community use are fit for purpose, 
contextual and complementary to the landscape quality of the park.

•	 Buildings incorporate materials, finishes and colours that are 
common to the area and/or are complementary to the heritage 
values of CLG State Heritage Area.

Operational or Maintenance Standard 

•	 The upgrade/enhancement of community facilities, buildings, 
structures and assets improve the overall function and appearance  
of parks and reserves.

e.	 Fencing •	 The extent of fencing is minimised to avoid clutter and maintain  
the openness of reserves.

•	 Fencing that is based on traditional styles, is fit for purpose and 
complements the park setting.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 3.1

f.	 Lighting •	 Lighting is consistent with the street and pedestrian lighting used 
throughout CLG State Heritage Area. 

•	 Flood lights for ovals are sited to minimise impact on the visual 
quality of the park and surrounding residential areas.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.4

g.	 Signage •	 Signage associated with sporting clubs and community facilities 
provided in accordance with the CLG Signage System for Community 
Land adopted by the City of Mitcham in 2017.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 4.2 and 4.3

h.	 Furniture •	 Furniture is complementary to the heritage context and is consistent 
in style, form, colour, scale and materials.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 2.1 to 2.9
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PRINCIPLES ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS
i.	 Internal Reserves

Internal reserves are of heritage 
value and provide for free, 
spontaneous and shared use of 
nearby residents and contribute to 
the designed nature of the public 
realm and the suburb’s park-like 
environment. 

They also carry service infrastructure.

•	 Provision for a mix of unstructured, free and spontaneous activities

•	 Reserves are kept clear for maintenance and/or replacement/and or 
installation of services infrastructure

•	 Regularly maintained landscaping enables a range of free and 
spontaneous recreational local community uses that are compatible 
with adjacent and surrounding residences. 

•	 Vehicle access is restricted to services and maintenance.

Operational or Maintenance:

•	 Reserves remain in public ownership, unalienated and accessible  
to nearby residents.

3.4 Streetscape and garden setting 
Historical Context
The landscaping and planting throughout CLG reflect the design principles of the planned garden suburb and create a 
pleasant green and park-like environment for the community. The planning of street trees and shrubs in the verges, 
reserves and public spaces of CLG was implemented in the early stages of the development and contribute to the 
historical values of CLG.

Note: Garden Suburb Principles most relevant to this section are 3, 4, 5 and 6.
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PRINCIPLES ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS
3.4.1 Streetscape contribution  
to the park-like setting

Verges, street planting, garden reserves 
and internal reserves are of heritage 
value and contribute to the designed 
nature of the public realm and CLG’s 
park-like environment. Verges and tree 
planting in particular, play an important 
role in reinforcing the hierarchy of streets 
(Figure 5), particularly the relationship 
between verge widths, tree planting and 
street function (the wider  
the street, the greater the traffic volume 
and the wider the verges). 

Public works and development have 
regard to the following:

a.	 Tree Planting 

The planting pattern and density of 
street trees reflect the original street 
planting patterns (as exemplified in 
Figure 6, page 18).

•	 A limited range of tree species is planted to be consistent with the 
original pattern of street tree plantings (as far as practicable) having 
regard to maintenance, soil suitability (eg Ph, depth, nutrients and 
compaction), canopy clearance, potential damage to infrastructure 
and risks to public health and safety.

•	 Street trees are established and maintained as formal avenues to 
provide summer shade and winter light transmissibility.

•	 Street trees are located to allow for line of sight for motorists and 
from street garden reserves to preserve vistas.

•	 Remnant River Red Gums (including along Freeling Crescent, 
Doncaster Ave and Flinders Ave) are retained and protected where 
possible. Where River Red Gums can be shown to be approaching 
their end-of-life and can not be retained, a method of representing 
their historical value should be provided. 

•	 Infrastructure including stormwater harvesting systems supporting 
street trees is complementary in style to the heritage context in form, 
scale and colours with engineering solutions that maintain the 
park-like environment of CLG State Heritage Area.

Operational or Maintenance 

•	 Staged block replacement of trees within streets to achieve  
consistency of species, form and accord with the original planting 
pattern and density.

•	 Emergency works on trees is undertaken as required, including 
removal where necessary, to maintain a safe environment for  
the community.

•	 Infrastructure renewal programs that achieve consistency in 
engineering designs, finishes and materials that complement  
the historic values of CLG State Heritage Area.

Technical Manual Reference:Technical data sheet 5.1
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PRINCIPLES ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS
b.	 Verges 

Verges reinforce the park-like nature 
of CLG’s streets, with verge widths 
consistent with the road hierarchy. 

•	 Verges are designed to include non-irrigated grass free from introduced 
species (other than street trees and trees in street garden reserves).

•	 Where alienated, original verge alignments are reinstated.

•	 Verge widths are consistent with the road hierarchy, with wider side 
verges and central verges on wider roads and narrower verges on 
minor roads. 

•	 Traffic-calming measures do not encroach into the verge space.

•	 Verge surfaces along both sides of Goodwood Road, Springbank 
Road and Winston Ave are consistent with the adjacent suburbs, 
rather than the CLG State Heritage Area.

Operational or Maintenance Standard

•	 Verges are planted with short, non-irrigated grass, unless this cannot 
be achieved due to a dense tree canopy where pea gravel of light 
beige colour can be laid.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 1.10

c.	 Street Garden Reserves 

Street garden reserves are of heritage 
value and contribute to the designed 
nature of the public realm and CLG’s 
park-like environment. 

Areas landscaped according to a 
formal pattern are located at 
designated entranceways, street 
corners and mid-road reserves and 
used to unify the open space and 
provide visual effect. 

Community safety is important in  
the design of these spaces including 
sightlines for motorists.

•	 Each garden reserve and designated entranceway is designed 
following a landscape design plan.

•	 The location of planting in garden reserves at street corners and 
intersections does not obstruct motorists’ line of sight.

•	 Appropriately type and size of trees are planted in a formal pattern.

•	 Landscaped grassed areas are maintained according to a formal pattern.

•	 Selected locations are enhanced using ornamental pillar lights and/
or interpretative signage.

•	 Oxford Circus as a visual entrance to the suburb, but of secondary 
importance to Ludgate Circus.

•	 Ludgate Circus mirrors the plan for Oxford Circus.

Operational or Maintenance Standard

•	 Each street garden reserve has a landscape design plan.

Figure 6 – Planting patterns to reflect road hierarchy
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3.5 Road Reserves and Public Infrastructure 
Historical Context
Footpaths, crossovers and kerbing are of heritage value because they contribute to CLG’s designed nature, park-like 
environment and its overall unity of design.

Note: Garden Suburb Principles most relevant to this section are 4, 5 and 6.

The street hierarchy is illustrated on Figure 5 (page 18) and includes the following:

•	 Principal Road eg Broadway, Goodwood Road and Springbank Road

	- These typically form the main boundaries of suburbs. 

•	 Internal Highway eg East Parkway and West Parkway 

	- Are intended to carry the majority of traffic through the suburb
	- Are generally wider roads incorporating wider pavement widths and verges
	- Are intended to create the notion that road users are travelling through a park-like environment
	- Are the usual location of public facilities.

•	 Intermediate Road eg Lancaster Avenue, Doncaster Avenue and Winchester Avenue 

	- Tend to have verges that range from 2 to 3 metres
	- Allow access to residences and provide connection to local roads
	- Include avenue planting that contributes to the public realm.

•	 Local Road eg Flinders Avenue and Kandahar Crescent

	- Primarily allow access to residences only
	- Tend not to contain any public facilities
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Figure 5 – Road Hierarchy
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PRINCIPLES ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS
3.5.1 Technical Design of kerbs, 
crossovers and footpaths

Footpaths, crossovers and kerbs are of 
heritage value and contribute to the 
designed nature of the public realm, the 
suburb’s park-like environment and 
overall unity of the design throughout the 
suburb. Works within the road reserve 
should retain and reinforce the historic 
fabric where this exists. 

Note: this section is to be read in 
conjunction with 3.4.1

Public works and development have 
regard to the following:

a.	 Kerbing

Kerbing is compatible with the 
original form (simple upright 
concrete kerbs) and contributes to  
the consistency and unity of design.

•	 Other than on roads identified as Principal Roads:

	- Kerbs are an integrated 150mm upright charcoal grey concrete 
kerb and concrete water table, with a 25mm chamfer.

	- Remnant un-kerbed areas are maintained where they contribute 
to the garden setting.

Operational or Maintenance 

•	 Where planned renewal is undertaken, blocks are replaced with 
upright kerbs.

Note: Planned renewal means kerb replacement undertaken in 
accordance with Councils asset management plan at the end of the 
lifecycle of the asset. It is acknowledged that like for like replacement 
may occur for reactive maintenance (eg to respond to incidents) and in 
these circumstances consideration should be given as to whether block 
replacement is feasible in accordance with the remaining lifespan of  
the infrastructure.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 1.7, 1.8
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PRINCIPLES ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS
b.	 Footpaths

Footpaths are consistent with the 
existing materials and colour.

•	 Footpaths along streets are constructed of charcoal grey, two-sided, 
interlocking non-bevelled, pressed-finish concrete pavers.

•	 Footpaths within parks and garden reserves are constructed of 
crushed and compacted gravel. They include concrete edging or 
other surfaces where required to provide access for people with 
disabilities.

•	 Tactile indicators are grey with a 30% difference in tone to the 
associated paving.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3, 1.6

c.	 Driveway crossovers

Driveway crossovers minimise the 
impact on pedestrian movement  
and the park-like setting.

•	 Crossovers are single-width for each residential block.

Operational or Maintenance Standard

•	 Where a new crossover is approved, the existing one is removed and 
the verge and kerb restored.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 1.4 and 1.5

d.	 Road Pavement •	 Road pavements are consistent with the existing pavement 
treatment in CLG State Heritage Area.

3.5.2 Services and Infrastructure

Services and infrastructure are of heritage 
value because they contribute to the 
designed nature of CLG' public realm and 
the suburb’s park-like environment.

Public works have regard to the following:

a.	 Infrastructure and services

Infrastructure and services reflect  
the historical values of CLG State 
Heritage Area.

•	 Infrastructure and street furniture are consistent in style, form,  
scale, colours and materials.

•	 Infrastructure and street furniture harmonise.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 1.8

b.	 Street Furniture

Street furniture includes bus shelters, 
seating (both on-street and within 
parks and reserves), bollards, drinking 
fountains, bike racks and bins.

•	 Street furniture that is consistent throughout the suburb having 
regard to style, form, scale, colours and materials.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 2.1-2.9

c.	 Lighting •	 Lighting is fit for purpose, contributes to community safety and 
complements the existing lighting pattern, materials and design  
of the locality.

•	 Where additional lighting is required for public safety, it should be 
designed to be unobtrusive during the day and not result in the 
removal of traditional feature street lighting.

•	 Pillar lighting is encouraged in high profile locations where there  
is termination of a vista.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.4
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PRINCIPLES ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS
d.	 Street Signage •	 Create  an appropriate distinctive appearance for street signage within 

CLG State Heritage Area.

•	 Street name signs that are provided in a uniform and consistent 
manner throughout the CLG State Heritage Area and in a style and 
appearance that is consistent with the heritage value of the suburb.

Operational or Maintenance

•	 Planned maintenance to reduce the number of signs and poles to 
reduce clutter and remove where incompatible with heritage values of 
CLG State Heritage Area.
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3.6 Utility Laneways 
Historical Context
Utility Laneways are of heritage value because they contribute to the designed nature of the public realm and the 
suburb’s park-like environment by enabling the preservation of the landscape character of the streets. An extensive 
and comprehensive network of lanes runs behind the houses in the eastern part of CLG and contains underground and 
above-ground services. The Utility Laneways are illustrated on Figure 6 (page 23).

Note: Garden Suburb Principles most relevant to this section is Principle 4.

PRINCIPLES ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS
3.6.1 Design and function of utility laneways

Works within laneways should reinforce the historic 
character and conservation values, while taking a 
contemporary approach that enhances community 
benefit eg through an enhanced pedestrian experience.

Public works and development have regard  
to the following:

a.	 Function •	 Utility laneways are designated to carry services 
infrastructure and provide pedestrian and cyclist access. 

Operational or Maintenance 

•	 Laneways are retained in public ownership.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 1.9 

b.	 Vehicle access •	 Vehicle access is limited to that required for 
maintenance, replacement and/ or installation  
of service infrastructure.

•	 No additional vehicle access will be provided to 
service residential properties.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 1.9

c.	 Infrastructure •	 Infrastructure is designed to allow access for utility 
maintenance.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 1.9

d.	 Landscape design •	 Laneways are kept free of vegetation and those 
unsealed remain unsealed.

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 1.9
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Figure 6 – Utility Laneways
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4.0	 Glossary
Community Land Management Plans – Prepared under the Local Government Act 1999, these Plans guide how public 
land is managed in a way that is transparent and appropriate. All land owned by a council or under a council’s care 
control and management, other than roads or where a specific exemption is in place, is classified as community land. 
These Plans should be consistent with other official plans and policies about conservation, development and use of land 
(including any official policies for protecting State heritage).

Fair and equitable - A process or outcome that in an impartial manner gives equal treatment to everyone.

Garden Suburb Planning Principles – desired characteristics of suburban residential communities of the early 1900’s 

Heritage – a place can have Heritage value if it (as set out in Section 16 of the Heritage Places Act 1993):

(a)	 it demonstrates important aspects of the evolution or pattern of the State's history; or

(b)	 it has rare, uncommon or endangered qualities that are of cultural significance; or

(c)	 it may yield information that will contribute to an understanding of the State's history, including its natural history; or

(d)	 it is an outstanding representative of a particular class of places of cultural significance; or

(e)	 it demonstrates a high degree of creative, aesthetic or technical accomplishment or is an outstanding 
representative of particular construction techniques or design characteristics; or

(f )	 it has strong cultural or spiritual associations for the community or a group within it; or

(g)	 it has a special association with the life or work of a person or organisation or an event of historical importance.

Heritage Standards – prepared under the Planning, Development and Infrastructure Act 2016

Heritage Standards Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area – Prepared under the PDI Act to guide decisions 
relating to development proposals. They include Principles and Acceptable Standards for development.

Operational Management Plan – Internal City of Mitcham document used to guide processes for undertaking public works.

Public works – include maintenance, landscaping, tree planting, infrastructure and any other activity undertaken for  
a public purpose within the public realm.

Statement of Significance – the Statement of Heritage Significance for each SHA – these statements set out what is 
important within the area and are included in the South Australian Heritage Register. It will also inform the matters to 
be considered by the Minister when providing a ‘Direction’ on development proposals.

Technical Data Sheets Manual (TDSM) – Detailed technical information to inform Council’s public works and any other 
works in Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area.

Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area – Colonel Light Gardens was established as a State Heritage Area in 2000 
under the Development Act 1993. This ensured that any future development of properties and open spaces within 
Colonel Light Gardens would be managed to maintain the Area’s heritage values.
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LEASE/LICENCE CONSULTATION 
St Therese Primary School / Colonel Light Gardens Primary School 
10 Year Lease/Licence Agreement 
Mortlock Park, Colonel Light Gardens 

Colonel Light Primary School and St Therese Primary School have been utilising Mortlock 
Park grassed spaces and playground for a number of years and are looking to continue 
their use. 

PROPOSED LICENCE PLAN 

PROJECT INFORMATION 

Playground area for use by both Schools 

Attachment E
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School Use 
 
The Schools are seeking a continued licence for use of the grassed areas and 
playground during school hours for their students, noting that these areas will still be 
available for public use. The proposed Lindauer-Hullett will be for a 10 year term.  
 
All proposed use by both schools is for within school hours (8:30am - 3:30pm).   
CLG Primary School are requesting use every day of the week during the school year 
for recess, lunch and physical education lessons.  
 
St Therese Primary are seeking to utilise Mortlock Park during their lunch break each 
day and only Tuesday and Thursdays for Physical Education lessons. St Therese Primary 
School have also requested occasional use for after school sports between 3:30pm - 
4:00pm which will be dependent on season and team requirements. 
 
Each school will share the use of the oval and will pay an annual fee. The schools 
have also requested use of the reserve for their annual sports day.  

OVERVIEW OF THE LICENCE TERMS 
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FLOOR PLAN_OPTION 2

GROUND FLOOR PLAN 1:200 @A3
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FIRST FLOOR PLAN 1:200 @A3
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RENDER_VIEW 1 OPTION 2
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RENDER_VIEW 1 OPTION 2 WITH EXTENDED ROOF
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RENDER_VIEW 2 OPTION 2
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RENDER_VIEW 2 OPTION 2 WITH EXTENDED ROOF
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RENDER_VIEW 3 OPTION 2
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RENDER_VIEW 4 OPTION 2
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RENDER_VIEW 4 OPTION 2 WITH EXTENDED ROOF
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RENDER_VIEW 5 OPTION 2
FROM FREELING CRESCENT
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MORTLOCK PARK FEASIBILITY STUDY | JOB NO 20006 | JUNE 2021 | REVISED CONCEPT PLANS 1
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FLOOR PLAN_OPTION 1
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RENDER_VIEW 5 OPTION 1 
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Page 3 of 5

CLIENT DETAIL

REV: E Gen3.5FP

Mortlock Park New Oval Lighting
6 x 18m Poles - 16 FittingsCity of Mitcham
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Background 

Mortlock Park is located at Sturt Avenue, Colonel Light Gardens. The site comprises two 
playing fields, a clubroom/changeroom facility (known as the Gil Langley Sports Centre), a play 
space, community buildings and car park. The playing fields and clubroom/changeroom are 
currently under lease/License to Goodwood Baseball Club and Colonel Light Gardens Football 
Club. 

The subjects covered by this engagement plan are: 

• Gil Langley Building Upgrade, Batting Tunnels and Storage
• Baseball Infrastructure
• Oval Lighting
• Lease/License
• Community Halls

The Master Concept Plan for Morlock Park was endorsed in 2013. Following the adoption of 
this plan, certain pathways and additional infrastructure bordering the playground have been 
successfully constructed. Administration continues to progress the Master Concept Plan with 
these consultations on specific elements, including the repositioned batting tunnels and the 
removal of the Guides Hall. Although there are components of the plan that are not currently 
funded, these will remain under consideration for implementation at a later phase.

In 2019, Colonel Light Gardens Football Club were successful in receiving a $500,000 Federal 
Election Pledge to assist in funding unisex changerooms at Mortlock Park. In August 2020, 
Architects were engaged by Council to develop concept plans for an upgraded building that 
meets the needs of the Clubs and their relevant sports. This concept planning process involved 
Administration working alongside the Architects and representatives from both Colonel Light 
Gardens Football Club and Goodwood Baseball Club over a period of 18 months and resulted 
in two (2) designs being developed. 

Lighting at Mortlock Park and baseball fencing are due for replacement. To ensure compliance 
with mandatory heritage considerations expert opinion and recommendations are required. 

Colonel Light Gardens Football Club and Goodwood Baseball Club both hold leases, these will 
be covered within this engagement plan. 

The potential uses of two community buildings at Mortlock Park are also up for discussion. The 
proposal is that the Guides Hall is demolished, and feedback is required on how the cleared 
land may be utilised by the community. The Scouts Hall has a single casual hirer in place and 
there is an opportunity for the community to guide the long-term use and function of this 
building. 

St Therese Primary School and Colonel Light Gardens primary School wish to formalise a 
continued license for the use of grassed areas and playground during school hours for their 
students. 

Decision Makers 
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City of Mitcham CEO will be responsible for making the final decision on the form and content 
of the engagement plan for the consultation related to the Mortlock Park project within 
Colonel Light Gardens. 

Council’s decision making process will be assisted with information and support by staff and 
the City of Mitcham community. 

Project Concerns 

Key concerns or risks include: 

• Community not supporting the changes proposed because of concern that Council has
already decided the future use and sporting access of the site.

• Public confusion about why the developments are necessary and how it will affect their
access and amenity to community land at Mortlock Park.

• Public engagement fatigue/confusion regarding the elements being consulted on given
the number of consultations that have occurred in the past few years, and those
required if we approach the enclosed projects in an individual manner without grouping
them into a single project.

• Whether this engagement has adequate reach to capture all people/organisations likely
to be affected by any proposed changes.

Strategic Objectives 

Theme 1.2 Health & Wellbeing  
We build capacity for people to be active, healthy, and connected and provide inclusive and 
safe environments for all.  

Theme 1.3 Services & Facilities 
We provide convenient access to a diverse range of information, services, activities and 
facilities for our community. 

Theme 3.3 Partnerships 
We partner with neighboring Councils, Government, universities, the private sector, not-for-
profit organisations and community groups to maximize community and economic outcomes. 

Theme 4.1 Good Governance  
We are transparent and accountable, make informed decisions, demonstrate integrity and 
empower our community to have a voice and participate in a meaningful way.  

Spokesperson/s 

The Communication and Engagement Plan presupposes that in accordance with Council’s 
Media Policy the Mayor Dr Heather Holmes-Ross and Mr. Matt Pears, Chief Executive Officer, 
are the only authorised spokespersons for external communications. 

The Project Manager Anneke Polkamp is the spokesperson for internal communication 
assisted by Hayley Ashworth. 

Legislative Requirements 
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Public Consultation Policy Requirements  
 
The Public Consultation Policy ensures the City of Mitcham effectively consults with its 
community in an open and accountable way while fulfilling the legislative requirements as set 
out in the Local Government Act 1999.  
 
The policy requirements for the Communication and Engagement Plan for the Mortlock Park 
Project Plan (MPPP) includes a minimum of:  
 
(1) Prepare a document that sets out Council's proposal in relation to the matter; and 
 

(a) Publish a notice: 
• in a newspaper circulating within the area of the Council; and 
• on a website determined by the Chief Executive Officer 
 
describing the matter under consideration and inviting interested persons to make 
submissions within a period (being at least 28 days). 
 
Consultation period – The time period for consultation varies depending on the category 
of consultation, as per specific sections of this policy. For the purposes of this policy 
where notification is given via the newspaper the consultation period commences on 
the day following the newspaper publishing date. 
 
 

(b) Make copies of the proposed plan available for inspection or purchase at the Council’s 
principal office. 

 
(2) When submissions have been received by the specified date, Council staff will:  

(a) Summarise and analyse the information;  
(b) Prepare a report for Council or the relevant Council Committee which: 

• summarises the public consultation outcomes; 
• presents the information in the broader context of the matter under consideration;  
• makes recommendations for Council or the Committee to consider when deciding 

on the matter/s; and 
• is included on the agenda for a suitable Council or Committee meeting.  

 
(3) Council will consider the report and relevant recommendation/s and decide on the matter/s.  
 
(4) The right to address Council or a Committee of Council by way of deputation in support of 
any submission may be granted at the discretion of the Mayor or Presiding Member, unless 
otherwise prescribed in the relevant legislation and in accordance with Council’s Code of 
Practice – Meeting Procedures. 
 
(5) Give public notice of its adoption of a management plan. 
 
The consultation of the draft Mortlock Park Project plans is required to comply with Council’s 
Public Consultation Policy in accordance with the explicit requirements of the Local 
Government Act 1999. The table below depicts the legislative (minimum) requirements and 
how the community engagement plan meets these. 
 
Community Engagement Approach 
 
Council has previously undertaken community engagement on two earlier occasions in Colonel 
Light Gardens on the subject of major parks. That being the drafting of the Public Realm 
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Heritage Guidelines (PRHG) and Mortlock and Reade Park CLMPs. The PRHG contains 
specific reference to the major parks in Colonel light Gardens (which is designated as a State 
Heritage Area). 
 
During the engagement process the community were extremely focused and at times 
passionate regarding the utility and access to Mortlock Park and it would be expected that this 
engagement process would be greeted with the same level of interest. 
 
 
Community engagement method(s) 
 
Step 1: Negotiables (scope of influence) 
Negotiables 
What can the community 
influence? 
 

Comments/reasoning 
• Choice of new building design 
• Choice of lighting design (constrained by minimum 

sporting standards) 
• Choice of fencing design (constrained by minimum 

sporting standards) 
• Input into community building usage and landscaping 
• Leases and licenses 

 
Non-negotiables 
What can’t the community 
influence? 
 

Comments/reasoning 
• Relocation and building construction 
• Asset replacement across the park 

 
Risk assessment 
 
The following table will display the level of complexity, sensitivity, and potential impact of the 
Mortlock Park project. 
 
Risk low medium high Explanation 
Degree of 
complexity of the 
project? 

☐ ☐ ☒ 
 

What is the 
degree of 
potential impact 
to stakeholders?  ☐ ☐ ☒ 

The impacts can be assessed as both 
positive and negative. Positive impact for 
the sporting clubs, their members and local 
schools are a result of increased 
opportunity and amenity. Negative impact 
may be seen from local community 
members who wish more equitable access 
to the land. 

What level of 
media/ 
community/ 
political interest is 
anticipated? 

☐ ☐ ☒ 

There is potential of becoming a high-
profile project.  

 
Total 
    

 
Active participation 
 
 

 
Method Our commitment to the community Select 
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Inform We will keep you informed ☐
Consult We will listen to your concerns and aspirations, and provide 

feedback on how your input influenced the decision(s) ☐
Involve We will work with you to ensure that what we’ve heard is directly 

reflected in the alternatives developed, and provide feedback on 
how your input influenced the decision(s) 

☒

Comments re method selection  
The above table indicates a need to involve the community through active participation. This 
approach is considered best practice and follows Council’s Public Consultation Policy. 

The level of complexity and degree of interest from the community in this project means that a 
more than statutory approach is recommended. This approach should include, but is not limited 
to: 

• An internal working group (Steering Group)
• An external Advisory Group (representative composition: Council, Sport, Community

Groups, Education and Community)
• Public exhibitions
• Information sessions
• Formal conversations with the community (interviews with key stakeholders)
• Surveys

An overarching engagement plan will follow, which will describe the minimum standard of 
engagement expected for a project of this size and complexity. 

Due to the necessity of adjusting and accommodating the Council and community's evolving 
needs, it is recommended that the engagement plan surpass the requirements of standard 
statutory engagement. This enhanced plan, once endorsed by Mitcham Council, will 
acknowledge the CEO's authority to modify and authorise changes to the aforementioned plan. 

The consultation of the collective Mortlock Park project is required to comply with Council’s 
Public Consultation Policy in accordance with the explicit requirements of the Local 
Government Act 1999. The table below depicts the legislative (minimum) requirements and 
how the community engagement plan meets these. 

Legislative Requirements Community Engagement 
Plan

Involve 
The development and management of an Advisory Group fulfill the requirement to engage at 
the level of 'Involve'. The Group however are Advisory in nature and any Advice, 
Recommendations or Alternatives put forward by the Group will be acted upon at the discretion 
of the Steering Group. 
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(1) 
Prepare a document that sets out Council’s proposal in 
relation to the matter. 

Publish a notice in a newspaper circulating within the area 
of the Council. 

Publish a notice on a website determined by the Chief 
Executive. 

In relation to the Mortlock Park Project plans make copies 
of the proposed plan available for inspection or purchase at 
the Council’s principal office. 

Minimum consultation period of at least 28 days (to 
commence the day after the advertisement appears in the 
paper) 

Communication and 
Engagement Plan prepared 
(this document) 

The Advertiser Newspaper 

To be published on Council’s 
website 

To be made available at the 
Civic Centre and online. 

September - October 2023 

(2) 
When submissions have been received by the specified 
date, Council staff will:  

(a) Summarise and analyse the information;
(b) Prepare a report for Council or the relevant Council
Committee which:

• summarises the public consultation outcomes;
• presents the information in the broader context

of the matter under consideration;
• makes recommendations for Council or the

Committee to consider when deciding on the
matter/s; and

• is included on the agenda for a suitable Council
or Committee meeting.

(3) Council will consider the report and relevant
recommendation/s and decide on the matter/s.

(4) The right to address Council or a Committee of Council
by way of deputation in support of any submission may be
granted at the discretion of the Mayor or Presiding
Member, unless otherwise prescribed in the relevant
legislation and in accordance with Council’s Code of
Practice – Meeting Procedures.

Council decision report 
November/December 2023. 
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(5) Give public notice of its adoption of a management
plan.

Local Government Act 1999 

In accordance with Chapter 1, (4), 1aa of the Local 
Government Act, public notice is given if: 

a. Notice is published
i. In the Gazette; and
ii. In the case of a notice to be published by a

Council - on a website determined by the
Chief Executive Officer.

Notification of the fact of publication of the notice and the 
website address at which the notice is available for 
inspection is published in a newspaper circulating within 
the area of the relevant Council. 

Following consultation and if 
an amended plan is endorsed 
by Council, to be published 
on: 

• Council’s website;
• In a newspaper

circulating within the
area of the Council

• SA Government
Gazette.

Promoting our approach | Information Giving Processes 

To ensure transparency and community involvement, the Administration has embraced an 
open approach to engage with the community regarding the Mortlock Park Project Plan 
(MPPP). Drawing on lessons from previous engagements, the Administration recognises the 
significance of informing, educating, and seeking early feedback from the community to 
achieve the best possible outcomes. By providing relevant information, the community will be 
empowered to offer well-informed feedback during the formal engagement process. 

In addition to meeting statutory requirements, the Administration intends to establish an 
advisory group. This group will be responsible for reviewing key project planning documents, 
considering heritage advice, and evaluating this against the Master Concept Plan. They will 
arrive at a majority recommendation for each aspect of the project. These recommendations 
will be cross-referenced with data from the online community survey to ensure a 
comprehensive representation of the overall outcomes stemming from the Mortlock Park 
Project. Note all recommendations are advisory in nature and in line with the Terms of 
Reference. 

To ensure active involvement of the community, we will conduct two outreach information 
sessions. One session will focus on consulting with the community about the designs for the 
Gil Langley building, while the other session will take place regarding the future of the 
community halls. These public information sessions will be led by Council staff members, 
giving the community the opportunity to review the building development plans surrounding the 
Gil Langley building. Moreover, attendees can discuss and propose potential uses for the 
community halls. 

Timelines 

Actions Timeframe 

Prepare Communications & Engagement Plan COMPLETED 

Design and present information session on the 
Mortlock Park project 

COMPLETED 
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Draft CLMPs COMPLETED 

Full Council – Decision 
1. Endorsement to consult on the associated 
projects within the Mortlock Park project plan 

August 2023 

Statutory Community Consultation  Advertisement: Sept 15th 2023 
Consultation start: Sept 16th 2023 
Consultation end: Oct 15th 2023 

Collate, analyse and prepare consultation findings 
report 

Oct 2023 

Full Council – Decision 
1. Receive consultation feedback 
2. Endorse associated plan 

Nov/Dec 2023 

Public Notice (per s1984(4) Local Government Act 
1999) 

Nov/Dec 2023 

 
 
 
Geographic Boundaries 
 
This project relates to the boundary of Mortlock Park (Colonel Light Gardens) and surrounds.  
 
Audiences/Stakeholders 
 
All stakeholder contact relating to the project will be collected, documented, and stored in the 
project database managed and controlled by City of Mitcham. This includes incoming and 
outgoing correspondence, responses and any corresponding actions taken. 
 
 
Primary Audience 
 

• Colonel Light Gardens Community including residents, ratepayers, community groups, 
businesses 

• Users and visitors of Mortlock Park 
• Proposes hirers / lessees / licensees 
• Local schools 
• Residents’ associations 

 
Secondary Audience 
 

• Wider community 
• Council Members 
• Media 
• Local MPs 
• Volunteers 

 
Internal Audience 
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• Administration
• Executive Leadership Group
• Council Members
• Customer Communication Team

Disability Engagement Register 

Disability Engagement Register provides ways to connect with people living with disability, their 
carers and families, the broader community and the non-government sector. 

As part of this engagement, DCSI Disability Talk (DCSIDisabilityTalk@sa.gov.au)  will be 
emailed and notified of: 

• Boundary - only within the City of Mitcham
• Dates of the consultation
• Information about the consultation
• How to respond; and,
• A website link to the community feedback form

This engagement will highlight the opportunity for the community to comment on future access 
to the Reserve. 

Overarching Objectives 

To achieve the best possible outcomes for residents of the City of Mitcham the communication 
and engagement plan will seek to ensure: 

• All stakeholders are informed and feel valued and respected;
• All stakeholders have the opportunity to participate in community engagement activities
• Provide consistent information to stakeholders on how they can participate in the

project and how their input will be used in decision-making.
• Provide stakeholders with an opportunity to ask questions and to identify areas of

concern with respect to the project;
• Presentation of the Council as open, accountable, transparent and proactive;
• Stakeholder feedback is managed in a timely and respectful way;
• All legal and policy requirements regarding communications and consultation are

appropriately addressed.

Communication Tasks 

Community Consultation to commence on: 

Advertisement to Appear on: Sept 15th 2023 

Community Consultation to Commence on: Sept 16th 2023 

Community Consultation to Conclude on: Oct 15th 2023 
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To achieve the overarching objectives as per above, the following (non-exhaustive) list of 
communication tasks will be addressed to: 

• Educate and communicate with our community and ensure a consistent message;
• Provide comprehensive and up to date information;
• Ensure all stakeholders are informed;
• Provide opportunities for all stakeholders to be given an opportunity to submit questions

and to receive prompt advice;
• Ensure all stakeholders are aware of the process;
• Address any misconceptions as and when they arise;
• Provide council staff to receive and answer questions throughout the consultation

process

To ensure the smooth process of this project the following communication tools will be used to 
deliver key messages to stakeholders. All project team members should be aware of the key 
messages for the project to ensure consistency of information. 

External Communication – during consultation period 

Legislatively Required Activities: 

• Advertisement
An advertisement will be placed in the Advertiser informing the community of the Mortlock
Park Project plans and inviting written feedback.

• Website/YourSay
Information relating to the draft Mortlock Park Project plans, the draft Mortlock Park
Project plans and how to make submissions will be provided on the website, linked from
the front page.

• Copies of the Proposed Plan at Civic Centre
Copies of the proposed Plan and information on how to make a submission will be
available for inspection at City of Mitcham Civic Centre.

Additional Activities: 

• Advisory Group
Recruitment and management of an Advisory Group.

• Two (2) onsite information sessions
Driven by staff and designed to gather spontaneous feedback from the local
community.

• Flyer distributed to CLG Residents
Collateral describing the Mortlock Park Project engagement process and directing
participants to the online survey vis URL and QR code. A second flyer sent out to
random addresses inviting the resident to apply for Advisory group membership (50).

• Letters to Stakeholders
Letters inviting participation to be sent to all clubs, schools, resident associations and
community organisations and requesting they share the message with their networks.

• Copies of the Proposed Plan at Libraries
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Copies of the proposed Plan and information on how to make a submission will be 
available for inspection at Blackwood Library and Mitcham Memorial Library. 

• Information to the Media
Information will be provided to the media.

• Social Media – Twitter and Facebook
A brief message inviting the community to view the Plan and make submissions will be
posted on Council’s social media sites directing users to the website for further
information.

• My Local Services App – Spotlight
A message inviting the community to view the Plan and make submissions will be posted
on Council’s My Local Services App.

• Enews (email Notification)
Residents who have registered for e-news will receive an email notification inviting them
to view the Plan and make submissions.

• Disability Register
Provide details of the consultation and invite feedback on the Mortlock Park Project plans
to include residents with lived experience of disability, their carers and relevant service
providers/organisations.

• Digital Display at the Civic Centre
Display details of the consultation on the electronic screen at the Civic Centre

Internal Communication – during consultation period 

• Briefing
Advise and provide Customer Communications information about the community
consultation.

Community Consultation - Feedback 

• Council Report

A report will be prepared for the consideration of Council on the community consultation
including all submissions received from the community. Please note all submissions
received should be accompanied by the name and residential address of the person
making the submission.

Council Receipt of Consultation Findings 

• Website

Information will be included on the website informing the community consultation.
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Tasks and Responsibilities 

Tasks Stakeholder Group Responsibility Date Start Date End Information 
Required 
By

Legislatively Required Activities 

Advertisement • All
stakeholders
and wider
Mitcham
Residents

Project Manager – 
Provide 
information 

Marketing and 
Engagement – 
Finalise text and 
lodge 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Website • All
stakeholders
and wider
Mitcham
Residents

Project Manager – 
Provide 
information 

Marketing and 
Engagement – 
Finalise text and 
upload 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Copies of the 
proposed plan 
at Civic Centre 

• All
stakeholders
and wider
Mitcham
Residents

Project Manager – 
Provide copies 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Additional Activities: 

Steering 
Group 
Meetings 

• Internal staff Project Manager 

• Meetings
as required

• Review
engageme
nt process

• Review
Advisory
Group
progress
and report

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 
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Advisory 
Group 

• Stakeholders
(2 x Sporting
Reps, 2 x
Educational
Reps, 1 x
CLGRA Rep,
2 x
Community
Rep)

Engagement 
Officer 

Sept 
20th 
2023 

Oct 
18th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Copies of the 
proposed plan 
at Blackwood 
Library and 
Mitcham 
Library 

• All
stakeholders
and wider
Mitcham
Residents

Project Manager – 
Provide 
information 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Information to 
the Media 

• All
stakeholders
and wider
Mitcham
Residents

 Marketing and 
Engagement  

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Flyer • All
stakeholders
and within
CLG

Project Manager – 
Provide 
information 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Letters • Clubs,
schools and
community
organisations

Project Manager – 
Provide 
information 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Social Media – 
Twitter and 
Facebook 

• Twitter
followers and
registered
Facebook
subscribers

Marketing and 
Engagements 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

My Local 
Services App - 
Spotlight 

• Registered
My Local
Services
users

Marketing and 
Engagements 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Enews (email 
notification) 

• Registered
stakeholders

Marketing and 
Engagement 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 
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Disability 
Register 

• Registered
stakeholders

Marketing and 
Engagement 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Electronic 
Display 
Screen 

• Visitors to the
Civic Centre

Marketing and 
Engagement 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Internal Communication – during consultation period 

Briefing • Customer
Communicati
ons Team

Project Manager Sept 
16th 
2023 

Oct 
15th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Community Consultation - Feedback 

Council 
Report 

• Council Project Manager Nov/De
c 2023 

Nov/D
ec 
2023 

Nov/De
c 2023 

Council Receipt of Consultation Findings and Endorsement of MPPP 

Advertisement • All
stakeholders
and wider
Mitcham
Residents

Project Manager – 
Provide 
information 
Marketing and 
Engagement – 
Finalise text and 
lodge 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Website • All
stakeholders
and wider
Mitcham
Residents

Project Manager – 
Provide 
information 

Marketing and 
Engagement – 
Finalise text and 
upload 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Sept 
16th 
2023 

Sept 
12th 
2023 

Attachment J

Attachment Page 15 of 32
Page 373 of 468



Communication and Engagement Schedule 

Statutory notice engagement (if approved General Council Meeting August 2023) 

28 Days 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1
0

1
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1
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1
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1
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1
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1
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1
7

1
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1
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2
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2
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2
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2
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2
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2
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2
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Date 16 Sept 
– 15 Oct
2023
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1
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Website 

Copies of the 
proposed 
plan at Civic 
Centre

Additional Activities: 

Copies of the 
proposed 
plan at 
Blackwood 
Library and 
Mitcham 
Library

Information to 
the Media

Social Media 
– Twitter and
Facebook

My Local 
Services App 
- Spotlight

Enews (email 
notification)

Disability 
Register

Internal Communication – during consultation period 

Briefing 

Intranet 
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Draft Text 

Create draft text for all forms of media as listed in your plan 

Media: Advertisement 

Location
: 

Advertiser 

Date: 15th Sept 2023 

Deadline
: 

File 
Number: 

Text: HAVE YOUR SAY 

Proposed Mortlock Park developments (all projects) 

Notice is hereby given that the City of Mitcham proposes pursuant to Section 197 of 
the Local Government Act 1999, to consult on the proposed project at Mortlock 
Park, Colonel Light Gardens. 

You are invited to provide feedback by completing the online survey at 
yoursay.mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au/MortlockParkProjects between September 16th 
2023 until 5pm October 15th 2023. 
For further information call 8372 8888 or email yoursay@mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au 

Media: Website/YourSay 

Location: 

Date: 16th Sept 2023 – 15th Oct 2023 

Deadline: 
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Text: We are inviting the community to provide feedback on proposed projects at Mortlock 
Park, Colonel Light Gardens.  

1. Thank you for taking the time to provide your feedback and input on the Mortlock
Park Project plans, City of Mitcham .

For the completion of the survey, each submission must include your name and
residential address. Council will consider all submissions received by the due
date, however any submissions received that do not provide this information may
not be included in the consultation process.

At the end of the consultation period, submissions will be collated, and a summary
of findings and amendments will be presented in a Council Agenda. Please
indicate if you would like your name and residential address withheld from
publication, however these details may potentially be accessible under the
Freedom of Information Act 1999.*

• I agree to have my submission, including my name, residential address
and email published.

• I agree to have my submission published and request that my name,
residential address and email be withheld from publication.

• I do not agree to have my submission published, however am happy to
have my submission reviewed by Council to inform the preparation of a
summary report.

2. Full Name*

3. Address*

4. Suburb*

Visitation of City of Mitcham 

5. How frequently do you visit City of Mitcham?

• Daily
• Weekly
• Occasionally
• Other (please specify)

6. What is the main reason for you visiting Mortlock Park?
• Open space
• Heritage
• Sporting facilities
• BBQ and picnic facilities
• Walk through
• Other (please specify)
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7. What is your main connection with Mortlock Park?
• I am a nearby resident
• I live in the Mitcham hills area
• I live in the Mitcham plains area
• Other (please specify)

Mortlock Park Project Plans 
Here I will develop a series of surveys for each of the key projects. 

Participants will be able to answer all options or just those components that interest 
them.  

The sections will include: 

• Gil Langley designs
• Lighting options
• Fencing options
• Community Halls
• Master Plan
• Leases and Licenses
• Community Halls
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Media: Copies of the proposed plan at Civic Centre 

Location: Civic Centre 

Date: 16th Sept 2023 – 15th Oct 2023 

Deadline: 

File Number: 

Text: 

Media: Copies of the proposed plan at Blackwood and Mitcham Libraries 

Location: Blackwood and Mitcham Libraries 

Date: 16th Sept 2023 – 15th Oct 2023 

Deadline: 

File Number: 

Text: 

Media: Information to the Media 

Location: 

Date: 16th Sept 2023 

Deadline: 

File Number: 
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Text: Have your Say on the DRAFT Proposals and Future Use of Mortlock Park 

The City of Mitcham is inviting the community to provide feedback on the following proposals 
for Mortlock Park at Colonel Light Gardens:

• Design options for Gil Langley Building Upgrade and/or extension, Batting Tunnels and
Storage

• Baseball Infrastructure Upgrade
• Oval Lighting Upgrade
• Proposed 10 year Lease/Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Football Club and Goodwood

Baseball Club
• Proposed 10 year Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Primary School and St Therese

Primary School
• Potential demolition of the existing Guides Hall and future use of the former Scouts Hall

The Gil Langley Building Upgrade is partially funded by the Government of South 
Australia, representing the Minister for Recreation, Sport, and Racing. This funding 
aligns with the commitment made by the Member for Elder, Nadia Clancy MP, on 
behalf of the Malinauskas Government, during the state election campaign.

A series of documents have been prepared to illustrate the proposed development and use at 
Mortlock Park. 

Feedback is being sought to ensure the proposals reflect the core values of the community 
and delivers a clear vision for the important role community land plays in building a healthy, 
connected community.  

How the community can provide feedback: 
The community are invited to provide feedback by completing an online survey at 
yoursay.mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au/MortlockParkProjects by 5pm October 15th 2023.

Media Contacts 

Mayor
Service Leader Marketing and Engagement Julie Lamond 0411 861 004 

Media: Social Media – Twitter and Facebook 

Location: 

Date: 16th Sept 2023 – 15th Oct 2023 

Deadline: 

File Number: 
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Text: 
Do you use and enjoy community land in City of Mitcham? Have your Say on 
the DRAFT Proposals and Future Use of Mortlock Park. The City of Mitcham 
is inviting the community to provide feedback on draft proposals for Mortlock 
Park at Colonel Light Gardens: Have your say by 5pm October 15th 2023, at 
yoursay.mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au/MortlockParkProjects 

Media: My Local Services App - Spotlight 

Location: 

Date: 16th Sept 2023 – 15th Oct 2023 

Deadline: 

File Number: 

Text: Have Your Say! 

The City of Mitcham is inviting the community to provide feedback on draft proposals 
for Mortlock Park at Colonel Light Gardens: Have your say by 5pm October 15th 
2023, at 
yoursay.mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au/MortlockParkProjects 

Media: Enews (email notification) 

Location: 

Date: 16th Sept 2023 – 15th Oct 2023 

Deadline: 

File Number: 
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Text: Subject Line: Have your Say on the DRAFT Proposals and Future Use of 
Mortlock Park 

Header: Feedback sought on the draft Mortlock Park Project plans 

Do you use and enjoy community land in Colonel Light Gardens? TThe City of Mitcham is 
inviting the community to provide feedback on the following proposals for Mortlock Park at Colonel 
Light Gardens:

Have your say by 5pm October 15th 2023, at 
yoursay.mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au/MortlockParkProjects 

Media: Disability Register 

Location: 

Date: 16th Sept 2023 

Deadline: 

File Number: 

• Design options for Gil Langley Building Upgrade and/or extension, Batting Tunnels and
Storage

• Baseball Infrastructure Upgrade
• Oval Lighting Upgrade
• Proposed 10 year Lease/Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Football Club and Goodwood

Baseball Club
• Proposed 10 year Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Primary School and St Therese

Primary School
• Potential demolition of the existing Guides Hall and future use of the former Scouts Hall

The Gil Langley Building Upgrade is partially funded by the Government of South 
Australia, representing the Minister for Recreation, Sport, and Racing. This funding 
aligns with the commitment made by the Member for Elder, Nadia Clancy MP, on 
behalf of the Malinauskas Government, during the state election campaign.
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Text: Have your Say on the DRAFT Proposals and Future Use of Mortlock Park 

The City of Mitcham is inviting the community to provide feedback on the following proposals 
for Mortlock Park at Colonel Light Gardens:

• Design options for Gil Langley Building Upgrade and/or extension, Batting Tunnels and
Storage

• Baseball Infrastructure Upgrade
• Oval Lighting Upgrade
• Proposed 10 year Lease/Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Football Club and Goodwood

Baseball Club
• Proposed 10 year Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Primary School and St Therese

Primary School
• Potential demolition of the existing Guides Hall and future use of the former Scouts Hall

The Gil Langley Building Upgrade is partially funded by the Government of South 
Australia, representing the Minister for Recreation, Sport, and Racing. This funding 
aligns with the commitment made by the Member for Elder, Nadia Clancy MP, on 
behalf of the Malinauskas Government, during the state election campaign.

A series of documents have been prepared to illustrate the proposed development and use at 
Mortlock Park. 

Feedback is being sought to ensure the proposals reflect the core values of the community 
and delivers a clear vision for the important role community land plays in building a healthy, 
connected community.  

How the community can provide feedback: 
The community are invited to provide feedback by completing an online survey at 
yoursay.mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au/MortlockParkProjects by 5pm October 15th 2023.

Media Contacts 

Mayor  
Service Leader Marketing and Engagement Julie Lamond 0411 861 004 
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Media: Briefing 

Location: 

Date: 15th Sept 2023 

Deadline: 

File Number: 

Text: Have your Say on the DRAFT Proposals and Future Use of Mortlock Park 

The City of Mitcham is inviting the community to provide feedback on the 
following proposals for Mortlock Park at Colonel Light Gardens:

• Design options for Gil Langley Building Upgrade and/or extension,
• Batting Tunnels and Storage
• Baseball Infrastructure Upgrade
• Oval Lighting Upgrade
• Proposed 10 year Lease/Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Football Club and Goodwood

Baseball Club
• Proposed 10 year Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Primary School and St Therese

Primary School
• Potential demolition of the existing Guides Hall and future use of the former Scouts Hall

A series of documents have been prepared to illustrate the proposed 
development and use at Mortlock Park. 

Feedback is being sought to ensure the proposals reflect the core values of 
the community and delivers a clear vision for the important role community 
land plays in building a healthy, connected community.  

How the community can provide feedback: 
The community are invited to provide feedback by completing an online 
survey at yoursay.mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au/MortlockParkProjects by 5pm 
October 15th 2023.

Staff contacts: 

• Hayley Ashworth, Project Manager
hashworth@mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au

• Anneke Polkamp, Project Manager
apolkamp@mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au or 0448 105 091
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The Advisory Group will be considering proposals from 4 perspectives...

1. The community they represent (Sport, Education, Resident Group, General Community)
2. The Heritage advice
3. The minimum standards for modern sport
4. Risk and safety
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Calling all community members of Colonel Light Gardens! 

Your voice matters, and we want to hear it. Join our upcoming Advisory group as we delve into 
crucial discussions surrounding our community's heritage, community land, and development 
proposals. As a State Heritage Area, preserving our rich cultural identity is of utmost importance. By 
participating, you'll have the opportunity to contribute your unique perspectives, skills, and 
experiences to shape the future developments at Mortlock Park. We're seeking individuals who are 
passionate about heritage preservation, have a deep connection to our area, and are dedicated to 
exploring sympathetic development options. Together, we can strike a balance that honours our 
past while allowing for modern liveability solutions. 

It is proposed that this group includes the following as a minimum: 

1 x CLG Football Club Rep (invitation sent to President) 

1 x Goodwood Baseball Club Rep (invitation sent to President) 

1 x St Therese Primary School Rep (invitation sent to Principal) 

1 x CLG Primary School Rep (invitation sent to Principal) 

1 x CLG Residents Association Rep (invitation sent via email) 

2 x Independent Community Members (randomly invited to apply) 

It is intended that to select the two independent community members invitations will be distributed 
to nearby residents through a letterbox drop and/or email distribution to randomly selected 
households. 

They will not be able to be affiliated with the Goodwood Baseball Club, CLG Football Club, CLG 
Primary School, St Therese Primary School or the CLG Residents Association. Upon receiving an 
invitation, community members can express their interest in participating. 

Don't miss this chance to make a difference! Sign up today and let your voice be heard. 

Are you interested in participating in an Advisory group to discuss heritage, community land, and 
development proposals? 

1. What is your connection to the Colonel Light Gardens community and its heritage?

2. Are you affiliated with, or a member of, the Goodwood Baseball Club, CLG Football Club, CLG
Primary School, St Therese Primary School or the CLG Residents Association?

3. How important is preserving our community's heritage to you?

4. What skills, experiences, or perspectives do you bring that would contribute to the Advisory
group discussions?

5. Are you willing to dedicate time and effort to actively participate in the Advisory Group
sessions (five sessions over a 5 week period starting 20th September)?

6. How do you envision the ideal balance between development and heritage preservation in
our community?
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7. Can you commit to maintaining confidentiality and respecting the privacy of fellow Advisory
group members during discussions?

8. Can you commit to respecting the differing views that fellow Advisory group members may
hold during discussions?

9. What do you hope to achieve or contribute by participating in this Advisory group?

10. Is there any additional information or perspective you would like us to consider when
evaluating your suitability for the Advisory group?
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TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR MORTLOCK PARK PROJECT 
ADVISORY GROUP (MPPAC)

TERMS OF REFERENCE — (MORTLOCK PARK PROJECT ADVISORY GROUP) 

1. NAME

1.1. The name of the working group shall be the Mortlock Park Project Advisory 
Group (MPPAG) 

2. AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

The strategic focus for the Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group is aligned to: 

Goal 1 - Accessible, Healthy & Connected Community 

Theme 1.2 Health & Wellbeing 
We build capacity for people to be active, healthy, and connected and provide inclusive and 
safe environments for all. 

Theme 1.3 Services & Facilities 
We provide convenient access to a diverse range of information, services, activities and 
facilities for our community. 

Goal 3 - Dynamic & Prosperous Places 

Theme 3.1 Placemaking 
We have a spatial vision that guides the development of integrated, attractive and vibrant 
precincts that support diverse land uses and housing choice. 

Goal 4 - Excellence in Leadership 

Theme 4.1 Good Governance 
We are transparent and accountable, make informed decisions, demonstrate integrity and 
empower our community to have a voice and participate in a meaningful way. 

The purpose of the MPPAG is as follows: 

2.1. To assist the Council balance the rich heritage of Colonel Light 
Gardens with upgraded facilities to enhance social connections and promote
health and wellbeing in the community.

2.2. To provide feedback to Council – regarding proposals for Mortlock Park. 

2.3. To review and comment on the proposals from a community use and heritage
perspective.
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TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR MORTLOCK PARK PROJECT 
ADVISORY GROUP (MPPAC)

3. MEMBERSHIP

The Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group will comprise a maximum of seven (7) 
members consisting of the following:


3.1. City of Mitcham Communications and/or Community Engagement staff.


3.2. Community Members shall comprise two (2) suitably experienced persons.


3.2.1. Preferred membership directly nominated from Colonel Light Gardens. 
Criteria for the selection will be based on the individual’s interest, experience 
and/or qualifications in issues pertaining to the Mortlock Park Project 
Advisory Group (please see ADVISORY GROUP - MORTLOCK PARK 
PROJECT RECRUITMENT OVERVIEW)


3.2.2. Final selection for serving on the Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group 
will be determined by Administration.

3.3. Sporting representatives shall comprise of (2) suitably qualified persons.


3.4. Educational representatives shall comprise of (2) suitably qualified persons.


3.5. Resident Group representative shall comprise of (1) suitably qualified persons.


3.6. Term of Membership. 

3.6.1. The term of membership will commence on 20 September 2023 and conclude after a 
final decision at Council. 

The Community Engagement Officer will be the Presiding Member. 

4. MEETINGS

4.1. The Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group shall convene a minimum of five 
meetings.


4.2. A quorum for any meeting of the Heritage Standards for the Public Realm 
Working Group shall be no less than one City of Mitcham council staff and 
half of the number of community members/expert advisors appointed.


4.2.1. All members of the Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group shall have one 
vote. A simple majority will prevail.


4.2.2. The Community Engagement Officer will preside at all meetings and is 
responsible for the proper conduct of the meetings.


Attachment J

Attachment Page 30 of 32
Page 388 of 468



TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR MORTLOCK PARK PROJECT 
ADVISORY GROUP (MPPAC)

5. AGENDAS

5.1. The Agenda for each meeting will be co-created at initial meetings between 
members of the Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group.


5.2. 




5.3. 




5.4. The meetings of the Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group cannot call for 
reports outside of the Terms of Reference.


6. MINUTES

6.1. 



7. INSURANCES

7.1. 




8. MANAGEMENT

8.1. The Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group has no delegated powers 
or authority to:


8.1.1. Represent the City of Mitcham.


8.1.2. Implement Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group recommendations without 
approval of the Council.


8.1.3. Commit Council to the expenditure of funds.


8.2. Mortlock Park Project Advisory Group minutes and recommendations will 
be submitted to the Council for approval with officer comment.


8.3. 
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TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR MORTLOCK PARK PROJECT 
ADVISORY GROUP (MPPAC)

Project Advisory Group without lodging an apology his/her appointment 
shall be automatically terminated unless leave of absence has been 
granted.


9.2. The appointment for all members will expire once a final report is presented and 
accepted by Council. 

9. TENURE OF APPOINTMENT

9.1. If a member fails to attend two consecutive meetings of the Mortlock Park 

MPPAC members should also be aware that they are participating in a workplace 
environment and all other policies of City of Mitcham such as workplace health
and safety, and appropriate behaviour in the workplace, apply. Where staff direct 
members to follow policy requirements that direction shall be followed.
MPPAC members are expected to return materials containing privileged or 
confidential information at the time of cessation of the MPPAC
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To find out more drop in at:
• Mortlock Park on Monday 23 October at the Gil Langley Building from 6pm to 8pm.
• Sunday 29 October at the former Scout Hall from 10am to 12noon.
Have your say by 5pm Sunday 19 November 2023 by completing an online survey at yoursay.mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au/MortlockParkProjects
or scan the QR Code.

OPTION 1

Proposals
• Gil Langley building upgrade, batting tunnels and storage.
• Upgrade to the baseball infrastructure.
• Oval lighting upgrade.
• Proposed 10 year Lease/Licence to Colonel Light Gardens Football and Goodwood

Baseball Clubs.
• Proposed 10 year Licence to Colonel Light Gardens and St Therese Primary Schools.
• Demolition of the Guides hall and future use of the former Scouts hall.

The City of Mitcham is inviting the 
community to provide feedback 
on proposals for Mortlock Park at 
Colonel Light Gardens.

MORTLOCK PARK PROJECT

6

6

6

3

3

2

2

1

1

Proposed 10-year Leases/
Licences
Goodwood Baseball Club, Colonel Light 
Gardens Football Club, St Therese Primary 
School and Colonel Light Gardens Primary 
School all use Mortlock Park at various times. 
Council is seeking feedback on a potential 
10-year Lease/Licence to the two sporting
clubs for their proposed use of the grassed
recreation spaces and Gil Langley Building and
a 10 year licence to the two Schools for their
proposed use of the grassed recreation spaces.

4

4

5
5

4 & 5.	 Baseball Fencing 
Upgrade
Following a review of a Baseball Risk Audit 
undertaken in 2015 an upgrade to existing 
baseball fencing/netting is being proposed. 
The new design proposes the backstop fence 
(#4) is increased from 9m to 10m. The “home 
run” or “outfield” fencing (#5) is currently 
between 1.25 metres to 1.9 metres in height 
and it is recommended that this is increased 
to 2.4m. 

1. Potential Demolition of
the Guides Hall
Within the Master Concept Plan for 
Mortlock Park the Guides hall is proposed 
to be demolished. Council is seeking the 
community’s view on the potential demolition 
of the building and feedback on the use of this 
portion of land and its future development for 
open green space to be used by the general 
community.

6. Gil Langley Building
Upgrade
The current Gil Langley Building, which 
is around four decades old, requires 
refurbishment. The existing facility is in a 
state of disrepair, lacks storage space and 
does not meet AFL Facility Guidelines. Two 
(2) proposed designs for the building and
batting tunnels have been developed. Option
1 includes refurbishment of the existing
building, new storage shed, balcony extension
and realignment of the batting tunnels while
Option 2 also includes an additional two
changerooms.

3. Oval Lighting Upgrade
The oval lighting assets are 30 years old and 
currently at their end of life. It is proposed 
that the existing oval lights be upgraded to 
LED to assist with increased energy efficiency, 
reduce light spill and be in line with relevant 
standards. Two designs that demonstrate 
the minimum required 100 LUX light spread 
across the Oval, at two different heights of 
poles including 6 x 18m Poles and 6 x 15m 
Poles have been developed and are being 
consulted on.

2. Use of the
Former Scouts Hall
Scouts SA no longer hold a lease for the former 
Scouts hall and as such, Council is seeking the 
community’s views on the long-term use of 
this building. 

represents light poles

OPTION 2
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LEASE/LICENCE CONSULTATION 
Colonel Light Gardens Football Club / Goodwood Baseball Club / St 
Therese Primary School / Colonel Light Gardens Primary School 
10 Year Lease/Licence Agreement 
Mortlock Park, Colonel Light Gardens 

The Colonel Light Gardens Football Club has a lease, which is currently in holdover, for 
the Gil Langley building at Mortlock Park, and a licence, also in holdover, for the 
grassed spaces of the park. The Goodwood Baseball Club has a current lease for the 
Gil Langley building and a licence for the grassed spaces, the practice nets and open 
space located between the two car parks in the south-eastern corner of the park. 

Colonel Light Primary School and St Therese Primary School have also been using 
Mortlock Park grassed spaces and playground for a number of years and are looking 
to continue their use. 

The Clubs and schools are seeking new lease and licence agreements with the City of 
Mitcham for a period of 10 years. 

The process for granting a longer-term lease/licence (period exceeding 5 years) is set 
out in the Local Government Act 1999 (the Act). 

Under the Act Council is required to formally undertake community consultation for a 
lease or licence over community land when the term is greater than 5 years (including 
any rights to renew). 

Following the community consultation, feedback from the consultation process will be 
presented to Council for their consideration and prior to deciding on whether to 
execute a lease and licence for a period of 10 years. 

Council is proposing to issue a 10-year lease to Goodwood Baseball Club/Colonel 
Light Gardens Football Club for exclusive use of the Gil Langley building located within 
Mortlock Park, Colonel Light Gardens. Both Clubs and the two schools are also seeking 
a 10-year licence for the grassed areas for use during specified times, with the schools 
also seeking use of the playground during their recess and lunch times. Noting that 
these areas will also be available for public use.  

*Should an extension to the building be approved for construction at the site, the
footprint of the leased area would be amended to reflect any approved building.

PROJECT INFORMATION 

PROCESS FOR GRANTING A LONG-TERM LEASE/LICENCE 
 

OVERVIEW OF THE LEASE TERMS 
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Council is proposing to issue a 10-year licence to the Colonel Light Gardens Football 
Club for non-exclusive use of the grassed spaces of Mortlock Park. 

The Colonel Light Gardens Football Club are proposing no change to their existing 
hours and therefore their licence hours are proposed as follows:  

Football Pre-Season: 
Please note the Pre-season hours are subject to the following: 
*Should the Goodwood Baseball Club reduce or cease use of the grassed
recreation spaces prior to 31 March, the Football Club may use the grassed space
West during the Baseball Clubs licenced hours (ensuring no concurrent use of the
grassed recreation spaces and no increase in the hours of use for formal
recreation). This use is to be negotiated between the Clubs
**The Football Club may play one trial match on a Saturday or Sunday during pre-

OVERVIEW OF THE LEASE/LICENCE TERMS 

PROPOSED LEASE/LICENCE PLAN 
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season subject to the Baseball Club's approval and confirmation that the Baseball 
Club is not using either grassed space at that time, resulting in no increase in use. 
1 February to 29 February * 
Grassed Space North-West & South-West Monday 4pm to 8pm 
1 March to 31 March* 
Grassed Space North-West & South-West Monday and Wednesday 4pm to 8pm 
Grassed Space North-West & South-West Saturday and Sunday**  

Football Season: 
1 April to 30 September 
Grassed Space North-West & South-West Tuesday to Friday 4pm to 8pm 
Grassed Space East, North-West & South-
West 

Saturday 9:30am to 5:00pm 
Sunday 8:30am to 4:30pm 

The Goodwood Baseball Club are proposing a change in their hours as follows with 
changes shown highlighted in italics: 

Baseball Pre-Season: 
1 August to 30 September 
Please note the Pre-season hours are subject to the following: 
*Should the Colonel Light Gardens Football Club reduce or cease use of the grassed
recreation spaces between 1 August to 30 September, the Baseball Club may use the
grassed space during the Football Clubs licenced hours (ensuring no concurrent use of the
grassed spaces and no increase in the hours of use for formal recreation). This use is to be
negotiated between the Clubs
*Grassed Space South-West
*Grassed Space East
*Warm-Up Area

Wednesday and Friday 4pm to 8pm 
Sunday 8:30am to 4:30pm 

Baseball Season: 1 October to 31 March 
Grassed Space East Monday 5:30pm - 7:30pm (previously no use) 

Tuesday to Friday 4:30pm to 8:30pm 
Saturday 9:00am to 8:00pm (previously 7pm) 
Sunday 8:00am to 7:00pm (previously 8pm) 

Grassed Space South-West Tuesday/Thursday/Friday 4:30pm to 8:30pm 
Wednesday 5:30pm - 7:30pm (previously no 
use) 
Saturday 9:00am to 7:00pm 
Sunday 8:00am to 5:00pm 

Grassed Space North-West Tuesday and Thursday 4:30pm to 6:30pm 
Sunday 8:00am to 5:00pm 

Warm-Up Area Monday to Friday 4:30pm to 8:30pm 
Saturday 9:00am to 7:00pm 
Sunday 8:00am to 8:00pm 
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With the designated areas outlined on the proposed licences the following areas 
along with all other non-licenced areas (including playground). within Mortlock Park 
are available in the evening (after 5pm) for regular community use at the same time 
as the sporting club use *table has been corrected to reflect above usage hours: 

There are other grassed areas at Mortlock Park which are not licensed to any user 
groups and therefore these areas are available at all times for the community to use. 

While the hours above are based on the proposed licence hours, there will be 
instances when the Clubs may not be using these spaces due to away games etc. 
and therefore the community will have more access. It is proposed that a condition of 
their licence agreements is that both clubs publish their playing schedule on a notice 
board to advise the community when they may not be using the grassed areas. 

General Community Use: 1 April to 30 September 
Grassed Space East Monday – Friday, Saturday after 5pm 

and Sunday after 4:30pm (Occasional 
use by Baseball Club on Wednesday, 
Friday and Sunday during August – 
September only should the Football 
Club not be utilising any of the grassed 
spaces) 

Grassed Space South-West Monday, Saturday – Sunday (after 5pm) 

(Occasional use by Baseball Club on 
Wednesday, Friday and Sunday during 
August – September only should the 
Football Club not be utilising any of the 
grassed spaces) 

Grassed Space North - West Monday, Saturday – Sunday (after 5pm) 
General Community Use: 1 October to 31 March 
Grassed Space East Not available on Mondays 
Grassed Space South-West Mondays

Sunday (after 5pm) 
(Occasional use by Football Club on 
Monday and Wednesday evenings and 
one match on a Saturday/Sunday 
during February and March only should 
the Baseball Club not be utilising any of 
the grassed spaces) 

Grassed Space North-West Monday, Wednesday, Friday & 
Saturday, Tuesday & Thursday (after 
6:30pm), Sunday (after 5pm) 

(Occasional use by Football Club on 
Monday and Wednesday evenings and 
one match on a Saturday/Sunday 
during February and March only should 
the Baseball Club not be utilising any of 
the grassed spaces) 
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School Use 
 
The Schools are seeking a continued licence for use of the grassed areas and 
playground during school hours for their students, noting that these areas will still be 
available for public use.  
 
All proposed use by schools is for within school hours (8:30am - 3:30pm).   
CLG Primary School are requesting use every day of the week during the school year 
for recess, lunch and physical education lessons.  
 
St Therese Primary are seeking to utilise Mortlock Park during their lunch break each 
day and only Tuesday and Thursdays for Physical Education lessons. St Therese Primary 
School have also requested occasional use for after school sports between 3:30pm - 
4:00pm which will be dependent on season and team requirements. 
 
Each school will share the use of the oval adjacent to their school and will pay an 
annual fee. The schools have also requested use of the reserve for their annual sports 
day.  
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Existing Gil Langley Building 
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Existing Gil Langley Building 

Ground Floor 
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Do you live near 
Mortlock Park? 
We will soon be seeking feedback from 
the community on proposals for Mortlock 
Park. There is also an opportunity for two 
local community members to volunteer 
and join the Mortlock Park Projects 
Advisory Group.

Get involved  
and contribute!
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In addition to a community survey, Council intends to  
establish an Advisory Group. This forum will include two 
volunteers from the local community, to provide a community 
perspective on key proposals for Mortlock Park. 

Follow the link below to apply for a place on the Advisory Group:

yoursay.mitchamcouncil.sa.gov.au/mortlockparkprojects

SAVE THIS FLYER as the community survey can be assessed using 
the same link in early October. If you require a hard copy of the 
survey, or more information, please contact us on 1300 133 466.

We believe that working together will strengthen decision 
making and enhance the interaction between Council and 
the community.
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Goodwood Baseball Club 
Change in Licence Hours 
between 2015 – 2023 

Noting the following pages do not include warm up area or batting tunnels 

Attachment P

Attachment Page 1 of 7
Page 414 of 468



Licence Hours between October 2015 – March 2016 
 

 October 2015/March 2016 
South West North West East 

MONDAY 4pm - 8pm Nil. 4pm - 8pm 
TUESDAY 4pm - 8:30pm Nil. 4pm - 8:30pm 

WEDNESDAY 4pm - 8pm Nil. 4pm - 8pm 
THURSDAY 4pm - 8pm Nil. 4pm - 8pm 

FRIDAY 4pm - 8pm Nil. 4pm - 8pm 
SATURDAY 9am - 7pm Nil. 9am - 7pm 

SUNDAY 9am - 7pm Nil. 9am - 7pm 
Total Hours per 
area per week 40.5 0 40.5 

 Total per week = 81hrs 
North West always available 

 
Licence Area (15/16) included in Licence Agreement 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Background 
The Club held a licence for the use of Mortlock Park for ‘the playing and training for baseball’ for the period 2000 to 
2005, with a further period of extension of five years (‘the Licence’). Since the expiry of the Licence in 2010, the Club 
has continued in occupation pursuant to clause 5.10 of the original Licence: 

“5.10 Holding Over 
5.10.1 If the Licensee continues to occupy the Premises after the expiry of the term or after the Licence is 
terminated then the Licensee will occupy on a monthly basis on the terms and conditions contained in this Licence. 
5.10.2 Either party my give the other one (1) month’s notice to terminate the Licence.” 
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Licence Hours between October 2016 – March 2017 

October 2016/March 2017 
South West North West East 

MONDAY Nil. Nil. Nil. 
TUESDAY 4pm - 8:30pm 4pm - 8:30pm 4pm - 8:30pm 

WEDNESDAY Nil Nil 
Oct - Jan 4pm - 

8:30pm 
THURSDAY 4pm - 8:30pm 4pm - 8:30pm 4pm - 8:30pm 

FRIDAY 4pm - 8:30pm 4pm - 8:30pm 4pm - 8:30pm 
SATURDAY 9am - 7pm 9am - 7pm 9am - 7pm 

SUNDAY 9am - 7pm 9am - 7pm 9am - 7pm 
Total Hours per 
area per week 33.5 33.5 33.5 

Total per week = 100.5hrs plus 4.5 Oct - Jan 
West available on Monday and Wednesdays 

Entire Space available on Mondays 

*hours in red subject to Football Club not using Mortlock Park

Licence Area (16/17) included in Licence Agreement 

Background 

Link to Council Decision and Minutes: 23 August 2016. CLICK HERE 

Attachment P

Attachment Page 3 of 7
Page 416 of 468

https://mitcham.civicclerk.com.au/web/Player.aspx?id=142&key=-1&mod=-1&mk=-1&nov=0


Licence Hours between October 2017 – March 2018 
 

 October 2017/March 2018 
South West North West East 

MONDAY Nil. Nil. Nil. 
TUESDAY 4pm - 8:30pm 4pm - 8:30pm 4pm - 8:30pm 

 
WEDNESDAY 

 
Nil. 

 
Nil 

Aug - Sept & Feb 4pm - 8pm 
Oct - Jan 4pm - 8:30pm 

THURSDAY 4pm - 8:30pm 4pm - 8:30pm 4pm - 8:30pm 
FRIDAY 4pm - 8:30pm 4pm - 8:30pm 4pm - 8:30pm 

SATURDAY 9am - 7pm 9am - 7pm 9am - 7pm 
SUNDAY 9am - 7pm 9am - 7pm 9am - 7pm 

Total Hours per 
area per week 33.5 33.5 33.5 

 Total = 100.5hrs plus 4hrs Sept - Feb & 4.5hrs Oct - Jan 
West available on Monday and Wednesdays 

Entire Space available on Mondays 

 

*hours in red subject to Football Club not using Mortlock Park 

Licence Area (16/18) included in Licence Agreement 

 
   

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Background 

Link to Council Decision and Minutes – 11 July 2017: CLICK HERE 
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Licence Hours between October 2018 – March 2028 (revoked) 

 

*hours in red subject to Football Club not using Mortlock Park 

Licence Area (18/28) included in Licence Agreement 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Background 

Link to Council Decision and Minutes - 11 September 2018: CLICK HERE 

Resolution states: “The formal use under the lease / licence not exceed the current 
arrangements and authority be delegated to staff to negotiate the exact times, noting that 
the Goodwood Baseball Club licensed use of the Grassed Recreation Space North West be 
reduced by 22 hours per week to provide the broader community with increased times of 
use.”

 Oct 2018/March 2028 (revoked) 
South West North West East 

MONDAY Nil. Nil. Nil. 
TUESDAY 4:30pm - 8:30pm 4:30pm - 6:30pm 4:30pm - 8:30pm 

 
WEDNESDAY 

 
Aug - Sept 4pm -8pm 

 
Nil. 

4:30pm - 8:30pm 
Aug - Sept 4pm - 8pm 

THURSDAY 4:30pm - 8:30pm 4:30pm - 6:30pm 4:30pm - 8:30pm 
FRIDAY 4:30pm - 8:30pm Nil. 4:30pm - 8:30pm 

SATURDAY 9am - 7pm Nil. 9am - 7pm 
 

SUNDAY 
8am - 5pm 

Aug - Sept 8:30am 
4:30pm 

 
 

8am - 5pm 

8am - 8pm 
Aug - Sept 8:30am 4:30pm 

Total Hours per 
area per week 31 13 38 

  
Total = 82 hours plus 16hrs Aug - Sept 

West Available on Mondays and Wednesday except Aug – Sept 
North West available Friday and Saturdays 

Entire space available on Mondays 
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Licence Hours between October 2020 – March 2026 (Current) 
 

 October 2020/March 2026 
South West North West East 

MONDAY Nil.  Nil. Nil. 
TUESDAY 4:30pm - 8:30pm 4:30pm - 6:30pm 4:30pm - 8:30pm 

 
WEDNESDAY 

 
   Aug - Sept 4pm -8pm 

 
Nil. 

4:30pm - 8:30pm 
Aug - Sept 4pm - 8pm 

THURSDAY 4:30pm - 8:30pm 4:30pm - 6:30pm 4:30pm - 8:30pm 
FRIDAY 4:30pm - 8:30pm  Nil. 4:30pm - 8:30pm 

SATURDAY 9am - 7pm  Nil. 9am - 7pm 
 

SUNDAY 
8am - 5pm  

 Aug - Sept 8:30am 
4:30pm 

  
8am - 5pm 

8am - 7pm  
Aug - Sept 8:30am 4:30pm 

Total Hours 
per 
area per 
week 

31 
 

13 38 

 Total = 82 hours plus 16hrs Aug - Sept 

West Available on Mondays and Wednesday except Aug – Sept 
North West available Friday and Saturdays 

Entire Space available on Mondays 
 

*hours in red subject to Football Club not using Mortlock Park 
 

Licence Area (18/28) included in Licence Agreement 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Background 

Link to Council Decision and Minutes  -  11  February  2020:  CLICK HERE 
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Attachment T 
 

Licence Hours Proposed (As per community consultation) 
 

 Proposed 
South West North West East 

MONDAY Nil. Nil. 5:30pm - 7:30pm 
TUESDAY 4:30pm - 8:30pm 4:30pm - 6:30pm 4:30pm - 8:30pm 

 
WEDNESDAY 

5:30pm - 7:30pm  
Aug - Sept 4pm - 8pm 

 
Nil. 

4:30pm - 8:30pm  
Aug - Sept 4pm -8pm 

THURSDAY 4:30pm - 8:30pm 4:30pm - 6:30pm 4:30pm - 8:30pm 
FRIDAY 4:30pm - 8:30pm Nil. 4:30pm - 8:30pm 

SATURDAY 9am - 7pm Nil. 9am - 8pm 
 

SUNDAY 
8am - 5pm  

Aug - Sept 8:30am 4:30pm 
 

8am - 5pm 
8am - 7pm 

Aug - Sept 8:30am - 4:30pm 

Total Hours per 
area per week 33 13 40 

  
Total = 86 hours plus 16hrs Aug - Sept 

South West Available on Mondays 
North West available Monday, Wednesday, Friday and Saturday 

*hours in red subject to Football Club not using Mortlock Park 
 

Licence Area (18/28) included in Licence Agreement 
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Memorandum of Heritage Advice  

Mortlock Park – Heritage Constraints and Opportunities 
Project no. 38850  17 October 2023 

Background and purpose 

Biosis was engaged by the City of Mitcham to identify heritage opportunities and constraints to inform 

proposed changes to Mortlock Park and manage change in a way that retains the place’s heritage 

significance and the significance of Colonel Light Gardens (CLG) more broadly. This memorandum is a 

desktop study and sets out those opportunities and constraints.  

Limitations 

Although a Biosis author has visited CLG, no specific inspection was undertaken to inform this 

memorandum which is a desktop assessment. Advice has been developed following discussions with 

the client and provision of photos, plans and information provided by the City of Mitcham. 

Proposed changes 

The proposed changes (or considerations for change) to Mortlock Park are intended to improve the safety, 

functionality, accessibility and usability of the Park and include:  

• Replacing existing oval lighting.

• Alterations and additions to the Gil Langley Building.

• Future use of Scout Hall.

• Demolition of Guide Hall.

• Implementation of Concept Master Plan.

• Cutting back or removal of hedge near the BMX Track to improve passive surveillance.

• Upgrading of the baseball field by replacing the fence and other works identified in the Baseball Risk

Audit.

• New Electronic Scoreboard on site as well as two permanent coaches’ boxes.

Description of the site and its features 

Mortlock Park—formally Mortlock Park Reserve—is a public open space of approximately 6.3 hectares (ha) 

located in the suburb of Colonel Light Gardens, South Australia and lies approximately four kilometres 

south of Adelaide CBD. The site is bounded on its western, southern and eastern boundaries by West 

Parkway, Sturt Avenue and Freeling Crescent respectively, it is broadly rectangular save for its northern 

boundary. Its northern boundary is the double-curve former roadway of Windsor Avenue. Windsor Avenue 

in this location is no longer a vehicular thoroughfare but remains the boundary between the Park and the 

Colonel Light Gardens Primary School. This section of Windsor Avenue is now formed of two culs-de-sac 

accessed from West Parkway at the west and Freeling Crescent at the east. Another school is nearby—St 

Therese School to the south-west of the Park.   
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The Park is one of the principal open spaces in the suburb—the others being Reade Park, Light Place 

Reserve, Kent Road Reserve, and the open spaces at Ludgate Circus and Doncaster Avenue. Certain 

thoroughfares within the suburb have parkway-like landscapes such as the boulevard on East Parkway.   

The Park is used for passive and active recreation. Active recreation uses accommodate three sports in 

separate areas of the Park: an Australian Rules (aka AFL) football oval in the western half of the Park, 

baseball field in the eastern half of the Park, and a BMX track in the north-western section.  It is understood 

other sports including soccer, Ultimate—a non-contact team sport played with a flying disc (Frisbee)—and 

rugby are played informally in the Park from time to time. The site is highly permeable and used by cyclists, 

joggers and walkers. Also on the site, centred and Northerly is Mortlock Park Playground, a barbeque area, 

picnic tables, seating and other amenities.  

Most of the Park is simply turfed with perimeter hedge planting and rows of trees. The Windsor Avenue 

Section is more densely planted. The park has long sections of hedged [presumed species] Italian 

buckthorn Rhamnus alaternus—this species is an invasive weed in Mediterranean climates in Australia 

including in the Adelaide region. These hedges are reported to be very old (potentially original) plantings. 

Sections of hedge have been replanted with Melaleuca sp. (NB: The species is indeterminate from images 

available.) River Red Gums Eucalyptus camaldulensis have also recently been planted near the original street 

tree planting, adjacent to the baseball grounds and playground. 

The Park has four carparks: one entered off West Parkway in the former Windsor Avenue, one entered 

from Freeling Crescent at Windsor Avenue and two entered off Sturt Avenue. The Sturt Avenue carparks lie 

within the original boundary of the Park but some attempt has been made to soften their intrusion by the 

use, in part, of grass permeable paving (generically known as grasscrete). The Windsor Avenue carpark also 

lies within the original boundary of the Park. These carparks have significantly reduced the green space of 

the Park, altered the simplicity of the form of the Park and introduced visual intrusion.  

Six main structures are situated within the Park. They are: 

• Guide Hall 

• former Scout Hall 

• the Gil Langley Building 

• playground gazebo 

• public toilets, and 

• the south-western entrance and pergola. 

There are also lesser structures such as fenced enclosures and baseball dugouts. Due south of the BMX 

track is a semi-submerged concrete water tank, approximately 10 metres in diameter.  

The Guide Hall is a single-storey concrete masonry rectangular building painted khaki with a white metal 

roof. It had been proposed for demolition in the 2013 masterplan. Its date of construction is unknown. The 

building is used predominately for storage, as well as once a week by Guides (the lease is currently in hold 

over). 

The former Scout Hall is also a single-storey concrete masonry rectangular building with an extension to 

the west. The date of its construction is also unknown, but a pavilion (Figure 9) existed before on roughly 

the same footprint as the club house. Scouts no longer meet in the building, but it is casually hired by the 

Adelaide Akemusu Aikido Club. 

The Gil Langley building is a typical two-storey, brick sports club building of the late-Twentieth Century. It is 

named in honour of the Australian Test cricketer, Australian Rules football player and Australian Labor 
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Party politician. Player facilities, storage and a canteen occupy the ground floor with the first floor providing 

an event space, bar, kitchen and office/storage and a balcony. The entrance to the first floors functions 

space is currently via a south external stair that leads to a north-west balcony level. The building has an 

internal lift.   

The Windsor Avenue Section has a gazebo and public toilets. At the south-western corner of the Park is an 

entrance way that includes a pergola leading north-east into the Park.  

Lights surround the two playing fields. These lights are reported to be at the end of their service life. The 

parking areas of the Windsor Avenue Section have streetlights, however, no lighting is provided to the Sturt 

Avenue parking areas or Mortlock Playground. A safety screen surrounds that batting area of the baseball 

pitch and is the most notable fencing in Mortlock Park. Low chain-link wire fencing also exists around the 

perimeter of the baseball pitch and north-west end of the park. The parking areas and roads entering the 

site are fenced by timber bollards, if not otherwise protected by the hedging.  

Immediately adjacent to the Park on the northern side of the Windsor Avenue Section is Colonel Light 

Gardens Primary School—opened in 1926. The area to the east of the original primary school is the site of 

Mitcham Army Training Camp—a training ground for soldiers of World War I. A memorial exists just east of 

the school and adjacent to Freeling Crescent.  

History 

Aboriginal past 

It is generally accepted that people have inhabited the Australian landmass for at least 65,000 years.1 The 

date of earliest occupation of the continent by Aboriginal people is subject to continued revision as more 

research is undertaken. According to the City of Mitcham website, the Kaurna Aboriginal people are the 

Traditional Owners of the Adelaide Plains on which CLG is located. The Kaurna people know the plains as 

Tarndanya. 

A brief history of the City of Mitcham 

The first European people to settle in the region that was to become Mitcham were a group of sailors who 

jumped ship in 1837. After the Coromandel arrived in Holdfast Bay from London with over 150 English 

settlers earlier in the year, some of the sailors deserted with the intention to remain in South Australia. They 

founded a settlement at Coromandel Valley as a place of retreat, which straddles the boundary of modern-

day City of Mitcham and the City of Onkaparinga. Mitcham village was established in 1840, named after 

Mitcham, a village in Surrey, England. Its establishment near Brown Hill Creek was no doubt a purposeful 

decision.  

Also in 1840, the City of Adelaide (also known as the Corporation of the City of Adelaide) was incorporated 

as the first municipal authority in Australia. Thirteen years later, the next local government area formally 

founded in South Australia was the District Council of Mitcham on 10 May 1853. The Council land initially 

covered 108 square kilometres and was bounded by the Adelaide Park Lands to the north, Mount Barker 

Road to the east and the Sturt River formed the south and west boundary. Over time, borders changed and 

some of Mitcham Council area became parts of the Corporate Town of Unley and the new District Council of 

Stirling.  

Between the 1850s and 1880s, there was intensification of agricultural and horticultural areas, aided 

strongly by an improved road network. These networks facilitated residential suburban consolidation in 

 

1 (Clarkson et al. 2017) 
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Mitcham and other inner ring suburbs of Adelaide during the Federation period. During the Inter-war 

period, suburban development intensified and included the acquisition of large estates by private or 

government developers, schools and institutions. 

Colonel Light Gardens 

Unlike much of Mitcham, the land that became CLG remained largely undeveloped until the early twentieth 

century. The eastern section of CLG was a 300-acre farm owned by W T Mortlock known as ‘Grange Farm.’ In 

1915, the South Australian government acquired the farm with the intention to construct a ‘garden suburb’. 

World War I interrupted this plan and the site became a temporary military training camp known as the 

Mitcham Army Training Camp.  

In 1919, the South Australian parliament passed the Garden Suburb Act 1919 which provided for the 

‘planning, laying out, development of a garden suburb at Mitcham’. The Act provided for the appointment of 

a Garden Suburb Commissioner who would work in collaboration with the Government Town Planner to 

plan, lay out and develop the suburb in accordance with the second schedule of the Act.  

During this time, there was an increased pressure for more housing and greater initiative to provide house 

loans to lower income earners. Charles Compton Reade (4 May 1880 – 28 October 1933) was a town 

planner and strong advocate for the garden city movement. He largely introduced South Australia to the 

garden city movement.  

In 1917 when the development of the suburb was first proposed, it was known as Mitcham Garden Suburb, 

but it was not until 1921when its ultimate name was settled upon.  Mitcham Garden Suburb was the name 

on the preliminary plans and bird’s-eye view imagery shown at the first Australian Town Planning and 

Housing Conference and Exhibition, which was held in Adelaide in October 1917. Mitcham was dropped and 

the Act became the Garden Suburb Act in 1919 and the plan which was presented at the second schedule 

was titled “Garden Suburb Adelaide.”  

After commenting on various suggestions, Charles Reade proposed the name “Light Garden Suburb”, in 

memory of Colonel William Light (1786–1839) the Surveyor-General of South Australia who fixed the site of 

Adelaide designed its belt of parklands, a feature of town planning ahead of the times. After further 

deliberation with names like “William Light Garden Suburb” suggested, it was eventually settled in mid-1921, 

when it was officially named “Colonel Light Gardens” to honour the surveyor responsible for Adelaide’s town 

planning; Colonel William Light.  

The suburb was developed through the 1920s and was virtually complete by the end of the decade. In 1920, 

a separate Municipality of Colonel Light Gardens was formed, it existed until 1975 when the City of Mitcham 

took back control. The drawings of CLG by Reade were prepared in 1917, they illustrated a radically different 

layout from a typical suburb. The notable features of the plan were an abundant amount of space 

designated for parks, gardens and wide verges, with a curved road network, rather than an orthogonal grid. 

Keeping to garden city ideals, it would be a low-density and self-contained residential environment. Entry 

points to and new roads within the suburb connected with established roads and distinct areas were set 

aside for commercial, education, religious and recreational uses. No industrial areas were created.  

The parks which were created served a range of functions, some were highly function specific sporting 

groundings and others were small allotments scattered throughout the suburb. Wider roads (also abiding 

to garden city ideals) were also implemented, and as previously stated, the arteries of roads steered clear of 

the typical grid formation. Buildings were notably stepped back from the street to allowed garden plots 

which could be developed in front of houses. Reade’s plan was released in 1917, in 1919 the Garden Suburb 

Act (1919) was enacted, and allotment creation was fully underway by 1921. Transport was scarce and 

essential services and had only partially been completed, by 1923, barely a dozen houses had been erected. 

The following year, upgraded water and sewerage lines were being installed and better transport was also 
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present. Additional land was purchased on the western side of Goodwood Road, the suburb was extended. 

1924 also marked the creation of the Thousand Home Scheme in South Australia, an initiative aimed at 

addressing the housing shortage being experienced in the state at the time. The incorporation of this 

scheme stirred up clarity in Reade’s design intent. The revised plan, while respecting most of the principles 

of the garden city/suburb movement changed two things significantly, some of the garden areas were 

eliminated and the southern end was redesigned for a more standard allotment size. This resulted in a fairly 

uniform residential environment in the south and ideas of a strong socio-economic mix were abolished. 

Early 1924 still showed a lack of growth in the suburb due to a lack of private investment, but the scheme 

and government intervention brought financial help and people’s confidence in the garden suburb grew. At 

the design and aesthetic cost of parts of Reade’s scheme, by 1927 nearly all the blocks had been purchased 

and were occupied. 

Mortlock Park 

Located in the south-western corner of the suburb, Mortlock Park was designed to be the largest of the 

parks and social gathering spaces in Colonel Light Gardens. The Park takes its name from the family who 

owned Grange Farm.  

Reade’s 1921 plan provided for the oval but also for a large area to the west of the oval to be landscaped 

with curved paths and parkways, formal gardens and an ornamental lake. That area was eventually 

developed with the row of houses on the western side of West Parkway. Along Freeling Crescent in the area 

now used for baseball was provision for baths—including an associated building—and an area specified 

only as ‘reserve’.  

Besides a children’s playground in the Windsor Avenue Section, no specific sports uses were assigned to the 

Park. That the oval was envisaged to be used by cricket in the summer and football in the winter would be a 

fair assumption as both games are played in oval fields of roughly the same size. A building on the western 

edge of the oval was envisaged which could have looked over both the oval and the formal gardens. See 

Figure 1 below. 
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Figure 1 Extract from Reade’s Plan for Colonel Light Gardens, 1921. (Source: South Australian 

Government, Comfort, Convenience, Beauty: Colonel Light Gardens, a Model Garden 

Suburb, SA Government, Adelaide, 1921). 

 

The Thousand Homes Scheme resulted in a reduction of the open space Reade had planned. Walter Scott 

Griffiths was the Government Town Planner for South Australia from 1922 until his death in 1929. Griffiths 

redesigned elements of the planned parklands to accommodate the increased requirement for housing. 

The current boundaries of the Park reflect this redesign with the oval and the children’s playground 

opposite the school being critical components of Reade’s scheme that were carried out and remain today.  

In 1928, the playground in the Windsor Avenue Section was opened. Photographs from c.1930 show the 

development of the Park in its first years. The Park had retained one or two trees in its western section. The 

oval had been formalised with a white picket fence. At the edge of the Park, a simple row/boulevard 

planting scheme had been established including rows of trees, timber fence posts strung horizontally with 

wire and hedge planting. A small pitch-roofed, gabled structure had been built to terminate the north-south 

axis of the oval on the southern fenced boundary of the children’s playground within. This structure 

appears to be an open gazebo like structure and not the current Scout’s Hall building: however, the 

limitations of this desktop study has not allowed for the physical evidence of the site and structure to be 

investigated in detail.  

As indicated in the CMP, Reade’s plan did not address or designate specific sporting functions for the park, 

whereas Griffiths zoned areas for Australian rules football, cricket and soccer. A cycling track and two tennis 

courts were also introduced. By and large, the playground area was retained, although it is smaller when 

compared to the Reade plan. Its intended interaction and link with the school was a priority Griffiths 

recognised and by 1926, a fence enclosed the park on the boundary adjacent to the school. In the same 

year, two additional tennis courts were constructed.  
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The CMP also states that the following year brought about the leveling of the playing field, followed by the 

erection of a mound. This mound is likely referring to the berm-like shaping of land surrounding the cricket 

grounds. It could also be referring to a baseball mound, the raised dirt area from which the pitcher pitches, 

although this seems unlikely given the Goodwood Baseball Club settled at Mortlock in 1973. Further, no 

evidence of a baseball pitch is observed in the aerial photograph, while raised earth surrounding the cricket 

pitch is. As well as the mound, the cricket field was enclosed by a white picket fence. The cricket field was 

also used as a velodrome or cycling track but it is not known whether the berm/mounding extended into 

the fenced area providing a camber typical of such tracks. 

Around a similar time, the playground was complete, accompanied by shelters and seating. Hedges of 

buckthorn and rows of Carob trees Ceratonia siliqua were planted along the Sturt Avenue and West Parkway 

boundary. Although hedging remains, it is discontinuous and its height and density vary.  

Sources of information between 1930/35 and 2010 are not readily available and many changes occurred 

within this time period. Below is a list (not chronological or exhaustive) of identifiable changes to Mortlock 

Park, which include items removed, relocated or added.  

By comparing the 1930 aerial imagery (Figure 7) with current maps of the site, a number of items have been 

removed. These include: 

• The formal cricket pitch, mound and white picket fence, 

• The four tennis courts, 

• At least one tree seen in Figure 8, 

• A scattering of hedging along the border and the hedge previously aligned with the old shed seen 

north of the cricket pitch in Figure 7, 

• Mortlock Park Pavilion (where the Scout Hall exists now) Figure 9,  

• Pathway between old pavilion and Primary School, 

• Circular play equipment, 

• Shed (where the Gil Langley building exists now), 

• Other structure east of shed and adjacent to tennis courts, 

• Windsor Road connection, and  

• Some of the street tree planting along boundary and along Windsor Avenue old alignment. 

Several of the entry points (based off breaks in hedges and worn paths) have been shifted and new path 

worn. The new playground area seems to be half of what it was. A number of additions have occurred on 

the site, these include: 

• Gil Langley Building (c.1972) and adjacent storage and batting cages, 

• Water tank, 

• BMX track, 

• South-west entry pergola, 

• AFL field and poles,  

• Baseball pitch, fence and lighting, 

• Oval flood lighting, 
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• Parking bays near Langley Building, 

• Parking (on road and bays) along old Windsor Avenue, 

• Melaleuca hedging to fill gaps in original, 

• New playground equipment, gazebo, paths and seating, 

• Guides Hall, 

• Amenities (2019-2020) 

• River Red Gums and other planting, and 

• Adjacent Colonel Light Gardens Primary School buildings. 

Guidelines and Documentation  

This Memorandum of Heritage Advice considers prior heritage documentation. That documentation 

includes a conservation management plan (CMP) by Weidenhofer Architects, the Heritage Standards for 

Development (CLG SHA) and public realm heritage guidelines: Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area 

published by the City of Mitcham.  

    

• ‘Conservation Management Plan for Colonel Light Gardens’, Weidenhofer Architects, 2005. 

• ‘Heritage Standards for Development (Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area)’, Heritage South 

Australia 

• ‘Public Realm Heritage Guidelines: Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area’, City of Mitcham, 

2022. 

• Planning and Design Code (Version 2023.8, 15 June 2023)  

• Colonel Light Gardens Technical Data Sheets +, McDougall & Vines, May 2013.  

Heritage Listing and Significance  

Statement of Significance 

Mortlock Park Reserve (the Park) is within the Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area—a state 

heritage area listed on the South Australian Heritage Register (Register entry No 11597) maintained 

under the Heritage Places Act 1993.  

The heritage value of Colonel Light Gardens State Heritage Area is defined in the Statement of Significance 

for the Area, entered in the South Australian Heritage Register (4 May 2000) as follows: 

Attachment Q

Attachment Page 8 of 34
Page 428 of 468



  

© Biosis 2023 – Leaders in Ecology and Heritage Consulting 9 

It exemplifies the theories of town planning of the early 20th century based on the Garden City concept, 

and is considered the most complete and representative example of a Garden Suburb in Australia, 

combining both town planning, aesthetic and social elements into coherent plan. The public and private 

spaces of the suburb meld to create a distinctive three-dimensional suburban design. 

 

It represents the best work of Charles C. Reade, who was the first appointed Town Planner in Australia 

and South Australian Government Planner from 1916-1920. Reade was the leading exponent of the 

Garden City Movement to practice in Australia. 

 

It is the repository of the majority of houses built under the mass housing program of the Labor 

Government of the 1920s known as the Thousand Homes Scheme and became the area identified with 

the Scheme. International visitors were taken to view the housing developments at Colonel Light Gardens 

during the 1920s. It contains a homogeneous style of residential architecture representing the particular 

workingman's house idiom of the mid 1920s, developed from the Californian Bungalow design. 

 

It is the embodiment of other, more ephemeral social concepts of the 1920s such as 'post war 

reconstruction', 'homes for returned soldiers' and 'community spirit and self-help' which led to the 

creation and development of a community. 

 

The Park is an original element of the suburb and is identified as such in the Colonel Light Gardens 

Conservation Management Plan (Weidenhofer Architects, 2005) (the CMP). It is the largest of the suburb’s 

open spaces and, although Reade’s original larger and highly ornamental design could not be realised 

in full due to the need to increase housing, the key components of oval and playground were 

developed and remain the key features of the place.  

Contributory elements in Mortlock Park  

The CMP does not expressly identify significant fabric relating to Mortlock Park or the suburb as a whole. 

That is to say, items are not separated into exceptional-high-moderate-low-intrusive significance. However, 

the CMP does identify items which provide a framework from which the heritage value of the suburb can be 

understood. The items below are applicable to Mortlock Park: 

• Stormwater tables  

• Kerbs 

• Verges 

• Verge surfaces 

• Street trees 

• Footpaths and driveways 

• Street and footpath lights 

• Signs 

• Utility ways/laneways 

• Services 

• Street garden reserves 

• Public parks  
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A preliminary, desktop assessment of the relative significance of site elements at the Park are set out in the 

table below.  

Table 1 Grading of Significance 

 

Element Significance 

Use of Park for shared active and passive recreation High 

Use of Windsor Avenue Section for playground High 

Former alignment of Windsor Avenue High 

Early perimeter planting and fencing scheme High 

Turfed fields south of Windsor Avenue Section High 

Gil Langley Building Low 

Scout Hall Low—subject to site 

inspection 

Guide Hall Low 

Entry Structure (West Parkway and Sturt Avenue) Moderate  

Gazebo Low  

Public Toilets  Low  

Buckthorn hedge High 

Melaleuca hedge Low 

Car parking within the Park  Intrusive 
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Opportunities and Constraints  

Overview 

Reade’s original plan allowed a much greater area for both active and passive recreation and a higher ratio 

of open space to dwellings overall. Griffiths’ redesign removed much of the planned passive open space 

thus putting greater pressure on the envisaged active open space to provide for both passive and active 

recreation. That has led to a tension which remains today—a tension intensified by increasing demands for 

infrastructure associated with certain sports such as baseball and by the resumption of large parts of the 

Park for the parking of cars. In 2005, the CMP noted that the place was at saturation point in terms of formal 

sporting use. 

Griffiths’ redesign resulted in a large and permeable turfed open space edged by rows of trees, simple 

fencing and hedges. Over time, the clarity of the original design has been eroded principally by the intrusion 

of carparking, new structures, and the loss, overgrowth and discontinuity of perimeter planting. 

A primary opportunity for the conservation and use of the place is to restore the clarity and simplicity of the 

original design comprising the roughly semi-circular Windsor Avenue Section and the open rectangular field 

by reinstating—over time—the perimeter row and hedge plantings and fence and keeping the field as open 

as possible. There is also an opportunity to progressively remove the intrusion of parking within the Park. 

For the most part, the structures are not significant and there are options to retain, remove or modify them. 

Public Realm Heritage Guidelines (PRHG) 

The guidelines relevant to Mortlock Park are set out below. 

3.3.1 Open Parks, Reserves and Open Spaces 

a. Layout  

 

Open spaces and parks maintain the overall 

layout of the CLG State Heritage Area. 

• The spatial distribution and site boundaries of 

open space and recreation reserves are 

retained in accordance with Figure 4 – Concept 

Plan Public Open Space, Parks and Gardens 

(refer to PRHG document). 

• Parks and reserves are designed and 

developed in accordance with any relevant 

Master Plan adopted by Council. 

• The significance of Mortlock Park, Hillview 

Reserve and Reade Park is recognised and 

maintained as important elements of the 

hierarchy of open space.  

 

Operational or Maintenance Standard: Park, reserves 

and open space are retained as Community Land 

under the Local Government Act.  

b. Land use  

 

Open spaces and parks are provided in 

designated areas for active and passive 

recreation in accordance with the hierarchy of 

public parks and reserves and their planned 

Mortlock Park is the main active and passive recreation 

area within CLG State Heritage Area with a mix of 

formal and informal uses. 

Operational or Maintenance Standard: Recreation plans 

for open space, parks and reserves in CLG State 
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purpose. They are designed and used to provide 

fair and equitable access to the local community.  

Heritage Area achieve fair and equitable access for the 

local community.  

c. Landscape Design 

The design and landscaping of parks provide for 

a balance of both active and passive recreation 

uses according to the original design intent of 

each park. 

Mortlock Park retains formal landscaped spaces for 

passive use with paths, trees, shrubs and seating that 

complement the original design intent including:  

– perimeter hedge planting retained and 

reinforced, 

– retention of the playground within the 

landscaped passive recreation area.  

Operational or Maintenance Standard: Landscaping is 

consistent with the overall concept and design 

approach for these areas.  

e. Fencing • The extent of fencing is minimised to avoid 

clutter and maintain the openness of reserves.  

• Fencing that is based on traditional styles, is fit 

for purpose and complements the park 

setting. 

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 3.1 

f. Lighting • Lighting is consistent with the street and 

pedestrian lighting used throughout CLG State 

Heritage Area. 

• Flood lights for ovals are sited to minimise 

impact on the visual quality of the park and 

surrounding residential areas. 

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 6.1, 6.2, 

6.3 and 6.4 

g. Signage Signage associated with sporting clubs and community 

facilities provided in accordance with the CLG Signage 

System for Community Land adopted by the City of 

Mitcham in 2017. 

 

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 4.2 and 

4.3 

 3.4.1 Streetscape contribution to the park-like setting 

a. Tree Planting 

The planting pattern and density of street trees 

reflect the original street planting patterns. 

• A limited range of tree species is planted to be 

consistent with the original pattern of street 

tree plantings (as far as practicable) having 

regard to maintenance, soil suitability (e.g. Ph, 

depth, nutrients and compaction), canopy 

clearance, potential damage to infrastructure 

and risks to public health and safety. 

Attachment Q

Attachment Page 12 of 34
Page 432 of 468



  

© Biosis 2023 – Leaders in Ecology and Heritage Consulting 13 

• Street trees are established and maintained as 

formal avenues to provide summer shade and 

winter light transmissibility. 

• Street trees are located to allow for line of sight 

for motorists and from street garden reserves 

to preserve vistas. 

• Remnant River Red Gums (including along 

Freeling Crescent, Doncaster Ave and Flinders 

Ave) are retained and protected where 

possible. Where River Red Gums can be shown 

to be approaching their end-of-life and cannot 

be retained, a method of representing their 

historical value should be provided. 

• Infrastructure including stormwater harvesting 

systems supporting street trees is 

complementary in style to the heritage context 

in form, scale and colours with engineering 

solutions that maintain the park-like 

environment of CLG State Heritage Area. 

 

 

Operational or Maintenance:  

– Staged block replacement of trees within 

streets to achieve consistency of species, 

form and accord with the original planting 

pattern and density. 

– Emergency works on trees is undertaken 

as required, including removal where 

necessary, to maintain a safe environment 

for the community. 

– Infrastructure renewal programs that 

achieve consistency in engineering 

designs, finishes and materials that 

complement the historic values of CLG 

State Heritage Area. 

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 5.1 

 

3.5.1 Technical Design of kerbs, crossovers 

and footpaths  

b. Footpaths  

Footpaths are consistent with the existing 

materials and colour. 

• Footpaths along streets are constructed of 

charcoal grey, two-sided, interlocking non-

bevelled, press finish concrete pavers  

• Footpaths within parks and garden reserves 

are constructed of crushed and compacted 

gravel. They include concrete edging or other 
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surfaces where required to provide access for 

people with disabilities. 

• Tactile indicators are grey with a 30% 

difference in tone to the associated paving. 

 

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 1.1, 1.2 

and 1.3, 1.6 

3.5.2 Service and Infrastructure 

c. Lighting 

• Lighting is fit for purpose, contributes to 

community safety and complements the 

existing lighting pattern, materials and design 

of the locality. 

• Where additional lighting is required for public 

safety, it should be designed to be unobtrusive 

during the day and not result in the removal of 

traditional feature street lighting. 

• Pillar lighting is encouraged in high profile 

locations where there is termination of a vista. 

 

Technical Manual Reference: Technical data sheet 6.1, 6.2, 

6.3 and 6.4 

 

 

Constraints arising from heritage significance  

Relevant recommendations from the CMP for Mortlock Park are set out below with updates for currency 

given in brackets [thus].  

• Continue to implement the Mortlock Park Master Concept Plan as this provides for the future use of 

the park by local sporting clubs and informal local community use. 

• Refine the approved 1992 Mortlock Park Master Concept Plan and develop more detailed direction 

for the future of the Park. [2023 Note: The 1992 masterplan was revised in 2013—see Figure 6] 

• Contain the use of the Gil Langley Building to ensure a level of usage that does not disturb nearby 

residents.  

• In the medium to long term, Council should seek to ensure that over the whole of any year, a 

balance of informal and formal uses of the Park is achieved.  

• New buildings or facilities should be in scale with the surrounding residential development and 

school buildings and should be designed to complement the 1920s architecture of this section of 

the suburb. [2023 Note: It has become apparent that this recommendation does not provide 

sufficient clarity to guide future development and the management of existing built form. Built 

Form Design Guidelines for the Park should be developed that deal with density, footprint/site 

coverage ratios, heights, setback, massing and other considerations.]  

• The scout and guide halls may be retained and may be extended whilst a local community need 

exists.  

Attachment Q

Attachment Page 14 of 34
Page 434 of 468



© Biosis 2023 – Leaders in Ecology and Heritage Consulting 15 

• Any new fencing associated with any individual sporting activities and associations should be 
removed should the sport cease to be played there for an on-season or more.

• New fencing used throughout the park shall be consistent with the palette of materials used for 
fencing throughout Colonel Light Gardens. [2023 Note: This policy appears to relate most to 
perimeter fencing, as opposed to fencing for sporting activities. Confirmation of the detail of the 
proposed new materials, details and finishes should be assessed in a statement of heritage 

impact.]

• Access to recreation areas of Mortlock Park should be through established (hedge) openings on 
West Parkway, Sturt Avenue and Freeling Crescent and from Windsor Avenue to the north. 

Current street patterns should be utilised. [2023 Note: Biosis interprets this hedging to be the 

perimeter hedging of the Park aligned with the principal streets.]

• The boundary hedges to Mortlock Park should be retained and reinforced with additional 

planting where gaps exist.

• No further alienation of public land for car parking purposes should occur.

• Remove the existing Melaleuca sp. hedge opposite the Gil Langley Building and replace with one 

of the original species.

• Lighting throughout the park shall be consistent with the street and pedestrian lighting used 
throughout Colonel Light Gardens. Floodlights for the ovals should be sited so as to cause 

minimal impact on the visual quality of the park.

• Consult with users of the park to determine the need for public toilets. [2023 Note: It is 

understood there were no public toilets at the park at the time this guideline was written. Public 

toilets have since been constructed.]

Plantings and fencing 

Constraints  

• The original hedge was buckthorn. The Department of Primary Industries and Regions (PIRSA) has

identified that species as a weed in South Australia. Such a classification may indicate that

alternative species ought to be considered or the species plantings be managed in such a way as to

mitigate the potential for the weed to spread—trimming before seeds are set for example.

• It is likely that, in the early establishment of the hedge planting, it was trimmed low and compact

allowing open views into and across the Park. This would have involved greater maintenance than is

now planned for in public designed landscapes generally.

• Buckthorn is a shrub that can grow to several metres high. Such high, dense plantings can reduce

safety in public areas by providing opportunities for concealment, reducing passive surveillance and

obscuring public domain lighting.

• The boundary hedges to Mortlock Park should be actively maintained, retained and reinforced with

additional planting where gaps exist.

Opportunities 

• Generally, continuous evergreen hedging contributes to the character of the Park. There is an

opportunity to reinforce the hedging and recover more of the character of the Park by using a non-

invasive, evergreen shrub species that maintains itself relatively low to the ground and is suited to

Adelaide’s Mediterranean climate. This would need horticultural advice and specific advice on Crime
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Prevention through Environmental Design (CPTED).  Bay Laurus nobilis for example is an evergreen 

plant that is slow-growing and used for hedging in similar climates. 

• Opportunity to successively replace the existing tree plantings at the perimeter with Carob trees as 

in the original scheme. 

• Opportunity to progressively reconstruct early (1920s) timber post and wire perimeter fencing along 

the outer roads. These can be seen in Figure 7 and Figure 8. 

Windsor Avenue  

Constraints  

• Reliance on parking within the Park. 

• Current no-through-road compared with earlier vehicular through-road. 

Opportunities  

• Reinstatement of Windsor Avenue as a shared zone and on road parking would eliminate the 

parking bay on West Parkway side.  

• Reclaim northerly parking as parkland/sports area and formalise bay parking near the Gil Langley 

building.  

• Reinforce clarity of boulevard character of Windsor Avenue by reinstating tree, fence and hedge 

planting scheme.  

Gil Langley Sports Centre Design  

Constraints  

• This building is relatively free of constraints, however the building should not increase in height, and 

should not have additions (covered or enclosed building mass) on the upper floor, as this would add 

bulk to the building whereas a modest open deck would not. 

• Additions to the structure on the ground level, while acceptable in principle from a heritage 

perspective, should be kept to a minimum and should be guided by the built form design guidelines 

recommended above. 

• The existing parking is intrusive both visually and in its detraction from the recreational use of the 

Park, and should be rationalised, set back or screened from the open green space if possible. 

Opportunities  

• This building is of low significance and can be modified with relative freedom. A sympathetic colour 

palette, fenestration treatment and reduced signage would be sympathetic to the park and 

surrounding character of the suburb.  

• The building should not have any additional storeys added to its height.  

• The addition of built areas at the ground level is a rationalisation of the batting cages that already 

exist in the park. The additional footprint that is created with any additions to the building at the 

ground level does not take away ‘open space’ if similar in scale to the batting cage footprint that 

currently exists, so additions should be kept to a minimum and mainly support the rationalisation 

of the existing cages. 
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• The proposed options to refurbish the building and add extensions to the ground floor would be 

acceptable, as there would be no physical heritage impacts, and there would be minimal visual 

impact.  

• In terms of the three options: 

– Option 1 would have the smallest increase to the building footprint and would be the most 

acceptable option from a heritage perspective. 

– Option 2 would have a larger increase in footprint and would reduce the available open space. 

However, if the Guide’s Hall was demolished this would create more open space and ‘offset’ this 

larger footprint. 

– A third option, Option 3, had been considered but has been taken out of consideration. This 

was informed by Biosis’ preliminary advice. That advice indicated that, due to its significant 

increase in building footprint, loss of open space and reduction in site permeability, it would 

have a significant and unacceptable heritage impact.  

• Options for the batting tunnels include unspecified roof cover over the batting and bowling/pitching 

ends. Biosis understands that this is to allow all-weather use. Roofing over the ends will give the 

effect of an enclosed structure and greater building mass. In functional terms, and if the roof is 

opaque, roofing these sections will create areas of different light within the one pitch and three 

moving sections of shade/light within the one pitch. The opportunity should be taken to review the 

functional requirements of the tunnels to see if roofing is necessary at all and, if it is, whether a 

durable, transparent roofing material that is resistant to impact might better suit this application.  

 

Scout Hall 

Constraints  

• Although a pavilion was sited in the location of the Scout Hall in the early layout of the Park (see 

Figure 9), the current Scout Hall is not an early structure. Site inspection may confirm if any of the 

earlier fabric was salvaged and reused in the new hall. When the hall was constructed is not known.   

Opportunities  

• Subject to site inspection, the Scout Hall is not a highly significant element in the Park and may be 

retained or altered as long as it is useful and removed if not.  

Guide Hall 

Constraints  

• This building is relatively free of constraints, however the building—or a new building on the same 

site—should not be bigger than the existing should not increase in height, as this would add visual 

bulk to the building and add to visual clutter in the park. 

Opportunities  

• The Guide Hall is not a highly significant element in the Park and may be retained or altered as long 

as it is useful and removed if not. It can be modified with relative freedom subject to review of 
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heritage impacts. In principle, there should be no additional storeys and the footprint should not be 

increased by more than, say, one third. 

BMX Track 

Constraints  

• The current use as BMX track constrains restoration of earlier open space. 

Opportunities 

• The BMX track is not significant and can be modified with relative freedom. 

• Restoration of early, more open planting scheme may assist with security issues. 

Oval Lighting 

Constraints  

• There is potential to impact the heritage significance of the park by introduction of additional 

visually obtrusive lighting infrastructure.  

• Lighting apparatus—such as poles and fittings—should be minimised in number and in height as is 

feasible to support the ongoing use of the Park for sport and to make the place safe for passive 

recreation at all hours.  

• “Flood lights for ovals are sited to minimise impact on the visual quality of the park” (Public Realm 

Heritage Guidelines). 

• The visual intrusion of poles and fittings (including luminaires) can be lessened by finishing them in 

a dark, neutral colour—generally charcoal. When considering options for finishes, accessibility for 

maintenance will need to borne in mind. It may be that finishes such as powder-coat will need to be 

more durable than standard rather than to select a durable coating that is light and contrasts with 

other lighting or otherwise widens the material and colour palette.       

Baseball elements 

Constraints  

• There is potential to impact the heritage significance of the park by introduction of additional 

visually obtrusive associated infrastructure. As little fencing as possible should be installed to 

support the ongoing use of the area for Baseball.  

• “The extent of fencing is minimised to avoid clutter and maintain the openness of reserves” (Public 

Realm Heritage Guidelines).  

• The CMP notes that “Any new fencing associated with any individual sporting activities and 

associations should be removable and of a temporary nature for the duration of the sporting 

activity/season”. Although this CMP recommendation provides for temporary or mobile fencing, 

safety concerns and practical considerations have been raised. Nevertheless, the need for fencing 

should be reviewed when considering alternative sports or other uses for the area.  

• The key issues to note is that if Baseball was to cease, the immediate removal of all Baseball 

infrastructure should be actioned. 

Attachment Q

Attachment Page 18 of 34
Page 438 of 468



  

© Biosis 2023 – Leaders in Ecology and Heritage Consulting 19 

• The lowest possible fence should be installed along the boundary of Freeling Crescent. If that is 

2.4m then that would be acceptable.  

• If the fencing behind the backstop requires replacement, then it should also be as low as possible in 

order to meet the standard requirements. If that is 10m then that would be acceptable. 

Opportunities 

• Proposed fencing colour (charcoal) in accordance with endorsed technical document.  

• Minimum fence height recommended along the east boundary of the pitch is 2.4m. This fence’s 

impact would be partly mitigated by reinstatement of the original perimeter planting scheme. A 

fence this high would have an acceptable heritage impact. The potential impact increases relative to 

the height of the fence. 

 

The items listed below have been extracted from Ian Robertson’s Mortlock Park Concept Plan, August 2013, 

Version 1.  Note that some items listed in the masterplan have been addressed above.  

Proposed Water Body / Wetland 

Constraints  

• Creation of a waterbody would reduce the turfed open space but may add to the amenity of the 

Park. 

Opportunities  

• Reference to the earlier unrealised plan by incorporation of a water body is not essential but could 

assist in interpreting the design of the suburb more broadly.  

Path Network  

Constraints  

• Hard paving would need to be reviewed as a new element in the turfed landscape. 

• Playing fields and their enclosures and associate infrastructure can restrict movement across the 

site and reduce permeability.   

• The proposed planting between the two licenced grassed spaces is seen as a formal boundary 

which separates the designated areas visually. It was never intended to assign active recreation to 

these spaces, let alone separate them. A pathway of bitumen and paving would also be seen as a 

formal separation of space. 

Opportunities  

• A path network across the park has always existed but has changed over time. The Park provides 

permeability in the suburb and opportunities to reinforce that should be supported generally. 

• The proposed pathway between the two licenced grassed spaces, if completed in stabilised earth 

(‘dirt’ in the CMP) or decomposed stone rather than hard paving is acceptable. An earthen path 

would be seen as an informal ‘desire line’ (which can be seen in Figure 7) promoting better access 

through the site.  
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• The use of sympathetic path material is also recommended, meaning the paths should be similar to 

other paths around the suburb.  

• The original design as carried out had the area south of the Windsor Avenue Section as a turfed, 

undivided open space and it remains that way today. While it is acknowledged that the 2013 

masterplan proposed this area to be bisected by a row of trees to provide shade and definition, this 

significantly alters the character of the place—the interior of which is undefined. If the area is to be 

bisected, the row of plantings should be deciduous, open and distinct from the perimeter plantings 

of the Park proper.   

Licenced Grass Space 

Constraints  

• The football coaches’ boxes should remain as temporary items but can be updated and made more 

secure. The idea is that these items should be removable and moved away when Football is not 

being played, to reduce the visual clutter. 

• If new electronic scoreboards are proposed to replace existing outdated scoreboards, the new ones 

may be in the same location but should be no higher than the existing so as not to add to the visual 

clutter.  

Opportunities  

• Scoreboards—It should also be recognised that photographic evidence suggests that there were 

scoreboards on either side of the early pavilion directly north of the football field (on the oval’s long 

axis). Facing south, that early location had the advantage of not being in silhouette in the morning 

or afternoon and remains a suitable location for new scoreboards. 
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Attachment One 

 

Figure 2  Mortlock Park Licence Plan, City of Mitcham, 2023 (Source: Baseball Infrastructure, 

Lease and Licences at Mortlock Park). 
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Figure 3  The plan for the Garden Suburb shown at the second schedule of the Garden Suburb 

Act 1919 (Source: Nation Heritage List Nomination – Colonel Light Gardens, Appendix 

43). 
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Figure 4  Reade’s Plan for Colonel Light Gardens, 1921 (Source: South Australian Government, 

Comfort, Convenience, Beauty: Colonel Light Gardens, a Model Garden Suburb, SA 

Government, Adelaide, 1921).  

 

Figure 5  Revised Plan for 1,000 House Scheme, c.1924 (Source: Nation Heritage List 

Nomination – Colonel Light Gardens, Appendix 31). 
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Figure 6  Mortlock Park Concept Plan – Ian Robertson Design, August 2013 
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Figure 7  Mortlock Park Aerial View, 1930 (Source: State Libray South Australia, Colonel Light 

Gardens Collection). 
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Figure 8  Mortlock Park View, looking south towards Sturt Avenue. c.1935 (Source: State 

Library South Australia, Colonel Light Gardens Collection). 

 

 

Figure 9  Opening of the new Children's Playground, 1928 (Source: Chronicle Newspaper). 
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Figure 10  Floor Plan Option 1 – Grieve Gillett Architects, August 2023 

 

 
 

Figure 11  Render View 3, Option 1 – Grieve Gillett Architects, August 2023 
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Figure 12  Floor Plan Option 2 – Grieve Gillett Architects, August 2023 

 

 

 
 

Figure 13  Render View 3, Option 2, Grieve Gillett Architects, August 2023 
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Attachment Two— Site photos (Source: Extract from Google Maps) 

 

 

Photo 1 Gil Langley Building  

Near Sturt Avenue  

North-looking View  

 

Photo 2 Gil Langley Building  

Near Sturt Avenue  

North-east-looking View  

 

Photo 3 Gil Langley Building  

Mortlock Park 

South-looking View  

 

Photo 4 Batting + Storage cages  

Near Sturt Avenue  

West-looking View  

 

Photo 5 South-west Entry 

Sturt Avenue  

North-looking View  

 

Photo 6 South-west Entry 

Mortlock Park 

South-looking View  
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Photo 7 West Parkway Entry 1 

West Parkway 

East-looking View  

 

Photo 8 West Parkway Entry 2 

West Parkway 

East-looking View  

 

Photo 9 West Parkway Entry 3 (old) 

West Parkway 

East-looking View  

 

Photo 10 West Parkway Entry 2 

West Parkway 

East-looking View  

 

Photo 11 Guide Hall  

West Parkway 

South-east-looking View  

   

   

   

 

Photo 12 Carpark off West Parkway 

Near West Parkway 

East-looking View  
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Photo 13 Scout Hall  

Near West Parkway  

South-looking View  

 

Photo 14 Colonel Light Gardens Primary School 

Near West Parkway 

North-looking View  

 

Photo 15 Colonel Light Gardens Primary School  

Near Freeling Crescent  

North-west-looking View  

 

Photo 16 Mortlock Playground  

Near West Parkway 

East-looking View  

 

Photo 17 Mortlock Playground  

Near West Parkway 

East-looking View  

 

Photo 18 Carpark off Freeling Crescent  

Near Freeling Crescent  

South-east-looking View  
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Photo 19 Carpark off Freeling Crescent  

Near Freeling Crescent 

South-looking View  

 

Photo 20 Carpark off Freeling Crescent 

Freeling Crescent 

West-looking View  

 

Photo 21 Corner of Sturt Ave + Freeling Crescent  

Sturt Avenue  

North-west-looking View  

 

Photo 22 Carpark off Sturt Avenue  

Sturt Avenue 

North-looking View  

 

Photo 23 Carpark off Sturt Avenue  

Sturt Avenue  

North-east-looking View  

 

Photo 24 Carpark off Sturt Avenue  

Sturt Avenue  

North-west-looking View  
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Photo 25 Baseball Pitch  

Mortlock Park 

South-west-looking View  

 

Photo 26 Baseball Pitch 

Mortlock Park 

North-east-looking View  

 

Photo 27 Mortlock Park Oval 

Mortlock Park 

South-looking View  

 

Photo 28 Mortlock Park Oval 

Mortlock Park 

West-looking View  

 

Photo 29 Mortlock Park Oval 

Mortlock Park 

North-east-looking View  

 

Photo 30 Mortlock Park Oval 

Mortlock Park 

East-looking View  

Attachment Q

Attachment Page 33 of 34
Page 453 of 468



  

© Biosis 2023 – Leaders in Ecology and Heritage Consulting 34 

 

Photo 31 BMX Track 

Mortlock Park 

South-west-looking View  

 

Photo 32 Guides Hall + BMX Track  

Mortlock Park 

North-looking View  
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1. PREAMBLE 
Section 202 of the Local Government Act 1999 (the Act) provides that Council 
may grant a lease or license over community land. The granting of a lease or 
license must be undertaken in accordance with Council’s Public Consultation 
Policy, the Retail and Commercial Leases Act 1995 and be authorised in an 
approved management plan for the land.  
The City of Mitcham recognises that sports facilities contribute to the health and 
wellbeing of communities, achieve positive social interactions, and increase 
physical activity. Council supports informal (passive) community use of sports 
facilities and formal (organised) community use of sports facilities. 
Formal use of sports facilities is facilitated through the granting of a lease or 
license to groups to use the facility, either exclusively or at specific times. 
 

2. PURPOSE 
The purpose of the Leasing and Licensing of Council’s Sports Facilities Policy is to 
ensure an equitable and consistent approach to leases and licenses. This is with a 
view to facilitating appropriate asset management, supporting sporting groups to 
be sustainable, and encouraging high utilisation of Council’s sports facilities by the 
wider community. 
 

3. SCOPE 
This Policy addresses the granting (or variation) of leases or licenses over City of 
Mitcham Sports Facilities, at the sites outlined in the table below: 

AA Bailey Reserve Hewett Sports Ground Pembroke Place 
Reserve 

Apex Park Hillview Reserve Price Memorial Oval 

Balham Avenue Reserve Karinya Reserve Reade Park 

Batchelor Reserve Kingswood Oval Rochester Avenue 
Reserve 

Blackwood Bowling Club Manson Oval Rozelle Reserve 

Blackwood Hill Oval Mortlock Park St Marys Park 

Denman Reserve Naomi Reserve Tweed Reserve 

Gibbs Park Netherby Reserve WA Norman Reserve 

Hawthorndene Oval Nieass Reserve  

 

4. DEFINITIONS 
• Buildings – A permanent structure that may be used by sporting groups for 

shade, shelter, meeting and socialising e.g. a clubroom, community building, 
or shelter. 

• Sporting Grounds and Courts – An area of land used for a specified sport 
or recreational purpose e.g. ovals, playing fields, greens and tennis courts. 

• Lease – An agreement where the occupier has full and exclusive use of the 
premises, for a period of time in excess of six months.  
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• License – An agreement where the occupier does not have full and exclusive 
use of the premises, for a period of time in excess of six months. 

• Sub-Lease – An agreement where a Management Committee agrees to hire 
out premises to sporting and other community groups. 

• Sport Hierarchy (as defined and allocated to sports facilities in Council’s 
Sports Facilities Strategy 2016): 

o Regional 

− Broad range of sport and recreation programs 

− Large number of participants 

− Across local and regional geographic catchments 

− Beyond a single local council area 

− Sporting events and specialised (for multi-sports) or sport 
specific 

− Best at high profile accessible sites 

− Link to transport nodes and commercial / community centres 
o District 

− Supports Association competition 

− Services a local catchment 

− Provides recreational, competitive and program participation 

− Potential primary function as a local finals venue 

− Central venue facilitates regular competition for multiple 
clubs/teams 

o Neighbourhood 

− Local communities and sporting clubs 

− Home and away fixtures, training and programs 
o Local 

− Small sites on local roads 

− Basic facilities and landscape treatments 

− Not suitable for larger facilities 

− Residential settings 

− Limited or constrained function 

• Maintenance – All actions necessary for retaining an asset as near as 
practicable to an appropriate service condition, including regular ongoing day-
to-day work necessary to keep assets operating. It is operating expenditure 
required to ensure that the asset reaches its expected useful life.  

o Planned Maintenance – Repair work that is identified and managed 
through a maintenance management system.  

o Reactive Maintenance – Unplanned repair work that is carried out in 
response to service requests and management/supervisory directions. 
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o Specific Maintenance – Maintenance work to repair components or 
replace sub-components that needs to be identified as a specific 
maintenance item in the maintenance budget. 

o Unplanned Maintenance - Corrective work required in the short-term 
to restore an asset to working condition so it can continue to deliver 
the required service or to maintain its level of security and integrity. 

• Capital Renewal – Expenditure on an existing asset or on replacing an 
existing asset, which returns the service capability of the asset up to that 
which it had originally. It is periodically required expenditure, relatively large 
(material) in value compared with the value of the components or sub-
components of the asset being renewed. As it reinstates existing service 
potential, it generally has no impact on revenue, but may reduce future 
operations and maintenance expenditure if completed at the optimum time. 

 

5. PRINCIPLES 
The following principles guide the granting (or varying) of a lease or license over a 
sports facility:  
1) A transparent and equitable process of granting new leases and licenses, 

including a lessee/licensee percentage contribution towards the cost of 
maintaining buildings and sporting grounds/courts. 

2) That lessees/licensees pay fair and reasonable fees towards the cost of 
maintaining facilities based on the facility type (e.g. field, multi-use, 
bowls/croquet, courts) and hierarchy (e.g. regional/district, neighbourhood, 
local), while supporting the sustainability of lessees. 

3) That Council owned facilities are appropriately maintained as Council 
assets. 

4) That the term of an agreement is long enough to provide sports clubs with 
a level of certainty of tenure and reflects an efficient use of Council’s 
administrative resources.  

5) That Council and lessee/licensee responsibilities are clearly documented.  
6) Recognising that District Level facilities have multiple uses that necessitate 

strong coordination between sports groups, Council will encourage 
Management Committees for this level of facility (noting that there are a 
range of management options available). 

7) Encourage District Level facilities to actively promote use by the broader 
community in additional to sporting group use. 

8) Encourage lessees/licensees to implement environmental initiatives. 
9) Recognise that sports facilities are used by the community for informal 

(passive) use and formal (organised) use. 
10) Recognise that sports facilities will be maintained to current service 

standards. 
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6. POLICY STATEMENT 
6.1. Management Models 

Pursuant to a lease or license Council allows its facility, in whole or part, 
to be used regularly in excess of six months by nominated 
organisation(s). 
Preference will be given to the establishment of Management Committees 
at District level facilities used by multiple groups (noting that there are a 
range of management options available). 
 

6.2. Term of Agreement  
The term of agreement will be up to a maximum of 5 years. 
 

6.3. Annual Fee 

Where lessees have total responsibility for maintenance of the sporting 
ground/court, no fee will apply for the maintenance of the facility. 
Otherwise, an annual facility fee will be charged as a contribution towards 
the cost of maintaining buildings and sporting grounds/courts.  
To ensure fairness for all groups the overall fee per facility is split between 
clubs using that facility. 
The annual fee is a set fee contribution towards the cost of maintenance 
and capital renewal and is determined by the:  

• Type of facility 
o Field and Multi-use 
o Bowls and Croquet 
o Court 

• Facility hierarchy 
o Regional/district 
o Neighbourhood 
o Local 

In order to encourage broader community use of buildings (in line with 
principle 6), all sporting groups are able to sub-lease or hire out leased 
buildings for broader community use. The fee charged is to be determined 
by the lessee, who may wish to use the ‘Community Centres and Halls for 
Hire Hourly Schedule of Fees’ as a guide.  
Fees will be indexed in accordance with Council’s Fees and Charges. 
If a sports facility receives a major capital spend, Council reserves the 
right to review fees. 
Commercial agreements with Council in relation to use of sports facilities 
are subject to individual negotiation. 
Where there is an increase in fees to a sporting group, the increase in fee 
will be implemented over three years as follows: 

• Year 1 (when new lease/license is issued): Existing Fee + $500 (or 
up to maximum of the fee charged) 
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• Year 2: Existing Fee + $1,250 (or up to maximum of the fee 
charged) 

• Year 3: Existing Fee + $2,000 (or up to maximum of the fee 
charged) 

• Year 4 onwards: Total Fee applicable 
 

6.4. Maintenance Responsibilities 
The maintenance obligations will be set out in the agreement between the 
parties. Below is a guide to how these responsibilities may be allocated 
between the parties. 
6.4.1 Buildings 
Council will be responsible for certain maintenance and capital renewal 
works. 
6.4.2 Sporting Grounds and Courts 
Freely Accessible to the Public 

Council will be responsible for all standard maintenance of sporting 
grounds and courts that are open to the public for informal passive 
recreational use. 
Licensees will be responsible for maintenance of specialised areas such 
as turf wickets and baseball diamond bases, line marking, and any 
specialised infrastructure e.g. lighting. 
Not Freely Accessible to the Public 

Lessees will be responsible for all maintenance of sporting grounds and 
courts, to which the public does not have regular and free access. 
 

6.5. Utility Charges – Water, Electricity, Gas, Telephone 
6.5.1 Buildings 
Lessees/licensees will be responsible for the cost of all utilities associated 
with their operations.  
Where Council receives and pays the accounts upfront, Council then on 
charges these to the lessee/licensee. 
6.5.2 Sporting Grounds and Courts 
Freely Accessible to the Public 

Contribution towards water and electricity charges is included in the 
Annual Fee. 
Not Freely Accessible to the Public 

Lessees will be responsible for all water and electricity charges of 
sporting grounds and courts, to which the public does not have regular 
and free access. 
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6.6. Insurances – Building and Public Liability 
Lessees/licensees will be responsible for the cost of building insurance.  
Where Council receives and pays the bills upfront, Council then on 
charges these to the lessee/licensee. 
Lessees/licensees will be responsible for arranging public liability 
insurance of an amount required by Council. 
 

6.7. Sub-Leasing or Hiring Out of Facilities 
6.7.1 Buildings 
Sub-leasing or hiring of leased buildings is encouraged to increase 
utilisation of Council’s buildings by the wider community. Sub-leasing or 
hiring must be in accordance with this policy and any contractual 
templates as provided by Council. Sub-leasing is only permitted where it 
provides demonstrable community benefit and is not for the sole purpose 
of commercial gain. 
The fee charged is to be determined by the lessee, who may wish to use 
the ‘Community Centres and Halls for Hire Hourly Schedule of Fees’ as a 
guide.  
6.7.2 Sporting Grounds and Courts 
Management Committees of District Level sports facilities will be 
responsible for the sub-leasing or hiring out of the sporting 
grounds/courts, within any times specified in the agreement between 
Council and the Management Committee.  
Sub-leasing or hiring out of all other licensed sporting grounds and courts 
is not permitted. Additional users will be considered by Council and be 
subject to an individual license agreement. 
 

6.8. Audited Financial Statements 
The agreement will provide that lessees/licensees shall forward to Council 
no later than 30 days after its Annual General Meeting, a copy of the 
audited accounts and Annual Report. 
 

6.9. Sporting Ground Condition Assessment 
It will be a condition of the agreement that Council reserves the right to 
restrict use of sporting grounds due to the condition of the playing surface, 
catastrophic fire rating, or other reason as determined by Council.  
Council will endeavour to provide a minimum 24 hours’ notice to 
lessees/licensees of any restricted use. 
 

6.10. Publication of Licensed Times of Use 
Times of use for each sporting facility will be publicly communicated on 
the City of Mitcham website, including licensed hours and contact 
information for the lessee/licensee.  
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6.11. Developments at Sports Facilities 
It will be a condition of leases/licenses that Council approval (as the 
property owner) must be sought for any proposed developments to 
buildings or sporting grounds and courts, prior to lodging a development 
application (if applicable).  
In considering this, Council will be guided by Councils Sports Facilities 
Strategy and Building Asset Management Plan. Lessees/licensees should 
liaise with Council Administration in the early stages, prior to preparing 
drawings for developments. 
 

6.12. Process for Issuing and Varying Leases and Licenses (for term of 
5 years or less and authorised in an approved management plan) 
6.12.1   
Assessed by Administration to determine to issue/not issue a 
lease/license* 

Negotiation with sports groups including times of use and any special 
conditions 

Prepare lease/license documentation 

Execution of lease/license documentation – by sporting group 

Execution of lease/license documentation – by Council under delegation 

Community Land Management Plan updated 

Community Land Register updated 

Lease/license times listed on City of Mitcham website 

* Note: If request is inconsistent with Council’s Leasing and Licensing of 
Council’s Sports Facilities Policy, a report will be taken to Council. 

 
6.12.2 Variations leases/licenses 
Changes to lease and license conditions and schedules (e.g. times of 
use) will be managed by Council Administration under delegation. 

 

7. POLICY REVIEW 
This Policy will be reviewed September 2022. 

8. VERSION HISTORY 

VERSION AUTHOR(S) POSITION CHANGES DATE 

1 Sport and Recreation Officer Draft Policy for Elected 
Member Feedback 

7 March 2017 

2 Sport and Recreation Officer Updated fee contribution and 
other changes 

July 2017 
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9. DOCUMENT CONTROL 
Responsible Department Property Team 
Delegations Apply Yes 
Classification Property Management 

Applicable legislation Local Government Act 1999 
Retail and Commercial Leases Act 1995 

Related Policies &  
Corporate Documents 

Public Consultation Policy 
Community Land Management Plans 
Draft Building Asset Management Plan 

Additional references  
Endorsed by Council: 12 September 2017 Item No: 7.3 
Effective Date: 12 September 2017 Next Review Date: September 2022 
TRIM Record Number: 17.98740 TRIM Folder No: FF/2011/3350 
Template Folder No: FF/2012/245 Template Record No: 12.60143[v4] 
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SCHEDULE 1 – ANNUAL FEES 
 
These are annual fees that apply per facility (e.g. individual sports ground or 
building). If there is more than one sporting group, the fee will be shared across 
all sporting groups at that facility. 
 
  
Sporting Grounds and Courts 
 
 
Facility (by type & 
hierarchy) 

Facility Fee  for each field or court at the facility 

 5% 

Regional / District 
Field 

$2,429 

Neighbourhood 
Field 

$2,321.50 

Public Access 
Courts 

$72.50 

 
 
Buildings 
 
Facility (by type & 
hierarchy) 

Facility Fee for each building at the  facility 

 5% 

Regional / District 
Field and Multi-use 

$1,382.50 

Neighbourhood 
Field 

$780.50 

Regional  / District 
Bowls and Croquet 

$927.50 

District Court $652 

Neighbourhood 
Court 

$610 

Local Court $395 
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SCHEDULE 2 – MAINTENANCE RESPONSIBILITIES FOR BUILDINGS 
 
1.            External Fabric 

   Building Element Council Responsibility Lessee/Licensee 
Responsibility 

Gutters, stormwater • Repair/replace as required 
• Clean gutters/stormwater 

drains – keep free of debris 
to prevent blockages 

• Nil 

Windows • Repair/replace window 
frames 

• Replace glazing (if damaged 
by community groups 
visitors) 

• Nil 

Roof • Repair/replace roof covering 
• Repair roof leaks 

• Nil 

Roof Access • Roof Access Systems 
• Regular Compliance 

Inspections 

• Nil 

Doors/locking 
mechanisms 

• Repair/replace door frames 
• Minor adjustments to make 

openable 
• Lock replacement for 

leased/ licenced facilities 
(Council key system) 

• Nil 

Walls • Graffiti 
• Maintain structural stability- 

replace/repair 
• Foundation subsidence or 

movement and any resulting 
damage to the Premises 

• Salt damp course 
deterioration & replacement 

• Keep outside 
clean & free of 
dust & spider 
webs 

Stairwells/staircases • Repair/replace, eg treads, 
risers, balustrades & 
landings 

• Nil 

Paint finishes • Repaint as per Asset 
Management Plan 

• Touch up where damaged 

• Nil 

Paving • Install/repair/replace 
external perimeter paving of 
building 

• Nil 

Verandah • Installation/replacement of 
concrete flooring 

• Repair/replace posts & roof 
• Repaint as per Asset 

Management Plan 
• Touch up where damaged 

• Keep outside 
clean & free of 
dust & spider 
webs 

White Ant Treatment • Treatment & Inspections • Nil 
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2.            Internal Services  
 Building Element Council Responsibility Lessee/Licensee 

Responsibility 
Drainage piping • Repair/replace piping (mains 

water & sewerage pipes) but 
only to their connection point 
with any building on the 
Property (excluding clearing 
any blockages) 

• Clearing 
blockages 

Hot Water Service or 
Cold Water Service 

• Total responsibility • Nil 

Water/waste services – 
associated fittings 

• Repair/replace eg tap ware, 
sinks, drains & toilets 

• Nil 

Water Filter Installation & 
Service 

• Nil Responsibility • Club responsibility 

Club Dedicated Kitchens 
and Bars 

• Approve design, equipment 
& installation 

• Council to monitor 

• Clubs to fund & 
maintain 

Telecommunications – 
phone/PABX systems 

• Council to approve wiring 
installations 

• Clubs to fund & 
maintain 

Air conditioning 
units/thermostats (bought 
by community groups – 
addition to building) 

• Approve equipment & 
installation 

• Repair & maintenance 

• Clubs to fund & to 
maintain 

• Nil 

Air conditioning 
units/thermostats (supplied 
by Council) 

• Repairs and replacement 
• Maintenance 

• Nil 

Fire fighting equipment • Install & maintain fire hoses 
and reels 

• Nil 

Security systems • Installation & maintenance • Clubs to pay 
monitoring & 
callout fees 

Electrical services – 
switchboards, distribution 
boards, power/lighting 
circuits, emergency exit 
lights 

• Total responsibility • Nil 

Lighting fixtures • Repair/replace wiring 
connections 

• Nil 

Smoke detectors • Installation where required 
• Regular tests & 

maintenance 

• Nil 

Pest Control • Nil Responsibility • Clubs to fund 
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3. Internal Fabric/ Finishes 
  Building Element Council Responsibility Lessee/Licensee 
Responsibility 

Carpets • Nil responsibility • Clubs to fund & 
seek Council 
approval 

Vinyl/concrete/tiles other 
floors 

• Install as per Asset 
Management Plan 

• Repair 

• Nil 

Internal walls & screens • Repair cracking/replace 
• Paint other than 

changerooms 

• Clubs to paint 
changerooms as 
required 

Ceilings • Repair eg roof leaks/replace 
• Paint & repaint as necessary 

Stairwells, staircases • Repair/replace eg treads, 
risers, balustrades & 
landings 

• Nil 

Loose furniture • Council to monitor • Clubs to fund 

Built in joinery (Council 
installed) 

• Structural 
repairs/replacement 

• Minor repairs to doors, locks 
etc 

• Nil 

Built in joinery 
(Community installed) 

• Approve joinery & 
installation 

• Repair & maintenance 

• Clubs to fund & 
seek Council 
approval 

Curtains/window 
treatments (Community 
installed) 

• Approve equipment & 
installation 

• Clubs to fund & 
seek Council 
approval 

Special equipment 
(Community installed) 

• Approve equipment & 
installation 

• Clubs to fund & 
seek Council 
approval 
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