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Re: DA2021.225 – 149 Homebush Road Strathfield 

 
The Society wishes to object in the strongest terms to the proposed development at 
149 Homebush Road Strathfield.  The advertised DA does not contain or has 
adequately addressed the fact that it is located adjacent to a heritage listed interwar 
cottage at 151 Homebush Road, opposite a heritage item at 160 Homebush Road and 
while not on the same street, it is located in the vicinity of 5 Gelling Avenue another 
interwar heritage listed cottage.   
 
The proposed development is a very large 2 storey building (or 3 storey including an 
underground car park and basement) which is entirely rendered in light grey and in no 
way is compatible or sympathetic to the heritage item at 151 Homebush Road.  It also 
is the first large 2 storey non-bungalow development in the row of houses located on 
the west of Homebush Road from Birnam Grove to Gelling Avenue, which have 
existed for 90-100 years.  The proposed development will visually overshadow and 
reduce the prominence of the heritage item and is also is incompatible with other 
houses within the immediate vicinity of an established streetscape. 
 
The only reference in their application to the heritage item is in the Statement of 
Environmental Effects which states: 
 
“The subject site is located adjacent No. 151 Homebush Road, which is identified as 
an item of local heritage significance within Schedule 5 of the Strathfield LEP (I162 – 
"Kiameron" Californian Bungalow). The proposed works located at No. 149 Homebush 
Road, do not propose any detrimental impact upon the amenity of the adjoining 
Heritage Item, as the proposed works are not located within or encroaching upon the 
amenity of the Item and are of an acceptable height, colour, and materials.” 
 
Comment: there is nothing in this statement that addresses compatibility of scale, 
form, colour and materials, given that the heritage item is single storey, brick finished 
and the proposed development is fully rendered, painted light grey, has no conformity 
in colour or materials and is bulky and oversized in comparison to the heritage 
item.  The rest of the statement is meaningless as there is no genuine assessment of 
the wider range of impacts on the heritage item. 
 
Further it is stated “An important note to address, is that the nominated Heritage Item 
(identified above), provides a primary frontage to Gelling Avenue. The heritage item’s 
secondary frontage is Homebush Road, which has treated with mature landscaping 
and tree planting with maturity heights of more than three (3) to five (5) meters.”   The 
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heritage item is located with frontage to Homebush Road and is on the corner of 
Gelling Ave.  The statement about its frontage makes no sense but attempts to 
undervalue the heritage item and the impact of this development. 
 
This area of Homebush Road is built on a significant downward decline from Birnam 
Grove to Gelling Avenue, which increases the appearance and amplification of height 
of buildings located at the north to those at the south, such as the relationship of 149 
to the existing heritage item at 151 Homebush. Further, the new development will 
reduce access to sunlight for most of the day as demonstrated in the front and rear 
shadow diagrams. 
 
Further the plans clearly show that most of the ‘outdoor’ space is covered by cement, 
a concrete pool, cabana, driveways, pathways etc.  There is a minimal green space 
on site, as most the area not dedicated to the main building is hard surfaced, so where 
are the two mature trees and one mature tree at rear intended to be planted as claimed 
in the Statement of Environmental Effects? 
 
Assessment of impact of this proposal should consider impact on the heritage, which 
also includes inclusion of gardens and trees as well as the building.  The interwar style 
in Strathfield featured large setbacks, lawns and gardens at the front of the building, 
fences (which seem to be missing in the various diagrams) etc.  New development 
should respect the existing character and landscape, which has not occurred in this 
case. 
 
A proper heritage impact assessment must be undertaken by a qualified heritage 
advisor and impacts on the adjoining property should be minimised. It is perplexing 
how this proposal has been advertised without a heritage impact statement as this is 
a requirement under Council’s DCP. The Strathfield area used to be known for its 
Californian and interwar bungalows.  However, very few are protected by heritage item 
or conservation area listings in Strathfield Council’s LEP and this style is becoming 
rarer, therefore the few that are protected, should be protected by ensuring that nearby 
redevelopment is sympathetic and compatible with the established streetscape.   
 
Please send all correspondence via email to strathfieldhistory@gmail.com. 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
Michael Nicholls 
President  
Strathfield-Homebush District Historical Society 
 
 


