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Attention :- 
 
Marie Atkinson - District Commissioner-Eastern 

                   Sydney Greater Commission (SGC) 
 
RE: Priority / Planned Precinct / Parramatta Road Urban 
Transformation  Strategy - 
 No high rise / No Rezone for North Strathfield 
 
Dear Ms Atkinson, 
GSC has received submissions stating ALL residents wish for North Strathfield to be 
rezoned from low density to high density, therefore rezoning should happen.This is 
simply misleading and untrue and does not represent the community of North 
Strathfield. 
 
There are some important points that have been ignored in their 
submission: 
 
The “Plan” they refer to was never a plan, it was the Draft Parramatta Road 
Strategy. The Draft Strategy did include the area mentioned (Conway Ave to 
Allen St) to be rezoned for high rise, but the issues in the area had not been 
worked through. When this draft strategy was announced, developers were 
either sending notices or door knocking residents in the area telling them it 
had already been rezoned, and wanting to buy their properties. The Strategy 
did not outline the density and size proposed for the area. 
 
As stated by Urban Growth after community consultation, North Strathfield is 
off the Parramatta Road Plan as announced in May, 2016. The Super Lot 
made no submissions to Urban Growth as their agenda is solely based on 
personal economic gain. They have no interest in what is in the best interests 
of the community as a whole or even sustainable. Their only motivator, is to 
cash in (developer lotto win) and get out of North Strathfield. 
 
 
Over 2015 and 2016 many submissions were sent to Urban Growth from 
residents, and the following key points were made in deciding to 
exclude the area from the Strategy. 
 
These are: 
 
1. Lack of access. There is only one way in and out of the area through 
George St. The suggested option of an extra bridge over Powell’s Creek was 
shown to be unworkable as it would only provide access to Underwood 
Road/Australia Avenue which already experiences  gridlock related to 



 

 

Homebush Bay Drive and the extra traffic generated by Wentworth Point and 
Olympic Park. 
 
2. The idea to put a road alongside the Homebush sub station and a bridge 
across Powell’s Creek disappeared with the realisation that it would have 
endangered the adjacent protected wetlands.   
 
3. Flooding. During extreme weather events, especially at high tides, Powell’s 
Creek floods. In fact, the end three houses along every street are 
considered to to in a flood zone.  
 
4. The Draft Strategy was pretty much done by someone in an office using a 
highlighter to select the area. A local park was even selected. It had not been 
worked through, and would have left the area without a mix of housing. 
Extensive community consultation by Urban Growth pointed out such 
anomalies. 
 
Urban Growth revised the Parramatta Strategy and as a result removed 
this area. This decision has now been government legislated. 
 
"The Strategy has statutory weight as the Minister for Planning has issued a Section 117 
Direction (also available on our website). The Direction requires the Strategy and 
supporting Implementation Tool Kit to be considered when rezoning proposals are being 
prepared and determined in the Corridor."   
 
Stephanie Ballango 
Assistant Development Director 
Urban Growth 
 
There are a number of other issues in the area that have not been 
highlighted here: 
 
a. There are 7 industrial sites in the area that are planned to be 
redeveloped into medium density units i.e. 785 more units in an area with 
many environmental constraints, separate to any need to rezone 
residential property. One of these (Concord Road) is within the flood zone 
with the developer wanting to put his units on “stilts”.  
 
North Strathfield infrastructure barely works now due to gridlock and an 
increasingly lack of parking not to mention all the recent ghetto like, high rise 
developments popping up along Parramatta Road. 
 
 
b. Currently during the morning peak hour the Epping to the city service 
experiences heavy overcrowding, due mainly to the number of extra 
commuters from further above North Strathfield i.e.; Meadowbank and 



 

 

Rhodes. There are no plans to increase capacity on this line, and it would be 
very expensive to as there is only one city bound track. Also no light rail for 
this area and if we do obtain a Metro West station, this is at least 10 years 
away if it is ever built at all. 
The T1 line is fully used and at or above capacity even on weekends and 
residents are parked out by commuters driving to North Strathfield to park 
and use the train line. 
 
c. The Columbia Lane development(11-17 Columbia Lane, Homebush), 
proposing 30 plus stories is a real threat to any area due to not just its scale, 
but the precedent it would set. The changes to the southern end of George St 
to a cross street into this development have had marked and negative impact 
on traffic in that area (it's made it difficult to turn right on weekends for 
instance). As far as we know there are  currently over 700 objections to 
the Columbia Lane development citing excessive height and density.   
  
d. The Draft Parramatta Road Strategy always stated that it is a strategy for 
the next 30 years. No rezoning if any, was to occur before 2023 as the impact 
of the work in building WestConnex would place too much strain on the area. 
Areas that were seen as a priority were industrial areas in Auburn, not 
residential areas of North Strathfield.  
  
e. A number of residents in the area continue to forget the above and have 
pushed on with their plans for a “super lot”. They have chosen to ignore the 
decision  made through the Urban Growth consultation and their final 
decision, instead pursuing their own self interests supported by JLL and a 
town planning consultant report, heavily biased towards their rezone position. 
We question the unofficial and unchecked consultation they are referring to, 
as many residents in the area have been excluded from their “consultation". 
Like everyone else, the group had the opportunity to meet and discuss with 
Urban Growth through 2015 and 2016 and we question the unchecked 
methods used to put together their data. Please refer the email content 
below...  
 
From: name with held  
Subject: Re: GREATER SYDNEY COMMISSION DISTRICT DIALOGUES - CENTRAL 
DISTRICT (Wednesday 15 March) 
Date: 11 March 2017 4:18:17 pm AEDT 
 
 
HI name withheld (and others) 
Name withheld and I hope to attend on Wednesday and I have emailed Maisie to register. 
On another note, my family had an interesting visitor today, name withheld from Warsaw 
St. I was out and apparently she has been here several times in the last few days trying to 
catch me. She told my husband that she had only been here 5 years, in a lovely big home 
and did not want to move. She asked him to sign a petition, he believed against rezoning. 
She was not happy when he refused to sign on the spot and instead insisted on her 



 

 

leaving the material for us to read first. On reading this, it is a submission to GWS asking 
that Allen St to Conway St be included in the high density re-zone. There is an 
accompanying letter which appears to be an instruction sheet for those door-knocking. It 
includes  
"Introduce yourself as a resident." 
"You are part of a group that has been speaking to politicians and decision makers." 
"The reason we were left out as an isolated island with development around us is because 
they said the majority of residents didn't want it which we now know this was not true." 
(sic) 
"We have been speaking with the GSC and name withheld MP and it has been very 
successful." 
"Now the GSC has personally contacted us asking us to put it in writing (as has name with 
held )." 
"We have prepared a submission to the GSC and have a report prepared by a town 
planner putting the strong case for our rezone." 
It the includes possible objections people may make and how to respond. 
 
My concern is that if my husband thought she was against rezoning because of her stating 
she didn't want to move, how many elderly residents may have been conned into signing 
on the spot? 
 
Are you aware of these door knocks? 
 
Name and address withheld, North Strathfield  
 
f.Diversity of housing, where is it? 
Where do families live? Families do not want to live in high rise hot, dog 
boxes (see Parramatta Rd). 
Why only high rise? Why not terraces, townhouses, duplexes etc... 
All industrial land has gone and been consumed by apartments so now you’re 
after residential areas, our homes are under threat-when is enough, enough! 
  
g.Heritage of North Strathfield 
Please respect the community that already lives here and the history of 
buildings which already exist like our renovated home and many other homes 
like ours, the Arnott’s factory also needs to be kept as part of our industrial 
history. 
The area of North Strathfield has heritage significance dating back to WW1. 
All the cul de sacs are named after significant WW1 battle fields or 
associated persons. These homes were built to house returned soldiers and 
their families after the war. 
 
h.There is no lack of supply in the Sydney market. Instead it is distorted 
by investors, many of these cashed up foreign nationals. Why are we selling 
off our homes to foreign nationals instead of housing our own residents.Why 
are we expected to give up our homes for higher density, homes we worked 
hard for...According to reports in the SMH there are 90 000 empty units. This 



 

 

situation needs to be addressed as buyers are just using this type of 
investment as a tax haven. 
 
i.Also see SMH article (7.3.17 New Suburb at Olympic Park will require 
trains, trams- and drinking water) where questions are raised as to if the 
water supply, sewerage infrastructure and electricity can meet the 
demands of at least another more 10 000 more residents in Olympic 
Park? The same should be asked of North Strathfield and add to that 
flooding issues and water run off concerns in the area. 
 
k.Where is real job creation for North Strathfield to support the projected 
population growth? There is no evidence of this being truly addressed in the 
GSC document. Instead too much emphasises is placed on density levels i.e. 
High Rise 
 
In conclusion, leave our North Strathfield community as is, low density 2A. 
Many, many homes have been renovated or are currently being renovated or 
built, and are not at the end of their shelf life. Our area is already over 
represented now in accommodating population growth and providing high 
density living. High density, high rise is unworkable in North Strathfield and 
would  destroy an existing, established, fully functioning community.  
 
We ask GSC to listen and to please support our sustainable position. 
Sincerely 
Save North Strathfield Residents Action Group 
Names and addresses withheld for privacy and safety reasons. 
Thank you 
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