Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name Victorian/Georgian Cottage

Recommended Name Victorian/Georgian Cottage

Site Image

Address 48 Albert Street, Guildford NSW 2161

Lot/Section/DP 6 - 27045
Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1130

Former LEP ID 130 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded

Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built

Level 2 Residential buildings (private)
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Statement of Significance

The building at 48 Albert Street, Guilford, is of local significance for its historic and aesthetic values.
Built in 1888, the item historically relates to the 1884 land subdivision of Sherwood Estate, which was
granted to William Sherwin in 1831, and came to be known as the Sherwood Heights. The residence
is one of the earliest remaining houses in Albert Street. The item has aesthetic significance as a fine
and largely intact example of a Victorian cottage built in the late nineteenth century and the quality of
its detailing which makes a strong contribution to the character of the streetscape. The item is a
representative example of a Victorian cottage.

Criteria Assessment

Built in 1888, the property historically relates to the 1884 land
subdivision of Sherwood Estate, which was granted to William Sherwin
a) Historic in 1831. The subdivision of the Sherwood Estate from 1884 to 1887
came to be known as the Sherwood Heights. The residence is one of
the earliest remaining houses in Albert Street.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

The item has aesthetic significance as a fine and largely intact
example of a Victorian cottage built in the late nineteenth century and
the quality of its detailing which makes a strong contribution to the
character of the streetscape.

c) Aesthetic/Technical

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.
f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

g) Representativeness | The item is a representative example of a Victorian cottage.
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Physical Description

The item is a symmetrical brick Victorian cottage with Georgian features. The dwelling has a hipped
roof clad in painted corrugated steel cladding to three sides, with a bullnose verandah to the street
(north) and western side. The roof also features two rendered brick chimneys with cornice detailing
and two glazed terracotta chimney pots on each. At the rear are two hipped wings, flanking a skillion
verandah. At the south-eastern corner are the former stables which have a wide gabled roof. It appears
the house is presently divided into two residences, with access either from the front or rear.

The walls are painted brick set in an English bond on a rendered masonry base. The front verandah
has simple timber posts, beam and posted balustrade and modern Colorbond cladding. It appears the
verandah has been modified at an early stage from four equal bays to five bays and has been partially
infilled along the western side with fibro sheet cladding. The verandah is addressed by splayed
concrete steps which lead to a central door with top and leadlight or mottled glass sidelights. The main
door is not visible behind an intrusive metal security door. On either side is a single set of French doors,
also hidden behind intrusive metal security doors with top lights. The window and door openings have
segmental arched heads.

The site is bound to the north by Albert Street and to the south by Frank Street, which cuts across at a
diagonal. There is a white aluminium loop top fence along the north and west boundary of the property
that replaces a timber picket fence which still frames the eastern and rear boundaries. The residence
features a deep setback with some plantings. There are two mature trees to Albert Street, and a row
of three similar trees to Frank street. The verandah is fronted by a garden bed with three frangipani
trees that are not significant. It appears the curtilage to this house has been reduced with later
subdivisions.

The house generally appears in fair condition. There is some cracking to the base of the verandah and
steps and flaking of paintwork. Timber verandah elements show signs of age and wear. The roof
appears in good condition, as do the chimneys.

Condition | Good | Fair ' Poor

Alterations and Additions

Fibro infill to front verandah along western elevation*

Painted masonry infill footing and masonry access stairs possibly added during the 1920s/30s.
Replaced roof cladding.

Security screens have been added to door openings to the front elevation*

Altered door and window openings at the rear (i.e. conversion of door to window opening).
Replaced timber picket fence along the north and west boundary with white aluminium loop top
fence*®

Although the building has been modified, it retains much of the earlier form and character. The integrity
of the item is reduced by later intrusive elements such as the security screen doors, infill of the western
portion of the verandah and the contemporary fence. Overall, the item is considered to have moderate
integrity.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low
9

* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place
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Historical Notes
Construction years 1888

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and,
in 1871, a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886,
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century, the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

The subject property forms a part of 1165 acres of land known as the ‘Sherwood Estate’ that was
granted to William Sherwin in June 1831. In 1884, William Joyce Hobbs purchased Lot 28 and part lots
18,19 & 29 of Sherwood Estate which amounted to over 185 acres of land. In April 1885, Albert
Elkington and Andrew McCullock purchased a little over 131 acres of the Hobbs estate and subdivided
this parcel, known as Lots 1 & 2 of Section 16 to Elizabeth Bedford in June 1885. It seems that the
National Permanent Building Land Investment Co Ltd took over Lots 1 & 2 in 1887 and incorporated it
into the "Sherwood Heights" subdivision.

It appears the house was constructed ¢.1888, as the Sands Directory lists the Bedford's at "Gracemere"
from 1989 to 1892. In 1892, the site was transferred to Robert Walker, listed in the Sands Directory
from 1892, and in 1901 to his widow, who sold the lots to Frances Thompson in 1904. The site changed
hands a number of times by 1913, when it was purchased by Jane Jones who consolidated lots 1 and
2 with adjoining lots 3, 12, 13 and 14. In 1928, Lot 12 was purchased by the Metropolitan Water
Sewerage and Drainage Board (MWSDB) and the residue was sold to Daniel Wakeley who retained
ownership until 1943.

By 1954, the site was again subdivided and lots sold. The current site, lot 6 spans diagonally from
Albert Street to Franks Street and was purchased by Joseph Podricks. Since that time, the site has
been sold a number of times. In 1968, an application was made for the construction of a garage. The
property remains in use as a private residence.
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Recommendations

Heritage Management

Existing Built and Landscape
Elements

Future Development and
Planning

1. Maintain this item’s
heritage listing on the
LEP.

6. Original fabric is highly
significant and should be | X
maintained.

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to
the existing pattern of
development, with careful X
consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the
Heritage Conservation
Area.

7. Unsympathetic
alterations that detract
from the cultural X
significance of the item
should be removed.

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character
of the item and area (e.g. X
paint scheme, materiality,
style, landscape elements).

3. Consider delisting as
an individual item from
the LEP.

8. Maintain heritage
landscape elements and X
schemes.

14. Future uses for this item
should be compatible with
its historical functions/
associations.

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of X
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint X
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

N

7

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

7

Other recommendations and/or comments:

west boundary of the property.
=  Consideration should be given to the removal of intrusive additions, such as white security screen
doors for the inclusion of more sympathetic door options.

Consideration should be given to the removal of the fibre cement infill to the verandah.

The window and door openings, particularly in the front fagade, should not be enlarged or filled in.
There should be no roof additions or dormers allowed in the roofline visible from the street.
Consideration should be given to the reinstatement of a timber picket fence along the north and

 Listings .

Heritage Listing

Listing Title

Listing Number

Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A

Local Environmental Plan

Victorian/Georgian Cottage | 1130

Heritage Study

Victorian/Georgian Cottage | 1130

National Trust Australia Register

N/A
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Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title

: : Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study

. Graham Brooks and Holroyd Heritage
Heritage Study Associates Pty Ltd 1998 Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City
Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

Limitations

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.

Additional Imag_gs

View of setting nd Iand'scé-pingo front of
cottage.

View to fagade of cottage from Albert Street.

Heritage Study 2019 — Extent Heritage Pty Ltd



View from Albert Street of eastern side of View to cottage as it is situated on Albert Street.
cottage.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name

Federation / Queen Anne Cottage

Recommended Name

Federation Cottage

Site Image

Address 12 Amherst Street, Guildford NSW 2161
Lot/Section/DP C - 949414
Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1131

Former LEP ID

131 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded
Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built

Level 2 Residential buildings (private)
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Statement of Significance

The dwelling at 12 Amherst Street, Guildford is locally significant for its historic, aesthetic and
representative values. Built ¢.1914, the dwelling is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in
Guildford, known as the Church and School Estate subdivision. The dwelling was constructed during
a time when the area was still considered a ‘tiny village’, just prior to a building boom in the 1920s. The
dwelling is a largely intact Federation style residence, which represents the prevalent style of
construction in the area at the turn of the century. Though, it is also notable for its Queen Anne
decorative motifs. The building is located on a prominent corner site on Amherst Street, with an unusual
setback from Bangor Street in comparison to other structures along this road. The dwelling is visually
balanced out by an identical residence located on the opposite corner at 25 Berwick Street. Both
buildings appear to mark a gateway to the Church and School Estate subdivision. The cottage is readily
identifiable as part of the historic building stock and contributes positively to the streetscape character.

Criteria Assessment

Built in 1914 on one of the oldest subdivisions in Guildford, known as
the Church and School Estate subdivision, the Federation dwelling
was constructed during a time when the area was still considered a
‘tiny village’, just prior to a building boom in the 1920s.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

The dwelling is a largely intact Federation style residence which
represents the prevalent style of construction in the area at the turn of
c) Aesthetic/Technical the century. Though, it is also notable for its Queen Anne decorative
motifs. The building is located on a prominent corner site, with an
unusual setback from Bangor Street in comparison to other structures

a) Historic
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along this road. The dwelling is visually balanced out by an identical
residence located on the opposite corner. Both buildings appear to
mark a gateway to the Church and School Estate subdivision. The
house is readily identifiable as part of the historic building stock and
contributes positively to the streetscape character.

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.
f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

g) Representativeness | The dwelling is a largely intact Federation style residence.

The dwelling is a small T-shaped weatherboard cottage set on brick piers, with an intersecting gabled
main roof clad in corrugated iron. The front of the house features a small hipped roof over an entrance
portico and a shallow bullnose roof supported by pairs of decorative timber posts with arched timber
frieze. The main roof end gables have battened fibro ends and simple timber barge boards and finial.
Each gable end features a pair of double hung sash windows with decorative sills as well as carved
timber and pressed metal fixed awnings above. The entry portico has a pair of timber framed casement
windows with small panes at the top and bottom. The house appears to have retained its original
weatherboard cladding and timber detail. A skillion lean-to features on the secondary street frontage
(Bangor Street). It has weatherboard walls flush with the gable end and a similar fixed awning over a
double hung window. There is a single painted brick chimney to the skillion lean-to.

The dwelling is located on a large corner block and the building is set close to the street edges, allowing
for a large yard to the east and south. The landscaping is unkept and informal, with some mature
plantings located along the secondary street frontage (Bangor Street). The front boundary (Amherst
Street) does not have a boundary fence. The western boundary (Bangor Street) has an unpainted
timber fence in extremely poor condition.

Opposite Amherst Street at 25 Berwick Street a cottage has similar characteristics however has been
heavily modified, including new terracotta roof tiles and an addition on the eastern side.

Overall, the condition of the dwelling is considered to be good with no signs of deterioration. Unkept
landscaping around the base of the building may lead to deterioration of timber elements at the base
of the structure over time. The timber fence is in poor condition.

Condition | Good | Fair ' Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Timber fence along Bangor Street boundary
=  Skillion lean-to addition
= New paint scheme

The building is largely intact with minor alterations and additions. All alterations have respected the
buildings heritage values and follow the principle of replacing heritage fabric on a like-for-like basis.
The buildings integrity is considered to be high.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low

* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place
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Historical Notes
Construction years c1914

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as a brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

The subject site is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in Guildford. Originally granted in 1825,
the 1000 acre Church and School Estate was located on Dog Trap Road (present Woodville Road)
south of Parramatta. Much of this land was initially let during the 1830-40s to local landowners and
probably used for grazing. Although Guildford had residents from 1799, it was not until the subdivision
of this estate from 1871 and the opening of the first railway station in the district in 1876 that much
development occurred.

In 1874, James Henderson purchased the land portion on which this site is located. In 1881 he sold
this to Thomas Issac Boyd and George Kennedy King who began to subdivide it during the next year
into small narrow allotments. William Mundy purchased a number of lots and in early 1914 they were
sold by his widow to John Nelson, a builder. The house may have been constructed at this time and in
December of the same year the property was sold to Arthur Henderon. In 1920 the Sands Directory
lists Curby Herber as residing at this property but it is not until 1943 that he purchased the property. In
1963 the property was passed to Vincent Monson.

The dwelling remains in use as a private residence.
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Recommendations

. Existing Built and Landscape | Future Development and
Heritage Management -
Elements Planning
12. Alterations and
additions should respond to
1. Maintain this item’s 6. Original fabric is highly the existing pattern of
heritage listing on the X significant and should be | X development, with careful X
LEP. maintained. consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).
7. Unsvmpathetic 13. New alterations and
2. Maintain this item’s : ymp additions should respect the
o alterations that detract C .
listing as part of the historic aesthetic/character
: . from the cultural . X
Heritage Conservation A . of the item and area (e.g.
significance of the item . S
Area. paint scheme, materiality,
should be removed.
style, landscape elements).
3. Consider delisting as 8. Maintain heritage 14. Future uses fqr this ]tem
s . should be compatible with
an individual item from landscape elements and its historical f .
the LEP schemes its |stlor.|ca unctions/
' ' associations.
9. Maintain the existing
4. Consider additional gettmg of the heritage
) item, informed by the
research to nominate s
o historic pattern of X
this item for the State . .
Heritage Register neighbouring
' development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height). ’
10. Maintain the historic % 7
5. The heritage curtilage aesthetic/character of the
for this item should be item and area (e.g. paint X
revised/reduced. scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).
7
11. The condition of this /
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should /
be monitored. //

Other recommendations and/or comments:

= The timber boundary fence is in poor condition. Should the opportunity arise, this should be
replaced with a low timber picket fence which surrounds the property boundary on each street

frontage.
Listings
Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -
Local Environmental Plan Federation / Queen Anne 1131

Cottage

. Federation / Queen Anne
Heritage Study Cottage 1131
National Trust Australia Register N/A -
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Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title

: : Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study

. Graham Brooks and Holroyd Heritage
Heritage Study Associates Pty Ltd 1998 Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City
Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictoral History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.

Additional Images

Overview of dwelling from Amherst Street. View of dwelling from corner of Amherst Street
and Bangor Street.
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Detail of timber fence and view of rear of the Overview of dwelling from Amherst Street,
property. showing the eastern (side) elevation.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name

Guildford Public School, circa 1915

Recommended Name

Guildford Public School

Site Image

Address 1A Apia Street, Guildford NSW 2161

Lot/Section/DP 69, 69A and 70 A 5018
1t0 6 - 797894
415 - 820561

Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1132

Former LEP ID

132 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded
Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type

Level 1 Built

Level 2 Education
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Statement of Significance

Guildford Public School is locally significant for its historic, aesthetic and representative values. The
school has served as a public educational institution for the local community since 1915. The most
significant building on the site, the 1929 Infants’ School building, provides evidence of the major
population boom of the Inter-War period in Guildford when residential development and associated
civic infrastructure grew at pace. It also reflects the educational and social policies of the State
Government's Dept of Education of the period, specifically with regards to the provision of new schools
throughout the State. The Infants’ School building has aesthetic significance as a well detailed and,
from the exterior, substantially intact example of "Inter-War Mediterranean" architecture, which is a
style not particularly common within this area of Sydney. The siting of the building and the integrity of
its aesthetic qualities also make it a notable and attractive landmark in its local area.

Criteria Assessment

The school is historically significant for its role as an educational
institution for the community since 1915. The most significant building
on the site, the 1929 Infants’ School, provides evidence of the major
population boom of the Inter-War period in Guildford when residential
development and associated civic infrastructure grew at pace. It also
reflects the educational and social policies of the State Government's
Dept of Education of the period, specifically with regards to the
provision of new schools throughout the State.

a) Historic

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

The Infants’ School building has aesthetic significance as a well

€) fesielEleeies] detailed and, from the exterior, substantially intact example of "Inter-
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War Mediterranean" architecture, which is a style not particularly
common within this area of Sydney. The siting of the building and the
integrity of its aesthetic qualities also make it a notable and attractive
landmark in its local area.

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.
f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

The Infants’ School building is a representative example of Inter-War

g) Representativeness Mediterranean" architecture.

Physical Description

The Guildford Public School complex comprises of a number of one, two and three storey buildings,
constructed in various styles and materiality. They are situated around large asphalt outdoor play areas
and yards. A large arched canopy sits adjacent to the Infants’ School building.

The historic Infants’ School building is a single storeyed with a symmetrical front elevation, featuring
hip-roofed wings projecting at either end, a central gable roofed wing with curved pedimented end
(similar to a "Dutch gable") and flat roofed connecting wings in between. Windows to front elevation
are multi-paned timber framed, double hung sashes with half-round heads. Recessed porches in the
end wings have arched doorways. The basecourse is face brickwork.

The school contains several mature trees of varying species scattered throughout the play areas. There
appear to be a few eucalyptus trees. The school is fenced off by a palisade style steel fence painted
black.

As viewed from the street, the historic building appears to be in good condition.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Air-conditioning units*
= Covered play area canopy adjacent to the Infants’ School building

As viewed from the street, the historic building appears to have high integrity. Though, as is the nature
of school buildings, they are subject to incremental change overtime and it is likely that the interiors
and some elevations are of moderate integrity.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low
* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place

Historical Notes
Construction years 1915

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.
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Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the twentieth century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as a brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

Guilford Public School opened in 1915. The main classroom block, known as the Infants’ School
building, was constructed in 1929. It is contemporary with and similar to a school building at Merrylands

East Public School which was constructed in 1928. The site remains in use as a school site.

| Recommendations |

Heritage Management

Existing Built and Landscape
Elements

Future Development and
Planning

1. Maintain this item’s
heritage listing on the
LEP.

6. Original fabric is highly
significant and should be | X
maintained.

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to
the existing pattern of
development, with careful
consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the

7. Unsympathetic
alterations that detract
from the cultural

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character

Heritage Conservation L . of the item and area (e.g. X
significance of the item . S
Area. paint scheme, materiality,
should be removed.
style, landscape elements).
3. Consider delisting as 8. Maintain heritage 14. Future uses fqr this ]tem
s . should be compatible with
an individual item from landscape elements and X N . X
its historical functions/

the LEP.

schemes.

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

N

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

associations.

y

7

8

.
.
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Other recommendations and/or comments:

= Should new development be proposed for the site, the application should be accompanied by a
detailed fabric analysis to understand which buildings are significant and how to manage change.

Listings
Heritage Listing

Listing Title

Listing Number

Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A

Guildford Public School,

Local Environmental Plan . 1132
circa 1915
. Guildford Public School,
Heritage Study circa 1915 1132
National Trust Australia Register N/A -

Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title
: : Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study
Heritage Study Graham Brooks and 1998 Holroyd Heritage
Associates Pty Ltd Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City

Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

Limitations

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage

study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the

public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,

2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.
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Additional Images

Overview of school yard, with the Infants’ School
building in the background.
T

View through palisade fence on Apia Street of
the Infants’ School building.

View through palisade fence on Apia Street of
the Infants’ School building.

View through palisade fence on Apia Street of
the school site.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name “Kelvin” Federation / Queen Anne Bungalow

Recommended Name Kelvin - Federation Bungalow

Site Image

Address 67 Berwick Street, Guildford, NSW 2161
Lot/Section/DP 7 and 8 10 734
Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1133

Former LEP ID 133 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded

Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built

Level 2 Residential buildings (private)
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Statement of Significance

The dwelling at 67 Berwick Street, Guildford is locally significant for its historic, aesthetic and
representativeness values. Historically, the dwelling is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in
Guildford, known as the Church and School Estate subdivision. Built between ¢.1901-1911, the
Federation Bungalow was constructed in a time when the area was still considered a ‘tiny village’, just
prior to a building boom in the 1920s. It is a contributory element that reflects the growth and
development of the district throughout the early decades of the twentieth century. The house has
aesthetic significance as a well-kept and early example of a small-scale suburban Federation
Bungalow in the area which contributes positively towards the streetscape. The item is representative
of the Federation Bungalow type common to the Guildford area during the early decades of the 1900s.

Criteria Assessment

Built between ¢.1901-1911 on one of the oldest subdivisions in
Guildford, known as the Church and School Estate subdivision, the
Federation Bungalow was constructed in a time when the area was
a) Historic still considered a ‘tiny village’, just prior to a building boom in the
1920s. It is a contributory element reflecting the growth and
development of the district throughout the early decades of the
twentieth century.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

The house has aesthetic significance as a well-kept and early example
c) Aesthetic/Technical of a small-scale suburban Federation Bungalow in the area which
contributes positively towards the streetscape.

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
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e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.

f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

The item is representative of the Federation Bungalow type common
to the Guildford area during the early decades of the 1900s.

g) Representativeness

Physical Description

The dwelling is of face brick construction, supported on a brick base, tuck pointed, set in a stretcher
bond and painted with a red ochre. The hipped roof with a projecting gable roof has slate tiles with
terracotta ridge caps and decorative end pieces. The roof extends over the front verandah. Two
chimneys are stucco rendered and have brick tops and single terracotta pots. The gable end features
stucco rendered infill with radial sun motif and a central square bay window with a flat roof. The bay
window has three casement windows featuring multi-paned coloured glass top lights. The front
verandah features decorative timber posts, frieze and balustrade, supported on face brick piers. The
front door is obscured by a modern aluminium security screen and has a lead lighted top and side light.
Adjacent to the door is a pair of timber framed double hung windows with painted sills and thin steel
security grilles. Window and door openings have segmental arched heads. The rear section of the
dwelling has a shallow hipped roof of zincalume. At the rear of the dwelling is a timber framed and clad
lean-to with modern sliding windows.

The dwelling has a consistent setback with other dwellings along the street and has retained its original
subdivision boundary. The front setback is landscaped with grass, a medium sized wattle tree and a
hedge near the front door. A recently documented tree has been removed. A concrete pathway leads
from the street to the front porch. The dwelling is bound by a low face brick fence with an art deco iron
gate to what would have originally been a northern driveway. The rear yard contains a large mature
tree.

The dwelling is framed by medium density development to the south and east.

While the timber barge board and timber elements to the verandah show signs of water damage, the
dwelling is in good condition overall.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Timber lean-to addition at the rear
= Modern landscaping to front yard
= Driveway removed and re-landscaped as grass

The building is largely intact with minor alterations and additions. The integrity is considered to be high.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low
* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place

Historical Notes
Construction years c1901-1911

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
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adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as a brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

The site is located on land granted (Lots 7 and 8 of Section 10) to James Henderson, awarded in May
1874 and formerly part of the 1871 Church and Schools Estate. In 1881 Sarah Henderson sold the
parcel to Thomas Boyd and George Kennedy King who subsequently subdivided the land and began
to sell various allotments. In 1883 Robert Napier purchased Lots 7, 8, 24 and 25 of Section 10 of the
subdivision. In 1901 the site was transferred to William Hobson who sold to William and Florence
Fussell in 1911.

Based on the style of the dwelling, it is likely that it was constructed between 1901 — 1911. The Sands
Directory does not list the Fussells until 1918. In 1928 Frederick Napier Hobson purchased the property
and is listed in the Sands from 1929. Frederick Hobson retained ownership until 1977 when the
property was transferred to Keith Frederick Hobson and Ellen McNeil. In the following year Keith
Hobson became the sole proprietor of Lots 24 and 25, thus dividing the property. Hobson remained as
joint tenant of Lots 7 and 8 until 1985 when the present owners purchased the property. The dwelling
remains in use as a private residence.

Recommendations

Heritage Management Existing Built and Landscape | Future Development and

Elements Planning

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to

1. Maintain this item’s 6. Original fabric is highly the existing pattern of
heritage listing on the X significant and should be | X development, with careful X
LEP. maintained. consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

7. Unsvmpathetic 13. New alterations and

2. Maintain this item’s : ymp additions should respect the
L alterations that detract C .

listing as part of the historic aesthetic/character

Heritage Conservation fr.om. Fhe cultural . of the item and area (e.g. X
significance of the item

Area. int scheme, materialit
ed should be removed. paint scheme, materiaity,
style, landscape elements).
3. Consider delisting as 8. Maintain heritage 14. Future uses fqr this ]tem
s . should be compatible with
an individual item from landscape elements and N .
its historical functions/
the LEP. schemes.

associations.
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4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

7

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

7

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

7%/

Other recommendations and/or comments:

= None.

Listings

Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -

Local Environmental Plan

“Kelvin” Federation / Queen
Anne Bungalow

1133

Heritage Study

“Kelvin” Federation / Queen
Anne Bungalow

1133

National Trust Australia Register

N/A

Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title

. . Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study

. Graham Brooks and Holroyd Heritage
Heritage Study Associates Pty Ltd 1998 Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City

Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

Heritage Study 2019 — Extent Heritage Pty Ltd



1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage

study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the

public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.

Additional Images

Overview of dwelling from Berwick Street, as
viewed from in front of the neighbouring modern
property.

Front fagade.

Overview of dwelling from Berwick Street, as
viewed from in front of the neighbouring modern
property.

Overview of dwelling and front fence.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name

Federation Bungalow

Recommended Name

Federation Bungalow

Site Image

Address 77 Berwick Street, Guildford, NSW, 2161
Lot/Section/DP 31 and 32 5 734
Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1134

Former LEP ID

134 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded
Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built

Level 2 Residential buildings (private)
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Statement of Significance

The dwelling at 77 Berwick Street, Guildford is locally significant for its historic, aesthetic and
representative values. Built ¢.1914, the dwelling is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in
Guildford, known as the Church and School Estate subdivision, and is a contributory element reflecting
the growth and development of the district throughout the early decades of the twentieth century. The
building has aesthetic and representative significance as a good example of a small-scale suburban
Federation Bungalow. The building fabric and detailing is in good condition and the building presents
well within the street as part of the historic building stock. It has significance as a reflection of the type
of residence that was common to the Guildford area during the early decades of the 1900s.

Criteria Assessment

Built ¢.1914, the dwelling is located on one of the oldest subdivisions
in Guildford, known as the Church and School Estate subdivision, and
is a contributory element reflecting the growth and development of the
district throughout the early decades of the twentieth century.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

The building has aesthetic and representative significance as a good
example of a small-scale suburban Federation Bungalow. The building
fabric and detailing is in good condition and the building presents well
within the street as part of the historic building stock. It has significance
as a reflection of the type of residence that was common to the
Guildford area during the early decades of the 1900s.

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.

e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.

a) Historic

c) Aesthetic/Technical
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f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

g) Representativeness | The building is a good example of a small-scale Federation Bungalow.

Physical Description

The dwelling on site is a single storey face brick residence in the Federation Bungalow style. The face
brick front facade has been painted with a red oxide and tuck pointed. There are polychromatic quoins
to the corners. The main roof is half gabled, with a gabled protrusion extending towards the street. The
roof is clad with terracotta tiles and features profiled ends and exposed timber rafters. The gable end
features a stucco rendered detail with a geometric pattern and brick string course. The broken back
verandah is supported by decorative timber posts grouped in pairs on face brick piers and features a
decorative timber frieze and brackets. The verandah extends around the gable end with similar
detailing and a flat metal roof, which is possibly a later addition. A double chimney on the southern side
of the dwelling is face brick and stepped at the top, with two terracotta chimney pots. The main door is
timber and glass panelled, with similar top and side lights. Windows are grouped in pairs to the front
fagade and are timber framed double hung sash. Windows have segmental arched heads and
decorative rendered sills.

The front of the house has a small cottage style garden, with non-significant plantings across the front
of the verandah as well as a grassed area. The dwelling is bound by a 1m high stone boundary wall
with capped piers. A cyclone fence style gate has replaced an earlier gate. The boundary wall is lined
with a neat hedge, placed behind the boundary wall. The sandstone wall and hedge contribute
positively towards the heritage character of the place. A small set of painted brick stairs has been
provided between the driveway and the yard. A concrete driveway along the northern boundary leads
past the house to a fibro garage at the rear.

The property appears to retain its original subdivision boundaries, though there is no consistency in
setback between the contemporary and historic buildings.

Although the verandah posts and timber awning over the window have peeling paint, the remainder of
the building appears to be in good condition.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Flat roofed verandah extension to the front*
= Lean-to addition to the rear
= Cyclone fence gate

The verandah has been extended over the gable end on the front facade. Therefore, the overall
integrity of the building is considered to be moderate.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low

* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place
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Historical Notes
Construction years c.1914

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as a brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

The subject site is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in Guildford. Originally granted in 1825,
the 1000 acre Church and School Estate was located on Dog Trap Road (present Woodville Road)
south of Parramatta. Much of this land was initially let during the 1830-40s to local landowners and
probably used for grazing. Although Guildford had residents from 1799, it was not until the subdivision
of this estate from 1871 and the opening of the first railway station in the district in 1876 that much
development occurred.

The site, Lots 31 and 32 Section 5, is located on land granted to James Henderson in February 1875.
In 1881 Sarah Henderson sold to Thomas Boyd and George Kennedy King who subsequently
subdivided the land and began to sell various allotments. In May 1883 David Sands purchased over 1
acre being the whole of Section 5. David Sands then began to sell sections thereafter. In December
1885 George Parker Jones purchased Lots 31 and 32. The Parker Jones family retained ownership
until 1915 when property was transferred to William Fisk. In 1918 it was passed to his widow Ella Fisk
who retained ownership until 1945 when it was sold to William and Eileen Yates. The Sands Directory
indicates that the Yates had occupied the property since 1928. An application was made in 1951 for a
laundry addition. Some work was carried out to the property in the early 1970s. In 1991 the property
was transferred twice, finally to its current owners at the end of that year.

The dwelling remains in use as a private residence.
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Recommendations

Heritage Management Existing Built and Landscape | Future Development and

Elements Planning
12. Alterations and
additions should respond to

1. Maintain this item’s 6. Original fabric is highly the existing pattern of
heritage listing on the X significant and should be | X development, with careful X
LEP. maintained. consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

7. Unsvmpathetic 13. New alterations and

2. Maintain this item’s : ymp additions should respect the
o alterations that detract C .

listing as part of the historic aesthetic/character

Heritage Conservation fr.om. Fhe cultural . of the item and area (e.g. X
significance of the item

Area. int scheme, materialit
ed should be removed. paint scheme, matenatity,
style, landscape elements).
3. Consider delisting as 8. Maintain heritage 14. Future uses fqr this ]tem
s . should be compatible with
an individual item from landscape elements and X N .
its historical functions/
the LEP. schemes.

associations.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of X
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

10. Maintain the historic _ 7
5. The heritage curtilage aesthetic/character of the
for this item should be item and area (e.g. paint X
revised/reduced. scheme, materiality, style,

landscape elements).

o
11. The condition of this

item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

N\

N

%
Other recommendations and/or comments:

%4

= Should the opportunity arise, the front verandah should be reinstated to its original form. In
particular, it should sit behind the front building line to re-expose the gable end of the fagade.

Listings

Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -

Local Environmental Plan Federation Bungalow 1134

Heritage Study Federation Bungalow 1134

National Trust Australia Register N/A -
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Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title

: : Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study

. Graham Brooks and Holroyd Heritage
Heritage Study Associates Pty Ltd 1998 Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City
Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

Limitations

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.

Additional Images

Front facade and boundary fence.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name Guildford School of Arts, Community Building, circa 1901-1925

Recommended Name Guildford School of Arts

Site Image

Address 1 Calliope Street, Guildford NSW 2161
Lot/Section/DP 46 - 9748
Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1135

Former LEP ID 136 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded

Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built

Level 2 | Community Facilities / Monuments and Memorials
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Statement of Significance

The Guildford School of Arts is of local significance for its historic, social and representative values.
The building is important for the community’s sense of place, having provided educational community
services since the 1920s. The Guildford School of Arts was established as an institution dedicated to
the "progress" of both individuals and the local community. Originally aimed at providing “education”
and "access to high culture" for the working classes, Schools of Arts like the one in Guildford provided
venues for educational lectures, trade courses and cultural activities. The rapid growth of residential
development in the area in the Interwar period and the perceived needs of this new population are
clearly evidenced in the construction of the School of Arts, as its changing functions have also reflected
new demands. Architecturally the building is a relatively intact and modest representative example of
a scaled "Inter-War Domestic" suburban hall. The site also has historic and social significance for its
relation to the returned servicemen, having been renamed the “Soldiers Memorial School of Arts” in
1933, which was followed by the inclusion of a sandstone World War | memorial. The war memorial
remains extant on site today. This memorial was later adapted to include an honour role for World War
Il.

Criteria Assessment

The Guildford School of Arts established as an institution dedicated to
the "progress" of both individuals and the local community. Originally
aimed at providing education and "access to high culture" for the
a) Historic working classes to create better citizens, Schools of Arts like the one
in Guildford provided venues for educational lectures, trade courses
and cultural activities. The rapid growth of residential development in
the area in the Interwar period and the perceived needs of this new
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population are clearly evidenced in the construction of the School of
Arts, as its changing functions have also reflected new demands. The
site also has historic and social significance for its relation to the
returned servicemen, having been renamed the “Soldiers Memorial
School of Arts” in 1933, followed by the inclusion of a sandstone World
War | memorial which is extant on site today. This memorial was later
adapted to include an honour role for World War Il.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

c) Aesthetic/Technical The item does not meet this criterion.

The building is important for the community’s sense of place, having
provided community services since the 1920s. The Guildford School

o) sesk of Arts established as an institution dedicated to the "progress" of both
individuals and the local community.

e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.

f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

Architecturally the building is a relatively intact and modest
g) Representativeness | representative example of a scaled "Inter-War Domestic" suburban
hall.

Physical Description

The community building is a single storey face brick structure with "T" shaped layout. One wing of the
building, which addresses the main street frontage, is set slightly higher at right angles than the rest of
the building. The building has gambrel (half-gabled) red rile roofs with sheet-metal ventilators to the
ridge of main wing (known as the hall). All windows to major elevations are timber-framed, double-hung
sash with margin-bar glazing detail to the top & bottom sashes (i.e. small square & rectangular panes
along edges). All windows have flyscreens. There is a fanlight above the main entry door. Memorials
in recessed "porch" centred in front elevation of lower wing.

There is no significant landscaping, although the building has a prominent position within the wider
landscape due to its sitting within the street. The building is set against several sections of concrete
and an asphalted driveway along the Calliope Street side of the building.

In the front setback of the site, along Calliope Street, there is a sandstone World War | war memorial
which inscribes in the centre plaque “In memoriam: the Guildford district soldiers who made the
supreme sacrifice in the great war 1914-1918.Their memory is ever green”. The war memorial also
includes a tribute to World War Il on either side of the main plaque. The war memorial is in good
condition.

The building is well-kept, showing no signs of deterioration from the exterior.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Flyscreens to all windows

=  Sections of concrete around the base of the building*
= Asphalt around the front of the building

= World War | memorial added ¢.1933

=  Green low-scale fence around war memorial

The building is highly intact as viewed from the street, with minor alterations which are reversible.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low

* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place
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Historical Notes
Construction years 1920s

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

During the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, about 140 schools of arts or mechanics' institutes
were established in Sydney, sometimes also known as literary, railway or workingmen's institutes. In
many inner-city and interwar suburbs, the buildings remain, prominently located on the main street or
near the train station. Most have now been taken over by local councils, or the properties sold to private
interests. But they were originally established by volunteers as independent community organisations,
assisted by a small government subsidy, and they thrived as centres of local community life. Today,
their legacy in Sydney is more than just the surviving buildings. Out of these humble voluntary
operations developed the local public library, the modern community or neighbourhood centre, and
formal systems of adult and technical education.

The Guildford School of Arts was built in the 1920s. The building was used regularly by the local RSL
and also contained a public library.

The building was named the "Soldiers Memorial School of Arts" in 1933. On the 3 of June 1933, a
stone war memorial was also laid by MW. Milligan Esq.J.P and Senator Major-General Charles
Frederisk Cox. At this time, the School of Arts commemorated the fallen of World War Il. The memorial
included the Honour Roll which is located in a sandstone column in the front of the building. The
memorial was officially dedicated on Wednesday the 4" of October 1933. At a later stage, the memorial
was expanded to include an honour role dedicated to those who dies in service or were killed in action
during World War 1.

The Sydney Morning Herald, 9 October 1933 described the official opening of the Soldiers Memorial
School of Arts:

There was a large crowd at the official opening of the Guildford Soldiers’ Memorial School of
Arts on Saturday including 100 ex-servicemen and six officers and 50 men of the 4/3 battalion
of the militia, together with the battalion's band.

Commissioner Mackenzie ("Fighting Mac") in unveiling a fine honour roll erected outside the
building and containing the names of 27 men from Guildford who were killed in the Great War,
said the sacrifices of the dead had not been in vain. He urged the returned men to stick together
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in the same spirit that had manifest itself in war, and to give one another the same help in days
of peace as they had in days of war.

Major- General Chas. Cox officially opened the building and unveiled an honour roll erected
inside upon which were 175 names of men from the district who had enlisted appeared. He
praised the work of Mr. W. Milligan in bringing the building into existence. Representatives of
religious bodies and civic bodies attended. The building, which is a large hall, a well-stocked
library, and billiard-room, is of brick, and cost approximately £2000.

Recommendations

Heritage Management

Existing Built and Landscape
Elements

Future Development and
Planning

1. Maintain this item’s
heritage listing on the
LEP.

6. Original fabric is highly
significant and should be | X
maintained.

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to
the existing pattern of
development, with careful
consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the
Heritage Conservation
Area.

7. Unsympathetic
alterations that detract
from the cultural X
significance of the item
should be removed.

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character
of the item and area (e.g.
paint scheme, materiality,
style, landscape elements).

3. Consider delisting as
an individual item from
the LEP.

8. Maintain heritage
landscape elements and
schemes.

14. Future uses for this item
should be compatible with
its historical functions/
associations.

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of X
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

7

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

N

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

Other recommendations and/or comments:

= Should the opportunity arise, the concrete sections around the base of the building should be
removed and replaced with a more permeable material to ensure the building is protected from

rising damp.

7

B

7
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Listings |
Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -

Guildford School of Arts,

Local Environmental Plan Community Building, circa | 1135
1901-1925
Guildford School of Arts,
Heritage Study Community Building, circa | 1135

1901-1925

National Trust Australia Register

N/A

Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title
. . Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study
Heritage Study Graham Brooks and 1998 Holroyd Heritage
Associates Pty Ltd Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City

Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

= Catherine Freny, 2010, The School of Arts Movement,
https://dictionaryofsydney.org/entry/the school of arts movement

= Monuments Australia, Guildford Memorial School of Arts,
http://monumentaustralia.org.au/display/21420-quildford-memorial-school-of-arts-

Limitations

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage

study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the

public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.
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Additional Images

Overview of eastern elevation, including war Overview of eastern elevation, including war
memorial. memorial.

War memorial.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name Electricity Substation
Recommended Name Electricity Substation
Site Image
Address 83 Cardigan Street, Guildford NSW 2161
Lot/Section/DP 34 3 734
Draft Cumberland
LEP ID 1136
Former LEP ID 137 (Holroyd LEP)
Heritage Conservation | Not included
Area
Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL
Site Type Level 1 Built
Level 2 Utilities-Electricity
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Curtilage Map

Statement of Significance

The Electricity Substation at 83 Cardigan Street, Guildford is locally significant for its historic, technical
and representative values. Built in 1928, the substation was an important building in the supply of
electricity in the early twenthieth century for the Guildford area. It illustrates the early twenthieth century
technology utilised in the generation and distribution of electricity supply in the area. This type of
technology is now redundant; however, this substation is one of a small group of remaining intact
industrial infrastructure items representing a specific function for the community.

Criteria Assessment

Built in 1928, the substation was an important building in the supply of
electricity in the the early twenthieth century for the Guildford area.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

The substation illustrates the early twenthieth century technology
c) Aesthetic/Technical utilised in the generation and distribution of electricity supply in the
area. This type of technology is now redundant.

a) Historic

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.

This type of technology is now redundant; however, this substation is
f) Rarity one of a small group of remaining intact industrial infrastructure items

representing a specific function for the community.
The item is representative of a simple Federation style suburban
substation.

g) Representativeness
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Physical Description

The substation is a single-storey face brick structure with a gable roof. The roof features red tiles and
timber eaves, and has a simple timber barge board on each end painted white. The primary (eastern)
elevation features the words ‘ELECTRICAL SUPPLY 1928’ and a geometric pattern set into the gable
end relief. The building is entered on the primary elevation via a set of large metal doors with a large
concrete lintel to the top. The doors have been marked with graffiti. The footpath leading up to the
building is concrete.

The building is set within a small grassed park area which sits between Cardigan Street and Stimson
Street. A footpath connects to the two roadways.

The building appears to have undergone recent restoration and painting works to the brickwork and
timber elements. The building is in very good condition.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Recent restoration works to the building.
= Removal of transformer yard.

The building itself has high integrity, though the former transformer yard to the side and rear has been
converted into a green space.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low

* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place

Historical Notes
Construction years 1928

Guildford

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as a brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.
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Electrical Supply

The Sydney Municipal Council’s Electric Lighting Bill was passed in October 1896 and a power station
was built in Pyrmont in 1900. Meanwhile, the NSW Railways and Tramways had commenced
generating power at Ultimo in 1899. Both organisations quickly moved into supplying electrical power
in bulk to local councils, for local reticulation. However, many local councils established municipal
electrical supplies and Parramatta and Granville Electrical Supply Company commenced operation in
1913. It ceased generating for itself after 1917, taking bulk supply from the Sydney Municipal Council
via a substation at Merrylands. It later swapped to supply from the Railways and was purchased by the
ELPSC in the 1940s, with supply then provided from Balmain.

In the eastern part of Cumberland, supply was generally acquired from the Sydney Municipal Council
and several substations were constructed in Auburn, Lidcombe, Guildford, Wentworthville, Merrylands
and Westmead to a standardised design.

These supply arrangements changed very little when the Electricity Commission was formed in 1950
and took control of all generation facilities. The comission became the bulk supplier to county councils
and municipalities. The supply from individual generation authorities ceased and supply was acquired
from the NSW State electricity grid.

The former Holroyd local government commenced supplying electricity to its municipality in 1923. The
local authority purchased its supply in bulk from the Sydney Municipal Council at 5.5kV. The State
Heritage Register listed substation located in Auburn (No. 167) was the former bulk supply receiving
station. The number of substations constructed in the Sydney region exploded from the late 1920s,
with dozens of substations being constructed to cope with the expanding demand. While in the early
years of network construction many substations had unique characteristics and were sited in response
to demand. However, from the late 1920s onwards a standardised design was employed, and
expansion was based on the need to establish and expand the electricity grid rather than in response
to localised or site-specific issues.

The substation at 83 Cardigan Street is one of many built during this period to service the expanding
population of the district and shares a similar design, size, and construction to other electrical
substations provided in the former Holroyd municipality during the 1920s. The building has been
decommissioned and is no longer in use.

Recommendations

Heritage Management Existing Built and Landscape | Future Development and

Elements Planning

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to

1. Maintain this item’s 6. Original fabric is highly the existing pattern of

heritage listing on the X significant and should be | X development, with careful

LEP. maintained. consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character
of the item and area (e.g.

7. Unsympathetic
alterations that detract
from the cultural
significance of the item

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the
Heritage Conservation

Area. should be removed. paint scheme, materiality,
style, landscape elements).
. - o . 14. Future uses for this item
3. (_Zon_s!der d.ellstlng as 8. Maintain heritage should be compatible with
an individual item from landscape elements and N .
its historical functions/
the LEP. schemes.

associations.
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4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

7

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

7

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

7%/

Other recommendations and/or comments:

= Should the opportunity arise, the timber barge board should be painted to match the existing colour
scheme of the building.
= As this area is a public park/walkway, it would be beneficial to implement heritage interpretation on
the history and significance of the building for the area and its context within the wider history of
Sydney’s electricity supply.

Listings \

Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -

Local Environmental Plan Electricity Substation 1136

Heritage Study Electricity Substation 1136

National Trust Australia Register N/A -

Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title
: : Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study
Heritage Study Graham Brooks and 1998 Holroyd Heritage
Associates Pty Ltd Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

=  Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City

Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictoral History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.
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Limitations

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.

Additional Images

=

Overview of substation from the footpath along
Cardigan Street.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name “Kia Ora”, Federation/Queen Anne Cottage

Recommended Name ‘Kia Ora’ - Federation Cottage

Site Image
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ARRRRFARRRANNRAY Soaoeeety ANRNRUNARARRRRRN
Address 138 Fowler Road, Guildford NSW 2161
Lot/Section/DP 43 - 9006
Draft Cumberland
LEP ID 1137
Former LEP ID 138 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded

Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built

Level 2 Residential buildings (private)
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Statement of Significance

The dwelling at 138 Fowler Road, Guildford has local significance for its historic, aesthetic values. Built
¢.1918, the dwelling is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in Guildford, known as the Church and
School Estate subdivision, and is a contributory element reflecting the growth and development of the
district throughout the early decades of the twentieth century. The building has aesthetic significance
as an early, although slightly modified, example of a small-scale suburban Federation cottage with
some Queen Anne detailing. The building fabric and detailing is well maintained, and the building
presents well within the street as part of the historic building stock of Guildford. It is a representative
example of a Federation period cottage.

Criteria Assessment

a) Historic

Built ¢.1918, the item has historic significance as a contributory
element reflecting the growth and development of the district
throughout the early decades of the twentieth century, particularly the
land within the Church and Schools Estate subdivision.

b) Associative

The item does not meet this criterion.

c) Aesthetic/Technical

The building has aesthetic significance as an early, although modified,
example of a small-scale suburban Federation Queen Anne cottage.
The building fabric and detailing is well maintained, and the building
presents well within the street as part of the historic building stock.

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.
f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

g) Representativeness

It is a representative example of a Federation period cottage.
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Physical Description

The dwelling is a single storey timber framed weatherboard cottage with wider boards to the front than
the sides. The main roof is hipped with a gabled breakfront extending towards the street. The roof has
concrete tiles with terracotta ridge caps and profiled trims. The gable end is stucco rendered and the
timber rafters are exposed at the boarded eaves. There is a single stucco rendered chimney with two
terracotta chimney pots. The roof extends over the front verandah, supported by decorative timber
posts and brackets grouped in pairs on a stucco rendered base to waist height. The front door is timber
and glass panelled and has a modern aluminium security grille door. Windows to the front elevation
are 2x2 pane double-hung, featuring timber architraves and sills. Windows feature under the verandah
and to the gable end. There is a decorative fixed timber and metal awning over the gable end window.
A weatherboard lean-to addition and timber framed, skillion style roof cover has been added to the
rear, integrating timber detailing in a sympathetic style.

The rear yard contains a large timber board shed with a Colorbond roof, in a light green/blue colour. A
gabled carport projects from the northern side of the shed, connecting to a concrete driveway from
Donnelly Street.

The front garden consists of tall hedges that heavily screen the front of the building. A palm tree is
evident in the rear yard. The property is fronted by a low timber picket fence painted to match the
dwelling. The side boundaries contain a taller Klip Lok fence in cream with bottle green framing.

The subject property is located on a corner block and appears to retain its original subdivision
boundaries.

While the dwelling is not highly visible from the public domain, the building appears to be in good
condition.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Weatherboard lean-to addition with a timber framed verandah

= Klip Lok boundary fence

=  Shed and gabled carport to the rear yard

=  Creation of separate driveway entrance to the shed

While the dwelling is not highly visible from the public domain, the integrity of the building appears to
be high.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low
* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place

Historical Notes
Construction years c.1918

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
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adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

The subject site is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in Guildford. Originally granted in 1825,
the 1000 acre Church and School Estate was located on Dog Trap Road (present Woodville Road)
south of Parramatta. Much of this land was initially let during the 1830-40s to local landowners and
probably used for grazing. Although Guildford had residents from 1799, it was not until the subdivision
of this estate from 1871 and the opening of the first railway station in the district in 1876 that much
development occurred.

The dwelling at 138 Fowler Road, Guildford sits on land originally granted to John Hodgson in July
1872. It was subsequently passed to John Booth Jones and Charles Smith Jones who sold Lots 12, 9
and part lots 8 and 5 to Josephine Janetta McCredie in January 1890. In 1900, part of the land was
resumed by the Minister of Public Works and it seems that part of the remaining land was leased for
Market Gardening shortly after. In 1916, the property was transferred to Margaret Agatha Veron. It
appears that the property was subdivided after 1916 and from 1918 the various lots were sold. In 1918,
Lot 43 was purchased by John Lewis Spencer Ellis and it is assumed that the cottage was constructed
at this time. The property was subsequently transferred in 1938, 1942, 1946, 1947, 1948, 1960 and in
1973, when the current owners purchased the site. In 1998, an application was made for the erection
of a garage and pergola. The dwelling remains in use as a private residence.

Recommendations

Heritage Management Existing Built and Landscape | Future Development and

Elements Planning

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to

1. Maintain this item’s 6. Original fabric is highly the existing pattern of
heritage listing on the X significant and should be | X development, with careful X
LEP. maintained. consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character
of the item and area (e.g. X

7. Unsympathetic
alterations that detract
from the cultural
significance of the item

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the
Heritage Conservation

Area. int scheme, materialit
ed should be removed. paint scheme, matenatiy,
style, landscape elements).
3. Consider delisting as 8. Maintain heritage 14. Future uses fo_r this .|tem
. . should be compatible with
an individual item from landscape elements and X I .
its historical functions/
the LEP. schemes.

associations.
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4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

7

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

7

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

7%/

Other recommendations and/or comments:

= None

Listings

Heritage Listing

Listing Title

Listing Number

Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A

1137

Local Environmental Plan ‘Kia Ora’, Federation Cottage
Heritage Study ‘Kia Ora’, Federation Cottage | 1137
National Trust Australia Register N/A -
Previous Studies
Type Author Year Title

: : Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study
Heritage Study Graham Brooks and 1998 Holroyd Heritage

Associates Pty Ltd Inventory Review

Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City

Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.
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1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage

study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the

public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.

Additional Images

e

View of dwelling from corner of Fowler Road and
Donnelly Street, showing heavy vegetation
cover.

Northern elevation and fence.

View of shed to the rer and associated carport
(Source: Google streetview, 2018).
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name “Hazeldene”, Late Victorian/Federation/Queen Anne Cottage

Recommended Name ‘Hazeldene’ - Late Victorian / Federation Cottage

Site Image

Address 379 Guildford Road, Guildford NSW 2161
Lot/Section/DP 3 - 212724
Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1138

Former LEP ID 139 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded

Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built

Level 2 Residential buildings (private)
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Curtilage Map

Statement of Significance

The dwelling at 379 Guilford Road, Guilford is locally significant for its historic and aesthetic values.
Built in 1898, the dwelling is one of the earliest remaining and most intact dwellings along the main
thoroughfare of Guilford Road. The site marked the subdivision boundary of one of the oldest
subdivisions in Guildford, known as the Church and School Estate. It was an early dwelling associated
with this 1871 subdivision, being one of only seven properties along the street when it was constructed.
Later, the property was used as a local police station between 1926-1933, during which time it was
given the name 'Hazeldene’. The dwelling has aesthetic significance as an early Federation style
dwelling which is largely intact. The building is a prominent heritage feature within the streetscape as
it is set amongst a group of twentieth century shops and offices of varying styles.

Criteria Assessment

Built in 1898, the dwelling is one of the earliest remaining and most
intact dwellings along the main thoroughfare of Guilford Road West.
The site marked the subdivision boundary of one of the oldest
subdivisions in Guildford, known as the Church and School Estate. It
was an early dwelling associated with this 1871 subdivision, being one
of only seven properties along the street when it was constructed.
Later, the property was used as a local police station between 1926-
1933, during which time it was given the name 'Hazeldene’.

a) Historic

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

The dwelling has aesthetic significance as an early Federation style

€) fesielEleeies] dwelling which is largely intact. The building is a prominent heritage
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feature within the streetscape as it is set amongst a group of twentieth
century shops and offices of varying styles.

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.
f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

g) Representativeness | The item does not meet this criterion.

Physical Description

The subject building is a single storey face brick house in the Federation style. It features polychromatic
brick detail at the corners, as well as to window and door openings. The roof is hipped with a gabled
breakfront extending towards the street. The gable end features a simple timber barge board painted
white. The roof consists of painted corrugated iron. Three sets of chimneys are stucco rendered and
have terra cotta chimney pots. The front verandah, which is a later addition, is flat roofed and supported
by metal posts. The front door is timber and glass panelled, with glazed top and side lights. Windows
are generally timber framed double hung and all openings feature segmental arched heads in
polychromatic brickwork. A brick lean-to at the rear appears to be original or close to the original
construction.

The property appears to have retained its original subdivision boundaries. A driveway along the eastern
boundary leads to a fibro garage at the rear, and on the western boundary a high chicken wire fence
separates the property from the neighbouring industrial driveway. The property is bound to the front by
a low timber picket fence which is overgrown with vines, and the front setback contains some
moderately sized plantings of no heritage significance.

The subject building is the only house set amongst a group of shops and offices on busy Guildford
Road West. Shop buildings are typically one or two storey structures with cantilevered awnings over
wide footpaths, and large shop front windows. The dwelling is a rare built element within this
streetscape.

The condition of the building is good overall, although some areas of the building requires repointing
work and the stucco render on both chimneys show signs of water and pollution damage.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Addition of front verandah
=  Chicken wire fence*
=  Painted roof and new sheet metal

Although the verandah is not original, it is in keeping with the character of this style of dwelling. Taking
into consideration the painted roof and the verandah addition, the integrity of the building is considered
to be moderate.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low
* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place
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Historical Notes
Construction years 1898

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

The subject site is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in Guildford. Originally granted in 1825,
the 1000 acre Church and School Estate was located on Dog Trap Road (present Woodville Road)
south of Parramatta. Much of this land was initially let during the 1830-40s to local landowners and
probably used for grazing. Although Guildford had residents from 1799, it was not until the subdivision
of this estate from 1871 and the opening of the first railway station in the district in 1876 that much
development occurred.

The subject site formed one part of several allotments purchased by James Henderson in 1871. From
the Sands Directory it would appear the house was constructed for George Alexander, a storekeeper,
in 1898, which is consistent with the architectural style of the building. At this time there were only
seven properties noted on the street. Alexander remained at the property until 1921 and between 1922-
25 RH Morris is noted in occupation. The property is first noted as 'Hazeldene’ in 1926 and appears to
have been used as a police station between 1926-1933 before going back into private residential
occupation. By 1962, the adjacent shop buildings had been constructed.

The dwelling remains in use as a private residence.
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Recommendations

Heritage Management

Existing Built and Landscape
Elements

Future Development and
Planning

1. Maintain this item’s
heritage listing on the X
LEP.

6. Original fabric is highly
significant and should be | X
maintained.

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to
the existing pattern of
development, with careful X
consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the
Heritage Conservation
Area.

7. Unsympathetic
alterations that detract
from the cultural X
significance of the item
should be removed.

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character
of the item and area (e.g. X
paint scheme, materiality,
style, landscape elements).

3. Consider delisting as
an individual item from
the LEP.

8. Maintain heritage
landscape elements and
schemes.

14. Future uses for this item
should be compatible with
its historical functions/
associations.

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of X
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint X
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

Other recommendations and/or comments:

7

7

= None.

Listings

Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -

“Hazeldene”, Late

Local Environmental Plan Victorian/Federation/Queen 1138
Anne Cottage
“Hazeldene”, Late

Heritage Study Victorian/Federation/Queen 1138

Anne Cottage

National Trust Australia Register

N/A
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Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title

; : Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study

, Graham Brooks and Holroyd Heritage
Heritage Study Associates Pty Ltd 1998 Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City
Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage

study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.

Additional Images
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Overview of dwelling. Detail of front fagade.

Heritage Study 2019 — Extent Heritage Pty Ltd



View along east (side) elevation. View along west (side) elevation.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name

George McCredie Memorial Church, Federation church, circa 1905

Recommended Name

George McCredie Memorial Church

Site Image

Address 486 Guildford Road, Guildford West, NSW 2161
Lot/Section/DP 78 Section A 2403
Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1139

Former LEP ID

140 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded
Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built

Level 2 | Religion
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Curtilage Map

o

Statement of Significance

The George McCredie Memorial Church is locally significant for its associative, aesthetic, social and
representative values. Built in 1905, the Church was constructed as a memorial to prominent local
architect George McCredie who was Mayor of Prospect in 1892 and Member for Central Cumberland
in 1893. Donated by his wife, the Church has aesthetic significance as an intact example of a
Federation Gothic style church that retains significant original fabric. It is a representative example of
the style of church that was constructed during the developing period of Guildford. The Church has
social significance as a community building which has been used for religious activities since its

construction.

Criteria Assessment

a) Historic

The item does not meet this criterion.

b) Associative

Builtin 1905, the church was constructed as a memorial after the death
of architect George McCredie who was Mayor of Prospect in 1892 and
Member for Central Cumberland in 1893.

c) Aesthetic/Technical

The church has aesthetic significance as a good example of a
Federation Gothic style church that is largely intact and retains
significant original fabric.

The building has social significance as a community building which

o) sesk has been used for religious activities since its construction.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.
f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.
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The Church is a good example of a Federation Gothic style church. It
g) Representativeness | is a representative example of the style of church that was constructed
during the developing period of Guildford.

Physical Description

The George McCredie Memorial Church site includes three church buildings; the Federation Gothic
church, an L-shaped weatherboard hall and the Hewitt House Neighbourhood Centre (former
parsonage). The church itself is the most dominant and significant feature on the site.

George McCredie Memorial Church

The church is of face brick construction, set in a stretcher bond on a Flemish bond base. The roof is
corrugated iron, formed by a single gable of slate tiles with terracotta ridge caps and three sheet metal
air vents. There is a parapet at the front and skillion section at the rear. The parapet features a triple
lancet window, sandstone and brick details and a triangular pediment. Two gabled bays flank a
recessed entrance at the front. These gables have sandstone parapets and single lancet window
openings with sandstone label moulds and sills, and painted heads in red oxide. The stepped parapet
above the entrance has a pointed arched opening and a rendered plaque inscribed 'George McCredie
Memorial' above it. Brickwork to the front elevation has been tuck pointed, and there is a red oxide
string course at 3/4 height up the facade. Entrance doors are timber panelled. The church is divided
into three equal sized bays by stepped buttresses. Each bay, and the rear skillion section, contains
pair of lancet windows with similar detail to those at the front, and are generally timber framed with a
central awning panel. Western wall of the church has been painted, and at the rear is a timber framed
fibro lean-to. The church is entered via a wide coloured concrete footpath framed by low-scale, ad hoc
plantings and timber footpath edging.

Hall

The weatherboard hall is a single-storey building, constructed post 1943 (SIX Maps) but more likely
between the 1950s or 1960s. The L-shaped building is set on a face brick base, with horizontal
weatherboard walls. The gabled roof has Colourbond sheet metal. The building has two wide, timber
board and brace style doors which are entered via sets of brick stairs. Windows are aluminium.

Hewitt House Neighbourhood Centre (former parsonage)

The former parsonage is a single-storey, 1960s era red face brick and tile building. The building has a
concrete tiled hipped roof with tile ridge capping, and two projecting hipped sections which create a U-
shaped structure overall. Windows are aluminium in sets of two panes, and the door is covered with a
modern security screen. There is one air-conditioning unit in one window to the fagade. The building is
bound by a low brick wall with concrete stairs and a steel handrail leading to the front entrance.

Landscape

The buildings are located on a wedge-shaped block. The property appears to have retained its original
subdivision boundaries. The Sydney Water pipelines (S170 heritage item 4570097) forms the southern
boundary of the property.

A number of mature gum trees form the street boundary, and a single pine tree and small gravel carpark
are located to the northeast of the site. Other plantings are ad hoc and non-significant.

The church is visible along the length of Chetwynd Road, which runs perpendicular to Guildford Road
and is directly opposite the property.

The condition of each structure is as follows:
e Church — fair, there is severe cracking around the whole structure, generally to the front
parapet, above window and door openings, and adjacent to the buttresses and front bays.
There are also patches of severe mortar deterioration. Water ingress is likely occurring from
the roof drainage and surrounding mature trees.
e Hall - good
e Parsonage — good
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Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Church:
o Painting of the eastern side wall
e Addition of the timber framed fibro lean-to at the rear
e The front parapet and bays have been tuck pointed in the last 10 years
e Reroofing of brick construction on the rear skillion
= Hall:
e None
= Parsonage:
e Air-conditioning unit in window*

The integrity of each building is high, in particular the Church.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low
* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place

Historical Notes
Construction years | 1905

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as a brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

The George McCredie Memorial Church formed part of 36 acres, 1 rood and 18 perches, bound by the
present Guildford Road on the north and the Great Western Railway on the east. This area was
originally granted to Henry Whitaker in 1875. Whitaker was the first granted land in Guildford in 1842,
which he farmed. His property, known as "Orchardleigh', was subdivided in 1876 after the opening of
a nearby railway station. The land was subdivided and progressively sold from 1889, and the present
boundaries were formed at this time. The triangular property was purchased by architect Susan
McCredie, wife of George McCredie, in 1901. George and Susan McCredie constructed the State
Heritage Register listed Linnwood (SHR item 101661) property, of which the house is a notable feature.
After McCredie's death in 1905, the property was donated to the Trustees of the Presbyterian Church,
and the George McCredie Memorial Church was constructed.
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McCredie was mayor of Prospect in 1892, voted into parliament as Member for Central Cumberland in
1893, and was appointed to organise and administer quarantine and cleansing operations in Sydney
slums during the bubonic plague in 1900. He established Presbyterian services in 1894 in the
schoolroom of his property 'Linnwood' at Guildford. A timber church "Linnwood Hall' was constructed
on that property soon after. During the 1890s to early 1900s, many churches were constructed in the
Guildford area in the wake of subdivisions and slow population growth. The site remains in use for
religious activities.

Recommendations

Heritage Management

Existing Built and Landscape
Elements

Future Development and
Planning

1. Maintain this item’s
heritage listing on the
LEP.

6. Original fabric is highly
significant and should be | X
maintained.

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to
the existing pattern of
development, with careful
consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the
Heritage Conservation
Area.

7. Unsympathetic
alterations that detract
from the cultural X
significance of the item
should be removed.

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character
of the item and area (e.g.
paint scheme, materiality,
style, landscape elements).

3. Consider delisting as
an individual item from
the LEP.

8. Maintain heritage
landscape elements and X
schemes.

14. Future uses for this item
should be compatible with
its historical functions/
associations.

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of X
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint X
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

7

7
Other recommendations and/or comments:

7%

N

= Given the cracking evident in the Church building, it should be assessed for its overall structural
stability and investigated for sources of water ingress to remediate rising or falling damp issues.
Following this, the building should undergo mortar repointing work.

= A Conservation Management Plan should be prepared for this site to understand in greater detail
the history and significance of the place, as well as how to manage change and monitor conditions
of the site.
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Listings
Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -
George McCredie Memorial Church, 1139
Federation church, circa 1905
George McCredie Memorial Church, 1139
Federation church, circa 1905

National Trust Australia Register N/A -

Local Environmental Plan

Heritage Study

Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title

: : Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study

. Graham Brooks and Holroyd Heritage
Heritage Study Associates Pty Ltd 1998 Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City
Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

= NSW Office of Environment and Heritage S170 listing sheet 2018, State Heritage Inventory Listing
for Linnwood, retrieved 05 April 2019,
https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/heritageapp/ViewHeritageltemDetails.aspx?1D=5052822

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.

Heritage Study 2019 — Extent Heritage Pty Ltd



Additional Images

-
- - - -'.'- -
Tl LS el

Church. Side elevation of church.

Parsonage. Hall.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name “Carsons”, Federation Period Cottage
Recommended Name ‘Carsons’ - Federation Cottage

Site Image

Address 128 Harris Street, Guildford NSW, 2161
Lot/Section/DP 247 - 628
Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1140

Former LEP ID 141 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation Not included

Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 | Built

Level 2 | Residential buildings (private)
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Statement of Significance

The dwelling at 128 Harris Street, Guildford is of local significance for its historic and aesthetic values.
Most likely built at the turn of the century, the site has significance as part of the early pattern of
subdivision and residential development of Guildford in response to the coming of the railway in 1891.
The property formed part of the land granted to Arthur Holroyd in 1873 following the major subdivision
of the Church and School Estate. The house has aesthetic significance as a well-kept and intact
Federation cottage with some Victorian detailing. It is an important historic element in the streetscape
and contributes strongly to the heritage character of the area.

Criteria Assessment

Most likely built at the turn of the century, the site has significance as
part of the early pattern of subdivision and residential development of
a) Historic Guildford in response to the coming of the railway in 1891. The
property formed part of the land granted to Arthur Holroyd in 1873
following the major subdivision of the Church and School Estate.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

The house has aesthetic significance as a well-kept, intact Federation
cottage with some Victorian detailing. It is an important historic
element in the streetscape and contributes strongly to the heritage
character of the area.

c) Aesthetic/Technical

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.
f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

g) Representativeness | The item does not meet this criterion.
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Physical Description

The dwelling is a single-storey weatherboard cottage, set on a brick base with a hipped roof and
projecting gable end. The roof has replaced Colourbond sheet metal and guttering/downpipes, and
includes a profiled face brick chimney with a terracotta chimney cowl. The gable end features a simple
timber barge board and decorative finial. The bullnose verandah, replaced in 1992, is of Colourbond
sheet, extending across the front of the property to intersect with the projecting gable. The verandah
floor is concrete slab and is supported on three timber posts with decorative timber brackets. The front
facade consists of a panelled timber door with a four-pane door light. Windows are double hung sash
with sets of three coloured glass panels at the base. Timber window sills have a decorative moulding
below. The pair of windows on the gable end are sheltered by a timber window awning clad with mini
orb corrugated sheet. The dwelling has a weatherboard rear extension.

A modern carport has been added on the northern side of the dwelling, provided in a Federation style
towards the end of the concrete and paved driveway. The carport is built of timber with matching timber
brackets and finial to the dwelling. The carport was likely added at the same time as the verandah in
1992. A large streel gate encloses the carport from the street.

The front boundary fence is a painted timber picket fence with arrow head post tops and square
structural posts. There is one large mature tree in the front yard which has some landscape significance
and several evident in the rear yard. The dwelling has a deep setback which is consistent with
neighbouring dwellings. The site appears to have retained its original subdivision boundary.

The dwelling appears as a neat and well-kept residence. It is in good condition, having undergone roof
replacement works and repainting works in the recent past.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Roof sheeting, guttering and downpipes replaced
= Bullnose verandah replaced in 1992

= Verandah floor replaced with concrete*

= Carport added in a ‘Federation’ style, ¢.1992

= Weatherboard rear extension

= Timber picket fence replaced

The house generally retains its scale, form and some original decorative detailing, although it has been
modified. On the most part, significant fabric has been replaced on a like for like basis conserving the
built heritage values of the item.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low

* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place

Historical Notes
Construction years c.1893 - 1912

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.
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Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

Although Guildford had residents from 1799, it was not until the advent of the subdivision of the Church
and School Estate and the opening of the first railway station in the district in 1876 that there was much
development. The subject property formed part of two 16 acre grants originally granted to Arthur
Holroyd in 1873. Holroyd was a member of Parliament in the mid to late 19th century, and the first
mayor of the municipality.

The subject property formed part of 18 acres purchased by Philip Holdsworth and John Henty in 1881.
It appears Holdsworth and Henty subdivided and progressively sold the land from 1881. An allotment
of 36 perches on Wright Street (present Harris Street) was purchased by fruiterer John Scholl in 1893,
and the present boundaries were formed at this time. It appears the house may have been constructed
for the Scholl's, who resided at the property until 1912, when it was purchased by Margaret Lewis. In
1942, the property passed to Thomas Carson. Upon his death in 1977 it was then passed to widow
Elsie Carson. Ownership passed to Joseph Culican in 1984.

The dwelling remains in use as a private residence.

Recommendations

Heritage Management Existing Built and Landscape | Future Development and

Elements Planning
12. Alterations and
additions should respond to

1. Maintain this item’s 6. Original fabric is highly the existing pattern of
heritage listing on the X significant and should be | X development, with careful X
LEP. maintained. consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character
of the item and area (e.g. X

7. Unsympathetic

alterations that detract
from the cultural X
significance of the item

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the
Heritage Conservation

Area. int scheme, materialit
ea should be removed. paint scheme, materiaiity,
style, landscape elements).
3. Consider delisting as 8. Maintain heritage 14. Future uses fqr this ]tem
s . should be compatible with
an individual item from landscape elements and X N .
its historical functions/
the LEP. schemes.

associations.
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4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

7

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

7

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

7%/

Other recommendations and/or comments:

= Should the opportunity arise, the concrete verandah floor should be replaced with timber.

Listings
Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -
Local Environmental Plan Carsons’, Federation Period 1140
Cottage
Heritage Study Carsons”, Federation Period 1140
Cottage
National Trust Australia Register N/A -

Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title
: : Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study
Heritage Study Graham Brooks and 1998 Holroyd Heritage
Associates Pty Ltd Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City

Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

= NSW Office of Environment and Heritage S170 listing sheet 2018, State Heritage Inventory
Listing for Linnwood, retrieved 05 April 2019,
https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/heritageapp/ViewHeritageltemDetails.aspx?1D=5052822
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1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.

Additional Images

ﬂil- R

Qverview c;f front facade

. - !
24 o

Overviléw of front boundary fence. . View of the site from the roadway.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name Guildford Railway Station

Reccomended Name Guildford Railway Station

Site Image

Address Great Southern Railway (primary), Military Road (alternate), Railway
Terrace (alternate), Guildford NSW 2161

Lot/Section/DP 2161 - 1127114

Draft Cumberland
N/A — this item should be de-listed from the LEP

LEP ID

Former LEP ID 143 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded

Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built

Level 2 | Transport - Rail
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Statement of Significance

Guildford Railway Station, first opened in 1876, played a critical role in the early development boom of
Guildford, transforming the area from a ‘Tiny Village’ to an area of residential expansion. Original
structures included an 1876 platform and station building, a 1891 platform, the purchase of a Station
Masters Residence in 1924 and a 1937 timber station building. However, all structures and remnants
relating to this early station development have now been removed. The remaining structures on site
date from ¢.1970, ¢.2002 and 2016-2017, and have no heritage value. The overall loss of historical
fabric including all the original and early platform buildings greatly reduces the significance of the
railway station.

Criteria Assessment

Guildford Railway Station has limited historic fabric to demonstrate its

a) Historic associations as one of the early railway stations built on the Main
South Line from Granville Junction to Goulburn.
b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

The modern platform buildings, canopies, footbridge and lifts at the
railway station are a common example of this type of building in the
Sydney metropolitan area. Therefore Guildford Railway Station does
not fulfil this criterion.

c) Aesthetic/Technical

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.
f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

g) Representativeness | The item does not meet this criterion.
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Physical Description

The following physical description has been quoted from the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage
State Heritage Inventory listing sheet for ‘Guildford Railway Station’, dated 2008. As the description
features a comprehensive physical description of both external and internal station elements, only
minor amendments were made with regards to recent station upgrades.

PLATFORM BUILDING- Platform 1 (c1970s)

External: A long rectangular skillion roofed building consisting of a Booking Office, Station Manager's
Room and Staff facilities in the southern half and Male, Female and equitable access ftoilets at the
northern end. The external walls are a combination of painted concrete block and aluminium panels
set in expressed aluminium mullions. The windows are fixed and sliding aluminium set high in the walls.
On the Military Road elevation the southern end is characterised by a projecting section of wall which
is sandstone clad in random rubble fashion. A smaller concrete block concessionaire is separated from
the main building by a short flight of access steps from the Military Road footpath. The skillion roof
which rises gently to the platform side cantilevers to provide weather protection, and is finished with a
400mm high metal fascia.

Internal: The interior walls and ceilings are finished in plasterboard with a small coved cornice. Except
for the toilets, which are finished in ceramic tiles, the floors are carpet finished.

FOOTBRIDGE (c2002)

The footbridge spans the railway lines about midway along the platforms, slightly south of the
concessionaire on Platform 1. The main span consists of precast concrete planks supported on circular
concrete piers with squared haunches. An easy access lift is located at each end of the footbridge,
where the structure terminates with a second circular pier. Full height glass encloses the footbridge
beneath a skillion metal deck roof, with this enclosure continuing down each platform access stair.
Each glazed lift shaft is topped with a louvred motor room which rises above the surrounding bridge
structure.

PLATFORMS (unknown)

Platform 1 has an asphalt surface, with a concrete edge supported on a flush faced concrete retaining
wall. Platform 2 has an asphalt surface and retains the original brick edge and facing for the length of
the platform. Both platforms have been reconstructed since the first timber ones of 1891.

CANOPIES (2000-2003)

On Platform 2 a modern open steel framed flat roofed canopy extends from the bottom of the footbridge
access stairs for some 25 metres north along the platform. On Platform 1 a similar canopy extends
from the side of the footbridge stair and abuts with the platform building roof. Light framed steel
canopies continue into the streets on each side of the station complex.

SUBWAY (c1975)

A concrete walled pedestrian subway connects Military Road to Railway Terrace near the northern end
of the platforms. The walls of the subway have been painted with natural bush scenes, while the floor
finish is asphalt.

As all station elements and buildings are contemporary, their condition is good.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor
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Alterations and Additions

1891: New timber Up and Down platforms constructed with the duplication of the line
1892: Standard Lamp Room built on Platform 1

1900: Awnings provided over platform buildings.

1911: Platforms extended.

1920: Improved office accommodation and cover over signal frame.

1924: House for SM purchased

1929: Railway electrified.

1937: New timber platform building on Platform 2

c1975: Subway between Military Road and Railway Terrace constructed

c2000: Platform canopies added to toilets and adjacent to kiosk on Platform 1

c2002: Easy Access lifts including new footbridge, stair access and toilets converted on Platform

Note: there is no date for the removal of the 1930s timber building.

As all historic elements and buildings have been removed, the integrity of the station is NIL.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low
* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place

Historical Notes
Construction years | 1876 - 1937

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as a brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

After completion of the initial rail line from Sydney to Parramatta, work soon proceeded on the Main
South line from Granville Junction to Goulburn. The first section from Granville to Liverpool was
constructed quickly over easy terrain and was opened on 26 September 1856. Campbelltown was
reached in 1858, that section opening on 17 May 1858. The line was duplicated in 1891. This line was
constructed as a rural railway and had no suburban purpose until well into the twentieth century. Its
stations served what were then rural settlements and only later were adapted as commuter stations.

Guildford Station was opened in April 1876. In 1891 new side platform buildings were constructed with
new platform buildings for duplication of the line. In 1924 a house was purchased for use as a Station
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Master’s residence. A number of changes have been made to the station since construction including
the addition of a new timber station building in 1937 (now demolished).

All structures and remnants relating to this early station development were gradually modified or
removed from 1970 onwards. The remaining structures on site date from ¢.1970, and ¢.2002. The site
remains in use as a railway station.

| Recommendations |

Heritage Management

Existing Built and Landscape
Elements

Future Development and
Planning

1. Maintain this item’s
heritage listing on the
LEP.

6. Original fabric is highly
significant and should be
maintained.

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to
the existing pattern of
development, with careful
consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the
Heritage Conservation
Area.

7. Unsympathetic
alterations that detract
from the cultural
significance of the item
should be removed.

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character
of the item and area (e.g.
paint scheme, materiality,
style, landscape elements).

3. Consider delisting as
an individual item from X
the LEP.

8. Maintain heritage
landscape elements and
schemes.

14. Future uses for this item
should be compatible with
its historical functions/
associations.

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

7

L

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

%

N

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

W

777

Other recommendations and/or comments:

= As all historic evidence has been removed from the site, it no longer meets any of the NSW heritage
criteria. This site should be de-listed as part of the review for the Cumberland City Council LEP.
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Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -
Local Environmental Plan N/A -
Heritage Study N/A -
National Trust Australia Register N/A -

Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title

Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 ﬁ::ﬂggga&i;}?A
Heritage Platforms
2015 Conservation
Management Strategy
State Rail Authority

Conservation Australian Museum
Management Strategy | Consulting

Heritage Study State Rail Authority 1999 Heritage Register
Study
Heritage Study Graham Brooks and 1998 Holroyd Heritage
Associates Pty Ltd Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City
Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictoral History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

= NSW Office of Environment and Heritage, S170 Heritage and Conservation Register listing sheet
for ‘Guildford Railway Station’,
https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/heritageapp/ViewHeritageltemDetails.aspx?1D=4801065

Limitations

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.
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Additional Images
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View of platform and footbridge (Source: NSW
Office of Environment and Heritage, S170
Heritage and Conservation Register listing sheet
for ‘Guildford Railway Station’).

View of footbridge (Source: NSW Office of
Environment and Heritage, S170 Heritage and
Conservation Register listing sheet for ‘Guildford
Railway Station’).
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name

Fibro and Weatherboard Cottage, circa 1938—1946

Recommended Name

Fibro and Weatherboard Cottage

Site Image

Address 11 O’Connor Street, Guildford NSW 2161
Lot/Section/DP 56 - 58 2 886
Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1142

Former LEP ID

145 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded
Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type

Level 1 Built

Level 2 Residential buildings (private)
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Statement of Significance

The dwelling at 11 O’Connor Street, Guildford is of local significance for its historic values. The site
has significance as part of the early twentieth century development of Guildford, which was supported
by the coming of the railway in 1891. The dwelling was constructed in a time when the area was still
considered a ‘tiny village’, prior to a building boom in the 1920s. While the building retains its overall
form, it has been heavily modified with mid-twentieth century fabric and is therefore not a representative
example of early twentieth century residences for the area. It has some aesthetic significance within
the streetscape as a neat cottage which retains its overall form and an established informal landscape.

Criteria Assessment

The site has significance as part of the early twentieth century
development of Guildford, which was supported by the coming of the

a) Historic railway in 1891. The dwelling was constructed in a time when the area
was still considered a ‘tiny village’, prior to a building boom in the
1920s.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

c) Aesthetic/Technical The item does not meet this criterion.

. The item has some aesthetic significance within the streetscape as a

d) Social : S
neat cottage which retains its overall form.

e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.

f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

While the building retains its overall form, it has been heavily modified

©) REpEgEneneEs with mid-twentieth century fabric and is therefore not a representative
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example of early twentieth century residences for the area. The item
does not meet this criterion.

Physical Description

The building is a single-storey cottage set on brick piers with a corrugated iron hipped roof painted
green, modern guttering, a face brick chimney and a corrugated iron bullnose verandah. The dwelling
has a yellow and green colour scheme. The building was originally constructed in weatherboard but
has since had large sections of wall neatly re-clad in fibro sheeting. This has occurred along the side
elevations, above a section of remaining weatherboard, as well as around the verandah in place for a
balustrade. The verandah roof is supported on simple timber posts. Windows are timber sash, painted
cream with a row of three small panes at the bottom of each. The architraves are simple timber
elements painted green. The front door is covered with a modern screen door. The dwelling has been
extended to the rear with a fibro skillion structure.

There is no front boundary fence for the property. Instead, the front setback consists of various
European plantings including conifers informally spread across the yard, and a large grassed area.
There are large mature trees in the rear yard as well. A concrete footpath leads along the eastern
boundary, from the yard to the side of the verandah.

The dwelling has been well maintained and is in good condition overall.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Walls reclad with fibro sheeting®

= Replacement of bullnose verandah, including widening from original shorter form (see SIX Maps,
1943 aerial)

= Roof sheeting and guttering replaced

= Concrete footpath added to front setback landscaping

= Skillion fibro extension to the rear

= Modern screen door*

While the overall form of the dwelling has remained largely the same, the building has been altered

significantly through the use of fibro sheeting. The dwelling therefore has moderate integrity.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low

* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place

Historical Notes
Construction years ¢1900s

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
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being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as a brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

Although Guildford had residents from 1799 it was not until the advent of the subdivision of the Church
and School Estate and the opening of the first railway station in the district in 1876 that there was much
development. The subject property formed part of 23 acres 1 rood originally granted to John Hodgson
in 1872. Ownership of the grant changed hands a number of times, until 1876, when it was purchased
by John Murphy. Murphy subdivided and subsequently sold the land off in parcels. While the exact
construction date of the dwelling is unclear, the architectural form indicates that it was most likely
constructed in the 1900s. It appears that the dwelling underwent modifications in the 1950s to include
fibro sheeting. The building remains in use as a private residence.

Recommendations e

. Existing Built and Landscape | Future Development and
Heritage Management -
Elements Planning
12. Alterations and
additions should respond to
1. Maintain this item’s 6. Original fabric is highly the existing pattern of
heritage listing on the significant and should be | X development, with careful X
LEP. maintained. consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).
7. Unsvmpathetic 13. New alterations and
2. Maintain this item’s : ymp additions should respect the
L alterations that detract C .
listing as part of the from the cultural X historic aesthetic/character
Heritage Conservation A . of the item and area (e.g. X
A significance of the item . S
rea. should be removed paint scheme, materiality,
’ style, landscape elements).
3. Consider delisting as 8. Maintain heritage ;;&Eltétgf:;n‘is ;%thgljv;:ﬁm
an individual item from landscape elements and its historical f pat
the LEP schemes its |st.or_|ca unctions/
' ' associations.
9. Maintain the existing
4. Consider additional §ett|ng of the heritage
) item, informed by the
research to nominate ) .
o historic pattern of X
this item for the State . .
Heritage Register neighbouring
' development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height). ’
10. Maintain the historic % V
5. The heritage curtilage aesthetic/character of the
for this item should be item and area (e.g. paint X
revised/reduced. scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

Heritage Study 2019 — Extent Heritage Pty Ltd



11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

Other recommendations and/or comments:

= Should the opportunity arise, the fibro sheeting should be removed and replaced with a more
appropriate material and finish. Specifically, the walls should be reclad with weatherboard and
timber to the verandah balustrade.

Listings | |
Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -
Fibro and Weatherboard Cottage, 1142
circa 1938-1946

Fibro and Weatherboard Cottage,
circa 1938-1946

National Trust Australia Register N/A -

Local Environmental Plan

Heritage Study 1142

Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title

. . Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study

. Graham Brooks and Holroyd Heritage
Heritage Study Associates Pty Ltd 1998 Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City
Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

Limitations

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.
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Additional Images

View of dwelling and landscaping from the street. | Front facade, screened by landscaping.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name

“‘Myrnaville”, late Victorian period cottage

Recommended Name

‘Myrnaville’ - Late Victorian Cottage

Site Image
..“1*'. wEF $ S ur
R Y
-H-
ﬂ![ﬂ'l[l!llllllllﬂl lllll"l o
Address 45 O’Neill Street, Guildford NSW 2161
Lot/Section/DP 13 and 14 32 875
Draft Cumberland
LEP ID 1143

Former LEP ID

146 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded
Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built

Level 2 Residential buildings (private)
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Statement of Significance

This dwelling at 45 O'Neill Street, Guildford is locally significant for its historic and aesthetic values.
Built in ¢.1883, the dwelling is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in Guildford, known as the
Church and School Estate subdivision. The dwelling was constructed in a time when the area was still
considered a ‘tiny village’, prior to a building boom in the 1920s. Although modified from its original
Victorian form, the dwelling has aesthetic significance as a striking heritage building that exhibits a
notable form and detailing. The dwelling appears to have had a ‘Federation’ style verandah added. The
building is an important historic element and a strong contributor to the heritage character of the street.

Criteria Assessment

Built in c.1883, the dwelling is located on one of the oldest subdivisions
in Guildford, known as the Church and School Estate subdivision. The
dwelling was constructed in a time when the area was still considered
a ‘tiny village’, prior to a building boom in the 1920s.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

Although modified from its original Victorian form, the dwelling has
aesthetic significance as a striking heritage building that exhibits a
c) Aesthetic/Technical notable form and detailing. The dwelling appears to have had a
‘Federation’ style verandah added. The building is an important
historic element and a strong contributor to the streetscape character.

a) Historic

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.
f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

g) Representativeness | The item does not meet this criterion.
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Physical Description

The house is a single storey timber framed weatherboard cottage with a steep hipped roof of painted
corrugated iron construction and modern PVC pipes. There is a double brick chimney on the southern
side. The front facade is symmetrical around a central timber panelled front door with a top light above.
It is covered by a screen door. Single timber framed double hung windows are located on either side
of the door and a name plate adjacent to the door reads ‘Myrnaville’. A timber framed verandah across
the front facade has been enlarged and a second skillion roof now steps down from the original. As
part of the verandah modifications, Federation style detailing was also added to include timber
brackets, frieze and slated balustrade. Lattice enclosures on both ends have been removed. The
verandah has a timber boarded floor and painted corrugated iron roof. All timber elements to the
dwelling have been recently repainted.

The property appears to retain its original subdivision boundaries and the dwelling itself is set back
significantly from the street compared to other dwellings. A landscaped garden occupies the front
setback, including a mature palm tree. A gravel driveway is located on the northern boundary of the
dwelling. The front boundary is lined with a painted timber picket fence which was added in 1989.

While there are signs of wear and tear, the dwelling is in good condition overall. The iron roof requires
repainting.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Verandah enlarged, ‘Federation’ style timber detailing added and addition of a second skillion roof.
= All timber has been recently repainted

= Downpipes replaced with modern PVC

= Lattice removed from each end of the verandah

= New fence constructed in 1989

The house retains its scale and form, however it has been modified from its original Victorian style with
the addition of Federation style elements. The building has moderate integrity.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low
* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place

Historical Notes
Construction years c.1883

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
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Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

Although Guildford had residents from 1799, it was not until the advent of the subdivision of the Church
and School Estate and the opening of the first railway station in the district in 1876 that there was much
development. The subject property formed part of 17 acres originally granted to Arthur Holroyd in 1874.
Holroyd was a member of Parliament in the mid to late 19" century, and the first mayor of the
municipality. Holroyd subsequently subdivided and the present property boundaries were formed. In
1883, four allotments were purchased by Charles Coffer, a brick worker. O’Neill Street was known as
‘The Parade’ at this time.

The subject cottage was constructed over two allotments. Based on the architectural style, it appears
to have been constructed in 1883 for Charles Coffer. In 1904 the property was transferred to Emily
Collins, and then to Hermann Otto Bentlin in 1913. Bentlin is noted in residence at ‘Myrnaville’ between
1913-1933 in the Sands Directory. Upon his death in 1979, the property passed to Hermann Herbets
Bentlin, most likely his son, and then to Juan Conzales in 1988. The property remains in use as a
private residence.

Recommendations .
. Existing Built and Landscape | Future Development and
Heritage Management -
Elements Planning

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to

1. Maintain this item’s
heritage listing on the
LEP.

6. Original fabric is highly
significant and should be | X
maintained.

the existing pattern of
development, with careful
consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the
Heritage Conservation
Area.

7. Unsympathetic
alterations that detract
from the cultural
significance of the item
should be removed.

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character
of the item and area (e.g.
paint scheme, materiality,
style, landscape elements).

3. Consider delisting as
an individual item from
the LEP.

8. Maintain heritage
landscape elements and X
schemes.

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of
neighbouring

14. Future uses for this item
should be compatible with
its historical functions/
associations.

%
X
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height). %
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10. Maintain the historic

5. The heritage curtilage aesthetic/character of the
for this item should be item and area (e.g. paint X
revised/reduced. scheme, materiality, style,

landscape elements).

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

N\

7
Other recommendations and/or comments:

= None.
Listings \
Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -
Local Environmental Plan Myrnaville”, late Victorian period 1143
cottage
Heritage Study Myrnaville”, late Victorian period 1143
cottage
National Trust Australia Register N/A -

Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title
. . Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study
Heritage Study Graham Brooks and 1998 Holroyd Heritage
Associates Pty Ltd Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City
Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

Limitations

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.
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Overview of dwelling and mature tree in the front
yard.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name Late Victorian Cottage

Recommended Name | ‘Montrose’ - Late Victorian Cottage

Site Image

Address 63 O’Neill Street, Guildford NSW 2161

Lot/Section/DP 101 - 1193096
1 - 1212444

Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1144

Former LEP ID 147 (Holroyd LEP)

Heritage Not included

Conservation Area

Date Updated March 2020

Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built
Level 2 Residential buildings (private)
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Revised curtilage recommended — refer below.

Statement of Significance

The dwelling at 63 O'Neill Street, Guildford has local heritage significance for its historic value and
some significance for its aesthetic value. Built in 1896, the dwelling is an early construction in the area
which is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in Guildford, known as the Church and School Estate
subdivision. The dwelling was constructed in a time when the area was still considered a ‘tiny village’,
prior to a building boom in the 1920s, and is a reflection of the type of property constructed in the area
at the time. While the building has some aesthetic significance as a timber cottage with notable features
such as the hipped corrugated iron roof and wrap around verandah, the dwelling has been poorly
modified over time which has led to a reduction of its aesthetic value.

Criteria Assessment

a) Historic

Built in 1896, the dwelling is an early construction in the area which is
located on one of the oldest subdivisions in Guildford, known as the
Church and School Estate subdivision. The dwelling was constructed
in a time when the area was still considered a ‘tiny village’, prior to a
building boom in the 1920s, and is a reflection of the type of property
constructed in the area at the time.

b) Associative

The item does not meet this criterion.

c) Aesthetic/Technical

While the building has some aesthetic significance as a timber cottage
with notable features such as the hipped corrugated iron roof and wrap
around verandah, the dwelling has been poorly modified over time
which has led to a reduction of its aesthetic value.

d) Social

The item does not meet this criterion.

e) Scientific

The item does not meet this criterion.

Heritage Study 2019 — Extent Heritage Pty Ltd
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f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.
g) Representativeness | The item does not meet this criterion.

Physical Description

The site has a single storey weatherboard cottage with a corrugated iron hipped roof. The roof has a
gable wing extending towards Grove Street. The hipped roof extends at the rear to from a verandah
and an original single brick chimney is located at the rear. A broken back verandah wraps around the
front, northern and southern sides of the dwelling, with simple timber posts and boarded floor on a brick
base. The O’Neill Street main elevation is symmetrical, with a central timber and glass panelled door
and single timber 2x2 pane double hung windows. Window and door openings have profiled timber
architraves and sills, and aluminium security grilles. A small gable to the verandah over front entrance
has battened fibro sheeting. A single timber door on north elevation has multi-paned coloured glass
infill panel. A section of the northern verandah has been enclosed with fibro sheeting. A pair of French
doors open out onto the verandah on the Grove Street elevation. The gable end to Grove Street is half
timbered and stucco rendered, with deep timber barge board and single window with fixed timber
shingle awning above. Windows on the western side of the gable have a smaller, simpler fixed awning.
The second entrance from the verandah through the gable end is marked by a slatted valance. The
rear verandah is partially infilled with fibro sheeting to form a bathroom.

The dwelling has a large rear yard which contains a single weatherboard garage, built in 1949, which
is accessed off Grove Street. A modern timber and Colorbond enclosed carport was added to the north
of the building between 2014-2017 and is accessed off O’Neill Street. The boundary fencing is
predominantly an open steel loop fence, with taller timber boarded fence at the rear. There are two
moderately sized but young trees in the front yard. A concrete footpath leads from O’Neill Street to the
primary elevation.

The dwelling was once located on a large corner block. The property has not retained its original
subdivision boundaries, having had a new dwelling constructed on the site to the west in 2014. The
dwelling retains its frontage to both O'Neill and Grove Streets.

The condition of the building is fair overall, with signs of wear and tear over time in the roof sheeting
and timber detailing. Sections of the weatherboards are warping, pulling away, cracking and chipping,
caused by age and low maintenance. Guttering is also rusting.

Condition | Good | Fair ' Poor

Alterations and Additions

Steel loop fence*

Modern dwelling constructed on size in 2014*

Modern carport added to the northern side of the dwelling, added between 2014-2017
Infill to verandah on the northern side*

Second entrance door created from the verandah

Rear verandah infill to create a bathroom*

Garage added in 1949

The house retains its scale and form but has been modified in a several locations, seeing the removal
and alteration of key elements on the wrap around verandah. These modifications are considered to
be reversible. The dwelling has moderate integrity overall.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low
* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place
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Historical Notes
Construction years 1896

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as a brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

Although Guildford had residents from 1799 it was not until the advent of the subdivision of the Church
and School Estate and the opening of the first railway station in the district in 1876 that there was much
development. The subject property formed part of 17 acres 30 perches originally granted to Arthur
Holroyd in 1874, who subsequently subdivided. Holroyd was member of Parliament in the mid to late
19th century, and the first mayor of the municipality. The subject property formed part of over 1 acre (4
allotments) purchased by John Fowler in 1879. Fowler also acquired other allotments on The Parade
(O'Neill Street) and The Esplanade at this time.

The property was purchased by Charles Shipton in 1893, and it appears the house was constructed
for Shipton in 1896, as it first appears in the Sands in 1897. Only two properties are listed on the street
at this time. Shipton resided at the property until 1913. Eaton Hume is briefly listed in residence
between 1916-19. Goodwin Packer between 1920-25, and M J Harwood between 1926-33. The
residence is first noted as 'Montrose' in 1924. The site was subdivided, and a new dwelling built on the
second lot in 2014. The building remains in use as a private residence.
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Heritage Management

Existing Built and Landscape
Elements
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Future Development and
Planning

1. Maintain this item’s
heritage listing on the X
LEP.

6. Original fabric is highly
significant and should be | X
maintained.

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to
the existing pattern of
development, with careful X
consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the
Heritage Conservation
Area.

7. Unsympathetic
alterations that detract
from the cultural X
significance of the item
should be removed.

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character
of the item and area (e.g. X
paint scheme, materiality,
style, landscape elements).

3. Consider delisting as
an individual item from
the LEP.

8. Maintain heritage
landscape elements and
schemes.

14. Future uses for this item
should be compatible with
its historical functions/
associations.

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of X
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint X
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

7

ul

N

7

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

7

N\

%4

Other recommendations and/or comments:

= Should the opportunity arise, intrusive infill works to the verandah should be reversed to expose
the entire wrap around verandah and appropriate timber detailing reinstated. This work would
assist in increasing and reinstating the aesthetic significance of the item which has been adversely
impacted by these incremental changes.
= As the western portion of the current site includes a modern dwelling (dated 2014) of no heritage
value, the heritage curtilage shown below should be considered as a revised curtilage for the new

Cumberland LEP.

= Should a revised curtilage be adopted, this listing sheet will no longer reflect the current Lot/DP

and will need to be altered.
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Listings
Heritage Listing

Listing Title

Listing Number

Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A

1144

Local Environmental Plan Late Victorian Cottage
Heritage Study Late Victorian Cottage 1144
National Trust Australia Register N/A -
Previous Studies
Type Author Year Title

. . Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study

. Graham Brooks and Holroyd Heritage
Heritage Study Associates Pty Ltd 1998 Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City

Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.
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Limitations |

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.

Additional Imagt_as

Overview of dwelling from corner of O’Neill Street
and Grove Street.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name Late Victorian/Federation Residence

Recommended Name ‘Maringa’- Victorian Residence

Site Image

Address

Lot/Section/DP 1 - 1100976
- - SP78005

Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1145

Former LEP ID 148 (Holroyd LEP), Late Victorian/Federation Residence

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded

Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built

Level 2 Residential buildings (private)

Heritage Study 2019 — Extent Heritage Pty Ltd



CUMBERLAMND
CITy COURMCIL

=

Curtilage Map

Statement of Significance

The Victorian residence, ‘Maringa’, at 9A Tennyson Parade, Guildford, is of local significance for its
historic and aesthetic values and as a representative example of an early Victorian Residence. Built in
1893, the item is historically linked to the 1885 ‘Sherwood Heights’ subdivision of William Sherwin’s
1831 estate. The dwelling would appear to be one of the earlier houses constructed in this residential
subdivision of Sherwood Heights. The building is of high aesthetic significance as a largely intact
Victorian residence that retains much of its original fabric, detailing and landscaping elements. The
aesthetic value is enhanced by the unique architectural style of the front gabled portico, the siting of
the building and the surrounding landscape, which make a strong contribution to the streetscape. The
residence has landmark qualities and is a rare architectural expression of a Victorian residence in the
local Guildford area and more broadly in the Cumberland LGA.

Criteria Assessment

Built in 1893, the item is historically linked to the 1885 ‘Sherwood
Heights’ subdivision of William Sherwin’s 1831 estate. The dwelling
would appear to be one of the earlier houses constructed in this
residential subdivision of Sherwood Heights.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

The item is of high aesthetic significance as a largely intact Victorian
residence that retains much of its original fabric, detailing and
landscaping elements. The aesthetic value is enhanced by the unique
architectural style of the front gabled portico, the siting of the building
and the surrounding landscape, which make a strong contribution to
the streetscape.

a) Historic

c) Aesthetic/Technical

Heritage Study 2019 — Extent Heritage Pty Ltd
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d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.
The residence has landmark qualities and is a rare architectural
f) Rarity expression of a Victorian residence in the local Guildford area and

more broadly in the Cumberland LGA.
The item is representative of the Victorian residences constructed in
Guildford during the late nineteenth century.

g) Representativeness

Physical Description

The residence at 9A Tennyson Parade, Guildford, is a single storey, symmetrical, Victorian residence.
The dwelling is constructed of painted brick walls and has a hipped roof clad in corrugated steel. The
roofscape features replaced roof sheeting, solar panels and whirly bird and retains three tall brick
chimneys with string course detailing. Two of the tall chimneys retain a painted metal cowl.

The front fagade features a gabled roof portico with half round arch over main entrance extended from
the main roofline. The gable features a timber bargeboard and finial, while the gable end features
timber battens with fibro sheet panel infill above a face brick elevation laid in the Flemish bond pattern
and decorated with shallow string mouldings. A replaced sandstone keystone, cartouche and
sandstone course are located on this elevation of the portico.

A recessed verandah extends along the north, south and east elevations. The verandah roof is an
extension of the main roof and is supported on stop chamfered timber posts and a shallow arched
timber valance. The window openings are generally timber framed double hung sash windows fronted
by contemporary flyscreens and with a rendered brick sill. The front door features a toplight and is
fronted by a contemporary security screen door. A set of French doors are located either side of the
front door.

The dwelling features a deep setback with a formal garden setting. There are two established palms,
a large gum tree and a central rose garden that are significant landscape features. The property is
bounded by a front fence which is constructed of rendered brick piers with pipe and mesh panels. A
paved brick and gravel driveway encircle the property and front garden creating two entrances to the
property. The northernmost entrance leads to a sympathetically designed garage with a gabled roof
clad in Colorbond sheeting atop rendered walls. The southernmost entrance is a driveway that leads
to a rear subdivision and development. The rear development consists of approximately eight town
houses with a similar roof form to the residence.

Overall, the condition of the building is considered good. It appears the building has undergone recent
conservation works.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

Subdivision of the former allotment in conjunction with a substantial rear development, ¢.2006s.
Replaced roof sheeting.
Solar panels added to roof ¢.2016.
Painted timber verandah elements.
Altered portico entrance — render removed, structural bars installed, replaced sandstone elements.

The residence is highly intact and is considered to have high integrity. Although the rear of the property
is redeveloped, the development has been carefully designed to be as minimally invasive as possible.
This is achieved through respectful height, form, scale and materiality.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low
* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place

Heritage Study 2019 — Extent Heritage Pty Ltd
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Historical Notes
Construction years 1893

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s, many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and,
in 1871, a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886,
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century, the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

The subject property forms a part of 1165 acres of land known as the ‘Sherwood Estate’ that was
granted to William Sherwin in June 1831. In 1884, the Sherwood Estate was subdivided and became
known as ‘Sherwood Heights’. The property was constructed in 1893 and became known as ‘Maringa’
in Sands Directory from 1911 onwards. It was occupied by W.F Mason from 1911-14. Tennyson Parade
was known as Sherwood Parade at this time. The property passed between several hands before it
was occupied by John Harwin from 1920 to 1930.

The property was sold again in 2014, where it remains in use as a private residence.

Recommendations

Heritage Management Existing Built and Landscape | Future Development and

Elements Planning
12. Alterations and
additions should respond to

1. Maintain this item’s 6. Original fabric is highly the existing pattern of
heritage listing on the X significant and should be | X development, with careful X
LEP. maintained. consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

7. Unsvmpathetic 13. New alterations and

2. Maintain this item’s : ymp additions should respect the
o alterations that detract C .

listing as part of the historic aesthetic/character

Heritage Conservation fr.onjfthe cultu;a;L it of the item and area (e.g. X
Area. significance of the item

should be removed paint scheme, materiality,
) style, landscape elements).
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3. Consider delisting as
an individual item from
the LEP.

8. Maintain heritage
landscape elements and
schemes.

14. Future uses for this item
should be compatible with
its historical functions/
associations.

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

7

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be X
revised/reduced.

7

N

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

7

7

Other recommendations and/or comments:

= As the rear of the property has been subdivided for the new development, the heritage curtilage
should be considered for reduction to exclude non-significant elements. The below curtilage should
be considered for the new Cumberland LEP to reflect the current Lot and DP of the item.

=  Should a revised curtilage be adopted, this listing sheet will no longer reflect the current Lot/DP

and will need to be altered.
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Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -

Local Environmental Plan ‘Maringa’- Victorian Residence 1145

Heritage Study ‘Maringa’- Victorian Residence 1145

National Trust Australia Register N/A -

Previous Studies

Type  Author  Year  Tite
. . Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study
. Graham Brooks and Holroyd Heritage
Heritage Study Associates Pty Ltd 1998 Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City
Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

Limitations

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.
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Additional Images
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View of driveway to residence.

i\ |

Verandah to the northern side the residence.

Overview of residence from Tennyson Parade.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name

Inter-war Bungalow

Recommended Name

Inter-War Bungalow

Site Image

Address 33 Tennyson Parade, Guildford NSW 2161
Lot/Section/DP 3 - 786707
Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1146

Former LEP ID

149 (Holroyd LEP), Inter-war Bungalow

Heritage Conservation Not included
Area
Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL
Site Type Level 1 Built
Level 2 Residential buildings (private)
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Curtilage Map

Statement of Significance

The Inter-war bungalow at 33 Tennyson Parade, Guildford, is of local significance for its historic and
aesthetic values, and as a representative example of an Inter-War bungalow in the Guildford area. The
item is located on land that originally formed William Sherwin’s Estate, which was subdivided in 1885
as part of the Sherwood Heights subdivision. Built in 1926, the dwelling relates to the residential
development of Guildford that followed the building boom in 1920. The item is of aesthetic significance
as a highly intact Inter-War bungalow that retains much of its original fabric and detail.

Criteria Assessment

The item is located on land that originally formed William Sherwin’s
Estate, that was subdivided in 1885 as part of the Sherwood Heights

a) Historic subdivision. Built in 1926, the dwelling relates to the residential
development of Guildford that followed the building boom in the area
in 1920.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

c) Aesthetic/Technical The item is of aesthetic significance as a highly intact Inter-war
bungalow that retains much of its original fabric and detail.

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.

e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.

f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.
The item is a good representative example of an Inter-War bungalow

g) Representativeness | built in the Cumberland LGA. It retains its key architectural features,
giving it good integrity.
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Physical Description

The item is a single storey brick bungalow with a gable and hipped roof clad in terracotta tiles. The
roofscape features a rendered chimney and exposed timber rafters. The front facade features a
prominent gable with decorative timber beams. Large rendered masonry columns and a colonnaded
balustrade bounds the verandah area which features a chequered mosaic tile border to the floor and
two sets of double doors with multipaned glass and screens. This is largely obscured by a passionfruit
vine and various other plantings. There is a defined entry platform to the east. The front fagade features
a timber framed casement window with three multipaned sashes and flat timber hood over.

The building is set back from the front boundary, which is marked with a painted brick fence with lattice
infill. A gravel driveway extending from the street sweeps past the house to the side and rear. The front
area also features a number of mature trees and formals plantings that obscure views to the house.

The building’s external condition appears to be good. Minor repairs to the timber gable screen are
required as paint is starting to peel and a timber panel from the ladder infill is missing.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

=  Gutters and terracotta tiles have been replaced.
= New Fence

The building appears to have high integrity as an intact Inter-War bungalow.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low

* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place

Historical Notes
Construction years 1926

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and,
in 1871, a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886,
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.
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The subject property forms a part of 1165 acres of land known as the ‘Sherwood Estate’ that was
granted to William Sherwin in June 1831. In 1884, the Sherwood Estate was subdivided and became
known as ‘Sherwood Heights’. The residence was constructed in 1926. Tennyson Parade was known
as Sherwood Parade at this time. The property remains in use a private residence.

Recommendations |

Heritage Management

Existing Built and Landscape
Elements

Future Development and
Planning

1. Maintain this item’s
heritage listing on the
LEP.

6. Original fabric is highly
significant and should be | X
maintained.

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to
the existing pattern of
development, with careful X
consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the
Heritage Conservation
Area.

7. Unsympathetic
alterations that detract
from the cultural
significance of the item
should be removed.

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character
of the item and area (e.g. X
paint scheme, materiality,
style, landscape elements).

3. Consider delisting as
an individual item from
the LEP.

8. Maintain heritage
landscape elements and X
schemes.

14. Future uses for this item
should be compatible with
its historical functions/
associations.

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of X
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

7

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

i

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint X
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

__

Other recommendations and/or comments:

= None.

Heritage Listing

Listing Title

Listing Number

Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A

Local Environmental Plan

Inter-War Bungalow

1146

Heritage Study

Inter-War Bungalow

1146

National Trust Australia Register

N/A
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Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title

. . Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study

. Graham Brooks and Holroyd Heritage
Heritage Study Associates Pty Ltd 1998 Inventory Review
Heritage Study Neustein & Associates | 1992 Holroyd Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City
Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

Limitations |

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.
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Additional Images

e
Overview of bungalow.

View to bungalow showing entrance gate.

-0 e = ] i
Detail of eastern side of front fagade.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name Federation Period Cottage

Recommended Name Federation Cottage

Site Image
- e
JILEELTT s

AHER - !
I
! |
Address 20A The Esplanade, Guildford NSW 2161
Lot/Section/DP 445 - 1039110
- - SP 73518

Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1147

Former LEP ID 150 (Holroyd LEP), Federation Period Cottage

Heritage Conservation Not included

Area

Date Updated September 2019
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 | Built

Level 2 | Residential buildings (private)
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Revised curtilage recommended - refer below

Statement of Significance

The dwelling at 20A The Esplanade, Guildford is locally significant for its historic and aesthetic values.
Built ¢.1906, the dwelling is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in Guildford, known as the Church
and School Estate subdivision. The dwelling is a timber Federation residence which represents the
prevalent style of construction in the area during a period of subdivision at the turn of the century with
the coming of the railway in 1891. The dwelling has aesthetic significance as a well-kept, well-
presented timber Federation dwelling with elaborate Victorian style decorative timberwork. The house
is readily identifiable as part of the historic building stock and strongly contributes to the streetscape
character.

Criteria Assessment

Built ¢.1906, the dwelling is located on one of the oldest subdivisions
in Guildford, known as the Church and School Estate subdivision. The
a) Historic dwelling is timber Federation residence which represents the prevalent
style of construction in the area during a period of subdivision at the
turn of the century with the coming of the railway in 1891.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

The dwelling has aesthetic significance as a well-kept, well-presented
timber Federation dwelling with elaborate Victorian style decorative
timberwork. The house is readily identifiable as part of the historic
building stock and strongly contributes to the streetscape character.

c) Aesthetic/Technical

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.
f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.
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g) Representativeness | The item does not meet this criterion.

Physical Description

The subject building is a small L-shaped weatherboard cottage which features intersecting gable roofs
clad in corrugated iron and a verandah to the south of a projecting gable roofed wing. The gable ends
have projecting decorative barge boards and finials, and the front gable also features timber shingle
cladding. The main roof extends over the front verandah and is supported on simple timber posts with
capitals supporting arched frieze. The posts appear to be original. The verandah also features modern
flooring. The front facade of the cottage has a panelled door with a toplight. The door is covered by a
stained timber screen door. The fagade also features two pairs of casement windows with decorative
framing and sections of coloured glass. The window in the projecting wing also features a simple timber
bracketed hood. Two different weatherboard profiles are visible on the side facades. The rear of the
building has a skillion roofed extension.

A new carport has been added to the eastern side of the dwelling in recent years, constructed in a style
which is highly sympathetic towards the aesthetic of the dwelling. This work includes the form of the
timberwork, integration of small openings to match the windows panels and a replication of the roof
pitch in the skillion.

The front boundary has a timber picket fence and a driveway have been provided along the southern
boundary. A number of mature trees are located on the south side of the house, in the open backyard
and to the front. While significant in size, these appear to be contemporary plantings which were not
on the site in 1992 during the previous assessment.

The property has not retained its original subdivision boundaries, having had a new dwelling
constructed at the rear in recent years. The building retains its setting and setback from the street,
though there is now an additional concrete driveway which occupies the southern boundary.

The dwelling has been renovated in recent years, showing a big improvement to the overall condition
from the previous heritage assessment of the place.

Condition | Good | Fair ' Poor

Alterations and Additions

Skillion extension to the rear

Demolition of former fibro clad garage

Demolition of weatherboard out-building on the southern side of the dwelling

Refurbishment of timber elements and repainting

Addition of new carport to eastern side of the dwelling

Addition of timber picket fence post 1992

Subdivision of site into battle-axe formation and construction of modern dwelling constructed at the
rear

While the building was renovated in recent years, the work was undertaken on a like-for-like basis and
sought to retain fabric where possible. As a result, the integrity of the building is high.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low
* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place
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Historical Notes
Construction years ¢.1906

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and
in 1871 a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.

Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new
residences, shops and citizens.

A large section of the suburb of Guildford is located on the Church and School Estate, first offered for
sale from 1871, and progressively re-subdivided after the opening of the first railway station in the
district in 1876. The site formed part of approximately 18 acres purchased by Arthur Holroyd in 1875,
who also acquired other sections of the first subdivision of the Church and School Estate at this time.
Holroyd was Member for Parliament from 1861, and the first Mayor of the Municipality in 1872. Holroyd
subsequently subdivided and the site formed part of 7 acres purchased by Henry William Jackson in
1882. Lots 44 & 45 of the subdivision were purchased in 1906 by William Henry Wright, and the present
property boundaries were formed.

The cottage dates from the early 20th century, on one of the early subdivisions in Guilford. It was
possibly constructed for Wright shortly after 1906. Wright is listed in the Sands in residence on The
Esplanade as early as 1898. The early narrow fronted allotment subdivision pattern remains
unchanged since 1906. The location of the cottage, close to Guilford Station serves as a reminder of
the early influence of the railway line on the development of Guildford. The property changed hands a
further 9 times until 1973, when it was purchased by the present owners. The building remains in use
as a private residence.
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Heritage Management

Existing Built and Landscape

Elements
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Future Development and
Planning

1. Maintain this item’s
heritage listing on the
LEP.

6. Original fabric is highly
significant and should be
maintained.

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to
the existing pattern of

X development, with careful X
consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).

2. Maintain this item’s
listing as part of the
Heritage Conservation
Area.

7. Unsympathetic
alterations that detract
from the cultural
significance of the item
should be removed.

13. New alterations and
additions should respect the
historic aesthetic/character
of the item and area (e.g. X
paint scheme, materiality,
style, landscape elements).

3. Consider delisting as
an individual item from
the LEP.

8. Maintain heritage
landscape elements and
schemes.

14. Future uses for this item
should be compatible with
its historical functions/
associations.

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

9. Maintain the existing
setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of
neighbouring
development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

7

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

N

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

Other recommendations and/or comments:

= As the eastern portion of the current site includes a modern dwelling of no heritage value, the
heritage curtilage shown below should be considered as a revised curtilage for the new
Cumberland LEP. Note: the curtilage follows the boundary of 20A vs the strata lot.

= Should a revised curtilage be adopted, this listing sheet will no longer reflect the current Lot/DP

and will need to be altered.
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Heritage Listing

Listing Title

Listing Number

Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A

Federation Period

Local Environmental Plan 1147
Cottage
. Federation Period
Heritage Study Cottage 1147
National Trust Australia Register N/A -

Previous Studies

Type

Author Year

Title

Heritage Study

Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019

Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study

Heritage Study

Graham Brooks and
Associates Pty Ltd 1998

Holroyd Heritage
Inventory Review

Heritage Study

Neustein & Associates | 1992

Holroyd Heritage Study
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Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City
Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.

Additional Images

Front fagade. Fence.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name

Glencoe

Recommended Name

‘Glencoe’ — Federation Cottage

Site Image

Address 3 Barbers Road, Guildford, NSW 2161

Lot/Section/DP 2 - 226836
Draft Cumberland

LEP ID 1148

Former LEP ID

217 (Parramatta LEP)

Heritage Conservation | Notincluded
Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type

Level 1 Built

Level 2 Residential buildings (private)
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Statement of Significance

The cottage ‘Glencoe’ is of local significance for its historic and aesthetic values as a representative
example of a Federation workers cottage. Built in 1910, the cottage was constructed for the
maintenance workers who maintained the nearby water supply pipeline. The building retains its
aesthetic significance through its form, although this is reduced by the fibro sheet cladding.

Criteria Assessment

The cottage is historically significant as a Federation era dwelling

a) Historic constructed in 1910 as accommodation for the maintenance workers
who maintained the water supply pipeline.

b) Associative The item does not meet this criterion.

. . The building retains its aesthetic significance through its form,

€) mesiEi e however, this is reduced by the fibro sheet cladding.

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.

e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.

f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.
The item is representative of a Federation period workers cottage built

g) Representativeness c.1910.
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Physical Description

The item is a single storey Federation workers cottage built in ¢.1910. The cottage is clad in fibro sheet
(possibly with weatherboards underneath). The gabled roof is clad in galvanised steel with a skillion
roof at the rear. The front verandah is also a skillion roof clad in galvanised steel and supported on
squared timber posts. Window openings are generally timber framed double hung sash windows with
contemporary flyscreens. Two contemporary carports with sheet metal roofs supported on metal posts
are located to the north of the property. The carports front a weatherboard clad garage with a gabled
roof located at the rear of the property. There is another large carport located along the east elevation.

The house is a small four-room cottage sited adjacent to the water pipeline. This cottage is the only
house in the vicinity. The property features a highly vegetated and informal landscape with several
established trees along the southern boundary and in the northwest corner of the property that are of
some significance. A timber picket fence that fronts the property along Barbers Road is impacted by
this vegetation growth. The water pipeline from Pipehead to Lidcombe (where it goes underground to
Crown Street Reservoir) forms the rear boundary of the property.

Overall, the cottage is in a fair condition. The timber verandah elements require repairs to treat peeling
paint, timber rot, and warped galvanised iron.

Condition | Good | Fair | Poor

Alterations and Additions

= Several rear skillion extensions
= Carports added post-1943

= Flyscreens

= Replaced weatherboard cladding with fibro sheeting*

Overall, the integrity of the item appears to be moderate. The cottage appears to retain some original
fabric, however, this is in a deteriorated state and if left unaddressed the item is at risk of reduced
integrity.

Integrity | High | Moderate | Low
* element detracts from the overall cultural significance of the place

Historical Notes
Construction years c.1910

Settlement around the suburb of Guildford began in the 1820s and 1830s when land was granted in
the surrounding area to individuals such as Henry Whittaker, Lieutenant Samuel North, William
Sherwin and the Lackey Family. The suburb of Guildford is named after the estate of ex-military officer
and civil servant Lieutenant Samuel North who received 640 acres in 1837. He named it Guildford after
his relative the Earl of Guildford, but made no change to the land there, remaining an absentee owner.
In contrast, Henry Whittaker, a free-settler arriving to the colony in 1829, cleared and cultivated his
forty-acre grant, Orchardleigh, (received in 1842) producing fruit and grapes. He later added part of the
adjoining Guildford Estate and the result was subdivided in 1876 to capitalise on the newly opened
railway station.

Throughout the 1860s and 1870s, many of these larger estates were subdivided for the first time and,
in 1871, a provisional school was constructed in what is now Old Guildford, with the permanent school
being constructed in 1876. With the opening of Guildford Railway Station in 1876, business and
residences were slowly drawn away from Dog Trap Road (Woodville Road) to the railway. In 1886,
Guildford was described as a 'busy though not populous fruit growing district'. It was at this time that
Linnwood, owned and designed by George McCredie, was built. The McCredie’s (of A.L. (Arthur) & G.
McCredie and Sons, Architects and Consulting Engineers) promptly proceeded to become involved in
all facets of life in Guildford, such as setting up a Presbyterian Church on their property in 1894.
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Into the 20th century the area was still described as a 'tiny village' and 'almost unknown' but in the
second decade of the century a building boom took place. In 1915, a police station, a fire station, and
industry such as brickworks, all came to the area of Guildford as it grew into a busy suburb with new

residences, shops and citizens.

The subject cottage is located on land which had previously formed part of John T. Campbell’'s 1000-
acre land grant, gazetted in 1881. In 1902, the land was resumed for the purposes of City Water Supply.
The workers cottage was built in 1910. Due to the item’s location and proximity to the water pipeline, it
appears the cottage was a Water Board cottage for maintenance men looking after the water pipeline.
The property is no longer the property of the Water Board but it is in use as a private residence. The
building appears to have been refurbished, however, it is unknown when.

Recommendations

Heritage Management

Existing Built and Landscape
Elements

Future Development and
Planning

1. Maintain this item’s

6. Original fabric is highly

12. Alterations and
additions should respond to
the existing pattern of

heritage listing on the significant and should be | X development, with careful X
LEP. maintained. consideration of the setting
(form, scale, bulk, setback
and height).
7. Unsvympathetic 13. New alterations and
2. Maintain this item’s : ymp additions should respect the
L alterations that detract C .
listing as part of the historic aesthetic/character
, : from the cultural . X
Heritage Conservation A . of the item and area (e.g.
significance of the item . S
Area. paint scheme, materiality,
should be removed.
style, landscape elements).
3. Consider delisting as 8. Maintain heritage 14. Future uses fo_r this !tem
. . should be compatible with
an individual item from landscape elements and N .
its historical functions/
the LEP. schemes. L
associations.
9. Maintain the existing 7

4. Consider additional
research to nominate
this item for the State
Heritage Register.

setting of the heritage
item, informed by the
historic pattern of X
neighbouring

development (form, scale,
bulk, setback and height).

5. The heritage curtilage
for this item should be
revised/reduced.

10. Maintain the historic
aesthetic/character of the
item and area (e.g. paint X
scheme, materiality, style,
landscape elements).

7

7

N

11. The condition of this
item is poor. Condition
and maintenance should
be monitored.

7

Other recommendations and/or comments:

7

N\

N

= Should the opportunity arise, consideration should be given to reinstate the weatherboard cladding.
= The verandah is in need of conservation repairs, this should be undertaken in conjunction with the
principles of the Burra Charter and by a suitably qualified heritage trades person.
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Heritage Listing Listing Title Listing Number
Heritage Act — State Heritage Register | N/A -

Local Environmental Plan Glencoe 1148

Heritage Study Glencoe 1148

National Trust Australia Register N/A -

Previous Studies

Type Author Year Title

. . Cumberland LGA
Heritage Study Extent Heritage Pty Ltd | 2019 Heritage Study

. . National Trust Parramatta Heritage
Heritage Review (Parramatta Branch) 2004 Review
Heritage Study Meredith Walker 1993 City of Parramatta

Heritage Study

Other References

= Broomham, R and T Kass 1992, Holroyd Heritage Study Thematic History, Sydney, Holroyd City
Council.

= Elias, J and Coppins, S 2013, Pictorial History Holroyd, Kingsclear Books, Alexandria.

= Karskens, G 1991, Holroyd: a social history of Western Sydney, NSW University Press Kensington.

Limitations

1. Access to all heritage items was limited to a visual inspection from the public domain. The interiors
of buildings and inaccessible areas such as rear gardens were not assessed as part of this heritage
study.

2. Condition and site modification assessment was limited to a visual inspection undertaken from the
public domain.

3. Unless additional research was required, historical research for all heritage items was based on an
assessment of previous LGA heritage studies, the Thematic History (prepared by Extent Heritage,
2019) and existing information in former heritage listing sheets.
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Additional Images
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View to driveway at Glencoe.

Overview of cottage.
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Heritage Inventory Sheet

Item Name Swift's House
Recommended Name ‘Swift's House’ — Federation Cottage
Site Image
- - |
m"r: 1l fh
Address 36 Bolton Street, Guildford, NSW 2161
Lot/Section/DP 4 10 4047
Draft Cumberland
LEP ID 1149
Former LEP ID 1218 (Parramatta LEP)

Heritage Conservation Not included

Area

Date Updated March 2020
Significance Level LOCAL

Site Type Level 1 Built

Level 2 Residential buildings (private)
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Statement of Significance

The dwelling at 36 Bolton Street, Guildford is locally significant for its historic, aesthetic, associative
and representative values. Historically, the dwelling is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in
Guildford, known as the Lackey Estate. Built between ¢.1912-1915, the dwelling relates to the early
development of Guildford when the area was still considered a ‘tiny village’ prior to the building boom
in the 1920s. The dwelling is a contributory element that reflects the growth and development of the
district throughout the early decades of the twentieth century. The dwelling has additional associative
significance as the house built for William Thomas Swift. Swift was the one-time Mayor of Granville in
1921 and a prominent local resident in Guildford known for investing in local property and building the
commercial buildings at the corner of Guildford Road and Railway Street known as ‘Swift's Buildings’.
The dwelling is of aesthetic significance as a well-kept Federation cottage with Victorian influences.
The house is readily identifiable as part of the historic building stock of the area and makes a strong
contribution to the streetscape. The dwelling is a representative example of a quality Federation period
house.

Criteria Assessment

Historically, the item is located on one of the oldest subdivisions in
Guildford known as the Lackey Estate. Built between ¢.1912-1915, the
dwelling relates to the early development of Guildford when the area
a) Historic was still considered a ‘tiny village’ prior to the building boom in the
1920s. The dwelling is a contributory element that reflects the growth
and development of the district throughout the early decades of the
twentieth century.
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The item was the house built for William Thomas Swift. Swift was a
one time Mayor of Granville in 1921 and a prominent local resident in
b) Associative Guildford known for investing in local property and building the
commercial buildings at the corner of Guildford Road and Railway
Street known as ‘Swift's Buildings’.

The item is of aesthetic significance as a well-presented Federation
Cottage with Victorian influences. The house is readily identifiable as
part of the historic building stock of the area, and makes a strong
contribution to the streetscape

c) Aesthetic/Technical

d) Social The item does not meet this criterion.
e) Scientific The item does not meet this criterion.
f) Rarity The item does not meet this criterion.

The item is a representative example of quality Federation period

Representativeness .
9) P houses in the local area.

Physical Description

The item is a single storey brick Federation cottage which originally had some Victorian influences