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FLAG - Residents Impacted by Harold Park 
PO Box 983 
Leichhardt 
NSW 2040 
 

 
18 July 2014 
 
RE:  Harold Park Naming Proposal 
 
To: 
The Lord Mayor Councillor Clover Moore: cmoore@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
Bryce Thornhill-Weedon: BWeedon@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
Benjamin Pechey: bpechey@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
 
Dear Clover, 
We are writing to our submit support for Option 4 “No change - Harold Park remains within the Forest 
Lodge”.  We out rightly reject Options 1, 2 and 3. 

Mirvac’s proposal (Option 1) to re-name an in-fill development within an existing suburb should not be 
supported.  Mirvac’s proposal seeks to re-name 25% of the existing suburb Forest Lodge (refer to Figure 1 
below). If successful the proposal will create two very small suburbs from an already modest suburb. 

Figure 1 Current Forest Lodge area (including the development site) 

 

The above map clearly shows Mirvac’s proposal to re-name its urban in-fill development is within the 
existing suburb of Forest Lodge.  Mirvac’s re-development of former industrial sites at Rhodes has not 
warranted suburb re-naming, yet there are strong parallels with this and its Forest Lodge development. 
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While it is appropriate for a new financial hub like Barangaroo to have its own suburb name, the dividing of 
historically residential areas into smaller portions is not appropriate and does not respect the local history 
of suburb names in the local area. 

Forest Lodge and the development site is predominantly located within a small valley and currently has 
very little publicly accessible parkland.  The creation of 3.8 hectares of the new public Harold Park parkland 
is to be applauded and will provide greatly improved amenity to the Forest Lodge suburb and create much 
needed connections through the valley down to the future Tramsheds retail area, the Bicentennial/Federal 
Parks and the harbour frontage beyond. The new Harold Park parkland (including pedestrian paths and 
cycle ways) will also provide much improved access to the Annandale and Glebe suburbs for Forest Lodge 
residents. 

We strongly endorse the City Historian’s objection to Option 4 (as stated in the summary provided to the 
City of Sydney, 31 March 2014) and support the conclusion that it is not appropriate to re-name part of 
Forest Lodge as the suburb Harold Park.  The site has been known by several names over its sporting 
history and Harold Park was just the most recent iteration.  

We support the fact the City Historian considers there are enough opportunities for historic interpretation 
of the former sporting use, such as the street naming strategy and heritage interpretation strategy, without 
the need to commemorate the site’s history as a new suburb name. The site’s historical connections to the 
surrounding suburbs of Glebe, Forest Lodge and Annandale are equally important.  

On 25 June 2014 the Inner West Courier quoted a Mirvac representative saying “In the process of 
considering the suburb name review it was discovered that the boundaries of Glebe and Forest Lodge are 
not properly aligned with the City of Sydney LGA”.  FLAG has sought clarification from Council as to which 
part of the two suburbs did not align with the LGA.  Council (Ben Peachey) advised that “Glebe and Forest 
Lodge are within the council area boundaries”.  Consequently, the developer’s statement appears to be a 
misleading attempt to add validity to the re-naming proposal. 

Excluding the portion of the development site which is dedicated for housing that is appropriate for the 
needs of a range of very low to moderate income households (part of Precinct 6) - an analysis of median 
real estate values for 1, 2 and 3 bedroom dwellings revealed price differences of $413,500, $400,000 and 
$720,000 exist between the Harold Park development and Forest Lodge (refer to Table 1 below).   

Table 1 Comparison of Suburb Median Prices 
Area 1 bedroom 2 bedroom 3 bedroom 

Harold 
Park  

 
>$840,000 

 
 
$1,240,000 

>$1,890,000 
Forest 
Lodge 

$426,500   $840,000 $1,170,000 

Glebe $549,000 $947,500 $1,215,000 
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Mirvac’s next preferred option to change to suburb boundary to Glebe is also supported by this analysis.  
Its fall back option is purely based on much higher median house values in Glebe in comparison to Forest 
Lodge so larger profits can be gained from the sale of the new Harold Park apartments. Mirvac has no 
interest to ‘maintain a connection with its rich history as the home of harness racing in NSW’ (Mirvac quote 
in the City News, 26 June 2014). 
In having a second preference for Glebe rather than Forest Lodge, Mirvac raises the question of why it 
prefers Glebe over Forest Lodge, and also why it has brought the whole suburb name change up at all. 
Logic, on the basis of their submission for a new suburb, would dictate either a new suburb or not.  In the 
absence of any explanation as to why Glebe (rather than Forest Lodge) is preferred, and given that they are 
a profit driven organisation, we can only assume that the developer has an eye on the bottom line, and the 
suburb name Glebe will deliver something extra.  This request for a new suburb name has largely been 
driven by Mirvac's own marketing drive of the development site as "Glebe's backyard".  This is not a criteria 
for a name change.  We note that they have not sought a suburb change to "Glebe's Backyard", rather to 
Glebe."   

We seek an explanation from Mirvac setting out their reasons why Forest Lodge is no longer an acceptable 
suburb name for their development site. 

Further, the case for a new suburb name has not been proved to justify the expense from ratepayers and 
taxes to council or state departments and authorities, no matter how small the monetary cost, to change 
all the required documents and maps to make the name change pertaining to the development site.  The 
development site public open spaces (including the pocket parks) are part of Forest lodge.  This is what 
residents wanted from the site and Council should be committed to that delivery. 

We believe commercial considerations, specifically increasing the value of properties it is marketing, are 
the principal motivation for Mirvac’s re-naming proposal.  Consequently, its rationale for the naming 
proposal is unconvincing and each can be readily disputed as follows:  

1. ‘a new suburb name will provide a unique identity for the new community and sense of place’ 

Forest Lodge is an eclectic mix of architectural styles ranging from Victorian through to Millennium 
Moderne.  Mirvac’s in-fill development is more than capable of providing a unique identity for the new 
community without being re-named as a new suburb.  

Other local developments have successfully achieved a sense of place and unique identity through the 
strength of their built environment alone.  Such developments include the Children’s Hospital site at 
Camperdown; Carlton United Brewery (Central Park Sydney) at Chippendale and Jackson’s Landing at 
Pyrmont.  These developments did not need to re-name the existing suburb.   

Mirvac does not need to re-name Forest Lodge to provide a unique identity for the new community and 
sense of place. 

2. ‘the site is physically isolated from surrounding suburbs due to the escarpment and Johnstons Creek 
and therefore suitable for a new suburb’  

The re-development site is physically connected to Forest Lodge along both The Crescent and Wigram 
Road.  The proposed major access points for pedestrian, cycle and vehicular traffic into the development 
are also off these roads.  The existing Johnstons Creek border between Annandale and Forest Lodge is only 
approximately 180m long, whilst the existing escarpment border between Forest Lodge and Glebe is only 



FLAG (Forest Lodge, Annandale & Glebe)                  Page 4 of 8  

approximately 280m long (refer to the red lines in Figure 2 and 3 over page).  To say the site is physically 
isolated from surrounding suburbs by Johnstons Creek and the escarpment is deliberately misleading. 

It is noted that suburb naming guidelines from the Geographical Names Boards do not identify “physical 
isolation” as the basis for a suburb name.  

Figure 2 “Isolation” due to Johnstons Creek 

 
 
Figure 3 “Isolation” due to the Escarpment 
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The in-fill development is clearly not isolated from surrounding suburbs and fits very neatly within the 
existing suburb Forest Lodge. 

3. ‘the site is well known within the community as Harold Park’  

The site is well known in the community as Harold Park within the suburb of Forest Lodge.  Similarly, 
Bicentennial Park is known to be in Glebe/Annandale and the new Central Park known to be in 
Chippendale.  Colloquial place identification does not justify suburb re-naming.  Furthermore, Mirvac’s 
extensive marketing campaign and construction program has resulted in the local communities of Forest 
Lodge, Glebe and Annandale being well aware of Harold Park. 

4. ‘the name has a long association and rich history owing to its former use’ 

The development site has been used for various sporting purposes for over 100 years.  It’s most recent use 
as a trotting track is commemorated in current street naming protocols for the re-development and 
heritage interpretation strategy within the proposed new parkland  (as detailed in the Heritage 
Conservation and Interpretation Guidelines - Harold Park Paceway', Map 8 of the Harold Park DCP, 2011).   

The development site is now primarily a residential area – like the balance of Forest Lodge and no longer a 
sporting fixture.   

The integrity of honouring a former sporting fixture which is intrinsically linked with the gaming industry as 
a new residential area is something a socially responsible Council should question.  Would Council support 
a proposal from James Packer to re-name a portion of Barangaroo as Crown?  The name ‘Harold Park’ could 
be used for the 3.8 hectare strip of parkland between the escarpment and the 8 storey tower blocks to 
show association with its former use.  

5. ‘the name will reinforce the implemented naming strategy for street and buildings, which refer to 
the former use’ 

The street and building naming strategy is supported as being adequate for reflecting the site’s former use.   

We have carefully reviewed each of the four options and on the basis of our analysis can only support 
Option 4; that is Harold Park remains within Forest Lodge.  Perhaps Mirvac should consider re-launching its 
marketing tagline as: 

Glebe’s secret backyard is a forest……Forest Lodge 

We also provide Attachment 1 as an analysis of the proposal against the Geographical Name Board's 
Guidelines for Determining and Naming Address Localities.  The proposal fails on most counts. 
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Yours sincerely, 
 
FLAG Committee – Residents Impacted by Harold Park.  
 
Lucas Boardman 
Katina Comino 
Maria Moraitakis  
Kathy O’Flynn 
Peter Orinuela 
Athena Pythagoras 
Andrew Rolfe 
 
 
Attached: Attachment 1 - Analysis against the Geographical Name Board's Guidelines for 

Determining and Naming Address Localities 
 
 
Councillors cced: 
Deputy Lord Mayor Robyn Kemmis: rkemmis@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
Councillor Robert Kok: rkok@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
Councillor John Mant: jmant@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
Councillor Jenny Green: jennygreen@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
Councillor Irene Doutney: idoutney@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
Councillor Edward Mandla: emandla@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
Councillor Christine Forster: cforster@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
Councillor Angela Vithoulkas: avithoulkas@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
Councillor Linda Scott: lscott@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
 
Also cced: 
Graham Jahn: gjahn@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au 
Cr Darcy Byrne: dbyrne@lmc.nsw.gov.au 
Jamie Parker: jamie.parker@parliament.nsw.gov.au 
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Attachment 1 -  
Analysis against the Geographical Name Board's Guidelines for 

Determining and Naming Address Localities 
 
(a)                Does the proposed address locality represent a new community? 
No - it is an augmentation/continuation of the predominantly residential community of Forest Lodge.  It is 
also surrounded by the predominantly residential communities of Glebe and Annandale. 
  
(b)               Does it have a unique character compared to surrounding areas? 
No - its character is predominantly residential with small amount of local retail as is consistent with Forest 
Lodge.    It should be noted it does not comprise places of worship, educational facilities nor public 
transport linkages as these are all outside the proposed re-named suburb within Forest Lodge and 
surrounding suburbs of Glebe and Annandale.  
  
(c)                Is there a significant change of land use? 
The site is a residential site with small local retail uses, whilst this is a change from the former private open 
space land use it is consistent with the land use of Forest Lodge and therefore does not, in the overall 
context of the suburb reflect a ‘significant change’ of land use.  Put simply it is an urban in-fill development, 
not dissimilar to the Children’s Hospital at Camperdown, Jackson’s Landing at Pyrmont or Sydney Central 
Park at Chippendale. 
  
(d)               Is it isolated physically from the surrounding suburbs or localities? 
No – as discussed in the letter text, it is readily accessible from Wigram Road and the Crescent.  Mirvac 
cites Johnstons Creek and the escarpment as the justification of physical isolation.  The banks of Johnstons 
Creek has a public walkway and is currently spanned by two bridges providing access into the site and a 
new bridge is likely to be constructed within the new parkland area.  A future road and walk way will 
provide some connectively with Glebe, via Maxwell Road above the escarpment.  
  
In fact once the development is complete there will be far greater physical integration with the surrounding 
suburbs than has previously existed.  Particularly, as when the site was under the ownership of the Harness 
Racing Association it was surrounded by a security fence around its expansive perimeter. 
  
(e)               What is the vehicular and pedestrian access? 
All vehicular access, with the exception of that from Maxwell Street is via Forest Lodge (The Crescent and 
Wigram Road).  Significant road upgrades including new traffic lights on The Crescent are planned, or have 
been constructed to ensure maximum connectivity and integration.  It should be noted that the site will 
only comprise several local roads.  Is this adequate to support an area being renamed as a new suburb? 
  
Pedestrian and cycle access is possible from all sides of the proposed suburb boundary – as it is an infill 
development within the existing suburb Forest Lodge. 
  
(f)                 There must be community acceptance by the residents and from the surrounding area as well 
as agreement by the local council. 
No - many within the local community reject the proposal to rename part of the suburb Forest Lodge as a 
new suburb Harold Park.  
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(g)                The name should comply with the GNB’s naming guidelines 
No - Mirvac’s proposed suburb naming proposal meets only one of the 17 guidelines for determining a 
place name (i.e. easily pronounced names should, as far as possible, be used).  
  
Other guidelines are non-applicable or not complied with.  Significant non-compliances comprise: 

1. A name suggested for any place that owes its origin to the peculiarity of the topographic feature 
designated such as shape, vegetation, animal life etc., may be accepted but, in doing so, care should 
be exercised in avoiding duplication of names already used for other features 

Non-compliant use of word “Park” in the naming proposal may cause confusion as it is closely connected to 
open spaces Bicentennial Park, Jubilee Park, Federation Park and Blackwattle Bay Park on the Glebe 
Foreshore. 
  

2. The changing of long established placenames 
Non-compliant.  The suburb Forest Lodge is a long established placename.  Harold Park was a sporting 
facility within the suburb Forest Lodge. 
  

3. Names composed of two or more words should be avoided 
Non-compliant proposed name comprises 2 words. 
  

4. The multiplication of names for different parts of the same topographical feature 
Non-compliant use of Park in the naming proposal may cause confusion as it is closely connected to  
open spaces Bicentennial Park, Jubilee Park, Federation Park and Blackwattle Bay Park on the Glebe 
Foreshore. 
  

5. Names considered offensive or likely to give offence 
Non-compliant - Mirvac proposal to rename part of Forest Lodge as Harold Park in order to maintain 
property values is offensive to Forest Lodge residents. 


