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VOLUME 3: HERITAGE PLACE &PRECINCT CITATIONS

INTRODUCTION

Overview

This Heritage Place & Precinct Citations report is Volume 3 of the Latrobe City Heritage
Study 2010 (the Study). It contains citations for all heritage places included in the
Heritage Overlay (HO) of the Latrobe Planning Scheme. It should be read in
conjunction with the other volumes of the Study, which are:

o Volume 1: Latrobe City Thematic Environmental History. This volume provides an
explanation of the themes and activities that have been important in shaping the
study area so as to provide a context to assist with the identification of heritage
places that illustrate its rich cultural history. The heritage places are usually, but not
always, associated with one of themes in the thematic environmental history.

o Volume 2: Key Findings and Recommendations. Volume 2 of the Study provides an
explanation of the key findings including a list of heritage places and precincts
identified by the Study as well as a series of recommended actions and strategies that
form the basis of a Heritage Strategy for Latrobe City.

The citations for the places included in this volume are derived from the Latrobe
Heritage Study Hermes Database. Some places are also on other registers such as the
Victorian Heritage Register, the National Trust of Australia (Victoria) register and the
Register of the National Estate, which may provide further information about the place.

Purpose

The rich and diverse historic cultural heritage of Latrobe City illustrates the historic use,
development and occupation of the land since first contact. This history is
demonstrated by a wide range of heritage places that include buildings and structures,
monuments, trees and landscapes, and archaeological sites. They have one thing in
common:

These are places that are worth keeping because they enrich our lives — by helping us to
understand the past; by contributing to the richness of the present environment; and
because we expect them to be of value to future generations. (The Burra Charter)

The heritage place citations provide a description of the history of the heritage place and
its surviving fabric (including buildings, trees, fences, etc.) and, on this basis, provide an
assessment of the significance of the place.

The purpose is to assist Council, property owners and managers and other key
stakeholders in making decisions about the future use, development or management of
the place by providing information about the significant heritage values that should be
considered when preparing a development application in accordance with the Latrobe
Planning Scheme.

Terminology

The terms used throughout this report are consistent with 7he Burra Charter: The
Australia ICOMOS Charter for Places of Cultural Heritage Significance (1999). A glossary

of key terms and their meanings is provided in Volume 2.
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The following definitions apply to places within heritage precincts:

Significant

Contributory

Non-contributory

Significant feature

Amendment C14

A Significant place is a single heritage place that has cultural
heritage significance independent of its context. These places
may also contribute to the significance of a heritage precinct.

Significant places will usually have a separate citation and
statement of significance, which should be considered in
addition to the precinct citation.

A Contributory place contributes to the significance of a heritage
precinct, but would not be significant on their own.

Non-contributory places do not contribute to the significance of
a heritage precinct. In some instances, a Significant place may be
considered Non contributory within a precinct. For example, an
important Modernist house within a Victorian era precinct.

A Significant Feature is any feature (building, tree, structure etc.)
that the Latrobe City Heritage Study 2010 identifies as
contributing to the significance of a heritage place.

This document was added as an incorporated document listed in Clause 81 of the
Latrobe Planning Scheme by Amendment C14, which was adopted by Latrobe City

Council on 21 June 2010.
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HOW TO USE

Introduction

The citations in this report are listed by locality and use a standard report layout
provided by the Latrobe Heritage Places Database. In summary, the citations explain
the reasons why the places are significant and provide recommendations for future
conservation and management. The information that will be relevant to most users is
included under the following headings:

® Description
® History
¢ Statement of Significance

® Recommendations

The Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic Environmental History should also
be considered as it provides important additional contextual information about the
themes that were important in the historic development of the area. As noted in
Volume 1 the heritage places or precincts of local significance will usually, but not
always, be associated with one or more of the themes in the thematic environmental
history.

As previously noted, places of local significance within a precinct (referred as Significant
places) will usually have a separate citation and statement of significance, which should
be considered in addition to the precinct citation.

NOTE:

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in the
citations is accurate, it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further
information about the significance of the place. For example, in most cases an internal
inspection was not made of buildings at the time of initial assessment. In the time since
the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of buildings or trees may
have changed.

The information contained in the citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that
it is proposed to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more
detailed assessment of any significant or contributory element that is affected by any
proposed buildings or works.

Description

This provides a description of all the surviving physical fabric (such as buildings, trees,
fences, etc.) that illustrates the history of the place and contributes to its significance. It
may also describe elements that are considered intrusive or non-contributory to
significance. Note: Further investigation may be required as outlined above.

History

This provides a history of place on the basis of the information available at the time of
that it was originally identified and assessed. It is not intended as a complete history of
the place, but rather an outline of the key events and influences that shaped its
development. For example, the history would not usually provide a description of all of
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the owners of a place, but rather of those that were associated with key periods in its
development, usually when it was first constructed or established, and when key changes
or improvements were made. The extent of history depends on the availability of
primary and secondary source material about a place.

Statement of significance

The statement of significance is based upon the information known about a place
including its history and the surviving physical fabric that illustrates that history. On
this basis, it seeks to describe the principal reasons for the significance of the place and is
intended to be:

... a brief, pithy but comprehensive statement of all the ways in which the place is
significant. It should not just be a list of every conceivable reason for significance that the
assessor can think up, however, it must state clearly and unequivocally the major reasons
why the place is important. It must be supported by the presentation of sufficient evidence
to justify the assessment judgement. (Pearson & Sullivan, 1995)

The citations in this Study use the Heritage Victoria format of ‘What, How and Why’, as
follows:

o  What is significans? This includes a statement that describes the features that
contribute to the significance of the place. It may also include a statement to specify
features that do not contribute to the significance of a place. Some citations may also
include a summary of the history of the place or precinct.

®  How is it significans? This is a short statement that identifies the values — historic,
aesthetic, architectural, technical, scientific, social or spiritual — that are associated
with the place or precinct, and whether it is of local or State significance.

o Why is it significant? This provides statement/s for each or the values listed in ‘How’
with specific reference back to the features described in “What'. The statement/s
describe how the place or precinct is considered to meet relevant RNE criteria,
which are listed at the end of each statement.

Recommendations

This provides recommendations for inclusion to any statutory registers including:
® The Heritage Overlay of the Latrobe Planning Scheme.
¢ The Victorian Heritage Register or Victorian Heritage Inventory.

It also include general conservation objectives and guidelines for buildings (and trees,
where relevant) to ensure that future use, development and management of the place or
precinct is carried out in a manner that conserves (or minimises adverse impact upon)
its significance.
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INDEX OF CITATIONS

Heritage precincts

HO Name Page no.

Glengarry & Glengarry West

HO21 Precinct — Glengarry Township 16
Cairnbrook Road, Main Street & Railway Avenue, Glengarry

Moe

HO30 | Precinct — Langford Street 21
7-29 Langford Street, Moe

HO31 | Precinct — Moore Street (Moe) 27
35-55 & 64-78 Moore Street, Moe

Toongabbie

HO79 | Precinct — Toongabbie Township 33
2-4 Cowen Street, 1, 15, 17, 21 and 4 & 8 King Street, 33-43 & 46-48 Main Street
and 40-46 & 45 Stringer Road, Toongabbie

Traralgon

HO82 | Precinct — Anderson Street 39
4-20 & 7-19 Anderson Street and 88-94 Breed Street, Traralgon

HO83 | Precinct — Bridges Avenue 45
3-21 & 4-16 Bridges Avenue, Traralgon

HO85 | Precinct — Traralgon Railway Residential 50
Coates, Collins, Curran, Meredith, Morrison and Shakespeare streets and Queens
Parade, Traralgon

Precinct — Gordon Crescent 56
85, 87, 90 & 93 Church Street and 20-28 & 23-25 Gordon Crescent, Traralgon

HO86 | Precinct — APM Senior Staff Houses 61
93-99 Grey Street and 76 & 78 Kay Street, Traralgon

HO87 | Precinct — Henry Street 66
8-14 Henry Street, Traralgon

HO88 | Precinct — Moore Street 72
47-61 & 48-60 Moore Street, Traralgon

HO89 | Precinct — Thomas Street 78
1-7 & 2-6 Thomas Street & 63 Queens Parade, Traralgon
Yinnar

HO144 | Precinct — Yinnar township 83

32-78 Main Street, Yinnar
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Heritage places

For places on the VHR, please refer to the citation on the Victorian Heritage Register

(www.heritage.vic.gov.au)

HO Name Page no.
Boolarra

HO10 | Selector’s Arms Hotel (former) 88
2-4 Austin Street, Boolarra

HO11 Boolarra Memorial Park 92
Park Road, Boolarra

HO12 | House 97
17 Tarwin Street, Boolarra

HO13 | Christ Church 100
19-21 Tarwin Street, Boolarra

HO14 | St Francis De Sales Catholic Church 104
27 Tarwin Street, Boolarra

HO15 | Boolarra State School No. 2617 and residence 108
31-33 Tarwin Street, Boolarra
Churchill

HO16 | O'Halloran & Hare farmhouse site 113
Mackeys Road, Churchill

HO18 | Pine trees at site of Eel Hole State School 117
Monash Way, Churchill

HO17 | Churchill Cigar 121
Monash Way, Churchill
Binishell 125
Northways Road, Churchill
Driffield

HO19 | Milking shed & stables 129
40 Walsh & Gibsons Road, Driffield
Flynn

HO8 Staplegrove Meat Works VHR
50 Berkleys Road, Flynn

HO20 | Flynnstead State School No. 2944 (former) 135
Allot. 1C4, Parish of Loy Yang, Flynns Creek Road, Flynn
Glengarry & Glengarry West

HO21 Glengarry Avenue of Honour 139
Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry

HO21 Glengarry Recreation Reserve Memorial Gates and Trees 143
Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry

HO21 House 147

40 Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry
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HO Name Page no.

HO21 Glengarry Primary School No.2888 151
41-5 Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry

HO21 Glengarry Uniting Church 156
47 Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry

HO21 St Columbkille’s Catholic Church 159
50-4 Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry

HO21 Glengarry Railway Station 163
Main Street, Glengarry

HO23 | Mechanics’ Institute & Free Library 168
1 Railway Avenue, Glengarry

HO24 | St John’s Church of England 172
3-5 Railway Avenue, Glengarry

HO25 | House, trees and outbuildings 177
1115 Traralgon-Maffra Road, Glengarry North

HO22 | Scarne (Christensen family homestead) 182
70 Christensen’s Road, Glengarry West

HO26 | Glengarry West State School No. 4426 187
Lot 1, TP230895
Glengarry West Road, Glengarry West
Hazelwood
Hazelwood homestead (site & trees) 191
Brodribb Road, Hazelwood

HO28 | Hazelwood Cemetery & Memorial Gates 195
Cnr. Brodribb Road & Yinnar Road, Hazelwood
Jeeralang Junction

HO29 | Morwell (Billy’s Creek) Water Supply Weir 199
Braniff's Road, Jeeralang Junction
Moe

HO32 | Moe Primary School No.2142 204
40-42 Albert Street, Moe

HO33 | Moe World War | Memorial 208
63-67 Albert Street, Moe

HO34 | Bofors Anti-aircraft gun 212
Anzac Road, Moe

HO35 | St Andrew'’s Presbyterian Church 216
34 Fowler Street, Moe

HO36 | Moe Masonic Lodge No. 210 (former) 221
4 High Street, Moe

HO37 | House 224
9 High Street, Moe
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HO Name Page no.

HO38 | House 228
21 High Street, Moe

HO30 |House 232
19 Langford Street, Moe

HO39 | Moe Uniting Church (Former Wesleyan Methodist Church) 236
42-44 Langford Street, Moe

HO40 | Railway substation 240
Lloyd Street, Moe

HOA41 Oak tree (Quercus robur) near Moe Railway Station 245
Lloyd Street, Moe

HO42 | ES&A Bank (former) 249
37 Lloyd Street, Moe

HO43 | Moe Magistrates Court 253
59 Lloyd Street, Moe

HO5 Loren (Gippsland Heritage Park) VHR
211 Lloyd Street, Moe

HO44 | Old Gippstown 257
211 Lloyd Street, Moe
Bushy Park 265
Colonial Bank of Australasia (Former) 271
Yallourn House 274
Narracan Mechanics’ Institute & Free Library (Former) 277A

HO31 Moe Bush Nursing Hospital (Former) 278
70 Moore Street, Moe

HO46 | Stanleigh 281
74 Moore Street, Moe

HO47 | Bailleul 285
121 Moore Street, Moe

HO45 | Tyrone (former) 289
64a & 64b Moore Street, Moe

HO48 | House 294
9 Railway Crescent, Moe

HO49 | House 297
26 Railway Crescent, Moe
Morwell

HO50 | House 301
30 Ann Street, Morwell

HO51 | St Mary’s Church of England 304

Chapel Street, Morwell
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HO Name Page no.

HO52 | La Mode Factory (former) 305
73-83 Church Street, Morwell

HO53 | Railway substation 314
Commercial Road, Morwell

HO55 | Colonial Bank of Australasia (former) 318
154 Commercial Road, Morwell

HO56 | New Buildings 322
168-78 Commercial Road, Morwell

HO57 | Commonwealth Bank 328
200 Commercial Road, Morwell

HO54 | Commercial Road Primary School No.2136 332

Commercial Road, Morwell

HO58 | Morwell World War | Memorial 337
Cnr. Elgin & Tarwin streets, Morwell

HO59 | Presbyterian Manse (former) 340
42 Elgin Street, Morwell

HO60 | Our Lady of Dormition Greek Orthodox Church 344
44 Elgin Street, Morwell

HO74 | Annis & George Bills’ horse trough 349
Hazelwood Road, Morwell

HO61 Morwell Masonic Temple 353
12 Hazelwood Road, Morwell

HO62 | House and former surgery 357
26 Hazelwood Road, Morwell

HO63 | House 361
28 Hazelwood Road, Morwell

HO64 | Speechly & Ingram Organ (St Andrew'’s Presbyterian Church) 365
11 James Street, Morwell

HO65 | The Ascending Christ (St Mary’s Church of England) 369
8 Latrobe Road, Morwell

HO68 | Jack Dwyer’s House 373
620 Maryvale Road, Morwell

HO66 | Club Astoria 377
Maryvale Crescent, Morwell

HO67 | House 381
21 Maryvale Crescent, Morwell

HO69 | Washingtonia Palms 385
(off) Princes Drive, Morwell

HO70 | House 388
103 Princes Drive, Morwell
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HO Name Page no.

HO71 Morwell Post Office 392
209 Princes Drove. Morwell

HO72 | Shops 396
8-16 Tarwin Street, Morwell

HO73 | Airlie Bank 400
33 The Boulevard, Morwell

HO75 | Oak row 405
Toner’s Lane, Morwell

HO76 | Canary Island Palm row 409
Traver’s Street, Morwell
Newborough

HO78 | Ukrainian Hall 413
20 Balfour Street, Newborough

HO77 | Newborough Public Hall 418
18 Balfour Street, Newborough
Toongabbie

HO2 Edward Stringer Memorial 422
Hower Street, Toongabbie

HOA1 Mechanics’ Institute and Library VHR
12-16 King Street, Toongabbie

HO80 |Mingarra 424
175 Old Walhalla Road, Toongabbie

HO81 | St David’s Church of England 428
10 Victoria Street, Toongabbie
Traralgon

HO90 | Traralgon Railway Station Signal Box (former) 432
Argyle Street, Traralgon

HO91 | House 436
17 Breed Street, Traralgon

HO83 | House 440
13 Bridges Avenue, Traralgon

HO83 | House 444
21 Bridges Avenue, Traralgon

HO92 | Traralgon Old Cemetery 448
Cemetery Lane, Traralgon

HO93 | St Michael’s Church 452
57 Church Street, Traralgon

HO94 | House 456

104 Church Street, Traralgon
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HO Name Page no.

HO95 | Farmhouse 459
134 Dunbar Road, Traralgon

HO96 | Rodger’s Buildings 463
13-17 Franklin Street, Traralgon

HO97 | Layton Bros. Store (former) 467
24-36 Franklin Street, Traralgon

HO98 | Butchers shop 472
50 Franklin Street, Traralgon

HO100 | Chemist 475
92-96 Franklin Street, Traralgon

HO99 | SEC offices (former) 480

116 Franklin Street, Traralgon

HO4 Traralgon Post Office & Court House VHR
161-69 Franklin Street, Traralgon

HO101 | Ostlers House & Traralgon (Ryans) Hotel 484
171 Franklin Street, Traralgon

HO102 | House 488
203 Franklin Street, Traralgon

HO103 | Grey Street Primary School No.3854 492
30-44 Grey Street, Traralgon

HO104 | House 497
62 Grey Street, Traralgon

HO105 | House 500
76 Grey Street, Traralgon

HO86 | APM staff house 503
93 Grey Street, Traralgon

HO106 | Traralgon Park 507
21 Hedges Avenue & 5 Windsor Court

HO107 | House 512
2 Henry Street, Traralgon

HO108 | House 516
19 Henry Street, Traralgon

HO109 | Thus Kaner 520
34 Henry Street, Traralgon

HO110 | Traralgon Service Reservoir (Water Tower) 524
40A Henry Street, Traralgon

HO111 | Taversham 529
17 Hickox Street, Traralgon

HO112 | Lilitree 534
59 Hickox Street, Traralgon

11
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HO Name Page no.

HO113 | Roland Hill Building (former) 537
76-84 Hotham Street, Traralgon

HO114 | House 542
10 Janette Street, Traralgon

HO115 | House 545
11-13 Janette Street, Traralgon

HO116 | EIm Memorial Avenue & War Memorial 549
Kay Street, Traralgon

HOS3 St Andrew’s Presbyterian Church (former) 553
23 Kay Street, Traralgon

HO86 | APM staff house 557
76 Kay Street, Traralgon

HO86 | APM staff house 561
78 Kay Street, Traralgon

HO117 | Hillcrest 565
93 Kay Street, Traralgon

HO118 | House 569
9 Mabel Street, Traralgon

HO119 | George Bolton Eagle Grave site 573
Marshall’s Road, Traralgon

HO120 | House & shop 577
18 Moore Street, Traralgon

HO121 | Cumnock 581
46 Moore Street, Traralgon

HO122 | House 585
70 Moore Street, Traralgon

HO123 | House 589
7 Munro Street, Traralgon

HO124 | House 593
19 Munro Street, Traralgon

HO125 | Star Hotel (former) 597
Peterkin Street, Traralgon

HO9 Azarole Hawthorn Tree VHR
Victory Park, Traralgon

HO128 | Strzelecki Memorial 601
495 (opp.) Princes Highway, Traralgon

HO126 | Infant Smythe Burial Site 604
9-13 Princes Street, Traralgon

HO127 | House 608

96 Princes Street, Traralgon
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HO Name Page no.

HO7 Traralgon Engine Shed and Turntable VHR
Queens Parade, Traralgon

HO129 | Traralgon Railway Station complex 612
14-16 Queens Parade, Traralgon

HO85 | Etheldale 618
39 Queens Parade, Traralgon

HO130 | Drill Hall (former) 622
40-50 Queens Parade, Traralgon

HO131 | House 626
14 Roseneath Street, Traralgon

HO132 | Danora (former) 630
135 Seymour Street, Traralgon

HO133 | Hazel-lyn 634
5 Shakespeare Street, Traralgon

HO85 | Ewington 638
35 Shakespeare Street, Traralgon

HO85 | House 642
50 Shakespeare Street, Traralgon

HO134 | Latrobe River Railway Bridges 645
(off) Traralgon-Maffra Road, Traralgon

HO135 | The Bluff Causeway Bridge 650
Traralgon-Tyers Road, Traralgon
Tyers

HO136 | Tyers Mechanics’ Institute & Public Hall 655
3 Mount Hope Road, Tyers

HO136 | H.J. Saunders Sawmill Social Hall (former) 659
3 Mount Hope Road, Tyers

HO137 | Sandbank Reserve 663
Traralgon-Tyers Road, Tyers

HO138 | Traralgon Water Supply System Pipe Bridge 667
(off) Tyers-Thomson Valley Road, Tyers
Yallourn & Yallourn North

HO140 | Yallourn Cemetery 671
Haunted Hills Road, Yallourn

HO139 | Yallourn North Infant Welfare Centre 676
39 Carmel Street, Yallourn North

HO142 | St James’ Anglican Church 681
2 Reserve Road, Yallourn North

HO143 | St Brigid’s Catholic Church 686
11 Reserve Road, Yallourn North

13



LATROBE CITY HERITAGE STUDY 2010

HO Name Page no.

HO141 | Yallourn North Camp Recreation Hall (former) 690
Moe-Glengarry Road & School Avenue, Yallourn North

HO6 Former Yallourn Power Station Administrative Building VHR
Yallourn Drive, Yallourn North
Yinnar & Yinnar South

HO145 | Burn Brae 694
Hazelwood Estate Road, Yinnar

HO 146 | Kooringal 699
180 Macfarlane Road, Yinnar

HO147 | Yinnar War Memorial & Scouts Oak 703
Main Street, Yinnar

HO144 | Yinnar & District Butter Factory 707
Main Street, Yinnar

HO144 | Yinnar Railway Station 711
Main Street, Yinnar

HO148 | Yinnar Methodist Church (former) 717
26 Main Street, Yinnar

HO149 | Our Lady of Good Counsel Catholic Church 721
74-76 Main Street, Yinnar

HO152 | Scrubby Forest homestead 725
13 Scrubby Forest Road, Yinnar

HO150 | Middle Creek (Holy Innocents) Church of England 729
320 Middle Creek Road, Yinnar South

HO151 | Horseshoe Vale 733

67 Miss Bonds Road, Yinnar South
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PRECINCT - GLENGARRY TOWNSHIP

Place No. 314
ADDRESS Cairnbrook Road, Main Street & Railway Avenue Last Update 22/03/2010
Glengarry HO No. /HO21

DESCRIPTION  Glengarry is a small rural village. The precinct comprises the historic core of the township, which
includes a number of late nineteenth and early twentieth century civic, commercial and residential
buildings in Cairnbrook Road, Main Street, and Railway Avenue that illustrate the development of
the township around the railway station up to the middle of the twentieth century. Standing at the
Glengarry War Memorial, situated at the corner of Main Street and Cairnbrook Road, almost all of

Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 22/03/2010 16



HISTORY

the key township buildings are visible.

Cairnbrook Road is set within a wide road reservation that contains the World War II Avenue of
Honour. Along this road are situated many of Glengarry's key community buildings and places
including the Memorial Recreation Reserve, Glengarry Primary School, Glengarry Uniting
Church, and St Columbkille's Catholic Church. Facing the Catholic Church, but actually situated
in Railway Avenue, are the Glengarry Mechanics' Institute and St John's Church of England. Set
back from the road is the former Glengarry Butter Factory complex, now a farm supplies depot.
These buildings are all set back from the road, often with mature trees surrounding them. There
are also three houses; The house at No. 40 dates from the late nineteenth century and is
complemented by a magnificent Oak tree, while the adjacent house at No.42 and opposite at No.
49 are from the Edwardian or Inter-War period.

Main Street runs off Cairnbrook Road alongside the former rail reserve, which still contains the
station building and platform. Along the west side of Main Street facing the station are early
commercial buildings including the General Store, brick shops and the Glengarry Hotel. The
railway reserve has been converted to a park.

The character of the township is derived from the buildings themselves as well as their spacious
setting, and the direct visual relationship between almost all of the buildings and the former
Glengarry Railway Station. While Glengarry township has grown considerably to the south of
Cairnbrook Road and north of the recreation reserve the historic township core remains very intact
today with few modern intrusions.

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats Redevelopment Key elements Buildings
Landscape
Tree/s
Designer Builder

First known as Toongabbie South, Eaglehawk and Latrobe, the district of Glengarry was opened
for selection in 1865. When the Traralgon to Stratford railway line was built in 1883, the station
just north of the Latrobe River was named Glengarry, adopting the name that Angus McMillan
had given to the Latrobe River in 1840. Like many other towns, the railway station became the
focus of the township and remained an important influence on its development until its closure in
the late 1970s.

Set on the red gum plains, saw milling became a major occupation. Paving blocks, wooden wheel
rims and building timber were sent to Melbourne from the Glengarry station. Dairying also
became an important industry in the district, as well as grazing. First a creamery and then a butter
factory and milk factory operated at Glengarry once again using the station to transport goods to
market. Once the town was established, St John's Church was relocated from private property to a
site in Railway Avenue.

The Glengarry Mechanics' Institute opened on a site adjacent to St John's in the late nineteenth
century and was extensively re-built in 1929. Meanwhile, in Cairnbrook Road, the Glengarry
School opened on a site to the south of the road in 1889 before moving to its present site in 1916.
Also erected during the late nineteenth century were St Columbkille's Catholic church and the
Glengarry Uniting Church.

A small commercial area developed in Main Street facing the railway station. By the interwar
period, this boasted various shops, the post office as well as the Glengarry Hotel.

The importance of the town as a local service centre grew with closer settlement in the twentieth
century. An estate to the west of Glengarry was subdivided for soldier settlement after the First
World War and two more estates were subdivided after the Second World War. Dairying became
the major occupation of the district and by the 1950s, 150 farms supplied the milk factory. The
factory closed in 1973.

Close to Traralgon, Glengarry's population increased in the 1970s with people employed in the
Latrobe Valley power industry moving to new subdivisions in the town and to live on acreages.

SOURCE

Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 22/03/2010
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Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008, pp. 40 & 49

Creation Date ¢.1880-1950 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes

7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE

LEVEL

The Glengarry township comprises a group of civic, commercial and residential buildings that
illustrate the development of the township from the opening of the railway station in 1883 until
the mid-twentieth century. Contributory places include:

- The Avenue of Honour

- The Recreation Reserve and memorial gates

- The Glengarry School and trees*

- The three churches*, two in Cairnbook Road and one in Railway Avenue
- The Glengarry Mechanics' Institute*

- The house and Oak tree at 40 Cairnbrook Road*

- The former Butter and Milk factory in Cairbrook Road

- The World War I memorial

- The houses at 42 & 49 Cairnbrook Road and 7 Main Street

- The Butcher at 19 Main Street, the general store at 21-3 Main Street and the Hotel at 25-7 Main
Street

- The Railway Station complex and reserve including the mature trees*

The areas of open or undeveloped space within the township are also important part of the
landscape character as they enable visual connections between the key historic buildings
including the 3 churches and the public hall and also recall the existence of the former railway.

*These places are individually significant and have a separate citation in this Study.

How is it significant?
The Glengarry township precinct is of local historic, and aesthetic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Glengarry Township precinct is of local historic significance as a representative example of a
town which was born and flourished as a result of the provision of railway services to the district
after 1883, thus providing a hub for the local timber and dairy industries from that time. Its range
of shops and other building types set on a wide street alignment epitomises small-town patterns of
development in both Latrobe City as well as the broader Gippsland region. (RNE criteria A.4,
D.2)

The Glengarry Township precinct is of aesthetic significance as a picturesque example of a

small rural village. The aesthetic qualities of the town are derived from the core of early buildings
gathered around the original railway station reserve, which still maintain a strong visual
relationship to one another and to the station. Integral to the aesthetic significance of the precinct
is the important grouping of civic and community buildings, around the intersection of Main
Road, Cairnbrook Road and Railway Avenue and the mature trees including the Avenue of
Honour. (RNE criterion E.1)

Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings

Register Reference Zoning Status

Latrobe Planning Scheme HO21 Recommended

Extent To the extent of properties as shown on the Glengarry Township precinct map in the Key
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Findings and Recommendations Report.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:

- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly
contemporary in design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the
Significant or Contributory building/s.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.

4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.

7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
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between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.
8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. In the case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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PRECINCT - MOE, LANGFORD STREET

Place No. 311
ADDRESS 7 - 29 Langford Street Last Update 21/03/2005
Moe HO No. /HO, HO30

DESCRIPTION  The Langford Street precinct comprises the odd-numbered properties at 7-29 Langford Street,
Moe (south side only) It is a mid-century residential precinct comprising detached single storey
houses from the interwar and postwar periods. The houses are detached, single storey and are
usually asymmetrical in plan with complex hip and gable roofs. The houses are mix of
weatherboard, with some brick or rendered. Front fences are low and some are original (e.g. No.
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19). Notable houses include:

19 Langford Street

This is a cream brick triple-fronted house and attached garage constructed in a modern style and
featuring detailing not common in Latrobe City. The hipped roof is clad with red terracotta tiles
and features two elaborately detailed chimneys in the waterfall style. Glazed manganese bricks
have been used extensively to cap the chimneys as well as the fence and window sills etc. The
northwest corners of the house, garage and front fence all feature curved brickwork, achieved
through the use of half bricks. Base walling is in a contrasting red brick and there is also
contrasting brickwork above each of the window openings. The front porch consists of a
cantilevered, flat-roofed quadrant with decorative wrought iron parapet above and also on the low
balustrade. The base of the porch is faced with crazy patterned stonework. Windows are
generally timber-framed double-hung sash, however, one of the most distinguishing features of
this house is the multiple use of oeil-de-boeuf windows. The small round windows are aligned
vertically in banks of three and are located either side of the main entrance door as well as on the
eastern side of the house which faces onto a side street (Reservoir Road). The low brick front and
side fence echoes the waterfall style in the manner that it follows the natural fall of the ground. A
simple gabled-roof garage sits at the rear of the property. Given the age of the house, there is a
notable lack of substance to the garden plantings, however this is probably a reflection of the
attitudes and style of the period. Externally, the house is in original condition and it has been
maintained to an excellent standard. The neighbouring house at No. 21 has a few similar features
such as the contrasting brickwork, the use of glazed manganese bricks, chimney style, front fence,
etc. and may well have been planned by the same designer as No 19. It is also in excellent and
original condition, although the roof tiles appear to have either been replaced or spray-painted
recently.

27 Langford Street

An Inter-war style house with hipped terracotta tiled roof. The side walls appear to be timber
weatherboard although the front elevation is rendered. The otherwise plain front is broken by a
projecting flat-roofed porch which also has a rendered finish to its walls and stepped parapet.
Windows are projecting timber-framed double-hung sashes with wide timber architraves and
mouldings. A plain rendered chimney with a simple, stepped detail is located on the front
elevation whilst an unadorned brick chimney is located on the western end of the house. A double
garage from a later date sits at the end of the gravel driveway which runs along the eastern
boundary of the property. The front fence has low rendered brickwork piers of an unknown date
with contemporary metal picket infill panels.

29 Langford Street

An Inter-War California Bungalow with a gabled terracotta tiled roof and timber weatherboard
cladding to the walls. The rectangular plan features a gable roof running laterally across the block
with a large gabled porch projecting perpendicular to the front elevation. The porch is supported
by three tapered pylons with slab cappings, and has a rendered solid balustrade wall facing the
street. Decoration is minimal, but the porch gable is broken by a rectangular window. There are
two brick chimneys also without decoration. Windows are projecting timber-framed double-hung
sashes with wide timber architraves and mouldings similar to those on No. 27. The garden
includes mature plantings of large deciduous trees.

Contributory properties are Nos. 7,9, 11, 13, 15, 19, 21, 23, 25, 27 and 29.
Langford Street compares with the Moore Street residential precinct in Moe. While most of the

housing stock is of a similar era and it has a comparable level of integrity, Langford Street also
provides evidence of the post-war boom in Moe.

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats Key elements Buildings
Fence/Gate/Wall
Designer Builder
HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT
Much of the growth during the inter-war period in the study area was concentrated in the new
town of Yallourn; however, the three main centres of Traralgon, Morwell and Moe, which were
boosted by closer settlement of their hinterland and by the development of the SEC, each
experienced periods of strong growth during the 1920s and 30s while the other smaller towns grew
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slowly in the first decades of the twentieth century or began to decline in population. However, it
was the opening of the APM mill complex in 1937 and massive expansion of the SEC after the
Second World War that would have the most profound impact upon the three main towns in the
study area. All experienced significant population growth in the period after the Second World
War when they were transformed from small country towns to large urban centres, which each
began to rival Sale for the role of ‘Capital of Gippsland’. After experiencing years of decline,
many of the smaller rural towns were also to find new life as dormitory suburbs serving the
employment centres in the three towns that would soon become cities.

As at Morwell, closer settlement near Moe, in this case in the swamp land to the west stimulated
growth as did the emerging role of Moe as a dormitory suburb for people who could not afford to
live at Yallourn, As a result the population increased from 400 in the 1920s to 1000 by 1939. This
trend continued after the Second World War when the SEC transformed the Latrobe Valley into
an industrial region and designated that Moe would become a dormitory suburb for the SEC. From
1947 to the mid 1950s, the Housing Commission of Victoria built 1,500 homes in Moe, mainly
south of the railway line, to house people coming to work at the rapidly expanding Yallourn power
station, while another 71 houses were constructed by A.V. Jennings. The town’s population
increased from 2,811 in 1947 to 13,500 in 1955 and then to 15,555 by 1961. There were
corresponding changes in local government. Moe was excised from the Shire of Narracan, and
became a borough in 1955 and a city in 1963. New secondary industries were established in the
town, including textile and clothing mills, concrete pipe manufacturing, engineering works and
photographic processing. Dairy processing and timber milling also continued.

In Moe as in other towns the commercial centre expanded on both sides of the railway line. The
English Scottish & Australian Bank, which in 1962 opened a branch in a striking modern style in
Lloyd Street, was one of a number of banks that opened new or expanded premises in the town.
Purvis Stores, which had its origins in Moe, provides an example of how retail facilities developed
from a small general store to the largest retail chain in Gippsland. Begun as a general store on the
banks of Narracan Creek before Moe developed around its present site, the Purvis family bought
the business in 1910. Eventually there were 20 stores spread throughout Gippsland. Purvis Plaza
in Moe has been built on the site of the former Purvis department store. [Context, 2008:46-7]

PRECINCT HISTORY

The south side of Langford Street forms part of land owned in 1890 by Frederick Savige, butcher,
which was described as part of Allotments 5 and 6 in the Township of Moe. By 1901 he had sold
it to Frances Langford, wife of Benjamin Langford. This marks the beginning of dominance in
holdings of the Langford family, after whom the street is named. Mr Langford built their house on
the south side of Langford Street, which survived at least until the late 1930s when the land began
to be subdivided for residential development.

A certificate of title from 1938 in the name of Geoffrey Hale Langford (The son of Benjamin and
Frances?), civil engineer, of Toorak, for 19 acres shows a subdivision of Crown allotments 6-14
(inclusive) of Section 10, Township of Moe comprising, in part, the south side of Langford Street,
extending from High Street to Reservoir Road. This points to the start of the residential
development of the street; several Certificates of Title date from the late 1930s to the early 1940s.

For example , the house at No. 27 was built for or bought by Eric Walter Batten in 1942, who
lived there until his death in 1956. In 1942, rate books record the change of ownership from a Mr.
G.Pruden to Eric Batten. In that same year, the rateable value went from £10 to £40 pointing to the
construction of the house.

The house at No.25 was occupied by Dr. Coto who served as a family doctor until his 'untimely
death' [3].

SOURCES
Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

[1] Lodged Plan No. 14834 (Notes that 'Plan may be lodged 25/10/38") (This plan shows what is
thought to be Mr Benjamin Langford's nineteenth century residence on Lot 16 facing Langford
Street.)

[2] Shire of Narracan Rate Books, 1938 (No. in rate 1300), 1942 (701)

[3] Moe & Newborough Heritage Walks', Moe & District Historical Society, 2006, p.3
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Creation Date ¢.1938-60 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes
Langford family 7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.3 Developing towns and regional
centres in the twentieth century

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE

The Langford Street precinct in Moe is a residential area that comprises the inter-war and mid-
century houses at 7-29 Langford Street (south side only). The consistency of scale (single storey),
siting (detached, with similar front and side setbacks behind low front fences) and form
(asymmetrical plan with complex hip and gable roofs) is an important characteristic of the
precinct. The house at No.17 is not significant.

The house at 19 Langford Street is of individual significance and has a separate citation in this
Study.

How is it significant?
The Langford Street precinct is of local historic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

Historically, it is significant as a representative example of a mid-twentieth century residential
precinct, which is associated with an important phase in the development of Moe during the late
Inter-War and post-war period. It provides tangible evidence of the housing that was built to

LEVEL

accommodate the significant increase in population in Moe between 1939 and 1960. (RNE
criteria A.4, D.2)

Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS

Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status

Latrobe Planning Scheme HO30 Recommended

Extent To the extent of the houses at 7-29 Langford Street, Moe (south side only).

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:

- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of

available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist

in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
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detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly
contemporary in design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the
Significant or Contributory building/s.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.

4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.

7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.

8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. In the case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
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initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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PRECINCT - MOE, MOORE STREET

Place No. 20

ADDRESS

37-55 & 64 - 78 Moore Street Last Update 17/07/2010
Moe HO No. HO31

DESCRIPTION

The Moore Street precinct comprises the properties at 37-55 and 64-78 Moore Street, Moe. Itis a
residential precinct, which comprises almost exclusively detached single storey weatherboard and
brick houses and bungalows constructed between 1920 and 1950, with many exhibiting influences
of the Californian Bungalow style and some the Streamlined Moderne. The street is lined with
Liquidambers (Liquidamber styriflua) on the east side and Planes (Plantanus sp.) along the west.
The trees are a mix of mature plantings and semi-mature replacement plantings, that despite some
gaps form a relatively unified streetscape reflective of the inter-war character of the street.

The houses in the precinct share similar siting (detached, garden setback), scale (single storey),
form (asymmetrical, prominent hip and gable roofs) creating a homogeneous streetscape. Front
fences are mostly low and some are original such as those at Nos. 64 and 74. The precinct has a
high degree of integrity with only two non-contributory houses at Nos. 37 and 76. Individually
notable houses include Nos. 64 and 74, and the former Moe Bush Nursing Hospital at No. 70.
These properties are described in more detail in separate citations in this Study.

Many of the houses are set within mature gardens, which along with the wide grassed verges and
mature street treets contribute to the garden suburb character of the precinct. The mature hedge at
No.64 is notable and there is another hedge at Nos. 43. Notable trees in private gardens include a
Flowering Gum in the garden of No. 68, a Canary Island Palm in the garden of No. 51, and the
trees in the gardens of nos. 64 and 74 (Refer to individual citations for details of the trees at nos.
64 and 74).
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Moore Street compares directly with Langford Street in Moe. By comparison, Moore Street
comprises predominantly inter-war properties and includes properties on both sides of the street,
rather than just on one as in Langford Street. Moore Street is also enhanced by mature street trees,
which enhance the setting of the houses and provide an additional unifying element. It also
compares with Bridges Avenue in Traralgon and the other Moore Street in Traralgon.

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats Redevelopment Key elements Buildings
Tree/s
Designer Builder
HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT

Much of the growth during the inter-war period in the study area was concentrated in the new
town of Yallourn; however, the three main centres of Traralgon, Morwell and Moe, which were
boosted by closer settlement of their hinterland and by the development of the SEC, each
experienced periods of strong growth during the 1920s and 30s while the other smaller towns grew
slowly in the first decades of the twentieth century or began to decline in population. However, it
was the opening of the APM mill complex in 1937 and massive expansion of the SEC after the
Second World War that would have the most profound impact upon the three main towns in the
study area. All experienced significant population growth in the period after the Second World
War when they were transformed from small country towns to large urban centres, which each
began to rival Sale for the role of ‘Capital of Gippsland’. After experiencing years of decline,
many of the smaller rural towns were also to find new life as dormitory suburbs serving the
employment centres in the three towns that would soon become cities.

As at Morwell, closer settlement near Moe, in this case in the swamp land to the west stimulated
growth as did the emerging role of Moe as a dormitory suburb for people who could not afford to
live at Yallourn, As a result the population increased from 400 in the 1920s to 1000 by 1939. This
trend continued after the Second World War when the SEC transformed the Latrobe Valley into
an industrial region and designated that Moe would become a dormitory suburb for the SEC. From
1947 to the mid 1950s, the Housing Commission of Victoria built 1,500 homes in Moe, mainly
south of the railway line, to house people coming to work at the rapidly expanding Yallourn power
station, while another 71 houses were constructed by A.V. Jennings. The town’s population
increased from 2,811 in 1947 to 13,500 in 1955 and then to 15,555 by 1961. There were
corresponding changes in local government. Moe was excised from the Shire of Narracan, and
became a borough in 1955 and a city in 1963. New secondary industries were established in the
town, including textile and clothing mills, concrete pipe manufacturing, engineering works and
photographic processing. Dairy processing and timber milling also continued.

In Moe as in other towns the commercial centre expanded on both sides of the railway line. The
English Scottish & Australian Bank, which in 1962 opened a branch in a striking modern style in
Lloyd Street, was one of a number of banks that opened new or expanded premises in the town.
Purvis Stores, which had its origins in Moe, provides an example of how retail facilities developed
from a small general store to the largest retail chain in Gippsland. Begun as a general store on the
banks of Narracan Creek before Moe developed around its present site, the Purvis family bought
the business in 1910. Eventually there were 20 stores spread throughout Gippsland. Purvis Plaza
in Moe has been built on the site of the former Purvis department store. [Context, 2008:46-7]

PRECINCT HISTORY

Moore Street (formerly known as the Walhalla Road) was part of the original township survey of
Moe, but much of the land to the north of Albert Street remained as farmland until well into the
twentieth century. Development began during the 1920s and by the late inter-war period it became
a fashionable address within Moe with prominent families such as Purvis and Staff erecting
substantial homes. It was almost fully developed by c¢.1950.

Title information shows that the land on the east side of Moore Street within the precinct area
once formed part of two large allotments, each of about 6 acres, being Nos. 16 and No.17 in
Section 13, Township of Moe.

Lot 16, which contained what are now the properties at 37-45 Moore Street, was purchased in
1929 by Herbert Martin, a draughtsman of Yallourn. In 1930 he took out a mortgage over the
property, possibly to finance the construction of a house on what would become 43-45 Moore
Street. A house was on the property by 1939-40 and the property remained in Martin family
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ownership after the balance of the land was subdivided off and sold from 1934 onwards (LV1).

The subdivision commenced in the mid-1930s when three lots facing Moore Street were created.
What is now No.37 was purchased in 1934 by Alfred Toole, one year later Francis Robinson
acquired No.39, while No.41 was purchased in 1938 by Gilford Blanchard (LV1). Rate books
show that all three lots had been built on by 1939-40 (RB).

Lot 17, meanwhile, was purchased in 1937 by Moe Investments Pty Ltd. and soon after the lot was
subdivided into 25 allotments, including 5 facing Moore Street that are now Nos. 47-55 (LV2) By
1939 houses had been constructed on all lots except for Lot 2, now No.49 (RB).

No.49 was purchased in 1940 by Doris Andrews. Rate books for 1945-46 list her as owner of this
property, which is valued at £5. In 1946-47 Frederick Gotthilf Fechner is listed as owner and the
valuation has increased to £28, which later increases to £35. At some time between 1946-47 and
1949-50 the word ‘House’ is added to the description. After Frederick’s death in 1949 the
property was sold to the Presbyterian Church.

In 1922 land on the west side of Moore Street was purchased by Leon Wuttrich, Henry Robinson
and Edward Hunter for St Helen's Private Hospital, which was the first private hospital in Moe
and would become the Moe Bush Nursing Hospital in 1933.

The Purvis family were a prominent local family who owned a chain of stores throughout the
Latrobe Valley. The Purvis family owned substantial amounts of land on the west side of Moore
Street extending back to Saxton Street and by the early 1930s had erected their first family home.
This was replaced in 1942 by a more substantial brick house at the corner of Westbury Street.
Also in 1942, the house known as 'Stanleigh' at No. 74 was built for local farmer Claude Stanley
Staff and his wife Margaret Lillian.

Other early houses on the west side of the street include No.66, which was constructed ¢.1939 for
Mrs Jane Beck. Title information show that this property (and the adjoining property to the north

(No.68) were purchased in 1936 by Mrs Jane Beck of Moe, a widow. The land formed part of CA
42 and 43, Sec. 1 in the township of Moe (LV).

The 1939-40 rate book records that Jane Beck was the owner of a house to the north of this site,
situated on CA41 - a notation in the rate book records the ownership change to “Now Staff
Margaret Lillian of Moe’. This is the property at known as ‘Stanleigh’, described above. Jane
Beck is later listed as the owner of house at pt CA42 sec. 1 - this is believed to be house now at
No.66 (RB).

In 1947 the land owned by Jane Beck was subdivided and No.68 was transferred to Norman Beck.
After Jane’s death in 1949 No.66 was eventually transferred to Walter Beck (LV).

The 1951-52 rate book lists Norman Beck as owner of pt. allot 42 sec. 1, which is valued at £7.
The following year the value increases to £50, indicating the construction of the house. In 1953-54
the valuation again increased substantially to £75, however, this appears to be related to an
increase in property values in Moe generally, rather than any significant improvements to the
property (RB). Moe was experiencing significant growth at that time resulting in a shortage of
housing and this may have led to an increase in property values.

The exact date of the street trees is not known, but it is possible that some may have been planted
as early as 1937. The 19 November, 1937 edition of the Narracan Shire Advocate includes a letter
to the editor signed 'A lover of trees'. The letter refers to the 'fine young plane trees' recently
planted around the roads of Moe, which they thought would, in the not very distant future "help -
by their lovely shade - to make Moe a very beautiful and desirable country town".

The development of Moore Street in Moe coincided with the development of the nearby township
Yallourn by the SEC, which was laid out upon garden city principles that included extensive
plantings of trees, notably Pin Oaks, in all streets. It is possible that the example of Yallourn
inspired the local council to carry out similar plantings in Moe and other towns.

SOURCES
Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Land Victoria, LP 15575, LP 15396
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STATEMENT OF
SIGNIFICANCE

Land Victoria (LV), Certificates of title Vol. 6023 Fol.517; Vol. 7642 Fol. 075
Land Victoria (LV1), Certificates of title Vol. 3612 Fol. 223; Vol. 6937 Fol. 231
(LV2), Certificates of title, Vol.

Narracan Shire Rate Books (North Riding) (RB)

1939-40 - No.37 (No. in rate, 1703), No.39 (2683), No.41 (2737), No.43-5 (2396),
No.47 (2666), No.51 (2428), No.53 (2272), No.55 (2053)

1945-6 - No49 (1684)

1946-50 - No.49 (2282)

1947-50 - No.66 (1989), No.68 (1991)

1952-54 - No.68 (2314)

Narracan Shire Advocate, as cited

Personal communication, Moe & District Historical Society, January 2005
Creation Date ¢.1920-50 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes

7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.3 Developing towns and regional
centres in the twentieth century

What is significant?

The Moore Street precinct at 37-55 and 64-78 Moore Street, Moe is a residential precinct
comprising houses from the inter-war and immediate post-war era. The features that contribute to
the significance of the precinct are:

- The houses at nos. 39-55, and 64a, 66 & 70-74 & 78 Moore Street. The consistency of scale
(single storey), siting (detached, with similar front and side setbacks) and form (asymmetrical
plan with complex hip and gable roofs) is an important characteristic of the precinct.

- The street trees on each side of the street comprising Liquidambers (Liquidamber styriflua) and
Planes (Plantanus sp.)

- The front fences at nos. 64a and 74 and the mature garden plantings at both properties.

- The Canary Island Palm (Phoenix canariensis) at No.51 and the Flowering Gum at No.68.

Nos. 64a, 70 and 74 Moore Street are of individual significance and have a separate citation in
this Study

The houses at nos. 37, 68 and 76 Moore Street are not significant.

How is it significant?
The Moore Street precinct in Moe is of local historic, architectural and aesthetic significance to
Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

Historically, Moe underwent a significant period of growth during the inter-war and immediate
post-war period as the SEC expanded operations and the Moore Street precinct provides tangible
evidence of this era as the most intact surviving residential area. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2)

The precinct is architecturally and aesthetically significant as a representative example of a
middle class inter-war residential area with garden suburb characteristics. The detached houses
set within mature garden allotments with wide grassed verges planted with street trees are all
characteristic of the garden suburb style and form a notable streetscape in Moe. (RNE criteria
D.2,E.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO31 Recommended
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Extent To the extent of the properties at 35-55 and 64-78 Moore Street, Moe as defined by the
Title boundaries and including the road reserve between as shown on the Moore Street
precinct plan.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:

- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly
contemporary in design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the
Significant or Contributory building/s.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.

4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.
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7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.

8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. In the case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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PRECINCT - TOONGABBIE TOWNSHIP

Place No. 447
ADDRESS 2-4 Cowen Street, 1, 17, 29 and 4 & 8 King Street, 33-43 & 46-48  Last Update 17/07/2010
Main Street and 40-46 & 45 Stringer Road
Toongabbie HO No. HO79
Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 17/07/2010
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DESCRIPTION

The Toongabbie Township precinct comprises the historic core of the old town on either side of
the former railway reserve. It includes a cluster of mid to late nineteenth century and some early
twentieth century buildings around the triangular section created by King, Main and Cowen [1]
streets and around the northern end of Stringer Road. The contributory buildings include:

- What is believed to be the former Toongabbie Hotel at the corner of Main and King streets. This
is a hipped roof weatherboard building with a hipped roof that extends to form a verandah on two
sides. It is much reduced in size - according to Roger Ries half of the building was removed in
1949. Set close to the frontages, it has six pane double hung sash windows in the elevation facing
Main Street, while the windows in the King Street elevation have been replaced.

- Annie King's house at 4-6 King Street. Adjacent to it is a residence associated with a former
saddlery business. This is a simple gabled weatherboard cottage with six pane double hung sash
windows on either side of the centrally placed door and a simple straight verandah.

- An old cottage at 2 Cowen Street, thought to date from c.1864, at the south-east corner of King
Street, which has a gabled roof (reputedly with shingles still under the iron) and multi-paned
windows. Adjoining it at No.4 is another early cottage, moved to this site in 1939, which is less
intact. On the opposite corner facing King Street is an altered weatherboard cottage at No.17,
while further to the north at 21 King Street is another gabled cottage, set back from the street.

- The Toongabbie Mechanics' Institute, which is a one and storey weatherboard building (refer to
the Victorian Heritage Register for more information about this building). It is set within the
Toongabbie Village Green.

- The Oasis General Store, which is a simple inter-war shop and residence at the corner of Main
Street and Cowan Street.

- The houses at 40 and 45 Stringer Road, which are both double gable weatherboard cottages with
multipaned double hung sash windows. The house at No.40 has a pair of semi-mature Canary
Island Palms in the garden.

- The former police residence at 46-48 Main Street. This is a double-fronted weatherboard house,
which has been restored. The now return verandah originally only ran across the front.

The precinct surrounds the former railway reserve. All of the buildings and infrastructure have
been removed, but evidence of the platform formation and some remnant trees remain. There is
also evidence of the footings and other features associated with the railway staff houses near the
corner of Hower Street and Stringer Road in the vicinity of the Pepper trees in that location.
Another significant feature is the Ned Stringer Memorial on the south side of Hower Street.

The streets are wide and informal with a sealed roadway and gravel and lawn verges. Notable
plantings within the road reserve include the EIms along Main Street, another two larger examples
in Cowen Street, on the north side of the Oasis general store, and the large Lemon-Scented Gum
(Eucalyptus citriodora) also in Cowen Street, all of which are remnants of the Honour Avenue
planted after World War I.
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[1] This citation uses the Land Victoria spelling of Cowen.

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats Redevelopment Key elements Buildings
Streetscape
Subdivision
Treels
Designer Builder
HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT

At first a shepherd’s outstation on the Heyfield run, Toongabbie’s development as a settlement
area directly connected to the discovery of gold at Walhalla in 1862. Miners, who rushed to the
isolated gold field deep in the Great Dividing Range, came via Port Albert and Sale, across the red
gum plains. Toongabbie was the last supply post before people attempted the difficult
mountainous route to Walhalla. As soon as the gold discovery was publicised, a store and
accommodation house were set up at Toongabbie and a town began to develop as a stopping place
en route to the goldfields where miners, businessmen and carriers were constantly passing through.
A station on the new railway line connecting Traralgon and Stratford opened there in 1883,
enabling heavy mining machinery to be railed from Melbourne. There were hotels, saw mills, a
coach service to Walhalla, blacksmiths and saddlers, stables and storehouses (Context, 2008:38)

PRECINCT HISTORY

George Hastings completed the first survey of Toongabbie township in 1864. The first sale of
town blocks was held at Sale on 6 October 1864. A second auction was held on 31 January 1865.
In September 1865 an extended township survey was carried out by Henry Davidson and further
auctions in October and December of that year and early in 1866 were based on that survey.
Harding and Ries conclude that "The shape of Toongabbie township had been established: the
roads we drive on today were mapped out. The town's symmetrical blocks slotted in with the
surrounding selections". Research undertaken by Roger Ries suggests that at least one house - at 2
Cowen Street (cnr. King Street) may have pre-dated the township survey. The adjoining house at 4
Cowen Street was constructed ¢.1889 elsewhere in Toongabbie and moved to this site in 1939
(Harding & Ries, 2003:18-19, Ries, 2010).

As befits a town on the way to the goldfields Toongabbie had four hotels: the Toongabbie Hotel,
the Albion Hotel, the Commercial Hotel and the Club Hotel. Only three of them were in business
at any one time and then only for a short period (Harding & Ries, 2003:98). The final hotel to
close was the second Toongabbie Hotel, which 'bowed out .. at the beginning of the Great
Depression'. (Harding & Ries, 2003:106).

The first Toongabbie Hotel was constructed by William Ostler in early 1864, obtaining a license
in April of that year. It was situated on Allot. 1, Sec. 2 on the corner of what is now King Street
and Main Road. It comprised seven rooms. Ostler sold to John McDonald in September 1865 and
by 1867 he had doubled the size to 14 rooms. He operated it as a hotel until 1868 when he
purchased the Albion Hotel, which had opened in 1866. After making 'extensive additions and
improvements' to the Albion he closed the old Toongabbie Hotel, which he then rented out as a
private residence, and then transferred the name to the Albion (Harding & Ries, 2003:99).

Lower King Street was the commercial centre of Toongabbie in the nineteenth century. Diagonally
opposite the Toongabbie Hotel in King Street on Allot 2, Sec. 4 Annie King (nee Nicholson) had a
small cottage. Between 1888 and 1892 she ran a general store from here and later there was a
bakery across the road (Harding & Ries, 2003:113). This was one of several general stores,
bakeries and butchers to operate in Toongabbie during its heyday in the 1880s.

The development of Toongabbie in the late nineteenth century can be gauged by the fact that in
1874 it had a similar population to Traralgon. A further measure of progress came in 1883 when
an imposing Mechanics’ Institute was built, which was extended in 1891. With the coming of the
railway, the population peaked at 275 in 1901. Street lighting was added in 1885 and by October
1887 the streets in the town were formed and the footpaths gravelled. For the first time, it is said,
Toongabbie had the appearance of a ‘neatly planned town’ (Harding & Ries, 2003:108).

However, Toongabbie’s growth was soon to come to end. By 1910, mining at Walhalla had begun
to decline. That year, a railway line was built from Moe to Walhalla, providing a direct route to
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the gold town and Toongabbie was by-passed. The town’s population declined and the last hotel
closed in 1929. No longer linked to the goldfields, Toongabbie’s role contracted as it became a
centre for its farming district. Its school, churches and hall provided facilities for the surrounding
community.

In 1930 the old Toongabbie store, which had been originally erected in 1864 and faced Cowan
Street was dismantled. A new store was erected on the block next door in 1928 (Harding & Ries,
202). A photo of the old store just prior to demolition shows semi-mature trees protected by tree
guards in the street reserve - these are presumed to be large trees that survive today and according
to Roger Ries were planted by the Toongabbie Rifle Club as an Avenue of Honour after World
War I. The Avenue also included an avenue of Eucalypts and EIms in Cowen Street. (See photo in
Harding & Ries, 2003:201).

SOURCES

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, ‘Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Harding, Alan and Ries, Roger, ‘'Toongabbie, Gippsland. A gateway to the Walhalla goldfields',
Toongabbie, 2003

Roger Ries, pers. comm., 2010

Creation Date ¢.1870-1930 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

STATEMENT OF
SIGNIFICANCE

What is significant?

The Toongabbie Township precinct comprises the historic core of the old town on either side of
the former railway reserve. It includes a cluster of mid to late nineteenth century and some early
twentieth century buildings around the triangular section created by King, Main and Cowen
streets and around the northern end of Stringer Road. The contributory buildings include:

- What is believed to be the former Toongabbie Hotel at the corner of Main and King streets.
This is a hipped roof weatherboard building with a hipped roof that extends to form a verandah
on two sides. Set close to the frontages, it has six pane double hung sash windows in the elevation
facing Main Street, while the windows in the King Street elevation have been replaced.

- Annie King's house at 8 King Street. This is a simple gabled weatherboard cottage with six
pane double hung sash windows on either side of the centrally placed door and a simple straight
verandah. Adjacent to it is a former shop building.

- An old cottage at 2 Cowen Street, at the south-east corner of King Street, which has a gabled
roof and multi-paned windows and the adjoining cottage at No.4. On the opposite corner at 17
King Street is an altered weatherboard cottage, while further to the north at 29 King Street is
another gabled cottage, set back from the street.

- The Toongabbie Mechanics' Institute, which is a one and storey weatherboard building. It is set
within the Toongabbie Village Green.

- The Oasis General Store, which is a simple inter-war shop and residence at the corner of Main
Street and Cowen Street.

- The houses at 40 and 45 Stringer Road, which are both double gable weatherboard cottages
with multi-paned double hung sash windows. The house at N0.40 has a pair of semi-mature
Canary Island Palms in the garden.

Also contributory is the remains of the Toongabbie Railway Station including evidence of the
platform formation and some remnant trees. Another significant feature is the Ned Stringer
Memorial on the south side of Hower Street.

The wide informal streets contribute to the historic character as do the notable plantings within
the road reserve including the EIms along the north side of Main Street, another two larger EIms
in Cowen Street, on the north side of the Oasis general store, and the large Lemon-Scented Gum
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LEVEL

(Eucalyptus citriodora) also in Cowen Street.

How is it significant?
The Toongabbie township precinct is of local historic and aesthetic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Toongabbie Township precinct is historically significant as a representative example of a
town which was initially associated with the development of the Walhalla goldfields and later
flourished as a result of the provision of railway services to the district after 1883, thus providing
a hub for the local timber and dairy industries from that time. It is one of the earliest settlements
in Latrobe City and the subdivision layout with small cottages and public and commerical
buildings set on wide streets is typical of nineteenth century townships. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2)

The Toongabbie Township precinct is of aesthetic significance as a picturesque example of a
small rural village with an intact core of early buildings gathered around the original railway
station reserve. The aesthetic qualities of the town are enhanced by mature street trees and the
wide informal road reserves. (RNE criterion E.1)

Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS

Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status

Latrobe Planning Scheme HO79 Recommended

Extent The properties as shown on the Toongabbie Township precinct map.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHR RefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:

- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly
contemporary in design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the
Significant or Contributory building/s.
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4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.

4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.

7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.

8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. Inthe case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like” species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.
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PRECINCT - TRARALGON, ANDERSON STREET

Place No. 457
ADDRESS 4-20 & 7 - 19 Anderson Street & 88-94 Breed Street Last Update 1/09/2008
Traralgon HO No. /HO82

DESCRIPTION  The Anderson Street precinct comprises the houses at 4-20 and 7-19 Anderson Street and 88-94
Breed Street in Traralgon. It is a mid twentieth century residential precinct comprising single
storey detached weatherboard bungalows with hip tile roofs on garden allotments. The bungalows
appear to have been constructed in two basic designs, which in turn are repeated throughout as
‘mirror images’, creating four overall variations. This suggests that they were constructed at the
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same time and by the same builder. As noted in the history, it appears that local builders Sidney
Simpson and Thomas Johnson, who purchased a number of lots in the subdivision, may have been
responsible.

The houses are double fronted and asymmetrical in plan. In one design the roof extends to form a
small corner porch, which is supported by a brick portico. In the other design the roof extends to
form a verandah supported on brick piers with a brick balustrade, which extends across the width
of the recessed front elevation. The main piers and the dwarf pier are stepped at the top. The
original tripartite timber windows in the front elevations of all houses comprise boxed double
hung sash timber windows separated by a central fixed picture frame. The windows have
horizontal glazing bars in the upper panes. Other original windows are double hung sash. The
houses have one plain brick chimney on the side elevation.

The house at No.7 is an individual design, which has the chimney centrally placed in the front of
the projecting bay flanked double hung sash windows, while another window looks into the porch.
The portico has a low brick porch that extends to form a low garden wall.

No. 4 is a different design and may not have been constructed by the same builders, but it appears
to date from around the same time as the other houses. It has a corrugated iron roof, which extends
to form a porch at lower pitch, which is supported on fluted square columns. It is triple fronted.

The houses are in fair to good/excellent condition and have varying levels of external integrity.
Houses with high integrity include nos. 7, 8, 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 and 19 Anderson Street and 92
and 94 Breed Street. Houses with moderate integrity include nos. 4, 6, 9, 12, 13, 20 Anderson
Street and 88 and 90 Breed Street. Typical alterations include replacement of windows, and
modification or removal of front verandah piers or balustrade. The modifications are mostly
reversible, based on the evidence provided by the original houses. Fences are not original but,
with the exception of the high fence at No.6, are uniformly low adding to the Garden suburb
character of the subdivision. The house at 92 Breed Street has a privet hedge along the front,
which a typical inter-war planting.

This precinct is reminscent of the precincts developed around the same time by the Housing
Commission of Victoria and Australian Paper Manufacturers, which featured houses in a range of
standard designs thereby creating a high degree of visual homegeneity. However, the HCV and
APM precincts (with the exception of the small group of APM senior staff houses) now have
relatively low integrity compared to the Anderson Street precinct both in terms of the percentage
of contributory buildings and the individual integrity of each house. In terms of private
subdivisions while small groups of one or two houses (e.g. T.W. Downie) exist in Latrobe City
this is thought to be the largest estate by a single developer/builder.

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats Redevelopment Key elements Buildings

Designer  Sidney Simpson & Thomas Builder Sidney Simpson & Thomas
Johnson Johnson

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Apart from Traralgon, which was boosted by the opening of the railway depot in 1903, and
Morwell, which was boosted by closer settlement of its hinterland, Moe and the other smaller
towns in the study area grew slowly in the first decades of the twentieth century or began to
decline in population and much of the growth in the inter-war period was concentrated in the new
town of Yallourn. However, after a period of dormancy following the Great Depression the
opening of the APM mill complex in 1937 and massive expansion of the SEC after the Second
World War had a profound impact upon the three main towns in the study area. All experienced
significant population growth in the period after the Second World War when they were
transformed from small country towns to large urban centres, which began to rival Sale for the
role of ‘Capital of Gippsland’. After experiencing years of decline, many of the smaller rural
towns were also to find new life as dormitory suburbs serving the employment centres in the main
townships (Context, 2008:46).

It was in Traralgon that APM’s decision in the 1930s to build a paper mill had the most impact.
APM built 1,000 houses for its employees in Traralgon. The APM estates were influenced by
garden suburb planning ideas and included generous areas of open space. An elite group of six
houses was also built by APM for senior staff in Kay, Clarke and Grey Streets. Workers were able
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to buy their houses by paying a deposit and using their rent to contribute to the balance. Now a
major component of housing in Traralgon, the APM estates reveal insights to company housing
and facilities considered suitable for staff and workers (Context, 2008:48).

The construction of the APM mill resulted in a shortage of housing and Cuthill recalls that by
1945:

"It was still impossible for people not working out at the mill to find an empty house, and the
Victorian Housing Commission took over a large piece of Traralgon Park in Gordon Street. The
Commission called for people to give a price for building houses there, and Mr. J.J. Clift from
Melbourne was successful in getting the job, Mr. Gavin Blythman, his foreman, came up from
Melbourne, and work was started. The Commission built 199 houses in this particular part of the
town, the scheme in this area being finished in 1952."

Further housing was provided in estates developed by private entrepreneurs, however, despite all
of this housing shortages were still experienced in Traralgon. As a result many large older houses
in Traralgon were converted to boarding houses to meet demand. One example is ‘Etheldale’ at 15
Collins Street, which was operated by APM as a ‘Staff Boarding House’ from 1946-54. (Context,
2008:48).

PRECINCT HISTORY

Anderson Street is situated on land that once formed part of the extensive Traralgon Park estate
holdings. The estate was subdivided and sold from 1907 onwards, which enabled the town of
Traralgon to extend north beyond Grey Street. The land where Anderson Street is situated was
sold in 1910 to John Hall, but it remained undeveloped until the late inter-war period.

Anderson Street was created as the result of the 1939 subdivision of land by then held by two
people; Lindsay Crawford, a bank manager, and Frank Anderson, a farmer (and for whom the
street was presumably named). Crawford owned the western portion of land that would become
Nos. 10-20 and 9-19 Anderson Street and 88-94 Breed Street while Anderson was the owner of
the eastern portion that became Nos. 2-8 and 5 and 7 Anderson Street (Land Victoria 1). The lots
in the subdivision were almost all sold between February and December 1939 to various people
(Land Victoria 1). A number of lots were purchased by Sidney Simpson and Thomas Johnson,
who were both Traralgon builders and it is believed that they constructed the identical houses that
were built on the subdivision (Land Victoria 2). In April 1939 the Traralgon ‘Journal’ reported
that Mr Frank Anderson had sold his land in Anderson Street and Mr T. Johnson began building
on 6 blocks.

Rate records show that the houses at Nos. 8-20 Anderson Street were constructed by 1940, with
the balance of houses completed by the following year. The houses in Breed Street were all
completed by 1940.

SOURCES

Land Victoria 1, Certificates of title Vol.3676 Fol.033, Vo0l.3676 Fol.039, LP 14946, LP 14947
Land Victoria 2, Certificate of title Vol. 6341 Fol.190

Traralgon ‘Journal’

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, ‘Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History’, 2008

‘Documented Extracts from the Traralgon Journal’, April 1939, transcribed by John W. Davidson
in 1968 - Traralgon & District Historical Society website, viewed 20 August, 2008

Traralgon Rate Books - 1939-40 (No. in rate, 389-98, 407, 409, 410. 414-418), 1940-41 (373-
382, 391-400, 401-405)

Creation Date 1939-41 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

Thomas Anderson 7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.3 Developing towns and regional
centres in the twentieth century

STATEMENT OF
SIGNIFICANCE

What is significant?

The Anderson Street precinct comprises the houses at 4-20 and 7-19 Anderson Street and 88-94
Breed Street in Traralgon. All of the houses, which are of similar design and layout, are
contributory. The consistency of scale (single storey), siting (detached, with similar front and side
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setbacks behind low front fences) and form (asymmetrical plan with hip and gable roofs) is an
important characteristic of the precinct.

Non-original alterations and additions are no significant.

How is it significant?
The Anderson Street residential precinct is of local historic and architectural significance to
Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Anderson Street residential precinct is historically significant as a representative example of
a residential area that is associated with an important phase of development in Traralgon during
the late inter-war period. It provides tangible evidence of the growth of Traralgon that followed
the establishment of the Australian Paper Manufacturers Mill in 1937. It is also historically
significant as an example of a private estate comprising homes using a standard design with subtle
design variations to achieve an economical, while aesthetically interesting outcome. (RNE criteria
A4,D.2)

The Anderson Street residential precinct is architecturally significant as a representative example
of an inter-war residential precinct. The significance of the precinct is enhanced by its very high
integrity with all of the original houses still extant and many still having a high degree of external
integrity. (RNE criteria D.2)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HOS82 Recommended

Extent To the extent of the properties at 4-20 and 7-19 Anderson Street and 88-94 Breed Street,

Traralgon.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:

- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly

contemporary in design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
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historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the
Significant or Contributory building/s.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.

4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.

7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.

8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. In the case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
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to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell

Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 1/09/2008 44






PRECINCT - TRARALGON, BRIDGES AVENUE

Place No. 379

ADDRESS

3-21 & 4 - 16 Bridges Avenue Last Update 22/06/2010
Traralgon HO No. /HO83

DESCRIPTION

The Bridges Avenue precinct comprises the properties at 3-21 and 4-16 Bridges Avenue,
Traralgon. It is an residential precinct, which comprises almost exclusively detached single storey
weatherboard and brick houses from the late Edwardian and Inter-War period, with many
exhibiting influences of the Californian Bungalow style. The houses share similar siting (detached,
garden setback), scale (single storey, some with attic rooms), form (asymmetrical, prominent hip
and gable roofs) creating a homogeneous streetscape. Fences are low and mostly sympathetic and
some are original.

Individually significant houses include the brick and weatherboard bungalows at nos. 13 and 21.
These are described in more detail in the individual citations in this Study. Other good examples
include the houses at nos. 3, 4 and 8.

The house at No.8, for example, is a timber house of unusual design combining elements of the
Edwardian and later Bungalow styles. Its corner position means that it can be appreciated from
several angles, and the house faces east overlooking the town. Its basic form is very simple, with
a gabled roof, a little like 3 Bridges Avenue. On the east side, the gable wall projects beyond the
main wall. Below is a rectangular bay window cantilevered out and 'supported' on large timber
brackets. A verandah extends across half of the eastern side, and retains a simple timber
balustrade. The windows are all triple lights, with six-paned upper sashes. The quality of the
timber detailing is similar to 2 Henry Street, but later and more restrained.

The street is lined with Golden Ash (Fraxinus sp.) which, though at least some are relatively recent
plantings, form a unified streetscape reflective of this era. The street plantings are complemented
by the mature gardens on many of the properties, which complements the setting of the houses and
contributes to the character of the precinct.

The places that are contributory to the precinct are:

(odd) 3,5,7,9, 11, 13, 15-17, 19 and 21
(even) 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, and 14-16.

The precinct compares with other inter-war precincts such as Moore Street in Traralgon and the
other Moore Street precinct in Moe. All have similarly high levels of integrity in terms of
contributory buildings, with a similar style of housing.

Condition Good Integrity High

Threats Redevelopment Key elements Buildings
Fence/Gate/Wall
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Designer Builder

HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT
Traralgon’s origins date from the early pastoral period. Edward Hobson occupied the Traralgon
run in 1844 and an accommodation house near Traralgon Creek provided shelter for travellers on
the route between Melbourne and Sale. The town was surveyed in 1858 and a census in 1861
revealed there were 36 residents. However, it was the construction of the railway line between
Sale and Melbourne, which was completed in 1879, that was a major impetus to the town and
most development thereafter took place on the western side of the creek to the north of the station
(Context, 2008:42).

In 1880, the Traralgon became the centre of the Shire of Traralgon, which separated from the
Shire of Rosedale. The construction of a branch railway line from Traralgon to Stratford by 1886
further consolidated the role of Traralgon as a legal, administrative and educational centre for the
surrounding hinterland where dairying and saw milling were developing as major industries. In the
1880s four brickyards were operating, substantial public buildings were constructed in the town
and new subdivisions provided land for housing. The importance of Traralgon as a regional centre
was illustrated by the construction of the new post office and courthouse in 1886 (Context,
2008:42).

Traralgon’s importance as a railway town increased when it became a service depot in 1903
employing over 90 workers, which boosted development and created a demand for housing.
Consequently the town began to expand beyond the 1858 boundaries. To the south of the railway
many railway workers moved into cottages in new subdivisions including the Queen’s Parade
(formerly Railway Parade) area and the combination of houses and railway buildings in this
precinct reveal the integration of work and community. To the north the subdivision and sale from
1907 onwards of the former Traralgon Park estate enabled the town boundaries to extend beyond
Grey Street creating Moore Street and Campbell Street (now Gordon Crescent). The commercial
centre continued to grow, extending along the length of Franklin Street between the station end
and the post office and courthouse. Imposing new two story commercial buildings were
constructed including the Gippsland Trading Company in 1903, and Layton’s Stores in 1907.
Traralgon’s growth continued after World War One before the on-set of the Great Depression. In
the early 1920s after a period of inactivity after the war, Traralgon experienced a ‘building boom’
as a number of new houses were built including Wigg’s brick house in Hickox Street (Context,
2008:42).

PRECINCT HISTORY

The Bridges Avenue precinct is situated on just over 5 acres of land that was purchased by one
Maria Littlejohn of Brunswick in 1883. Part of Crown Allotment 5 in the Parish of Traralgon, it
was bounded by Mabel Street to the west, Railway (later Morwell) Road to the south, Breed Street
to the west and Henry Breed's 'Ben Venue' subdivision to the north (see Henry Street precinct
citation). The land remained unsubdivided and in single ownership passing through several owners
until purchased in 1897 by one Eyre Lewis Bruce, surveyor, of Moonee Ponds. He subdivided the
land in 1916 creating Bridges Avenue as well as lots along the east side of the south end of Mabel
Street, the north side of the Morwell Road (now Princes Highway) between Mabel and Breed
Streets, and at the south end of Albert Street. The first lots were sold in 1917 and most were sold
by 1925 when Mr Bruce died. [1]

The majority of houses were constructed during the Inter-War period. Some of the first houses
constructed include No. 3, (c.1921 for Mr Ernest Leslie Clements) [2], No. 4 (¢.1923 for
Frederick Lidington Grubb) [3], No. 8 (c.1919 for Mr Harold Bowen) [4], No. 13 (1922 for Mr
Coupar) [5] and No. 21 (c.1922 for Mr Charles Ford) [6].

SOURCES
Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, ‘Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History’, 2008

[1] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 1518 Fol. 531, LP 6989
[2] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 4507 Fol. 275
[3] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 4794 Fol. 729
[4] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 4254 Fol. 789
[5] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 4164 Fol. 614
[6] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 4158 Fol. 483
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Creation Date ¢.1917-1940 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes

7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

7.3 Developing towns and regional
centres in the twentieth century

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE The Bridges Avenue precinct at 3-21 and 4-16 Bridges Avenue, Traralgon was created by a
subdivision in 1916 and developed from c.1917 to ¢.1940. It contains predominantly detached
single storey late Edwardian and inter-war era bungalows in popular styles of the period.

All houses in the precinct are contributory. The consistency of scale (single storey), siting
(detached, with similar front and side setbacks) and form (asymmetrical plan with complex hip
and gable roofs) is an important characteristic of the precinct.

The houses at 13 and 21 Bridges Avenue are of individual significance and have separate
citations in this Study.

How is it significant?
The Bridges Avenue precinct is of local historic, architectural and aesthetic significance to
Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

Historically, it is significant as an illustration of the development of Traralgon in the early
interwar period, which was associated with the expansion of the Butter Factory at that time. Some
of the houses were associated with locally important businessmen such as Charles Ford and Mr
Coupar, which illustrates the status of Bridges Avenue as a middle class residential area within
Traralgon during that era. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2 and H.1)

It is architecturally significant as a representative example of an interwar residential precinct
within Traralgon. It notable for its high degree of visual homogeneity, which is derived from the
intact collection of predominantly Inter-War bungalows and late Edwardian villas that are related
in terms of the design, form, scale and siting. The aesthetic qualities of the street are enhanced by
the mature gardens. (RNE criteria D.2, E.1)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HOS83 Recommended

Extent To the extent of the properties at 3-21 and 4-16 Bridges Avenue, Traralgon.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:
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1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:

- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly
contemporary in design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the
Significant or Contributory building/s.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.

4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.

7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.

8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. In the case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.
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ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified.

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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PRECINCT - TRARALGON, RAILWAY RESIDENTIAL

Place No. 383
ADDRESS 1-3 & 2 - 6 Coates St, 10-12 Collins St, 6-8 Curran St, 1-13 & 4 Last Update 17/07/2010
Meredith St, 2-6 Morrison St, 32-50 & 35-51 Shakespeare St, and
11-41 & 32 Queens Parade
Traralgon HO No. HO85

DESCRIPTION  The Traralgon Railway Residential precinct comprises properties to the south of Traralgon
Railway Station in Queens Parade and Coates, Curran, Collins, Morrison and Shakespeare Streets.
It is a residential precinct that adjoins a number of institutional and civic buildings on the north
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side of Queens Parade including the former Victorian Railway Industry Hall (now a church), the
former Army Drill Hall (later the La Mode factory) and the large reserve surrounding the
Traralgon Railway Station complex (Please refer to the separate citations in this Study for these
places).

The houses within the precinct predominantly comprise late Edwardian and Inter-War
weatherboard cottages and bungalows with some late Victorian houses scattered throughout. The
majority of the houses have similar siting (detached, setback) and scale (single storey). Roof forms
are a mixture of hip and gable, usually in corrugated iron. There are relatively intact groups of
houses on the east side of Coates Street, on both sides of Shakespeare Street between Collins and
Morrison Streets, and on the south side of Queens Parade.

The precinct contains a number of indivdually notable houses. 'Etheldale’, a fine Queen Anne
brick house occupies a landmark position on the corner of Shakespeare and Collins Street, and is
probably the best example of this style in the Latrobe Valley. Another historically important
house is the former 'Ewington' hospital at No.35 Shakespeare Street, while the houses at nos. 45
and 50 Shakespeare Street are final examples of inter-war architecture. 'Hazel-Lyn' at No.5
Shakespeare Street is just outside of the precinct, but related historically to it (Please refer to
individual citations in this Study for these places).

Other places that contribute to the precinct are:

- Coates Street -2, 4, 6

- Collins Street - 12

- Morrison Street 2, 4 and 6 - These houses are of similar design (suggesting that they were
constructed by the same builder) and are very intact.

- Queens Parade (north side) The former Army Drill Hall, Victorian Railways Institute Hall and
adjacent tennis courts, and the former Traralgon Railway Station complex.

- Queens Parade (south side) 11, 13,17, 19, 23, 25, 27, 29, 31, 33, 35, 37, and 41 on the south
side of Queens Parade.

- Shakespeare Street (odd) 35, 37, 39, 43, 45, 47,49 & 51, (even) 32, 24, 36, 38, 40-42, 44, 46,
48 & 50

This large precinct illustrates the development of Traralgon in the early decades of the twentieth
century and is notable for including houses from both before and after the First World War. Other
precincts in Traralgon mostly comprise housing exclusively from before OR after the First World
War, but not both. It is also one of the largest precincts in Latrobe City.

Condition Good Integrity Medium

Threats Redevelopment Key elements Buildings
Fence/Gate/Wall
Garden
Tree/s

Designer Builder

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Traralgon’s origins date from the early pastoral period. Edward Hobson occupied the Traralgon
run in 1844 and an accommodation house near Traralgon Creek provided shelter for travellers on
the route between Melbourne and Sale. The town was surveyed in 1858 and a census in 1861
revealed there were 36 residents. However, it was the construction of the railway line between
Sale and Melbourne, which was completed in 1879, that was a major impetus to the town and
most development thereafter took place on the western side of the creek to the north of the station
(Context, 2008:42).

In 1880, the Traralgon became the centre of the Shire of Traralgon, which separated from the
Shire of Rosedale. The construction of a branch railway line from Traralgon to Stratford by 1886
further consolidated the role of Traralgon as a legal, administrative and educational centre for the
surrounding hinterland where dairying and saw milling were developing as major industries. In the
1880s four brickyards were operating, substantial public buildings were constructed in the town
and new subdivisions provided land for housing. The importance of Traralgon as a regional centre
was illustrated by the construction of the new post office and courthouse in 1886 (Context,
2008:42).
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Traralgon’s importance as a railway town increased when it became a service depot in 1903
employing over 90 workers, which boosted development and created a demand for housing.
Consequently the town began to expand beyond the 1858 boundaries. To the south of the railway
many railway workers moved into cottages in new subdivisions including the Queen’s Parade
(formerly Railway Parade) area and the combination of houses and railway buildings in this
precinct reveal the integration of work and community. To the north the subdivision and sale from
1907 onwards of the former Traralgon Park estate enabled the town boundaries to extend beyond
Grey Street creating Moore Street and Campbell Street (now Gordon Crescent). The commercial
centre continued to grow, extending along the length of Franklin Street between the station end
and the post office and courthouse. Imposing new two story commercial buildings were
constructed including the Gippsland Trading Company in 1903, and Layton’s Stores in 1907.
Traralgon’s growth continued after World War One before the on-set of the Great Depression. In
the early 1920s after a period of inactivity after the war, Traralgon experienced a ‘building boom’
as a number of new houses were built including Wigg’s brick house in Hickox Street (Context,
2008:42).

PRECINCT HISTORY

The historic development of this precinct is strongly linked to two key periods in the development
of the Gippsland Railway; its survey and development leading during the mid to late 1870s
leading to the opening in 1879 and the transfer in 1903 of the Railway Depot to Traralgon, which
established it as a major centre on the Gippsland line and led to an increase in the number of
railway employees living in the town. It is said that many railway employees 'naturally chose to
live in this area' because of its proximity to the station. [1]

The 1858 township survey of Traralgon shows this precinct as a single large allotment [2] as does
the 1871 survey [3]. The railway alignment was surveyed in 1873 [4] when twenty-one acres were
set aside within the railway reserve [5]. The land to the south of the line was divided into
allotments of between 1 and 3 acres and most of the land within this precinct between the railway
line and what later became known as Shakespeare Street was contained within Crown Allotment
82C, Township & Parish of Traralgon (for which Kyren Curran obtained the Crown Grant for £12
in 1882) and CA 82D (which was purchased by Catherine Curran - his wife? - for £12 in 1883).

Kyren Curran died in 1887 and the land owned by the Currans was then not subdivided until 1903
(the same year as the creation of the Traralgon Railway Depot), by which time it had reverted to
the ownership of one Michael Curran. The 1903 subdivision created Meredith, Curran and Coates
Streets, as well as allotments on the south side of Queens Parade, and the north side of
Shakespeare Street. Title records show that the lots sold quickly from 1903-05 with most lots sold
by 1909. [6]

In Queens Parade, Catherine Curran regained ownership in 1906 of an allotment, which now
contains the cottages at Nos. 27-29. The exact date of these cottages is not known, but Catherine
did take out a mortgage over the property in 1912, before selling to William Pentland in 1915,
which gives an indication of a construction date between these dates. [7] The house at No. 37 was
possibly built for William MacDonald who purchased the land in 1908. He later sold to John
Todd, a railway employee, in 1919. [8] West of Collins Street, Frederick Grubb, builder and
contractor, built a fine weatherboard villa ¢.1910 at No. 41 for local watchmaker, Charles Welch.

[9]

Coates Street was named for George and Albert Coates, local builders, who in 1909 purchased all
of the land on the east side of the street. One lot, now No. 2 Coates Street, was sold in 1913 to
another local builder Thomas Downie who built a weatherboard cottage on the site. [10] Thomas
Downie was born in Traralgon in 1883, and returned there after travelling to New Zealand where
he met his wife. He was a builder all of his working life and built many Traralgon houses. He died
¢.1963 at the age of eighty. [14]

Meanwhile on the south side of Shakespeare Street, a large allotment of 19 acres was purchased
by Andrew Templeton, Walhalla Mail contractor in 1879. He sold ten years later to James Gray
and Alexander Milligan who subdivided the land, creating suburban allotments along the south
side of Shakespeare Street. These were sold over the next decade, although some were not sold
until as late as the interwar period. [11] The majority of the lots were not developed until the early
twentieth century and many were associated with prominent families in Traralgon. 'Ewington' at
No. 35 was constructed ¢.1900 for the Pentland family, who later moved in the more substantial
brick villa 'Etheldale’, on the diagonally opposite corner of Collins Street, in 1914. 'Ewington' was
converted to a private hospital after World War I by Agnes Pentland. Meanwhile 'Hazel-Lyn', a
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fine brick residence at the corner of Dunbar Road was constructed ¢.1910 for the locally
prominent Wigg family, who owned one of the local brickworks. Other early Shakespeare Street
houses include the transitional Edwardian villa at No. 44, constructed c.1905 for Kathleen Agnes
Seaton [12], and the Inter-War bungalow at No. 50, constructed c¢.1925 for Louis Grosvenor Hay
Ball, a clerk of Traralgon [13].

SOURCES
Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, ‘Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History’, 2008

[1] Traralgon Heritage Study 1992 cites Traralgon rate books

[2] Plan of the township at Traralgon and adjacent lots, A. L. Jones 1858

[3] Suburban and Town Lots Traralgon, 1871

[4] Survey plan of Gippsland Railway,1873

[5] Plan of Township of Traralgon, Dept. Lands and Survey 1954

[6] Land Victoria, Certificates of Title Vol. 1334 Fol. 694, Vol. 1487 Fol. 377
[7] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 3108 Fol. 488

[8] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 3263 Fol. 468

[9] Land Victoria, Certificates of Title Vol. 1709 Fol. 753, Vol. 3643. Fol. 525
[10] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 3359 Fol. 761

[11] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 1161 Fol. 077, LP 2750

[12] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 2967 Fol. 226

[13] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 4979 Fol. 735

[14] Mrs Edna Couchman's sister pers. comm., (THS, 1992)

Creation Date ¢.1890-1940 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes

7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

7.3 Developing towns and regional
centres in the twentieth century

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE  The Traralgon Railway Residential precinct comprises a group of streets to the south of Traralgon
Railway Station including Coates, Collins, Curran, Meredith, Morrison & Shakespeare streets and
Queens Parade. The places that contribute to the precinct are:

- Coates Street- 2,4, 6

- Collins Street - 12

- Morrison Street 2, 4 and 6

- Queens Parade (odd, south side) 11, 13, 17, 19, 23, 25, 27, 29, 31, 33, 35, 37, 39 (Etheldale)*
and 41.

- Shakespeare Street (odd) 35, 37, 39, 43, 45 (Ewington)* and 47, 49 & 51, (even) 32, 34, 36,
38, 40-2, 44, 46, 48 and 50*

The original form and detailing and the consistency of scale and siting of houses contributes to
the significance of the precinct. The predominantly low height of front fences is also contributory
as it allows the appreciation of the historic character of the houses within the precinct.

*These places are individually significant and have a separate citation in this Study.

How is it significant?
The Traralgon Railway Residential precinct is of local historic and architectural significance to
Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Traralgon Railway Residential precinct is of historic significance as an area that is associated
with an important phase of development of Traralgon in the early to mid twentieth century that
began the transfer of the railway depot to Traralgon in 1903, which led to increased demand for
accommodation for railway workers in proximity to the station and stimulated the development of
Traralgon as a regional centre. The precinct provides tangible evidence of the consequent
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expansion of the town beyond its originally surveyed boundaries to the south of the railway.
(RNE criteria A.4 and D.2)

It has architectural significance as a representative example of a twentieth century residential
precinct that provides evidence of the evolution and development of domestic architecture in
Traralgon (RNE criterion D.2).

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HOS85 Recommended
Extent To the extent of properties as shown on the Traralgon Railway Residential precinct plan.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified
Conservation Management
GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:
1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:
- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.
- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.
- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.
2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly
contemporary in design.
2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.
3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the
Significant or Contributory building/s.
4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:
- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.
4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:
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- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.

7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.

8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. In the case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell

Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 17/07/2010 55






PRECINCT - TRARALGON, GORDON CRESCENT

Place No. 458

ADDRESS

20-28 & 23 - 25 Gordon Crescent and 85-93 & 90 Church Street Last Update 1/09/2008
Traralgon HO No.

DESCRIPTION

The Gordon Crescent precinct in Traralgon comprises the properties at 85, 87, 90 & 93 Church
Street and 23, 25 and 20-28 Gordon Crescent in Traralgon. It is an early inter-war residential
precinct, which comprises late Edwardian and inter-war weatherboard bungalows on garden
allotments. The Edwardian houses at 26 and 28 Gordon Street are similar in appearance, which
suggests that they may have been constructed by the same builder. As noted in the history,
Thomas Downie who was a local builder was associated with the house at No.26 and so may have
built both houses. They are asymmetrical Edwardian weatherboard bungalows with hip and gable
roofs (The use of small ‘gablets’ as on these houses at the top of the hip roof is typical of
Downie’s other houses). The projecting gables have half-timbering to the gable end.

The house at No.87-9 Church Street illustrates the transitional styles between the Edwardian era
bungalows and the Californian Bungalows that emerged in the 1920s. It has a fine Canary Island
Palm, which is a typical inter-war planting.

Other houses within the precinct are typical of the inter-war bungalow style. No.20 is a typical
example of a California Bungalow with a traverse gable roof and projecting gable forming a large
porch at the front.

The Gordon Crescent precinct compares with the Moore Street precinct in Traralgon. It has a
similar level of integrity and also illustrates the development of Traralgon to the north of Grey
Street in the early twentieth century.
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HISTORY

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats Redevelopment Key elements Buildings

Designer Builder

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Traralgon’s origins date from the early pastoral period. Edward Hobson occupied the Traralgon
run in 1844 and an accommodation house near Traralgon Creek provided shelter for travellers on
the route between Melbourne and Sale. The town was surveyed in 1858 and a census in 1861
revealed there were 36 residents. However, it was the construction of the railway line between
Sale and Melbourne, which was completed in 1879, that was a major impetus to the town and
most development thereafter took place on the western side of the creek to the north of the station
(Context, 2008:42).

In 1880, the Traralgon became the centre of the Shire of Traralgon, which separated from the
Shire of Rosedale. The construction of a branch railway line from Traralgon to Stratford by 1886
further consolidated the role of Traralgon as a legal, administrative and educational centre for the
surrounding hinterland where dairying and saw milling were developing as major industries. In the
1880s four brickyards were operating, substantial public buildings were constructed in the town
and new subdivisions provided land for housing. The importance of Traralgon as a regional centre
was illustrated by the construction of the new post office and courthouse in 1886 (Context,
2008:42).

Traralgon’s importance as a railway town increased when it became a service depot in 1903
employing over 90 workers, which boosted development and created a demand for housing.
Consequently the town began to expand beyond the 1858 boundaries. To the south of the railway
many railway workers moved into cottages in new subdivisions including the Queen’s Parade
(formerly Railway Parade) area and the combination of houses and railway buildings in this
precinct reveal the integration of work and community. To the north the subdivision and sale from
1907 onwards of the former Traralgon Park estate enabled the town boundaries to extend beyond
Grey Street creating Moore Street and Campbell Street (now Gordon Crescent). The commercial
centre continued to grow, extending along the length of Franklin Street between the station end
and the post office and courthouse. Imposing new two story commercial buildings were
constructed including the Gippsland Trading Company in 1903, and Layton’s Stores in 1907.
Traralgon’s growth continued after World War One before the on-set of the Great Depression. In
the early 1920s after a period of inactivity after the war, Traralgon experienced a ‘building boom’
as a number of new houses were built including Wigg’s brick house in Hickox Street (Context,
2008:42).

PRECINCT HISTORY

As noted above, the subdivision and sale of the Traralgon Park estate in 1907 enabled Traralgon
to extend to the north of Grey Street, which had defined the northern boundary of the town since
the original survey in 1858.

The 1907 subdivision created 97 suburban lots in the area north of Grey Street extending from
Franklin Street to Burns Street and facing two new east-west streets. The street names eventually
ascribed to the subdivision - Byron, Moore, Gordon and Burns - all have poetic associations, and
according to local history points to there 'evidently being lovers of the Muse among the early
citizens' [4]. The northernmost street, now known as Gordon Crescent, was originally known as
Campbell Street and land around the intersection of Church Street (which originally did not extend
north of Campbell/Gordon Street) was sold to various people between 1907 and 1910 [1].
However, development did not commence until after the First World War and the precinct was
fully developed by the 1940s.

For example, the house at 26 Gordon Street, Traralgon was constructed by 1924 for T.W. Downie
who let it to a tenant, Mr Bohlman. Downie had acquired the property from a Mr Bohlman who in
1923 was listed as the owner of ‘Allot. Traralgon Park’ with a value of £3; the following year the
property is described as containing a house with a value of £32. In 1925, Mr Robert Flower
became the owner and he was resident in the house by 1927. Downie was a builder who
constructed a number of houses in Traralgon, so it is likely that he constructed this house [2].

The adjoining house at 28 Gordon Street, Traralgon was constructed by 1924 for W.G. Spencer.
He sold it almost immediately to Ernest J. Stammers who lived in the house until the 1950s [3].
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SOURCES
Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, ‘Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History’, 2008

[1] Land Victoria, Certificate of title, Vol. 3259 Fol.722, LP 4864

[2] Traralgon Rate books 1923-24 (No. in rate, 352), 1924-25 (45), 1925-26 (48), 1927-28 (232)
[3] Traralgon Rate books 1923-24 (No. in rate, 352), 1924-25 (45), 1925-26 (48), 1927-28 (232)
[4] From Squatter's hut to City. Traralgon 1840-1976, Traralgon, 1979, p.29

Creation Date ¢.1920-40 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes

7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

STATEMENT OF What is significant?
SIGNIFICANCE The Gordon Crescent precinct in Traralgon comprises the properties at 85, 87, 90 & 93 Church

Street and 23, 25 and 20-28 Gordon Crescent in Traralgon. It is an inter-war residential precinct,
which comprises late Edwardian and inter-war weatherboard bungalows on garden allotments.
The consistency of scale (single storey), siting (detached, with similar front and side setbacks
behind low front fences) and form (asymmetrical plan with hip and gable roofs) is an important
characteristic of the precinct. The mature Canary Island Palm, which is a typical interwar
planting, in the garden at No.87-9 Church Street is also an important contributory element.

The units at 24 Gordon Crescent are not significant.

How is it significant?
The Gordon Crescent residential precinct is of local historic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Gordon Crescent residential precinct is historically significant as a representative example of
a residential area that is associated with an important phase of development in Traralgon during
the early twentieth century. It provides tangible evidence of the expansion of Traralgon to the
north of Grey Street following the subdivision of the Traralgon Park estate in 1907. (RNE criteria
A4,D.2)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended
Extent The whole of the precinct as shown on the Gordon Crescent precinct plan.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified
Conservation Management
GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:
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1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:

- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly
contemporary in design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the
Significant or Contributory building/s.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.

4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.

7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.

8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. In the case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.
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ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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PRECINCT - TRARALGON, APM SENIOR STAFF HOUSES

Place No. 380

ADDRESS

93 - 99 Grey Street, and 76 & 78 Kay Street Last Update 21/03/2008
Traralgon HO No.

DESCRIPTION

The APM Staff Housing area is a distinct grouping of six houses at Nos. 76 and 78 Kay Street,
and 93-99 Grey Street, Traralgon. The group is closest to the central business district of Traralgon
compared with the other housing estates APM built for its workers, and takes advantage of the
hilltop location. The Inter-War house on the south-west corner of Grey and Clarke Streets is not
part of the APM group.

The houses are mostly weatherboard bungalows built in a range of Inter-War styles ranging from
the 'picturesque’, such as No. 78 Kay Street to more Moderne influences (No. 76 Kay Street)

The two Kay Street houses overlook the town and access the most prestigious street address. Each
house occupies a large proportion of its site. Number 76 Kay Street is a timber house, with a
gable roof, part of which extends to form a garage. A series of vertical fixed windows is the sole
decoration on the south side (the garage), while the main section of the house uses corner windows
to good effect. It is substantially intact. Number 78 Kay Street forms a focus of the cluster, being
the only two-storey house and garden of this period and style in the group. It is a Cape Cod style
house, a style more common in the 1960s and 70s, and possibly fairly unusual at this early date. It
is substantially intact, retaining its original form and detailing, down to the timber garage doors.
The fence has been replaced.

The Grey Street houses are row of large weatherboard bungalows with various styles of fencing
and mixed exotic and native plantings. The house at No. 93 is based on a Bungalow, with a
transverse gable and central gabled porch (now enclosed). It would appear that the porch was
intended to suggest a classical reference, with the enclosed gable forming a pediment supported on
paired columns. These columns can be seen through the small windows in the boarded walls that
enclose the porch. Otherwise the house appears to be largely intact, with its fence and garage
being part of the original plan. The lawn strip adjacent to the footpath features Prunus plantings,
typical of the street tree preferences of the 1940s period.

All of the houses within the precinct contribute to its significance.
Condition Good Integrity High

Threats None apparent Key elements Buildings
Fence/Gate/Wall

Tree/s

Designer Builder

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT
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Apart from Traralgon, which was boosted by the opening of the railway depot in 1903, and
Morwell, which was boosted by closer settlement of its hinterland, Moe and the other smaller
towns in the study area grew slowly in the first decades of the twentieth century or began to
decline in population and much of the growth in the inter-war period was concentrated in the new
town of Yallourn. However, after a period of dormancy following the Great Depression the
opening of the APM mill complex in 1937 and massive expansion of the SEC after the Second
World War had a profound impact upon the three main towns in the study area. All experienced
significant population growth in the period after the Second World War when they were
transformed from small country towns to large urban centres, which began to rival Sale for the
role of ‘Capital of Gippsland’. After experiencing years of decline, many of the smaller rural
towns were also to find new life as dormitory suburbs serving the employment centres in the main
townships (Context, 2008:46).

It was in Traralgon that APM’s decision in the 1930s to build a paper mill had the most impact.
APM built 1,000 houses for its employees in Traralgon. The APM estates were influenced by
garden suburb planning ideas and included generous areas of open space. An elite group of six
houses was also built by APM for senior staff in Kay, Clarke and Grey Streets. Workers were able
to buy their houses by paying a deposit and using their rent to contribute to the balance. Now a
major component of housing in Traralgon, the APM estates reveal insights to company housing
and facilities considered suitable for staff and workers (Context, 2008:48).

The construction of the APM mill resulted in a shortage of housing and Cuthill recalls that by
1945:

"It was still impossible for people not working out at the mill to find an empty house, and the
Victorian Housing Commission took over a large piece of Traralgon Park in Gordon Street. The
Commission called for people to give a price for building houses there, and Mr. J.J. Clift from
Melbourne was successful in getting the job, Mr. Gavin Blythman, his foreman, came up from
Melbourne, and work was started. The Commission built 199 houses in this particular part of the
town, the scheme in this area being finished in 1952."

Further housing was provided in estates developed by private entrepreneurs, however, despite all
of this housing shortages were still experienced in Traralgon. As a result many large older houses
in Traralgon were converted to boarding houses to meet demand. One example is ‘Etheldale’ at 15
Collins Street, which was operated by APM as a ‘Staff Boarding House’ from 1946-54. (Context,
2008:48)

PRECINCT HISTORY

As noted above Australian Paper Manufacturers (APM) established large housing estates in
Traralgon, starting in 1939 to provide accommodation for workers at its nearby mill at Maryvale,
which began development in 1937. These estates were modelled on the notions emerging at this
time about 'industrial garden villages' and were influenced by the appointment of Herbert Gepp as
General Manager of APM in 1936, a position he held until 1950. He was influential in bringing
these ideas to APM, which had been applied by Electrolytic Zinc (when he was General Manager
at EZ) at Lutana Village constructed 1919-22 near Hobart. [1]

In addition to estates for workers, APM established hostels and a senior staff housing area on
Grey and Kay Streets during the Inter-War period. In May 1938 APM purchased ten adjoining
lots in Kay, McLean (later Clarke) and Kay Streets, which it re-subdivided to form 6 larger lots.
[2] Within a year of purchase it took out mortgages to the State Savings Bank of Victoria,
presumably to finance the construction of the six new senior staff houses, which were designed in
1938 in a range of eclectic Inter-War styles and completed by 1940. A plan dated 1941 shows the
'footprint' of each house, annotated with the intended occupant but does not indicate the designer
of the buildings [3]. Each house design is distinctively individual, however as a group, they can be
interpreted as a reflection of a philosophy of 'centralised team management' within manufacturing
industry during that period. Original occupants of the houses included:

- Mr Frank M. Hunter who lived at No. 76. Gepp had recruited Hunter from Kermandie and
Bowaters in the United Kingdom. While with APM he was involved in investigating tissue
manufacture.

- No. 78 was the residence of Mr J.A. Bardsley who was the second superintendent of construction
appointed to oversee the building of the Maryvale mill. Bardsley was another one of Gepp's
overseas appointments. He was from England and had been recruited while working at the
Wayagamak kraft pulp and paper mill in Canada.
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It is assumed that all of the houses in the APM staff house group were architect-designed, however
further research is required to confirm this.

APM retained ownership over all of the houses until the late 1950s when they began to be sold.
Some, like No. 76 Kay Street were purchased by former APM employees (in that case Norman
Mallows, a Mill superintendent), while others were purchased by Traralgon business people such
as Ronald Kyle, a chemist. [4]

SOURCES
Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, ‘Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History’, 2008

[1] R. Freestone Model communities: the Garden City movement in Australia, Nelson,
Melbourne, 1989, pp. 141, 146, 149, 222.

[2] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 6197 Fol. 263, LP 13476, LP 15136

[3] Housing & Property - Traralgon: Staff Subdivision Complete Block Plans, Drawing No.
P431, 1814/1941.

[4] Land Victoria, Certificate of Title Vol. 6197 Fol. 263

Creation Date 1938-39 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

Australian Paper Manufacturers 5. INDUSTRIALISATION & MAKING
A REGION

5.2 Paper manufacturing
7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.3 Developing towns and regional
centres in the twentieth century

STATEMENT OF
SIGNIFICANCE

What is significant?

The APM Senior Staff housing precinct, comprising the houses constructed c.1939 for the
Australian Paper Mills, at 93-99 Grey Street and 76-78 Kay Street, Traralgon. The original form
and detailing, and the consistency of scale and siting of the houses behind low front fences
contributes to the significance of the precinct.

The houses at 93 Grey Street and 76 and 78 Kay Street are individually significant and have a
separate citation in this Study.

How is it significant?
The APM Senior Staff housing precinct is of local historic and aesthetic significance to Latrobe
City.

Why is it significant?

The APM Senior Staff housing precinct is of local historic significance for its associations with
Australian Paper Mills and demonstrates the important influence that APM had upon the
development of Traralgon in the Inter-War and immediate post-war period. (RNE criteria A.4,
D.2 and H.1)

The APM Senior Staff housing precinct is of aesthetic significance as a unique and fine example
of an Inter-War residential precinct comprising a group of houses of individual design that are
nonetheless related in terms of their form, scale and siting and display a range of popular housing
styles of the period. The houses both individually and as a whole are notable for their high degree
of external integrity and are enhanced by mature gardens. (RNE criterion E.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended
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Extent To extent of the houses at 93-99 Grey Street and 76 & 78 Kay Street, Traralgon.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:

- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly
contemporary in design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the
Significant or Contributory building/s.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.

4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.
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7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.

8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. In the case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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PRECINCT - TRARALGON, HENRY STREET

Place No. 378
ADDRESS 08 - 14 Henry Street Last Update 4/12/2008
Traralgon HO No. /HO87
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DESCRIPTION

Henry Street, between Breed Street and Ethel Street comprises a mix of twentieth century housing,
which illustrate various phases in the street's development. The first phase of development from
the late nineteenth to early twentieth century is demonstrated by this group of late
Victorian/Federation era double-fronted symmetrical weatherboard houses at Nos. 8-14. These
houses are of similar design and siting with hipped corrugated iron roofs and front verandahs and
with the related low timber picket fences to nos. 8-12 (which are sympathetic to the era, but not
original) form a visually homogeneous group.

The house at No.8 has a relatively high degree of external integrity. Original features include the
tripartite front windows in the front elevation on either side of the centrally placed front door and
double hung sash windows in the side elevation. It has three corbelled brick chimneys including
one in the rear skillion section.

The house at No. 10 has a moderate degree of external integrity. Original features include the
double hung sash windows. The verandah has a cast iron frieze. Unlike the other houses it has one
chimney placed externally, which appears to be a later addition - this possibly suggests that the
house was moved to the site from elsewhere.

The house at No.12 has a relatively high degree of external integrity. Orginal features include the
tall double hung sash windows on either side of the centrally placed front door, which has
sidelights and highlights. Other windows are double hung sash. The elegant convex verandah has a
cast iron frieze and is supported on turned posts. There are two corbelled brick chimneys.

The house at No.14 has a moderate degree of external integrity. The front elevation remains
essentially intact and comprises tripartite windows on either side of the centrally placed doorway
with sidelights and highlights. The straight verandah has cast iron frieze and straight posts. It has
one brick chimney, now painted white. The horizontal balustrade is not original. The
weatherboards on the side walls have been replaced with hardiplank, and the timber windows
replaced with aluminium framed examples of different proportions.
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Other individually notable buildings in Henry Street include the Edwardian double-fronted
weatherboard villa at No. 2, the asymmetrical Queen Anne style villa at No. 19, and 'Thus Kaner',
a transitional weatherboard dwelling at No. 34 (refer to separate citations in this Study for detailed
descriptions of these houses).

The balance of the housing in the street is a mixture of some Inter-War and mostly Post-war
houses. The houses are generally related in scale, siting and form to the earlier houses. Lot sizes
and setbacks are generous and uniform along the street.

The road slopes from the western hill top towards the town at the east. There is a clear view from
the crest to the intersection with Breed Street. The water tower at the north-east corner of Fairview
Street is a landmark in the streetscape. Established Pin Oaks plantings highlight the visual
continuity along the southern side of the street, while on the northern side there are also mostly Pin
Oaks that have been pruned to avoid power lines.

Common fencing techniques include low pickets, hedges and wire fences. Several properties on
the street do not have fencing. The minimal emphasis on property borders contributes to the
garden character of the precinct and allows an appreciation of the historic character of the
individual houses and groups described above.

Condition Good Integrity High

Threats Redevelopment Key elements Buildings
Tree/s

Designer Builder

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Traralgon’s origins date from the early pastoral period. Edward Hobson occupied the Traralgon
run in 1844 and an accommodation house near Traralgon Creek provided shelter for travellers on
the route between Melbourne and Sale. The town was surveyed in 1858 and a census in 1861
revealed there were 36 residents. However, it was the construction of the railway line between
Sale and Melbourne, which was completed in 1879, that was a major impetus to the town and
most development thereafter took place on the western side of the creek to the north of the station
(Context, 2008:42).

In 1880, the Traralgon became the centre of the Shire of Traralgon, which separated from the
Shire of Rosedale. The construction of a branch railway line from Traralgon to Stratford by 1886
further consolidated the role of Traralgon as a legal, administrative and educational centre for the
surrounding hinterland where dairying and saw milling were developing as major industries. In the
1880s four brickyards were operating, substantial public buildings were constructed in the town
and new subdivisions provided land for housing. The importance of Traralgon as a regional centre
was illustrated by the construction of the new post office and courthouse in 1886 (Context,
2008:42).

Traralgon’s importance as a railway town increased when it became a service depot in 1903
employing over 90 workers, which boosted development and created a demand for housing.
Consequently the town began to expand beyond the 1858 boundaries. To the south of the railway
many railway workers moved into cottages in new subdivisions including the Queen’s Parade
(formerly Railway Parade) area and the combination of houses and railway buildings in this
precinct reveal the integration of work and community. To the north the subdivision and sale from
1907 onwards of the former Traralgon Park estate enabled the town boundaries to extend beyond
Grey Street creating Moore Street and Campbell Street (now Gordon Crescent). The commercial
centre continued to grow, extending along the length of Franklin Street between the station end
and the post office and courthouse. Imposing new two story commercial buildings were
constructed including the Gippsland Trading Company in 1903, and Layton’s Stores in 1907.
Traralgon’s growth continued after World War One before the on-set of the Great Depression. In
the early 1920s after a period of inactivity after the war, Traralgon experienced a ‘building boom’
as a number of new houses were built including Wigg’s brick house in Hickox Street (Context,
2008:42).

PRECINCT HISTORY

One of the oldest residential streets in Traralgon, Henry Street was created by two subdivisions in
the mid 1880s by two men, John Peterkin and Henry Breed. In 1882 John Peterkin obtained the
Crown Grant to 47 acres of land west of the Traralgon township survey, which was part of Crown
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Allotment 5 in the Parish of Traralgon. Three years later in 1885 he subdivided his property,
creating quarter acre lots along streets he named Ethel, Mabel and Olive after his daughters. Olive
Street later became the western half of what is now Henry Street. Sales commenced in late 1885
and were initially slow with only 2 lots selling each in 1885 and 1886, however sales picked up
from 1887-89 and by 1893 most of the lots were sold. [1]

Meanwhile, in August 1887, Henry Breed obtained the Crown Grant to 20 acres of land situated
between Peterkin’s land and the western edge of the Traralgon township survey, comprising
Crown Allotments 6, 8, 9 and 11. His subdivision, known as the ‘Ben Venue Estate’, was
approved by early 1888 and the first land sales were held on the 23rd of April in that year. This
subdivision created the eastern half of Henry/Olive Street, connecting that street to the
Government Road that defined the western edge of the township survey that would later be named
after Breed. It also created a new north-south street known as Albert Street. Lots sold quickly and
most were disposed of by 1895. However, despite this success Henry Breed appears to have
gotten into some financial difficulty with the Title recording no fewer that three copy writs of
‘Fieri Facias’ issed by the Supreme Court against Mr Breed by individuals and organisations
including the Colonial Bank of Australasia. This resulted, by 1908, in the transfer by 'the Sheriff'
of the final unsold lot in the subdivision (at the south-west corner of Henry and Albert Streets) to
the Colonial Bank. [2]

What are now the four properties known as 8-14 Henry Street were situated within the Ben Venue
Estate at the eastern end of the street near the intersection with Breed Street. In 1889 these four
lots were among several parcels of land sold to Michael Daneyer. He held them until June 1900
when they were sold to John English, a Commission Agent [3]. From August 1902 to March 1903
the lots were sold to individual owners [3] and the houses were presumably constructed around
this time or before. The houses can be seen in a ¢.1905 photograph of Henry Street looking east
toward the township [4].

SOURCES
Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, ‘Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History’, 2008

[1] Land Victoria, LP 860, Certificate of Title Vol. 1426 Fol. 037

[2] Land Victoria, LP 1767, Certificate of Title Vol. 1935 Fol. 870, also Traralgon Heritage
Study cites Cuthill Land of little fishes', Vol 4-1 p.22; 4-4 and Jean Court & Bert Thompson,
"From squatter's hut to City. Traralgon 1840-1976', 1976, p.29

[3] Land Victoria, Certificates of title Vol.2136 Fol.078, Vol.2773 Fol.578

[4] Traralgon & District Historical Society, "Traralgon. A tableau through time', Traralgon, 1985,
p.42

Creation Date ¢.1890-1910 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

John Peterkin, Henry Breed 7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE The Henry Street precinct, which comprises a group of four late Victorian/Federation era
weatherboard villas at Nos. 8-14 Henry Street in Traralgon. The consistency of form, detailing,
siting and scale of these houses is integral to the significance of the precinct.
How is it significant?
The Henry Street precinct is of local historic significance to Latrobe City.
Why is it significant?
The Henry Street precinct is of local historic significance as representative example of the private
residential subdivisions that illustrate the growth of Traralgon in the decades following the
opening of the Gippsland Railway in 1879. As many of the earlier residential areas within the
township survey area have been redeveloped, Henry Street is now one of the oldest residential
areas within the town and this is the most intact group of early housing in Traralgon. (RNE
criteria A4, B.2, D.2)
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LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO87 Recommended

Extent The Henry Street precinct should include the properties at Nos. 8-14. The individually
significant properties at Nos. 2, 19, and 34 may be added individually as part of this
precinct (ie. with the same HO number) or with separate HO nos.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:

- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly
contemporary in design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the
Significant or Contributory building/s.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.

4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
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efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.

7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.

8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. In the case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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PRECINCT - TRARALGON, MOORE STREET

Place No. 381
ADDRESS 47-61 & 48 - 60 Moore Street Last Update 17/06/2010
Traralgon HO No. /HO88

DESCRIPTION  The Moore Street precinct comprises the houses at 47-61 and 48-60 Moore Street in Traralgon. It
is an inter-war residential precinct, which comprises a mixture of Edwardian and inter-war
detached bungalows on garden allotments. The houses are related in terms of their scale
(originally all single storey with some later double storey additions as noted below), siting
(detached, with similar front and side setbacks) and form (asymmetrical plan with complex hip
and gable roofs) creating a homogeneous streetscape.

With the exception of the post-war house at No.59 all of the houses are contributory to the
significance of the precinct. Many houses in this group feature more ornate decorative treatment
than other houses in Traralgon dating from this period, suggesting the relative affluence of their
house owners, and possible connection with particular local builders. Notable houses include:

- The pair of near identical asymmetrical Edwardian weatherboard villas with return verandahs at
nos. 48 and 50. As noted in the History, it is believed that these houses were constructed by
Traralgon builder, T.W. Downie and they illustrate his skill as a craftsman designer/builder.

- The house at No.60, which is a good example of a California Bungalow with a half-hipped tile
roof.

- The brick bungalow with a terracotta tile roof at No.55. As noted in the History, this is thought
to have been constructed by local brickmakers, the Wigg brothers, and it demonstrates their skill
as bricklayers. The semi-circular arched porch flanked by large brick piers with angled buttresses

Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 17/06/2010 72



is a notable and distinctive feature. The rendered brick front fence appears to be contemporary
with the house.

The integrity of the houses varies, but most of the main street elevations remain relatively intact.
Second storey additions have been made to a number of houses on the south side, but as these are
set back behind the main ridge line of the original houses they are not an overly dominant element
in the streetscape.

The slope gives attractive views along the street. Wide grassed verges are planted alternatively
with ornamental Prunus and Melaleuca creating a sunny open aspect to the streetscape. Fence
styles vary along the street but are mostly low, which contributes to the garden suburb character of
the street. Wire fences, hedges and pickets predominate. As noted above there is one original, or
early, rendered brick fence at No.55, which complements the brick house.

The precinct compares with other inter-war precincts such as Bridges Avenue in Traralgon and the
other Moore Street precinct in Moe. All have similarly high levels of integrity in terms of
contributory buildings, with a similar style of housing.

Condition Good Integrity High

Threats Key elements Buildings
Streetscape
Tree/s

Designer Builder

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Traralgon’s origins date from the early pastoral period. Edward Hobson occupied the Traralgon
run in 1844 and an accommodation house near Traralgon Creek provided shelter for travellers on
the route between Melbourne and Sale. The town was surveyed in 1858 and a census in 1861
revealed there were 36 residents. However, it was the construction of the railway line between
Sale and Melbourne, which was completed in 1879, that was a major impetus to the town and
most development thereafter took place on the western side of the creek to the north of the station
(Context, 2008:42).

In 1880, the Traralgon became the centre of the Shire of Traralgon, which separated from the
Shire of Rosedale. The construction of a branch railway line from Traralgon to Stratford by 1886
further consolidated the role of Traralgon as a legal, administrative and educational centre for the
surrounding hinterland where dairying and saw milling were developing as major industries. In the
1880s four brickyards were operating, substantial public buildings were constructed in the town
and new subdivisions provided land for housing. The importance of Traralgon as a regional centre
was illustrated by the construction of the new post office and courthouse in 1886 (Context,
2008:42).

Traralgon’s importance as a railway town increased when it became a service depot in 1903
employing over 90 workers, which boosted development and created a demand for housing.
Consequently the town began to expand beyond the 1858 boundaries. To the south of the railway
many railway workers moved into cottages in new subdivisions including the Queen’s Parade
(formerly Railway Parade) area and the combination of houses and railway buildings in this
precinct reveal the integration of work and community. To the north the subdivision and sale from
1907 onwards of the former Traralgon Park estate enabled the town boundaries to extend beyond
Grey Street creating Moore Street and Campbell Street (now Gordon Crescent). The commercial
centre continued to grow, extending along the length of Franklin Street between the station end
and the post office and courthouse. Imposing new two story commercial buildings were
constructed including the Gippsland Trading Company in 1903, and Layton’s Stores in 1907.
Traralgon’s growth continued after World War One before the on-set of the Great Depression. In
the early 1920s after a period of inactivity after the war, Traralgon experienced a ‘building boom’
as a number of new houses were built including Wigg’s brick house in Hickox Street (Context,
2008:42).

PRECINCT HISTORY

As noted above, the subdivision and sale of the Traralgon Park estate in 1907 enabled Traralgon
to extend to the north of Grey Street, which had defined the northern boundary of the town since
the original survey in 1858. The street names eventually ascribed to the subdivision - Byron,
Moore, Gordon and Burns - all have poetic associations, and according to local history points to
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there 'evidently being lovers of the Muse among the early citizens' [From Squatter's hut to City,
p-29].

In Moore Street the properties in the block between Byron Street and Burns Street at the western
end of that street were sold to three people in 1908. On the north side all the lots in Block 5 of the
subdivision were purchased by Charles Whittakers, and were later all sold in 1909 to Robert Ikin
and then in 1909-10 to Thomas Allard Pettit. On the south side in Block 4 Hadasser McKay
Burnet purchased all but three lots facing Byron Street (lots 8, 9 and 10), which were purchased
by Archibald Mathison and George Davis (Land Victoria 1).

All three owners held the land in single ownership until during and just after the First World War,
when the lots began to be sold off individually. On the north side, Pettit sold off what are now the
properties from nos. 48 to 60 between 1915 and 1920 (Land Victoria 2). Most of the lots on the
south side were sold later, generally between 1924 and 1929 (Land Victoria 3). It appears that the
first houses were built by the early 1920s and this part of Moore Street was almost fully developed
by the end of the inter-war period.

For example, the property at No.52 was purchased by W.R. Ellis in 1915 and the Traralgon Pan
Register indicates that there was house a house on this site by the end of 1919. By 1921 the owner
was T.E. Spowart, a teacher, who was rated for a house, situated in "Traralgon Park’, valued at
£26. By the following year, Spowart's house is listed as being in Moore Street. (Land Victoria 2,
PR/RB). This house, in a late Victorian style, is reputed to have been moved here from Walhalla.
The exact dates of the adjoining houses to the east at nos. 50 and 48 are not known, however, it is
possible that they were built c.1924 by T.W. Downie, a prolific Traralgon builder who built many
houses during the interwar period. These two houses of near identical design, are very similar to
two houses at 26 and 28 Gordon Crescent, which were constructed in 1924 (please refer to the
separate citation in this Study for the Gordon Crescent precinct). Thomas Downie was the one
time owner and presumed builder of the house at 26 Gordon Crescent and is believed to have
constructed the near identical house next door at No.28.

On the south side of the street, Arthur James Wigg purchased two lots, 11 and 12, in 1925 (Land
Victoria 3). Arthur worked in partnership with his brother Abraham and operated a brickworks on
what is now Duncan Cameron Reserve. It was one of four brickyards in or close to Traralgon
operating by the 1880s and probably the longest lasting, finally closing in the 1950s. The Wiggs
were major suppliers of bricks for commercial and public buildings and houses within Traralgon
and also constructed a number of buildings. The fine brick house now at No.55 (lot 12) is likely to
have been built by them or at least using their bricks.

SOURCES

Land Victoria 1, Certificates of title Vol.3259 Fol.727, Vo0l.3259 Fol.730, Vol.3261 Fol.066,
Vol.3269 Fol.735, LP 4864

Land Victoria 2, Certificate of title Vol.3808 Fol.483

Land Victoria 3, Certificate of title Vol.3259 Fol.730, Vol.3269 Fol.735

Traralgon Pan Register (PR), 1919-21 (350)

Traralgon Rate Books (RB), 1920/21 (513), 1921/22 (534)

From Squatter's hut to City. Traralgon 1840-1976, Traralgon, 1979

Creation Date ¢.1915-1940 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

7.3 Developing towns and regional
centres in the twentieth century

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE

The Moore Street precinct comprises the houses at 47-61 and 48-60 Moore Street in Traralgon.
The following features contribute to significance of the precinct:

- All of the houses, with the sole exception of No.59, which are a mixture of Edwardian and inter-
war detached bungalows on garden allotments. The consistency of scale (originally all single
storey), siting (detached, with similar front and side setbacks) and form (asymmetrical plan with
often complex hip and gable roofs) is an important characteristic.
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- The original, or early, rendered brick fence at No.55 is also significant. The low height of other
front fences is also important as it contributes to the garden suburb character.

The house at N0.59 and the post-war additions to other houses are not significant.

How is it significant?
The Moore Street residential precinct is of local historic, architectural and aesthetic significance
to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Moore Street residential precinct is historically and architecturally significant as a
representative example of an inter-war residential area that is associated with an important phase
of development in Traralgon. It provides tangible evidence of the expansion of Traralgon to the
north of Grey Street following the subdivision of the Traralgon Park estate in 1907. (RNE criteria
A4,D.2)

The Moore Street precinct is aesthetically significant as a very intact inter-war residential
precinct. Integral to the aesthetic qualities of the precinct is the consistent historic character
created by the inter-war houses of similar scale, siting and form. The low front fences also
contribute to the garden suburb character. (RNE criterion E.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HOS88 Recommended
Extent The whole of the precinct as shown on the Moore Street, Traralgon precinct plan.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:

- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly

contemporary in design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
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result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the
Significant or Contributory building/s.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.

4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.

7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.

8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. In the case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
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conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council
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PRECINCT - TRARALGON, THOMAS STREET

Place No. 382

ADDRESS

1-7 & 2-6 Thomas Street and 63 Queens Parade Last Update 22/02/2008
Traralgon HO No. HO/HO89

DESCRIPTION

The Thomas Street precinct comprises the houses at 1-7 and 2-6 Thomas Street and 63 Queens
Parade in Traralgon. It is an inter-war residential precinct, which comprises a mixture of
Edwardian and inter-war detached bungalows on garden allotments. The houses are related in
terms of their scale (single storey), siting (detached, with similar front and side setbacks) and form
(predominantly symmetrical plan with hip and gable roofs) creating a homogeneous streetscape.

All of the houses are contributory to the significance of the precinct. Notable houses include the
Edwardian weatherboard bungalows at nos. 1, 3 and 6, which are believed to be the work of local
builder, T.W. (Thomas) Downie. The houses at nos. 1 and 3, which are near identical, are fine
examples of Edwardian timber bungalows, which appear to have been built late in that period
(perhaps ¢.1920). They demonstrate the homestead influence in the extension of the roofline to
form a verandah, with a small gable used to emphasis the size and pitch of the roof and the overall
symmetry of the design. The verandah fretwork uses tapering slats to good visual effect. The
windows are double hung sash and there is one brick chimney to each. One slight difference is the
decorative timber moulding used under the front windows in No.3.

The weatherboard house at No.6 Thomas Street has similar characteristics with a high-pitched
gambrel or louvre roof perhaps forming an extension to an earlier building. The narrow eaves also
suggest an earlier date and a later extension. A wide verandah supported on turned timber posts
enclosing the building on three sides. The house at No.63 Queens Parade has similar
characteristics.
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This precinct compares with other early twentieth century residential precincts such as the nearby
Railway Residential precinct comprising houses in Queens Parade and adjoining streets. The
modest houses are similar to those in Coates Street within that precinct. It also compares with the
early twentieth century housing found in the Gordon Crescent precinct and the Moore Street
precinct, both of which contain houses reputedly constructed by Downie.

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats Redevelopment Key elements Buildings
Designer Builder

HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT

Traralgon’s origins date from the early pastoral period. Edward Hobson occupied the Traralgon
run in 1844 and an accommodation house near Traralgon Creek provided shelter for travellers on
the route between Melbourne and Sale. The town was surveyed in 1858 and a census in 1861
revealed there were 36 residents. However, it was the construction of the railway line between
Sale and Melbourne, which was completed in 1879, that was a major impetus to the town and
most development thereafter took place on the western side of the creek to the north of the station
(Context, 2008:42).

In 1880, the Traralgon became the centre of the Shire of Traralgon, which separated from the
Shire of Rosedale. The construction of a branch railway line from Traralgon to Stratford by 1886
further consolidated the role of Traralgon as a legal, administrative and educational centre for the
surrounding hinterland where dairying and saw milling were developing as major industries. In the
1880s four brickyards were operating, substantial public buildings were constructed in the town
and new subdivisions provided land for housing. The importance of Traralgon as a regional centre
was illustrated by the construction of the new post office and courthouse in 1886 (Context,
2008:42).

Traralgon’s importance as a railway town increased when it became a service depot in 1903
employing over 90 workers, which boosted development and created a demand for housing.
Consequently the town began to expand beyond the 1858 boundaries. To the south of the railway
many railway workers moved into cottages in new subdivisions including the Queen’s Parade
(formerly Railway Parade) area and the combination of houses and railway buildings in this
precinct reveal the integration of work and community. To the north the subdivision and sale from
1907 onwards of the former Traralgon Park estate enabled the town boundaries to extend beyond
Grey Street creating Moore Street and Campbell Street (now Gordon Crescent). The commercial
centre continued to grow, extending along the length of Franklin Street between the station end
and the post office and courthouse. Imposing new two story commercial buildings were
constructed including the Gippsland Trading Company in 1903, and Layton’s Stores in 1907.
Traralgon’s growth continued after World War One before the on-set of the Great Depression. In
the early 1920s after a period of inactivity after the war, Traralgon experienced a ‘building boom’
as a number of new houses were built including Wigg’s brick house in Hickox Street (Context,
2008:42).

PRECINCT HISTORY

As noted above, the establishment of the railway depot at Traralgon in 1903 stimulated the
development of the town and encouraged expansion to the south of the railway line, which had
limited the growth of the town in that direction since it was opened in 1878.

Thomas Street is contained within CA 79A which was subdivided in 1905 as the ‘Milton Park
Estate’ by Thomas Allard Pettit. The subdivision created 54 lots facing the existing government
roads forming the boundaries of the allotment including Railway Street (later Queens Parade) to
the north and Dunbar Street to the east. Two new streets were created by the subdivision which
Pettit, a journalist, named after himself. Thomas Street was the north south street, intersecting at
its south end with Allard Street, which ran east-west. The lots in the subdivision were sold off
between 1905 and 1919. Many of the early purchasers bought multiple lots, which they later re-
subdivided and sold to individual purchasers (Land Victoria). It appears that the first houses in
Thomas Street did not commence until after the First World War with most development
occurring during the inter-war period.

A block of 7 lots on the south side of Allard Street was sold in 1917 to Sam Phillips, a
businessman from Walhalla who established a carrying business and livery stables in Traralgon
(Land Victoria). Phillips transported houses and building materials from Walhalla, which he re-
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erected on these lots. This included his own house at No.15, which incorporated parts of
Walhalla’s Grand Junction Hotel, Sam Phillips and his wife (Elizabeth Pearce) were the final
owners of the hotel, renaming it the ‘Junction Coffee Palace’ after its licence was relinquished [1].

Thomas Downie, a well known and prolific Traralgon builder, appears to have played a similar
role in Thomas Street and perhaps along the section of Queens Parade. Downie is believed to have
been the builder of 1 and 3 Thomas Street [2]. Similarities between these buildings and 6 Thomas
Street and 63 Queens Parade in particular suggest that they may also have been built by Downie.
Downie was born in Traralgon in 1883, travelling to New Zealand as a young man, and returning
to Traralgon with his new wife in the early years of this century. He worked as a builder all of his
life and built many timber houses in Traralgon, often purchasing the land and building houses to
meet the demand [2]. The family home also remains at 2 Coates Street, Traralgon and he is
thought to have built other Traralgon houses including those at 26 and 28 Gordon Crescent, 48
and 50 Moore Street, 34 Campbell Street, 23 Munro Street, and 13 Seymour Street.

What is now No. 1 Thomas Street is part of lot 6 and part of lot 9, while No.3 comprises lot 10
and part of lot 9. Lots 6-12 were purchased in 1912 by Mary Ann Bowden (Three years earlier she
also purchased the lot at the south-west corner of Thomas Street and Railway Street, now 63
Queens Parade). In July 1913 she sold the land to Frederick Grubb, a builder of Traralgon. He
subdivided the land into three lots and what is now No.1 was sold in 1923 to Thomas Foristal,
while No.3 was sold in 1921 to John Banks (Land Victoria 2).

The 1935 and 1946 rate books list No.1 as owned by J.W. Downie and as being occupied by
Robert Couchman. Edna Couchman, Robert’s wife, was Thomas Downie’s daughter [RB]. She
still lived in this house in 1992. According to title records, however, the Downie family only
owned the property between 1939 and 1946 when George A. Downie, a railway employee was
listed as the owner (Land Victoria 3).

On the east side of the street what is now No.6 Thomas Street comprises lots 41 and 44, which
were purchased in 1914 (along with the adjoining lot 45) by Arthur James Wigg, a local
brickmaker (He purchased other land in this subdivision including the lot at the south west corner
of Dunbar Road and Railway Street, where he built his own home in brick). In November 1923
Wigg sold lots 41 and 44 to Theodore Flint. A mortgage was taken out over the property, which
was then sold in June 1924 to Henry Campbell, a farmer (Land Victoria 1). The 1946 rate books
indicate that in that year the house was still owned by H.M. Campbell and occupied by Helen
Hunter. Mrs Hunter is known to have run a boarding house at this address. She also had a dress-
making shop, and the display in the Sale museum includes many artefacts from her dress-making
business. [3]

SOURCES

Land Victoria 1, Certificate of title Vol.3071 Fol.097, LP 4595
Land Victoria 2, Certificate of title Vol.3654 Fol.747

Land Victoria 3, Certiifcate of title, Vol.4662 Fol.346

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, ‘Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History’, 2008

[1] V. Plant, The Phillips family of Walhalla and Traralgon', Traralgon & District Historical
Society Bulletin 11(1), March 1980, pp.12-14

[2] Sister of Mrs Edna Couchman, pers. comm., 21 April 1992

[3] V. and G. Plant, pers. comm., 1992

Creation Date ¢.1915-1940 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

7.3 Developing towns and regional
centres in the twentieth century

STATEMENT OF What is significant?
SIGNIFICANCE The Thomas Street precinct comprises the houses at 1-7 and 2-6 Thomas Street and 63 Queens
Parade in Traralgon. It is an inter-war residential precinct, which comprises a mixture of
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Edwardian and inter-war detached bungalows on garden allotments. All of the houses are
contributory to the precinct. The consistency of scale (single storey), siting (detached, with
similar front and side setbacks) and form (predominantly symmetrical plan with hip and gable
roofs) is integral to the significance of the precinct.

How is it significant?
The Thomas Street residential precinct is of local historic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Thomas Street residential precinct is historically significant as a representative example of an
inter-war residential area that is associated with an important phase of development in Traralgon.
It provides tangible evidence of the expansion of Traralgon to the south of the railway following
the establishment in 1903 of the engine depot at the railway station. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO89 Recommended
Extent All of the properties as shown on the Thomas Street precinct plan.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:

- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly
contemporary in design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the

Significant or Contributory building/s.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
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- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.

4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.

7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.

8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. In the case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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PRECINCT - YINNAR TOWNSHIP

Place No. 19

ADDRESS

32 - 78 Main Street Last Update 21/06/2010
Yinnar HO No. /HO144

DESCRIPTION

The Yinnar Township precinct remains the nucleus of a town which was initially born and
flourished as a result of the provision of railway services to the district by 1885, providing a hub
for the local timber and dairy industries. Contributory buildings along the west side of Main Street
and opposite the railway station include the group of shops at Nos. 32-44. This includes:

- the original (now former) post office

- site of original bakery - while the earlier building has been demolished, the brick scotch oven
survives in the rear yard

- former butcher.

While these shops have been altered, and some are no longer used for their original function, they
still retain their characteristic form with street verandahs and shopfronts.

This central group of commercial buildings is flanked on either side by residential properties -
several of which are relatively intact, particularly on the southern end of the shopping strip - and
the two early twentieth century churches (each denomination at opposite ends of the shopping
area).

On the opposite (east) side of the street is the railway reserve and the former butter factory. The
former Goods Shed and siding stands in a public reserve on the east side of Main Street (including
extant railway lines and a small extant trolley cart shed on the southern edge, as well as a cutting
beyond this point. The large brick (former) Yinnar Butter Factory (now an community arts centre
with studios and exhibition facility) is a large brick building set close to the frontage that
dominates the the precinct.

The contributory buildings are:

(west side) - Yinnar Butter Factory (former), Yinnar Railway Station Goods Shed and trolley shed.
(east side) - Yinnar Methodist Church (now St Matthew's United Church), Nos. 32-44, hardware
store and residence at No. 58, butcher shop at No.64, Our Lady of Good Counsel Catholic Church
and houses at Nos. 68, 76 and 78.

Condition Good Integrity Medium

Threats Redevelopment Key elements Buildings
Landscape
Monument/memorial

Designer Builder
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HISTORY

Originally part of the Scrubby Forest run, Yinnar owes its existence to the branch railway line that
ran from Morwell to Mirboo North. Opened in 1885, the railway station at the 'seven mile peg'
became the nucleus for a township. The town hummed around the railway station, timber industry
and the expanding dairy industry. During 1888 Yinnar grew rapidly - the goods and timber
platforms and trucking yards were finished, while civic buildings such as the Mechanics' Institute
and a church were built in the same year. By 1891 the Census recorded that Yinnar had 131
inhabitants and 21 dwellings. This compared to Boolarra, which had grown to 220 people with 44
dwellings (Legg, 1992:71,94).

A post office was established in 1884 and located at the railway station between 1886 and 1909. It
was then moved to Yinnar's Main Street and in 1948 again moved to a building next to the hotel.
In 1971 the post office was relocated to a building next to the general store and is now within the
general store building.

Many of the selectors who had moved into the area in the 1870s began transforming their
selections into productive dairy farms. A co-operative butter factory opened in Yinnar in 1891.
This was replaced by a new factory in 1929, later operated by Nestles and Murray Goulburn. In
the 1920s, the Yinnar district dairy farmers were the first to establish herd testing services.

Reflecting changing transport trends, the railway closed in 1974, and the milk factory that had
been producing powdered milk closed four years later. Yinnar’s population didn’t decline because
of a new wave of settlement in the late 1970s when workers in the Latrobe Valley power industry
came to live at Yinnar, as well as people employed at Gippsland Institute of Advanced Education
at Churchill.

SOURCES

Legg, Stephen, 'Heart of the valley. A history of the Morwell municipality', Mulgrave, 1992
Shoemaker, Karl (ed), 'Yinnar 1874-1974. Then and Now', Morwell, 1974

Yinnar website www.yinnar.com

Creation Date ¢.1884-1940 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes

7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

STATEMENT OF
SIGNIFICANCE

What is significant?

The Yinnar Township precinct comprises residential, civic, commercial and industrial properties
on both sides of Main Street, Yinnar that illustrate the development of the township around the
railway station, which opened in 1885. The contributory places are:

- The Scotch Oven at the rear of the bakery at No.32

- The former shops and residences at nos. 36, 38 & 40
- The general store at No.42-44

- The Hotel at No.46

- The houses at 54-56

- The store and residence at No.58

- The butcher shop at No.64

- The houses at nos. 66, 72 & 78

- Our Lady of Good Counsel Church at No.74-6*

- The former Butter Factory complex*

- The Railway Station goods shed and trolley shed and associated remnant features™

*These places are individually significant and have a separate citation in this Study.

Other buildings and non-original alterations and additions to the contributory buildings are not
significant.

How is it significant?
The Yinnar Township precinct is of local historic significance to Latrobe City.
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How is it significant?

The Yinnar Township precinct is of local historic significance as the nucleus of a town which was
born and flourished as a result of the provision of railway services to the district after 1885, thus
providing a hub for the local timber and dairy industries from that time. Its range of shops and
other building types set on a wide street alignment epitomises small-town patterns of development
(including in terms of improved methods of transport and distribution), in both Latrobe City as
well as the broader Gippsland region. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO144 Recommended
Extent To the extent of properties as shown on the Yinnar Township precinct map in the Key

Findings and Recommendations Report.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this precinct, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the precinct and in particular to:

- Conserve significant features on places shown as Significant or Contributory on the relevant
precinct map.

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the precinct.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the Significant or Contributory building/s or other features, but is clearly
contemporary in design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element in the precinct as a
result of its scale, form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the
Significant or Contributory building/s.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings or features such as fences on places shown as
Significant or Contributory on the relevant precinct map except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it would no longer contribute to the precinct.

4b. Demolition of part of a Significant or Contributory building may be considered when it can be
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
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adversely affect the significance of the place or precinct and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Allow the demolition or removal of buildings or features on places identified as Non-contributory
on the relevant precinct map, or are situated on a Significant or Contributory place and are identified
as not significant by the relevant statement of significance for the place. (Note: For a Significant place
you should first consider the individual citation and then the precinct citation).

6. Conserve or reveal the visual relationship between the significant features in the precinct in order
to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the precinct.

7. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and other significant features within the precinct.

8. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the precinct.

9. In the case of subdivision of Significant or Contributory places within the precinct, encourage the
retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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SELECTOR'S ARMS HOTEL (FORMER)

Place No. 362

ADDRESS

02 - 4 Austin Street Last Update 12/08/2008
Boolarra HO No. HO10

DESCRIPTION

The former Selector's Arms Hotel is a weatherboard building, which is T-shaped in plan. It
comprises a long elevation facing Austin Street with a double transverse gable roof and a street
verandah. At the western end is a single traverse gable with a finial in the gable end. Windows are
multiple pane double hung sash and there are four, four panelled doors opening onto the verandah.
The building is built to the street boundary.

The building is in good condition and has a relatively high degree of external integrity.
Condition Good Integrity High
Threats None apparent Key elements Building

Designer Builder

HISTORY

Boolarra was surveyed in 1884 and the township formed around the railway station, which opened
by 1885. The Selector's Arms Hotel at Boolarra was constructed in 1884-5 for W.H. Penaluma
who bought the site at the first Boolarra land sales. The hotel had 14 rooms with a 5 stall stable
attached. As well as the hotel Mr Penaluna had a dairy, cultivation and grazing farm with
accommodation paddocks, 35 head of cattle, 7 horses and 100 pigs (Carstairs, 1984:6, 7).

The Selector's Arms was the first of three hotels that opened in Boolarra in the 1880s - the others
being the Club Hotel and Maher's Railway Hotel. The Selector's Arms was de-licensed sometime
around 1917 - this was a time that many hotels were stripped of their licenses as part of a state-
wide reduction in licensed premises. After this time it was used as a boarding house (Carstairs,
1984:7). Maher's Railway Hotel was destroyed by fire in 1937, while the Club Hotel continued as
a hotel until the 1980s (Carstairs, 1984:16).

The following short biography of Penaluna is provided by Carstairs (1984:7)

"William Henry Penaluna born in Cornwall in 1855 came to Victoria in 1874 by the ship
'Hesperus' and went to the Castlemaine goldfield for a few months, after which he farmed in New
South Wales for a year in Deniliquin. Returning to Victoria, he was at the diggings in the Loddon
district for a time, after which he tried the Tasmanian tin mines for a year in 1876. In 1877 he was
a contractor in New Zealand for fifteen months. Again he returned to Victoria in 1878 and going
to Gippsland he selected 312 acres of land at Boolarra, where he was the first settler. In 1881 he
married Miss Isabella Kay and they raised a family of seven children, Emily, Henry, Elizabeth,
John, Edmund, Mary and Laura. Five of the children were born at "The Selector's Arms' hotel."
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SOURCES
Carstairs, Roslyn M., 'The twelve mile-peg: Boolarra: a short history of Boolarra and district 1884-
1984, Boolarra: Boolarra and District Historical Society, 1984

Creation Date 1884-5 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

William H. Penaluma 7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

STATEMENT OF What is significant?
SIGNIFICANCE The former Selector's Arms Hotel, at 2-4 Austin Street, Boolarra was constructed in 1884-5 for

William H. Penaluna and was the first hotel in Boolarra. It remained licensed until about 1917
and after that was used as a boarding house for some time. W.H. Penaluna was one of the first
selectors in the Boolarra area and a street in the township is now named in his honour.

The former Selector's Arms Hotel is a weatherboard building, which is T-shaped in plan. It
comprises a long elevation facing Austin Street with a double transverse gable roof and a street
verandah. At the western end is a single traverse gable with a finial in the gable end. Windows are
multiple pane double hung sash and there are four, four panelled doors opening onto the
verandah. The building is built to the street boundary. The building is in good condition and has a
relatively high degree of external integrity.

How is it significant?
The former Selector's Arms Hotel is of local historic and architectural significance to Latrobe
City.

Why is it Significant?

Historically, it is significant as a representative example of a nineteenth century hotel building. It
is now the oldest surviving building in Boolarra and is one of the oldest hotels or commercial
buildings in Latrobe City. It demonstrates the first phase of development in Boolarra after the
opening of the railway. It is also significant for its assocations with W.H. Penaluna (RNE criteria
A4,D.2,H.1)

It is architecturally significant as a representative example of a late nineteenth century rural hotel.
The significance of the place is enhanced by its relatively high degree of external integirty and
rarity value as one of the few surviving examples in Latrobe City. (RNE criteria B.2, D.2)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended
Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified
Conservation Management
GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:
Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 12/08/2008

89



1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY
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While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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BOOLARRA SOLDIERS' MEMORIAL PARK

Place No. 349

ADDRESS

Park Road Last Update 6/03/2005
Boolarra HO No. /HO11

DESCRIPTION

The entance gateway at Boolarra Soldiers' Memorial Park comprises four granite pillars arranged
symmetrically with two on either side of the driveway. All pillars are identical in design with a
chamfered plinth and pyramid capital. The inner pillars are approximately 2.5m high and the outer
pillars 1.5m. The larger inner pillars are inscribed with raised lead lettering that lists 20 local
enlistees on one and on the other: 'The Great War 1914-1918, erected by the residents of Boolarra
and District in memory of our fallen heroes'. Two Deodar Cedars (Cedrus deodar) are closely
planted behind the smaller pillars - presumably these replaced - or were planted instead of - the
'Norfolk Island Pines' cited in the History. There is a small shelter just inside the gates on the left.

The wrought iron gates have been removed and inner pillars have a large bolt protruding from
about 50cm above the base, showing where they were attached. Later painted signs between the
pillars list the various clubs that use the reserve.

Within the reserve itself are other mature exotic trees including Planes and Pines. Most of the
buildings appear to date from the post-war period. There is what appears to be a former Nissen
hut, which is a corrugated-iron clad building, semi-circular in shape - this building was added after
1975.

Condition Good Integrity Medium

Threats Tree damage Key elements Fence/Gate/Wall
Tree/s

Designer  Mr F. Hallett Builder Mr F. Hallett

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Memorials may be placed in prominent sites in towns or they may mark a site of significance
where an incident took place. They may celebrate or mourn, but they act as a way of infusing
remembrance into the landscape. The memorials document what people feel should be
remembered and marked on the landscape.

In common with other communities throughout Australia, memorials have been erected in small
and large towns in the study area to remember and honour those who died in the First World War
and other conflicts. At Yinnar, a soldier blows a bugle; at Morwell the memorial, now relocated to
a roundabout in Elgin Street, is surmounted by a soldier in a slouch hat holding a rifle. When the
town of Yallourn was destroyed the memorial was moved to Newborough. APM erected memorial
gates at the entrance to the Maryvale mill.

Besides the stone obelisks, statues and pillars erected on prominent sites, there are many other
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ways that soldiers have been commemorated. In Boolarra, a recreation reserve, Memorial Park,
was opened in 1924 with First World War memorial gates at the entrance. Victory Park in
Traralgon commemorates the Second World War. In schools, churches and halls throughout the
study area are honour boards that commemorate those who served. On an honour board at
Toongabbie are the names of the three Hilsley brothers who enlisted in the First World War and
did not return. In Traralgon, there are street names in the APM subdivisions that commemorate
employees who were killed in the Second World War. The avenue of honour is a uniquely
Australian tradition and citizens in Traralgon South planted trees to honour the dead. After the
township was acquired for the Loy Yang development, ten trees were planted at the new township
site, ensuring that the men were not forgotten. At Glengarry schoolchildren planted pines and
cypresses at the recreation reserve after the First World War and an avenue of honour was
established along Cairnbrook Road after the Second World War. Sixteen flowering gums were
planted in July 1918 opposite the Yinnar South State School, but it is not known whether they
survived (Context, 2008:62).

Sporting activities have led to recreation reserves, show grounds and racecourses being developed
throughout the study area and district rivalries were played out in football, netball and tennis
contests. On country sporting grounds and recreation reserves, children have performed their rites
of passage, playing first as juniors and later representing their district as they progress through to
the seniors (Context, 2008:64-5).

PLACE HISTORY

The decision to create a memorial park to honour the fallen was first discussed at the Boolarra
Fallen Soldiers Memorial Fund meeting held on 28 November 1920. According to Carstairs
(1994:75) a suggestion was made by Mr P. Crutchfield that "a piece of land suitable for recreation
purposes be purchased and a fitting archway or entrance to the ground be erected". The matter was
discussed further at a public meeting on 4 December 1920 where it was decided that "a Memorial
Park only, with some suitable form of commemoration to the fallen soldiers, be purchased". An
executive committee was formed, which inspected and then reported about suitable sites. It was
eventually decided to purchase land known as the race course, which was then owned by Mrs.
Mulrooney (Carstairs, 1994:75).

Planning for and preparation of the reserve continued throughout the early 1920s while fund-
raising was carried out. Once the reserve had been purchased a nine-member Committee of
Management was appointed in 1921, which was charged with the task of selecting a design for a
Memorial gateway to the park at a cost that was not to exceed £450. By June 1922 Mr Latter of
the Committee was able to report that over £1,100 had been raised, and that £790 had been spent
on the cost of acquiring the park reserve and carrying out improvements. However, Mr Latter
regretted that the Memorial had not been erected at that time because of the "difficulty in
obtaining a suitable design". However, a design by Mr F. Hallett was subsequently accepted on 25
November, 1922 and he was requested to commence work as soon as possible. The estimated cost
was £300. (Carstairs, 1994:75-6).

The unveiling ceremony of the Boolarra Soldiers' Memorial took place on Friday 15 November,
1924. The memorial comprised the 'handsome memorial gates' comprising four grey granite posts
and wrought iron gates at the entrance to the park, and the park itself including a 'good race
course', football oval and turf wickets. Among those present were Messrs. Thomas Patterson
M.HR., W. West M.L.A., Cr. D.J. White (President of Morwell Shire) and Mr. George H. Wise
(ex-assistant Minister of Defence). Mr Latter, speaking on behalf of the Committee, invited Mr
Wise to unveil the gateway. In his address Mr Wise said that "he trusted that the memorial would
remind present and future generations of the great sacrifices that had been made and noble deeds
accomplished by the men who had fallen for their country” (Carstairs, 1994:76-7).

According to Carstairs (1994:77) the Park was developed further over the next decades.
Improvements carried out between 1925 and 1935 included the erection of an iron building with a
partition and flooring, the puchase of two 'Norfolk Island Pines' for the entrance gates, an area
cleared for a golf course and clearing of racing track and grading of the park. In 1934 it is reported
that 'ornamental trees were to be laid out according to a plan by Mr. Campbell'. In 1947 six Plane
trees were donated to the park by Mr. Shaw and in 1949 a 'tree planting scheme' was considered
and Mr. Lawson of Yallourn was asked to advise of the best species and where to plant them. It
appears that further planting was subsequently carried out by 1955. New buildings including
dressing sheds were also erected during this time. Sometime after 1975 a former Nissen Hut
obtained from the Shire by the Committee was re-erected in the Park as a sports pavilion
(Carstairs, 1994:78-9).
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SOURCES

Carstairs, Roslyn M., 'The twelve mile-peg: Boolarra: a short history of Boolarra and district 1884-
1984, Boolarra: Boolarra and District Historical Society, 1984

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Creation Date 1924 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes

9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE
9.2 Memorials and remembering
9.5 Recreation and forming associations

STATEMENT OF What is significant?
SIGNIFICANCE The Boolarra Soldiers' Memorial Park including the following features:

- The memorial gates comprising four granite pillars, which are inscribed with raised lead
lettering

- Two Deodar Cedars (Cedrus deodara) planted closely behind the outer pillars

- Mature trees throughout the reserve including the Plane tree just inside the entrance gates

How is it significant?
The Boolarra Soldiers' Memorial Park is of local historical, social and aesthetic significance to
Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Boolarra Soldiers' Memorial Park of local historical and social significance as a monument
commemorating the service of Boolarra and district servicemen and women who served in World
War I and other conflicts. It is also significant as a local sporting and recreation facility, which
has served Boolarra and district for over 80 years. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2, G.1)

The Boolarra Soldiers' Memorial Park has aesthetic significance, which is derived from the
picturesque setting created by the mature trees flanking the gates and within the reserve. (RNE
criterion E.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HOL11 Recommended
Extent To the extent of the gates and trees and land to a minimum extent of 5m surrounding them.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:
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- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
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buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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HOUSE
Bellbrook

ADDRESS

DESCRIPTION

Place No. 347

17 Tarwin Street Last Update 18/02/2008
Boolarra HO No. /HO12

The house at 17 Tarwin Street, Boolarra is a double fronted symmetrical Victorian weatherboard
villa with a return verandah supported on timber posts with a cast iron frieze (reconstructed?).
There are two corbelled brick chimneys. The centrally located four-panelled front door with
highlight is flanked by two double hung sash windows. The house is set within a sympathetic
(although recent) cottage garden. The timber picket fence is also recent, but sympathetic.

Two images of the house in a local history book provide an understanding of how little the house
has changed after the years. The first image, presumably taken soon after the house was
constructed shows the house much as it appears today complete with a scalloped timber picket
fence along the frontage with central gate. The second image c.1980 shows the house missing part
of the verandah along the side elevation, while the cast iron frieze shown in the early photo has
also been removed. There is no front fence and very little garden.

Condition Good Integrity Medium
Threats None apparent Key elements Building

Designer Builder

HISTORY

This house was constructed in 1886 was built for H.W.G. Payne and his family who came to
Australia via Hong Kong. According to a story told by his granddaughter he decided to stay in
Melbourne against his wife's wishes and obtained a position as Harbour Master at the Port of
Melbourne. In 1879 he decided to pioneer Budgeree south of Boolarra where he built a two-
roomed hut from bush timber on the then uncleared property. Shortly after he replaced it with this
more substantial residence which was reputedly constructed from timber carted on bullock wagon
from Melbourne.

SOURCES
Sheila Moody, pers. Comm. 2004 - she cites local history of Payne family (Amy 1869-75' (?)
pp.73, 77-78)

Creation Date 1886 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

H.W.G Payne 7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS
7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century
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STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE The house at 17 Tarwin Street, Boolarra was constructed c.1886 for H.-W.G Payne. It is a double
fronted symmetrical Victorian weatherboard villa with a return verandah supported on timber
posts with a cast iron frieze (reconstructed?). There are two corbelled brick chimneys. The
centrally located four-panelled front door with highlight is flanked by two double hung sash
windows.

How is it significant?
The house at 17 Tarwin Street, Boolarra is of local historic and architectural significance to
Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The house at 17 Tarwin Street, Boolarra is of historical significance as a now rare example of an
early residence that demonstrates the early development of Boolarra immediately after the
opening of the railway. It also has has important associations with the locally important Payne
family who were among the early settlers in this area. (RNE criteria A.4, B.2, D.2, H.1)

The house at 17 Tarwin Street, Boolarra is of architectural significance as a representative
example of a simple late Victorian villa. (RNE criterion D.2)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HOI12 Recommended

Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.
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4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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CHRIST CHURCH BOOLARRA

Place No. 296

ADDRESS

19 - 21 Tarwin Street Last Update 21/03/2006
Boolarra HO No. /HO13

DESCRIPTION

Christ Church, Boolarra is a simple weatherboard church building constructed in the Federation
Carpenter Gothic style with a symmetrical rectangular plan and an enclosed front porch with side-
entry door. It has a steep corrugated iron gable roof contrasting with the front porch which has a
hipped roof of a lower pitch. The main roof is surmounted by a cross at each end. There are later
weatherboard additions to the north of the main building, which contains the former Sunday
School (now known as the Guild Room). Windows in the porch and the nave are of a simplistic
pointed arch design in a mix of single, double and quadruple arrangements. The double front
entry doors are of a matching pointed arch design.

A feature of the grounds surrounding the church is a mature Sequoia (Sequoia gigantum) at the
front of the site, and an Evergreen Magnolia (Magnolia grandiflora).

Christ Church compares with other Federation Carpenter Gothic churches in Latrobe City
including St Francis De Sales Catholic Church (also in Boolarra) and Our Lady of Good Counsel
in Yinnar.

Condition Good Integrity High

Threats None apparent Key elements Building
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Tree/s

Designer  George H. Cain Builder John Hall

HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT
While the first church services were held in people's homes or farm buildings - travelling Anglican
minister, Francis Hales, held a service at the Hazelwood station in 1848 as he moved around
Gippsland - once communities became established a church was often one of the first buildings
they constructed. Here, people have performed some of their most important ceremonies and
rituals.

The churches and their associated buildings, such as halls, residences and schools, have made
distinctive contributions to town streetscapes and rural districts throughout the region.
Communities have had close affiliations with their churches, especially during times of sectarian
rivalry when people's denominations greatly influenced their identity, work and social contacts.
Churches also contain community memorials to local people through stained glass windows,
monuments and plaques. [Context, 2008:59]

PLACE HISTORY

Christ Church at Boolarra was opened by May 1911. One year earlier, on 18 May 1910 the
secretary of the church committee, William Christian, wrote to Board of Public Health seeking
approval for plans of the new church, which were prepared by George H. Cain, architect, of Sale
(PROV). The contractor was John Hall, a builder from Morwell who had previously constructed
St Francis de Sales Catholic Church just a few doors away as well as the catholic churches at
Morwell and Yinnar (Morgan, 2007). The building was completed by December 1910 but a
certificate was not granted until April 1911, when door and bolts were changed. [PROV]

The next record of a change to the building came in 30 May, 1961 when the plan for the Sunday
School building was approved. It was constructed at a right angle to the altar end and attached by
aroof. The vicar at the time was Donald Gibson. The Sunday School extension was completed by
November 1961 and for next few years (at least until 1963) it was used by the state school as a
classroom for a prep grade, and the church received rent from the Department of Education. The
PROV building file includes some correspondence from 1961-63 about poor ventilation. [PROV]

More recently, Christ Church, Boolarra has become part of the Co-operating Parish of Boolarra,
Yinnar and Yinnar South.

SOURCES

Public Records Office of Victoria (PROV), VPRS 7882/P1 Unit 610.

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study, Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Patrick & Ann Morgan, 'Centenary and history of St Francis de Sales Catholic Church Boolarra’,

2007

Creation Date 1910-11 Change Dates 1961

Associations Local Themes

George H. Cain 9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE

9.1 Creating places for worship

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE  Christ Church, Boolarra, designed by George H. Cain and constructed in 1910-11, and the Giant
Redwood (Sequoia giganteum) and Evergreen Magnolia (Magnolia grandiflora) at 19-21 Tarwin
Street, Boolarra.

The 1961 addition is not significant.

How is it significant?
Christ Church, Boolarra is of local historic, social, aesthetic, and scientific (horticultural)
significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it Significant?
Christ Church, Boolarra is of historic and social significance as the centre of Anglican worship in
Boolarra for almost one hundred years. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2, G.1)
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Christ Church, Boolarra is of architectural significance as a representative and intact example of a
Federation era Carpenter Gothic church. The aesthetic qualities of the church are enhanced by the
mature Sequoia and Magnolia trees. (RNE criteria D.2 & E.1)

Scientifically, the Sequoia gigantum is of horticultural significance as a fine example of this tree
in the Latrobe region. (RNE criterion A.3)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HOI13 Recommended

Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or
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- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research Inspect interior to determine the need for interior controls.

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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ST FRANCIS DE SALES CATHOLIC CHURCH

Place No. 295

ADDRESS

27 Tarwin Street Last Update 24/11/2008
Boolarra HO No. /HO14

DESCRIPTION

St Francis de Sales, Boolarra is a simple weatherboard church building constructed in the
Federation Carpenter Gothic style with a symmetrical rectangular plan and an enclosed front
porch with side-entry door. It has a steep corrugated iron gable roof with a prominent vent and a
flat-roofed skillion addition to the north side (probably a vestry). Each gable has a rectangular
timber louvred vent. The rear gable has a pair of diagonally crossed, projecting timber braces
which, although straight, create the illusion of being gently curved. Each end of the main roof is
surmounted by a wrought iron cross. The building exhibits a number of different window styles:
gothic foil motifs to the porch and side elevations; a large lancet arch to the chancel divided into
three bays and glazed with leadlight in an art nouveau design. The interior was not inspected. A
single, free-standing toilet (outhouse) is located to the rear of the property and is constructed in a
simplified version of the main building.

St Francis De Sales compares with other Federation Carpenter Gothic churches in Latrobe City
including Christ Church of England (also in Boolarra) and Our Lady of Good Counsel in Yinnar.

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats None apparent Key elements Building

Designer  Reed, Smart & Tappin Builder John Hall

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

While the first church services were held in people’s homes or farm buildings - travelling
Anglican minister, Francis Hales, held a service at the Hazelwood station in 1848 as he moved
around Gippsland - once communities became established a church was often one of the first
buildings they constructed. Here, people have performed some of their most important
ceremonies and rituals.

The churches and their associated buildings, such as halls, residences and schools, have made
distinctive contributions to town streetscapes and rural districts throughout the region..
Communities have had close affiliations with their churches, especially during times of sectarian
rivalry when people's denominations greatly influenced their identity, work and social contacts.
Churches also contain community memorials to local people through stained glass windows,
monuments and plaques (Context, 2008:59).

PLACE HISTORY
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This church was opened and consecrated by Bishop Corbett of Sale on Sunday 17 February, 1907
and dedicated to St Francis de Sales. Parish priest, Fr. F.J. Coleman thanked Mr and Mrs Scanlon
for their generosity in providing a hall for services in the past and also observed that many non-
Catholics had helped (Morgan, 2007).

The church was part of the Sacred Heart parish, Morwell and the land had been purchased in May
1906 by Fr. Coleman from Mr W.R. Corrigan. According to Morgan (2007) a bazaar and other
fundraising efforts were undertaken and soon £400 was raised, which enabled the church to be
opened free of debt. Plans for the church were prepared by the prominent Melbourne architectural
firm of Reed, Smart & Tappin and Morwell builder, John Hall (who also built the Catholic
churches at Yinnar and Morwell and was later to build the nearby Christ Church, Boolarra), was
awarded the contract (Morwell Advertiser). The first mass was held in the church in late 1906 just
prior to its official opening (Morgan, 2007).

The first Catholic masses were held at the home of local resident John Kelleher at his property on
the Morwell River. Between 1888 and 1906, masses were held at Scanlon's Hall at the Club Hotel
and as Boolarra's Catholic population grew a priest from Morwell would visit the area on
horseback each month.

SOURCES
Morwell Advertiser, 5 February 1907 (reproduced in Morgan, 2007)

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study, Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Roslyn M. Carstairs. "The Twelve Mile Peg, Boolarra 1884-1984', Boolarra and District
Centenary Committee, 1984

Patrick & Ann Morgan, 'Centenary and history of St Francis de Sales Catholic Church Boolarra’,

2007
Creation Date 1907 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes

9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE
9.1 Creating places for worship

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE St Francis De Sales Catholic Church, a Federation Carpenter Gothic Church, designed by Reed,
Smart & Tappin and constructed by John Hall, which was opened and consecrated in February
1907.

How is it significant?
St Francis De Sales Catholic Church is of local historic, social, and aesthetic significance to
Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

St Francis De Sales Catholic Church is of historic and social significance as the centre of Catholic
worship in Boolarra for one hundred years. It is the oldest church in Boolarra and demonstrates
the development of Boolarra as a district centre in the early twentieth century. (RNE criteria A .4,
D.2,G.1)

St Francis De Sales Catholic Church is of architectural significance as a representative and intact
example of a Federation era Carpenter Gothic church. (RNE criterion D.2)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO14 Recommended

Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.
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Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
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In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research Inspect interior to determine the need for interior controls.

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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BOOLARRA STATE SCHOOL NO. 2617 AND RESIDENCE (FORMER)

Boolarra Historical Museum Place No. 350

ADDRESS 31 - 33 Tarwin Street Last Update 21/03/2005
Boolarra HO No. /HO15

DESCRIPTION  The former Boolarra State School is a two-wing (square-edged) weatherboard building with a

gabled body, a gabled projecting porch and a transverse extension with a half-gabled roof, all clad
in corrugated iron and penetrated by [two?] brick chimneys with terracotta chimney pots.

The original section, constructed c.1890 (see the History) is gable-fronted with a timber finial at
the top, above a timber vent and a bank of three multi-paned sash windows with hoppers (these
have replaced a single window shown in early photos, similar to the surviving window in the rear
elevation). The side elevation has three multi-paned windows. The rear elevation of this section
also has a timber finial at the gable peak, a timber vent below it, a single multi-paned, sash
window and a simple back door.

The enclosed front porch and transverse extension appear to date to ¢ 1913. The original
schoolhouse would have had a smaller enclosed porch, but it had to be enlarged to serve as an
entrance both to the original schoolroom and the new extension. The gable end of the projecting
front porch also faces the front and is decorated with ornamental half-timbering around a timber
vent. The eave fascias are clad in beaded timber lining boards. The gable rests on curved timber
brackets above a bank of three small, multi-paned windows. The school entrance is on the side
elevation of the porch, in the inside corner with the original building.
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The transverse extension is situated partially behind the front porch. It has a chimney at the
junction with the original schoolhouse. There are two adjoining multi-paned sash windows on the
facade, three small multi-paned hopper windows on the side, and a bank of four multi-paned sash
windows on the rear elevation. The interior of this extension is a single room with the walls and
open roof clad with horizontal lining boards.

The rest of the interior also shows a high degree of internal integrity and the building now contains
a collection of historic objects collected by the Boolarra Museum, including some belonging to
the school.

A weatherboard schoolteacher's house is situated just behind the schoolhouse, on the south side. It
also appears to have been constructed in at least two stages. The original, four-room house
appears to have been built at the same time as the schoolhouse, ¢.1890. It now comprises the rear
of the house and has two small hipped roofs, clad in corrugated iron (as is the rest of the roof), and
a skillion-roof rear verandah. The chimney in this section is constructed of brick with corbelling
at the top. This section of the roof appears to have been part of a U-shaped hipped roof, very
common to 19th-century domestic buildings, which would have had a single, large hipped roof
over the front section of the house. Instead, the front half of the house has a double transverse
gable roof. The two gables appear to have different pitches. The central gable may be original, or
it may have replaced the original hipped roof when the front of the house was extended.

The section under the front gable appears to have been added c.1913, as indicated by the brick
chimney with rough-cast render band at the top and the bracketed hoods over the two multi-paned
sash windows which face the road. This gable has a skillion-roof verandah, with decorative timber
brackets, facing the rear of the schoolhouse. It is not known whether the original front door faced
the road instead. The windows throughout the house have six-pane upper sashes and six-, two- or
single-pane lower sashes.

The trees, which would have been part of the school yard, include: two Canary Island Date Palms
(Phoenix canariensis) on the street frontage, a large Blackwood (Acacia melanoxylon) (20m high
x 12m canopy) and several seedling, an unidentified conifer adjacent, and a magnificent English
Oak (Quercus robur) (22m high x 34m canopy, 4m circumference trunk) at the rear of the
building, which dominates the site. A second, smaller English Oak (possibly a seedling but still
now 16m high x 14m canopy), stands on the Irving Street perimeter, and another at the rear of the
school teacher's house next door.

There is a slightly smaller English Oak in the yard of the teacher's residence.
Condition Good Integrity High

Threats None apparent Key elements Buildings
Tree/s

Designer  Public Works Department Builder

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Although the State took over responsibility for primary education following the passing of the
Free, Compulsory and Secular Education Act 1872, and subsequently began building State
schools throughout Victoria, parents often had to lobby hard to persuade the Education
Department that a school was urgently needed in their area. This was the case at Tyers. Although
parents first requested a school in 1875, one was not established until 1879. Parents often had to
provide a venue, as at Traralgon South, or classes were held in community buildings such as
churches or halls before a school was built. For many parents getting a school and keeping it open
was a continuous struggle with the Education Department, as the history of the Driffield School
illustrates. Driffield parents were anxious to have a school on their side of the Morwell river
because of the dangers children faced crossing it. The first school was a portable building, opened
in 1881, with a two roomed teacher’s residence - quite useless in this case as the first teacher had
10 children. When it was burnt in bushfires in 1905, the Department decided not to rebuild and the
school was effectively closed. Eventually, a teacher was appointed in the 1920s but classes had to
take place in the church. Driffield did not get a new school until 1946.

The one-room rural schools that still dot the landscape of the study area illustrate how quickly
communities formed in the wake of the selection era. For example, in the Morwell district a total
of 12 schools were opened in the 1880s alone, with a further three in the 1890s. Many schools did
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not survive for long and increasingly they were centralised on a single site. Few nineteenth century
schools remain and most of the one-room rural schools in the study area are the result of the
massive building program undertaken by the Education Department in the inter-war period when
over 700 rural schools were built. [Context, 2008:54]

PLACE HISTORY

Boolarra State School No. 2617 was constructed on this site in ¢.1890 along with a detached four
room residence. It was built to a standard design for single room schools to accommodate 60
pupils that was used by the Education Department at 240 schools in Victoria between 1873-90. As
originally constructed, the school comprised a simple gabled weatherboard building with a small
projecting porch at the front. There was one tall double hung sash window with 6 pane windows in
each end elevation and three windows in each side elevation.

By 1909, enrolments had grown to 90 and extensions were required. In about 1914 an infant room
was added. This created a larger entry porch and extended the building to one side. Larger
windows were also added to the main elevation of the 1890 building. The school reached a
maximum of 145 enrolments by 1967 and this necessitated the move to a new site in Mirboo
North Road in 1968.

The school is now the home of the Boolarra Historical Society and contains a display of objects,
photographs and other material associated with the history of Boolarra and district.

The first Boolarra State School opened in October 1884 in a temporary hut on low ground that
was described as 'hopelessly wet and muddy in winter' (Blake 1973:1234). The following year it
moved to the Presbyterian Church where it remained until this school building was opened in 1890.

SOURCES

L.J. Blake (General Editor), 'Vision and Realisation' Vol 3, Melbourne, Education Department of
Victoria 1973, p.1234.

Carstairs, Roslyn M., 'The twelve mile-peg: Boolarra: a short history of Boolarra and district 1884-
1984, Boolarra: Boolarra and District Historical Society, 1984

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Richard Peterson, Historic Government Schools. A Comparative Study', 1993, pp.9-10, 51-52.

Creation Date ¢.1890 Change Dates 1914

Associations Local Themes

8. GOVERNING & ADMINISTERING
8.4 Educating

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE

The Boolarra State School No. 2617 (former), constructed c¢.1890 with ¢.1913 additions, is a two-
wing weatherboard building with notable external decorative detailing as well as a high degree of
internal integrity. Adjacent to the school is the former school residence also constructed ¢.1890
with later additions, which is a weatherboard cottage with hip and gable roofs. In the school yard,
several trees contribute to the place, including a magnificent English Oak (Quercus robur) behind
the school building which dominates the site and street setting, two Canary Island Date Palms
(Phoenix canariensis) in the front of the schoolyard and parallel to the street frontage, a large
Blackwood (Acacia melanoxylon), and several other trees including seedlings from these trees.

How is it significant?

The Boolarra State School and residence (former), and its schoolyard plantings including the
dominant English Oak (Quercus robur), are of local historical, architectural, aesthetic and social
significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The former Boolarra State School No.2617 is of local historical significance as provides tangible
evidence of the formation and development of Boolarra community during the late nineteenth and
early twentieth century. It is representative example of the small rural schools established by the
Education Department in response to the closer settlement of land in rural Victoria during that
time. The interior of the school is notable as it has remained very intact and provides an insight
into the design and layout of schools of the early twentieth century. (RNE criteria A.4, C.2, D.2)
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The Boolarra State School No 2617, and its schoolyard plantings are of local aesthetic
significance for their contribution to the streetscape and its nearby picturesquely sited buildings.
The decoratively detailed school building is architecturally as a fine example of an early
Education Department single room school design, which has been extended to accommodate
increased enrolments. The external detailing to the ¢.1913 porch addition is notable amongst
schools in this region. The school and its associated tree plantings demonstrate the aesthetic and
social values ascribed to public buildings (and especially school buildings) during the early
twentieth century. Of the trees, the large English Oak, in particular, is an exceptional specimen in
terms of size, canopy and condition. (RNE criteria D.2, E.1)

The former Boolarra State School No.2617 is of local social significance for its strong
community association both as a school, as well as the ongoing use as a local museum and
meeting place for the Boolarra Historical Society. (RNE criterion G.1)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HOI15 Recommended

Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: Yes Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:
- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or

- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.
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4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research The exact dates of both the schoolhouse and teacher's residence and alterations
thereto should be confirmed by detailed interior inspection and investigation of
documentary sources.

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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O'HALLORAN & HARE FARMHOUSE SITE

Mathison Park, Lake Hyland Place No. 282
ADDRESS Mackeys Road Last Update 25/03/2005
Churchill HO No. /HO16

DESCRIPTION  The site of the O'Halloran and Hare farmhouses is situated within Mathison Park at the southern
end of Lake Hyland. The property contains the ruins of buildings, wells and trees associated with
the settlement and development of this property by the O'Halloran and Hare families from c.1870-
1950, which include:

- The ruinous remains of the ¢.1920 Hare farmhouse. This comprises concrete walls that appear to
have been created in situ and built up in layers using timber framework and locally collected
randomly-sized stone rubble aggregate with assorted steelwork for reinforcement (now visible in
places such as pipes, angles, saw, fencing wire etc.. Timber cast in for fixing plates such as
skirtings. There are large window openings and an arched back verandah. At the rear is a concrete
water tank and stand,

- The ruined slab footings of the former dairy/milking shed and a pile of rubble.

- Two partly destroyed wells constructed of brick and concrete render. The O'Halloran well has
an internal diameter of 2.5m and begins to form the dome at around 0.75m below ground. The
dairy well has an internal diameter of 1.65m and the brickwork begins to form the dome roof at
about 0.3m below ground. The original domes are missing from the top of both.

- Significant vegetation includes an Italian Cypress (Cupressus sempervirens?) at the front of the
ruined Hare farmhouse, a Peppercorn (Schinus molle var. areira) at the south-west corner of house
ruins (which is reputed to have been planted by O'Halloran) and the remains of an orchard
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including 3 plums, (and others probably seedings), 6 pear trees, and one quince.

The perimeter of the property is planted with more recent Australian natives, which are
presumably related to the more recent development of this area as a public park. This has also
included the installation of interpretive signage.

Condition Ruinous Integrity Ruinous
Threats Key elements Buildings
Ruins/remnants
Tree/s
Designer Builder

HISTORY

In 1876 Thomas O'Halloran selected 210 acres (85 hectares) and on the northern part of this land
(in the area that now forms part of Mathison Park) he built a house of log and bark construction.
This was replaced c.1880s by another more substantial home, probably of weatherboard
construction and a semi-underground tank. The tank was constructed from Morwell bricks and
was fed by rain from the roof of the homestead, which drained into the tank reputedly via a clay
stormwater pipe that connected to the house's downpipe. A hand pump was mounted on the north
side of the tank and connected to the tank below water level. Water was pumped into a hand held
bucket and carried in to the kitchen where it was used for drinking, washing and cooking.

Robert Hare from Gormandale appears to have leased the property from 1919, before purchasing
it in 1924. His wife Cora had recently died leaving him with four children. They took up residence
in the O'Halloran house for a time while they built themselves a new concrete house ¢.1925.
Locals believe the sand for the concrete was shovelled from the creek and stone was dug from the
ground nearby. His son Cyril Hare acquired the property in 1948, Around 1950, Bill Dobbin
leased and then purchased the northern section in 1957. Soon after, Dobbin installed an electric

pump to transfer water from O'Halloran's tank to a new above-ground concrete tank at the rear of
¢.1925 Hare farmhouse.

The Housing Commission of Victoria compulsorily acquired the property in 1963. Hare's
farmhouse was last occupied by tenants in 1968. The O'Halloran tank continued to be used up
until 1965. In the late 1960s it was partially destroyed as it was thought to have become unsafe.

The property was used as a dairy farm and a dairy was constructed along with a water tank or
cistern of its own by the early 1900s. This tank was used to provide water to wash the dairy and
equipment. A wood and briquette fired heater heated the water for washing. The dairy and other
farm buildings were destroyed by fire in 1965.

In recent times, the site surrounding the farmhouse ruins has been developed as a public park
known as ‘Mathison Park'. It was named in honour of W.K. Mathison who served as Morwell
Shire Secretary from 1947 to 1962 at a time when significant development associated with the
State Electricity Commission was occurring within the Shire. As part of the park development,
some interpretive material has been installed at the site, which provides a history of the site and
describes the surviving elements.

Creation Date ¢.1880, 1918 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

Thomas O'Halloran, Robert Hare, WK M 2. SETTLING THE LAND: LAYERS
OF SETTLEMENT

2.2 Selection

STATEMENT OF
SIGNIFICANCE

What is significant?

The O'Halloran & Hare farmhouse site, now situated within Mathison Park, Churchill comprises
the ruins of buildings, wells and remnant trees associated with the use of this land as a farm by the
O'Halloran and O'Hare families between ¢.1880 and 1960.

How is it significant?
The O'Halloran & O'Hare farmhouse site is of local historic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?
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The O'Halloran & O'Hare farmhouse site s of local historic significance for its associations with
the early settlement of the Hazelwood area during the selection era in the late nineteenth century.
It illustrates how farms were developed and is of particular interest for the surviving domed wells,
which are rare examples within the study area. (RNE criteria A.4, B.2, D.2, H.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO16 Recommended
Extent To the extent of the ruined farmhouse, dairy, two underground tanks and early trees as

described in this citation and surrounding land to a minimum of 2m around each item.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: - Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
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compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or
- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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PINES TREES (EEL HOLE CREEK STATE SCHOOL NO. 3350 SITE)

Place No. 231

ADDRESS

Monash Way Last Update 1/08/2008
Churchill HO No. HO/HO18

DESCRIPTION

This site contains two mature Pinus radiata, which are approximately 25m high and 20m high and
set 6m apart. The total canopy (both trees together) is approximately 20m and the trees are in fair
condition. They are situated on the roadside land at the north-east corner of Balfour Place and
Monash Way in Churchill. At the base of the trees is a 'cairn’ (actually one large rock) with a
plaque that reads:

"This cairn was erected by Churchill & District Lions Club as a memorial to John Flynn (Flynn of
the Inland), an Australian pioneer of the Flying Doctor Service, who, in 1901, was temporary head
teacher at Hazelwood South State School No. 3350, which stood on this site. 27. 6. 88"

Condition Fair Integrity

Threats Key elements Other (see description)
Tree/s

Designer Builder

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Although the State took over responsibility for primary education following the passing of the
Free, Compulsory and Secular Education Act 1872, and subsequently began building State
schools throughout Victoria, parents often had to lobby hard to persuade the Education
Department that a school was urgently needed in their area. This was the case at Tyers. Although
parents first requested a school in 1875, one was not established until 1879. Parents often had to
provide a venue, as at Traralgon South, or classes were held in community buildings such as
churches or halls before a school was built. For many parents getting a school and keeping it open
was a continuous struggle with the Education Department, as the history of the Driffield School
illustrates. Driffield parents were anxious to have a school on their side of the Morwell river
because of the dangers children faced crossing it. The first school was a portable building, opened
in 1881, with a two roomed teacher’s residence - quite useless in this case as the first teacher had
10 children. When it was burnt in bushfires in 1905, the Department decided not to rebuild and the
school was effectively closed. Eventually, a teacher was appointed in the 1920s but classes had to
take place in the church. Driffield did not get a new school until 1946.

The one-room rural schools that still dot the landscape of the study area illustrate how quickly
communities formed in the wake of the selection era. For example, in the Morwell district a total
of 12 schools were opened in the 1880s alone, with a further three in the 1890s. Many schools did
not survive for long and increasingly they were centralised on a single site. Few nineteenth century
schools remain and most of the one-room rural schools in the study area are the result of the
massive building program undertaken by the Education Department in the inter-war period when
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over 700 rural schools were built. [Context, 2008:54]

PLACE HISTORY

These pine trees mark the site of the Eel Hole Creek State School, which opened in 1900. The
school was renamed as Hazelwood South State School No. 3350 in 1904. Thomas Northway
provided land for the school and the local community erected the school building. The first
teacher was William Henry Loftus and this school was his first appointment as Head Teacher.
After the transfer of Bill Loftus, John Flynn was appointed as temporary H.T. The school at this
site was closed in 1925.

John Flynn (later known as 'Flynn of the Inland') is reputed to have preached beneath these pines.
Flynn later became famous for his role in pioneering the Royal Flying Doctor Service.

SOURCES

L.J. Blake (General Editor), 'Vision and Realisation' Vol 3, Melbourne, Education Department of
Victoria, 1973

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Rob de Souza-Daw, letter to Latrobe City Council, dated 30 June 2003

Creation Date ¢.1900 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

8. GOVERNING & ADMINISTERING
8.4 Educating

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE The mature pine trees situated adjacent to Monash Way in Churchill that mark the site of the Eel
Hole Creek/Hazelwood South Primary School No.3350.
How is it significant?
The mature pine trees situated adjacent to Monash Way in Churchill that mark the site of the Eel
Hole Creek/Hazelwood South Primary School No.3350 are of local historic significance to
Latrobe City.
Why is it significant?
The trees are historically significant as they provide tangible evidence of the formation of the
community in the Hazelwood district in the early twentieth century. The significance of the trees
is enhanced by their rarity values as among the few reminders of this early period of settlement in
the Hazelwood district. (RNE criteria A.4, B.2)
LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO18 Recommended
Extent To the extent of the trees and land extending a minimum of Sm from the edge of the

canopy generally as shown in the extent of registration map.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management
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GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species
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REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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CHURCHILL CIGAR

Churchill Spire, The Spire Place No. 354
ADDRESS Monash Way Last Update 1/01/2008
Churchill HO No. /HO17

DESCRIPTION  The Churchill Cigar is a landmark structure located approximately 80 metres from the south-east
intersection of Monash Way and Georgina Place in Churchill. The base and main structure are
steel or concrete (unclear), encased in gold coloured sheet metal which is profiled in a loosely
honey-combed pattern. It is internally and externally lit at night. The symmetrical structure is
approximately 30m high and 1.5m wide, and tapers from the base and top. Internal access is
gained from a trapdoor at the base.

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats None apparent Key elements Monument/memorial

Designer  Housing Commission of Victoria Builder

HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT
Planned in 1964, Churchill was designed as a town predominantly for employees of the power
industry in the Latrobe Valley.

By the 1950s, the development of the Morwell field and plans to build the Hazelwood power
station had shifted development in the Latrobe Valley from the western end to focus on Morwell.
In 1961, the SEC informed the Housing Commission that the Valley’s population would grow by
60,000 by the year 2000 and more homes were urgently needed. The Housing Commission
selected a site in the Hazelwood district at the foot of the Strzeleckis to build a new town that
would have an anticipated population of 40,000 by the end of the century. Building had just
started on the new Hazelwood town, when Sir Winston Churchill died. In February 1965, the
government announced that the new town would be named Churchill and a bitter controversy
followed as locals argued in favour of retaining the name with local historical associations.
Imperial connections won out and the first families moved into their homes in Churchill, not
Hazelwood.

Churchill did not grow into the large town that the Housing Commission anticipated and its
population in 2000 hovered around 5,000. In 1972, Churchill became the site for the new
Gippsland Institute of Advanced Education. Now amalgamated with Monash University, the
campus has expanded greatly and there is much interaction between the university and the town.

PLACE HISTORY

In 1967 the Housing Commission built a 32 metre statue in Churchill. Originally known as "The
Spire' (reputedly to inspire the new residents) it was not initially popular with residents who would
have preferred a swimming pool. Now known as ‘the Cigar’, it has become a local landmark.
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In 1999, Latrobe City installed floodlights to highlight the structure.

SOURCE
Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study, Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History, 2008, p.46

Creation Date 1967 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

Housing Commission of Victoria 7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.2 The SEC towns

STATEMENT OF What is significant?
SIGNIFICANCE  The Churchill Cigar, originally known as "The Spire', was constructed in 1967 by the Housing

Commission of Victoria as a landmark within the new town of Churchill, which was planned and
developed from 1964 onwards.

How is it significant?
The Churchill Cigar is of local historic and aesthetic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?
Historically, it is significant as a tangible symbol of the development of Churchill by the Housing
Commission of Victoria in the 1960s (RNE criteria A.4, H.1)

It has aesthetic significance as a landmark within Churchill. (RNE criterion E.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO17 Recommended
Extent To the extent of the 'Cigar' and surrounding land to a minimum extent of Sm.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified
Conservation Management
GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:
1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:
- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.
- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.
2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.
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2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.
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Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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BINISHELL

Monash University (Gippsland Campus) Place No. 286

ADDRESS Northways Road Last Update 25/06/2007
Churchill HO No.

DESCRIPTION  The Binishell is a concrete domed building of 11m in height located on the Gippsland Campus of

Monash University. The construction technique comprised formwork with a pneumatic structure
underneath, created to inflate the dome, over which the concrete was then poured. The reception
area was added later. Up to 300 tonnes of concrete and reinforcing steel was used in the
construction.

Internally, the Binishell comprises an entry foyer with toilets and change rooms on either side that
opens to a large open room with a stage at one end.

The Binishell at Monash University (Gippsland) is the only known example of its type in Victoria.
It may be compared with the examples at several NSW schools (see History).

Condition Not known Integrity Minor Modifications
Threats Key elements Building
Designer  Dr Dante Bini Builder Jennings Industries Ltd

HISTORY

The Binishell at Monash University (Gippsland Campus) was constructed in December 1979
under the supervision of Dr Dante Bini, the architect who created the technology and concept and
for whom the distinctive building type is named. A history of Monash University (Gippsland
Campus) describes the day of construction as follows:

"On a hot day in December 1979, a ring of onlookers began gathering around a construction site
on the institute’s grounds. School children had been bused in for the occasion and GIAE staff and
students joined the throng of spectators. They watched a procession of cement trucks arriving and
saw gumbooted workers, shirts off in the sun, pour the cement between two large circular
membranes. Directing operations and distinctive in his yellow gumboots was architect Dr Dante
Bini, inventor of structures known as binishells - concrete domes that were inflated into place.

The moment arrived. With the concrete poured and the outer membrane carefully arranged, air
pumps were started and valves turned on so that 300 tons of concrete, reinforcing steel and
membrane could be inflated into a dome. In little more than an hour, the eleven metre high
binishell mushroomed into shape. GIAE had its iconic building." [1]

The Binishell was designed as a general multi-purpose building and has been used for has been
used for sports, assembly, lectures. Perhaps its most notable use was as the venue for the annual
graduation ceremony.
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Formed in 1968, the new Gippsland Institute of Advanced Education took over responsibility for
the existing diploma courses previously offered at the Yallourn Technical College: civil, electrical
and mechanical engineering, applied chemistry and business studies. GIAE opened in 1970, its
270 students temporarily accommodated at Newborough while buildings were constructed on the
new site that had been acquired at Churchill, ringed by an amphitheatre of hills. The first buildings
at the Churchill site were opened by 1972. In 1990 GIAE amalgamated with Monash University.
(2]

Dr Dante N Bini built the first hemispherical thin shell structure in 1964 by pneumatically and
automatically lifting all the necessary construction materials, which were distributed horizontally
over a pneumatic form anchored to a circular ring beam, from ground level into an hemispherical
dome. After the initial ground preparation was finished, this prototype Binishell was built in 60
minutes. [3] The technique gained wider recognition in 1967 when he used a gigantic balloon and
a robot to build a 50-foot tall concrete Binishell dome at Columbia University in less than two
hours. He described the construction process as "Pressing a button. That's it." Thirty years later, it
is estimated that more than 1,500 Binishells (houses, schools, libraries, gyms, shopping centres)
stand in 23 countries throughout the world and it is thought that more domes have been made
using the Bini system than any other method in history. [4]

The advantages of Binishells include the speed of construction and the relatively low cost
compared to other forms of construction. The exterior walls and roof are erected in one completed
operation, and the only materials required are steel and concrete.

In 1973, Dr Dante Bini was invited by the NSW Government to introduce the binishell concept to
Australia. Until 1975 he acted as Special Consultant to the Minister of Public Works to develop
and supervise the design, documentations and construction of a number of Binishell projects for
the Department of Education. Up to ten Binishell complexes were erected at schools including
Peakhurst, Randwick and North Narrabreen. In 1976 he promoted and ‘Bini Consultants Australia
and licensed Jenning Industries Ltd to use the Bini systems for the Australian market and until
1981 he was involved in the design and construction of a number of Binishell complexes across
Australia. [5]

SOURCES

[1] http://www.gippsland.monash.edu.au/history.shtml (accessed 20 March 2005) - History of the
Monash Gippsland Campus compiled by Dr. Meredith Fletcher.

[2] ibid

[3] http://www.binisystems.com/ (accessed 20 March 2005)

[4] ‘Future - The Architect of Now Dante Bini addresses our immediate and timely need --
movable, self-erecting shelter’ — article in San Francisco Chronicle, 20 February 2005

[5] http://www.binisystems.com/ (accessed 20 March 2005)

Creation Date 1979 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

Dr Dante Bini 8. GOVERNING & ADMINISTERING
8.4 Educating

STATEMENT OF What is significant?
SIGNIFICANCE The Binishell, designed by Dr Dante N Bini and constructed by Jennings Industries in 1979, at
Monash University Gippsland.

How is it significant?
The Binishell is of local historic, social and technical significance to Latrobe City. It is also of
potential technical significance to the State of Victoria.

Why is it significant?

Historically, it is significant for its associations with the development of the former Gippsland
Institute of Advanced Education, now Monash University Gippsland. It is also significant as an
example of the work of noted architect, Dr Dante Bini, and illustrates the development of new
building technologies in the post-War period. (RNE criteria A.4, C.2, D.2 & H.1)

Socially, it is significant as an iconic building, which has strong associations with current and
former students and staff, particularly as the place where graduation ceremonies have been held
since 1979. (RNE criterion G.1)
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Technically, it is significant as an example of the innovative form of construction developed by
Dr. Dante Bini and is thought to be the only example in Victoria, and one of a small number in
Australia. (RNE criteria B.2 & F.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Victorian Heritage Register H Recommended
Extent To the extent of the Binishell building and surrounding land to a minimum distance of 5m

extending to include all the land between the building and Northways Road and the
access road to the north of the building.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is recommended that the following
objectives be given priority in the future development or management of the property:

1. Conserve the fabric of the buildings, which is identified as contributing to the significance of the
place. This includes the original fabric as well as fabric that may demonstrate important successive
stages in the historic development of the place and/or provide evidence of changing architectural
styles or techniques.

2. Discourage the demolition of significant or contributory buildings unless the demolition is only of
part of the building and it can be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that, as
appropriate:

- The fabric to be removed is not significant, or

- The fabric to be removed is not of primary significance and its removal will not adversely affect the
significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation of the place, or

- In the case of an industrial heritage place, it will facilitate the historic use of the place and will not
result in the loss of fabric considered to be primary significance.

Note: The poor condition or low integrity of a heritage place should not be used as justification for its
demolition, particularly if it appears the condition of the heritage place has deliberately been allowed
to deteriorate.

3. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
the main house in order to demonstrate the historical use of these buildings.

4. Conserve significant plantings on the property, and maintain a visual relationship between the
plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

5. Ensure that the siting and design of new development does not overwhelm the historic setting of
the building and the site as a whole by becoming a dominant element or by interfering with key views
to and from the site.

6. Encourage any new development on the property to relate and be complementary in form, scale
and materials to the significant buildings and other elements, but be clearly contemporary in design.
7. Retain views of significant building(s) and plantings from the street.

8. In the case of subdivision of the property, encourage the retention of the significant buildings, trees
and related elements on one lot.

NOTE:

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition or
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buildings or trees may have changed.

It is therefore desirable that the information contained in this citation should be reviewed at the time
that it is proposed to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed
assessment of any significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or
works. Once this more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place
should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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MILKING SHED AND STABLE

Place No. 259
ADDRESS 40 Walsh and Gibson Road Last Update 14/04/2010
Driffield HO No. /HO, HO19
Lot 1 TP162748
Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 14/04/2010
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DESCRIPTION  This is a large former milking shed and stable building originally constructed completely of
locally sourced hand-worked timber. In plan it comprises a large two level gabled section
approximately 7 bays wide with a hay or grain loft above, which was originally flanked on all
sides by single storey skillion sections with separate roofs. The northern bays were used as stables,
while the southern bays formed the milking shed.

The building has now been externally re-clad in colourbond, which encloses the original structure.
While this has changed the appearance of the building externally, it has had the benefit of
preserving much of the original structure within. As a result, the building now has a large single
hip roof with minor gables at the east and west end elevations.

The original building is a masterpiece of vernacular building, with hand split paling timbers, hand-
worked pole rafters, split pole battens, remnants of the original hand-worked shingles in the south-
east corner under the later colourbond, and mortice and tenon joints in timber railings dividing
milking stalls. The milking stalls were once more centrally located before being moved to the
south wall of building when electric milk pumps were introduced during the inter-war period, and
there are remains of the original ¢.1936 "Eclipse Milker" machinery and mains electric (February
1937). Other original or early fabric includes the square tiles in the milking stalls area, and the
brick-paved floor along the western bay, which has a central drainage line. There is some pressed
metal ceiling in the former milk room (from the neaby original house which was later used as a
kitchen).

Stored within the building are many old tools and pieces of equipment such as saws and axes that
may have been used in its construction, and that illustrate its use as a stables.

Abutting the west end of the building is a post-war skillion roofed building, which opens to two
recent cattle holding yards. Immediately to the south of this building can be seen the remnants of
the original cow yard for the milking shed, which is marked by large stone/gravelled area.

As it is now protected from the elements, the original fabric of the building is in remarkably good
condiiton, considering its age. Apart the new colourbond roof and external cladding, the only
other major change has been the replacement of the external posts around the edge of the roof,
otherwise most of the structure (including the original hand split paling timbers that line what was
originally the outside wall of the upper level of the central hay loft) remains largely intact. The
'addition’ to the west is more of a separate structure and appears as a secondary element to the
original shed.

The building forms part of a complex that includes the original homestead, about 50m to the
north, and other, post-war corrugated iron clad sheds to the north-west. The house was originally a
typical ¢.1900 double fronted weatherboard homestead. It retains ashlar boards to the facade, but
the roof has been changed from an M-hip to a single hip greatly changing the appearance, and
windows have been replaced.

There are few comparisons for this building in Latrobe Shire and Gippsland more generally. The
majority of early farm outbuildings have succumbed to the ravages of climate or bushfires, and
those that survive are often significantly altered. This building compares to the former meatworks
at Staplegrove, near Flynn, recently added to the Victorian Heritage Register, and the Barn at
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HISTORY

Dorfstedt near Poowong (the latter is within South Gippsland Shire).
Condition Good Integrity Medium

Threats Key elements Archaeological remains
Buildings

Designer Builder

THEMATIC CONTEXT

The squatters were not destined to keep control over their large tracts of leasehold. After the gold
rushes significantly increased Victoria’s population, the government introduced legislation that
promoted more intensive use of the land and enabled many former gold miners to ‘select’ land and
develop farms. Under a series of land acts, the former squatting runs were thrown open for
selection. Selectors began arriving in 1865, as a result of the Grant Land Act. A decade later, the
railway line that was under construction provided further inducement to select in the study area
and a Lands Office was opened in Traralgon. As a series of land acts were passed, conditions that
the selectors had to fulfil changed. For prospective selectors moving to Flynn’s Creek, for
example, after the lease on the Loy Yang run had been extinguished in 1877, boundaries had to be
fenced, a house built and a designated proportion of the land had to be cleared and cultivated each
year. Selectors had to live on their properties.

Selection has had a major impact on shaping the land in this region. It attracted large numbers of
people to the area, resulted in widespread clearing of land, and was responsible for many of the
towns and communities in the study area developing. Selection led to the foundation of institutions
such as schools and churches and to new local government areas.

Although selectors faced many difficulties carrying out their schedules of improvements including
floods, fires, caterpillar plagues, poor prices and limited capital, land on the plains and river flats
was transformed from forest and scrub to cleared paddocks, fenced crops and pasture. Swamps
were drained. In the early 1880s, selectors began penetrating the southern regions of the study
area, selecting land in Jumbuk, Boolarra, Budgeree and Callignee. The rainfall was higher in the
densely forested Strzelecki Ranges and it was assumed the land was fertile because of the giant
trees that grew there. Ahead of them was the Herculean task of clearing the giant trees, and of
trying to get their produce to market. Many of the selections in the steeper areas of the Strzeleckis
proved to be unviable and were later abandoned.

Scrubby Forest Homestead, set high on the eastern bank of the Morwell River, is an example of a
selector’s home. It was built in the 1890s by the Firmin family who selected the homestead section
of the Scrubby Forest run in 1885. The homestead replaced their earlier slab house. The Flynn’s
Creek Upper School site illustrates the determination of selector parents to educate their children
in the area. With its pine trees, remnants of the horse paddock fence and flat area of tennis court, it
marks the centre of a community formed by selectors and is an important survivor in a landscape
that has been dramatically changed by the Loy Yang open cut and power stations (Context,
2008:4)

PLACE HISTORY

This former stables and milking shed is to have been constructed ¢.1890 (or possibly earlier) with
a 1936 addition. It was associated with the Walsh and Lawless families who were early selectors
in this area. As noted by Heritage Victoria:

"Selection promoted the development of more intensive farming practices throughout Victoria,
and led to the construction of an increased variety of farm outbuildings. The most common type of
farm building was the gable-roofed timber shed with lean-to additions. The central section was
often two-storeyed, with the attic used to store feed, and the ground floor for storing machinery, as
stables, or for milking, shearing, or other small scale intensive industries. The Lawless shed is of
this type.."

SOURCES

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, ‘Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History’, 2008

Heritage Victoria, File No. PL-HE/03/0711

Creation Date ¢.1890s Change Dates 1936

Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 14/04/2010

131



Associations Local Themes

Walsh & Lawless families 2. SETTLING THE LAND: LAYERS
OF SETTLEMENT

2.2 Selection

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE The milking shed and stable, constructed ¢.1890 and altered in 1936, at 40 Walsh & Gibson
Road, Driffield. The form, design, interior layout and original materials and detailing of both the
interior and exterior of the building and the gravel remnants of the cow yard to the west of the
building are all significant. Associated objects stored in the shed include the remnants of the
¢.1936 milking machine and electric, and early farm implements such as axes, saws, and for use
with animals.

The colourbond cladding and treated pine posts around the perimeter of the building are not
significant, but are nonetheless important for providing protection and support to the historic
fabric. The immediately adjacent post-war building and other buildings in the vicinity of the shed
including the original homestead are not significant.

How is it significant?
The milking shed and stable at 40 Walsh & Gibson Road, Driffield. is of local historic,
architectural, and technical significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The former milking shed and stable is historically and architecturally significant as a now very
rare representative example of a milking shed and stables that is associated with the selection of
land in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. It provides important evidence of the
types of farm buildings that were erected during this important phase of settlement in Latrobe
City and has associations with the Walsh and Lawless families, early selectors in this sarea. (RNE
criteria A.4,B.2, D.2, H.1)

Technically, it is significant as a relatively intact example of an early vernacular farm building,
which provides important evidence of rural construction techniques in the nineteenth century. The
relatively intact interior is of particular significance as a now rare example that demonstrates
vernacular building techniques. It has important research potential as a building that may provide
additional information about how early settlers created structures using local materials. (RNE
criterion F.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO19 Recommended
Extent To the extent of the Milking Shed and Stable and surrounding land to a minimum extent
of 10m.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: Yes Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
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significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)

This building is being well-cared for by the current owners and the conservation policy should
support and encourage this approach, which is to undertake maintenance only as required to protect
and maintain the original fabric.

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.
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Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City, Morwell
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FLYNNSTEAD STATE SCHOOL NO. 2944 (FORMER)

Place No. 239
ADDRESS Flynns Creek Road Last Update 25/03/2005
Flynn HO No. HO17/HO20

Allot. 1C4, Parish of Loy Yang

DESCRIPTION  The Flynnstead State School is a single storey red brick bungalow-style building, with a small
entrance wing. It was probably built from locally manufactured red bricks. The building has a
corrugated iron gabled roof, with shingle infill to the upper portion of the gable ends. There is a
louvred vent to the main gable end. A relief sign to the entrance reads "FLYNNSTEAD SCHOOL
NO.2944." The school has concrete painted sills and lintels with multi-paned double-hung sash
windows. There is a single red brick chimney with a terracotta chimney pot. The building is in
poor condition, but has a high degree of external integrity. Remnant trees including Monterey
Pines (Pinus radiata) and Monterey Cypress (Cupressus macrocarpa) provide a related landscape
and indicate the original extent of the school yard.

Condition Poor Integrity High
Threats Neglect Key elements Building
Vandalism Tree/s
Designer  Public Works Department (D Builder
MacKenzie)
HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT

Although the State took over responsibility for primary education following the passing of the
Free, Compulsory and Secular Education Act 1872, and subsequently began building State
schools throughout Victoria, parents often had to lobby hard to persuade the Education
Department that a school was urgently needed in their area. This was the case at Tyers. Although
parents first requested a school in 1875, one was not established until 1879. Parents often had to
provide a venue, as at Traralgon South, or classes were held in community buildings such as
churches or halls before a school was built. For many parents getting a school and keeping it open
was a continuous struggle with the Education Department, as the history of the Driffield School
illustrates. Driffield parents were anxious to have a school on their side of the Morwell river
because of the dangers children faced crossing it. The first school was a portable building, opened
in 1881, with a two roomed teacher’s residence - quite useless in this case as the first teacher had
10 children. When it was burnt in bushfires in 1905, the Department decided not to rebuild and the
school was effectively closed. Eventually, a teacher was appointed in the 1920s but classes had to
take place in the church. Driffield did not get a new school until 1946.

The one-room rural schools that still dot the landscape of the study area illustrate how quickly
communities formed in the wake of the selection era. For example, in the Morwell district a total
of 12 schools were opened in the 1880s alone, with a further three in the 1890s. Many schools did
not survive for long and increasingly they were centralised on a single site. Few nineteenth century
schools remain and most of the one-room rural schools in the study area are the result of the
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massive building program undertaken by the Education Department in the inter-war period when
over 700 rural schools were built. [Context, 2008:54]

PLACE HISTORY

The town of Flynnstead was surveyed by 1882 and the station opened in 1884. A school was first
established in May 1889, but later closed. A new Flynnstead State School No. 2944 opened in
1924 in response to the closer settlement of this area after World War One. It closed just 24 years
later in 1948. It was also known as Flynns Creek Railway Station School (Blake, 1973:1208-09).

As noted above, Flynnstead was one of the many one-room rural schools constructed by the
Education Deparment during the inter-war period. The majority of these schools were in
weatherboard and Flynnstead is a rare example constructed in brick. According to Burchall
(19809:ii) concrete and brick construction were 'sometimes used, especially in areas where termites
(‘'white ants') were a known problem'.

SOURCES

L.J. Blake (General Editor), 'Vision and Realisation' Vol 3, Melbourne, Education Department of
Victoria, 1973

L.E. Burchall, 'Survey of one room schools 1900-1940', Historic Buildings Branch, Dept. of
Housing and Construction, 1989

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Creation Date 1924 Change Dates 1949

Associations Local Themes

Education Department 2. SETTLING THE LAND: LAYERS
OF SETTLEMENT

2.3 Closer settlement in the twentieth
century

8. GOVERNING & ADMINISTERING
8.4 Educating

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE Flynnstead State School is a one room brick Inter-War school of standard design, which opened
in 1924 and closed in 1948. Remnant trees including Monterey Pines (Pinus radiata) and
Monterey Cypress (Cupressus macrocarpa) provide a related landscape and indicate the original
extent of the school yard.

How is it significant?
Flynnstead State School No. 2944 (former) is of local historic and social significance to Latrobe
City.

Why is it significant?

Flynnstead State School No. 2944 is of historical significance as a representative example of an
isolated rural school that illustrates the development of communities during the Inter-War period
as a result of closer settlement. It has strong social values as the only surviving community
building in the Flynns Creek district. The remnant trees and surviving outbuildings contribute to
an understanding of the history of the school and its past use. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2, G.1)

The former Flynnstead State School No.2944 is architecturally significant as the only known

example in the Gippsland region of a one room rural school constructed in brick. (RNE criteria
B.2,D.2)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status

Latrobe Planning Scheme HO20 Recommended
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Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.
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GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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GLENGARRY AVENUE OF HONOUR

Place No. 367

ADDRESS

Cairnbrook Road Last Update 25/03/2005
Glengarry HO No.

DESCRIPTION

The Glengarry Avenue of Honour comprises a variety of mature trees that line both sides of
Cairnbrook Road between the Traralgon-Maffra Road and Railway Avenue and it is believed that
these are remnants of at least two different memorial plantings. [1]

The majority of the trees are mature Eucalypt species (possibly Mahogany Gums), which are
believed to be the trees planted c.1950 as part of the World War II Avenue of Honour. There are
some gaps in the avenue, as well as some semi-mature and different species such as Flowering
Gums.

On the north side, on either side of the entrance to the Glengarry Recreation Reserve, are a
number of Cypress trees (possibly Monterey Cypress, Cupressus macrocarpra). There are also
conifers and cypresses on the south side immediately opposite the reserve and the Glengarry
Primary School. These trees may have been part of the original avenue, or could be replacement
trees, or may have formed part of a large "square" of cypress and/or radiata pines planted
completely encircling the Glengarry Recreation Reserve after World War I by local school
children to honour the war veterans.

SOURCES
[1] Pamela Christensen, pers. comm. 2005.

Condition Mixed Integrity

Threats None apparent Key elements Landscape

Tree/s

Designer Builder

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Memorials may be placed in prominent sites in towns or they may mark a site of significance
where an incident took place. They may celebrate or mourn, but they act as a way of infusing
remembrance into the landscape. The memorials document what people feel should be
remembered and marked on the landscape.

In common with other communities throughout Australia, memorials have been erected in small
and large towns in the study area to remember and honour those who died in the First World War
and other conflicts. At Yinnar, a soldier blows a bugle; at Morwell the memorial, now relocated to
a roundabout in Elgin Street, is surmounted by a soldier in a slouch hat holding a rifle. When the
town of Yallourn was destroyed the memorial was moved to Newborough. APM erected memorial
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gates at the entrance to the Maryvale mill.

Besides the stone obelisks, statues and pillars erected on prominent sites, there are many other
ways that soldiers have been commemorated. In Boolarra, a recreation reserve, Memorial Park,
was opened in 1924 with First World War memorial gates at the entrance. Victory Park in
Traralgon commemorates the Second World War. In schools, churches and halls throughout the
study area are honour boards that commemorate those who served. On an honour board at
Toongabbie are the names of the three Hilsley brothers who enlisted in the First World War and
did not return. In Traralgon, there are street names in the APM subdivisions that commemorate
employees who were killed in the Second World War. The avenue of honour is a uniquely
Australian tradition and citizens in Traralgon South planted trees to honour the dead. After the
township was acquired for the Loy Yang development, ten trees were planted at the new township
site, ensuring that the men were not forgotten. At Glengarry schoolchildren planted pines and
cypresses at the recreation reserve after the First World War and an avenue of honour was
established along Cairnbrook Road after the Second World War. Sixteen flowering gums were
planted in July 1918 opposite the Yinnar South State School, but it is not known whether they
survived (Context, 2008:62).

PLACE HISTORY

The Glengarry Avenue of Honour was originally planted ¢.1950 by the Country Women's
Association to honour locals who served in World War II. Replacement trees have been added
over the years by members of the Girl Guides. [1]

SOURCES

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

[1] Pamela Christensen, pers. comm. 2005

Creation Date ¢.1950 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes
Country Women's Association, Girl Guid 9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE

9.2 Memorials and remembering

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE Glengarry Avenue of Honour was created c.1950 originally using Eucalyptus species along
Cairnbrook Road by members of the Country Women's Association to honour locals who served
in World War II. Replacement trees including other types of trees were planted by the Girl
Guides in later years.

How is it significant?
Glengarry Avenue of Honour is of local historic, social and aesthetic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

Glengarry Avenue of Honour is of historic and social significance as memorial commemorating
Glengarry and district servicemen and women who served in World War II. It remains as a
tangible reminder of the impact of that conflict upon local communities. (RNE criteria A.4, C.2,
D.2,G.1)

Glengarry Avenue of Honour is of aesthetic significance for its contribution to the cultural
landscsape character of Glengarry township. (RNE criterion E.1)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended

Extent To the extent of the trees on both sides of Cairnbrook Road including all land within the
Road Reserve.
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Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
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In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research Further research would be desirable to determine the actual creation date and the
type and number of trees originally planted, as well as the dates of replacement trees
and the types used.

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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GLENGARRY RECREATION RESERVE MEMORIAL GATES AND

TREES
Fred King Oval

ADDRESS

DESCRIPTION

Place No. 368

Cairnbrook Road Last Update 6/03/2005
Glengarry HO No.

The Glengarry Recreation Reserve is situated on the north side of Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry
adjacent to the Glengarry Primary School. At the entrance to the reserve are gates erected as a
memorial to locals who served in World War II. These are constructed of four large rough-hewn
granite piers on granite bases with granite caps, flanked by two smaller piers, one to the right and
one placed at the centre. The smaller piers are connected to the larger by iron palisade fences.
There are wrought iron gates between the entrance piers on the left (these may be new or a replica
of the original). The gates were repaired in 2004-05.

Around the perimeter of the reserve are a number of mature Monterey Pines (Pinus radiata) - these
are believed to be the remnants of the trees planted as a memorial to World War I soldiers during
the Inter-War period.

Condition Good Integrity Minor Modifications

Threats None apparent Key elements Fence/Gate/Wall
Tree/s

Designer Builder

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Memorials may be placed in prominent sites in towns or they may mark a site of significance
where an incident took place. They may celebrate or mourn, but they act as a way of infusing
remembrance into the landscape. The memorials document what people feel should be
remembered and marked on the landscape.

In common with other communities throughout Australia, memorials have been erected in small
and large towns in the study area to remember and honour those who died in the First World War
and other conflicts. At Yinnar, a soldier blows a bugle; at Morwell the memorial, now relocated to
a roundabout in Elgin Street, is surmounted by a soldier in a slouch hat holding a rifle. When the
town of Yallourn was destroyed the memorial was moved to Newborough. APM erected memorial
gates at the entrance to the Maryvale mill.

Besides the stone obelisks, statues and pillars erected on prominent sites, there are many other
ways that soldiers have been commemorated. In Boolarra, a recreation reserve, Memorial Park,
was opened in 1924 with First World War memorial gates at the entrance. Victory Park in
Traralgon commemorates the Second World War. In schools, churches and halls throughout the
study area are honour boards that commemorate those who served. On an honour board at
Toongabbie are the names of the three Hilsley brothers who enlisted in the First World War and
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did not return. In Traralgon, there are street names in the APM subdivisions that commemorate
employees who were killed in the Second World War. The avenue of honour is a uniquely
Australian tradition and citizens in Traralgon South planted trees to honour the dead. After the
township was acquired for the Loy Yang development, ten trees were planted at the new township
site, ensuring that the men were not forgotten. At Glengarry schoolchildren planted pines and
cypresses at the recreation reserve after the First World War and an avenue of honour was
established along Cairnbrook Road after the Second World War. Sixteen flowering gums were
planted in July 1918 opposite the Yinnar South State School, but it is not known whether they
survived (Context, 2008:62).

Sporting activities have led to recreation reserves, show grounds and racecourses being developed
throughout the study area and district rivalries were played out in football, netball and tennis
contests. On country sporting grounds and recreation reserves, children have performed their rites
of passage, playing first as juniors and later representing their district as they progress through to
the seniors (Context, 2008:64-5).

PLACE HISTORY

Sometime after the First World War a large "square" of cypress and/or radiata pines was planted
completely encircling the Glengarry Recreation Reserve by local school children to honour the
war veterans. Many of these were later removed for a variety of reasons but some remain along
the southern boundary of the reserve with Cairnbrook Road and along the common boundary with
the Primary School. [1]

Following World War II, Memorial Gates were erected at the entrance to the Reserve in honour of
three locals who made the supreme sacrifice during that conflict. They were dedicated on 15
August 1947 by W.O. Fulton MLA. At about the same time that the gates were erected, an avenue
of honour was established in Cairnbrook Road (Refer to separate citation in this Study).

SOURCES

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

[1] Pamela Christensen, pers. comm. 2004.

Creation Date ¢.1920, 1947 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE
9.2 Memorials and remembering
9.5 Recreation and forming associations

STATEMENT OF
SIGNIFICANCE

LEVEL

What is significant?

Pine and Cypress trees were planted at the Glengarry Recreation Reserve sometime after World
War I to commemorate locals who served in that conflict. In 1947, memorial gates were erected
at the entrance of the Reserve to honour three men who made the supreme sacrifice in World War
II. While some of the trees have been removed, many still remain along the south and east
boundaries.

How is it significant?
The Glengarry Recreation Reserve Memorial Gates & trees are of local historic, social and
aesthetic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Glengarry Recreation Reserve Memorial Gates & trees are of historic and social significance
as a memorial commemorating Glengarry and district servicemen and women who served in the
two World Wars. They remain as a tangible reminder of the impact of those conflicts upon the
local community. (RNE criteria A.4, C.2, D.2, G.1)

The Glengarry Recreation Reserve Memorial Gates & trees are of aesthetic significance as
important contributory elements to the cultural landscsape character of Glengarry township.
(RNE criterion E.1)

Local significance
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RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings

Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended
Extent To the extent of the mature Monterey Cypress and Pine trees along the boundaries of the

reserve including all land surrounding the trees to the edge of their canopy, and the
memorial gates and surrounding land to a minimum extent of 2m.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.
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6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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HOUSE

Place No. 365
ADDRESS 40 Cairnbrook Road Last Update 8/02/2005
Glengarry HO No.

DESCRIPTION  The house at 40 Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry is a large asymmetrical Victorian weatherboard
villa, in a garden setting which includes a very large Oak (probably Quercus robur) in front of the
house. A return verandah with simple decorative wooden verandah posts and bracket detailing
extends along the main frontage, where the front door is flanked by multi-pane double hung sash
windows. At one end, the projecting wing with gable end includes a bay window with a tri-partate
double hung sash window.on the projecting wing. at one end. The roof is corrugated iron, hipped
on the main wing and to the verandah. A narrow garden path leads in a straight line from the street
frontage/footpath area to the front door.

The mature Oak which stands adjacent to the path is of very large proportions - its canopy
extending across almost the entire street frontage.

The garden is recent but sympathetic. Simple garden beds fronting the verandah and bay window
are brick edged in an upright saw-tooth pattern and planted in a cottage style. A low (?unpainted)
open-picket fence extends from the house at one side, and a higher painted picket fence to the
other, the latter meeting a new skillion roof garage on this side.

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats None apparent Key elements Building
Garden
Tree/s
Designer Builder
HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT

After the gold rushes significantly increased Victoria’s population, the government introduced
legislation that promoted more intensive use of the land and enabled many former gold miners to
‘select’ land and develop farms. Under a series of land acts, the former squatting runs were
thrown open for selection. Selectors began arriving in 1865, as a result of the Grant Land Act. A
decade later, the railway line that was under construction provided further inducement to select in
the study area and a Lands Office was opened in Traralgon. As a series of land acts were passed,
conditions that the selectors had to fulfil changed. For prospective selectors moving to Flynn’s
Creek, for example, after the lease on the Loy Yang run had been extinguished in 1877,
boundaries had to be fenced, a house built and a designated proportion of the land had to be
cleared and cultivated each year. Selectors had to live on their properties.

Selection has had a major impact on shaping the land in this region. It attracted large numbers of
people to the area, resulted in widespread clearing of land, and was responsible for many of the
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towns and communities in the study area developing. Selection led to the foundation of institutions
such as schools and churches and to new local government areas.

Although selectors faced many difficulties carrying out their schedules of improvements including
floods, fires, caterpillar plagues, poor prices and limited capital, land on the plains and river flats
was transformed from forest and scrub to cleared paddocks, fenced crops and pasture. Swamps
were drained. In the early 1880s, selectors began penetrating the southern regions of the study
area, selecting land in Jumbuk, Boolarra, Budgeree and Callignee. The rainfall was higher in the
densely forested Strzelecki Ranges and it was assumed the land was fertile because of the giant
trees that grew there. Ahead of them was the Herculean task of clearing the giant trees, and of
trying to get their produce to market. Many of the selections in the steeper areas of the Strzeleckis
proved to be unviable and were later abandoned (Context, 2008:4).

PLACE HISTORY
The exact date of the house at 40 Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry is not known. However, title
records indicate that it may have been built ¢.1900 (or earlier) for John Kyne.

In 1905 John Kyne obtained the Crown Grant to two parcels of land described as CA 141 and
141B Parish of Toongabbie South on the south side of what is now Cairnbrook. He died in 1917,
and the property then passed to members of his family. Later owners included the O’Mara family.
Subsequent re-subdivisions have reduced the allotment to a small area surrounding the house,
while the balance of the Kyne farm has been subdivided for small lot rural residential development.

SOURCES
Land Victoria Titles Vol. 2900 Fol. 937 (CA 141 - 40 Cairnbrook Road), Vol. 2902 Fol. 211 (CA
141B)

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Creation Date ¢.1900 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

Kyne family 2. SETTLING THE LAND: LAYERS
OF SETTLEMENT

2.2 Selection

STATEMENT OF What is significant?
SIGNIFICANCE The house, constructed c.1900, and the Oak tree (Quercus sp.) at 40 Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry.

How is it significant?
The house and Oak at 40 Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry are of local historic, architectural,
aesthetic, and scientific (horticultural) significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

Historically, it is significant as a relatively intact representative example of an early farm
homestead in the Glengarry township, reflecting the broader patterns of selection in Latrobe City
as well as the aspirations of its owners, the Kyne family. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2, H.1)

The house is architecturally significant as a simple but elegant example of a late
Victorian/Edwardian villa. It has aesthetic qualities for its garden setting, with its large Oak
making an important contribution to the streetscape. (RNE criteria D.2, E.1)

Scientifically, the Oak is of horticultural significance as a fine example of this specimen within
Latrobe City. (RNE criteria A.3, E.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS

Heritage Register Listings

Register Reference Zoning Status
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Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.

8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.
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GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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GLENGARRY PRIMARY SCHOOL NO. 2888

Glengarry State School No. 2888 Place No. 263

ADDRESS 41 - 45 Cairnbrook Road Last Update 1/09/2008
Glengarry HO No.

DESCRIPTION  The 1916 Glengarry State School building is a two-room interwar weatherboard single storey

school building with a gabled corrugated galvanised steel roof (reclad) with Health Department
vents. The asymmetrical form of the school is unusual and reflects the adaption of two earlier
single room schools to form this building (See History). Otherwise, the detailing is typical of
schools of this period and includes:

- a projecting entry porch to the front of the (presumed) original Glengarry school room. This has
a gabled roof, a small four pane window and an original timber entry door;

- the weatherboard gable end, which has a louvred vent;

- tripartite multi-pane double-hung sash windows with hopper uppers. The side (east) elevation
has four single hoppers;

- the unpainted red brick chimneys.

There is a freestanding school bell beside the entrance porch to the building. Mature Monterey
Cypress and other trees (presumably planted by former students on Arbour Day) provide a related
landscape.

Condition Good Integrity High

Threats None apparent Key elements Building
Tree/s

Designer  Public Works Department Builder

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Although the State took over responsibility for primary education following the passing of the
Free, Compulsory and Secular Education Act 1872, and subsequently began building State
schools throughout Victoria, parents often had to lobby hard to persuade the Education
Department that a school was urgently needed in their area. This was the case at Tyers. Although
parents first requested a school in 1875, one was not established until 1879. Parents often had to
provide a venue, as at Traralgon South, or classes were held in community buildings such as
churches or halls before a school was built. For many parents getting a school and keeping it open
was a continuous struggle with the Education Department, as the history of the Driffield School
illustrates. Driffield parents were anxious to have a school on their side of the Morwell river
because of the dangers children faced crossing it. The first school was a portable building, opened
in 1881, with a two roomed teacher’s residence - quite useless in this case as the first teacher had
10 children. When it was burnt in bushfires in 1905, the Department decided not to rebuild and the
school was effectively closed. Eventually, a teacher was appointed in the 1920s but classes had to
take place in the church. Driffield did not get a new school until 1946.
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The one-room rural schools that still dot the landscape of the study area illustrate how quickly
communities formed in the wake of the selection era. For example, in the Morwell district a total
of 12 schools were opened in the 1880s alone, with a further three in the 1890s. Many schools did
not survive for long and increasingly they were centralised on a single site. Few nineteenth century
schools remain and most of the one-room rural schools in the study area are the result of the
massive building program undertaken by the Education Department in the inter-war period when
over 700 rural schools were built. [Context, 2008:54]

HISTORY OF GLENGARRY

First known as Toongabbie South, Eaglehawk and Latrobe, the district of Glengarry was opened
for selection in 1865. When the Traralgon to Stratford railway line was built in 1883, the station
just north of the Latrobe River was named Glengarry, adopting the name that Angus McMillan
had given to the Latrobe River in 1840.

Set on the red gum plains, saw milling became a major occupation. Paving blocks, wooden wheel
rims and building timber were sent to Melbourne from the Glengarry station. Dairying also
became an important industry in the district, as well as grazing. First a creamery and then a butter
factory and milk factory operated at Glengarry. Once the town was established around the railway
station, St John’s Church of England was relocated from private property to the town.

An estate to the west of Glengarry was subdivided for soldier settlement after the First World War
and two more estates were subdivided after the Second World War. Dairying was the major
occupation and by the 1950s, 150 farms supplied the milk factory. The factory closed in 1973.
However, despite the closure of the factory, Glengarry’s proximity to Traralgon meant the
population increased in the 1970s with people employed in the Latrobe Valley power industry
moving to new subdivisions in the town and to live on acreages. [Context, 2008:40,49]

PLACE HISTORY

Glengarry State School No. 2888, which comprised a weatherboard four-room school and
attached residence opened in October 1889 on a 'wet and low lying site' opposite the present
school soon after the township began to develop around the railway station, which opened in
1883. The opening of the school came soon after the township began to develop around the
railway station and followed a petition by local residents, which was forwarded by C.J. William
and was 'strongly supported' by the District Inspector, C. Hepburn. The school opened in the
Glengarry Mechanics' Institute in July 1888, before moving to the new building. [Blake,
1973:1104]

The 1889 school eventually resulted in the closure (in 1894) of an earlier school two miles to the
east, which had opened in 1875, which was known as Toongabbie West. [Blake, 1973:1104]

In 1891 a 12" school bell was purchased for £6/19/-. At some point in the school's history, this
was misplaced and was found 'buried in the woodshed' many years later. It was re-instated in 1964
on a small tower donated by the school committee. [Blake, 1973:1104]

In 1916, a new school was established on the present site. The old school building was moved
across the road by bullock dray, where it was joined by the former Toongabbie West school
building (constructed in 1889). Both buildings were then remodelled to form a two-roomed
school. This accounts for the unusual asymmetrical design of the building. [Blake, 1973:1104]

The 1916 classrooms now form part of a much larger complex that comprises additional
classrooms, offices and a staffroom that have been added as the town of Glengarry grew. Many
trees were planted over the years as part of Arbour Day.

SOURCES

L.J. Blake (General Editor), 'Vision and Realisation' Vol 3, Melbourne, Education Department of
Victoria 1973

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Creation Date 1885, 1889 Change Dates 1916

Associations Local Themes

Education Department 8. GOVERNING & ADMINISTERING
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8.4 Educating

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE  Glengarry Primary School No. 2888 was established on this site at 39 Cairnbrook Road in 1916
in a building created from the old school (constructed c.1888), which was moved from across the
road, and the former Toongabbie West School. This building still exists in very intact condition
and is complemented by a number of mature trees including mature Monterey Cypress and others
presumably planted on Arbour Day. The freestanding school bell is also significant.

How is it significant?
Glengarry Primary School No. 2888 is of local historic, social and aesthetic significance to
Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

Glengarry Primary School No. 2888 is of historical and social significance as a representative
example of an early twentieth century school. It demonstrates the development of Glengarry
township in the early twentieth century when it was experiencing a period of growth. It also
illustrates how school buildings were moved and adapted as required to serve the changing needs
of communities. (RNE criterion A.4, D.2, G.1)

Glengarry Primary School No. 2888 is of architectural significance as an unusual example of a
two-roomed Edwardian school. It is notable for its unusual asymmetrical plan, which
demonstrates how two one room schools were incorporated into the new building, and high
degree of external integrity. The mature Monterey Cypress and other mature trees provide a
related landscape, which contributes to the aesthetic qualities of the school. It is one of a number
of public buildings that contribute to the historic character of Glengarry village. (RNE criterion
D.2,E.1)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status

Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended

Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.
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2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.
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Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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GLENGARRY UNITING CHURCH

Glengarry Presbyterian Church Place No. 366

ADDRESS 47 Cairnbrook Road Last Update 1/01/2008
Glengarry HO No. /HO

DESCRIPTION  The Glengarry Uniting Church is a simple Victorian Carpenter Gothic church with typical

detailing including lancet windows in the side elevations and a small projecting gabled porch with
a pointed arch door and a small lancet window.

There is a ¢.1960s brick addition with a skillion roof at the north-east corner.

Condition Good Integrity Medium
Threats Key elements Building
Designer Builder

HISTORY

The Glengarry Presbyterian Church was established in 1891. It was the third church to be erected
in the town following St John's (1883) and St Columbkille's (c.1890). In 1977 it became part of
the Uniting Church of Australia.

First known as Toongabbie South, Eaglehawk and Latrobe, the district of Glengarry was opened
for selection in 1865. When the Traralgon to Stratford railway line was built in 1883, the station
just north of the Latrobe River was named Glengarry, adopting the name that Angus McMillan
had given to the Latrobe River in 1840.

Set on the red gum plains, saw milling became a major occupation. Paving blocks, wooden wheel
rims and building timber were sent to Melbourne from the Glengarry station. Dairying also
became an important industry in the district, as well as grazing. First a creamery and then a butter
factory and milk factory operated at Glengarry. Once the town was established, St John's Church
was relocated from private property to the town.

Creation Date 1891 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE
9.1 Creating places for worship

STATEMENT OF What is significant?
SIGNIFICANCE  Glengarry Uniting Church, constructed c.1891, at 47 Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry. The form and
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original detailing of the church, and its siting on the block all contribute to the significance of the
place. The low front fence, while not significant, is important as it allows for the church to be
viewed from Cairnbrook Road.

The brick addition is not significant.

How is it significant?
Glengarry Uniting Church is of local historic, social, and architectural significance to Latrobe
City.

Why is it Significant?

Glengarry Uniting Church is of historic and social significance as the centre of Protestant worship
in the Glengarry district for over one hundred years. It is one of the oldest public buildings in the
town and illustrates the development of the town after the opening of the railway. (RNE criteria
A4,C2,D.2,G.1)

Glengarry Uniting Church is of architectural significance as a representative example of a
Victorian era Carpenter Gothic church. It has aesthetic significance one of a group of public
buildings that contribute to the historic character of Glengarry village. (RNE criterion D.2, E.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended
Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified
Conservation Management
GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:
1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:
- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.
- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.
2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.
2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.
3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.
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4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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ST COLUMBKILLE'S CATHOLIC CHURCH

Place No. 369
ADDRESS 50 - 54 Cairnbrook Road Last Update 4/07/2010
Glengarry HO No. /HO21

DESCRIPTION St Columbkille's is a simple Carpenter Gothic Church with typical detailing including lancet
windows with diamond pattern leadlight glass in the side elevations. It has a small projecting
gabled porch with a lancet door and a gabled vestry at the rear. There is a small circular vent in
the front elevation and there a small crucifix is placed at the apex of each gable.

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats Key elements Building
Designer Builder

HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT

While the first church services were held in people’s homes or farm buildings - travelling
Anglican minister, Francis Hales, held a service at the Hazelwood station in 1848 as he moved
around Gippsland - once communities became established a church was often one of the first
buildings they constructed. Here, people have performed some of their most important
ceremonies and rituals.

The churches and their associated buildings, such as halls, residences and schools, have made
distinctive contributions to town streetscapes and rural districts throughout the region..
Communities have had close affiliations with their churches, especially during times of sectarian
rivalry when people's denominations greatly influenced their identity, work and social contacts.
Churches also contain community memorials to local people through stained glass windows,
monuments and plaques (Context, 2008:59).

PLACE HISTORY

St Columbkille's Catholic Church at Glengarry was constructed c.1890. It was the second church
to be erected in the town following St John's Anglican Church (which was moved to its present
site in 1883) and prior to the Glengarry Presbyterian Church (c.1891).

First known as Tooongabbie South, Eaglehawk and Latrobe, the district of Glengarry was opened
for selection in 1865. When the Traralgon to Stratford railway line was built in 1883, the station
just north of the Latrobe River was named Glengarry, adopting the name that Angus McMillan
had given to the Latrobe River in 1840.

Set on the red gum plains, saw milling became a major occupation. Paving blocks, wooden wheel
rims and building timber were sent to Melbourne from the Glengarry station. Dairying also
became an important industry in the district, as well as grazing. First a creamery and then a butter
factory and milk factory operated at Glengarry. Once the town was established, St John's Church
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was relocated from private property to the town in 1883, and relocated to its present site by 1900.

SOURCES
Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Creation Date ¢.1890 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes

7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &
TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE
9.1 Creating places for worship

STATEMENT OF What is significant?
SIGNIFICANCE St Columbkille's Catholic Church, constructed ¢.1890, at 50-54 Cairnbrook Road, Glengarry. The
form, original detailing and siting of the church all contribute to the significance of the place.

How is it significant?
St Columbkille's Catholic Church, Glengarry is of local historic, social, and architectural
significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

St Columbkille's Catholic Church, Glengarry is of historic and social significance as the centre of
Catholic worship in the Glengarry district for over one hundred years. It is one of the oldest
public buildings in the town and illustrates the development of the town after the opening of the
railway. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2, G.1)

St Columbkille's Catholic Church, Glengarry is of architectural significance as a representative
and intact example of a Victorian era Carpenter Gothic church. It is one of a group of public
buildings that contribute to the historic character of Glengarry village. (RNE criteria D.2 and E.1)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO21 Recommended

Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
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available evidence.
- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 4/07/2010 161



The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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GLENGARRY RAILWAY STATION (FORMER)

Place No. 262

ADDRESS

Main Street Last Update 6/03/2005
Glengarry HO No.

DESCRIPTION

Glengarry Railway Station is a small timber country railway station building, in its original
location but now part of a community park. The building is timber with a painted corrugated
galvanised steel gabled roof (reclad) and a skillion verandah roof, similarly clad. The verandah
has chamfered timber posts, with scalloped endboards. The chimneys are rendered and painted
with decorative capping. The building has double panelled timber doors with glass uppers, which
have been painted over, and glass highlights. Windows are double-hung sash with decorative
surrounds.

Adjacent to the station is a small timber toilet on the platform, with a painted corrugated
galvanised steel skillion roof. At the end of the platform is a small corrugated & sheet iron clad
building, which may have been the van goods shed.

The platform facing (which appears to date from the post-war period) is constructed from pre-cast
concrete slabs with steel I-beam uprights and timber capping, and an earth-filled platform. Most of
the associated infrastructure such as the tracks has been removed, however, a timber crane has
been retained. There are some embankments, which indicate the original location of sidings. There
are a number of mature exotic and native trees, which provide an appropriate setting.

Condition Good Integrity Medium

Threats None apparent Key elements Buildings
Other (see description)

Designer  Victorian Railways Builder

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

The rail network in the study area had a major impact on the development of the region. It has
been responsible for developing new towns, attracting settlers, overcoming isolation and
stimulating the region’s economy. The many sites associated with railway history demonstrate the
importance of railways to the historic development of the study area. When the first train steamed
into Moe from Melbourne in 1878, the Gippsland road was still rough and flooded regularly and
the coach ride was lengthy and arduous and would remain so well into the twentieth century. With
the main Gippsland line forming a spine, branch lines were built on either side of the track and
snaked off along river valleys or looped through agricultural districts (Context, 2008:21).

Branch lines extended north and south in the 1880s linking outlying settlements into the railway
network as settlement pushed ever further into the Gippsland Hills and the plains to the north of
Traralgon:
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The branch line from Moe to Thorpdale helped to stimulate the coal mining activities at Coalville,
as well as farming and timber activities further south. Along the branch line from Morwell to
Mirboo North railway construction camps at Boolarra and Yinnar soon developed as towns and
became busy centres where timber, dairy products and livestock were railed out.

The loop from Traralgon to Stratford was completed in several stages in the 1880s and trains
steamed through rich agricultural land and helped to stimulate the newly developing dairy industry
as well as transporting vast tonnages of timber and railing livestock. In the late 1880s, Toongabbie
was a particularly busy station as supplies and heavy machinery for Walhalla could be railed all
the way from Melbourne, before the final arduous haul through the mountains.

After decades of investigating the best railway link with Walhalla, a narrow gauge line was built
from Moe. The first train arrived in Walhalla in 1910 just as the town was beginning to decline.

As roads improved and road transport became more efficient, the branch lines began closing from
the 1950s. The last to close was the line to Stratford, which was closed to passenger traffic in 1977
with freight traffic ceasing in 1987.

Some of the closed lines are now being developed as rail trails: Moe to Yallourn, Boolarra to
Mirboo North and Traralgon to Stratford. Walkers and cyclists can have first hand experience of
the surviving railway infrastructure: the cuttings and embankments, the remains of platforms, the
fruit trees that have grown along the lines and the resilient bulbs that flower every year in long
abandoned railway workers’ gardens. (Context, 2008:24)

PLACE HISTORY

The railway from Traralgon to Glengarry was open by 1883 and was part of the loop line built
between Traralgon, Heyfield and Stratford that opened in stages during the early 1880s. The
station building was constructed soon after the line opened and is now thought to be the only
surviving example of the station buildings built along the Traralgon-Heyfield loop line in 1883.
Unlike other lines which had simple prefabricated station buildings, those along this line were
individually built and more ornate. [1]

The station ceased being used by freight traffic in 1987 (it was closed to passenger traffic in 1977)
and other station buildings were dismantled. In 1993 it was restored through community and
Government assistance and in 2004 was being used as a craft and gift shop. [1]

First known as Toongabbie South, Eaglehawk and Latrobe, the district of Glengarry was opened
for selection in 1865. When the Traralgon to Stratford railway line was built in 1883, the station
just north of the Latrobe River was named Glengarry, adopting the name that Angus McMillan
had given to the Latrobe River in 1840. The opening of the railway station determined the site of
the township for the district of Glengarry, which until then had been centred around St John's
Anglican Church, which was constructed in 1879 on a site in Cairnbrook Road.

Set on the red gum plains, saw milling became a major occupation. Paving blocks, wooden wheel
rims and building timber were sent to Melbourne from the Glengarry Station. Dairying also
became an important industry in the district, as well as grazing. First a creamery and then a butter
factory and milk factory operated at Glengarry, which also took advantage of the station to send
its produce to market. Once the town was established, St John's Church was relocated from private
property to the town.

SOURCES

[1] Rail historian Robert Ashworth quoted in 'Latrobe City Link' issue 29 July 2004, p.5.
Context Pty Ltd and Dr. Meredith Fletcher, Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Creation Date ¢.1885 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

Victorian Railways 4. TRANSPORT &
COMMUNICATIONS

4.2 Creating a railway network

STATEMENT OF What is significant?
SIGNIFICANCE Glengarry Railway Station was opened in 1883 on the Traralgon-Heyfield-Stratford line, and the
station building was built soon after. Passenger services ceased in 1977 and freight services in
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1987 after which the track was dismantled along with most of the other station buildings along the
line except for Glengarry. The surviving elements of the Glengarry Station complex now
comprise the station building, van goods shed, platform formation, the timber crane and other
embankments indicating the extent of the former sidings as well as some mature exotic and native
trees.

How is it significant?
The Glengarry Railway Station complex is of local historic, social, and aesthetic significance to
Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Traralgon-Heyfield-Stratford line was of critical importance in the opening up and
development of this area for farming and sawmilling industries and until the post-war period was
the key transport link in the area. The Glengarry Railway Station complex is of historical
significance as the only surviving station complex to survive and therefore provides imporant
tangible evidence of the line. It is also significant as a representative example of a small rural
railway station complex and the station buildings and remnant and infrastructure assist in
understanding how the station functioned. (RNE criteria A.4, C.2, D.2)

The station complex has social significance as an important community meeting place for over a
one hundred year period and a building that contributes to the identity of Glengarry (RNE
criterion G.1).

The Glengarry Railway Station building is of architectural significance as a representative
example of a late nineteenth century station building of individual design, which is very intact
externally. (RNE criterion D.2)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended
Extent To the extent of the Railway Station, platforms and surrounding land within the former
rail reserve.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified
Conservation Management
GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:
1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:
- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.
- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.
2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.
Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 6/03/2005

165



2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.
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Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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GLENGARRY MECHANICS' INSTITUTE & FREE LIBRARY

Glengarry Public Hall Place No. 324

ADDRESS 01 Railway Avenue Last Update 17/07/2010
Glengarry HO No. /HO23

DESCRIPTION  The Glengarry Mechanics’ Institute & Free Library was originally built in the late 19th century

and then extensively rebuilt in 1929 to a design by architect Harry Hopkins of Bairnsdale. The
building comprises three main sections, all clad in weatherboard with modern tiled roofs:
anterooms, the main hall and a rear section. The main hall is two-storeys high, while the flanking
sections are lower (except for the ‘bio box’).

The central hall is a simple, gabled structure with a number of single-paned sash windows and
doors on the side elevation and metal pop-up vents on the roof. It contains the auditorium. The
anterooms are appended to the front gable of the hall. This small transverse-gabled section would
have contained male and female cloakrooms on either side. Projecting upward at the centre,
between the cloakrooms, is a small gable-fronted room (this gable in line with that of the hall),
whose face is continuous with the ground floor’s wall. This was the ‘bio box’, a film projection
room. This same configuration of hall, bio box and cloakrooms is seen on other Mechanics'
Institutes of the late 1920s, such as the one at Mirboo, South Gippsland (see below). The front
door is located below the bio box and is covered by a skillion-roof verandah, which appears to be
a later addition. The anteroom windows are all single-pane sash windows. Small, skillion-roof
additions also extend from either end of the cloakrooms and are probably toilets, added later.
There is another skillion-roof addition, probably of the same age, appended to the rear side of the
hall.

Behind the hall is another section with a transverse gable roof. It has double-paned sash windows,
which may pre-date the 1929 works. The space probably served as a supper room. A later skillion-
roof addition is behind it.

COMPARATIVE EXAMPLES

The Glengarry Mechanics' Institute & Free Library as remodelled in 1929-30 compares with two
other halls in the Gippsland region, which were built at the same time. They are the Mirboo-on-
Tarwin Hall and the Fish Creek Public Hall. Both of these halls were designed by Leongatha
architect, T.E. Molloy, and incorporated a bio-box in a similar arrangement of rooms at the front
of the building, with the hall and supper room behind. The Mirboo-on-Tarwin Hall is included on
the Victorian Heritage Register.

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats None apparent Key elements Building
Designer  Harry Hopkins (1929) Builder

HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT
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The mechanics’ institute movement began as another form of education. It originated from a series
of lectures delivered by Dr Birkbeck in Glasgow to tradesmen, artisans and factory workers — or
‘mechanics’ as people who worked with machines were known - and aimed to educate workers
and to spread technical knowledge. The movement spread throughout Victoria after the gold
rushes, encouraged by financial support from the government. Mechanics’ institute that would
serve as a library, hall and be a venue for lectures were built throughout the state (Context,
2008:62)

Although no longer standing, the mechanics’ institutes in Morwell, (built around 1880), Moe
(1885) and Traralgon (1887) were the hubs of their communities. Traralgon’s building was
particularly impressive. The Narracan Mechanics’ Institute along with its impressive library was
relocated to Old Gippstown in 1978. Although no longer on its original site it is highly significant
as one of the few library collections to remain intact.

In other towns, public halls were erected to serve communities, and sometimes replaced earlier
mechanics’ institute when they were destroyed by fire or fell into disrepair or disuse. At Tyers, a
new community hall was built in 1932 by ‘day labour’ to replace the mechanics’ institute. When
the old hall was sold for demolition the library was stored in the butter factory where many books
became ruined and were later discarded. In 1929 the Glengarry Mechanics’ Institute was
extensively re-built and incorporated a bio-box for the screening of films, reflecting the cinema
boom that was happening at the time (Context, 2008:63).

PLACE HISTORY

The present Glengarry Mechanics' Institute & Free Library dates from 1929 and may incorporate
elements of an earlier building. On 30 July, 1928 a letter was sent by Harry Hopkins architect, of
Bairnsdale, to the Secretary of the Public Health Department in relation to alterations and
additions to the old Mechanics' Institute. The estimate of work was £800 and the extensive
changes (which virtually created a new hall) included a bioscope cabin (for the showing of films)
above the new lobby and extensive enlargement of the hall at both ends. The hall was also to be
reoriented to place it at a 90 degree angle to the road. Building work was delayed and works on
the new Hall were finished by late 1929 or early 1930. [PROV]

From July-September 1931 unsatisfactory fire prevention facilities (i.e., lack of sand buckets, fire
extinguisher), meant the bio cabin was out of action by order of the Public Health Department. In
1937 the supper room was lined. [PROV]

Earlier correspondence to the Public Health Department gives some clues to the evolution of the
hall prior to 1928. On 4 July 1892 plans were drawn up for alterations to the existing Mechanics'
Institute and Free Library, which were approved. The building was then described as of red gum
framing except the wall behind stage, lined and ceiled with soft wood throughout and an iron roof.
Dressing rooms and the supper room had skillion roofs. On 20 March, 1907 there was an
application to build a lean-to supper room at the east end of Institute, to have hardwood walls, iron
roof and brick chimney. However, it is unclear if it was completed at this time or in the 1920s.
[PROV]

First known as Tooongabbie South, Eaglehawk and Latrobe, the district of Glengarry was opened
for selection in 1865. When the Traralgon to Stratford railway line was built in 1883, the station
just north of the Latrobe River was named Glengarry, adopting the name that Angus McMillan
had given to the Latrobe River in 1840.

Set on the red gum plains, saw milling became a major occupation. Paving blocks, wooden wheel
rims and building timber were sent to Melbourne from the Glengarry station. Dairying also
became an important industry in the district, as well as grazing. First a creamery and then a butter
factory and milk factory operated at Glengarry. Once the town was established, St John's Church
was relocated from private property to the town.

SOURCES

Context Pty Ltd & Dr. Meredith Fletcher, Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Public Record Office of Victoria (PROV), VPRS 7882/P1 Unit 346.

Creation Date 1892 Change Dates 1929-30

Associations Local Themes

9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE
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9.3 Mechanics' institutes and public halls

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE  The present Glengarry Mechanics' Institute & Free Library at 1 Railway Avenue was designed by
Harry Hopkins and constructed in 1929-30 and may contain elements of an earlier building. Only
minor additions have been made and the form of the hall remains substantially intact to the 1929
plan.

How is it significant?
The Glengarry Mechanics' Institute & Free Library is of local historic, social, and aesthetic
significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it Significant?

The Glengarry Mechanics' Institute & Free Library is of historic and social significance for its
continuous use as a community meeting place within Glengarry for over 100 years. It is also of
interest as a representative example of a small rural hall adapted for use as a cinema, which is
expressed in the design of the building. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2 & G.1)

The Glengarry Mechanics' Institute & Free Library is of aesthetic significance as an intact
example of an Inter-War hall of unusual and individual design. (RNE criterion E.1)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO23 Recommended

Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: Yes Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.
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4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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ST JOHN'S CHURCH OF ENGLAND

Place No. 261

ADDRESS

03 - 5 Railway Avenue Last Update 21/03/2010
Glengarry HO No. /HO24

DESCRIPTION

St John's Church of England, Glengarry is a Victorian Carpenter Gothic church, with a gabled
painted corrugated galvanised steel roof (reclad). The building comprises two distinct sections:

- The rear of the church, which incorporates the original timber church built in 1879.
- The front section, which comprises the addition made in 1900 when the 1879 church was moved
to the present site.

The 1879 section was originally constructed from local red gum timber, with bush poles as
stumps. This part of the building now functions as the chancel and vestry to St John’s, and is set at
right angles to the 1900 addition. The 1879 church features a gothic pointed arch door and a series
of pointed arch windows. At each gable end is a small timber cross contained within a circle.
These are repeated at the front of the church and were probably added as part of the 1900
additions.

The 1900 addition is distinguished by its decorative carved timber bargeboards, repeated in the
1879 church, and its simple and elegant timber bell tower to the end of the front gable. The bell
tower is supported via timber posts which project through the roof line and continue down the
front elevation of the church, finishing just above the entrance porch roof. Windows to the c.1900
portion of the church are also pointed with leadlight detailing and flashed glass. The interior
appears to be relatively intact.

There are three white-painted gate posts on the front boundary that appear to date from the early
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HISTORY

1900s. They support wrought iron pedestrian and traffic gates that appear to be of a later date
(interwar) Within the grounds are memorial walls.

There was originally a hedge to the street boundary of the block, but this has since been removed.
There are mature Monterey Cypress (Cupressus Macrocarpa) trees at the rear of the church and a
semi-mature Deodar Cedar (Cedrus Deodara)

St John's compares most closely with St David's Church of England in Toongabbie, which shares
several similar design elements including the carved timber bargeboards and the inclusion of a bell
tower that suggest the same designer or builder was involved in both churches.

Condition Good Integrity High

Threats None apparent Key elements Building
Fence/Gate/Wall

Designer Builder

THEMATIC CONTEXT

While the first church services were held in people's homes or farm buildings - travelling Anglican
minister, Francis Hales, held a service at the Hazelwood station in 1848 as he moved around
Gippsland - once communities became established a church was often one of the first buildings
they constructed. Here, people have performed some of their most important ceremonies and
rituals.

The churches and their associated buildings, such as halls, residences and schools, have made
distinctive contributions to town streetscapes and rural districts throughout the region..
Communities have had close affiliations with their churches, especially during times of sectarian
rivalry when people's denominations greatly influenced their identity, work and social contacts.
Churches also contain community memorials to local people through stained glass windows,
monuments and plaques. [Context, 2008:59]

PLACE HISTORY

The first St John's Church of England in Glengarry was a simple timber building constructed in
¢.1879 by John King using local red gum timber, with bush poles as stumps. It was originally
situated on the on King's property ‘Brookleigh' in Cairnbrook Road. King transferred the land to
the Church of England in that year. The first minister was the Rev Thomas Moorhouse of
Traralgon parish. The church has been moved twice, first in 1883 after the arrival of the railway
caused the focus of the town to concentrate around the railway, and later sometime between 1893
and 1900 to its present site in Railway Parade. The original red gum church became the chancel
and vestry of the present-day St John's, while a new front section was added. [Johnson, 1991]

The church was the first to be established in the district originally known as Toongabbie South,
Eaglehawk and Latrobe, and finally Glengarry, which was opened for selection in 1865. When the
Traralgon to Stratford railway line was built in 1883, the station just north of the Latrobe River
was named Glengarry, adopting the name that Angus McMillan had given to the Latrobe River in
1840. John King was one of the first settlers in the area. He born in 1829 in County Cavan Ireland,
and settled at his property in Cairnbrook Road in 1864. [Context, 2008]

Set on the red gum plains, saw milling became a major occupation. Paving blocks, wooden wheel
rims and building timber were sent to Melbourne from the Glengarry station. Dairying also
became an important industry in the district, as well as grazing. First a creamery and then a butter
factory and milk factory operated at Glengarry. Once the town became established around the
railway station, St John's Church was relocated from private property to the town, where it was
one of the first public buildings in the nascent community and became an important community
meeting place. [Context, 2008]

SOURCES

Chris Johnston, Latrobe Valley Heritage Study', 1991

Clare Maglan, 'A Selection of Late 19th-century Anglican Churches in Gippsland'. Gippsland
History Unit 6133, 1983.

Context Pty Ltd and Dr. Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Creation Date 1879 Change Dates 1900
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Associations Local Themes

John King 9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE
9.1 Creating places for worship

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE St John's Church of England, Glengarry is a Victorian Carpenter Gothic Church, which
incorporates the original 1879 church (now the chancel and vestry) and the additions that were
made when the church was moved to this site ¢.1900, the early gateposts along the frontage and
the semi-mature trees at the rear including a Deodar Cedar. Both the interior and the exterior of
the church are significant.

How is it significant?
St John's Church of England, Glengarry is of local historic, social, and aesthetic significance to
Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

St John's Church of England, Glengarry is of historic and social significance as the centre of
Anglican worship in Glengarry for over 120 years. In part, it incorporates one of the oldest extant
churches in the municipality and is associated with the early development of Glengarry after the
land was opened for selection and the influence of the railway, which led to its relocation to its
present site to be closer to the township. The significance of the church is enhanced by its
relatively high degree of integrity both internally and externally. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2, H.1)

St John's Church of England, Glengarry is of aesthetic significance as a representative and intact
Victorian era Carpenter Gothic church, which is one of the best examples in Latrobe City. It is
notable for its fine detailing added during the ¢.1900 additions including the decorative carved
timber bargeboards and its simple and elegant timber bell tower to the end of the front gable. It
has aesthetic qualities as a landmark building within Glengarry village. (RNE criterion D.2, E.1 &
F.1)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status

Latrobe Planning Scheme HO24 Recommended

Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: Yes Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: - Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
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detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
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conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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HOUSE, OUTBUILDINGS AND TREES

Place No. 336

ADDRESS

1115 Traralgon-Maffra Road Last Update 17/02/2008
Glengarry HO No. /HO25

DESCRIPTION

The farm complex at at 1115 Traralgon-Maffra Road, Glengarry North comprises a late
nineteenth/early twentieth century homestead and outbuildings and trees, which are situated on
bank of Eaglehawk Creek.

The house is a typical double fronted late Victorian homestead with a M-hip corrugated iron roof
and typical detailing. The front and side elevations are relatively intact, but skillion additions have
been made at the rear, which are not significant. The outbuilding, thought to be a former stables, is
a timber building in fair/poor condition at the rear. Other significant features include the mature
trees such as the ancient pear tree (Pyrus sp.) to the north-west of the stables, old Pepper trees
(Schinus molle), False Acacia or Locust tree (Robinia pseudoacacia) - which have suckered from
the roots of the original tree - and a domed brick well/tank to the south of the house.

To the north of the house are more recent corrugated iron farm buildings. These are not significant.

This complex compares with other selector's farms assessed by the Study including Scarne at 70
Christensen's Road, Glengarry, Horseshoe Vale at 67 Miss Bond's Road, Yinnar and Scrubby
Forest, at 13 Scrubby Forest Road, Yinnar. The complex is notable for the timber
outbuilding,which is a rare surviving example of its type. It compares with the later outbuilding at
Mingara, 175 Old Walhalla Road, Toongabbie. More sophisticated examples including the former
dairy and stables at Walsh & Gibsons Road, Driffield and the Staplegrove meatworks at Berkely's
Road, Flynns Creek.

Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 17/02/2008

177



Condition Varies Integrity High

Threats Lack of maintenance Key elements Buildings
Tree/s
Designer Builder
HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT

After the gold rushes significantly increased Victoria’s population, the government introduced
legislation that promoted more intensive use of the land and enabled many former gold miners to
‘select’ land and develop farms. Under a series of land acts, the former squatting runs were
thrown open for selection. Selectors began arriving in 1865, as a result of the Grant Land Act. A
decade later, the railway line that was under construction provided further inducement to select in
the study area and a Lands Office was opened in Traralgon. As a series of land acts were passed,
conditions that the selectors had to fulfil changed. For prospective selectors moving to Flynn’s
Creek, for example, after the lease on the Loy Yang run had been extinguished in 1877,
boundaries had to be fenced, a house built and a designated proportion of the land had to be
cleared and cultivated each year. Selectors had to live on their properties.

Selection has had a major impact on shaping the land in this region. It attracted large numbers of
people to the area, resulted in widespread clearing of land, and was responsible for many of the
towns and communities in the study area developing. Selection led to the foundation of institutions
such as schools and churches and to new local government areas.

Although selectors faced many difficulties carrying out their schedules of improvements including
floods, fires, caterpillar plagues, poor prices and limited capital, land on the plains and river flats
was transformed from forest and scrub to cleared paddocks, fenced crops and pasture. Swamps
were drained. In the early 1880s, selectors began penetrating the southern regions of the study
area, selecting land in Jumbuk, Boolarra, Budgeree and Callignee. The rainfall was higher in the
densely forested Strzelecki Ranges and it was assumed the land was fertile because of the giant
trees that grew there. Ahead of them was the Herculean task of clearing the giant trees, and of
trying to get their produce to market. Many of the selections in the steeper areas of the Strzeleckis
proved to be unviable and were later abandoned.

Scrubby Forest Homestead, set high on the eastern bank of the Morwell River, is an example of a
selector’s home. It was built in the 1890s by the Firmin family who selected the homestead section
of the Scrubby Forest run in 1885. The homestead replaced their earlier slab house. The Flynn’s
Creek Upper School site illustrates the determination of selector parents to educate their children
in the area. With its pine trees, remnants of the horse paddock fence and flat area of tennis court, it
marks the centre of a community formed by selectors and is an important survivor in a landscape
that has been dramatically changed by the Loy Yang open cut and power stations (Context,
2008:4)

PLACE HISTORY
The exact date of the farm complex at 1115 Traralgon-Maffra Road, Glengarry North is not
known, but it appears to date from the late nineteenth or early twentieth century.

The property comprises three parcels of land. The homestead complex is situated on what was CA
127 A3, Parish of Toongabbie South. Adjoining allotments forming part of the property are 127C
and 127B. Title records show that the Crown Grant for the homestead block, comprising just over
39 acres, was made to William and Mary O'Mara in December 1880. Several mortgages were
taken out over the property before it was sold in November 1886 to Margaret Williams who in
turn sold to James Cone, a farmer from Glengarry, in June, 1893 (Land Victoria 1). By 1903 Cone
had also acquired the two adjoining lots CA 127C and 127B (Land Victoria 2).

Cone owned all three properties until 1912 when CA 127C and 127B were sold to Alice Timmins,
a licensed victualler, of Happy Go Lucky. By 1917 she had also acquired the homestead block. In
1923 all three lots were sold to Alexander Bromfield, a farmer, of Glengarry (Land Victoria 2).

The homestead and stables on the site would appear to have been associated with the Cone
ownership from 1893-1912. Reputedly, this site, on the banks of the Eaglehawk Creek, was also
used as a stopping place for coaches en-route to Walhalla via Toongabbie and it is thought that the
stables building is associated with that use and that there may have once been a hotel on this site.
Whilst the ownership by Alice Timmins, a licensed victualler, might suggest a connection, the
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dates of her ownership are probably too late - by this time the a railway had been constructed to
Walhalla and the township was already in decline. If there was a hotel/stopping place on this site,
it would have more likely been established in the late nineteenth century.

SOURCES

Context Pty Ltd & Dr. Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Land Victoria 1, Certificates of title Vol.1221 Fol.182, Vo0l.2485 Fol.847

Land Victoria 2, Certificates of title Vol.1768 Fol.506, Vol.1768 Fol.507

Creation Date ¢.1900 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes

2. SETTLING THE LAND: LAYERS
OF SETTLEMENT

2.2 Selection

4. TRANSPORT &
COMMUNICATIONS

4.1 Developing a road network

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE The house, stables and trees at 1115 Traralgon-Maffra Road, Glengarry North. The house is a
typical double fronted late Victorian homestead with a M-hip corrugated iron roof and typical
detailing. The front and side elevations are relatively intact, but skillion additions have been made
at the rear, which are not significant. The outbuilding, thought to be a former stables, is a timber
building in poor condition at the rear. Other significant features include the mature trees such as
the ancient pear tree to the north-west of the stables, old Pepper trees, False Acacia or Locust
trees and a domed brick well/tank to the south of the house.

To the north of the house are more recent corrugated iron farm buildings. These are not
significant.

How is it significant?
The house, stables and trees at 1115 Traralgon-Maffra Road, Glengarry North are of local
historic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

Historically, it is significant as a representative example of a selector's farm complex. It is notable
for retaining an early timber outbuilding, which is a rare surviving example of vernacular
outbuilding constructrion. The old trees on the property are associated with the early development
of the property as a selector's farm in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century and
contribute to the historic setting of the place. (RNE criteria A.4, B.2, D.2)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO25 Recommended

Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified
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Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.
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iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research Further research is required to confirm whether or not this property was used as a
stopping place as is believed and when the house and stables were built.

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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SCARNE

Christensen family homestead Place No. 397
ADDRESS 70 Christensen's Road Last Update 29/07/2009
Glengarry West HO No. /HO22

DESCRIPTION  The Christensen family homestead at 70 Christensen's Road, Glengarry is a substantial double
fronted symmetrical Victorian era homestead. It is constructed of hand made bricks, which have
now been painted, and has a M-hipped corrugated iron roof. There are three corbelled brick
chimneys. The wide separate verandah with a straight profile returns on both sides - originally the
verandah only returned on the east side, the return on the west side was added in the 1930s [1].
The verandah is supported on chamfered and notched posts, which appear to have once had
collars to support the cast iron frieze, which only extends along the original verandah along the
front and the east return. The elevation comprises a centrally located panelled door with sidelights
and highlights, which is flanked by two canted bay windows. Other windows are double hung
timber sash with large stone lintels.

The house is in good condition and has a relatively high degree of external integrity. The verandah
floor has been replaced in concrete, and some of the posts have been replaced. The bricks have
been painted, and unsuccessful attempts to remove the paint has caused damage to the bricks in
some areas.

At the rear of the house is a garage building, which incorporates the remnants of part of the
original kitchen wing.

The large hole marking the site of the clay pits where material was sourced to produce the bricks
used in the construction of the house can still be seen in the paddocks to the south-west of the

house.
SOURCES
[1] Ian and Pamela Christensen, pers. comm., July 2009
Condition Good Integrity High
Threats None apparent Key elements Archaeological remains
Buildings
Designer Builder
HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT

The pastoral era began with the settlers who began flooding into the Port Phillip District after
1834. In 1836, the occupation of squatting was legalized and this encouraged a 'further wave of
fortune hunters', and by 1850 all but the most uninviting or inaccessible areas of Gippsland had
been occupied.
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The pastoral occupation of the central Gippsland plains was swift after ‘Gipps Land’, as it was
originally known, was proclaimed a squatting district in 1843, which enabled the squatters to
occupy large tracts of land that were called runs and pay an annual licence fee of ten pounds for
each run. In 1847, new regulations gave the squatters greater security as they were able to buy up
to 640 acres of their runs. Port Albert was the port of entry to Gippsland. The squatters’ wool clip
was shipped from the port and there was a lucrative live cattle trade across Bass Strait to
Tasmania.

As the squatters occupied their runs, European names replaced Indigenous ancestral names. The
Traralgon run was taken up by Edmund Hobson in 1844 and Jas Rintoul took up the Loy Yang run
in 1844. In 1846, John Turnbull took up the River Tyers run, named after Gippsland’s first
commissioner of Crown lands, while John Reeve occupied Scarne on the north bank of the
Latrobe in 1847. The Merton Rush run, which was bounded by the Latrobe and Morwell rivers
and Wilderness and Narracan creeks, was taken up by Henry Scott in 1846. Maryville was taken
up by Thomas Gorringe in 1845. Haselwood run was taken up by brothers-in-law Albert Brodribb
and William Bennett. A smaller run near Yinnar, Scrubby Forest, was taken up in 1848.

Surveyor R.G. Shakespeare’s map of pastoral properties along the Morwell River in 1864
provides an insight to how landscapes within Latrobe City had changed in 20 years of pastoral
occupation. Shakespeare marked the squatters’ houses (all close to the Morwell River), location of
yards and the type of fencing (2 rail and dog leg fencing), as well as the nature of the soil and
vegetation, such as ‘rank, rotten soil’ along Billys Creek, the swamps, forest and open grassy
areas. While the land was still forested, the map shows how the squatters’ initial isolation was
diminishing. There was an inn and a bridge over the Morwell River and a stockyard to hold
travelling stock. By the time the map had been drawn, the squatters’ dependence on Port Albert
had ended and most cattle were driven overland to Melbourne.

After the goldrushes significantly increased Victoria’s population, the government introduced
legislation that promoted more intensive use of the land and enabled many former gold miners to
"select" land and develop farms. Under a series of land acts, the former squatting runs were
thrown open for selection. Selectors began arriving in 1865, as a result of the Grant Land Act. A
decade later, the railway line that was under construction provided further inducement to select in
the area and a Lands Office was opened in Traralgon. As a series of land acts were passed,
conditions that the selectors had to fulfil changed. For prospective selectors moving to Flynn’s
Creek, for example, after the lease on the Loy Yang run had been extinguished in 1877,
boundaries had to be fenced, a house built and a designated proportion of the land had to be
cleared and cultivated each year. Selectors had to live on their properties.

Selection has had a major impact on shaping the land in this region. It attracted large numbers of
people to the area, resulted in widespread clearing of land, and was responsible for many of
Latrobe City’s towns and communities developing. Selection led to the foundation of institutions
such as schools and churches and to new local government areas.

Although selectors faced many difficulties carrying out their schedules of improvements including
floods, fires, caterpillar plagues, poor prices and limited capital, land on the plains and river flats
was transformed from forest and scrub to cleared paddocks, fenced crops and pasture. Swamps
were drained. In the early 1880s, selectors began penetrating the southern regions of the City,
selecting land in Jumbuk, Boolarra, Budgeree and Callignee. The rainfall was higher in the
densely forested Strzeleckis and it was assumed the land was fertile because of the giant trees that
grew there. Ahead of them was the Herculean task of clearing the giant trees, and of trying to get
their produce to market (Context, 2008:4).

PLACE HISTORY

As noted above the Scarne run was first taken up by John Reeve in 1847. In 1854 Charles Tyers
granted approval for a pre-emptive right over part of the run to a consortium of men including
Thomas Holt, John Croft and Arthur and Edwin Tooth. It appears that this comprised the land on
what is now the east side of Christensen’s Road, which is part of Crown Allotment 144.

The homestead now on the property at 70 Christensen’s Road is situated on Crown Allotment 146
Parish of Toongabbie South is not associated with the early Scarne run but has a long association

with the Christensen family who settled in the Glengarry area in the 1870s when it was opened up
for selection.

The exact date of the construction of the homestead is not known but Christensen family history
and documentary evidence suggests that it was constructed as early as c.1875. According to
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research undertaken by Pamela Christensen, Christian Christensen applied at Sale in April 1872 to
lease Allot. 146, which was approved conditionally with no objections. By August 1875 he was
residing on the allotment and had made improvements to the property to the value of 330 pounds
including fencing, cultivation, and buildings. The buildings were described as a house (28' x 24")
and kitchen (20' x14"), both of 'stone and lime' construction valued at 160 pounds and 50 pounds,
respectively (Christensen). Despite the fact it is described as stone and not brick, this would
appear to describe the homestead that still exists today.

The homestead was constructed from bricks made on the property using clay sourced from a large
pit in the south-west of Allot. 146. According to Pamela Christensen, Zachaus Christensen worked
in the lime-making industry in Denmark prior to emigrating to Australia and prior to coming to
Glengarry was associated with lime kilns at Longford near Sale and this skill was evidently put to
use in the construction of the house. Another unusual material, given the remoteness of the area,
was the use of steel for lintels - reputedly this material was available because of he proximity of
the house to the main transport route to Walhalla (Christensen).

By 1876 Zachaus was residing on Allot. 146 and Christian transferred the lease to him. The first
title for this property, comprising just over 123 acres was issued to Zachaus Christensen in March
1883. The cost of the land was about £1 per acre (Land Victoria 1). In 1885 Adolph Christensen
acquired the adjoining lot to the north, CA145, from Denis O’Brien. O’Brien had purchased
CA145 in 1876 from George Anstey who had acquired it four years earlier from Alexander
Pearson, John English, and James Peek who had obtained the Crown Grant in 1871. In 1889
Adolph transferred CA145 to property to Zachaus Christensen (Land Victoria 2).

Zachaus Christensen owned both properties until his death in 1910. Probate of his will was
granted to Mary Ann Christensen and Niels John Christensen. The land remained in Christensen
family ownership until it was sold in the 1950s. Members of the Christensen family re-acquired
the property in 2000.

SOURCES

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Land Victoria 1, Certificate of title Vol.1468 Fol.503

Land Victoria 2, Certificates of title Vol.442 Fol.377, V.540 F.915, V.831 F.150, V.1769 F.796
Christensen, Pamela cites Public Records of Victoria (PROV) files for C.A.146 Series 625/P Unit
193 File 11942/19.20; C.A. 144 Series 625 Unit 146 File 25491/19.20

Creation Date ¢.1875 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

Christensen family 2. SETTLING THE LAND: LAYERS
OF SETTLEMENT

2.2 Selection

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE The homestead on the property at 70 Christensen’s Road, Glengarry is situated on Crown
Allotment 146, Parish of Toongabbie South and was constructed ¢.1875 for Christian
Christensen. The homestead is a substantial double fronted symmetrical Victorian era house. It is
constructed of hand made bricks, which have now been painted, and has a M-hipped corrugated
iron roof. There are three corbelled brick chimneys. The wide separate verandah with a straight
profile returns on both sides. It is supported on chamfered and notched posts, which appear to
have once had collars to support the cast iron frieze. The elevation comprises a centrally located
panelled door with sidelights and highlights, which is flanked by two canted bay windows. Other
windows are double hung timber sash with large stone lintels. The house is in good condition and
has a relatively high degree of external integrity. The verandah floor has been replaced in
concrete, some of the posts have been replaced and some of the cast iron frieze has been
removed. The bricks have been painted, and unsuccessful attempts to remove the paint has caused
damaged the bricks in some areas. The former clay pit is situated in the south-west corner of the

property.

Although the rear garage contains remnants of the original kitchen it has been significantly altered
and is not significant.

How is it significant?
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The Christensen family homestead at 70 Christensen’s Road, Glengarry also known as 'Scarne’' is
of local historic, architectural and archaeological significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Christensen family homestead is historically significant as a representative example of a
house that is associated with the first phase of selection of land in the mid to late nineteenth
century. It is one of the few pre-1880 homesteads to survive and provides tangible evidence of the
development of farms in Latrobe City and is also significant for its long association with
Christensen family. The nearby clay pit is historically important as evidence of how early settlers
took advantage of locally available building materials and has archaeological significance as it
may contain evidence of the process of brickmaking (RNE criteria A.4, D.2, H.1)

The Christensen family homestead is architecturally significant as a representative example of a
substantial Victorian era rural homestead constructed in brick. The significance of the place is
enhanced by the relatively high external integrity of the homestead and the rarity values as one of
relatively small number of surviving selection era homesteads in Latrobe City (RNE criteria B.2,

D.2).
LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO22 Recommended
Extent To the extent of the homestead and surrounding land to a minimum extent of 10m.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant

building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:
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- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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GLENGARRY WEST STATE SCHOOL NO. 4426 (FORMER)

Place No. 264
ADDRESS 305 Glengarry West Road Last Update 17/07/2010
Glengarry West HO No. /HO26

Lot 1, TP230895

DESCRIPTION  The former Glengarry West State School is a typical timber inter-war primary school, one room
with an entrance porch. It has a corrugated iron gabled roof with louvred roof vents in the gable
end. The entrance porch has a skillion roof. The red brick chimney has a brown brick cap. The
building has typical tripartite multi-pane double-hung sash windows with hopper uppers in the
main elevation and small square windows in the north elevation.

The building is now abandoned. There is small mid-twentieth century timber building (shelter
shed?) with a corrugated iron skillion roof at the rear of the school. The extent of the school yard
is defined by steel pipe and mesh fencing, and there are some remnant mature trees in the grounds.

Condition Fair Integrity High
Threats Neglect Key elements Buildings
Vandalism Tree/s
Designer  Public Works Department Builder
HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT

Although the State took over responsibility for primary education following the passing of the
Free, Compulsory and Secular Education Act 1872, and subsequently began building State
schools throughout Victoria, parents often had to lobby hard to persuade the Education
Department that a school was urgently needed in their area. This was the case at Tyers. Although
parents first requested a school in 1875, one was not established until 1879. Parents often had to
provide a venue, as at Traralgon South, or classes were held in community buildings such as
churches or halls before a school was built. For many parents getting a school and keeping it open
was a continuous struggle with the Education Department, as the history of the Driffield School
illustrates. Driffield parents were anxious to have a school on their side of the Morwell river
because of the dangers children faced crossing it. The first school was a portable building, opened
in 1881, with a two roomed teacher’s residence - quite useless in this case as the first teacher had
10 children. When it was burnt in bushfires in 1905, the Department decided not to rebuild and the
school was effectively closed. Eventually, a teacher was appointed in the 1920s but classes had to
take place in the church. Driffield did not get a new school until 1946.

The one-room rural schools that still dot the landscape of the study area illustrate how quickly
communities formed in the wake of the selection era. For example, in the Morwell district a total
of 12 schools were opened in the 1880s alone, with a further three in the 1890s. Many schools did
not survive for long and increasingly they were centralised on a single site. Few nineteenth century
schools remain and most of the one-room rural schools in the study area are the result of the
massive building program undertaken by the Education Department in the inter-war period when
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over 700 rural schools were built. [Context, 2008:54]

PLACE HISTORY

Glengarry West State School No. 4426 was opened on 29 September 1929 by Mr William A.
Moncur, MLA for Gippsland Central. The school building formed part of the school relocated
from Outtrim in South Gippsland. The school was opened following a petition brought by four
locals W.H. Paulet, B. Christensen, H.-W. Rawson and W. Leviston. These people later formed the
nucleus of the School Committee. The initial enrolment was 24 pupils and a teacher's residence
was added by 1952. [Blake, 1973]

By the 1980s when enrolments had dwindled to less than 10 the decision was made by the local
school committee to close the school. It was decided that most of the materials (library etc.) would
go to the school at Tyers, as did most of the children. Honour boards were sent to the Glengarry
Mechanics' Institute Hall, while surplus funds in the school account were distributed between the
local fire brigade and the Tyers School. Unfortunately, the school records - minute books etc.
since the opening of the school, were sent to the regional Education office in Moe where they
were inadvertently destroyed (Christensen).

Like many other rural schools successive generations of the same families attended the school
from the time of its opening until its closure. Ian Christensen attended the school as a boy and at
the time of closure one of his children was a student (Christensen).

SOURCES

L.J. Blake (General Editor), 'Vision and Realisation' Vol 3, Melbourne, Education Department of
Victoria, 1973

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Ian & Pamela Christensen, pers. comm., July 2009

Creation Date 1929 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

Education Department 8. GOVERNING & ADMINISTERING
8.4 Educating

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE

LEVEL

Glengarry West Primary School No. 4426 opened in 1929 as a response to closer settlement in
this area and closed in the 1970s. It is an Inter-War one room weatherboard school of typical
design. It has a corrugated iron gabled roof with louvred roof vents in the gable end. The
projecting entrance porch has a skillion roof. The red brick chimney has a brown brick cap. The
building has typical tripartite multi-pane double-hung sash windows with hopper uppers in the
main elevation and small square windows in the noth elevation. Other features include a shelter
shed, cyclone wire boundary fence defining the school yard and some remnant mature trees.

How is it significant?
Glengarry West Primary School No. 4426 is of local historic and social significance to Latrobe
City.

Why is it significant?

Glengarry West Primary School No. 4426 is of historical and social significance as a
representative example of an early twentieth century one-room rural school in a typical setting
surrounded by mature trees. It demonstrates the development of Glengarry West in the early
twentieth century as a result of closer settlement. It has social significance as a school that was
opened in response to demands by local families and played an important role in the development
of the Glengarry West community. (RNE criterion A.4, D.2, G.1)

Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings

Register Reference Zoning Status

Latrobe Planning Scheme HO26 Recommended
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Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: Yes Incorporated Plan: - Incorporated Plan Details
Description: boundary fence None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
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None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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HAZELWOOD HOMESTEAD (SITE)

Place No. 230
ADDRESS Brodribb Road Last Update 6/03/2005
Hazelwood HO No.

DESCRIPTION  The site of the Hazelwood homestead is situated on a prominent crest that now overlooks the
Morwell Open Cut Mine. The site is marked by several mature exotic trees (mostly conifers) in
good condition. No other visible remains are immediately evident, however, archaeological
remains may be present.
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Condition Ruinous Integrity Demolished

Threats Neglect Key elements Ruins/remnants
Redevelopment Tree/s
Designer Builder
HISTORY The Haslewood (later Hazelwood) cattle run of 16,000 acres, three miles south of Morwell was

originally taken up by Albert Brodribb and William Bennett in 1844 and is thought to have been
the first squatting run in the Morwell district. Albert's sister married William Bennett and together
they retained ownership of the run until 1852. It was later transferred to John McMillan in
September, 1860.

It is believed the original Hazelwood homestead was built c.1850 by the Bennett family on the
western boundary of the run near the Morwell River on or near this site. This remained the main
homestead on the property until 1881 when John McMillan gained a pre-emptive right to the
homestead block. Once he gained this security of tenure, it is thought that he built a substantial
new homestead near the site of the original homestead. This building was reputedly built by
tradesmen and materials brought from England. The trees still extant on the site date from this
period.

John McMillan managed to consolidate a considerable amount of freehold land during the
selection years. He developed a renowned herd of shorthorn cattle there and also bred horses for
the Indian Army. After World War I, the Soldier Settlement Board bought part of the estate and
subdivided the land into 45 soldier settlement allotments. The homestead block including the
original Bennett & McMillan homesteads was bought and farmed by WP Sweeney, while the
adjoining block was allotted to Jim Lawless (who operated a sawmill elsewhere). In ¢.1921
another soldier settler, Charles Hatfield, bought what was thought to be the c.1850s Bennett home
and moved it by sledge to his nearby block. In 1937 this house was moved by sledge to Morwell
where its eventual fate is unknown. Meanwhile, the ¢.1880s McMillan homestead remained on
this site until the 1970s when land around the homestead was bought by the SEC. It was
dismantled and sold, the parts 'not affected by borer' were reputedly used by the Lawless family in
a building on their property.

SOURCES

Context Pty Ltd & Dr. Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008, pp. 3-4

Dr. Meredith Fletcher, Linda Kennett, 'Changing Landscapes. A History of Settlement and Land
Use at Driffield’, 2003, p.26.

Creation Date ¢.1850, ¢.1880 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

Albert Brodribb, William Bennett, John 2. SETTLING THE LAND: LAYERS
OF SETTLEMENT

2.1 Squatters and the pastoral era
2.2 Selection

2.3 Closer settlement in the twentieth
century

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE The Hazelwood homestead site at Brodribb Road, Morwell contains mature trees and potential
archaeological remains that are believed to be associated with the construction of the Hazelwood
homesteads on this site in ¢.1844 (removed c¢.1920s) and c¢.1880 (demolished removed c.1970s).

How is it significant?
The Hazelwood homestead site is of local historic and scientific significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Hazelwood homestead site is of historical significance for its associations with the
Hazelwood cattle run, one of the first runs to be established in this area, which led to the opening
up of the land for selection. The trees and potential archaeological remains are thought to be the
only elements associated with the former homestead to remain and therefore provide valuable
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evidence of this important chapter in the history of the area. (RNE criteria A.4, B.2, C.2,D.2,
H.1)

The Hazelwood homestead site is of scientific (archaeological) significance as it may provide
further evidence about the early settlement and development of this area during the Bennett and
McMillan ownerships in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. (RNE criteria A.3, E.1)

LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended
Victorian Heritage Inventory H Listed

Extent To the extent of the group of trees identified by this study and surrounding land to a
minimum extent of 10m including all land between the trees.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or

- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not

adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
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revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research It would be desirable to investigate what became of the parts of the c.1880
homestead reputedly moved to a property owned by the Lawless family in the 1970s.

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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HAZELWOOD CEMETERY & MEMORIAL GATES

Place No. 223

ADDRESS

Brodribb Road & Yinnar Road Last Update 6/03/2005
Hazelwood HO No. /HO, HO28

DESCRIPTION

The Hazelwood Cemetery covers several acres, perched on the ridge of a small hill north of
Yinnar (now called Anzac Hill), with views to the surrounding country to the West and
Hazelwood to the South-East. Its boundaries are marked by a chain-wire fence and regularly
spaced Italian Cypress (Cypressus semperivens) at approximately 7m intervals. The plantings vary
in age. The paths run at right angles forming a cross through the cemetery and the graves are
predominantly East and West facing. The older graves are mostly within the Northern part of the
cemetery with clear groupings distinguishing the denominations reflected in the local community
(e.g. Catholic section at top of hill). It now includes a lawn cemetery.

The memorial gates at the entrance to the cemetery comprise four square profile granite pillars
(two smaller outer pillars and two larger inner pillars) with pyramidal caps separated by wrought
iron gates. The large inner pillar to the right contains lead lettering with the words 'Bush Fire 14th
Feb 1944' with the names of those lost in the fires and 'Erected by District Residents'.

Condition Good Integrity Intact

Threats None apparent Key elements Monument/memorial
Tree/s

Designer Builder

HISTORY

THEMATIC HISTORY
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Cemeteries provide a commentary on the local area, with insights to how people have lived and
died. They provide an important record of the development of communities and are sometimes the
only tangible evidence of the existence of a settlement.

Before the establishment of cemeteries, or in places remote from cemeteries, burials were in
single, isolated graves in the bush or beside roads and the Gippsland region has a number of these
‘lone’ graves. After burying a friend on the banks of the Latrobe River near Traralgon in 1846,
squatter Henry Meyrick bitterly reflected on the lack of cemeteries and cultural institutions in the
newly settled region. He felt despair at leaving his friend in an isolated grave. Another ‘lone’
grave was that of Edward ‘Ned’ Stringer who died in September 1863 at Toongabbie and is
thought to have been buried on one of the surveyed allotments on the south side of what would
later become the railway reserve. The remains of a child, Edwin Cowan, were buried nearby in
1873. The remains of both were later interred in the Toongabbie cemetery.

Once cemetery trusts were formed, settlers had the solace of burying their families and friends in a
designated burial area, rather than a lonely grave. One of the first cemeteries in the study area was
established at Traralgon in 1869 on land that now forms part of the railway reserve and up to 12
burials were made before the site of the present cemetery was acquired in about 1872. Land for
the Hazelwood cemetery was gazetted in 1879 and served the Morwell district. The first recorded
burial was for Grace Donaldson, who died as a result of a horse accident as she rode to a New
Years Day picnic at the ridge. [Context, 2008:63-4]

PLACE HISTORY

Hazelwood Cemetery is traditionally Morwell's main cemetery - at the time the cemetery was
established Hazelwood was the centre of pastoral settlement in the area. On 21 August 1878 the
residents of Hazelwood, Maryvale and Morwell appeared before the local lands board sitting in
Traralgon and applied for a cemetery site to be set aside. The site was surveyed by James
Robinson in December 1878 and it was gazetted on 7 April 1879. Letters held in Health
Department files indicate that a child was buried in Hazelwood Cemetery in September 1878 and
it is likely that other burials took place before it was officially declared a cemetery [1].

The first trustees are listed in the Government Gazette of 11 February 1881. A Sexton was
employed by 1888 to look after grave digging and general maintenance and by 1890 the cemetery
had been divided into denominational sections with a section marked 'Free Ground' [2].

Many headstones date from the 1880s and the names on headstones include many of the well-
known families from the area - e.g. Lawless, Quigley, Heesion etc.

In February of 1944 a bushfire started near Yallourn. Fanned by strong winds the fire eventually
destroyed over 100 houses with the loss of 13 lives, as well as thousands of head of stock. The 13
people who died were mostly from the Hazelwood-Jeeralang area, 4 of them from one farm.
Memorial gates, funded entirely by local subscriptions, were erected by local volunteer labour
under the direction of a local stone mason [3].

SOURCES

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

[1] Dead men do tell tales' - on line article from 29 July 2004 edition of 'Latrobe City Link' cites
research by historian Claire Wood - http://www.latrobe.vic.gov.au/webfiles/media/link/july04/link
jul 04 - page 23.pdf (viewed 1 January 2008)

[2] ibid
[3] ibid
Creation Date 1879 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes

9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE

9.4 Cemeteries

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE Hazelwood cemetery was gazetted in 1879, and was the first cemetery serving Morwell,
Hazelwood and Jeeralang. In 1944, memorial gates were erected to commemorate local people
who lost their lives in the devastating bushfires of that year. The cemetery is laid out in
denominational sections and plantings of Italian Cypress are an important landscape feature.
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How is it significant?
Hazelwood Cemetery is of local historic, social and aesthetic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

Historically and socially, it is significant as the first cemetery established in the Morwell and
Hazelwood districts and is a representative example of an early rural cemetery in the area. As
many of the settlements surrounding the cemetery have been lost to the Morwell open cut, the
cemetery now provides an important tangible record of the early settlement of this area. The
cemetery is also significant for the memorial gates - while a number of major bushfires have
devastated the Gippsland area in post-contact times this is one of the few permanent memorials to
the impacts of the fires upon communities. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2 & G.1)

Aesthetically, it is significant as a most picturesque example of a small rural cemetery, which is
enhanced by its plantings of Italian Cypress and elevated setting overlooking the surrounding
countryside. (RNE criterion E.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO28 Recommended
Extent To the extent of the whole cemetery.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified
Conservation Management
GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:
1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:
- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.
- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.
2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.
2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.
3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.
4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:
- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
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- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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MORWELL (BILLY'S CREEK) WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM

Place No. 414
ADDRESS Braniff's Road Last Update 1/01/2008
Jeeralang Junction HO No. HO/HO29

DESCRIPTION  The remains of Billy's Creek Weir is situated within Morwell National Park about 14 km south of
Morwell. Access to the park is via the main entrance, which is at the south end of Braniff's Road.
The weir is accessible by a walking track (Weir Track) leading from the main car park and picnic
area. All that remains of the weir is the concrete wall and end supports across Billys Creek, though
sections of the pipeline can also be seen.
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The ruins of the Billy's Creek weir compares with the original Traralgon Water supply system
which includes a weir across the Tyers River above Wirilda and a pipeline, much of it once again
made from timber slats bound with wire and coated in tar, revealed at several locations along its
route. While a walking track follows the banks of the Tyers River upstream from Wirilda, there is
no path or road into the site of the old weir itself, which still stands.

Condition Fair Integrity Low

Threats weathering Key elements Dam/reservoir

Designer Builder Ike Billingsley (Weir)
HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT

Local governments had the responsibility of supplying water for domestic use, in a response to
public health issues and creating a water supply for fighting town fires. In Traralgon, for example,
the first public water supply was a pump installed on the Traralgon Creek in 1877. In 1880 the
Victorian Railways constructed a reservoir in Hickox Street for the supply of water to the railway
station only, but in 1884 the Shire of Traralgon obtained permission to tap into the railway
pipeline for fire-fighting purposes. By the following February, pipes had been laid to Franklin
Street. Eventually, a Water Trust was formed in 1907 to provide Traralgon with a domestic water
supply from the Tyers River. As the township of Traralgon grew a water tower was built in 1928
on high ground in Henry Street to provide increased water pressure to the town and in 1933 the
Hilltop reservoir was constructed to provide a reserve supply.

At Morwell, two disastrous fires in 1912 demonstrated the need for a reticulated township supply,
which was completed one year too late in 1913. The second of the two fires destroyed shops that
replaced buildings lost in a previous conflagration in 1890. Morwell Shire Council considered two
schemes and eventually decided upon a scheme proposed by Traralgon Shire Engineer, Mr
Sambell, to pipe water through a six inch main from Billy’s Creek to a concrete reservoir situated
on the Ridge, where the Powerworks complex is now situated. From there it was reticulated by
gravity to the town. The weir served Morwell until the construction of the Moondarra Dam as
noted below.

When the Moe Water Trust was formed in 1933, it organised a water supply for the town from a
small dam on the Narracan Creek at Coalville. A pipe connected the dam to a small holding
reservoir close to Moe where the water was fed into the town system by gravity. After the Second
World War faced with the huge increase in population, the Trust sought additional supply from
the Narracan Creek and later from the Tanjil River.

With post war expansion in the Latrobe Valley, existing water supplies were soon inadequate. The
Latrobe Valley Water and Sewerage Board (LVWSB) was established in 1954 with a mandate to
oversee the water supply for towns and industries of the Latrobe Valley, as well as waste disposal.
Plans were drawn to build a large reservoir on the Tyers River that could meet much of the
Latrobe Valley’s domestic needs and those of industry. Building the Moondarra Reservoir
involved drowning the town of Gould. The reservoir and its pipeline system were built between
1959 and 1962 and now the majority of towns in Latrobe City receive their water from the
Moondarra Reservoir (Context, 2008:15-6).

PLACE HISTORY [1]

As noted above Morwell suffered disastrous fires in 1890 and 1912, which destroyed buildings in
the commercial area. By the time of the second fires in 1912 Morwell Shire Council had decided
upon a reticulated water supply scheme for the town. From July 1910 to May 1912, Morwell Shire
Council considered two competing water supply schemes for Morwell. The first scheme proposed
by Traralgon Shire Engineer, Mr Sambell, involved piping water north through a six-inch main
from Billys Creek. The estimated cost of the project was £10,000. The second scheme, proposed a
few months later by John Hoyle involved a cheaper method of piping water east from the Morwell
River. In May, 1912 a report recommended the Sambell scheme and this was finally approved by
the Morwell Shire Council after it ran a ratepayers’ poll. The Morwell Waterworks Trust was
established in September 1912 to oversee the work.

The contractor in charge of construction of the Billy's Creek Weir was Ike Billingsley. A 6-inch
cast-iron pipe was laid from the weir to Morwell and Les Hare had the contract to cart the pipes
from the Morwell Railway Station to Jeeralang using a dray and bullock team. The depth of water
at the Weir’s barricade was 12 feet and the water was conveyed to a small concrete holding
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reservoir, known as the Basin, situated on the Ridge above Morwell, which provided the necessary
height for gravity pressure and thus eliminated the need (at least initially) for a water tower. More
than a year later in December, 1913, the water was turned on. At the official opening ceremony,
the hydrant supplied sufficient pressure to shoot the water 40 feet into the air in front of the Post
Office in Commercial Road, Morwell.

As the demand for water increased, a 9-inch wooden pipeline made from wooden staves (timber
slats bound with wire and coated in tar) replaced the original cast-iron pipeline. The Weir supplied
water to Morwell until 1954 when Moondarra Reservoir took over. In 1962 the Latrobe Valley
Water & Sewerage Board took over some sections of the Trust’s pipelines and the Ridge
Reservoir when the Trust started purchasing Moondarra water out of the Morwell Reservoir via
the Tolmie Street Pumping Station.

After the construction of the Weir it became a popular picnic spot with visitors driving in by horse
and buggy. It is said that during a particularly dry spell the local farmers downstream from the
Weir were not thrilled about all the water going to Morwell. They took matters into their own
hands and drilled a hole through the main Weir wall below the overflow so that water would be
released into the creek. This hole can still be seen today.

Morwell National Park was originally declared on November 26, 1966 to become Victoria’s 20th
National Park. Since then, there have been a number of additions made to increase the size of the
park to over 500 ha. The most important addition was the Billys Creek Valley extension in 1989.
This included land bounded by Junction Road, Jumbuk Road and Reidy’s Road towards the east.

SOURCES

Context Pty Ltd & Dr. Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

[1] Sources for the Place History are:

Article about Morwell town water supply ‘Quest for water follows disastrous town fires’ in
Latrobe Valley Link, July 2004, p.3 - article cites the 'Brief History of Billy's Creek' by Friends of
Morwell National Park historian, Hilmar Batza

Prue McGoldrick, 'Steamhorse to power. A centenary history of Morwell town', Morwell Shire
Council, 1979, pp.58-9

Creation Date 1912-3 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

Morwell Shire Council 3. UTILISING NATURAL
RESOURCES

3.4 Providing a water supply for towns
and industry

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE

The ruins of the weir constructed c.1912, which is now situated within Morwell National Park
and other surviving early infrastructure that forms part of the Billy's Creek Water Supply system
including any remnants of the cast iron or wood stave pipes.

How is it significant?
The Billy's Creek Water Supply System is of local historic and technical significance to Latrobe
City.

Why is it significant?

The Billy's Creek Water Supply system is of historic significance for its associations with the
development of services within local townships during the early twentieth century. The provision
of water was essential in order to allow townships to grow and the Billy's Creek system is among
the earliest surviving example of a municipal water supply in Latrobe City. It provides tangible
evidence of the growth of Morwell in the early twentieth century. (RNE criteria A.4, B.2, D.2,
H.1)

The Billy's Creek Water Supply System is technically significant as an example of an early
gravity-fed engineered water system. The remnants of the cast iron or wood stave pipes are of
particular significance as rare surviving examples of this type of pipe technology. (RNE criteria
B.2, F.1).
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LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO29 Recommended
Extent To the extent of the weir structure and any associated infrastructure including remnant
pipes.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.
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6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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MOE STATE SCHOOL NO. 2142

Place No. 202

ADDRESS

40 - 42 Albert Street Last Update 18/07/2010
Moe HO No. /HO32

DESCRIPTION

The Moe State School No. 2142 building, constructed in 1926, is a single storey red brick
building with a hipped concrete tile (reclad) roof. It has a horizontal form with projecting wings at
each end. The symmetrical layout and external detailing are typical of primary school buiildings of
the Inter-War period, including plain painted rendered chimneys and double triple panel multi-
pane windows with double-hung sash upppers and hopper lowers. The building has been altered,
including a modern glass entrance. An original rendered panel centrally located on the wall bears
the words ' MOE SCHOOL 2142'.

The school is set within grounds that are bounded by Albert, Kirk and Haigh streets and Anzac
Road. The 1926 building faces Albert Street and is setback behind a garden and lawn area. Along
the boundaries are mature trees that are remnants of past Arbor Day plantings and may also
include some of the trees planted as the World War I memorial. They include Oaks (Quercus
robur?) and Monterey Pines along the Anzac Road boundary and a variety of exotic trees and
some mature Eucalypts along the Albert Road and Kirks Road boundaries.

Condition Good Integrity Medium

Threats None apparent Key elements Buildings
Tree/s

Designer  Public Works Department Builder

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Although the State took over responsibility for primary education following the passing of the
Free, Compulsory and Secular Education Act 1872, and subsequently began building State
schools throughout Victoria, parents often had to lobby hard to persuade the Education
Department that a school was urgently needed in their area. This was the case at Tyers. Although
parents first requested a school in 1875, one was not established until 1879. Parents often had to
provide a venue, as at Traralgon South, or classes were held in community buildings such as
churches or halls before a school was built. For many parents getting a school and keeping it open
was a continuous struggle with the Education Department, as the history of the Driffield School
illustrates. Driffield parents were anxious to have a school on their side of the Morwell river
because of the dangers children faced crossing it. The first school was a portable building, opened
in 1881, with a two roomed teacher’s residence - quite useless in this case as the first teacher had
10 children. When it was burnt in bushfires in 1905, the Department decided not to rebuild and the
school was effectively closed. Eventually, a teacher was appointed in the 1920s but classes had to
take place in the church. Driffield did not get a new school until 1946.

The one-room rural schools that still dot the landscape of the study area illustrate how quickly
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communities formed in the wake of the selection era. For example, in the Morwell district a total
of 12 schools were opened in the 1880s alone, with a further three in the 1890s. Many schools did
not survive for long and increasingly they were centralised on a single site. Few nineteenth century
schools remain and most of the one-room rural schools in the study area are the result of the
massive building program undertaken by the Education Department in the inter-war period when
over 700 rural schools were built.

After opening in portable or rented buildings and changing sites several times, substantial brick
schools were eventually built in central locations in the main towns. In Morwell, teacher John
Irving stepped off the first through train from Melbourne to Sale to open a school in a former
butcher’s shop in 1879. The school moved to its present site in Commercial Road in 1881, and
gradually brick classrooms were built. The main section of the Commercial Road Primary School
was designed by chief architect of the Public Works Department, Percy Everitt, who had also
designed the impressive Yallourn Technical School in the 1930s. In Moe, a brick school was built
in 1926, after its timber building was destroyed in a fire. At Traralgon ‘All things come to those
who wait’, said Councillor Pettit, president of the school council, when Traralgon’s Grey Street
Primary School, with its substantial brick buildings, was finally opened in 1912 after much
community lobbying [Context, 2008:54-5].

PLACE HISTORY

A state school was first established in Moe in 1879, and moved to a site in Moore Street in 1882.
After moving to Anzac Street in 1887, it was moved to present site in 1924. This land had been
purchased in 1911, originally as a school recreation ground. The old timber school burnt down in
August 1926 and was replaced by a four room brick building, which survives today along with a
number of other classrooms added during the postwar period. Pines and other trees including Oaks
were planted on the site to commemorate Arbor Day and in remembrance of World War I
soldiers. Charles Kilpatrick, well-known Moe arborist, responsible for many plantings in the town,
was Head Teacher of the school between 1929-36 and is given credit for encouraging the planting
of trees within the school grounds. [Blake, 1973:1210-11; Albert Street School, Moe history]

The 1926 school includes many of the typical characteristics of schools constructed under the
direction of E. Evan Smith, who was Chief Architect of the Public Works Department between
1922 and 1929. They were usually in a Free Classical style, with a symmetrical plan, using
corridors, courtyard or verandahs for access to classrooms.

Examples included University High School (1929), the Swan Hill High School (1927) (later
rebuilt after a fire), Hampton High School (first built as an infants school with a second floor
added later, now demolished), Ouyen High School (1928), Kyneton High School (1927-28) and
the Elsternwick Primary School (1929 building constructed as an Infants School).

SOURCES

L.J. Blake (General Editor). Vision and Realisation Vol 3, Melbourne, Education Department of
Victoria 1973

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Albert Street School, Moe - undated history in Moe History Folder No.2, held at Moe City Library
reference collection

Creation Date 1926 Change Dates

Associations Local Themes

8. GOVERNING & ADMINISTERING
8.4 Educating

STATEMENT OF
SIGNIFICANCE

What is significant?

Moe State School No. 2142 was opened on this site in 1924 and in 1926 a new brick school was
erected to replace the old timber school, which burnt down. The Moe State School No. 2142
building, constructed in 1926, is a single storey red brick building with a hipped concrete tile
(reclad) roof. It has a horizontal form with projecting wings at each end. The symmetrical layout
and external detailing are typical of primary school buildings of the Inter-War period, which were
designed under the supervision of E. Evan Smith, Chief Architect of the Public Works
Department. An original rendered panel centrally located on the wall bears the words MOE
SCHOOL 2142'. The mature trees including Oaks and Pines around the site were planted by
former students, some said to be in honour of World War I soldiers.
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How is it significant?
Moe State School No. 2142 is of local historic, architectural and social significance to Latrobe
City.

Why is it significant?

Moe State School No. 2142 is of historical and architectural significance as a representative
example of an Inter-War school, which demonstrates the improvements that were made to schools
as towns developed in the first half of the twentieth century. The symmetrical plan and detailing is
typical of the inter-war State schools designed under the supervision of E. Evan Smith. It is now
the earliest surviving school building in Moe and one of the few surviving early twentieth century
public buildings in the town. The mature trees are of historic significance as evidence of Arbor
Day activities and as a memorial to students who served in wartime and provide an appropriate
setting for the school. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2, H.1)

Socially, it is significant for its continuous use as a school for over eighty years. (RNE criterion
G.1)
LEVEL Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status

Latrobe Planning Scheme HO32 Recommended

Extent To the extent of the whole site as defined by the property boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant

building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:
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- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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MOE WORLD WAR I MEMORIAL

Place No. 401

ADDRESS

63 - 67 Albert Street Last Update 1/01/2008
Moe HO No. HO

DESCRIPTION

The Moe World War I Memorial is a granite cenotaph. It comprises a tapered smooth granite
column set on a rough-hewn base. At the top is a stepped capital and the column is surmounted by
a ball. The column is divided in two sections by a rough-hewn ledge. Above the ledge and facing
the front (North) is a bronze wreath. Below this is a bronze insignia of the Commonwealth military
forces above the words:

'Erected by the residents of Moe and district in memory of the Hereon named soldiers who made
the supreme sacrifice in the Great War 1914-1919 World War II 1939-1945'.

Australia and France are listed below this inscription, while the names of those who made the
supreme sacrifice are listed on the other faces along with the names of key places of battle during
the War.

Bronze plaques have been added to the base.

It is surrounded by what appears to be the original fence comprising rough-hewn granite posts
connected a single chain link.

The memorial is now situated in front of the Moe RSL building in Albert Street, centrally placed
in front of the entrance surrounded by a formal hedged garden. It was originally situated within the
Anzac Road median.

Condition Good Integrity Medium
Threats None apparent Key elements Monument/memorial

Designer  H.B. Corben & Son Builder H.B. Corben & Son

HISTORY

THEMATIC CONTEXT

Memorials may be placed in prominent sites in towns or they may mark a site of significance
where an incident took place. They may celebrate or mourn, but they act as a way of infusing
remembrance into the landscape. The memorials document what people feel should be
remembered and marked on the landscape.

In common with other communities throughout Australia, memorials have been erected in small
and large towns in the study area to remember and honour those who died in the First World War
and other conflicts. At Yinnar, a soldier blows a bugle; at Morwell the memorial, now relocated to
a roundabout in Elgin Street, is surmounted by a soldier in a slouch hat holding a rifle. When the
town of Yallourn was destroyed the memorial was moved to Newborough. APM erected memorial
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gates at the entrance to the Maryvale mill.

Besides the stone obelisks, statues and pillars erected on prominent sites, there are many other
ways that soldiers have been commemorated. In Boolarra, a recreation reserve, Memorial Park,
was opened in 1924 with First World War memorial gates at the entrance. Victory Park in
Traralgon commemorates the Second World War. In schools, churches and halls throughout the
study area are honour boards that commemorate those who served. On an honour board at
Toongabbie are the names of the three Hilsley brothers who enlisted in the First World War and
did not return. In Traralgon, there are street names in the APM subdivisions that commemorate
employees who were killed in the Second World War. The avenue of honour is a uniquely
Australian tradition and citizens in Traralgon South planted trees to honour the dead. After the
township was acquired for the Loy Yang development, ten trees were planted at the new township
site, ensuring that the men were not forgotten. At Glengarry schoolchildren planted pines and
cypresses at the recreation reserve after the First World War and an avenue of honour was
established along Cairnbrook Road after the Second World War. Sixteen flowering gums were
planted in July 1918 opposite the Yinnar South State School, but it is not known whether they
survived (Context, 2008:62).

PLACE HISTORY

The Moe World War I memorial was unveiled in 1921 on a site in the median strip at the southern
end of Anzac Road. Two machine guns captured during WWI were placed nearby. It was later
moved to its present site in the forecourt of the RSL club. The memorial was designed and built by
H.B. Corben & Son of Clifton Hill at a cost of £350, which was raised by the local community
(Gippsland Independent).

SOURCES

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Gippsland Independent 9 June, 1920

Creation Date 1921 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes

9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE

9.2 Memorials and remembering

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE  The Moe World War I memorial was constructed in 1921 and originally located in the Anzac
Road median before being re-located to its present site. It comprises a tall granite cenotaph on a
rough hewn granite base. It is surrounded by rough hewn granite piers connected by a single link
of chain.

How is it significant?
The Moe World War I memorial is of local historic and social significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The Moe World War I memorial is historically and socially significant as the memorial to locals
who enlisted in the World Wars. It demonstrates the impact of the conflicts upon the district.
(RNE criteria A.4 and G.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended
Extent To the extent of the memorial and surrounding land within the area defined by the low
fence.
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Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
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In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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BOFORS ANTI-AIRCRAFT GUN

Moe War Memorial

ADDRESS

DESCRIPTION

HISTORY

Place No. 211

Anzac Road Last Update 1/01/2008
Moe HO No. /HO

This is a Bofors anti-aircraft gun mounted on a round concrete plinth and situated in the median
strip in Anzac Street. The gun is beside a semi-mature 'Lone Pine' tree, circumference at chest
height - 1.87 m. Canopy diameter - 1.15 m.

Condition Good Integrity Not known
Threats Key elements Monument/memorial

Designer Builder

In Anzac Parade Moe, a Bofors gun mounted on the median strip is one of the few tangible
reminders in Latrobe City of the measures taken by the Commonwealth Government to defend
Australia during World War II. According to former Moe RSL President, Ernie Seaborne, in the
mid-1970s the Defence Department offered surplus military hardware to RSL clubs as part of their
war memorials, and the Moe Branch installed the Bofors gun. This gun is thought to be similar to
the guns that were installed around the Latrobe Valley during World War II as part of Australia’s
military defence.

During World War II the old Yallourn Power Station made a significant contribution to the war by
ensuring a constant supply of power to heavy industry that kept the war machine turning. Between
1940 and 1942, Yallourn Power Station was responsible for generating more than two-thirds of
Victoria’s electricity, and logically it would have been a major target if the Japanese forces,
rapidly moving south through Asia by the end of that period, had attacked.

For this reason, the governments of the day set about shoring up Yallourn’s defences. About
£30,000 was spent on additional fire protection at principal SEC sites at Yallourn, while many
precautions were taken to protect buildings and workers in case of an enemy air attack. These
included the construction of earth walls, blacking out windows, protective casings for vital plant
equipment, air raid shelters for key personnel and the construction of walls made from brick and
concrete. These walls were designed to withstand the impact of a high explosive 500 pound (227
kilogram) bomb detonating at 16 metres.

By the middle of 1941, the 11th Australian Heavy Anti-Aircraft Battery unit began its protection
of Yallourn Power Station and the project area. Four guns, three inch 30 cwt mobile units, were
initially provided to guards against air raids while gun crews, headquarters personnel and machine
gun units were allocated to the works area. The Old Brown Coal Mine and the south west end of
the Yallourn ovals were selected as sites for 3.7 inch guns. Each round for one of these guns
weighed 49 pounds (22 kilograms), and to operate the gun took 11 men.
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Bofors guns were later placed behind the briquette factory, near the open cut office, on the far side
of the Latrobe River on the hill opposite the power station and between the screen house and the
open cut. An extensive network of volunteers, were the eyes and ears of the formidable range of
‘AckAck’ guns around the works area. Aircraft were prohibited from air space within eight
kilometres of the open cut. Fortunately, the guns were only fired once in anger; a night in
December 1941 when a large Melbourne-bound plane strayed into the prohibited area. The plane
was not, as suspected, a Japanese bomber.

(Note: This scope of the study did not allow for investigation into whether any of the other
infrastructure described above survives. Further research and site inspections would be required,
however, it is possible that some sites have been subsumed into the open cut)

SOURCE
Article - July 2004 edition of Latrobe City Link 'Bofors gun a reminder of war years' - viewed on
line (1 January 2008) http://www.latrobe.vic.gov.au/webfiles/media/link/july04/link jul 04 - page

22.pdf

Creation Date ¢.1940s Change Dates ¢.1970s

Associations Local Themes

Commonwealth Department of Defence 8. GOVERNING & ADMINISTERING

8.2 Defending Australia
9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE
9.2 Memorials and remembering

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE The Bofors anti-aircraft gun now mounted on a plinth and situated within the median strip in
Anzac Road, Moe is thought to be similar to those installed by the Commonwealth Government
around Yallourn Power Station as part of defence measures during World War II. It was declared
surplus and installed on this site in the 1970s and was originally adjacent to the World War I
memorial, which has since been relocated to another site. A tree using a seed from the 'Lone Pine'
has been planted nearby.

How is it significant?
The Bofors anti-aircraft gun is of local historic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

Historically, although it is no longer on its original site the Bofors Gun is significant as an object
that provides a tangible reminder of the measures that were taken to defend Victoria's power
supplies during World War II. As many of the physical reminders of the defence measures have
now been demolished or removed, the Bofors gun provides an opportunity for this little-known
but very important story to be more widely known and understood. (RNE criteria A.4, C.2 and

D.2).
LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended
Extent The whole of the gun and surrounding land within the median strip to a minimum extent

of 2m either side.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
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Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
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improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.
iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research Research would be desirable to confirm whether this is one of the guns used at
Yallourn and whether any of the other infrastructure survives.

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Traralgon
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ST ANDREW'S PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH

Place No. 444

ADDRESS

34 Fowler Street Last Update 29/02/2008
Moe HO No.

DESCRIPTION

St Andrew's Presbyterian Church at Moe is a fine example of a Modernist church. The form of
steeply pitched roof culminating in a high point near the altar is one that was adopted as an almost
universal style of church building from the 1960s onward. The soaring roof form for churches
became as ubiquitous in the later decades of the 20th century as the steeply pitched gable roof was
in the 19th century. The symmetrical floor plan associated with churches of this type was dictated
largely by the angled walls with the narrowing to the altar and widening to where the congregation
is seated.

St Andrew's follows this pattern and is built of a predominantly grey-brown, multi-coloured brick
blend with a tiled roof. The brick colouring is unusual and would have probably been a special
blend. Window detailing and porches are of concrete and the large concrete elongated Latin cross
dominates the front of the church. The architect, Keith Reid, has controlled where light enters the
building through full length windows at the low points of the roof at the sides, long narrow
windows at the altar and small openings above the side doors.

The church is situated on a large site and there are two additional buildings on the north side. One
is a former SECYV building of gabled roof form with metal deck cladding to the walls. A series of
regularly spaced multi-paned windows are placed along both elevations. The entry is from a
porch formed by the overhang of the gable at one end. It is possible that this was once used as
workers’ accommodation and moved to this site.

The other building is a fibro cement sheet and weatherboard hall with gabled roof and timber
framed windows. It appears to date from c.1940 and may also have been moved to the site. It
contains a kitchen, toilets and hall. The roof has been replaced with metal decking. The walls
have weatherboard cladding to window sill level and fibro above.

There are several trees on site including three large specimens at the front of the church. At the
front of the site are three mature trees; An Italian Cypress, a Liquidamber and a Flowering Gum.
These trees complement the scale and setting of the church and are landmarks in the street.

The front fence is a low brick wall of non matching colour and is likely to be a later addition to the
site. The manse is built of the same brickwork with a tiled roof and aluminium windows.

Condition Good Integrity High

Threats Redevelopment Key elements Buildings
Tree/s

Designer  Keith Reid (Church) Builder N.L. Robinson (Church)
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HISTORY THEMATIC CONTEXT
While the first church services were held in people’s homes or farm buildings - travelling
Anglican minister, Francis Hales, held a service at the Hazelwood station in 1848 as he moved
around Gippsland - once communities became established a church was often one of the first
buildings they constructed. Here, people have performed some of their most important
ceremonies and rituals

The churches and their associated buildings, such as halls, residences and schools, have made
distinctive contributions to town streetscapes and rural districts throughout the region.
Communities have had close affiliations with their churches, especially during times of sectarian
rivalry when people’s denominations greatly influenced their identity, work and social contacts.
Churches also contain community memorials to local people through stained glass windows,
monuments and plaques (Context, 2008:59)

PLACE HISTORY

The first Presbyterian Church in Moe was erected in Kirk Street in 1911 and dedicated on 17
December of that year. It served for almost fifty years until it was destroyed by fire in 1961
(MDHS, 1988:31).

As noted above the post-war era was a time of significant growth in Moe and all of the major
religions erected new places of worship. The site for the new church in Fowler Street, comprising
3.5 acres of land was donated by Mr. Reg Adamson and he had the honour of laying the
foundation stone on 3 March 1963 in the presence of Minister J.J. Den-Houting and Session
Clerk, W. Wybenga. The architect was Keith Reid and the builder, N.L. Robinson (MDHS,
1988:31, Foundation stone).

After the church was built, the church hall, which had been built in 1955 in South Street, was
moved to the site (MDHS, 1988:31).

When the Uniting Church of Australia, comprising Congregational, Methodist and Presbyterian
congregations came into being in 1977 the Moe Presbyterian Church voted to be part of a
continuing Presbyterian Church (MDHS, 1988:31).

KEITH REID, ARCHITECT

For 50 years Keith Reid designed a large number of predominantly Presbyterian churches, halls
and manses in Victoria. From 1933 to 1939 he practised with John Pearson and one of their
notable commissions in association with Stuart Calder was the McPherson’s Building at 566
Collins Street, Melbourne, in 1934-37, one of the city’s earliest examples of architecture
influenced by the European Modern Movement. From 1939 to 1948 he practised alone, then
between 1941-43 he worked in the Commonwealth Department of Munitions followed by a stint
in the Army Engineers. K Murray Forster became a partner in 1949-51, and in 1967 Keith’s son
John joined his father as a partner creating the practice of Keith Reid and John R. Reid (Coleman,
1996:58). Their office designed a number of modernist houses in the suburbs of Templestowe and
Warrandyte (Context). In 1978 Graham Reid joined his father, thus forming the practice Reid
Partnership Pty Ltd. Keith Reid retired from full-time practice in 1983 (Coleman, 1996:58).

Keith Reid designed churches predominantly for the Presbyterian Church although he also did
design at least two Anglican and three Baptist churches (Coleman, 1996:58). His first commission
was a Presbyterian church in Mooroolbark in 1940. Other examples include the Templestowe
Presbyterian Church (1967), the Regent Baptist Church (1964), The Avenue Uniting Church at
Blackburn (1960), and St John’s Anglican at Croydon (1956). In Gippsland Reid is known to have
designed the Uniting Church at Trafalgar in 1958 (Context, 2006).

SOURCES
Foundation stone

Coleman, Ian & Roslyn et al, “Twentieth century churches in Victoria, A study for the Historic
Buildings Council’, HBC, 1996

Context Pty Ltd & Dr Meredith Fletcher, 'Latrobe City Heritage Study. Volume 1: Thematic
Environmental History', 2008

Context Pty Ltd, 'Baw Baw Shire Heritage Study Stage 1', Baw Baw Shire Council, 2006

Moe & District Historical Society (MDHS), 'A pictorial history of Moe', Moe, 1988

Creation Date 1963 Change Dates
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Associations Local Themes

Presbyterian Church, Keith Reid 9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE

9.1 Creating places for worship

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE

LEVEL

Moe experienced significant growth in the post-Second World War. St Andrew's Presbyterian
Church, Moe was constructed in 1963. It was the second Presbyterian Church in Moe and was
built to serving the growing congregation. It was designed by the notable Modernist architect,
Keith Reid and is a fine example of a Modernist church. The form of steeply pitched roof
culminating in a high point near the altar is one that was adopted as an almost universal style of
church building from the 1960s onward. The soaring roof form for churches became as
ubiquitous in the later decades of the 20th century as the steeply pitched gable roof was in the
19th century. The symmetrical floor plan associated with churches of this type was dictated
largely by the angled walls with the narrowing to the altar and widening to where the
congregation is seated. St Andrew's follows this pattern and is built of a predominantly grey-
brown, multi-coloured brick blend with a tiled roof. The brick colouring is unusual and would
have probably been a special blend. Window detailing and porches are of concrete and the large
concrete elongated Latin cross dominates the front of the church. The architect, Keith Reid, has
controlled where light enters the building through full length windows at the low points of the
roof at the sides, long narrow windows at the altar and small openings above the side doors.

The church is situated on a large site and there are two additional buildings on the north side.
One is a former SECV building of gabled roof form with metal deck cladding to the walls. A
series of regularly spaced multi-paned windows are placed along both elevations. The entry is
from a porch formed by the overhang of the gable at one end. It is possible that this was once
used as workers’ accommodation and moved to this site. The other building is a fibro cement
sheet and weatherboard hall with gabled roof and timber framed windows. It was moved to the
site. It contains a kitchen, toilets and hall. The roof has been replaced with metal decking. The
walls have weatherboard cladding to window sill level and fibro above.

There are several trees on site including three large specimens at the front of the church. At the
front of the site are three mature trees; An Italian Cypress, a Liquidamber and a Flowering Gum.
These trees complement the scale and setting of the church and are landmarks in the street.

The low front fence and the manse are not significant.

How is it significant?
St Andrew's Presbyterian Church, Moe is of local historic, social, and aesthetic significance to
Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

St Andrew's Presbyterian Church, Moe is of historical significance as a representative example of
a community building that is associated with an important phase of development of Moe in the
post-Second World War era. It provides tangible evidence of the new community facilities that
were built to serve the needs of the growing population. It is also significant as a rare example of
a church that continued as a Presbyterian church after the creation of the Uniting Church in 1977.
It is also significant as an example of the work of notable Modernist architect, Keith Reid, which
illustrates the influence of Modernism upon church design in the post-war era. (RNE criteria A.4,
D.2,H.1)

St Andrew's Presbyterian Church, Moe is of social significance as a building that has been used
by the community for over 50 years. (RNE criterion G.1)

St Andrew's Presbyterian Church, Moe is of architectural significance as a fine example of a
Modernist church, which is the best example of this style in Latrobe City and one of the best in
the Gippsland region. The intactness of the church, including its interior, which demonstrates the
skill of the architect, contributes to its significance. It has aesthetic qualities as a landmark
building, and the mature trees at the front of the site contribute to its setting (RNE criteria E.1,
F.1)

Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS

Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 29/02/2008

218



Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status

Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended

Extent To the extent of the whole property as defined by the title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: Yes Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.
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7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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MOE MASONIC LODGE NO. 210 (FORMER)

Place No. 209
ADDRESS 04 High Street Last Update 21/03/2005
Moe HO No.

DESCRIPTION  The Moe Masonic Lodge No.210 hall is a single storey painted stucco building, L-shaped in plan,
with a corrugated steel gabled roof. The building is plain, with rendered buttresses on each
primary elevation. The front entrance is marked by a square columned portico. The Freemasons'
symbol is above this entrance in the gable end. There is some remnant half-timbering in the gable
end and a smaller entrance to the side elevation, which has been covered up. There is a small
addition to the rear of the building.

Condition Good Integrity High
Threats Redevelopment Key elements Building
Designer Builder
HISTORY The Temple of the Moe Masonic Lodge No. 210 was dedicated for use late in 1939 after the

foundation stone was laid on 11 February 1939 by Wor. Bro. John H.W. Pruden P G St Wd.
Others mentioned on the foundation stone include W.M. Wor. Bro. Wilford J Johnson S.W. Bro.
W.A. Andrews, J.W. Bro. H.W. Macrae.

The building is no longer used for Masonic purposes.

SOURCES
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Moe Masonic Lodge No. 210 Temple Foundation Stone

Creation Date 1939 Change Dates
Associations Local Themes
Moe Masonic Lodge No. 210. 9. COMMUNITY & CULTURAL LIFE

9.5 Recreation and forming associations

STATEMENT OF What is significant?
SIGNIFICANCE  The former Moe Masonic Lodge No. 210 at 4 High Street, Moe is a classically inspired Inter-War

gabled hall, constructed in 1939. It is substantially intact with minor modifications.

How is it significant?
The former Moe Masonic Lodge No. 210 is of local historic and social significance to Latrobe
City.

Why is it significant?

The former Moe Masonic Lodge No. 210 is of historical and social significance as a
representative example of a Masonic Temple, which illustrates the importance of Masonic
Lodges during the Inter-War years. (RNE criteria A.4, D.2, G.1)

LEVEL Local significance
RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings
Register Reference Zoning Status
Latrobe Planning Scheme HO Recommended
Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.
Heritage Schedule
External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No
Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No
Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No
Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified
Conservation Management
GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:
1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:
- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of
available evidence.
- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist
in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.
2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.
2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.
3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.
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4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve significant trees or other plantings (see below), and maintain a visual relationship
between the plantings and the significant buildings on the property.

7. Conserve or reveal views that contribute to the significance of the place.
8. In the case of subdivision of the place, encourage the retention of the significant features on one lot.

GUIDELINES (SPECIFIC)
None specified.

GUIDELINES (TREES)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of significant trees, it policy to:

i. Encourage regular maintenance of significant trees including monitoring of condition, pruning, pest
and disease.

ii. Ensure that any future development or changes in immediate environmental conditions, adjacent to
the significant trees does not have a detrimental impact upon the integrity and condition of the trees.
Investigate ways in which adjacent development could include or coordinate with recovery and
improvement of the trees’ integrity and condition.

iii. If the significant trees require replacement, encourage replacement with ‘like with like’ species

REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANCE & POLICY

While every effort has been made to ensure that the information contained in this citation is accurate,
it is possible that more detailed investigation may reveal further information about the significance of
the place. For example, in most cases an internal inspection was not made of buildings at the time of
initial assessment. In the time since the place was first assessed it is also possible that the condition of
buildings or trees may have changed.

The information contained in this citation should therefore be reviewed at the time that it is proposed
to make changes to the property. This would likely require a more detailed assessment of any
significant or contributory element that is affected by any proposed buildings or works. Once this
more detailed assessment has been made, a review of the significance of the place and the
conservation policy should be carried out by Council’s Heritage Adviser or an appropriately qualified
professional.

Extra Research None specified

BIBLIOGRAPHY Context Pty Ltd, (2008), Latrobe City Heritage Study, Latrobe City Council, Morwell
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HOUSE

Place No. 293
ADDRESS 09 High Street Last Update 17/07/2010
Moe HO No. /HO37

DESCRIPTION  The house at 9 High Street, Moe is a double fronted Victorian weatherboard villa with a hipped
corrugated iron roof. Two symmetrical chimneys have decorative corbelling and have a rendered
finished with jointing to give an appearance of stonework. The full-width front verandah is also
hipped but unfortunately the original verandah posts have been replaced with tapered, fluted
concrete columns. The northern end of the front verandah has been enclosed to provide additional
accommodation. The house has a projecting gabled wing at the rear and a hipped skillion
verandah similar to that on the front elevation. The rear boundary of the property fronts onto
Langford Street and it is from here that access is gained to a later double garage and other
shedding. The High Street frontage has a low, patterned concrete block fence and wrought iron
gate, both from a later period. The property features a mature garden with many large trees
including a Pin Oak, Catalpa, and a Water Gum.

Condition Fair Integrity Altered
Threats Redevelopment Key elements Building
Fence/Gate/Wall
Tree/s
Designer Builder
HISTORY The exact date of the house at 9 High Street, Moe is not known, however title information

suggests that it was constructed c.1895 for Benjamin Langford. A Certificate of Title names
Benjamin Langford as the owner of CA 9 Section 8 in 1896. A mortgage was taken out at this
time, giving a probable date for construction. [1] In 1927, the Moe police station was located at
this address prior to the construction of a new station on another site. [2]

Benjamin Langford was Narracan Shire Engineer from 1885-1893 and Shire Secretary from 1889-
1919. He resigned his latter post as a result of failing eyesight. It is not known whether he actually
lived in this house as he is known to have built a more substantial house for himself on the south
side of what is now Langford Street, which survived at least until the late 1930s. [3]

SOURCES

[1] Land Victoria Title Vol. 1933 Fol. 586

[3] Adams, John (1978) 'So Tall The Trees. A Centenary History of the Southern Districts of
Narracan Shire', pp.80, 227.

[2] Moe and District Historical Society, 'A Pictorial History of Moe and District', 1988, p.21.

Creation Date ¢.1895 Change Dates
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Associations Local Themes

Benjamin Langford 7. BUILDING SETTLEMENTS &

TOWNS

7.1 Establishing settlements and towns
from the nineteenth century

STATEMENT OF What is significant?

SIGNIFICANCE

LEVEL

The house, constructed c.1895, at 9 High Street, Moe. It is an altered late Victorian double
fronted weatherboard villa. The traditional symmetrical hipped roof form and surviving original
materials, finishes and detailing contribute to the significance of the place.

Non-original alterations and additions to the house, the concrete block fence, the weatherboard
outbuilding at the rear and the mature trees are not significant.

How is it significant?
The house at 9 High Street, Moe is of local historic significance to Latrobe City.

Why is it significant?

The house at 9 High Street, Moe is of historic significance as one of perhaps only two surviving
nineteenth century houses in Moe. It demonstrates the development of the town when it was still
the home of the Shire of Narracan, and is also of interest for its associations with Benjamin
Langford, and for its use during a brief period as the Moe Police Station. (RNE criteria A.4, B.2,
H.1)

Local significance

RECOMMENDATIONS
Heritage Register Listings

Register Reference Zoning Status

Latrobe Planning Scheme HO37 Recommended

Extent The whole of the property as defined by the Title boundaries.

Heritage Schedule

External Paint Controls: No On VHR: No VHRRefNo: No

Internal Alteration Controls: No Prohibited Uses: No

Tree Controls: No Aboriginal Heritage Place: No

Outbuildings or Fences: No Incorporated Plan: No Incorporated Plan Details
Description: None specified None specified

Conservation Management

GUIDELINES (GENERAL)
In order to conserve the heritage significance of this place, it is policy to, as appropriate:

1. Conserve the fabric of the features (building, structure, tree, fence etc.) that contribute to the
significance of the place and in particular to:

- Encourage the accurate restoration or reconstruction of missing or modified features on the basis of

available evidence.

- Encourage the removal of non-significant or intrusive elements, particularly where this would assist

in revealing or interpreting the significance of the place.

2a. Encourage a contextual approach to new development that is complementary in form, scale
detailing and materials to the significant building/s or other features, but is clearly contemporary in
design.

2b. Avoid new development that distorts the historic evidence by simply copying or reproducing
historic styles or detailing.

Latrobe City Heritage Study Context Pty. Ltd. Updated: 17/07/2010

225



3. Ensure that new development does not become a visually dominant element as a result of its scale,
form or siting; i.e. it should appear as a secondary element when compared to the significant
building/s or other features.

4a. Discourage the demolition of significant buildings except where it can be demonstrated that:

- the building is structurally unsound and cannot feasibly be repaired, or
- any repairs would require the replacement of significant fabric to such an extent that the integrity of
the building would be so reduced that it is no longer significant.

4b. Demolition or removal of part of a significant building or feature may be considered when it can
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the responsible authority that its demolition or removal will not
adversely affect the significance of the place and, as appropriate:

- It will remove a non-significant alteration or addition, particularly where this would assist in
revealing the significance of the place, or

- It will assist in the long term conservation or maintenance of the place, or

- It will support the viability of the existing use of the place or will facilitate a new use that is
compatible with the on-going conservation of the building, or

- It will upgrade the building to meet contemporary living standards such as improving energy
efficiency.

5. Conserve significant outbuildings and maintain a visual relationship between the outbuildings and
other buildings in order to demonstrate the historic use and/or development of the place.

6. Conserve signific