
 

 

Our Reference 301582 
Your Reference Proposed Amendment C198 

24 April 2020 

Manager City Design, Strategy and Development  
Melton City Council 
PO Box 21 
MELTON  3337 

 

Via Email citysupport@melton.vic.gov.au (original not following in mail) 
 
 

Dear Council, 

Submission to proposed Planning Scheme Amendment C198 

On behalf of the current owners of 398-428 Exford Road, Weir Views please accept this letter, 
including the attached Memorandum of Advice, as a submission to proposed Planning Scheme 
Amendment C198.  Required submission details are set out in the table below.  

  

Submitters Name: behalf of the owners of 398-428 Exford Road 

Contact Person: 

Contact Address:  

Submission 
details: 

We oppose the amendment as it relates to HO129 and HO130 for the 
reasons set out in the attached Memorandum of Advice by Peter Barrett 
(Memo dated 22 April 2020).  

 

Yours sincerely 

 
 

 
 

 

Enclosure: Memorandum of Advice by Peter Barrett (Memo dated 22 April 2020)    
 
Copy to:   

 

mailto:citysupport@melton.vic.gov.au
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22 April 2020 

 

 

 

MEMORANDUM OF ADVICE 
 
ATTENTION:   
 
Re:  Weir Views 
  398-428 Exford Road, Exford 
 
  and 
 
  Grave 
  430-458 Exford Road, Exford 
 
  Amendment C198 of the Melton Planning Scheme 

Proposed Heritage Overlays 
 

Thank you for contacting me about this matter. 
 

I understand from correspondence from you, and from a recent discussion with your 
planner, , that you would like me to comment on a proposal to 
apply individual heritage overlays to the house, Weir Views, (HO129), and a grave 
(HO130), as part of Amendment C198 of the Melton Planning Scheme. 

 
I have now had an opportunity to review the statements of significance prepared for 
these in the ‘City of Melton Heritage Assessment Project 2018: Statements of 
Significance’ supplied to me. I make the following comments from a heritage 
perspective. 

 
The conservation of places of cultural heritage value in Melton is to be encouraged, as 
places of recognised heritage value enable the community to understand its origins 
and identity.  
 
In putting in place heritage controls on sites and other elements in the form of heritage 
overlays, there needs to be a sound basis for their implementation, based upon a 
thorough understanding of the site and its history, and the core cultural heritage values 
that are intended to be conserved.  

 
In this respect, the statements of significance that I have reviewed for both the house 
and the grave are not conclusive about the history and importance of these elements. 
Rather, they speculate on the historical background of these places in their 
respective statements of significance. For example, the house is described as (bold 
is my emphasis): 
  

...likely to have been constructed during the first decade of the 20th  
century. 

  
It was probably built for a farm manager or the like. 

 
 

 Peter Andrew Barrett 

 
Architectural Conservation 
Consultant 
 
Melbourne 
San Francisco 
 
Level 31 
120 Collins Street 
Melbourne 
Victoria 3000 
Australia 
 
T:  61 3 9639 2646 
E:  info@pabarrett.com 
W: www.pabarrett.com 
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and  

  
...was likely erected before the road was created in 1911. 

  
Similarly, the statement of significance for the grave is not conclusive about its 
background:  

  
...the grave is almost certainly that of infant Rupert Werribee  
Staughton. 

  
Also, the following comment in the statement of significance about the grave needs 
revision:  

  
...the small basalt and marble gravestone is of representative 
significance for being partly intact and original example. 

  
Clarification is needed as to how a grave ‘partly intact’ can be an ‘original example’, or 
particularly representative of a type of element?   

 
In my view, there is further work needed to be done by Council, and their heritage 
consultant, to understand the history of these elements. Until this further work is done, 
and further analysis is made that can form a conclusive statement of significance about 
the importance of the house and grave, I do not recommend that the heritage overlays 
that are proposed proceed at this time.  

 

Yours sincerely 

 
Peter Barrett 
Master of Architectural 
History & Conservation (Melb.) 

 




