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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Introduction 
This Conservation Management Plan (CMP) was commissioned by the City of Casey in May 
2016, to update an earlier heritage management plan (2003). This CMP has reassessed what is 
significant about Brechin Gardens and why, and it provides guidance on how to conserve the 
identified cultural heritage values of Brechin Gardens in the context of future change 
associated with development of the precinct as a major activity zone.  

The study area for this Conservation Management Plan is all of the land known as ‘Brechin 
Gardens’, located on Brechin Drive within the Fountain Gate shopping Centre. It consists of 
three separate parts: a central core; the Pin Oak avenue that links the Gardens to the Princes 
Highway (western side of Brechin Drive); and a smaller irregular shaped area to the east. The 
CMP also considers the Quercus robur (English Oak) (ESO8) on Brechin Drive located to the 
southwest of the central core area of ‘Brechin Gardens’. This English Oak was historically part 
of the garden at ‘Brechin’ (earlier known as ‘Holly Green’).  

The land on which Brechin Gardens stands is owned by Scentre Shopping Centre 
Management (Vic) Pty Ltd.  

The CMP contains a revised history, an updated assessment of cultural heritage significance for 
Brechin Gardens, a set of conservation objectives developed for conserving the cultural 
heritage significance of Brechin Gardens, policy for achieving the conservation objectives, and 
an action plan that prioritises cultural heritage significance. 

Policy 
Policy for conserving the cultural heritage significance is as follows: 

− Policy 1: That Brechin Gardens be recognised as a place of cultural heritage significance at 
the local level, embracing historic, botanic, aesthetic, and associative values. 

− Policy 2: That the cultural heritage significance of the physical fabric of Brechin Gardens 
forms the basis of its management. 

− Policy 3: That Brechin Gardens be conserved and enhanced for present and future 
generations. 

− Policy 4: That aspects of Brechin Gardens which were important to its landscape character 
are recovered, including by reconnecting the fragmented sections of Brechin Gardens and 
recovering the northern end of the Garden as a primary part of its design with formal and 
symmetrical elements, mixed shrubberies, open lawn and specimen trees with northerly 
views to the Dandenong ranges. 

− Policy 5: That the cultural heritage significance of Brechin Gardens is interpreted and 
promoted. 

− Policy 6: That the cultural heritage significance of Brechin Gardens is appropriately 
managed to ensure its historic, botanic, aesthetic, and associative values are conserved, 
maintained, and enhanced. 

Recommendations 
It is recommended that the City of Casey: 

− consolidate HO153 (Brechin Gardens) with the adjacent English Oak (Quercus robur), 
which is separately listed on the Environmental Significance Overlay of the Casey planning 
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scheme (ESO8), into a single Heritage Overlay. A consolidated listing is justified by the 
historical and associative significance of Brechin. Consolidation would require removing 
the English Oak (Quercus robur) from ESO8 and amending the curtilage for HO153. 

− prepare a revised incorporated plan for Brechin Gardens to replace the existing 
incorporated plan 

− ensure that the Brechin Gardens Conservation Management Plan (2016) is a reference 
document in the revised incorporated plan for Brechin Gardens. 

− ensure that the Brechin Gardens Conservation Management Plan (2016) is a reference 
document in documentation associated with the City of Casey’s Activity Centre Zone 2.  

− advise the Advocacy and Conservation Manager of the National Trust of Australia 
(Victoria), to initiate the process of nominating relevant significant trees to the National 
Trust’s Significant Tree Register. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Background and Brief 
The study area for this Conservation Management Plan is all of the land known as ‘Brechin 
Gardens’, located on Brechin Drive within the Fountain Gate shopping Centre. It consists of 
three separate parts: the central core; the Pin Oak avenue, which links the Gardens to the 
Princes Highway (western side of Brechin Drive); and the eastern extension. The Quercus robur 
(English Oak) (ESO8) on Brechin Drive located to the southwest of the central core area has 
also been considered. An aerial image showing the extent of the study area is included below as 
Figure 1. 

The land which Brechin Gardens occupies is owned by Scentre Shopping Centre Management 
(Vic) Pty Ltd.  

This Conservation Management Plan (CMP) was commissioned by the City of Casey in May 
2016 to update a previous heritage management plan and to provide guidance on how to 
conserve the values of Brechin Gardens in the context of future change associated with 
development of the precinct as a major activity zone.  

The CMP includes additional historical research and updated assessment of significance for 
Brechin Gardens. A set of conservation objectives, policies, and an action plan have been 
developed for conserving the cultural heritage significance of Brechin Gardens. 

1.2 Scope 
This Conservation Management Plan includes all of the land shown in Figure 1 below.  It 
comprises the three sections of land together known as Brechin Gardens.  

At the request of Council, this CMP also considers the Quercus robur (English Oak) located 
across the service road southwest of the Gardens’ central core, which is separately listed on the 
Environmental Significance Overlay of the City of Casey Planning Scheme (ESO8).  

1.3 Limitations 
The project is limited to the required outputs of the brief, the budget requirements, and timing 
of the project.   

Assessments of Aboriginal cultural heritage values and social values were not undertaken as 
part of this plan, as it was not a requirement of the brief.  

 

HO153 
(eastern 
section) 

HO153  
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Figure 1.1: Brechin Gardens, aerial view of the study area which consists of three separate parts: the 
central core; the Pin Oak avenue, which links the Gardens to the Princes Highway (western side of 
Brechin Drive); and the eastern extension. The Quercus robur (English Oak) (ESO8) on Brechin Drive 
located across the road to the southwest of the central core area has also been considered. See Figure 
1.2 below for surveyed boundary of the study area as shown in the current incorporated plan. 
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Figure 1.2: Brechin Gardens study area boundary surveyed by Madigan Surveying (June 2005). 
(Source: Brechin Gardens Incorporated Plan, June 2005.) 

1.4 Methodology  
The CMP broadly follows the format of the Australia ICOMOS (International Council on 
Monuments and Sites) guidelines for the preparation of conservation plans and the principles 
set out in the Australia ICOMOS Burra Charter 2013 and associated practice notes on 
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understanding and assessing significance and developing policy (version 1, November 2013), 
adopted by Australia ICOMOS to assist in the conservation of heritage places. 

In accordance with the principles of the Burra Charter the report approach adopted is directed 
at establishing the cultural significance of the site through a process of investigation and 
analysis.  Specifically it is directed at understanding all factors that contribute to that 
significance and in particular the aesthetic, historic, and scientific (botanic) value of the place. 
As part of this process the degree of significance is also addressed, both for the place as a 
whole and for its parts. 

The approach to the preparation of this CMP has involved the following tasks: 

− Examination of the relevant reports, published histories and background material 
including pictures, maps, plan, aerial photographs, historic newspapers 

− Site inspections with client  

− Survey of the physical fabric, views, integrity, and significance  

− Tree survey 

− Reconciling the documentary (including in particular the 2014 tree survey by Melbourne 
Tree Care) and pictorial evidence with the current physical evidence 

− Identification of issues arising from significance 

− Identification of conservation objectives 

− Development of policieshow should Brechin Gardens be managed, used, maintained 
and developed 

1.6 Acknowledgements 
In the preparation of this report we acknowledge assistance from the following people: 

Adam Wojcik, Strategic Planner, City of Casey 

Callan Walker, Vegetation Management Office, City of Casey 

Heather Arnold, Local History Librarian, Casey–Cardinia Library Corporation 

1.7 Project team 
This report has been prepared by Context Pty Ltd. The project team consisted of: 

Dr Christina Dyson, Senior Heritage Consultant 

Annabel Neylon, Associate  

John Beetham, Arborist (sub-consultant)  
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2 UNDERSTANDING ‘BRECHIN GARDENS’ (THE PLACE) 

2.1 History 

2.1.1 Development of Narre Warren 
The first township of Narre Warren (now known as Narre Warren North) was surveyed in 
1860.1 

The first government townships in the district, Berwick and Cranbourne, were surveyed in 
1852 and 1856 respectively. By 1888, they served as municipal centres for the district. Other 
smaller settlements such as Narre Warren North, where a small farming community had settled 
in the 1860s, served a regional function.2 

A township called Narre Warren Railway Station formed around the new station that opened 
in 1882 on the South Eastern Railway. The South Eastern Railway opened in 1878 with the 
closest stations to the study area at that time being at Berwick and Pakenham.3 Until the 
railway and local station, poor roads and limited services had delayed development of a 
township. 

By the late 1880s, businesses began establishing in Narre Warren including a blacksmith, baker, 
general store, and butchery.4 A school was opened in 1889 and a mechanics institute was 
opened in 1890, both on land donated by local Sidney J. Webb, of ‘Holly Green’ (part of the 
study area).  

In the late nineteenth-century, a newspaper reported on the 34th annual show of the 
Mornington Farmers’ Society held at the new show grounds near the Narre Warren Railway. It 
described the local area as ‘famous for good horses, both heavy and light, and lovers of choice 
dairy cattle do not fail to muster strongly, Ayrshires and Jerseys being specially [sic] good’.5  

2.1.2 History of the study area 
Brechin Gardens remains as a remnant of the mid-nineteenth century settlement of Narre 
Warren. It provides evidence of the different ways local figures played a central role in the 
establishment, development, and consolidation of the Narre Warren Township and 
community. 

The district’s 1855 land sales record that an area of land occupied by the study area was part of 
land sold to R. Gardiner and the 159 acres sold to W. Wilson. Although unclear, it appears that 
those who made early purchases did not occupy their land. (Beaumont 2005, p. 82) 

Thomas Walton, an early pioneer of the district, 1850s–1880 
Thomas Walton, who arrived in Victoria in 1844, is noted as one of the early European 
pioneers of the district.6 Walton took up property at Narre Warren c.1855.  

A hawthorn hedge fronting Walton’s property, which was still extant during the Lloyd 
ownership of the study area, was apparently planted by Walton ‘from haws sent over from Van 
Diemen’s Land.’7 

                                                      
1 Source: http://caseycardinialinkstoourpast.blogspot.com.au/ 
2 Casey Post Contact Thematic Environmental History, 2004, p. 52. 
3 Judy Owen, in Pam Baragwanath and Ken James, These Walls Speak Volumes: A history of Mechanics’ 
Institutes in Victoria, 2015, p. 420 
4 1888–89 Shire of Berwick Rate Books 
5 The Australasian Saturday 14 February 1891, p. 5 
6 Beaumont 2005, p. 117 
7 Beaumont 2005, p. 8 

http://caseycardinialinkstoourpast.blogspot.com.au/
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Beaumont argues that Thomas Walton was responsible for introducing the hawthorn hedge 
into the district, which came to be considered one of the charms of the district and, over time, 
a defining landscape characteristic.8 It is also claimed that Walton taught the art of thorn-
setting or layering, as practised in England which, by the interlacing of the upper and lower 
branches, hedges were rendered cattle and sheep proof.’9  

 

Figure 2.1 1860s: Thomas Walton said to have 
planted a long hedge along the front of “Holly 
Green”. Photograph dated c.1910 (Oak Trees 
and Hedges 2002, p. 9)  

 

Walton soon became involved in local agricultural affairs, and from 1858 to 1860, was a 
member of the Mornington Farmers’ Society’s Mornington branch. In 1859, Walton’s property 
hosted the Mornington Ploughing Match.10 According to the local history site, ‘Thomas 
Walton held ploughing competitions, grew tobacco, flax, grapes – he had 2 acres of vineyards 
and made a “good dry wine”.’  

Walton appears to have been involved in other ways in developing services for the local 
community. In1863, he was appointed one of five trustees for a site reserved from sale for 
Church of England purposes (9 Oct 1863).11 A Church of England linked with the Parish of 
Cranbourne, was built in 1876; the foundation stone was laid in December 1876. 

Sometime before 1864, one of the first private schools in the district is said to have been 
opened on the property known as “Holly Green”, Narre Warren, by Mr Latham, grandson of a 
Mr A.T. Latham of the Historical Society of Victoria.12 

The original home Walton built was later replaced by ‘Holly Green’, but it is probable that the 
site for subsequent dwellings remained similaron elevated land between Troups Creek (west) 
and Narre Warren Creek (east) within a wider undulating landscape.  

‘Holly Green’ and Sidney John Webb, 1880–1920 
In 1880, Sidney J. Webb (1844–1920) purchased ‘Holly Green’. Webb’s profession is noted as 
a Newsagent and founder of the Victorian Authorised Newsagents Association.13 Webb built a 
new home at ‘Holly Green’, replacing that built earlier by Thomas Walton. 

  

                                                      
8 Beaumont 2005, p. 8. See also Oak Trees and Hedges, 2002, p. 5. 
9 Beaumont 2005, p. 98 
10 Beaumont 2005, pp. 57–59  
11 Beaumont 2005, p. 48 
12 Beaumont 2005, p. 44 
13 Source: http://caseycardinialinkstoourpast.blogspot.com.au/ 

http://caseycardinialinkstoourpast.blogspot.com.au/
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Figure 2.2 c.1895: photograph of the former 
‘Holly Green’ homestead. The caption in the local 
history Oak Trees and Hedges records that the home 
was built by Sidney John Webb in the 1880s and 
that it replaced the home built for Thomas 
Walton who resided there in the 1850s.14 

 

Between the 1880s and 1920s, the ‘Holly Green’ farm included prize winning dairy cows 
(Ayrshire) but also many prize-wining Shropshire rams and ewes.15 

Webb is said to have planted an avenue of oak trees the row of oak trees that line the Princes 
Highway in 1890 (by 1972 a single row on the north side of the Princes Highway), parallel to 
the earlier planted hedge row along the front of the Holly Green property. The oak trees are 
believed to have been purchased from Nobelius Nursery, located in nearby Emerald.16  

By 1910, the dwelling and ancillary buildings at ‘Holly Green’ were set amongst a mature 
garden with large statuesque trees. Situated on a rise and visible from the Gippsland Road 
(now Princes Highway), the property is remembered as something of a landmark. 

 

 

Figure 2.3 1963 aerial photograph showing the 
distinctive linear plantations of hawthorn hedge 
and oak trees. Note the double row of oak trees 
along the Princes Highway alignment at this 
time. 

 

 

                                                      
14 Oak Trees and Hedges: A pictorial history of Narre Warren, Narre Warren North and Harkaway, 
2002, p. 10 
15 The Australasian, Saturday 8 Sept 1906, p. 27; Weekly Times, Saturday 10 Aug 1907, p. 46; Punch, 
Thursday 16 Mar 1916, p. 28; Leader, Saturday 4 Aug 1917, p. 1; The Australasian, Saturday 19 July 
1924, p. 11. 
16 Interpretive plaque, Brechin Gardens 
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Figure 2.4 This c.1910 photograph from Oak 
Trees and Hedges pictorial history (2002) shows 
the ‘Holly Green’ homestead situated on 
elevated land and prominent in views from the 
‘Old Gippsland Road. Note also the open fields 
defined by hawthorn hedges.17 

 
 

Sidney J. Webb (1844–1920) 

As noted briefly in the brief history of the settlement of Narre Warren, Mr Sidney John Webb ‘played a 
conspicuous part and was ever mindful of, and worked in the district’s welfare.18  

S.J. Webb, who had earlier purchased ‘Holly Green’ in 1880, agitated for the station and a road linking it 
to the fledgling town. Narre Warren developed further as a town when S.J. Webb donated land for the 
local school, which opened in 1889. With the need for a community meeting hall, Webb also donated 
land from his ‘Holly Green’ farm for a mechanics’ institute in 1890. The original building was funded by 
donations and collections from well-known local identities, and opened in 1891.19 S. J. Webb chaired the 
first meeting of Narre Warren Mechanics Institute and Free Library. S. Webb (also Sidney, son of S.J. 
Webb) was appointed joint librarian with a ‘McDonnell’.20 

 

A tablet was erected to memory of Sidney John Webb at the intersection of the North Narre 
Warren Road and Prince’s Highway and unveiled by Sir George Knox in February 1955, at 
which the Shire President, Cr C Harris presided. 

 

 

 

Figure 2.5 The tablet bears the inscription: 

Honouring 
SIDNEY JOHN WEBB 
Who planted this row  
of Oak Trees in the  
year 1890. (Photo: courtesy Adam Wojcik) 

                                                      
17 Oak Trees and Hedges: A pictorial history of Narre Warren, Narre Warren North and Harkaway, 2002, p. 
7 
18 Beaumont 2005, p. 91 
19 Oak Trees and Hedges 2002; Judy Owen in Pam Baragwanath and Ken James, These Walls Speak 
Volumes: A history of Mechanics’ Institutes in Victoria, 2015, p. 420 
20 Source: http://caseycardinialinkstoourpast.blogspot.com.au/ 

http://caseycardinialinkstoourpast.blogspot.com.au/
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‘Brechin’ and John C. Lloyd, 1924–1982 
Charles du-Plan Lloyd (1863–1937) purchased ‘Holly Green’ from the Webb family in 1924. 
Governing director of John C. Lloyd insurance brokers Charles du-Plan Lloyd does not appear 
to have lived at ‘Holly Green’, residing in suburban Melbourne, in Armadale. However, he is 
said to have moving his jersey cattle stud from Glen Iris to ‘Holly Green’.21 
 

Charles du-Plan Lloyd (1863–1937) 

Charles du-Plan Lloyd is described in his obituary as ‘one of the best-known personalities in the business 
world in Melbourne…devoted to the work of the Presbyterian Church’.22 He served as Caulfield Shire 
President in 1893–94, and Town Mayor of Caulfield in 1901–02 and 1906. 

 

John Charles Lloyd (1906–1984) inherited ‘Holly Green’ from his uncle, Charles du-Plan 
Lloyd, in the late 1930s and renamed the property Brechin.’23 John Charles Lloyd had a new 
residence constructed on the site adjacent to the ‘Holly Green’ homestead. This structure was 
demolished, said to be in too poor a condition to alter and extend for contemporary living. J.C. 
Lloyd engaged Melbourne society architects Marcus Martin and Tribe to design the new home. 
 

John Charles Lloyd (1906–1984) 

Like Sidney Webb before him, John Lloyd played a prominent role in the development of Narre 
Warren. He served on the committees of a number of local organisations: the Narre Warren Hall, the 
Narre Warren Progress Association, the Narre Hallam Football Club, the Narre Warren Recreation 
Reserve and the Berwick Agricultural & Horticultural Society. John Lloyd was instrumental in the 
formation of the Narre Warren Fire Brigade in 1945, serving as Captain for 21 years.”24 

 

The new single-storey house was designed using Martin’s characteristic blend of contemporary 
and traditional elements in a neo-Georgian style. ‘Construction of the home [was] in brick, 
finished with cream stucco, and the roof [was] in bronze green tiling. All woodwork [was] in 
cream except the shutters, which [were] in dull reseda green’. Its long frontage was oriented 
north to take advantage of wide views over the ‘undulating pastoral country to the Dandenong 
ranges’, although its main approach was from the south (Princes Highway) along a tree lined 
driveway to a large forecourt. Aerial photographs show that the garden extended to the west of 
the house with garages and a service wing also located to the west, which also served as a 
weather screen. 

                                                      
21 Unknown newspaper from c.1937 on caseycardinialinkstoourpast.blogspot.com.au 
22 The Argus, 16 March 1937, p. 10. 
23 http://www.caseycardiniaremembers.org.au/jc-lloyd-square/ Site accessed: 14 June 2016 Site 
references Pakenham Gazette 16 February 1983 
24 http://www.caseycardiniaremembers.org.au/jc-lloyd-square/ Site accessed: 14 June 2016 Site 
references Pakenham Gazette 16 February 1983 

http://www.caseycardiniaremembers.org.au/berwick-and-district-agricultural-horticultural-society-inc/
http://www.caseycardiniaremembers.org.au/jc-lloyd-square/
http://www.caseycardiniaremembers.org.au/jc-lloyd-square/
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Figure 2.6 Northern elevation of Brechin, viewed from northern end of the symmetrical rose and 
lavender garden showing sundial set in concrete paving and crazy paving set in lawn (shadows cast 
by Curpressus sempervirens). This section of the garden is likely to have been designed in conjunction 
with the house by architects Marcus Martin and Tribe (Courtesy City of Casey) 
 

While the earlier house was demolished, the newspaper article reports that ‘all original trees, 
plantations and hedges were preserved’, thus the garden provided continuity between the 
historic property and its new layer of development. A description of the house and garden 
from a contemporary newspaper reads as follows:  

‘Set against a backdrop of fine trees, which include many English oaks, this new style country homestead is 
situated on high ground on the Melbourne side of Narre Warren with its main elevation toward the Princes 
Highway. It replaces a building which was a landmark in the nearer countryside, but is set on a site 
adjacent to the one formerly occupied. Planning of the new homestead was begun when it was found that 
retention of the old home was impossible, as its bad state of repair made alterations and extensions 
undesirable.  

‘Following demolition of the old structure, the new home was erected with its extended frontage facing north, 
and having a wide view over undulating pastoral country to the Dandenong ranges. All original trees, 
plantations and hedges were preserved. 

In design, the homestead is single-storied, with an ‘L’ shaped ground plan, and it is approached from the 
south through a large forecourt having a service wing and garages on the west, these also providing a weather 
screen. 

The main living rooms are away from the entrance, and face north on to a large tiled verandah. 

Construction of the home is in brick, finished with cream stucco, and the roof is in bronze green tiling. All 
woodwork is in cream except the shutters, which are in dull reseda green. The design, suggesting a natural 
free style, is the outcome of requirements and conditions, but in many ways corresponds to American 
Californian mission architecture. 

Windows in the main rooms are large and free from any glazing design or bars. Main internal doors are of 
plan slab. Laminated type. With a few exceptions, all interior woodwork and walls are painted in cream, 
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and the modern service facilities provided include electricity and water supply. Architects for the home are 
Messrs. Marcus Martin and Tribe, of Chancery Lane Melbourne.’25 

 

 
Figure 2.7 Presumably the architect’s rendering of the proposed residence which became known as 
Brechin (showing south elevation and garages)26 

 
 

Marcus William Martin (1893–1981) 

Marcus Martin was a key figure in Melbourne architecture in the interwar and early post-WWII period. 
He was active in commercial, industrial and institutional design, but is best known for his residential 
work (mostly in Toorak and South Yarra) and for his restrained synthesis of different waves of stylism 
and modernism emergent in Australian architecture at that time. … In 1926-31 Martin commenced a 
new firm with Walter Butler and his nephew Austin Richard Butler who was a contemporary and friend 
of Martin’s. It proved a fruitful union and his association with the highly regarded Walter Butler helped 
to establish Martin at the forefront of residential practice in Victoria. At this time Martin became ‘an 
influential and celebrated proponent of Georgian and Mediterranean influenced design in Melbourne.’ 
Blended historical styles (Georgian) with simpler, more modern architectural expression. Worked almost 
consistently in the neo-Georgian mode between 1910 and 1958 when he retired. 

Like Butler and Rodney Alsop, Martin showed a great interest in garden design in relation to domestic 
work and wrote and gave lectures on the subject. He collaborated with Edna Walling on several key 
residential projects and appears also to have had a role in the design of gardens, fences and pergolas for 
numerous other projects.27 

 

Research for this CMP endeavoured to find a plan of ‘Brechin’, and investigations included the 
Marcus Martin and Tribe papers and Edna Walling collection, both lodged in the State Library 
of Victoria, but no plans or drawings for Brechin were found.28 However, in the Martin papers 
two plans for residences and gardens on larger properties designed at a similar time (c.1930s-
40s) and located at similar distances from Melbourne to Narre Warren (Coldstream and 
Mickleham) show similar elements to those visible which might be described as characteristic 
of Martin’s garden design ethos; crazy paving, incorporation of existing mature trees into a 
new garden design, symmetrical features (paths) lined with planting strips and leading to a 

                                                      
25 Source: caseycardinialinkstoourpast.blogspot.com.au 
26 Source: caseycardinialinkstoourpast.blogspot.com.au 
27 Source: Bryce Rayworth in Philip Goad and Julie Willis (eds), The Encyclopedia of Australian 
Architecture, Cambridge University Press, Port Melbourne, 2012, p. 432 
28 Martin and Tribe papers YLTAD96 and Edna Walling Collection, both State Library of Victoria. 
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view, focus on entry experience for arriving vehicles (sweeping drives, tree-lined), gracious 
turning, arrival and parking space for motor cars. 

The grounds of Brechin were occasionally made available for public functions. A local 
newspaper records a ‘Happy and profitable day at “Brechin”, home of Cr. and Mrs John 
Lloyd.’ The garden at ‘Brechin’ provided the setting for a Saturday Garden Party, to raise 
money for the Dandenong and District Hospital Extensions Appeal, by the Narre Warren and 
Narre Warren North Ladies Auxiliary.29 Stalls sold ‘fancy cakes and sweets and vegetables and 
ice cream. Stalls arranged under the lee of the verandah and games and competition were 
played on the sunny lawn overlooking the hills. ‘No more ideal setting could be found.’ ‘The 
Ladies served a delicious afternoon tea in the garage.’ The same newspaper reported that ‘Cr. J. 
Lloyd’s property will be the site for next Saturday’s producers’ football match. There will be 
stalls, novelties and afternoon tea.’ 

 
Figure 2.8 1963 aerial showing Brechin Gardens, with notable features annotated. (Base image 
courtesy City of Casey) 

 

By 1972, Brechin comprised a large homestead cluster with the residence to the east of the 
cluster. Oriented to the north and on a rise, it would have still enjoyed views across the open 
paddocks towards the Dandenongs. The main access into the property was via a tree-lined 
drive off the Princes Highway. A large proportion of the garden extended south and west of 
the homestead building, with sheds, garages and other ancillary buildings also located on the 
western side of the hilltop location. The mature tree cover and vegetation of the garden 
obscured much of the homestead cluster, where the 1937 residence was inserted. Surrounding 
the homestead were predominantly open paddocks delineated by hawthorn hedges. The front 

                                                      
29 Dandenong Journal, Wednesday 11 September, 1946, p.4 
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(Princes Highway) boundary of the Brechin property was strongly defined by the double linear 
planting of hawthorn hedge and the parallel row of oak trees planted by Webb in 1890. 

 
Figure 2.9 1972 aerial of Brechin Gardens showing few changes to the homestead cluster and linear 
plantations at Brechin in the decade since the 1963 aerial. One notable change not directly related to 
the study area for this project is the loss of the southern side of the avenue of oaks along the Princes 
Highway, presumably related to road widening.  
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Figure 2.10 c.1980s garden and house 

 
Figure 2.11 c.1980s garden and house, showing timer arbour structure and view through to open 
lawn planted with specimen trees. 
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Figure 2.12 c.1980s garden and house, carefully maintained, open lawn with specimen trees 
(deciduous), enclosed by borders, some linear plantings (hedges), and dense shrub plantings. The 
more formal landscape element – the symmetrical lavender and rose garden with pathway 
terminating in a circular paved area with sundial, framed by Cupressus sempervirens (Italian Cypress) and 
framing view north is visible in right/middle-ground of photo. 

 

Mixed fortunes for Brechin Gardens, 1982–  
In 1982, Brechin was sold to Overland Development,30 and Casey’s local history society 
records that the house was demolished in around 1990.31 

While much of the landscape surrounding the hilltop homestead and its mature garden was 
transformed by development of a commercial and civic precinct, a portion of the historic 
garden and a number of its mature trees and other plants were retained. The long row of oak 
trees (along the Princes Highway) planted in 1890 as an avenue by Webb was also retained; 
these are not part of the study area for this CMP. The row of oak trees is separately listed on 
the heritage overlay (HO26). 

The cultural heritage significance of the remnant Brechin Gardens was assessed in 2002.32 In 
c.2004, ‘Brechin Gardens/Holly Green Trees’ at 352–410 Princes Highway, Fountain Gate, 
Casey City was included on the heritage overlay of the Casey Planning Scheme (HO153).33  

 

                                                      
30 Oak Trees and Hedges 2002, p. 11 
31 Source: Caseycardinialinkstoourpast.blogspot.com.au 
32 Heritage Values Assessment April 2002 by Elizabeth Peck Landscape Architect 
33 Source: Victorian Heritage Database report. 2004 is date in report in ‘Last updated’ field 
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Figure 2.13 2009 aerial photograph showing the remnant of Brechin Gardens which now consists of 
three distinct parts bounded and fragmented by roads (Brechin Drive and service roads).   

2.2 Description and analysis of the physical place 

2.2.1 Setting and views 
Historically, Brechin Gardens was situated on a prominent hilltop, meaning the former houses 
of its three successive owners and the garden would have enjoyed commanding views over the 
surrounding landscape, including distant views north to the Dandenong ranges. Clearly visible 
from the local area, because of its hilltop location and tall trees, the homestead site also became 
a local landmark. 

The former Brechin property is now, in part, occupied by the Fountain Gate shopping centre 
and City of Casey municipal offices precinct. A network of new roads, carparks, and relatively 
low-rise commercial, civic, and municipal buildings with large footprints have transformed the 
former undulating open pastoral landscape. These buildings now dominate the landscape in 
which Brechin Gardens is located, formerly as part of the larger hilltop homestead site.  

Although development surrounding Brechin Gardens is largely set-back, the Garden seems 
remote and somewhat isolated by the surrounding built form. Roads, large banks of shrub 
plantings, and the west-facing embankment add to the sense of disconnection from the 
surrounding landscape, with which Brechin was formerly visually and physically connected.  

Some views beyond the Gardens are still possible, mostly to the south east from the south-
eastern edge of the Gardens. However, the sense that the Gardens was designed in response to 
its landscape siting and setting, to take advantage of distant viewsin particular to the north 
for the 1937 house and gardenand with landmark plantings has largely been lost, obscured 
by changes to the Gardens and its surrounds after its sale in 1982.  

2.2.2 Layout and circulation patterns 
As a rural property, unlike typical suburban gardens, the Brechin homestead was surrounded 
by a large garden, which included space for many large and statuesque trees, including 
landmark plantings from its nineteenth century history as ‘Holly Green’.  

Typically, interwar to mid-twentieth century suburban gardens display a clearly evident ‘front’ 
and ‘back’ garden, with the front garden planted out with trees and shrubs for privacy while 
the back garden might contain both decorative areas (with ornamental plantings, specimen 
trees, mixed shrubberies and lawn) and screened service areas and functional gardens. As a 
large rural estate, the garden at Brechin was conceived in-the-round, with large garden areas 
providing generous space for large specimen trees and other large trees, shrubberies, formal 
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and symmetrical elements, open lawns with specimen trees, on three sides of the main 
dwelling: to the south (entry experience and arrival), north (vistas, symmetrical and formal 
garden elements), and east (trees and shrubs). To the west there were also trees and shrubs and 
a large area of lawn with specimen plantings but also garages (close to the house, making an L-
shape in plan) and, further west, service areas and ancillary buildings.  

A portion of the original gardenincluding a number of the mature trees that surrounded the 
homesteadhas been retained, although in three parts now fragmented by new roads. In spite 
of this fragmentation, Brechin Gardens largely retains its earlier disposition of open lawn areas, 
garden beds, borders, specimen plantings, and a number of large mature trees. 

Open lawn areas were a part of the 1937 Garden that was recorded by Peck in 2002. The open 
lawn area to the south of the central gardens area appears to relate to that recorded in 2002. 
The other open areas of lawn appear to have been introduced in around 2002. 

The northern and more formal part of the Garden appears to have been designed to have been 
viewed from the house, and to frame the vista to the north and Dandenong ranges. To enable 
and enhance views and vistas from the house and garden this part of the garden appears to 
have had a more open character relative to other parts of the Garden. This northern area 
would have been accessed from the house and from the side garden areas. 

Historic photographs of the Gardens during the Lloyd ownership show that the different 
compartments of the gardens were defined by large shrubberies and hedging, with openings or 
‘gaps’ in the banks of plantings – sometimes defined by timber pergolas – for moving between 
areas. 

A network of straight and curvilinear paths currently provide access through the garden.  

By the 1930s, historical aerial photographs show a main entrance to the Brechin homestead 
from the Princes Highway, and this aspect of the property can still be understood by the 
straight aligned pathway lined with the avenue of Pin Oaks that links the Princes Highway with 
Brechin Gardens and Brechin Drive. Continuation of the 1937 driveway through the central 
Gardens area can also be discerned in the serpentine pathway that forks to the east. The 
original serpentine driveway terminated in a circular arrival and parking area that was located to 
the immediate west of the two extant Cupressus torulosa (visible in the 1963 aerial photograph 
and shown in the 2002 Peck study). Analysis of historic aerial photographs suggests that the 
fork to the west probably also dates from at least the 1930s and 1940s and the Lloyd/Brechin 
period.  
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Figure 2.14 1963 aerial. Note serpentine driveway (shown in blue) terminating at the circular arrival 
and parking area with central tree. To the immediate east are the Bhutan Cypress trees (x 2), still 
extant. The lighter foliaged tree on south edge of the circular area is likely to be the Lagunaria patersonia 
subsp. patersonia (still extant). 

 

The current pathway oriented approximately east-west across the central Gardens area appears 
to relate to an earlier pathway at the rear of the 1937 house shown in the 2002 Peck study but 
not visible in historic aerial photographs (because of tree canopy cover), connecting the 
circular arrival and parking area to the western part of the property. 

The garden is connected via pedestrian pathways to the surrounding development to the south 
and east. Although a pathway and steps cross the garden to its western edge, there is no further 
pedestrian pathway linkage. The mounding and sunken service roadway to the west of the core 
garden area creates a further barrier between this side of the garden and the areas to its west. 

2.2.3 Plantings  
Trees and shrubs were planted for amenity, aesthetic effects, as well as shelter. The extant 
plantings today reflect the Gardens’ nineteenth century origins, its redevelopment from the late 
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1930s consistent with the architectural style of the house by society architects Marcus Martin 
and Tribe: combining elements of Georgian Revival (1920s – 1930s) and Spanish Mission 
(1920s to 1950s) garden styles of the interwar and immediate post-WWII periods, and its more 
recent management as a public space by a commercial development company. 

In 2016, Arborist John Beetham assessed the plantings in Brechin Gardens as part of the 
investigations for this CMP. The results of his investigations are detailed in Appendix 1, which 
includes an estimate of the period of ownership during which they were planted (based on an 
assessment of each plant’s size, relative maturity, and other factors).  

 

 
Figure 2.16 Avenue planting of Quercus palustris (Pin Oak), Tree Nos 1-15 in 2016 John 
Beetham survey (Source: Melbourne Tree Care Pty Ltd, 2014) 
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Figure 2.17 Tree Nos 16–45, 49–106 in 2016 survey by John Beetham (Source: Melbourne 
Tree Care Pty Ltd, 2014) 
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Figure 2.18 Tree Nos 40–48 in 2016 survey (Source: Melbourne Tree Care Pty Ltd, 2014)  

 

The 2016 arboricultural assessment of Brechin Gardens resulted in the following observations: 

− Health & condition of the older trees remaining: overall good, with a notable exception 
being the Morus sp. (Tree No. 81, Mulberry) which is now in failure. 

− Condition of the avenue of Quercus palustris (Pin Oak): for the most part very poor 
condition and requires immediate attention. On site meeting with an accredited arborist 
that the council has approved is recommended. 

− Two Cupressus sempervirens (Italian Cypress) remain as part of a former semi-circular 
planting that terminated the axial view along the formal lavender and rose garden with 
sundial (seen in historic photos) and framed the vista from the garden to the north 

− New tree plantings since 2014 survey: including Fraxinus excelsior ‘Jaspidea’ (Golden Ash) 
and Ginkgo biloba (Maidenhair Tree). These trees require discussion as to their placement in 
the garden lawn areas. 
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− Shrub plantings not noted in the 2014 survey include: Artemisia arborescens (Wormwood), 
Berberis thunbergii ‘Atropurpurea’ (Purple-leaved Japanese Barberry). These appear to have 
been added as fill-ins without consideration of historically appropriate species selection. 

− Weeds: most of the invasive weed species such as Ligustrum lucidum (Glossy Privet), 
Crataegus monogyna (Common Hawthorn), etc., appear to have been removed as 
recommended in the 2014 tree survey. 

The table included at Appendix 1 includes botanical and common names for each tree, an 
estimate of age (grouped according to three periods of occupancy of the study area), 
approximate size of each tree, and comment on condition.  

Tree removal 

The comparative comments in the following discussion make reference to the tree collection as 
assessed in 2014 and again in 2016. 

Of the 116 trees assessed in 2014, 57 trees (almost 50%) had been removed from Brechin 
Gardens by 2016. Of those 57 removed trees: 

− 7 trees were assessed as being over 50 years old (in 2014) 

− 3 trees were assessed as being over 30 years old (in 2014) 

− 9 trees were assessed as being over 20 years old (in 2014) 

Some of the trees were removed because they were assessed as being in poor to fair condition.   

Some others—Ligustrum lucidum (Privet), Cotoneaster spp. and Fraxinus angustifolia (Ash)—were 
identified in 2014 as ‘invasive weeds’. These plants are listed as weeds in the ‘Weed 
Identification Guide’ by City of Casey, Cardinia Shire Council, and City of Greater 
Dandenong. However, these three species are also typical of interwar gardens and their age 
demonstrates that they were likely planted during the Lloyd period of Brechin Garden’s 
history. Ligustrum lucidum and Cotoneaster are also potentially poisonous. Where these plants 
were important parts of the shrub understorey or hedging, consideration should be given to 
their replacement using species with similar form and character and, ideally, species in use 
during period of significance; Viburnum tinus (Lauristinus) or Euonymous japonicus, for example. 

Five of these removed trees of greater than 50 years age (thus likely dating from the Webb era 
garden or earlier) give some cause for concern: 

− Two Pin Oaks (>50 years) at the end of the Pin Oak avenue within the central gardens 
area were assessed as being in poor condition, and recommended for removal and 
replacement. They have been removed but not replaced. 

− A Pin Oak (>50 years) was assessed as being in good condition with no works proposed. 
It has been removed. 

− The Fraxinus sp. (Ash) >50 years, was assessed in 2014 as being in good condition with no 
works proposed, and considered to have high retention value. It has been removed and 
not replaced. 

− The Ulmus sp. (Wych Elm) >50 years, assessed in 2014 as being in poor condition and 
recommended for removal and replacement. It has been removed but not replaced. 

− The Syzigium smithii (Lillypilly) (>50 years) was assessed in as being in good condition with 
no works proposed, and considered to have high retention value. It has been removed. A 
new Syzigium smithii has been planted in the garden since 2014 but it is a modern cultivar 
which is not appropriate for this historic garden. 

New plantings 
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New plantings of camellia, purple leafed barberry (Berberis sp), wormwood (in particular in the 
northwest corner), echium, and modern lily pily cultivar could be heavily pruned, stripped 
back, or removed without compromising significance.  

2.3.4 Built fabric 

Pathways and steps 
Some relationship between existing pathway layout and paths/driveway entry of the historic 
garden, but other paths appear to be new (c.2002).  

Date surfaces installed: unknown, but in association with works to the Gardens after 2002 

Rock Garden 
The rock garden on the west-facing embankment was recently constructed to remedy issues of 
erosion along the west-facing embankment. 

Trellis/arbor 
New timber construction, possibly a reference to an earlier metal pergola structure present in 
the Brechin Gardens in 2002. Located on the east-west oriented pathway through the gardens 
as was earlier pergola structure. 

L-shaped rose garden with paving and sundial 
The L-shaped garden, paving and lavender plantings were introduced into Brechin Gardens in 
c.2002. The reason for its ground plan and location are unclear, although, because of the use of 
random paving, a central circular paved area with the sundial, and plant species, it seems to be 
an interpretation of the earlier symmetrical lavender and rose garden constructed in association 
with the 1937 homestead. 

A sundial on a column and pedestal was part of the c.1937 lavender and rose garden. It was 
located in the centre of a circular concrete paved area, framed on its northern side by a semi-
circular planting of Cupressus sempervirens. The now lost element of Brechin Gardens is believed 
to have been designed in association with the house designed by architects Marcus Martin and 
Tribe. 

The pedestal is no longer extant. It is not known if the sundial component is original (c.1937) 
or a later addition as part of the c.2002 works. 

Sundial: possible cultural heritage significance 

L-shaped garden and paving: no cultural heritage significance 

Fences 
Sections only. No practical function; for interpretation purposes.  

Date installed: unknown, but in association with works to the Gardens c.2002 

Interpretive plaque 
The inscription on the plaque reads as follows: 

‘“Brechin Gardens” (once part of the farm “Holly Green”) was first owned by Gippsland pioneer Thomas 
Walton. Walton built the original house in 1855 and some of the garden is thought to date from this time. 

Businessman Sydney [sic] J Webb was the new owner in around 1880. In 1890, Webb planted the row of 
oak trees along Princes Highway (National Trust classified), obtained from the Nobelius Nursery in 
Gembrook. Webb Street is named in his honour, because he helped begin the Narre Warren Institute, the 
school, and railway station. 

John Lloyd took over the farm in the 1930’s [sic] and replaced the original buildings with a new home 
called “Brechin”. Lloyd probably planted the Pin Oaks and rose garden (now relocated). “Brechin” was 
bought by the Overland Development Corporation in 1988 and later demolished.  
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“Brechin Gardens” is of regional significance to this district because it has associations with prominent 
members of Casey’s past; contains plant species rare to the area and collectively has historical, aesthetic and 
botanic significance within the region.’ 

Brass plaque affixed to interpretive fence section, eastern side of Central Gardens area, 
adjacent to east-west through pathway. 

Date installed: unknown, but in association with works to the Gardens after 2002. 

Partially obscured by shrubs; pruning would remedy. 

2.3 Use 
Brechin Gardens is currently used as a public garden and space intended for passive recreation. 
Usage appeared to be low on the day of site visit in late May 2016 (conducted on a cold, 
wintery day of the season). 

Limited links with the surrounding commercial and civic precinct exist via a pedestrian 
pathway network. These links are stronger for north-south pedestrian movement than east-
west. Roads dissect the Garden into three separate areas and preference car travel.  

Since its sale in 1982, the use of Brechin Gardens has changed from a private garden to a 
public garden used for primarily passive recreation, and it has been incorporated in part into 
surrounding commercial and civic development. As a result of such change, the homestead 
garden was reduced in size and the prominent hilltop site that the Garden occupies is no 
longer surrounded by farmland.  

Although privately owned, ‘Holly Green’ (as Brechin was earlier known) and ‘Brechin’ were 
both occasionally accessible to the community for events and public functions. Such uses of 
the wider property included Walton hosting the Mornington Ploughing Match on his property 
‘Holly Green’ in 1859.34 Almost a century later, Cr. John C. Lloyd’s property ‘Brechin’ was the 
location for a Saturday ‘producers’ football match’ in 1946. ‘Stalls, novelties and afternoon tea’ 
were part of some events.35 A local newspaper also records in 1946 that the ‘grounds of 
Brechin were occasionally made available for other public functions’ by Cr. and Mrs Lloyd. 
Another 1946 example is a Saturday Garden Party in the garden at Brechin, organised to raise 
money for the Dandenong and District Hospital Extensions Appeal by the Narre Warren and 
Narre Warren North Ladies Auxiliary. At the Garden Party afternoon tea was served, there 
were stalls selling ‘fancy cakes and sweets and vegetables and ice cream’, and games and 
competition were played on the lawn.36 

While evidence of the occasional use of Brechin by the community for a range of activities and 
events is limited, it appears that public access and use of the Gardens was a sustained, if 
occasional, part of the study area’s history. 

 

                                                      
34 Beaumont 2005, pp. 57–59  
35 Dandenong Journal, Wednesday 11 September, 1946, p.4 
36 Dandenong Journal, Wednesday 11 September, 1946, p.4 
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3 WHY IS BRECHIN GARDENS SIGNIFICANT? 

3.1 Introduction 
The Australia ICOMOS Charter for Places of Cultural Significance, The Burra Charter, defines 
‘cultural significance’ as: 

 ... aesthetic, historic, scientific, social, or spiritual value for past, present or future generations. 

The Burra Charter further clarifies that: 

 Cultural significance is embodied in the place itself, its fabric, setting, use, associations, meanings, records, 
related places and related objects. Places may have a range of values for different individuals or groups. 

This chapter provides an assessment against the recognised criteria for the assessment of 
heritage places, endorsed by the Heritage Council of Victoria in 2008 (below).  It then sets out 
a revised statement of significance for Brechin Gardens.  

3.2 Previous assessments of significance 

3.2.1 Previous studies 
Brechin Gardens, Narre Warren: Plan of existing Rose and Lavender Bed and Photographic 
record of existing garden for Heritage Values Assessment August 2002, by Elizabeth Peck 
Landscape Architect.  

Comment: the 2002 report does not assess the heritage values of Brechin Gardens, but provides 
a photographic and partial plan record of the Gardens as extant in 2002. It includes a detailed 
annotated scale drawing of the former symmetrical lavender and rose garden with stone 
monument (sundial), paving, and Cupressus sempervirens. This part of the garden is now lost, but 
is likely to have been a remnant of the 1937 design for the house and garden by architects 
Marcus Martin and Tribe. 

3.2.2 Brechin Gardens/Holly Green Trees HO153 
‘Brechin Gardens/Holly Green Trees’, located at 352–410 Princes Highway and Brechin 
Drive, Fountain Gate, is included on the Heritage Overlay of the City of Casey planning 
scheme (HO153).  

The following is the statement of significance for Brechin Gardens/Holly Green Trees as it 
appears in the Victorian Heritage Database report for the place. 

This statement of significance does not adhere to the standard format for Statements of 
Significance set out in the Victorian Planning Provisions Practice Note PN-01 ‘Applying the 
Heritage Overlay’, revised September 2012. Furthermore, as a result of investigations 
undertaken as part of this report, it has been possible to clarify some details about Brechin 
Gardens and obtain information about Brechin Gardens not included in the VHD. 

A revised Statement of Significance for Brechin Gardens has been prepared and is included in 
Section 3.5 of this report.  

What is Significant? 

The site of Brechin (later 'Holly Green'), comprising the remnant mature trees generally adjacent to Brechin 
Drive, Narre Warren. 

How is it Significant? 

The site of 'Brechin' is of local historic and aesthetic significance to the City of Casey. 

Why is it Significant? 
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Historically, the remnant mature trees are significant as the only elements associated with the former Brechin 
homestead, now demolished, which was the home of the locally important Webb family. The provide evidence of 
the magnificent garden for which the former Brechin was famous. (AHC criteria A4, D2 and H1)  

Aesthetically, the trees are significant as fine examples of their type, which are local landmarks within the 
Narre Warren area because of their size and prominent siting. Although the layout and context of the former 
Brechin garden is lost and the setting of the remnant trees is greatly diminished by later development, the 
magnificent size and form of the trees provides an evocative reminder of the wonderful garden that once existed on 
this site. (AHC criterion E1) 

(Hermes No. 62946) 

The following trees are also identified in the physical description field of the Victorian Heritage 
Database report, but they are not mentioned in the Statement of Significance: 

− Bunya Bunya Pine (Araucaria bidwillii)—two specimens, one just outside the park, and the larger of the 
two inside the park. Both are visible on the skyline from the Princes Freeway. Condition fair. 

− Algerian Oak (Quercus canariensis): a massive tree in quite good condition. 

− Norfolk Island Hibiscus or Pyramid Tree (Lagunaria patersonia). This is a large specimen of this coastal 
species in quite good condition. It is located just inside the east entrance to the park. 

− A large healthy specimen of Scarlet Oak (Quercus aff. coccinea) 

− A pair of Himalayan or Bhutan Cypress (Cupressus torulosa). These are located outside the park area on 
the east side of Brechin Drive. 

− A short and uneven avenue of Pin Oak (Quercus palustris) 

3.2.3 Significant exotic and native trees in Casey 
The English Oak (Quercus robur) to the southwest of the central core of Brechin Gardens is 
listed as part of Environmental Significance Overlay (Schedule 8). 

The Statement of Environmental Significance for ESO8 is as follows: 

The City of Casey boasts many individual native and exotic trees and groups of trees with special 
significance. Collectively, these trees add to the diversity of vegetation in the municipality and have ecological 
importance, while on an individual level they may contribute to the character of a local area, or have 
particular cultural values. The City of Casey Significant Tree Strategy, incorporating the Casey Significant 
Tree Register identifies those exotic and native trees considered to be of most significance in the municipality. 
Their selection is attributed to one or more factors, including landscape context, aesthetic value, rarity, 
localised distribution, age, outstanding size or species example, curious growth form or cultural and heritage 
linkages. Casey has lost many of its significant trees over the years as a result of urban development, either 
through direct vegetation removal or poor care and maintenance practices. This has been further exacerbated 
through limited controls protecting such vegetation. The application of planning controls to safeguard the 
future of Casey’s significant exotic and native trees provides a positive step that will benefit the environment 
and the community. 

3.3 Criteria 
Since the Statement of Significance for Brechin Gardens was prepared (reproduced above in 
section 3.2.2), it has become practice to link each reason for a place’s heritage significance to 
one or more from a list of standard heritage criteria.  

The first set of heritage criteria in common use were the longstanding Australian Heritage 
Commission criteria for the Register of the National Estate. They were superseded by the 
streamlined Heritage Council Criteria for the Assessment of Cultural Heritage Significance 
(HERCON) which were put forward at the 1998 Conference on Heritage and adopted for use 
by the Heritage Council of Victoria in 2008. The criteria are as follows: 
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Criterion A: Importance to the course, or pattern, of our cultural or natural history. 

Criterion B: Possession of uncommon, rare or endangered aspects of our cultural or natural 
history. 

Criterion C: Potential to yield information that will contribute to an understanding of our 
cultural or natural history. 

Criterion D: Importance in demonstrating the principal characteristics of a class of cultural 
places and objects. 

Criterion E: Importance in exhibiting particular aesthetic characteristics.  

Criterion F: Importance in demonstrating a high degree of creative or technical achievement 
at a particular period. 

Criterion G: Strong or special association with a particular community or cultural group for 
social, cultural or spiritual reasons. This includes the significance of a place to Indigenous 
peoples as part of their continuing and developing cultural traditions. 

Criterion H: Special association with the life or works of a person, or group of persons, of 
importance in our history. 

3.4 Assessment of significance 
Criterion A. Importance to the course or pattern of Casey’s cultural history.  

− the garden including the mature trees are of historical significance as remnant evidence of 
the former property and homestead known as ‘Brechin’ and, earlier, as ‘Holly Green’ 
which was, consecutively, the home of locally important figures Sidney J. Webb then John 
C. Lloyd.  

− A landmark in the local landscape because of its hilltop location and mature trees and 
associations with the course of Casey’s cultural history 

Criterion B. Possession of uncommon, rare or endangered aspects of Casey’s cultural history 

− Not commonly seen in historic gardens in Victoria, the Ilex x altaclarensis ‘Shepherdii’ has 
scientific (botanic) significance because of its rarity. 

Criterion C Potential to yield information that will contribute to an understanding of our 
cultural or natural history. 

− Not applicable. 

Criterion D Importance in demonstrating the principal characteristics of a class of cultural 
places and objects. 

− Includes a number of principal characteristics of large homestead gardens from the late 
nineteenth century as well as elements typical of late interwar period gardens, including 
areas of open lawn, deciduous European trees set in lawn.  

− Significant late-nineteenth to early twentieth century plantings include the Quercus robur 
(No. 20), Lauris nobilis (No. 33), three Araucaria bidwillii (No. 26, 74, 75), Ilex x altaclarensis 
‘Shepherdii’ (No. 28), Lagunaria patersonia subsp. patersonia (No. 35), Quercus palustris (No. 
49), Morus sp. (No. 82), Quercus robur (No. 46), Quercus robur (No. 105) to the west of central 
garden area, Cupressus torulosa (Nos 44, 45) in the eastern section of the garden across the 
road from the Norfolk Island Hibiscus (No. 35). 

− Significant Interwar plantings include two Quercus palustris (Nos 18, 19), Osmanthus x fortunei 
(No. 31), Ceratonia siliqua (No. 70), eleven Euonymus japonicus (Nos 55–60, 64–68), two 
Cupressus sempervirens (Nos 53, 54), three Ulmus x hollandica (Nos 1–3), avenue of Quercus 
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palustris (Nos 4–15), Prunus laurocerasus (No. 116) hedge at the southern end of the central 
garden area either side of entrance path. 

− Although the layout and context for the former Brechin garden is much altered and the 
setting of the remnant trees is greatly diminished by later development, the magnificent 
size and form of the trees provides an evocative reminder of the large and thoughtfully-
designed garden that once existed at this site. 

Criterion E Importance in exhibiting particular aesthetic characteristics.  

− Aesthetically, the Quercus robur (No. 20), the Araucaria bidwillii (No. 26), the Ilex x 
altaclarensis ‘Shepherdii’ (No. 28), and the Quercus palustris (No. 49) are significant as fine 
examples of their type. The Araucaria bidwillii is also a local landmark because of its size 
and prominent siting. 

Criterion G. Strong or special association with a particular community or cultural group for 
social, cultural or spiritual reasons. This includes the significance of a place to Indigenous 
peoples as part of their continuing and developing cultural traditions. 

− Not assessed. 

Criterion H. Special association with the life or works of a person of group of persons, of 
importance in Casey’s history. 

− Associations with prominent local individuals Sidney J. Webb (1844–1920) and John C. 
Lloyd (1906–1984), who, in different ways, were important to the establishment and 
development of the district, the Narre Warren township and its community, and their 
consolidation. 

3.5 Statement of significance 

What is significant? 
The remnant garden known as Brechin Gardens, the site of Brechin (earlier ‘Holly Green’), 
and the collection of mature trees, at 320–410 Princes Highway and Brechin Drive, Narre 
Warren. 

How is it significant? 
Brechin Gardens has historic, aesthetic, and associative significance at the local level to the 
City of Casey. 

Why is it significant? 
 

Brechin Gardens and the mature trees are historically significant as remnant evidence of the 
former property and homestead known as ‘Brechin’ (the homestead buildings now 
demolished) and, earlier, as ‘Holly Green’. The property was the home of locally important 
figures Sidney J. Webb then John C. Lloyd. It is a landmark in the local landscape because of 
its hilltop location and mature trees.  

Brechin Gardens contains many elements that are typical of large homestead gardens from the 
late-nineteenth and early-twentieth centuries as well as of late interwar gardens, including areas 
of open lawn and deciduous European trees set in lawn. A number of plantings provide 
evidence of these two periods. Plantings from the late-nineteenth to early-twentieth century 
include the Quercus robur (No. 20), Lauris nobilis (No. 33), three Araucaria bidwillii (No. 26, 74, 
75), Ilex x altaclarensis ‘Shepherdii’ (No. 28), Lagunaria patersonia subsp. patersonia (No. 35), 
Quercus palustris (No. 49), Morus sp. (No. 82), Quercus robur (No. 46), Quercus robur (No. 105) to 
the west of central garden area, and two Cupressus torulosa (Nos 44, 45) in the eastern section of 
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the garden across the road from the Norfolk Island Hibiscus (No. 35). Plantings from the 
interwar period include two Quercus palustris (Nos 18, 19), Osmanthus x fortunei (No. 31), Ceratonia 
siliqua (No. 40), eleven Euonymus japonicus (Nos 55–60, 64–68), two Cupressus sempervirens (Nos 
53, 54), Ulmus x hollandica (Nos 1–3), the avenue of Quercus palustris (Nos 4–15), and the Prunus 
laurocerasus (No. 106) hedge at the southern end of the central garden area either side of 
entrance path. Although the layout and context for the former Brechin garden is much altered 
and the setting of the remnant trees is greatly diminished by later development, the magnificent 
size and form of the trees provides an evocative reminder of the large and thoughtfully 
designed garden that once existed at this site. 

Aesthetically, the Quercus robur (No. 20), the Araucaria bidwillii (No. 26), the Ilex x altaclarensis 
‘Shepherdii’ (No. 28), and the Quercus palustris (No. 49) are individually significant as fine 
examples of their type. Not commonly seen in historic gardens in Victoria, the Ilex x 
altaclarensis ‘Shepherdii’ also has botanic significant because of its rarity. The Araucaria bidwillii is 
also significant as a local landmark because of its size and prominent siting. 

Brechin Gardens has associative significance for its direct associations with prominent local 
individuals, Sidney J. Webb (1844–1920) and John C. Lloyd (1906–1984). In different ways, 
Webb and Lloyd made important contributions to the establishment and development of the 
district, the Narre Warren township, and its community. 

3.6 Significance of elements 

3.6.1 Setting and views 
Aspects of the landscape setting of Brechin Gardens and views to and from the hilltop 
homestead and garden have been obscured by commercial and municipal development on 
what was once open agricultural land surrounding the Gardens, since its sale in 1982. 

Views from Brechin Gardens to the north to the Dandenong ranges were an important 
influence on the design of the 1937 homestead at Brechin by Marcus Martin and on the design 
and layout of the garden. Distant views to the north from Brechin Gardens no longer exist, 
however, because of development north of Brechin Gardens.  

3.6.2 Layout and circulation patterns 
Parts of the extant pathway alignment, from the Princes Highway (through the avenue of Pin 
Oaks) into the central garden area and following the serpentine pathway that forks to the east 
(right): significant  

Pathway fabric and steps: not significant  

Southern lawn area: significant  

3.6.3 Plantings 
Individual trees identified as being of cultural heritage significance can be linked with the two 
important periods of the study area’s occupation, by Sidney J. Webb and John C. Lloyd, as 
follows:  

Trees associated with the Webb era (1880–1920) or earlier 

Ref No. Scientific name Common name 

20 Quercus robur English Oak 

26 Araucaria bidwillii Bunya Pine 

28 Ilex x altaclarensis subsp. ‘Shepherdii’ Shepherd’s Highclere Holly 

33 Lauris nobilis Bay Tree 
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35 Lagunaria patersonia subsp. patersonia Norfolk Island Hibiscus 

44 Cupressus torulosa (pair with 120, located in 
the eastern section of the garden across the 
road from the Norfolk Island Hibiscus, 
No. 34) 

Bhutan Cypress 

45 Cupressus torulosa (pair with 119, located in 
the eastern section of the garden across the 
road from the Norfolk Island Hibiscus, 
No. 34) 

Bhutan Cypress 

46 Quercus robur English Oak 

49 Quercus palustris Pin Oak 

74 Araucaria bidwillii Bunya Pine 

75 Araucaria bidwillii Bunya Pine 

82 Morus sp. Mulberry 

105 Quercus robur (outside of study area, west of 
central garden area) 

English Oak 

 

*Of these trees, the three Bunya Pines, the Pin Oak, the Bay Tree, and the Ilex cultivar could 
have been planted during Walton’s occupancy of the study area. 

  

Trees associated with the Lloyd era (1930s–80s) or earlier 

Ref No. Scientific name Common name 

1 Ulmus x hollandica Dutch Elm 

2 Ulmus x hollandica Dutch Elm 

3 Ulmus x hollandica Dutch Elm 

4 Quercus palustris Pin Oak (avenue) 

5 Quercus palustris Pin Oak (avenue) 

6 Quercus palustris Pin Oak (avenue) 

7 Quercus palustris Pin Oak (avenue) 

8 Quercus palustris Pin Oak (avenue) 

9 Quercus palustris Pin Oak (avenue) 

10 Quercus palustris Pin Oak (avenue) 

11 Quercus palustris Pin Oak (avenue) 

12 Quercus palustris Pin Oak (avenue) 

13 Quercus palustris  Pin Oak (avenue) 

14 Quercus palustris  Pin Oak (avenue) 

15 Quercus palustris Pin Oak (avenue) 

18 Quercus palustris Pin Oak 

19 Quercus palustris Pin Oak 
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31 Osmanthus x fortunei Fortune’s Osmanthus 

53 Cupressus sempervirens Italian Cypress 

54 Cupressus sempervirens Italian Cypress 

55 Euonymus japonicus Japanese Spindle Tree (hedge) 

56 Euonymus japonicus Japanese Spindle Tree (hedge) 

57 Euonymus japonicus Japanese Spindle Tree (hedge) 

58 Euonymus japonicus Japanese Spindle Tree (hedge) 

59 Euonymus japonicus Japanese Spindle Tree (hedge) 

60 Euonymus japonicus Japanese Spindle Tree (hedge) 

64 Euonymus japonicus Japanese Spindle Tree (hedge) 

65 Euonymus japonicus Japanese Spindle Tree (hedge) 

66 Euonymus japonicus Japanese Spindle Tree (hedge) 

67 Euonymus japonicus Japanese Spindle Tree (hedge) 

68 Euonymus japonicus Japanese Spindle Tree (hedge) 

70 Ceratonia siliqua Carob Tree 

106 Prunus laurocerasus  Cherry Laurel (hedge) 

3.6.4 Built fabric 
Pathways and steps 

Physical fabric of pathways and steps: no significance  

Rock Garden 

No cultural heritage significance 

Trellis/arbor 

Existing timber structure and location in centre of Gardens: No cultural heritage significance  

L-shaped rose garden with paving and sundial 

Sundial: possible cultural heritage significance (should be regarded as significant until proven 
otherwise) 

L-shaped garden and paving: no cultural heritage significance 

Fences 

Sections and posts: no cultural heritage significance 

Interpretive plaque 

No cultural heritage significance 

3.7 Integrity 
The garden has changed significantly over time. The buildings associated with its three main 
phases of ownership and its uses as a farm and homestead are lost. Certain trees provide 
continuity in this context of this change, and contribute to the character and landmark quality 
of the garden.  

The most dramatic change has resulted since Brechin’s incorporation into a commercial 
development and civic precinct. Some of these changes associated with the transition from 
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private homestead garden to a public garden have compromised its integrity. Aspects of the re-
design and incorporation of Brechin Gardens into surrounding development make it difficult 
to understand and interpret  

1) the relationship of the garden and former homestead to the wider landscape, and  

2) the important associations of the place with the history of the local area. 

Specific changes that have compromised significance include: 

− introduction of road and service road network and dissection of the garden into three 
separate areas 

− loss of visual, physical connections to surrounding landscape and related places 

− loss of views outwards, in particular to the north and Dandenong ranges 

− introduction of new elements as part of its redevelopment which endeavour to interpret 
earlier garden features but which obscure significance. 

3.8 Related places 
In The Australia ICOMOS Charter for Places of Cultural Significance (2013) related places means ‘a 
place that contributes to the cultural significance of another place’ (Burra Charter 2013, Article 
1.3)  

As outlined in the Statement of Significance above, part of the importance of Brechin Gardens 
is related to its associations with Sidney J Webb and John C Lloyd, both of whom at different 
times were important figures in the establishment, consolidation, and development of Narre 
Warren.   

Because of their connections to people historically associated with Brechin Gardens, the 
following places nearby to Brechin Gardens are noted here because they fit within the Burra 
Charter definition as related places and because they could assist in future interpretation of the 
cultural heritage significance of the study area. 

− Any remaining hawthorn hedges in the vicinity of Brechin Gardens. Such hedges could 
be useful for interpreting the important contribution to the dominant landscape character 
of the pastoral era Narre Warren by district pioneer Thomas Walton (hedges) 

− Quercus robur (English Oak) on Brechin Drive, west of central Brechin Gardens area, 
listed on Significant Landscape Overlay (ESO8). Formerly part of the Brechin homestead 
garden. 

− Row of hybrid oak trees, north side of Princes Highway, Narre Warren, planted 1890 by 
Webb. Still extant (HO126). The schedule to the heritage overlay clarifies that the heritage 
place comprises: ‘All trees comprising the row, together with the land covered by each 
tree’s canopy and the land beyond the edge of each tree for a distance of five metres, 
insofar as this area is wholly contained within the Princes Highway road reserve.’ 

− Narre Warren railway station, agitated for by Sidney J. Webb in 1882.  
Comment: a desktop survey (Google Street View) suggests no fabric of the early station 
buildings remains. 

− Narre Warren Primary School No. 2924 (former) at 53-57 Webb Street, Narre Warren 
(HO196). Built on land donated by Sidney J Webb, the school opened in 1889. Narre 
Warren was further consolidated as a town when Sidney Webb donated land for the local 
school and Mechanics Institute.  
Tree controls apply: There are some mature trees on the site including an oak (Quercus 
robur?) at the rear (south west) corner of the site, and elms near the northern boundary 
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with the Mechanics Institute, which may have been planted by students as part of 
Arbor Day celebrations 

− Narre Warren Mechanics Institute & Free Library at 59 Webb Street, Narre Warren 
(HO116). It was built on land donated by Sidney J Webb, and opened in 1891.37 Narre 
Warren was further consolidated as a town when Sidney Webb donated land for the local 
school and Mechanics Institute 
Nine Oak trees within the HO116 polygon. Tree controls apply. Citation includes 
mention of the oak trees: ‘A notable feature of the landscape is the double row of oaks 
planted to the rear of the hall. Four oaks on one side and five on the other are 
symmetrically placed and run in parallel with the original roof line. They complement the 
significant oaks along Princes Highway’ 

− 1955: A tablet was erected to S.J. Webb’s memory at the intersection of the North Narre 
Warren Road and Prince’s Highway and unveiled by Sir George Knox in February 1955, at 
which the Shire President, Cr C. Harris presided. The tablet bears the inscription: 

Honouring 
SIDNEY JOHN WEBB 
Who planted this row of  
Oak Trees in the year 1890.’38  

− 1983: J.C. Lloyd Square officially proclaimed in 1983 (Sunday 13 February) when John 
Lloyd unveiled a plaque in front of an audience of 230 invited guests. J.C. Lloyd Square is 
described as the space between the council offices and the library (see Figure 3.1 below), 
to the northwest of Brechin Gardens. According to Council staff, J.C. Lloyd Square had its 
plaque removed and is in storage at Council Depot.  

 

Figure 3.1 Approximate location of J.C. 
Lloyd Square, situated to the north of the 
Casey Library and municipal offices, and 
northwest of Brechin Gardens. 

− The Pakenham Gazette tells us that Lloyd then planted a Moreton Bay Fig to 
commemorate the City of Berwick’s 10th anniversary.39 Neither the Local History 
Librarian nor council elders recall a Moreton Bay Fig being planted. 

 

  
                                                      
37 Judy Owen in Pam Baragwanath and Ken James, These Walls Speak Volumes: A history of Mechanics’ 
Institutes in Victoria, 2015, p. 420 
38 (Beaumont 2005, p. 91) 
39 http://www.caseycardiniaremembers.org.au/jc-lloyd-square/ Site accessed: 14 June 2016 Site 
references Pakenham Gazette 16 February 1983. 

http://www.caseycardiniaremembers.org.au/jc-lloyd-square/
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4 CONTEXT FOR POLICY FORMULATION 

4.1 Introduction 
This section sets out the factors that should be taken into account in the development of a 
conservation policy for Brechin Gardens. It includes issues for the place that arise from its 
significance, ownership and management, and operation as a public park.  

The Burra Charter, and especially its relevant Practice Note, provides useful advice on the 
development of a conservation policy.40 Specifically, the Practice Note recommends that in 
developing and implementing policy the following points need to be taken into consideration:  

‒ Policy is directed towards retaining the cultural significance of the place, first and 
foremost; 

‒ Policy arises from understanding cultural significance and taking account of all the factors 
affecting the future of the place; 

‒ Policy explains how places of cultural significance will be conserved; 
‒ Policy integrates conservation processes into all the activities of place management; 
‒ Policy is only as good as the information and analysis that underpins it; and 
‒ There is often more than one possible policy response to any set of circumstances. 
 
The Practice Note on developing policy further states that ‘Even the best policy won’t last 
forever.’ Policies need to be reviewed regularly or in response to major changes. 

Flowing from this, the information that needs to be considered when developing conservation 
policy can be broken into two major strands: the first outlining obligations that arise from the 
cultural significance of the place; and the second from opportunities and constraints including 
future needs, resources, and condition. In other words, a policy must be tailored to the 
significance of the place, but also to a realistic means of achieving its conservation.  

4.2 Obligations to conserve significance  
The heritage values of Brechin Gardens Park (described in Section 3) result in constraints and 
opportunities that may apply to the future use and management of the place. These must be 
taken into account in the formulation of conservation policies for Brechin Gardens.  

Brechin Gardens is included on the Schedule to the Heritage Overlay of the Casey Planning 
Scheme as HO153.   

The assessment included in Section 3 of this report concludes that Brechin Gardens is of local 
heritage significance in its own right.  

The individual English Oak tree to the immediate west of the area defined as Brechin Gardens 
in the Incorporated Plan — listed on ESO8 — should be incorporated into the listing for 
Brechin Gardens on the Schedule to the Heritage Overlay. 

There are a number of related places identified in Section 3.8 that could be utilised in the 
interpretation of Brechin Gardens to enhance understanding of the cultural heritage 
significance of the place. 

                                                      
40 Burra Charter Practice Note: Developing policy (Version 1: November 2013) 
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4.3 Legislation and associated policies 

4.3.1 Local government 
Under the Planning and Environment Act 1987, City of Casey has an obligation to protect and 
conserve all places which are identified as having cultural heritage values on private and public 
land, as identified by their inclusion in the Schedule to the Heritage Overlay. 

For all places within the Heritage Overlay, a permit must be sought to undertake the following: 

− Subdivide land. 
− Demolish or remove a building. 
− Construct a building or construct or carry out works, including: 

o Domestic services normal to a dwelling if the services are visible from a street 
(other than a lane) or public park. 

o A solar energy facility attached to a building that primarily services the land on 
which it is situated if the services are visible from a street (other than a lane) or 
public park. 

o A rainwater tank if the rainwater tank is visible from a street (other than a lane) or 
public park. 

o A fence. 
o Road works and street furniture other than: 

— traffic signals, traffic signs, fire hydrants, parking meters, post boxes and 
seating 
— speed humps, pedestrian refuges and splitter islands where the existing 
footpaths or kerb and channel are not altered. 

o A domestic swimming pool or spa and associated mechanical and safety 
equipment. 

o A pergola or verandah, including an open-sided pergola or verandah to a dwelling 
with a finished floor level not more than 800mm above ground level and a 
maximum building height of 3 metres above ground level. 

o A deck, including a deck to a dwelling with a finished floor level not more than 
800mm above ground level. 

o Non-domestic disabled access. 
o Bicycle pathways and trails. 

− Externally alter a building by structural work, rendering, sandblasting or in any other 
way. 

− Construct or display a sign. 

− Externally paint a building if the schedule to this overlay identifies the heritage place as 
one where external paint controls apply. 

− Externally paint an unpainted surface. 

− Externally paint a building if the painting constitutes an advertisement. 

− Internally alter a building if the schedule to this overlay identifies the heritage place as 
one where internal alteration controls apply. 

− Carry out works, repairs and routine maintenance which change the appearance of a 
heritage place or which are not undertaken to the same details, specifications and 
materials. 

− Remove, destroy or lop a tree if the schedule to this overlay identifies the heritage 
place as one where tree controls apply. This does not apply: 

o To any action which is necessary to keep the whole or any part of a tree clear of 
an electric line provided the action is carried out in accordance with a code of 
practice prepared under Section 86 of the Electricity Safety Act 1998. 
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o If the tree presents an immediate risk of personal injury or damage to property. 

4.3.2 Other Legislation 
The Federal Disability Discrimination Act aims to protect people with disabilities from 
discrimination in a range of areas including employment, education and access to facilities and 
services.  In order to comply with the Act there should be no barriers to places that are 
accessed by the public.  

Brechin Gardens has three entrance points which are readily accessible to those with a 
disability, in terms of level changes and gradients – from Brechin Drive, from the new 
footpath leading to northern end of Gardens, and at the crossing that links Brechin Gardens 
and the eastern extension part of the Gardens.  

The path surfacing and edging seems generally acceptable and safe for disabled access and 
allows transition from one space to another for people with a disability. 

The steps and level change at the western side of the Gardens create a barrier to people with a 
disability.  

4.4 Opportunities and constraints 
Brechin Gardens is located within a commercial shopping centre that includes a range of shops 
and commercial premises, open car parking areas, and roadways. Much of this development 
was constructed in the last two decades or so.   

Somewhat isolated by the existing road network, Brechin Gardens also appears to be poorly 
integrated with pedestrian networks (in part), and to have little relationship to surrounding 
low-rise commercial development. Council staff reported that public use of Brechin Gardens is 
low. 

Major changes are proposed to the commercial and civic precinct in which Brechin Gardens is 
situated, as a consequence of development proposed in associated with the area as a major 
activity zone. These changes may pose a significant constraint on what is possible, while others 
may open up new opportunities. 

Change to the surrounding precinct will include vertical growth. This CMP provides an 
opportunity to ensure vertical growth of surrounding development responds positively to the 
cultural heritage values of Brechin Gardens. 

Future development of the precinct, including a proposed green corridor for pedestrians that 
would link green and open space, also provides an opportunity to enhance the landscape 
character, public appeal, and cultural heritage significance of Brechin Gardens.  

Council staff reported that, to date, recommendations of the previous heritage management 
plan (2002) have been poorly enforced and the plan has been poorly adhered to by the owner. 
This CMP and Council’s renewed interest in and commitment to the care and conservation of 
Brechin Gardens provides an opportunity to revisit and improve monitoring and enforcement 
processes for ensuring Brechin Gardens is protected and managed in accordance with its 
cultural heritage significance. 

4.5 Principles and guidelines 
The Burra Charter sets a standard of practice for those who provide advice, make decisions 
about, or undertake works to places of cultural significance, including owners, managers and 
custodians. The Australia ICOMOS Charter for Places of Cultural Significance 2013 (The Burra 
Charter) and its Guidelines are the key documents guiding the management of places of 
cultural value.  
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4.5.1 Demonstrating the Burra Charter process  
The Charter’s diagram (below, at figure 4.1) shows the typical sequence of investigations, 
decisions, and actions in the conservation process. Decisions taken for one part of Brechin 
Gardens may impact on another. The process encourages thinking that considers the whole 
place and all of its heritage values be considered.  

Understanding cultural significance comes first, then development of policy and finally 
management of the place in accordance with the policy. 

Heritage values are not static and change over time, leading to different management decisions. 
Decisions taken in the past are evident in the physical fabric of Brechin Gardens today. 
Changes in circumstances, new information or perspectives may require change in the way the 
place is managed in the future, and possibly some reiteration of the Burra Charter process.  

 
Figure 4.1 Burra Charter process 
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5 POLICY 

5.1 Conservation objectives 
Key objectives to be achieved are: 

1. To recognise Brechin Gardens as a place of local cultural heritage significance, embracing 
historic, botanic, aesthetic, and associative values. 

2. To manage Brechin Gardens so that elements of cultural heritage significance are 
maintained and conserved.  

3. To conserve and enhance Brechin Gardens for present and future generations 

4. To recover aspects of Brechin Gardens that were important to its landscape character, 
including by reconnecting the fragmented sections of Brechin Gardens, recovering the 
northern end of the Garden as a primary part of its design with formal and symmetrical 
elements, mixed shrubberies, open lawn and specimen trees with northerly views to the 
Dandenong ranges 

5. To better interpret and promote the cultural heritage significance of Brechin Gardens. 

6. To appropriately manage the cultural heritage significance of Brechin Gardens to ensure 
its historic, botanic, aesthetic, and associative values are conserved, maintained, and 
enhanced. 

5.2 Conservation Policy  

5.2.1 Introduction 
General conservation policies have been developed in direct response to the conservation 
objectives above. These policies need to be in place to retain and enhance the cultural heritage 
significance of Brechin Gardens.  

Recommended actions follow each policy to help guide implementation of the policy.  

5.2.2 Priorities and timeframes 
Priorities have been assigned to each recommended action, and take account of factors such 
as: 

− Cultural significance 

− Condition 

− Interpretative potential (i.e. the ability of the item to help tell the story of the place) 

Timeframes are expressed as: 

1. Immediate (1–2 years) 

2. Short to medium term (2–5 years) 

3. Long-term (5+ years) 

4. Ongoing 
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5.3 Conservation Policies and Action Plan 
Policy 1: That Brechin Gardens be recognised as a place of cultural heritage 
significance at the local level, embracing historic, botanic, aesthetic, and associative 
values. 
Recommended actions Priority 

Adopt the Brechin Gardens CMP (2016) as a means of recognising 
its values of cultural significance of the place 

1 

Update the Statement of Cultural significance for Brechin Gardens 
and include in the Hermes database 

1 

Undertake planning scheme amendment to replace the 
Incorporated Plan for Brechin Gardens with a new Incorporated 
Plan 

1 

 

Policy 2: That the cultural heritage significance of the physical fabric of Brechin 
Gardens forms the basis of its management. 
Recommended actions Priority 

Conserve and maintain physical fabric of Brechin Gardens 
identified as significant. 

Significant trees are: 

− Quercus robur (No. 20) 

− Lauris nobilis (No. 33) 

− Araucaria bidwillii x 3 (Nos 26, 74, 75), 

− Ilex x altaclarensis ‘Shepherdii’ (No. 28) 

− Lagunaria patersonia subsp. patersonia (No. 35) 

− Quercus palustris (No. 49) 

− Morus sp. (No. 82) 

− Quercus palustris x 2 (Nos 18, 19)  

− Osmanthus x fortunei (No. 31) 

− Ceratonia siliqua (No. 70) 

− Euonymus japonicus x 11 (Nos 55–60, 64–68)  

− Cupressus sempervirens x 2 (Nos 53, 54) 

− Quercus robur (No. 46) 

− Quercus robur (No. 105)  

− Cupressus torulosa x 2 (Nos 44, 45) 

− Ulmus x hollandica x 3 (Nos 1–3) 

− Quercus palustris avenue (Nos 4–15) 

− Prunus laurocerasus hedge (No. 106)  

 

Ongoing 
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Recommended actions Priority 

Other significant elements are: 

− Parts of the pathway alignment: from Princes Highway 
(through avenue of Pin Oaks) into central garden area and 
following serpentine pathway that forks to the east (right) 

− Southern lawn area 

− Sundial 

Take specimens of the tentatively identified Ilex x altaclarensis 
‘Shepherdii’ to the National Herbarium (Victoria) for accurate 
identification. Specimens should be pressed and stored at the 
National Herbarium (Victoria). Propagating material should also 
be collected and the propagation process commenced. 

This taxon has not been seen by our team before in 33 years of tree surveys 
throughout Victoria. 

2 

 

Policy 3: That Brechin Gardens be conserved and enhanced for present and future 
generations. 
Recommended actions Priority 

Maintain the existing landscape of Brechin Gardens to a high 
standard giving careful consideration to the individual needs of the 
older, culturally significant trees. 

This means adhering to strict controls as to the height of surrounding future 
development and the minimum distance required from the drip line of 
individually significant trees to the beginnings of any excavation for footings. 

1–Ongoing 

Amend the current planning controls (through the application of 
the Activity Centre ZoneSchedule 2) to ensure development 
appropriately addresses the heritage context of the gardens. 

1 

Undertake priority works to significant trees in accordance with 
the schedule included in this CMP as Appendix 2. 

1 

Ensure surrounding future development is set back so that change 
to the physical environment of significant trees is avoided, and so 
that adequate air movement and sunlight are provided.  

All the (mature) trees at Brechin Gardens (as per table) require a minimum of 
six hours of sunlight at winter solstice to best ensure optimal growth and 
health.  

Survival of significant shade-loving and shade-tolerant species is also dependent 
upon the survival of the mature tree stock for the specific micro-climates they 
provide. 

1–Ongoing 

 

Avoid excavation for footings of new developments within the 
defined Tree Protection Zones and 1 to 3 times the height of the 
tree from the drip line. 

Refer to the schedule at Appendix 2 for the specific Tree 
Protection Zones calculated for each tree.  

Tree Protection Zones have been calculated using the formula provided in 
Australian Standard AS 4970–2009 Protection of Trees on Development 

1–Ongoing  
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Sites. 

Surrounding future development will have an impact on older root systems that 
will have travelled considerable distances from the drip line (or canopy edge) of 
the trees. This will particularly be the case for the oak trees and the Bunya 
pines. 

The draft ACZ2 will be amended to include this requirement as and 
application requirement as well as a decision guideline. 

Assess impacts of all proposed uses of the Gardens. Ensure 
adverse impacts on significant fabric and uses are avoided or 
minimised, and culturally significant associations are respected. 

Ongoing 

 

Policy 4: That aspects of Brechin Gardens which were important to its landscape 
character are recovered, including by reconnecting the fragmented sections of Brechin 
Gardens and recovering the northern end of the Garden as a primary part of its design 
with formal and symmetrical elements, mixed shrubberies, open lawn and specimen 
trees with northerly views to the Dandenong ranges. 
Recommended actions Priority 

Explore the feasibility of removing the roads that fragment 
Brechin Gardens. This includes the recessed service road to the 
west of the central gardens area, and the drive that divides the 
eastern section of Brechin Gardens from the central gardens area. 

Changes to Brechin Gardens and its surrounds that would enhance the 
amenity, utilisation, and function of the Gardens as a community hub and 
place for passive recreation, while respecting and protecting its cultural heritage 
significance, would be appropriate and desirable. 

2 

Explore the feasibility of extending Brechin Gardens to the west.  

This would be historically appropriate as aerial photographs show the garden 
extended to the west of the house beyond the present-day central garden area, 
with garages and a service wing also located to the west, which also served as a 
weather screen.  

2 

Explore removal of the rock garden, recessed service road, and 
mounding to the west of Brechin Gardens. 

Removal of rock garden, mounding, and recessed service road to the west of 
Brechin Gardens would improve the visual and physical connection between 
Brechin Gardens and the area to the west which was originally part of the 
homestead cluster.  

2 

Explore the introduction of additional specimen trees and 
ornamental garden beds (using species appropriate to the two 
periods of historic significance) to provide a sense of enclosure 
and shelter to the southern lawn area. 

2 

Recover the importance of the northern end of the Gardens as a 
principal ‘frontage’ for the homestead site, through planting and 
other elements oriented and thoughtfully designed to address the 
north.  

Historically, the former Brechin homestead and its formal ‘front’ garden were 
oriented and designed to address the north, taking advantage of sunlight access 
and views. This part of the Garden, from the c.1940s, included typical 
elements of an interwar garden of the 1930s to 1950s period and consistent 

1-2 
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Recommended actions Priority 

with the style of the house: formality and symmetry, axes and vistas, a sundial, 
crazy paving in lawn on the central axial pathway of the former lavender and 
rose garden, upright forms of cypress (Cupressus sempervirens). 

Where possible, explore options for views from Brechin Gardens 
to the surrounding landscape, including in particular to the north 
to the Dandenong ranges. 

2 

Explore feasibility of reconstructing the former formal rose and 
lavender bed with sundial, crazy paving, and Italian Cypress trees 
at the northern end of the garden. 

Documentary evidence to support reconstruction is provided in the photographic 
record and annotated scale drawing contained in the Heritage Values 
Assessment August 2002, by Elizabeth Peck Landscape Architect. 

3 

Remove elements that obscure understanding and interpretation 
of the historic place and its cultural heritage significance to the 
local area.  

Elements of no cultural heritage significance which could be 
removed include: 

− Physical fabric of pathways and steps 

− Trellis/arbor 

− Rock garden 

− L-shaped garden, paving, and plants 

− Fences (sections and posts) 

− Interpretive plaque  

The interpretive plaque should be photographically recorded prior 
to removal, labelled, and stored at an appropriate location at the 
City of Casey. 

2 

Remove the twelve individual trees listed in the spread sheet 
included as Appendix 3. 

These twelve trees are identified for removal on the basis of condition (fair–poor 
health and structural integrity), weediness, or inappropriateness relative to the 
cultural heritage significance of Brechin Gardens.  

Priorities range from 
Immediate to within 
the next 1–5 years 

Other species (shrubs) that could be removed include Artemisia 
arborescens (Wormwood) in particular in the northwest corner, 
Berberis thunbergii ‘Atropurpurea’ (Purple-leaved Japanese Barberry).  

New plantings of camellia, echium, and the modern lily pily 
cultivar could be heavily pruned, stripped back, or removed 
without compromising significance.  

These shrubs appear to have been added as fill-ins without consideration of the 
historical species that may have preceded them.  

Appropriate replacement species for understorey and hedge 
plantings in garden beds include species with similar form and 
character and, ideally, species in use during period of significance; 
Viburnum tinus (Lauristinus) or Euonymous japonicus, for example. 

2 
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Policy 5: That the cultural heritage significance of Brechin Gardens is interpreted and 
promoted. 
Recommended actions Priority 

Develop an interpretation plan for Brechin Gardens. 

As Brechin Gardens remains as a remnant of what was, historically, a much 
larger property now occupied in part by the Fountain Gate shopping centre, 
promotion of the significance of Brechin Gardens over the wider proposed civic 
and mixed use precinct would be appropriate and desirable.  

3 

Interpret Brechin Gardens as a place of historic, scientific, 
aesthetic, and associative values, embracing its layers of historic 
development from c.1850–1880, 1880–1924, and c.1930–1982.  

Such values are imbued in the fabric of the place itself, in particular its mature 
tree collection and disposition of garden beds, specimen plantings, and open 
lawn areas.  

These values are also imbued in the historic associations between the owners of 
‘Brechin’ (J.C. Lloyd) and (formerly) ‘Holly Green’ (S.J. Webb) and nearby 
related places which provide evidence of Lloyd’s and Webb’s involvement in 
development of the local area. 

3 

Explore interpretation of  

− The footprint of the former 1937 homestead (in-ground 
paving to interpret the footprint in plan, for example)  

− The entry experience along the original driveway entry from 
the Princes Highway, through the avenue of Pin Oaks, to its 
termination in a circular arrival area just west of the two 
Bhutan Cypress 

− The historic association between Brechin Gardens (a remnant 
of a former agricultural property) and the agricultural history 
of the local area 

− The roles played by successive owners of ‘Holly Green’ and 
‘Brechin’ (Webb and Lloyd) in the development of Narre 
Warren 

3 

Interpret the historic relationship between Brechin Gardens and 
nearby related places. A heritage trail and/or interpretive signage, for 
example, should be explored. 

Related places include: 

− Quercus robur (English Oak) (ESO8) on Brechin Drive, formerly part 
of Brechin homestead garden 

− Row of hybrid oak trees along Princes Highway (HO26) 

− Narre Warren Mechanics Institute & Free Library and historic trees 
(HO116) 

− Narre Warren Primary School No. 2924 and historic trees (HO196) 

− Tablet honouring S.J. Webb, corner North Narre Warren Road and 
Princes Highway 

− J.C. Lloyd Square (open space north of Council offices and northwest of 
Library 

3 
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Recommended actions Priority 

Encourage the occasional use of Brechin Gardens for community 
activities and events and public functions. 

Use of Brechin Gardens as a public park is a relatively recent phenomenon. 
However, from the late nineteenth century and into the mid-twentieth, parts of 
the privately-owned wider property and homestead garden of ‘Holly Green’ and 
‘Brechin’ were used occasionally for community activities and events and public 
functions associated with the agricultural activities of the area, local 
fundraising, community building, etc. Occasional future use for comparable 
events could provide opportunities for interpreting this aspect of the history of 
‘Holly Green’ and ‘Brechin’. 

Suitable use includes small-scale markets or farmers’ markets with 
temporary infrastructure, garden parties (for fundraising) with 
stalls, novelties, and afternoon tea, and other low-impact, small-
scale community events and activities and public functions, subject 
to their frequency and intensity not resulting in undue or ongoing 
physical impacts. 

Ongoing (after 
priority tree works) 

Continue the use of Brechin Gardens as a place of primarily 
passive recreation. 

Ongoing 

Ensure that future use, including frequency and intensity of use, 
does not compromise the identified cultural significance of the 
place and its elements. 

As required 

Undertake condition reporting on levels of damage before, during, 
and after events to determine appropriate levels, frequency, and 
types of use. 

As required 

Ensure tree roots are not impacted upon by any structures, 
vehicles, and the like. 

As required 

Ensure temporary infrastructure, such as stands, booths, 
marquees, etc., is installed and removed in a manner that does not 
cause damage to significant trees and other significant elements. 

As required 

 

Policy 6: That the cultural heritage significance of Brechin Gardens is appropriately 
managed to ensure its historic, botanic, aesthetic, and associative values are conserved, 
maintained, and enhanced. 
Recommended actions Priority 

Institute management practices and procedures that ensure the 
CMP is actively consulted and used as a basis for management 

1–Ongoing 

Develop a protocol for informing Council about and monitoring 
of all works that would have an impact on Brechin Gardens 
should be established.  

Bi-annual inspections are recommended.  

Early involvement by Council in the development of proposed works, and 
periodic inspections at implementation, development, and completion stages of 
works is also strongly recommended. This may be through an MOU or a 
Section 173 Agreement. 

1–Ongoing 

Ensure an appropriately qualified arborist with experience in the 
conservation and management of culturally significant trees is 
present at the commencement of any remedial or pruning works, 

Ongoing 
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Recommended actions Priority 

new plantings, tree replacement, and tree removal. 

Arrange an on-site meeting with those staff responsible for 
Brechin Gardens (gardeners, managers, for example) to explain the 
cultural heritage significance of the place, its trees, and other 
elements, and to discuss the conservation management plan and 
reasons informing decision-making.  

1 

Ensure all staff involved in managing Brechin Gardens have access 
to the CMP 

1–Ongoing 

Review staffing levels and experience to ensure they are adequate 
to maintain and enhance the cultural significance of Brechin 
Gardens 

1 

Ensure all maintenance and policy plans are regularly updated and 
are kept in a central and accessible location 

Ongoing 

Implement the preparation of an annual report to Council on the 
Gardens, prepared by Gardens’ managers and/or staff 

1 

Provide a copy of the CMP (2016) to the local historical society, 
Casey-Cardinia Library, and other relevant bodies 
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APPENDICES  

Appendix 1 Description and significance 
 

Tree 
No. Botanical name Common name 

Age 
c1900-
1936 

Age 
c1937-
1990 

Age: 
after 
1990 

DBH 
(m) 

Height 
approx 

2016 

Health / 
structural 
integrity 

Significance 
NT STR 

worthy? 

1 Ulmus x hollandica Dutch Elm   √   0.31 12 Good S   

2 Ulmus x hollandica Dutch Elm   √   0.89 20 Good S   

3 Ulmus x hollandica Dutch Elm     √ 0.21 9 Fair S   

4 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.39 12 Fair S   

5 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.41 14 Fair S   

6 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.38 10 Poor S   

7 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.43 15 Fair S   

8 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.48 17 Fair S   

9 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.42 16 Fair S   

10 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.46 16 Fair S   

11 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.49 17 Fair S   

12 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.49 12 Poor S   

13 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.37 12 Poor S   

14 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.35 12 Poor S   

15 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.51 17 Good S   

16 Prunus cerasifera Cherry Plum 
      0.05

5 4 
N/A 

N 
  

17 Prunus cerasifera Cherry Plum       0.18 5 N/A N   

18 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.32 14 Fair S   
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19 Quercus palustris Pin Oak   √   0.35 12 Fair S   

20 Quercus robur English Oak √     1.71 18 Good S √ 

21 Syringia vulgaris? 
Shrub Lilac 

    √ 
0.03 2 

Fair N   

22 New planting       √ 0.04 0 Fair N   
23 New planting       √ 0.03 0 Fair N   

24 Salvia leucantha Mexican Sage     √ 0.02
5 2 Fair N   

25 Prunus cerasifera Cherry Plum       0.04 3 N/A N √ 

26 Araucaria bidwillii Bunya Pine 
√     

1.92 22 
Good S Discus

s 
27 Arbutus unedo Irish Strawberry Tree       0.1 0 N/A N   

28 Ilex x altaslarensis 
"Shepherdii" 

Shepherd's Highclere 
Holly 

√     
0.33 9 

Fair S 
  

29 Prunus cerasifera Cherry Plum       0.1 6 N/A N   

30 Malus sp. Crab Apple       0.05 2 N/A N   

31 Ozmanthus x fortunei Fortune's Tea Olive √     0.25 7 Fair S   

32 Lagerstromia sp. Crepe Myrtle 
      

0.04
5 2.5 

N/A 
N 

  

33 Laurus nobilis Bay Laurel √     0.25 13 Fair S   

34 Arbutus unedo Irish Strawberry Tree     √ 0.08 3.5 Poor N   

35 Lagunaria patersonii Norfolk Island 
Hibiscus 

√     
0.69 17 

Good S   

36 Viburnum tinus Virburnum       0.06 3 Good N   

37 Ginkgo biloba Ginkgo       0.02 1.8 N/A N   

38 Fraxinus excelsior 
'Aurea' 

Golden Ash 
      0.02 1.7 

N/A N   

39 Quercus palustris Pin Oak 
    

√ 0.15
5 4 

N/A 
N 

  

40 Corymbia citriodora Lemon-Scented Gum       0.4 0 N/A N   

41 Quercus palustris Pin Oak     √ 0.11 4 Good N   
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42 Corymbia citriodora Lemon-Scented Gum       0.31 0   N   
43 Quercus palustris Pin Oak     √ 0.15 7 Good N   

44 Cupressus torulosa Bhutan Cypress √     0.59 22 Good S   
45 Cupressus torulosa Bhutan Cypress √     0.7 22 Good S   
46 Quercus robur English Oak √     1.3 13 Good S   

47 Desert Ash or Pin Oak     √ 0.2 4 Good N   

48 Desert Ash or Pin Oak     √ 0.2 4 Good N   

49 Quercus palustris Pin Oak √     0.94 22 Good S √ 

50 Camellia sasanqua Camellia     √ 0.06 3 Good N   

51 Camellia sasanqua Camellia     √ 0.06 2.5 Good N   

52 Acer palmatum 
Japanese Maple 

    √ 0.01
5 1.7 

N/A 
N 

  

53 Cupressus 
sempervirens 'Italica' Pencil Pine 

  √   
0.18 5 

Fair S   

54 Cupressus 
sempervirens 'Italica' Pencil Pine 

  √   
0.32 8 

Fair S   

55 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree   √   0.1 4 Fair S   

56 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree   √   0.1 3 Fair S   

57 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree   √   0.1 3 Fair S   

58 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree   √   0.1 3 Fair S   

59 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree   √   0.1 5 Fair S   

60 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree   √   0.1 0 Fair S   

61 Fraxinus raywoodii Claret Ash     √ 0.36 10 Poor N   

62 Fraxinus raywoodii Claret Ash     √ 0.26 9 Good N   

63 Ulmus glabra 
'Lutescens' Golden Elm 

    √ 
0.03 2 

N/A 
N 

  

64 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree   √   0.18 3 Fair S   

65 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree   √   0.2 3 Fair S   

66 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree   √   0.14 3 Fair S   
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67 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree   √   0.16 3 Fair S   

68 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree   √   0.19 3 Fair S   

69 Quercus robur English Oak       0.08 7 Fair N   

70 Ceratonia siliqua Carob Tree   √   0.14 7 Good S   

71 Quercus rubra Northern Red Oak     √ 0.06 3 Good N   

72 Quercus rubra Northern Red Oak 
    √ 

0.08 4 
Good N Discus

s 

73 Cotoeaster 
glaucophyllus Cotoneaster   √   0.1 4 Fair N   

74 Araucaria bidwillii Bunya Pine 
√     

1.5 22 
Good S Discus

s 
75 Araucaria bidwillii Bunya Pine √     1.35 25 Good S   

76 Ulmus parvifolia? Chinese Elm       0.08 5.5 N/A N   

77 New planting Cherry?     √ 0.02 1 N/A N   

78 Elaeagnus pungens Thorny Elaeagnus   √   0.07 5 Poor N   

79 Cedrus atlantica  Himalayan Cedar   √   0.1 1.4 Poor N   
80 Syzigium smithii spp. LillyPilly - cultivar     √ 0.01 6 Poor N   
81 Eriobotra japonicus Loquat     √ 0.08 2.5 Good N   

82 Morus sp. Mulberry √     0.8 6 Poor S   

83 New planting Smokebush     √   1.3 N/A N   

84 New planting New planting 1     √   1.5 N/A N   

85 New planting Smokebush     √   0.5 N/A N   

86 New planting New planting 1     √   1.3 N/A N   

87 Prunus cerasifera 
'Nigra' Black Cherry Plum 

    √ 
0.05 3 

Good N   

88 Acmena smithii spp. LillyPilly - cultivar     √ 0.07 5.5 Poor N   

89 Photinia serratifolia Chinese Photinia     √ 0.1 6 Good N   

90 Ulmus sp. Elm     √ 0.17 4 Fair N   

91 Ulmus sp. Elm     √ 0.11 6 Fair N   
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92 Ulmus sp. Elm     √ 0.13 7 Fair N   

93 Ulmus sp. Elm     √ 0.1 6 Fair N   

94 Ulmus sp. Elm     √ 0.11 5 N/A N   

95 Ulmus sp. Elm     √ 0.11 5 Fair N   

96 Ulmus sp. Elm     √ 0.1 5 Fair N   

97 New planting Ornamental Pear     √   0 N/A N   

98 New planting       √   0 N/A N   

99 New planting       √   0 N/A N   

100 New planting New planting 1     √   0 N/A N   

101 New planting       √   0 N/A N   

102 New planting New planting 1     √   0 N/A N   

103 New planting Ornamental Pear     √   0 N/A N   

104 New planting New planting 1     √   0 N/A N   

105 Quercus robur English Oak √     0.87 15 Good S   
106 Cherry Laurel     √     1.5 Fair S   
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Appendix 2 Priority works and policy for significant trees 
 

Tree 
No. Botanical Name Common Name Significance Works required 

Priority (1: 
immed., 1-
5 yrs, 5-10 

yrs, 
ongoing) 

Tree 
Protection 
Zones for 

development 
(radial 

distance from 
centre of 
trunk in 
metres) 

1 Ulmus x hollandica Dutch Elm S Lower branch removal 1-5yrs 3.72 
2 Ulmus x hollandica Dutch Elm S None Ongoing 10.68 
3 Ulmus x hollandica Dutch Elm S Lower branch removal 1-5yrs 2.52 
4 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Formative prune 1-5yrs 4.68 
5 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Formative prune 1-5yrs 4.92 
6 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Formative prune 1-5yrs 4.56 
7 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Formative prune 1-5yrs 5.16 
8 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Formative prune 1-5yrs 5.76 
9 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Formative prune 1-5yrs 5.04 

10 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Formative prune 1-5yrs 5.52 
11 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Formative prune 1-5yrs 5.88 
12 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Formative prune 1-5yrs 5.88 
13 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Formative prune 1-5yrs 4.44 
14 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Formative prune 1-5yrs 4.2 
15 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Formative prune 1-5yrs 6.12 
18 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S None Ongoing 3.84 
19 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S None Ongoing 4.2 
20 Quercus robur English Oak S None Ongoing 20.52 
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21 Syringia vulgaris? Shrub Lilac N None Ongoing N/A 
22 New planting   N None Ongoing N/A 
23 New planting   N None Ongoing N/A 
24 Salvia leucantha Mexican Sage N None Ongoing N/A 
26 Araucaria bidwillii Bunya Pine S None Ongoing 23.04 
28 Ilex x altaslarensis "Shepherdii" Shepherd's Highclere Holly S None Ongoing 3.96 
31 Ozmanthus x fortunei Fortune's Tea Olive S Underprune basal shoots Ongoing 3 
33 Laurus nobilis Bay Laurel S Underprune basal shoots Ongoing 3 
35 Lagunaria patersonii Norfolk Island Hibiscus S None Ongoing 8.28 
41 Quercus palustris Pin Oak N None Ongoing N/A 
43 Quercus palustris Pin Oak N None Ongoing N/A 
44 Cupressus torulosa Bhutan Cypress S None Ongoing 7.08 
45 Cupressus torulosa Bhutan Cypress S None Ongoing 8.4 
46 Quercus robur English Oak S None Ongoing 15.6 

47 Desert Ash or Pin Oak 
N 

None 
Ongoing 

N/A 

48 Desert Ash or Pin Oak 
N 

None 
Ongoing 

N/A 
49 Quercus palustris Pin Oak S Clean up stubs 1-5yrs 11.28 
50 Camellia sasanqua Camellia N None Ongoing N/A 
51 Camellia sasanqua Camellia N None Ongoing N/A 
53 Cupressus sempervirens 'Italica' Pencil Pine S None Ongoing 2.16 
54 Cupressus sempervirens 'Italica' Pencil Pine S Deadwood 1 3.84 
55 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree S Prune into hedge 1 1.2 
56 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree S Prune into hedge 1 1.2 
57 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree S Prune into hedge 1 1.2 
58 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree S Prune into hedge 1 1.2 
64 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree S Prune into hedge 1 2.16 
65 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree S Prune into hedge 1 2.4 
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66 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree S Prune into hedge 1 1.68 
67 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree S Prune into hedge 1 1.92 
68 Euonymus japonicus Spindle Tree S Prune into hedge 1 2.28 
70 Ceratonia siliqua Carob Tree S None Ongoing 1.68 
71 Quercus rubra Northern Red Oak N Transplant 1 N/A 
72 Quercus rubra Northern Red Oak N Transplant 1 N/A 
74 Araucaria bidwillii Bunya Pine S None Ongoing 18 
75 Araucaria bidwillii Bunya Pine S None Ongoing 16.2 
81 Eriobotra japonicus Loquat N Discuss retention   N/A 
82 Morus sp. Mulberry S Discuss retention   9.6 
87 Prunus cerasifera 'Nigra' Black Cherry Plum N None Ongoing N/A 
89 Photinia serratifolia Chinese Photinia N None Ongoing N/A 

105 Quercus robur English Oak S None Ongoing 10.44 
106 Prunus Laurocerasus Cherry Laurel S Prune into hedge 1-5yrs N/A 
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Appendix 3 Trees recommended for removal 
 

Tree No. Botanical name Common name 
Health / 

structural 
integrity 

Significance Works Required 

Priority (1: 
immed., 1-5 
yrs, 5-10 yrs, 

ongoing) 
34 Arbutus unedo Irish Strawberry Tree Poor N Remove 1-5yrs 

61 Fraxinus raywoodii Claret Ash Poor N Remove 1-5yrs 

62 Fraxinus raywoodii Claret Ash Good N Remove 1-5yrs 

69 Quercus robur English Oak Fair N Remove 1 

73 Cotoeaster glaucophyllus Cotoneaster Fair N Remove 1 

78 Elaeagnus pungens Thorny Elaeagnus Poor N Remove 1 
80 Syzigium smithii spp. LillyPilly - cultivar Poor N Remove 1 

88 Acmena smithii spp. LillyPilly - cultivar Poor N Remove 1 

90 Ulmus sp. Elm Fair N Remove 1 

91 Ulmus sp. Elm Fair N Remove 1 

92 Ulmus sp. Elm Fair N Remove 1 

93 Ulmus sp. Elm Fair N Remove 1 

94 Ulmus sp. Elm N/A N Remove 1 

95 Ulmus sp. Elm Fair N Remove 1 

96 Ulmus sp. Elm Fair N Remove 1 
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Appendix 4 Replacement planting principles and species 

Preamble 
The significance of Brechin Gardens is embodied in the physical fabric that remains in situ, 
which reflects two significant periods of the garden’s development. These elements include 
mature nineteenth century plantings and remnants of plantings and layout from the Garden’s 
redevelopment from the late 1930s (the interwar garden incorporated earlier elements from its 
19th century history). 

Other than mature trees, little evidence survives of the layout of the nineteenth century garden. 
There is more substantial evidence for the interwar garden developed at Brechin by the Lloyds. 
Historical aerial and other photographs of the garden, and parts of the existing layout of 
Brechin together provide a richer corpus of documentary and physical evidence of the garden 
developed by the Lloyds from the 1930s to the early 1980s.  

Because the significance of Brechin Gardens is connected to both its nineteenth and twentieth 
century histories, and because the interwar garden incorporated trees planted in the nineteenth 
century, replacement species consistent with planting preferences and trends characteristic of 
both eras is appropriate and desirable.  

Principles for replacement plantings and materials 

Nineteenth and early twentieth century  
For nineteenth century plantings: species greater than 80 years, replace like-with-like. 

Appropriate alternative species would be those taxa available during the same historic period, 
i.e. the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.  

Interwar to mid-twentieth century  
Having regard to the components of Brechin Gardens associated with its interwar to mid-
twentieth century history and significance, the following design principles should be adhered 
to: 

− Use of large trees, a legacy of the nineteenth century Victorian and Edwardian periods 

− Combination of formal/axial elements with informal/curved elements 

− Even symmetrical elements combined with curves, soft edges, boundaries well-clothed 
(with plants) 

− Fences: Low, rural style  

− Hedge and linear plantings appropriate 

− Pairs of trees at entrances appropriate 

− Paths: Plain concrete paths and/or crazy paving in lawn. No coloured concrete. 

When selecting replacement species: 

− Avoid modern cultivars  

− In shrubberies and borders, avoid mono-cultural plantings.  

− In shrubberies and borders, diversity of species, foliage colours, textures are desirable and 
appropriate. Plants of same species could be appropriate where massed in a natural 
manner, not regimented in rows, and not used in even numbers. 

− For hedges and linear plantings, the use of single species is appropriate. 
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For species planted during the period the garden was owned by J.C. Lloyd and when interwar 
garden was developed to correspond to the new Brechin homestead designed by Marcus 
Martin: replace like-with-like. 

Appropriate alternative species would be those taxa available during the interwar period, i.e. 
specifically the 1930s to 1950s. These include: 

Trees 

NZ Cabbage trees 

Upright forms of Cypress 

Junipers 

Flowering cherries 

Maples  

Oleanders 

Citrus 

Gingko biloba 

Robinia 

Plum  

Calodendrum capense 

Shrubs and smaller plants 

Cydonia maulei 

Gordonia anomala 

Lavender 

Hibiscus 

Bird of paradise 

Ceanothus 

Abelia or Escallonia (hedges) 

Agave 

Aloe 

Yuccas 

Cacti (and succulents in pots) 

Geraniums 

Kochia (firebush) 

Roses 

Hybrid tea roses were popular, climbing or standard. Good examples of species can be located 
at the Alistair Clarke Memorial Rose Garden in St Kilda Park, St Kilda. Popular rose species in 
the 1920s and 1930s included:  

− ‘Rev. F. Page Roberts’, bred in UK, yellow blooms 

− ‘Columbia’, bred in USA, fragrant pink rose  

− ‘Sunny South’, bred by Alistair Clark, pink flushed with carmine on a yellow base 

− ‘Lorraine Lee’, bred by Alistair Clark, bushy shrub rose with apricot/pink blooms 
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− ‘Golden Dawn’, bred in NSW, primrose yellow 

Avoid post-WWII modern favourites such as ‘Iceberg’ and ‘Peace’ and the modern carpet 
roses.41  

 

  

                                                      
41 Recommended species from Interwar Gardens, 2003, p. 23 
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Appendix 5 Map of Brechin Gardens 

 




